
Livestock Siting Technical Expert Committee 
Meeting Notes  

December 16, 2010 
 
Attendance: All members and advisors were present except John Ramsden. Chuck McGinley and 
Larry Jacobson joined via teleconference for the discussion of the odor recommendations. DATCP 
staff participating in the meeting included Richard Castelnuovo, Ed Odgers, Jim VandenBrook, 
Steve Struss, Mike Murray and Cheryl Daniels. 
 
The meeting was called to order at 9:35 am.   
 
DATCP Deputy Secretary Paul Dietmann thanked the committee for their work and recapped how 
the final recommendation report integrates into the next steps of department’s rule revision process. 
The four year review of the siting rule highlighted key recommendations related to the siting 
standards as well as a myriad of related issues, some of which fall outside the scope of ATCP 51. 
Moving forward DATCP will consider the committee’s report within the scope of the rule revision.  
 
The review of the draft report began with an overview of the co-chair transmittal letter, executive 
summary and committee process sections of the report.  There was additional discussion of the 
relationship of the committee’s report to rulemaking, and a memorandum from the DATCP 
Secretary to the ATCP Board was shared regarding this issue.  
 
At the onset of discussing the subcommittee recommendations a document of dissenting comments, 
signed by four of the committee members, was distributed (see attached).   The Co-Chairs asked 
that the concerns expressed in the document be taken up during the discussion of the draft report 
and to discuss the disposition of the document at the end of the meeting. 
 
The remainder of the day was spent reviewing and approving modifications to the draft 
recommendation report concerning assignment questions for the Engineering, Odor, Setback, and 
Nutrient Management subcommittees, and included discussions related to the assessment of existing 
manure storage facilities, odor credits for digesters and manure separation technologies, utilizing 
conservation planning to document nutrient management restrictions, and the use of best available 
science.  A legal opinion from DATCP was presented and discussed related to best available 
science.   
 
Committee members reached a consensus concerning the final report.  Specific modifications 
agreed to by the full committee will be incorporated in the final report of the technical expert 
committee.   
 
At the close of the meeting the authors of the dissenting comments indicated that many of the 
concerns within their document had been resolved by modifications to the draft report and 
clarifications made during the meeting.  After the committee agreed that comments on the report 
should not be attached to the report, the authors of the dissenting comments agreed to withdraw 
their document while reserving the option of submitting a revision to the document.  Consistent 
with this resolution, all committee members were invited to submit comments to the Department, 
along with the public, and all comments will be made part of the rulemaking record.  This process 
was a compromise accepted by the committee after numerous committee members voiced strong 
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objection to incorporating any attached document into the report, stating that such an attachment 
would not be the product of the committee and therefore would violate the ground rules set forth for 
a consensus process.  
 
The meeting concluded with a summary of next steps:  

 DATCP staff will prepare the final committee report by incorporating the agreed upon 
changes to the recommendations.  

 The report will be sent to the DATCP Secretary next week. 
 Comments about the report will be accepted from committee members, and the public, and 

made part of the rulemaking record.   
 
The meeting adjourned at 3:05 pm. 










