From: Tracye Herrington <tracye.herrington@vantage-dc.com>

Sent: Saturday, July 19, 2025 10:53 AM
To: tneitzke@ portwashingtonwi.gov
Subject: Fw: Concerning WDNR Call

See below.

Vantage Data Centers

Tracye Herrington

Vice President, New Site Development, NA
200 Clayton St, Suite 450

Denver, CO 80206

USA

-
Tracye.Herrington@vantage-dc.com
Vantage-dc.com

From: Andrew Stewart <Andrew.Stewart@vantage-dc.com>

Sent: Friday, July 18, 2025 18:04

To: Deborah C. Tomczyk <dtomczyk@reinhartlaw,.com>; Hank Evans <hank.evans@vantage-dc.com>; Kaitlin Monaghan
<kaitlin.monaghan@vantage-dc.com>; Tracye Herrington <tracye.herrington@vantage-dc.com>; Rabih Matar
<rmatar@vantage-dc.com>

Cc: Kristin Langhoff <KLanghoff@reinhartlaw.com>; Joseph Franke <JFranke@reinhartlaw.com>

Subject: RE: Concerning WDNR Call

Debby — Thanks for this. We are reviewing (and panicking) internally and will get back to you soon.
Andrew
Andrew Stewart

Director, Senior Corporate Counsel
Vantage Data Centers

From: Deborah C. Tomczyk <dtomczyk@reinhartlaw.com>

Sent: Friday, July 18, 2025 5:17 PM

To: Hank Evans <hank.evans@vantage-dc.com>; Kaitlin Monaghan <kaitlin.monaghan@vantage-dc.com>; Andrew
Stewart <Andrew.Stewart@vantage-dc.com>; Tracye Herrington <tracye.herrington@vantage-dc.com>; Rabih Matar
<rmatar@vantage-dc.com>

Cc: Kristin Langhoff <KLanghoff@reinhartlaw.com>; Joseph Franke <JFranke@reinhartlaw.com>

Subject: RE: Concerning WDNR Call

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

All:
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Molly McNab called me again. She wanted to be crystal clear that, regardless of the type of wetland permit we apply
for, given the scope and scale of the project (“the biggest datacenter in the US” according to news reports), DNR will
require an EIS. A summary of the questions | posed to Molly and her answers follow (from memory while | was driving):

1. Q:Why are we first hearing about the EIS requirement within the last 8 days? A: Prior DNR meetings were high-
level without any specific permit requests; only now has DNR appreciated the scope and scale of the project.

2. Q:Under what authority is DNR requiring an EIS? A: Due to the multiple permits being requested from DNR (air,
wetland and stormwater) (presumably, NR 150.20(4)(b)(1) attached).

3. Q:If energy usage is a concern, won't We Energies/ATC pursue WEPA compliance; can we piggy-back off of that?
A. No, WEPA compliance for PSC matters is different; VDC needs to comply with WEPA for its project
independently regardless of the adverse impacts on schedule.

4. Q: Do all projects which require air, wetland and stormwater permits require an EIS. A: No, but projects of this
scope and scale (undefined) do.

5. Q:Is DNRrequiring an EIS for the Beaver Dam datacenter project? A: Molly did not know.

6. Q:Doesn’t DNR have discretion to require an EIS? A: A project of this scale has lots of interest and DNR has to
prepare for lawsuits. 2 types of lawsuits can arise for insufficient WEPA compliance: (A) lawsuits for DNR failing
to require an EIS, and (B) lawsuits challenging the sufficiency of an EIS DNR required. DNR much prefers to
defend, and will be more successful in defending, (B).

7. Q: DNRdid notrequire an EIS for the Foxconn site because there was a special legislative exemption? A. Yes.

Ugh, Debby

Deborah C. Tomczyk

Reinhart Boerner Van Deuren s.c.
1000 North Water Street, Suite 1700, Milwaukee, WI 53202

dtomczyk@reinhartlaw.com | reinhartlaw.com | Bio | vCard

Reinharts

From: Deborah C. Tomczyk

Sent: Thursday, July 10, 2025 4:48 PM

To: Hank Evans <hank.evans@vantage-dc.com>; Kaitlin Monaghan <kaitlin.monaghan@vantage-dc.com>; Andrew
Stewart <andrew.stewart@vantage-dc.com>; Tracye Herrington <tracye.herrington @vantage-dc.com>; Rabih Matar
<rmatar@vantage-dc.com>

Subject: Concerning WDNR Call

Vantage Folks:

WDNR Chief Legal Counsel Molly McNab just called me. (I’'ve worked with Molly on other projects, and she wanted to
reach out as soon as she had her arms around the scope, scale and speed of Vantage’s Part Washington project.)

Contrary to what WDNR representatives said at the 6/27 meeting, Molly called to raise a red flag that WDNR likely
would not be able to permit our project with the speed that Vantage needs.

Without having seen any plans, Molly shared concerns about:

1) Compliance with the Wisconsin Environmental Policy Act (WEPA, similar to NEPA): WDNR needs more information to
even decide if an Environmental Impact Statement will be required. (An EIS will add months, if not years, to WDNR
permitting.)

2) Bifurcating wetland permits: WDNR may need to consider the entire 1900 acres as a “single and complete project,”
making the first phase ineligible for a general permit and requiring an individual permit for the entire project.

3) Overall impacts of the project on consumption of energy, water and space.
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Molly was informed by Katie Praedel that Hank and Kaitlyn have a 10am meeting with WDNR tomorrow (7/11), during
which WDNR staff will start putting the brakes on.

The right folks representing Vantage and the State need to meet asap to get on the same page. Please let me know how
Reinhart can help.

Best, Debby

Deborah C. Tomczyk

Reinhart Boerner Van Deuren s.c.
1000 North Water Street, Suite 1700, Milwaukee, WI 53202

dtomczyk@reinhartlaw.com | reinhartlaw.com { Bio | vCard

Reinhart.

This e-mail and any altachments may contain privilteged or confidential information. This e-mail is intended solely for the use of the individual or enlity to
which it is addressed. If you are not the intended recipient of this e-mail, you are hereby notified that any copying, distribution, dissemination or action
taken in relation to the contents of this e-mail and any of its attachments is strictly prohibited and may be unlawful |f you have received this e-mail in
error, please notify the sender immediately and permanentlly telele the original e-mait and destroy any copies or printouts of this e-mail as well as any
attachtnents. To the extent representatlons are made herein conceming matters of a client of the firm. be advised that such representations are not
those of lhe client and do not purport to bind them. This communication is not intended to constilule an electronic signature unless expressly stated
otherwise

136



