
Frac sand plant proposal prompts public hearing in New Auburn
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New Auburn (WQOW) - A proposal for a frac sand plant has area residents gathering with state 
officials for discussion.
On Wednesday afternoon, dozens of residents from Chippewa and Eau Claire counties attended a 
public hearing on a proposed frac sand plant in New Auburn. The hearing was held at Citizens 
Connected in New Auburn and moderated by the Wisconsin Department of Natural Resources. 
News 18 spoke with Bruce Durand, who is with Purfrac Transload. Durand said he wants to build a 
loading facility and rail yard on his 140 acre private property, which is located on the south side of 
New Auburn. He said one acre of that property is considered "marshy meadow" and needs a 
wetland permit from the Wisconsin DNR before construction can begin. Durand said he's in awe at 
people's response during today's public hearing.
"For one, they're all complaining that this is going to negatively impact them when it's society 
themselves, they all consume consumables,” Durand argued. “Everything that they do in life, the 
food they eat to the highway, roads they travel on, they're consuming parts of the environment."
Durand said drainage from the fields go into a marshy area on his property, which then travels about 
a mile and a half before it empties into Duncan Creek. Residents News 18 spoke with on 
Wednesday said they're still concerned traces of silica sand can enter the creek and negatively 
affect the wildlife and its surrounding communities.
Patricia Popple, a resident of Chippewa Falls, attended Wednesday's public hearing. "Have they 
considered the railroad itself and the chemicals it produces? Have they considered what happens 
with ponds or the filled in area, for example what happens to it when they take out that fill and allow 
the wetland to redevelop? How long will this last?"



Durand said he has to wait for the DNR to make their ruling on the wetland permit before he can 
proceed with construction of the plant. He said if built the frac sand facility would provide more than 
100 jobs. 
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react-text: 53 Susan Bertram /react-text react-text: 54 · /react-text react-text: 57 Works at /
react-text TTM technologies react-text: 59 /react-text
I reside in New Auburn. I see that we are know 9th poorest in the state for a Village. Homes 
have tumbled to the lowest prices. What are you doing for US?
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react-text: 87 John Nielsen /react-text react-text: 88 · /react-text Bloomer, Wisconsin
I headed up the restoration of lake Como in Bloomer. Duncan Creek is the feeder to this 
lake. I recall the DNR at that time would not let us touch any areas that had so much as a 
cattail grwoing on it. They even requird one landowner to replace some material he removed 
that included muck, tag albers and cattails. The fact they are even entertaining a request to 
fill a 2 acre wetland is unbeliveable. And in the face that they require 'retention ponds' now 
for any project that replaces green land with buildings and parking lots. Thank you Greg for 
attending and posting your comments.
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There was some clarification at the meeting about size of the wetland fill. It's only 1 acre, but 
that doesn't change anyting because it's still insane.

https://www.facebook.com/susan.bertram.79
https://www.facebook.com/pages/TTM-technologies/112109345472992
https://www.facebook.com/john.nielsen.798
https://www.facebook.com/pages/Bloomer-Wisconsin/112224805455640
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I was at the meeting. Cooper Engineering presented a comprehensive plan, complete with 
photos and schematics, for the plant. After hearing what they proposed, those of us in 
attendance were unimpressed unanimously opposed. The only people in the room who were 
in favor of this were the people who had money at stake (Cooper Engineering, Purfrac's 
lawyer, and Durand). 

This area is much more than a 'marshy meadow' on Durand's private property. This is the 
headwaters of Duncan Creek. When I asked the DNR representative tasked with issuing or 
denying the wetland mitigation permit to comment on the overall health of Duncan Creek and 
the potential hazards posed by this proposal, he admitted he was uninformed on the health 
of the creek, but that his understanding was that it was good. With regard to the potential 
hazards posed to Duncan Creek and the surrounding wetlands he said that he had made a 
few phone calls inquiring about possible warming and said it shouldn't be an issue. He 
seemed remarkable uninformed to be making such a decision. I was left with the impression 
that very little research (beyond 'some phone calls') about the environmental impact of this 
proposal was ever done. 

I also asked about the benefits of this project and was shut down by the DNR moderator and 
by Purfrac’s lawyer. I was told that this is not the forum for that question. This forum was 
merely about the issuance of the wetland mitigation permit. However, it seems reasonable 
that a cost to benefit analysis should be considered when making the decision to issue or 
deny the permit. My suspicion is that any subsequent forums where this discussion is 
considered ‘appropriate’ will be held after the permit is already issued. I also suspect that this 
will silence the DNR’s voice and leave the public to oppose Purfrac, who at that time will 
already have the DNR’s permission to proceed, on their own. 

It’s also worth noting that 100 jobs that isn’t much, especially when you consider that most of 
the fracking jobs that were created in this area just a few years ago no longer exist.


