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Patty Loew:

Hello and welcome to our new season of “in Wisconsin.” I'm Patty Loew.  This week the lights are back on in this maritime jewel, thanks to lighthouse lovers across the state.  “Not in my backyard” is what some lakefront owners are telling state officials.  An environmental success story.  Is there no room at the inn for some UW college students?  Find out ahead “In Wisconsin.” 

Announcer:

Major funding for “in Wisconsin” is provided by the people of Alliant Energy, who bring safe, reliable and environmentally friendly energy to keep homes, neighborhoods and life in Wisconsin running smoothly.  Alliant energy offering energy saving ideas on the web.  The University of Wisconsin, Paul P. Carbone comprehensive cancer center providing cancer research, education and treatment.  UW Paul P. Carbone Comprehensive Cancer Center, comprehensive as designated by the National Cancer Institute.  Information available on the Web.  And Wisconsin's Technical Colleges, providing local education for the crucial occupations essential to our communities.  Wisconsin's Technical Colleges, communities first.  

Loew:

We hear a lot about environmental problems, invasive species, polluted waters, endangered wildlife.  So, it’s nice to get good news once in a while.  Producer Liz Koerner has one of those stories.  

Liz Koerner:

It’s a summer day on top of Maiden Rock, a bluff overlooking Lake Pepin on the Mississippi River.  

Man:

We have another 300 foot of rope in my car.  Yours is only two.  

Koerner:

This is the starting point for scientists roping up to rappel down to a bird’s nests.  These nests are called eyries.   That’s where they hope to find young peregrine falcons.  

Bob Anderson:

Hopefully, we’re going to find three or four babies.  I’d be happy if we find two babies, or even one.  

Koerner:

Bob Anderson is the director of the Iowa-based Raptor Resource Center.  He’s working to bring Peregrine falcons back to the bluffs along the Mississippi River valley.  

Anderson:

And give directions upstream or downstream.  

Koerner:

Peregrine falcons were entirely wiped out east of the Mississippi by the late 1960s.  The pesticide called DDT caused the casualties.  Wisconsin was one of the first states to ban the use of this deadly chemical in 1970.  And while peregrines are still on the state endangered and threatened species list, DNR officials say their numbers are now at a healthy level.  Many people had a hand in the return of the peregrines, and Bob Anderson played a vital role.  He started out by breeding these wild birds in captivity in the mid 1970s.  

Anderson:

I’m proud to say that to we have made the first bird to breed in Minnesota and the first bird to breed in the state of Wisconsin after they were wiped out.  

Koerner:

Over the years, Anderson and project volunteers have supplied 250 young birds to recovery efforts across the country.  These birds have bred in nest boxes placed high up on buildings, especially those along the Mississippi River.  Nest boxes are successful in part because predators can’t get to the nest boxes.  

Anderson:

Usually the predator we’re dealing with in the Midwest is the raccoon.  So, by putting a nest box in a place a raccoon can’t get, naturally they’ll have higher success rates than they are in the wild, where they just pick out a ledge that’s available.  

Koerner:

Getting the peregrines back to ledges in the wild is what Anderson was ultimately determined to do.  

Anderson:

I felt they really weren’t saved until they had them back on their historic haunts.  When everybody else stopped releases, I kept going and did releases here.  And actually, we bred the first peregrine to breed on this cliff.  

Koerner:

This accomplishment on this cliff in Pepin County means even more if you know a little history.  

Dan Berger remembers.  

Dan Berger:

We found the last active site was right here in 1962 and they had four young.  

Koerner:

Berger worked hands-on with the birds.  Today he’s here to witness the work of Anderson and the project volunteers.  And he isn’t alone.  Anderson welcomes interested birders of all ages.  

Anderson:

So this is a boy falcon and we’ll name it Griffin.  

Boy:

Oh!  

Woman:

Two years ago when I got to hold one was the most exciting because I couldn’t tell if my heart or its heart was beating faster.  

Boy:

Does it have sharp claws?  

Koerner:

They band the peregrine chicks in order to follow their progress.  Anderson says the chicks seem to tolerate this strange experience and life gets back to normal soon after they return to the nest.  Banding has taught scientists like Anderson a lot about how to successfully reintroduce them to the wild.  

Anderson:

We’re really learning a great deal.  For example, the word peregrine means wanderer.  For many years, we thought if you released the peregrine anywhere it could indeed start a population anywhere.  That’s not quite true.  By following the birds, by using these bands, we’ve discovered that the males stay within 70 miles and the females stay within 200 miles.  

Koerner:

It’s been 30 years since Anderson began his work with peregrines, and he can proudly claim his efforts have paid off.  On this day, they found three chicks in the Maiden Rock eyrie.  And up and down the Mississippi, peregrines now nest in 12 natural sites.  He would like to get a few more pairs to use these natural sites, but the peregrine recovery effort here can be called a conservation success story.  

Anderson:

I really think it’s important that you look at these environmental success stories with the same amount of attention that you do with environmental problems.  What I mean by environmental success stories is we outlawed DDT, a lot of species started coming back.  The peregrines was wiped out.  We bred some stock, released some and now they’re coming back.  That’s a true conservation success story.  We have to look at these success stories to give us ammunition, to give us the whatever it takes to take on another particular problem.  

Loew:

If you the want to be heard, now is the time to speak up.  This week marks the end of the comment period for proposed state rules governing shoreline development.  The Department of Natural Resources wants to update the rules that can determine what can and cannot be built on Wisconsin shores.  We first told you about this when the department tried to update the rules in 2005.  At that time, the zoning proposal drew so many unfavorable comments that the DNR went back to the drawing board.  Producer Art Hackett brings us an update on how the process is going the second time around.  

Art Hackett:

This property on a flowage near Tomahawk is a place where nature comes to meet you.  The only development on the parcel is a small cottage.  It was built before the state’s minimum zoning standards took effect in 1968.  Those standards say the lot is too small to allow any structure, and the owner of the property can’t spend any more than half of the cabin’s value on improvements or repairs.  Eventually the smaller structures wind up being torn down.  

Gregg Breese:

We ask ourselves how does that meet the goal of our program?  We said it doesn’t really meet our goal.  Our goal is to protect water quality habitat, so why don’t we allow you to rebuild or restore, with minor expansions in some cases, within that 75-foot set back and in trade what you do is analyze your shoreline and figure out a way to protect the water quality habitat.  

Hackett:

For several years, the DNR has been attempting to update the shoreline zoning regulations known by their administrative rule number NR115.  When NR115 was up for a public hearing in Oshkosh it drew praise from the man who owns the cabin near Tomahawk.  

Noel Dolde:

NR115 will allow me to update that structure on an existing developed lot rather than develop a virgin landscape, now which is more often than not probably of marginal suitability.  

Hackett:

But the rules involve a trade.  In order to do things now restricted, property owners would have to agree to reduce the effects of runoff from impervious surfaces such as roof, driveways and turf grass lawns.  This could include rain gardens which allow water to soak into the ground.  Noel Dolde’s opinion was after 40 years without revised rules it’s about time.  

Dolde:

It’s time for action to protect the resources of Wisconsin and fulfill the public trust doctrine or our state constitution.  

HAckett:

Dolde was the only person at the Oshkosh hearing to speak out in favor of the proposed new rules.  

Bill Demler:

The rain garden.  Has anybody looked at the health concerns of putting mosquito breeding ponds on your property and what that does to public health in a closed in area?  

Bob Bruan:

I’ve got about 30-plus years of experience in dealing with shoreline development and I find this code to be particularly onerous.  

Hackett:

There are lots of numbers in the DNR’s proposed rules.  But one number in particular seems to bother people, 35, as in 35 feet.  That’s the distance back from a high watermark that the DNR would prefer to have planted with natural vegetation.  

Breese:

What happens when you install turf grass in lieu of a natural vegetation that is generally taller, is you’ll have increased runoff and what that increased runoff means is as the water leaves your site it drags along phosphorous and other pollutants down into the water body, and there is nothing to slow it up.  

Hackett:

Many waterfront property owners look at the term natural vegetation and sees problems.  Mary Remillard lives on Lake Winnebago.  

Mary Remillard:

There has to be maintenance to it.  Right now you have this Japanese vine or something that comes in, it’s an invasive thing.  I have to manually pull it out and it spreads easy.  Right now, I can mow it down in my grassy area.  But if I had all natural here, that would overtake that area totally.  

Breese:

This rule doesn’t come out.  If it were adopted tomorrow, it doesn’t say that tomorrow you have to restore your shoreline.  It doesn’t say anything of that kind.  

Hackett:

DNR shoreline team leader Gregg Breese says the only time property owners would have to address the effects of runoff would be if they remodel or expand their property.  And even then the new rules offer options.  

Breese:

You could also install a rain garden.  You could also install diversion swales.  You could also do a completely restored buffer.  

Hackett:

Some property owners don’t see a problem with a natural buffer.  

Dolde:

Why people buy a cottage and have another lawn to mow has always escaped me, the logic.  You go up there to have fun, not to have another place to work.  

Remillard:

I’ve lived here 20 years almost.  To me, the water quality is better than it was, ever.  So I’m having a hard time with that concept that is going to improve it greatly.  

Hackett:

Noel Dolde meanwhile says the limitations are there for a reason.  He said an acquaintance had expressed concern about his comments at the hearing.  

Dolde:

I said you know, we’re neighbors.  He looked at me.  How is that?  I said your land ends at the water and I own the water.  And he looked at me again, and I said water belongs to everybody and it gave him pause to think.  Zoning is there for a reason.  

Loew:

You can go to our website at wpt.org/InWisconsin to find out how to submit your comment on the shoreline zoning rules.  But hurry, the comment period ends September 7.  DNR staff will make any necessary changes based on the comments.  The proposed rules will then go first to the Natural Resources Board and then to the state Legislature for approval.  

In other news, it’s week ten in state budget talks with the republicans and democrats still billions of dollars apart.  Each week until the budget is hammered out, we’ll bring you a series of reports called “Budget Briefs,” where we’ll focus on different disputed budget items and how the outcome might affect you.  This week, as school begins thousands of UW students are still waiting to hear whether or not they’ll have financial aid from the state.  That’s just one of the ways the UW System is affected by the budget stalemate.  We should tell you that Wisconsin Public Television is also part of the UW System.  But this week’s “Budget Briefs” examines another UW budget item that hits very close to home for students and their families.  Frederica Freyberg reports.  

Frederica Freyberg:

UW dorms at campuses across the state are bulging with new residents and all their stuff.  Move-in day is an exercise in exhaustion.  And this year cause for controversy wrapped up in the state budget.  

Paul Evans:

This year we turned away 700 students and didn’t give them the opportunity to live on campus.  

Freyberg:

To help ease the crunch UW-Madison wants to build three new dorms with 500 additional beds.  In all, six UW campuses have plans to build additional residents halls to the tune of $205 million.  The state money for the dorm projects would be bonded out or borrowed over 30 years and paid back by the fees students pay to live in them.  Legislators must approve that borrowing.  While democrats approve republican budget writers do not.  

Scott Suder:

We simply can’t afford what has been called a building spree in Wisconsin.  

Freyberg:

But it’s not just that.  

Man:

These are suites for four students, each of them gets a single bedroom, about 8 by 10 feet.  There is a small living area 12 feet square and a small kitchenette.  

Freyberg:

The new plans at River Falls, Oshkosh, Parkside, Stevens Point and Whitewater call for private bedroom suite-type dorms.  

Suder:

I just don’t think we need a Taj Mahal building for students when a dorm style building that we currently have is sufficient.  It doesn’t make sense to charge student more when they’re already paying higher fees for tuition.  

David Giroux:

Many parents who would prefer to pay slightly higher residence hall fees that are still significantly lower than off campus rent.  This is what they ask of us.  If we don’t offer it they’ll go to a college that does.  

Freyberg:

UW architects say suite-style dorms are the new norm on college campuses across the country.  Republican budget writers don’t buy it.  

Suder:

The dorms that you and I went to and stayed in in college were actually just fine.  We didn’t have such a luxurious accommodations, yet somehow we survived.  

Freyberg:

The University counters that this isn’t your father’s college campus anymore and Wisconsin must keep up.  

Giroux:

We want those students here in Wisconsin studying at our home grown universities, paying our tuition and coming back and getting jobs here in Wisconsin.  Or do we want them going off to another state?  

Freyberg:

UW-Madison’s new dorm plans don’t call for private suites.  Instead, proposed residents halls on that campus would be more in keeping with the dorm just completed this fall for incoming freshmen.  

What did your parents think?  

Student:

They were so jealous.  

Freyberg:

The brand-new Ogg Hall has slightly larger rooms than the old style dorms, but the room have separate closets.  And instead of 60 to a bathroom it’s more like 8.  

Man:

A little bit larger double room.   That’s about the biggest amenity you get.  

Freyberg:

Still despite not calling for so-called suite-style apartments UW-Madison’s plans are on the chopping block with all the others.  

Suder:

I don’t think that my colleagues and I that made these decisions are opposed to giving more rooms to more students.  It really amounts to the type of building that is going to be built and how much taxpayers and students can afford.  

Freyberg:

UW officials say they would still have to bond for dorms that might cost a little less but worry in that case students would not rent them.  

Giroux:

And so we’d lose the revenue stream that allows us to pay back that slightly smaller bond.  

Loew:

We’ll examine another state budget item under debate in next week’s “Budget Brief.”  

Loew:

Our next report takes us to Wisconsin’s only national park, the Apostle Islands National Lakeshore.  Last season, producer JoAnne Garrett brought us to the raspberry island lighthouse being renovated for the first time in 100 years.  It was a huge undertaking.  More than a million dollars spent, more than 50 different crafts people contributing their talents.  Jo promised to take us back and show us the completed lighthouse.  Here goes.  

JoAnne Garrett

When last we saw the Raspberry Island lighthouse, it was deep in the throes of restoration.  Think of it as this old house on steroids.  

Ken Kotney:

When we first arrived here the building was in quite a state of disrepair.  It had been maintained to the best of everyone’s ability, but it’s over 100 years old.  

Garrett:

Ken Kotney is the president of a KBK Services, a construction firm based in Ashland, that won the national contract to renovate Raspberry.  This lighthouse is made of wood.  And as any homeowner will tell you, weather can take its toll.  And when the winds blow across this big lake, one of the largest in the world, well, it makes for lots of weather.  

Kotney:

That’s Lake Superior at its best.  We have our predominant winds and storms come from the west/northwest and this is on the west side.  

Garrett:

The famed Superior storms.  A year later, that unpredictable weather almost spoiled the plans for the grand reopening of the lighthouse held in Bayfield.  But the clouds parted, the first boatload of visitors was ferried over, and as the island came into view.  

Woman:

It looks gorgeous.  

Garrett:

As in years gone by, the keeper came to greet them, Jim Stowell, park service employee, in authentic keeper garb, harkening back to keepers past.  

Jim Stowell:

Welcome, welcome.

Woman:

How is your life out here?  

Stowell:

Not bad.  It’s always a beautiful day on the berry.  

Man:

On the berry!  

Man:

You’re living on raspberry time.  

Garrett:

First a ribbon cutting.  After a two-year absence, the public was allowed back into Raspberry.  Bob Krummenacher, the park superintendent.  

Bob Krummenacher:

We just spent two years and a million half dollars and brought this lighthouse back to where it should be.  

Man:

That’s beautiful.  

Kotney:

The time and toll of lake superior and 100 years, really, the building was degrading.  We restored the foundation.  We rebuilt the roof.  We fixed up every board we could and replaced the ones we couldn’t.  We redid every window.  We basically lovingly brought it back.  Now it looks like 1924 with a little bit of 2007 technology.  

Stowell:

It’s a snapshot.  It’s a snapshot in history.  

Kotney:

Our goal would be to stop time here in 1924.  

Woman:

The family ate Sunday dinner.  

Stowell:

You come back 50 years from now we’ll still be telling the story of 1924.  

Garrett:

The choice of 1924 is a bit arbitrary.  

Krummenacher:

The historic period could have been anywhere from 1863 through 1940s.  We looked back to try to figure out where do we know the most about and all the keepers kept diaries.  But Lee Benton, the keeper in the early 1920s, kept a vivid diary.  We know more about his story and his family and his day-to-day life than we do any of the other keepers.  This was the center of the lighthouse universe of the Apostle Islands and Benton and his family were proud of the site.  And people came and played croquet like they’re doing now.  They tended the flowers.  

Garrett:

The role of the lighthouse keeper may seem quaint now but their work was crucial for the ships on Superior, crucial to Wisconsin’s maritime industry.  In a time without GPS and radar, the beacon from a lighthouse was shelter in the storm.  Bob Krummenacher.  

Krummenacher:

The lake was the highway, but it was also a very dangerous highway.  There were great hazards out there.  Keeping people alive is what they were about.  The most important thing that they could do was keep that light shining, because they were something that the mariners counted on.  The worst thing is if the light went out.  People could die.  

Garrett:

It was shelter for the sailors.  And it was home sweet home for the keepers.  Monies for this renovation covered only the lighthouse.  In a remarkable achievement, all of the objects in the house that give it such life were donated or purchased through contributions.  Joan Coaler is responsible for home sweet home and a domed trunk.  

Joan Coaler:

That dome-top truck I got in St. Louis at a garage sale in 1968.  And I refinished it.  And I spent hours on that trunk, hours on it.  I’ve had it in my home.  And then when I heard that they were looking for contributions up here, and they wanted specifically a dome-top trunk.  And I thought well, wouldn’t this be great?  It would be useful here and it would always be here.  It’s just great to think of hopefully the permanence of this and these wonderful things.  It’s fun to be part of it.  

Alice Hudson:

I donated the cookbook.  

Garrett:

Alice Hudson of Washburn.  

Hudson:

I saw a notice in the paper they were looking for things for the Raspberry Island lighthouse.  My mother as a young girl used to come over here on vacation.  She was a friend of Harold Benton’s wife.  They were neighbors.  She came out here for a week at a time in the late 1920s, and they just had good times.  She had so many tales to tell about Raspberry Island and the lighthouse.  

Garrett:

Kathleen D’Angelo of Madison created this painting.  

D’Angelo:

This depicts a scene with one of the lighthouse keepers in the early 1890s.  He woke up in the middle of the night.  It was storming.   He went down to put his boat in the boat house and got blown out into the main waters, and ended up being stranded on Oak Island.  Just knowing this would be here in the Apostle Islands and part of the park service I didn’t hesitate one second.  

Krummenacher:

This is a critical part of american heritage and the Apostle Islands National Lakeshore and the Raspberry Island light station in particular are here because people cared enough to keep them here.  And these places don’t just survive on their own.  They require in this case legislation.  They require committed people.  They require a fair amount of public money and private money and the dedication of hundreds of people.  

Garrett:

Hundreds have polished this jewel back to perfection and it’s open again for our perusal.  

Loew:

The Raspberry Island lighthouse is now open for viewing.  For more information check out our website at wpt.org/InWisconsin.  That’s our program for this week.  Join us next time when reporter Art Hackett takes us to the southwestern part of the state, where farmers are dealing with the aftermath of devastating flooding.  

Man:

I have an unsalvageable crop.  Even if there is one potato under each hill it won’t be worth it to harvest it, all that fuel and labor.  

Man:

Are you going to plow the whole thing under?  

Man:

More than likely, yeah, more than likely.  

Loew:

Reporter Andy Soth tells us why some madison residents are divorcing their cars.  And reporter Liz Koerner explains how this dog helps humans in desperate circumstances.  That’s next week.  In the meantime, enjoy a walk next to Siskiwit Falls, a spectacular site tucked away in Bayfield County.  For “In Wisconsin,” I’m patty loew.  See you next time.  

Announcer:

Major funding for “In Wisconsin” is provided by the people of Alliant Energy, who bring safe, reliable and environmentally friendly energy to keep homes, neighborhoods and life in Wisconsin running smoothly.  Alliant Energy, offering energy-saving ideas on the web.  The University of Wisconsin Paul P. Carbone Comprehensive Cancer Center providing education research, education and treatment.  UW Paul P. Carbone Comprehensive Cancer Center, comprehensive as designated by the National Cancer Institute.  Information available on the Web.  And Wisconsin’s Technical Colleges, providing the people of Wisconsin with the knowledge and skills they’ll need for the economy of tomorrow.  Wisconsin’s Technical Colleges, communities first.  
