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CLEARINGHOUSE REPORT TO AGENCY 

[THIS REPORT HAS BEEN PREPARED PURSUANT TO S. 227.15, STATS.  THIS IS 

A REPORT ON A RULE AS ORIGINALLY PROPOSED BY THE AGENCY; THE 

REPORT MAY NOT REFLECT THE FINAL CONTENT OF THE RULE IN FINAL 

DRAFT FORM AS IT WILL BE SUBMITTED TO THE LEGISLATURE. THIS 

REPORT CONSTITUTES A REVIEW OF, BUT NOT APPROVAL OR DISAPPROVAL OF, 

THE SUBSTANTIVE CONTENT AND TECHNICAL ACCURACY OF THE RULE.] 

CLEARINGHOUSE RULE  25-076 

AN ORDER to repeal SPS 333.10 (1) (b) and Note and 333.11; to amend SPS 333.10 (1) (a) and 

(c) 5., 333.15 (1) and (2) (Note), 333.17 (1), and 333.24; and to create SPS 333.10 (1) (a) (Note

2), 333.155, and 333.22 (2) (c), relating to passenger ropeways.

Submitted by   DEPARTMENT OF SAFETY AND PROFESSIONAL SERVICES 

09-22-2025 RECEIVED BY LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL.

10-13-2025 REPORT SENT TO AGENCY.

MSK:BK 



Clearinghouse Rule No. 25-076 

Form 2 – page 2 

LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL RULES CLEARINGHOUSE REPORT 

This rule has been reviewed by the Rules Clearinghouse.  Based on that review, comments are 

reported as noted below: 

1. STATUTORY AUTHORITY [s. 227.15 (2) (a)]

Comment Attached YES    NO    ✓

2. FORM, STYLE AND PLACEMENT IN ADMINISTRATIVE CODE [s. 227.15 (2) (c)]

Comment Attached YES   ✓  NO  

3. CONFLICT WITH OR DUPLICATION OF EXISTING RULES [s. 227.15 (2) (d)]

Comment Attached YES    NO    ✓

4. ADEQUACY OF REFERENCES TO RELATED STATUTES, RULES AND FORMS

[s. 227.15 (2) (e)]

Comment Attached YES   ✓  NO  

5. CLARITY, GRAMMAR, PUNCTUATION AND USE OF PLAIN LANGUAGE [s. 227.15 (2) (f)]

Comment Attached YES   ✓  NO  

6. POTENTIAL CONFLICTS WITH, AND COMPARABILITY TO, RELATED FEDERAL

REGULATIONS [s. 227.15 (2) (g)]

Comment Attached YES    NO    ✓

7. COMPLIANCE WITH PERMIT ACTION DEADLINE REQUIREMENTS [s. 227.15 (2) (h)]

Comment Attached YES    NO    ✓ 
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CLEARINGHOUSE RULE 25-076 

Comments 

[NOTE: All citations to “Manual” in the comments below are to the 

Administrative Rules Procedures Manual, prepared by the Legislative 

Council Staff and the Legislative Reference Bureau, dated November 2020.] 

2. Form, Style and Placement in Administrative Code

a. In SECTION 1 of the proposed rule, the treatment clause should be revised to insert “and

(Note)”. This should also be updated in the rule caption’s enumeration of treated provisions. The 

same comment applies to SECTION 8 of the proposed rule. 

b. Section SPS 333.10 (1) (c) 5., within SECTION 4 of the proposed rule, refers to

“passenger ropeways governed under ANSI B77.1 chs. 6 and 7”. However, it appears that ANSI 

refers to these portions of B77.1 as “sections” rather than “chapters”. The department could 

consider replacing “chs.” with “sections” for consistency with ANSI’s terminology. 

c. In SECTION 10 of the proposed rule, since the new defined term is alphabetically in the

second half of the alphabet, while the two terms in the existing rule are under “a” alphabetically, 

would it be beneficial to leave space in the numbering designations? If future insertions may be 

anticipated, it may be useful to leave space. For example, rather than designating the new term as 

par. (b), it could be designated as par. (s), if that may be useful. [s. 1.10 (3) (c), Manual.] 

d. SECTION 11 of the proposed rule would, in part, substitute a “date to be determined” as

the effective date for design requirements for combustion engine protective devices listed in certain 

sections of ANSI B77.1. The department should consider modifying the plain language analysis 

within the proposed rule to clarify how this date will be determined. As the proposed rule is 

currently drafted, it is not clear why the department is unable to provide an effective date for these 

particular requirements. If the department intends the date to be the date on which the rule takes 

effect, the reference should be phrased as follows: “[the effective date of this section … LRB 

inserts date]”. [s. 1.08 (1) (e), Manual.] 
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4. Adequacy of References to Related Statutes, Rules and Forms

In SECTION 8 of the proposed rule, creating s. SPS 333.155 (Note), the website address 

that is listed as “[link to be determined]” should be inserted. 

5. Clarity, Grammar, Punctuation and Use of Plain Language

a. SECTION 1 of the proposed rule amends s. SPS 333.10 (1) (a) to provide that a “major

modification” of a passenger ropeway is subject to department review and approval. The 

department could consider creating a definition of “major modification” to clarify the types of 

projects subject to these requirements. While the note created in SECTION 2 of the proposed rule 

provides certain examples of major modifications, it appears that these examples are not intended 

to be an exhaustive list of the modifications that could be considered “major modifications” for 

purposes of the rule. Consider specifying that modifications that result in any changes to certain 

criteria are considered “major”, including changes to designed speed, capacity, rope path, and so 

on (as opposed to routine maintenance that is not intended to alter the identified elements). 

b. SECTION 1 of the proposed rule also provides, in part, that “[o]ne-for-one replacements

are not considered a major modification” for purposes of review and approval requirements. As 

drafted, it is not immediately clear whether this language applies to one-to-one replacements of 

certain components of a passenger ropeway, or if it applies to one-to-one replacements of an entire 

passenger ropeway. The department could consider providing additional language to clarify the 

types of “one-to-one” replacements that are not subject to review and approval. 

c. In s. SPS 333.10 (1) (c) 4., within SECTION 4 of the proposed rule, a comma should be

added after the word “assemblies”. In writing a series of three or more terms with a single 

conjunction, the Oxford comma should be used. [s. 1.06 (1) (b), Manual.] 

This is actually (1) (c) 5.
This comment also applies to the 3. and 4. above it, which we could amend with the rule.

d. In s. SPS 333.155, within SECTION 8 of the proposed rule, the word “which” within

“…or an unseated passenger which is not a direct result of loading or unloading the ropeway…” 

should be revised to the word “that”. [s. 1.08 (1) (c), Manual.] 
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