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SUBJECT: 
Request that the Board approve the statement of scope for Board Order FH-04-20, and conditionally approve the public 
hearing notice for Board Order number FH-04-20 and notice of submittal of proposed rules to the Legislative Council 
Rules Clearinghouse for proposed rules affecting chapter NR 20 related to sturgeon spearing harvest regulations and 
gear use. 

FOR: August 2021 Board meeting 

PRESEN TITLE:  Todd Kalish, Fisheries Management Deputy Bureau Director 

SUMMARY:   

RECOMMENDATION: That the Board approve the statement of scope for Board Order FH-04-20 and conditionally 
approve the public hearing notice for Board Order FH-04-20 and notice of submittal of proposed rules to the Legislative 
Council Rules Clearinghouse. 

LIST OF ATTACHED MATERIALS (check all that are applicable): 
Statement of Scope (insert document name) 
Go (insert document name) 
Public Comments Summary (insert document name) 

Approved by Signature Date 

Justine Hasz, Fisheries Management 
bureau director  

Keith Warnke, FWP division administrator 

Preston D. Cole, Secretary 

cc: Board Liaison - AD/8 Program attorney  LS/8   by Todd Ambs Department rule officer  LS/8

Department Tribal Liaison  AD/8 

The statement of scope for Board Order FH-04-20 was approved by the Governor on May 13, 2021.  On June 3, 2021, 
the co-chair of the Joint Committee for the Review of Administrative Rules (JCRAR) requested that the department hold a 
preliminary public hearing and comment period on the scope statement.  As required by s. 227.136(2), Wis. Stats., the 
Board approved the notice for the preliminary public hearing and comment period at the June 2021 NRB meeting.  The 
preliminary public hearing on the scope statement was held on July 8, 2021.  39 members of the public attended the 
hearing, 8 provided comments, and 51 written comments were received on the scope statement.  Preliminary public 
hearing link:  https://widnr.widen.net/s/vsx9plmwvf/fh-04-20-sturgeon-technology-scope-preliminary-hearing 

If the scope statement for FH-04-20 is approved, the department may begin drafting the rule language. As required by 
statute, the department may not begin work on the content of the proposed rule until the scope statement is approved. 
Once the rule is drafted, the department will seek public comment on the economic impact of the rule and on the 
proposed rule language. The 30-month time frame for submission of a final rule to the legislature for approval expires on 
November 24, 2023. 

A rule stemming from this scope statement would address the use of technology during the Winnebago sturgeon spearing 
season.  This rule would not apply to technology use during other fishing seasons. 

4.F.
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DATE: July 16, 2021 

TO: All Members of the Natural Resources Board 

FROM: Preston D. Cole, Secretary 

SUBJECT:  Response summary for statement of scope for FH-04-20, relating to sturgeon spearing 
harvest regulations and gear use 

The department held an online preliminary public hearing on July 8, 2021 on the statement of scope for 
Board Order FH-04-20.  Written comments on the statement of scope were accepted through the end of 
the day on July 8, 2021.  Not including DNR staff, 39 people attended the preliminary public hearing. 
During the preliminary public hearing, the department received 8 spoken comments (1 in favor of the 
scope statement and regulating technology, 7 opposed to the scope statement and regulating technology). 
The majority of these spoken comments represent a subset of those who provided written comments.  
During the comment period for this scope statement, the department received 23 written comments and 3 
appearance slips in favor of the scope statement (in favor of regulating technology use), 27 written 
comments and 1 appearance slip opposed to the scope statement (opposed to regulating technology use), 
and 1 written comment not stating a position on the scope statement.  The department also received 2 
phone comments in support of the scope statement.  The general comments are summarized below, and 
written comments are included in the Appendix.  Spoken comments are available through the hearing 
link:  https://widnr.widen.net/s/vsx9plmwvf/fh-04-20-sturgeon-technology-scope-preliminary-hearing  

Comments on the impacts of technology use on sturgeon 

The harvest cap system and other regulations adequately protect sturgeon from overharvest.  The 

harvesting too many sturgeon, the cap can always be lowered. 

As outlined in the scope statement, harvest caps (juvenile females, adult females, and males) are utilized 
to prevent overharvest of sturgeon, regardless of whether technology is used while spearing the sturgeon. 
If harvest approaches the caps, the department will close the season in that area (Upriver Lakes or Lake 
Winnebago).  Population monitoring ensures that appropriate harvest caps are set to manage sturgeon 
harvest for a sound population structure. 

turgeon from spearing.  Using cameras and other 
technology to spear sturgeon is unnatural and not fair chase for the sturgeon. 

This scope statement does not attempt to regulate or define fair chase for sturgeon.  Water clarity 
continues to be the main determinant of spearing success, regardless of technology use. 

The question of whether to regulate camera use should be revisited if and when the harvest cap is 
triggered multiple years in a row. 

This suggestion is noted for the record.  The current scope statement has been developed to allow the 
department to begin considering further regulation of technology, in light of public input indicating 
support for such regulations as well as emerging technologies that may result in increased harvest rates 
for sturgeon. 

The use of cameras is resulting in people hitting and injuring sturgeon and other fish that they 

State of Wisconsin
CORRESPONDENCE/MEMORANDUM
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Cameras are not leading to wounding any more fish than spearing without cameras.  The number 
of spearers making bad throws at sturgeon based only on a camera is very low. 

Injury to fish that are not subsequently harvested can be a risk of sturgeon spearing regardless of whether 
a camera or other technology is used, especially during years when water clarity is low.  Assessing the 
number of fish injured but not harvested is difficult, as they are not included in harvest numbers.  We 
have no way of knowing if use of cameras causes more or fewer injuries to fish that are not harvested.  
The department does not have data on spearing practices that lead to fish injury.  Regulations to prevent 
spearing injuries to fish are beyond the breadth of the proposed scope statement. 

When cameras are used, people in the same shack throw multiple spears at a single fish. 

The practice of how spearers decide to throw spears is not a component of this scope statement. 

Cameras result in the harvest of larger fish over 100 pounds, which is impacting the number of 
trophy sturgeon available and the number of large female sturgeon contributing to the population. 
Larger, older sturgeon take a longer time to replace.  If more people start using cameras, more 
large sturgeon will be speared that would normally not be 
sight.   

Cameras can allow spearers to better see and identify sturgeon, potentially leading to preferential harvest 
of larger fish if such fish swim past the camera.  We do not have data on how often this occurs.  However, 
the department utilizes harvest data to monitor the numbers and demographics of sturgeon being 
harvested to ensure that the population remains healthy.  Years with strong gizzard shad hatches are a key 
factor in allowing more lake sturgeon to exceed 100 pounds and become available for harvest, especially 
if strong hatches occur in consecutive years.  In addition, water clarity is the biggest factor determining 
total number of sturgeon speared and number of larger sturgeon speared. 

correct size is unethical, with or without a camera. 

Existing regulations prevent the harvest of other fish species while sturgeon spearing, and the scope 
statement makes no changes to these regulations.  Spearers are responsible for correctly identifying a 
sturgeon as it swims into the ice hole when preparing to throw the spear, regardless of camera use. 

The use of technology impacts how many sturgeon are caught, which then impacts future harvest 
caps.  More sturgeon are caught with the use of a camera than without using a camera. 

icult to spear a sturgeon or judge size based solely on the 
video screen.  Cameras do not result in greater sturgeon spearing success. 

Spearing success largely depends on water clarity in any given year, since good water clarity allows all 
spearers to better identify the target and accurately throw the spear. The department does not have 
evidence that technology use results in higher spearing success rates. 

difficult to enforce keeping the lights off. 
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Using lights when sturgeon spearing is illegal, and the Winnebago system sturgeon spearing regulations
require that all lights on cameras be disabled before the spearing season begins.  No technology used 
during the spearing season can involve artificial lights. 

If cameras are banned, would enough sturgeon be harvested to maintain a healthy population or 
would skinny sturgeon become more abundant?  Harvest of fish is needed to allow young fish to 
enter the population. 

The overall sturgeon population in the Winnebago system is capable of maintaining adequate age classes 
and individual body condition even if fewer sturgeon are harvested, as demonstrated during consecutive 
years of poor water clarity.  The department also monitors the sturgeon population through harvest 
registrations and other means to verify that the population remains healthy. 
Comments on the impacts of technology on the sturgeon spearing experience 

The traditional spearing season does not involve technology and gives fish a better chance of 
survival.  Technology such as cameras, side scanners, down scanners, fish locators, etc. will only 
continue to advance in ways that are not compatible with the intent of the sport (looking into the 
hole to spear the fish), and could result in spearing every sturgeon that comes within range.  

d 
any other advantages. 

One reason for pursuing this scope statement is to assess emerging technologies and their impacts on 
sturgeon spearing and the sturgeon population, and propose regulations if necessary.  The scope statement 
does not aim to determine what is considered to be a traditional sturgeon spearing season.  However, the 
current types of technologies used are not biologically impacting the sturgeon population. 

, and give 
spearers something to look at when water clarity is low.  Cameras allow family and friends to watch 

video of fish with friends and family later. 

This comment is noted for the record.  Cameras have continued to increase in popularity for the reasons 
described above, and the intent of the scope statement is not to maliciously restrict opportunities for 
spearers and their friends and family, but rather to proactively review technological advances for which 
additional regulation may benefit the format of the sturgeon spearing season and maintain more equal 
footing for all spearers. 

Sturgeon spearing is supposed to be a traditional sport, and throwing a spear at a fish without 
seeing it yourself is not sporting.  If they care about the sport, people will still likely go out sturgeon 
spearing even if cameras are no longer allowed.  Spearing should be about seeing a sturgeon come 
through the hole with your own eyes, not being able to spear a sturgeon just because you spend 
money on a tag. 

This comment is noted, though the scope statement does not make a determination on fair chase 
principles for sturgeon spearing.  Some spearers prefer waiting for a sturgeon to swim through the hole in 
the ice, while others prefer to see fish swimming underwater before they reach the hole, regardless of 
whether they have the opportunity to spear a fish.  The scope of what is considered to be a traditional 
sturgeon spearing season is not a component of this scope statement.  The department expects that good 
levels of participation will continue regardless of a future rule regulating technology use. 
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considered to be a traditional spearing season since people can use chainsaws, modern 
?  This is the 21st century, and 

technology can allow people to enjoy the sport in new ways and more efficiently. 

This scope statement does not attempt to define the bounds of a traditional spearing season in relation to 
types of tools and equipment beyond those used to locate, observe and identify fish under the ice, such as 
underwater cameras and electronic fish finders.  Good levels of participation among spearers that do not 
use technology indicate that the sturgeon spearing season still maintains its status as a unique Wisconsin 

at a subset of spearers approach 
the sturgeon spearing season equally as an opportunity to see sturgeon as to harvest one.   

Blind spearing based on a camera is unethical, but the camera could be placed 10-15 feet away 
from the shack to allow people to watch but not spear sturgeon with a camera. 

While no specific rule proposals are yet on the table, this alternative is noted for the record. 

The use of technology helps bring more people to the sport, which supports the local economy.  
Banning technology will turn them away from the sport.  People have invested time and money into 

the ice, which could impact local businesses. 

The department acknowledges that technology use during the sturgeon spearing season is important for 
some spearers and for keeping new spearers engaged.  However, due to split public input on the future of 
sturgeon spearing as a sport, as well as rapidly emerging technologies that may impact sturgeon harvest in 
the future, additional regulation may be needed. 

The use of cameras is not resulting in a shorter season for spearers and is not restricting individual 

Harvest success rates and season length depend more upon ice conditions, weather, and water clarity than 
technology use, and this will remain the case even if technology is regulated.  The likelihood of an early 
season closure is greater during years with good water clarity.  While the use of cameras and other 

technologies may impact how well spearers can see sturgeon during years with poor water clarity, 
resulting in potentially lower success rates for spearers that do not use technology or do not have access to 
it, as compared with those that do. 

Making spearing easier through technology use is not needed because of the existing high 
participation levels.  Spearers should take the time to do things right rather than expect to get a 
sturgeon without spending as much time on the ice. 

Spearers use technology for different reasons, including the perception of improved chances at spearing a 
sturgeon as well as to pass the time with others while waiting for a sturgeon to swim into the hole.  The 
department anticipates good public participation in the sturgeon spearing season will continue, especially 
during years with good water clarity.  However, most spearers put in many hours on the ice before 
harvesting a sturgeon, whether traditionally or with the aid of technology. 

Limiting the use of technology has no benefits or expected positive outcomes, and technology use 
does not pose risks or negative impacts to the sturgeon population.  This proposal would result in 
less participation in sturgeon spearing, especially when water clarity is low. 
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While technology use does not currently biologically impact sturgeon populations, newer types of 
technology and increasing use of technology could impact sturgeon in the future.  The department 
anticipates continued good public participation in the sturgeon spearing season regardless of technology 
use. 

Comments on regulating social preferences 

Public surveys have not shown a strong opposition to cameras during the sturgeon spearing season. 
Due to the split public sentiment on this issue and the fact that harvest caps have not been reached, 
it seems like a waste of resources to legislate a social issue.   

The use of technology is a social rather than biological issue.  The harvest caps are effective at preventing 
detrimental impacts to the sturgeon population.  However, public surveys, Spring Hearings questions and 
other discussions over the past several years have indicated a public desire to explore the potential for 
future regulation to maintain the form and function of the sturgeon spearing season.  In 2019, a Spring 
Hearing question on prohibiting the use of underwater cameras and electronic fish finders during the 
sturgeon spearing season resulted in overall public support (5418 in support of prohibiting underwater 
cameras and 2138 against, and 4773 in support of prohibiting electronic fish finders and 2750 against).  
The department disseminated two public surveys in 2013 and 2018 to gauge attitudes about underwater 
cameras, the results of which are depicted below.  
camera and technology use tends to intensify following years with poor water clarity.  In general, water 
clarity was better in the years leading up to 2013 than the period leading up to 2018, and opposition to 
cameras was a few percentage points higher in 2018 as opposed to 2013. 

Figure 1:  Attitudes about underwater cameras during the Winnebago sturgeon spearing season 

affecting the opportunity for others to enjoy the 
sport.  Those that do not believe technology should be used when sturgeon spearing do not have to 
use it, similar to personal preferences of whether to use crossbows, fish locators, trail cams and 
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impacting sturgeon management goals. 

This comment is noted for the record.  Additional public feedback will be collected on this topic if the 
scope statement is approved. 

The public already voted on this in 2019 at the Spring Hearings 
been implemented? 

The Spring Hearing public input received on the 2019 Wisconsin Conservation Congress Spring Hearing 
questions on this topic were advisory in nature.  To pursue further regulations, a formal rule process is 
required.  The scope statement is the first stage of that process.  If the scope statement is approved, the 
department will offer additional public input opportunities to help develop rule options. 

The department does not solicit information on camera use at the time of sturgeon harvest registration, but 
based on a 2018 poll of 523 spearers in total, estimates that about 30% of spearers use a camera or similar 
technology when sturgeon spearing. 

If regulations must be made to underwater cameras, regulate the size of the screen to make it more 
difficult to spear based only on the camera image. 

While no specific rule proposals are yet on the table, this alternative is noted for the record. 

Comments relating to the use of other technology while sturgeon spearing 

Cameras are allowed for other types of fishing, so they should be allowed for sturgeon spearing too. 

single out camera use when sturgeon spearing. 

While cameras and similar technologies are used in other types of fishing and hunting, the Winnebago 
System sturgeon spearing season is a unique season for which special regulations have already been 
implemented in the past to ensure ethical spearing (such as the prohibition on using lights and fishing for 
other species while in the sturgeon spearing shack).  Therefore, the department is approaching the concept 
of regulating technology on a separate basis through a scope statement limited only to technology use 
during the Winnebago sturgeon spearing season. 

Other fishing gear is not allowed in the sturgeon spearing shack, so why should cameras be 
allowed? 

The prohibition on possessing other types of fishing gear other than a handheld spear in the sturgeon 
spearing shack during the spearing season is in place to prevent a person from hooking a sturgeon and 
then spearing it while hooked.  That practice is contrary to the purpose of the sturgeon spearing season, 
which relies on the skill of the spearer to hit the fish as it swims under the ice hole.   

A rule should also address the use of electronics used on the ice that have Bluetooth and ethernet 
capabilities. 

The scope statement allows this idea to be considered in a future rule. 
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Drafters:  Meredith Penthorn
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Appendix 

Written comments, including those on appearance slips, are attached below. 
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STATEMENT OF SCOPE 
Department of Natural Resources 

Rule No.: FH-04-20 

Relating 
to: 

Sturgeon Spearing Harvest Regulations and Gear Use (Ch. NR 20) 

Rule 
Type: 

Permanent 

1. Finding/nature of emergency (Emergency Rule only):

This will be a permanent rule. 

2. Detailed description of the objective of the proposed rule:

The Winnebago System is home to one of the largest lake sturgeon (
) populations in the world, which supports a very popular sturgeon 

spearfishery.  The annual sturgeon spearing season on Lake Winnebago and the 
Upriver Lakes (including Lakes Butte de Morts, Winneconne and Poygan) is 
managed under a harvest cap system to protect the fishery from overharvest and 
maintain a healthy sturgeon population.  The sturgeon spearing season occurs 
through the ice in February, and spearer harvest success is often correlated with 
water clarity rather than spearing methods.  In the shallower waters of the Upriver 
Lakes, spearing success is often higher because spearers can clearly see to the 
bottom in most seasons.  In the deeper waters of Lake Winnebago, murkier waters 
can obscure sturgeon.  However, in recent years, social preferences for harvest 
regulations and allowable sturgeon spearing methods and gear use have prompted 
the department to review and potentially change the rules for the Winnebago 
system sturgeon spearing season. 

This rule may establish restrictions on technology used for spearing sturgeon in 
order to maintain a traditional spearfishery in light of rapid technological 
modernization, and may remove the size limit for sturgeon taken during this 
season.  The Wisconsin Conservation Congress and Spring Hearings participants 
supported both proposals. 
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3. Description of the existing policies relevant to the rule, new policies proposed to
be included in the rule, and an analysis of policy alternatives:

This rule may establish a prohibition on the use of underwater cameras, electronic 
fish finders, and other similar technology during the Winnebago system sturgeon 
spearing season only.  While the use of cameras and fish finders does not currently 
contribute to overharvest of sturgeon due to the harvest limit of one sturgeon per 
licensed spearer and implementation of the harvest cap system, some spearers have 
expressed concerns related to the use of underwater cameras and other forms of 
technology.  These spearers feel that the use of such technologies is unethical and 
improves the likelihood of spearing a sturgeon, especially during years when water 
clarity is low, compared to the traditional method of throwing the spear only when a 
sturgeon is observed with the naked eye as it passes through the hole cut in the ice.  
However, other people contend that the use of cameras, electronic fish finders and 
other technologies keeps spearers engaged and potentially attracts new people to 
the sport by providing a glimpse of sturgeon and other fish moving around under 
the ice.   

This rule may also remove the size limit for sturgeon taken during the spearing 
season.  Under the existing 36-inch minimum length limit for sturgeon, undersized 
fish cannot be kept, and the sublegal-sized fish that are accidentally speared are 
released and likely exhibit high mortality.  Removing the size limit would allow a 
spearer to legally keep a smaller sturgeon, whether speared accidentally or 
intentionally.  This would potentially reduce waste of smaller fish while also 
potentially reducing the number of larger fish speared due to the one-fish sturgeon 
bag limit. 

This rule may also address other minor changes reasonably relating to the 
Winnebago system sturgeon spearfishery, changes to facilitate enforcement of 
current law, and other changes to achieve congruence with statutory enactments. 

4. Detailed explanation of statutory authority for the rule (including the statutory
citation and language):

-
the authority to establish and maintain open and closed seasons, bag limits, size 
limits and other conditions that will conserve fish populations and provide good 
fishing opportunities for the citizens of the state. 

Section 29.041, Wis. Stats provides that the department may regulate fishing on 
and in all interstate boundary waters and outlying waters. 

Section 29.053 (2), Stats., provides that the department may establish conditions 
governing the taking of fish for the state as a whole, for counties or parts of 
counties, or for waterbodies or parts of waterbodies.  
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5. Estimate of amount of time that state employees will spend developing the rule
and of other resources necessary to develop the rule:

The department estimates spending 200 hours developing this rule, including 
holding public meetings and hearings. 

6. List with description of all entities that may be affected by the proposed rule:

This rule would mainly affect participants in the Lake Winnebago sturgeon 
spearfishery.  Some businesses that sell underwater cameras and other fishing 
technology may be impacted, but exact impacts are unknown since people can 
purchase this equipment from a variety of online and in-person sources.  
Additionally, the department is uncertain of the number of spearers that may 
continue or discontinue purchasing electronic equipment for use during other 
fishing seasons if a technology prohibition is in place during the sturgeon spearing 
season. 

7. Summary and preliminary comparison with any existing or proposed federal
regulation that is intended to address the activities to be regulated by the proposed
rule:

No federal regulations currently apply.  States possess inherent authority to 
manage the fishery and wildlife resources within their boundaries, except insofar as 
preempted by federal treaties and laws, including regulations established in the 
Federal Register.  The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service is currently reviewing the 
conservation status of the lake sturgeon populations throughout the United States, 
but no action has been taken to further regulate lake sturgeon on a federal level. 

8. Anticipated economic impact of implementing the rule (note if the rule is likely
to have an economic impact on small businesses):

Economic impacts are expected to be minimal, if any.  The rule is mainly applicable 
to individual anglers and imposes no compliance or reporting requirements for 
small business, nor are any design or operational standards contained in the rule.   

9. Anticipated number, month and locations of public hearings:

The department anticipates holding 2 public hearings in the month of November 
2021.  Hearing cities will be:  Appleton, WI and Fond du Lac, WI. 

The department will hold these hearings in these locations to obtain public input 
from Winnebago sturgeon spearing season participants. 

Contact Person:  David Boyarski, 920-559-2341, David.Boyarski@wisconsin.gov; 
Meredith Penthorn, 608-316-0080, Meredith.Penthorn@wisconsin.gov  
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Preston D. Cole, Secretary 

Date Submitted 



Office of the Governor  State of Wisconsin 

Office of the Governor  PO Box 7863, Madison, WI 53707 
(608) 266 1212  www.evers.wi.gov

Tony Evers 

May 13, 2021 

By Electronic Mail Only 

Dear Secretaries and Agency Heads: 

On this day, I approved the following statements of scope pursuant to Wis. Stat. § 
227.135(2): 

A statement of scope by the Department of Natural Resources, submitted March 16, 
2021, relating to site-specific phosphorus criteria for Lac Courte Oreilles (Wis. Admin. 
Code ch. NR 102); and 
A statement of scope by the Department of Natural Resources, submitted April 1, 
2021, relating to regulations for 
antidegradation policy and procedures (Wis. Admin. Code chs. NR 102, 106, 205, and 
207); and 
A statement of scope by the Department of Safety and Professional Services, 
submitted March 16, 2021, relating to barbering licensure and practice outside of a 
licensed establishment (Wis. Admin. Code chs. SPS 50 and 60-65); and 
Both an emergency and permanent statement of scope by the Psychology Examining 
Board, submitted April 16, 2021, relating to a legislative update (Wis. Admin. Code 
chs. Psy 1-5); and 
A statement of scope by the Department of Workforce Development, submitted April 
30, 2021, relating to worker's compensation treatment guidelines (Wis. Admin. Code 
ch. DWD 81); and 
A statement of scope by the Department of Workforce Development, submitted April 
30, 2021, relating to worker's compensation minimum permanent partial disability 
ratings (Wis. Admin. Code ch. DWD 80); and 
A statement of scope by the Department of Workforce Development, submitted April 
30, 2021, relating to minor and technical changes to the worker's compensation 
program (Wis. Admin. Code ch. DWD 80); and 
A statement of scope by the Department of Natural Resources, submitted March 29, 
2021, relating to sturgeon spearing harvest regulations and gear use (Wis. Admin. 
Code ch. NR 20). 



On this day, I approved the following proposed administrative rules pursuant to Wis. Stat. § 
227.185:

A proposed rule by the Department of Workforce Development, submitted April 14, 
2021, relating to replacing derogatory or offensive terminology with current, inclusive 
terminology (Wis. Admin. Code chs. DWD 80, 272 and 277); and 
A proposed rule by the Public Service Commission, submitted April 29, 2021, relating 
to renewable resource tracking (Wis. Admin. Code ch. PSC 118); and 
A proposed rule by the Medical Examining Board, submitted April 26, 2021, relating 
to unprofessional conduct (Wis. Admin. Code ch. Med 10); and 
A proposed rule by the Psychology Examining Board, submitted March 31, 2021, 
relating to renewal and reinstatement of licenses (Wis. Admin. Code ch. Psy 4); and 
A proposed rule by the Department of Public Instruction, submitted April 23, 2021, 
relating to age waivers for general educational development tests (Wis. Admin. Code 
ch. PI 5); and 
A proposed rule by the Department of Public Instruction, submitted May 6, 2021, 
relating to revisions to pupil nondiscrimination procedures (Wis. Admin. Code ch. PI 
9); and 
A proposed rule by the Department of Natural Resources, submitted April 23, 2021, 
relating to fish harvest in Lake Superior (Wis. Admin. Code chs. NR 20 and 25); and 
A proposed rule by the Department of Natural Resources, submitted April 14, 2021, 
relating to Lake Michigan whitefish management (Wis. Admin. Code ch. NR 25); and 
A proposed rule by the Department of Natural Resources, submitted April 15, 2021, 
relating to the 2021 migratory bird season (Wis. Admin. Code ch. NR 10); and 
A proposed rule by the Department of Natural Resources, submitted April 14, 2021, 
relating to contaminated sediment sites, the implementation of 2015 Wisconsin Act 
204 (Wis. Admin. Code chs. NR 756 and 758); and 
A proposed rule by the Department of Agriculture, Trade and Consumer Protection, 
submitted November 5, 2020, relating to residential rental practices (Wis. Admin. 
Code ch. ATCP 134). 

Please direct any questions about this letter to my deputy policy director, Katie Domina. 

Sincerely, 

Tony Evers 
Governor   

cc: Ryan Nilsestuen, chief legal counsel (ryan.nilsestuen1@wisconsin.gov)  
Katie Domina, deputy policy director (katherine.domina1@wisconsin.gov) 
DOA State Budget Office (SBOAdminRules@spmail.wi.gov) 
Emma Esch, DNR (emma.esch@wisconsin.gov) 
DSPS (DSPSAdminRules@wisconsin.gov)  
Mark Kunkel, DWD (markd.kunkel@dwd.wisconsin.gov) 
Kara Koonce, PSC (kara.koonce@wisconsin.gov) 
Carl Bryan, DPI (carl.bryan@dpi.wi.gov) 
Bradford Steine, DATCP (bradford.steine1@wisconsin.gov)  
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