
The County has also applied for RTP funds.  If awarded, $191,568.80 would be RTP (80%), leaving the 
remaining $47,892.20 for the Snow Program to fund for match (20%).

#72  Forest Co Otter Creek New Bridge





From: Richardson, Nicole - FS, WI
To: Pennucci, Jeff F - DNR
Cc: Travis Wollenberg
Subject: RE: Follow-up from the Preliminary Council Meetings
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CAUTION: This email originated from outside the organization. 
Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is
safe.

Hi Jeff-
 
I reached out to the bridge engineer, and he provided this information regarding your questions, on
the Otter Creek Bridge:
 
Regarding hydraulic capacity, a bridge is pretty much needed at this site over a culvert. This is a site
with large peak floods. Screenshot at the bottom of this email shows the Q100 water elevation at
the bridge deck. This is tighter than we normally allow, meaning the floods really are big (relative to
crossing size), and providing a lot of freeboard would mean an unrealistically large bridge. All that to
say, it would be tough to achieve our design criteria for floods with a culvert.
 
The site is also in the middle of a wetland and we need to minimize new wetland fill in our projects.
A culvert in place of a bridge here would mean very large quantities of road raising and road fill on
the approaches to achieve the necessary cover over the culvert. We’d get a hump in the trail with
wide side slopes lots of new fill brought in and placed over the wetland, which likely would not hold
up as well as a bridge in these wetland soils. The proposed three span bridge option has very
minimal fill needed. The 57’ length is ~2/3 due to the approach spans which are almost certainly in
place to prevent ramping road fill to the center span of the bridge. Not to mention all that new fill
and dewatering would be its own substantial cost. Bridge construction here will be easier, though
with more expensive materials.
 
There’s a couple other rules of thumb potentially at play here as well. We’ll avoid culverts on remote
crossings where getting equipment in for replacement/maintenance is hard during parts or all of the
year - bridge maintenance is easier for a hand crew or clubs. Reasonably at a certain size, a culvert
becomes impractical relative to a bridge for accommodating bankfull width.
 
Hopefully that answers your questions, but feel free to reach out if you need anything else.
 
Sincerely,

mailto:Nicole.Richardson@usda.gov
mailto:Jeff.Pennucci@wisconsin.gov
mailto:Travis@co.forest.wi.us
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Nikki Richardson 
Natural Resource Specialist
Forest Service
Chequamegon-Nicolet National Forest
P: 715-674-4481 x. 6229

4978 US Highway 8 W
Laona, WI 54541
www.fs.usda.gov

Caring for the land and serving people

 
 

From: Pennucci, Jeff F - DNR <Jeff.Pennucci@wisconsin.gov> 
Sent: Monday, July 29, 2024 12:15 PM
To: Richardson, Nicole - FS, WI <Nicole.Richardson@usda.gov>
Cc: Travis Wollenberg <Travis@co.forest.wi.us>
Subject: FW: Follow-up from the Preliminary Council Meetings
 
Hi Nikki,
 
I am the DNR Grant Specialist processing this application request for the new bridge at Otter Creek. 
Recently, the Wisconsin Snowmobile Council’s Infrastructure Subcommittee met to review all the
projects and ask for any additional information that may be needed in order to make a funding
decision at their full committee meeting at the end of August. 
 
They had a question regarding this project:  For the new bridge at Otter Creek, why does this need to
be 57 feet in length?  Would a culvert be sufficient?
 
I asked Forest County, but they indicated that USFS initiated the project request and the design.  Are
you able to provide any additional information about how this design was determined?
 
Thank you very much for your time!
 
We are committed to service excellence.
Visit our survey at http://dnr.wi.gov/customersurvey to evaluate how I did.

Jeff Pennucci
Phone: (715) 499-1424
Fax: (715) 365-8932
Jeff.Pennucci@Wisconsin.gov

 

From: Travis Wollenberg <Travis@co.forest.wi.us> 

http://www.fs.usda.gov/
http://usda.gov/
https://twitter.com/forestservice
https://www.facebook.com/pages/US-Forest-Service/1431984283714112
http://dnr.wi.gov/customersurvey
mailto:Jeff.Pennucci@Wisconsin.gov
mailto:Travis@co.forest.wi.us


Sent: Monday, July 29, 2024 11:21 AM
To: Pennucci, Jeff F - DNR <Jeff.Pennucci@wisconsin.gov>
Cc: Erin Lane <forestryadmin@co.forest.wi.us>
Subject: RE: Follow-up from the Preliminary Council Meetings
 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside the organization. 
Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is
safe.

 

Jeff,
 
USFS initiated the project. The person I work with through the FS is:

Nikki Richardson 
Recreation Management Specialist
Forest Service
Chequamegon-Nicolet National Forest
P: 715-674-4481 x. 6229

4978 US Highway 8 W
Laona, WI 54541
www.fs.usda.gov

Caring for the land and serving people

The other one is the engineer if you have questions for him. Like I said if grant is not funded we
would more than likely lose miles.
 

Travis Wollenberg
County Forest Administrator
Forest County
200 E Madison Street
Crandon, WI 54520
Email: travis@co.forest.wi.us
Phone: 715-478-3475
Cell: 715-784-0068

 
 
 

From: Pennucci, Jeff F - DNR <Jeff.Pennucci@wisconsin.gov> 
Sent: Monday, July 29, 2024 11:16 AM

mailto:Jeff.Pennucci@wisconsin.gov
mailto:forestryadmin@co.forest.wi.us
http://www.fs.usda.gov/
http://usda.gov/
https://twitter.com/forestservice
https://www.facebook.com/pages/US-Forest-Service/1431984283714112
mailto:travis@co.forest.wi.us
mailto:Jeff.Pennucci@wisconsin.gov


Caution: This is an external email and may be malicious. Please take care when clicking links or
opening attachments.

To: Travis Wollenberg <Travis@co.forest.wi.us>
Cc: Erin Lane <forestryadmin@co.forest.wi.us>
Subject: RE: Follow-up from the Preliminary Council Meetings
 

 
Hi Travis, 
 
Just a couple more questions for you on this.  Are you working with someone at USFS?  Who
initiated this project (you or them)?  Is there someone who can advocate for the project in the USFS
if needed?
 
For instance, I have 2 bridges in Price County and maybe 2 in Ashland that are also on USFS property
and there is a USFS trail person that is helping to advocate the applications and answer questions.  Is
there a counterpart for this project?
 
Thank you!
 
We are committed to service excellence.
Visit our survey at http://dnr.wi.gov/customersurvey to evaluate how I did.

Jeff Pennucci
Phone: (715) 499-1424
Fax: (715) 365-8932
Jeff.Pennucci@Wisconsin.gov

 

From: Travis Wollenberg <Travis@co.forest.wi.us> 
Sent: Monday, July 29, 2024 7:15 AM
To: Pennucci, Jeff F - DNR <Jeff.Pennucci@wisconsin.gov>
Cc: Erin Lane <forestryadmin@co.forest.wi.us>
Subject: RE: Follow-up from the Preliminary Council Meetings
 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside the organization. 
Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is
safe.

 

Jeff,
 
1. For the new bridge at Otter Creek, this is USFS property, and this is what they requested. USFS
engineering deemed a bridge was necessary and never gave any options other than a bridge. It is a
trout stream as well, so special culvert would have been needed. I can email the engineering plan I

mailto:Travis@co.forest.wi.us
mailto:forestryadmin@co.forest.wi.us
http://dnr.wi.gov/customersurvey
mailto:Jeff.Pennucci@Wisconsin.gov
mailto:Travis@co.forest.wi.us
mailto:Jeff.Pennucci@wisconsin.gov
mailto:forestryadmin@co.forest.wi.us


Caution: This is an external email and may be malicious. Please take care when clicking links or
opening attachments.

was sent by the USFS prior to applying for this new bridge. If bridge is not funded Forest County will
lose a good amount of miles due to FS potentially closing down trail do to stream crossing and
erosion control matters.
 
Here is the contact info for the engineer at the FS if they have questions for him.

Tyler LeMahieu, EIT
Civil Engineer - Structures
Forest Service
Chequamegon-Nicolet National
Forest
p: 715-499-5075
tyler.lemahieu@usda.gov
500 Hansen Lake Road
Rhinelander, WI 54501
www.fs.usda.gov

   

Caring for the land and serving
people

 
Thank you,

Travis Wollenberg
County Forest Administrator
Forest County
200 E Madison Street
Crandon, WI 54520
Email: travis@co.forest.wi.us
Phone: 715-478-3475
Cell: 715-784-0068

 
 
 
 

From: Pennucci, Jeff F - DNR <Jeff.Pennucci@wisconsin.gov> 
Sent: Friday, July 26, 2024 12:44 PM
To: Travis Wollenberg <Travis@co.forest.wi.us>; Erin Lane <forestryadmin@co.forest.wi.us>
Subject: Follow-up from the Preliminary Council Meetings
 

 
As you may be aware, at the end of June, the ORV Council and the Snow Infrastructure

mailto:tyler.lemahieu@usda.gov
https://www.fs.usda.gov/
https://usda.gov/
https://twitter.com/forestservice
https://www.facebook.com/pages/US-Forest-Service/1431984283714112
mailto:travis@co.forest.wi.us
mailto:Jeff.Pennucci@wisconsin.gov
mailto:Travis@co.forest.wi.us
mailto:forestryadmin@co.forest.wi.us


Subcommittee both met and discussed any questions they had on all the projects submitted for this
year.  They had a few questions for you on your projects.
 
Snow Council:

1. For the new bridge at Otter Creek, why does this need to be 57 feet in length?  Would a
culvert be sufficient?

 
That is all the questions I have for all of your projects.  Please provide a response and any documents
by August 16 so that we can compile them for the funding meetings at the end of August.
 
Sincerely,
 
We are committed to service excellence.
Visit our survey at http://dnr.wi.gov/customersurvey to evaluate how I did.

Jeff Pennucci
Grants Specialist – Northern Region
Wisconsin Department of Natural Resources
107 Sutliff Ave.
Rhinelander, WI 54501
Phone: (715) 499-1424
Fax: (715) 365-8932
Jeff.Pennucci@Wisconsin.gov 
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This electronic message contains information generated by the USDA solely for the intended
recipients. Any unauthorized interception of this message or the use or disclosure of the
information it contains may violate the law and subject the violator to civil or criminal
penalties. If you believe you have received this message in error, please notify the sender and
delete the email immediately.
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Major Bridge Rehab/Replacement Ranking Tool Page 1

Possible Actual
Category Points Points

1 Condition of the Structure (max of 10 points)
 Has a certified bridge inspection report that supports the project & demonstrates need (see 
example, must provide copy of report by August 1 for 2024 only)

10

2 Permits (maximum points 4)
 Consultation with DNR Water Mgmt Specialist has occurred & permit is likely, if needed 1
 Permit in hand / Bridge already permitted 3

3 Funding (maximum points 2) Are other funds already committed?
  50% or greater from other funding source(s)? 2
  11% - 49% from other funding source(s)? 1

4 Length of Written Easements or Land Use Agreement (max points 5)(ch. 
23.09(26)(am)1 WI Stats)
  On public land  (County, State, Federal) 5
  10 or more year deeded easement on private land or other public land, for all portions of 
that trail to the nearest road on each side of the bridge

5

  3-9 year deeded easement on private land or other public land, for all portions of that 
trail to the nearest road on each side of the bridge

4

  10 or more year deeded easement on private land or other public land, for just the bridge 
site

3

  3-9 deeded easement on private land or other public land, for just the bridge site 2
  10 or more year land use agreement (LUA, not deeded) on private land or other public 
land

1

  3-9 year land use agreement (LUA, not deeded) on private land or other public land 0
5 Miles Impacted – How many miles will need to rerouted if the structure is not replaced?  

Measured from nearest intersection on both sides of the bridge.  (max 4 points) 

  Less than 20 miles 1
  20 miles or more 3
  No other snowmobile trails connect.  Explain: 4

DEDUCTIONS
6 County Active Project Deduction (maximum deduction 1 point)  A snowmobile active 

project is one that has exceeded it's initial grant period.
  Two or more active projects - deduct 1 point -1

GRAND TOTAL

Comments/Notes:

Guidelines for Applicant
Complete this form for each bridge structure you are submitting a grant application for.  Provide any additional documents not 
requested on application checklist to substantiate your points, including actual deeded easements.

BridgeRankingJan2024

0 new

1

RTP applied for 2

5

3

Without a bridge, this would result in a very long re-route. Shorter reroute options would still need a 
water crossing/bridge to be installed.

0
11





 









Otter Creek @ Snowmobile Trail 
 

 

 

 

 

 










