
 

CITY OF WAUSAU SUSTAINABILITY, ENERGY AND ENVIRONMENT 

COMMITTEE 

  

 

Time and Date: The Sustainability, Energy and Environment Committee met on Wednesday, July 

24, 2019 at 4:00 p.m. in the Maple Room of Wausau City Hall.   

 

Members Present: Pat Peckham, Claire Meney, Ralph Fischer, Paul Kage, Lisa Siewert, Benjamin 

Lee 

 

Others Present: Brad Sippel, Greg Freix, Dan Barth, Brian Bushnell, Kathi Barth, Jean Abreu, 

Judith Miller, Mayor Mielke 

 

In compliance with Chapter 19, Wisconsin Statutes, notice of this meeting was posted and transmitted to 

the Wausau Daily Herald in the proper manner.   

 

Welcome and introductions           

 

Siewert called the meeting to order at 4:04 p.m. Everyone present introduced themselves. 

 

Approval of the minutes of June 26, 2019 meetings _____________________ ________________ ___ 

 

Peckham asked about the status of items that were acted on at the last meeting. Peckham noted that he 

contacted the Chamber about Bluestem and they were receptive and enthusiastic. 

 

Motion by Peckham/Siewert to approve the minutes of the June 26, 2019 meetings. Motion carried 

unanimously. 

 

Discussion on pesticide use on City managed property ________________ ___________________ ___ 

 

Greg Freix from the City of Wausau and Marathon County Department of Parks, Recreation and Forestry 

overviewed the department’s practices for pesticide and fertilizer use in the City of Wausau. The department 

treats sports fields due to the higher level of play expected today. They also treat high use areas where 

people expect high quality turf, such as the 400 block. They follow the state regulations spelled out in 

NR151. NR151 says they need to have management plan, record all use and keep the records for 2 years. 

The department predominately use non-restricted chemicals, the same chemicals that can be bought by 

consumers. All employees applying these are trained as commercial applicators to follow best practices, 

which includes putting out placards, proper protective equipment, application timing and techniques, etc. 

 

This year the department started using an injection insecticide to treat ash trees for Emerald Ash Borer once 

every two years. Goal is to get 1,500 to 2,000 trees treated each year. Outside of this the urban forestry 

program does not use much else for pesticides. Horticulture program probably uses the most insecticides 

and fungicides, but they are grown in their own green house and is basically a closed system. While plants 

are growing they use growth regulators and fertilizers. Once the plants are grown, fully developed and 

placed outside they use very few pesticides, but they do use fertilizer. Whenever possible if there is an 

insect or disease problem they use integrated pest management techniques, basically finding and using 

different species that are not hosts for the problematic pests. The mowing crew predominately uses a non-

selective herbicide, such as glyphosate, along fence lines and around tree roots to protect the roots from 

damage from mowing. 

 

Outside of the City they also treat the state bike trails about every other year to prevent weed growth in the 

trail. Other miscellaneous herbicides are used for invasive species removal and management, and stump 

treating in areas that are cut to keep open. Freix noted that they have been treating in the riprap area of the 
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Riverlife to keep the riprap free of vegetation, but most of the rest of the area has been untouched. Freix 

said they will use whatever method will be most effective. He said they do not have any rules that state they 

will treat anything every two years, they treat areas on an as-needed basis. Miller asked if they are using 

protective gear. Freix replied that any applicator wears PPI according to the label of the chemical. Kage 

said around the clinic 24D has been sprayed, and asked if there is an alternate chemical for 24D. Freix said 

they would have to ask the vendor if there is an alternative. Lee asked in a goal to shift behavior, because 

of the uneasiness created by walking along a trail or in your neighborhood that tell you not to go on the 

grass, we are discussing how can we use something more eco-friendly, what could be done? Freix said that 

the signage is based on state law when applied commercially. Part of the training to become a certified 

applicator is IPM training, so his employees are always looking for alternative options to reduce pesticide 

use, but they use the most effective tool for the job, and if the goal is to remove dandelions from sports 

fields it would likely not be a good use of resources to remove all of the dandelions by hand. Meney asked 

if we need to step back and try to identify a specific problem. She said there seem to be anecdotal problems 

in specific areas, but are we able to identify a larger problem and address that problem, if there is one? 

 

Peckham said it is probably more commercial pest applicators contracted with residential and commercial 

properties that are prone to have a consistent schedule, such as every two weeks, whereas parks seems to 

apply it as needed. Lee asked when the signs are put up, and how often is it sprayed? Freix said within the 

last couple weeks was the first time they sprayed in the riprap of the river bank. Freix said the maintenance 

contractor may be spraying non-selective herbicide within the landscaped beds. Peckham asked if they track 

how much they spray. Freix said they don’t track specifically how much and where round up is sprayed by 

the mowing crew, but they do track what is applied to the sports fields according to the management plan. 

They said they do track how much of each pesticide or fertilizer they use over the year, but would not 

necessarily be able to say where it was used. Peckham asked if the staff people attend seminars and 

workshops so if there were less chemical dependent options they would become aware of that, and Freix 

said they would. Freix said they have tried many alternatives, such as placing granite along fence lines, but 

most of them still require treatment occasionally. Mielke added that commercial applicators have a lot of 

requirements and are monitored closely. Kage said he wished in some areas they could just leave the 

dandelions, since they are beneficial to pollinators. Peckham said there are several natural sections of 

Riverlife that are not going to be treated, and are planned to be managed as a prairie, including prescribed 

burning. The committee discussed concerns about the proximity of some of the pesticide applications to the 

shoreline. Barth discussed plant buffer needs to protect water from chemicals. Peckham said this was a 

larger discussion around a year ago amongst the parks committee, and it was pretty split on people who 

thought they should let it go vs keeping the shoreline free of vegetation. 

 

Peckham wondered if there was sentiment to reduce or minimize the use of chemicals along the shoreline. 

Kage said he really wants to know if there are bee friendly alternatives. Peckham said he would make a 

motion for this committee to convey to the parks department that they would like a policy of minimal 

application of chemicals/pesticides adjacent to waterways. Miller said beautiful prairie installations can go 

near waters to minimize chemicals, and just because they follow state regulations that doesn’t mean that is 

optimal environmentally. Peckham said they could ask for more detail about what areas of Riverlife, for 

example, will be allowed to be natural vs manicured. Lee said he doesn’t really feel like there is enough 

info yet. He wondered what this request will accomplish, we can request this and they can say “thanks for 

your input.” Peckham said yes, the committee could convey this request, and parks could say “we’re already 

doing this, thank you,” or they could say there is somewhere they may be able to make changes and know 

that this is the desire of an entity that is concerned about it. Peckham said about two years ago Parks was 

asked to cut their budget, and they suggested they mow less, and so that was implemented and there was a 

lot of complaints that came in because of the reduced mowing. Lee said maybe they should send this request, 
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and request a report about any changes they made in a year, and in the meantime explore grant money to 

make changes to the landscape that reduce the need for chemicals. Peckham said he would accept that as 

an amendment to the motion. Miller suggested using goats to manage weeds in parks, because they do it in 

Minneapolis and they can actually attract people. Peckham said he did not think goats really eat grass. Kage 

said goats typically go for the weeds. Peckham once asked how they get the 400 block so green so fast in 

the spring, and the answer was chemicals. Meney said she still feels like we don’t have enough information 

about the problem to make this recommendation. Is this the right recommendation, and is the committee 

mainly focused on water quality, or are we looking at places where people sit, or is there another suggestion 

the committee should be sending that better addresses the problem? Lee said he is okay focusing this 

recommendation on the waterways, and he is okay sending other letters on other areas if they learn more 

about those areas, but he does not want this committee to only be a committee that sends letters. 

 

Motion by Peckham/Lee to convey to the parks department that this committee would like a policy of 

minimal application of chemicals/pesticides adjacent to waterways, with a follow up status update from the 

department in July of 2020. Motion approved 5-1 with Meney opposed. Meney noted she did not think it 

was a bad idea. 

 

Discuss carbon dividend legislation_________ _____________________________________________ 

 

Dan Barth and Brian Bushnell from the Citizen’s Climate Lobby overviewed the concept of carbon 

dividends and current legislation that is in the House of Representatives, HR763. Barth said that the Citizen 

Climate Lobby exists to find a nonpartisan solution to climate change and reducing greenhouse gases in the 

atmosphere. The current carbon dividend legislation in the House of Representatives is the result of years 

of bipartisan negotiations and deliberations to find a solution that works for both sides of the political 

spectrum. There is a nonpartisan group in Washington that analyzed the proposed bill that stated that it 

would positively impact the economy. 

 

Bushnell overviewed the Energy Innovation and Carbon Dividend Act of 2019. It is a market-based solution 

rather than a regulatory solution. The legislation has three basic systems. The first component of the 

legislation is that there would be a fee on carbon when it is extracted from the ground. The fee starts at 

$15/metric ton of CO2 emitted when it is used, and increases by $10/metric ton every year until carbon 

emissions have been reduced by 90%, which is expected to occur around 2050. The fee collected is not a 

tax because it is not kept by the government, it would then be distributed in equal shares to the citizens of 

the USA. Each adult would get a full share, and a child would get a half share. The idea here is that the 

dividend can help offset the carbon fees in the short term. The fees will then incentivize lower carbon or 

carbon neutral sources of energy. In addition to more jobs and more GDP growth projected, it is expected 

that the lower 60% income percentile would benefit most from the dividend. The dividend system is 

relatively simple to implement and administer. The third piece is border adjustment when carbon is 

imported from outside of the USA if the origin country does not have a similar carbon fee, so it levels the 

playing field for USA carbon extractors. 

 

Bushnell said the biggest example of changing behavior through a fee based system is tobacco, and the use 

of tobacco has declined significantly over the last few decades. The fee allows for a ramp up and build of 

alternative infrastructure without huge penalties at first, but the predictable ramp up in fee creates an 

incentive for further investment in these alternative energy systems and infrastructure improvements needed 

to achieve it. 

 

Sippel asked what the Citizen’s Climate Lobby would ideally be looking for from the City. Bushnell said 
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eventually they would like a resolution of support for HR 763 from the City Council through an appropriate 

standing committee. 

 

Motion by Peckham/Lee to have the Common Council hear a presentation from the Citizen’s Climate 

Lobby and to pass a resolution of support for HR 763 or other legislation that would address the climate 

change issue facing the United States and the world. Motion approved unanimously. 

 

Discussion on sustainability and energy criteria in development applications and 

RFPs________________________________________________________________________________ 

 

For time purposes this item will be moved to the next meeting. 

 

Discussion and possible action on sustainability recognition program 

 

For time purposes this item will be moved to the next meeting. 

 

Discussion and possible action on City energy use reporting 

 
For time purposes this item will be moved to the next meeting. 
 
Future items for consideration           

 

The items on the agenda that were not addressed at this meeting will be discussed at the next meeting. 

 

Future meeting date            

 

August 28 will be the next regularly scheduled meeting. 

 

Adjourn             

 

Motion by Siewert/Peckham to adjourn the meeting at 5:30 p.m. Motion carried unanimously. 

 

 


