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1.  Listing of Stakeholder/Applicant Contacts 

1.1 Listing of Stage 1 Contacts with Stakeholders 

Table 1.1-1 includes contacts made between Northern States Power Company, a Wisconsin corporation 

(NSPW, Applicant or Licensee) and the stakeholders, beginning with NSPW’s development and 

submittal of the Preliminary Application Document (PAD) and continuing through to the stakeholders 

written study requests. 

 

Contacts were made through meetings and written correspondence, including email. The following table 

presents a summary of the various contacts. 

 

Table 1.1-1 Listing of Stage 1 Contacts with Stakeholders for the Hayward and Trego Projects 

Person/Agency Contacted From Item 

Contact 
Type 

(Meeting, 

Letter, Email?) 

Date 

Chad Able 
Red Cliff Band of Lake Superior 

Chippewa  

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

PAD 
Questionnaire 

Letter 7/22/2020 

Brian Bisonette 
Lac Courte Oreilles Band of 

Lake Superior Chippewa 
Indians of WI 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

PAD 
Questionnaire 

Letter 7/22/2020 

Stacie Cutbank 
Oneida Nation of Wisconsin 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

PAD 
Questionnaire 

Letter 7/22/2020 

Marvin Defoe 
Red Cliff Band of Lake Superior 

Chippewa 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

PAD 
Questionnaire 

Letter 7/22/2020 

Ned Daniels 
Forest County Potawatomi 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

PAD 
Questionnaire 

Letter 7/22/2020 

David Grignon 
Menominee Indian Tribe of WI 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

PAD 
Questionnaire 

Letter 7/22/2020 

Tehassi Hill 
Oneida Tribe of WI 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

PAD 
Questionnaire 

Letter 7/22/2020 

Shannon Holsey 
Stockbridge-Munsee Tribe of 

Mohican Indians 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

PAD 
Questionnaire 

Letter 7/22/2020 

Mic Isham 
Lac Courte Oreilles Band of 

Chippewa Indians 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

PAD 
Questionnaire 

Letter 7/22/2020 

Michael LaRonge 
Forest County Potawatomi 

Community of WI 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

PAD 
Questionnaire 

Letter 7/22/2020 

Edith Leoso 
Bad River Band of Lake 

Superior Tribe of Chippewa 
Indians (Bad River Tribe) 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

PAD 
Questionnaire 

Letter 7/22/2020 

Chris McGeshick 
Sokaogon Chippewa 

Community of WI 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

PAD 
Questionnaire 

Letter 7/22/2020 
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Person/Agency Contacted From Item 

Contact 
Type 

(Meeting, 

Letter, Email?) 

Date 

Clinton Parish 
Bay Mills Indian Community of 

MI 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

PAD 
Questionnaire 

Letter 7/22/2020 

William Quackenbush 
Ho-Chunk Nation 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

PAD 
Questionnaire 

Letter 7/22/2020 

Lewis Taylor 
St. Croix Chippewa Indians of 

WI 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

PAD 
Questionnaire 

Letter 7/22/2020 

Adam Van Zile 
Sokaogon Chippewa 

Community Mole Lake Band 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

PAD 
Questionnaire 

Letter 7/22/2020 

Sherry White 
Stockbridge Munsee Tribe of 

Mohican Indians 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

PAD 
Questionnaire 

Letter 7/22/2020 

Marlin WhiteEagle 
Ho-Chunk Nation of WI 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

PAD 
Questionnaire 

Letter 7/22/2020 

Michael Wiggins 
Bad River Band 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

PAD 
Questionnaire 

Letter 7/22/2020 

Joseph Wildcat, Sr. 
Lac Du Flambeau Band of Lake 

Superior Chippewa Indians 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

PAD 
Questionnaire 

Letter 7/22/2020 

Melinda Young 
Lac du Flambeau Band of Lake 

Superior Chippewa Indians 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

PAD 
Questionnaire 

Letter 7/22/2020 

Public Service Commission of 
Wisconsin (PSCW) 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

PAD 
Questionnaire 

Letter 7/22/2020 

Wisconsin Cooperative  
Fisheries Research Unit  

University of WI Stevens Point 
(UWSP-WCFU) 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

PAD 
Questionnaire 

Letter 7/22/2020 

Kathleen Angel 
Wisconsin Coastal 

Management Program (WCMP) 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

PAD 
Questionnaire 

Letter 7/22/2020 

Cheryl Laatsch 
Wisconsin Department of 

Natural Resources (WDNR) 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

PAD 
Questionnaire 

Letter 7/22/2020 

Jeffery Schierer 
WDNR 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

PAD 
Questionnaire Letter 7/22/2020 

Watershed Management 
WDNR 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

PAD 
Questionnaire Letter 7/22/2020 

Wisconsin Office of Attorney 
General 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

PAD 
Questionnaire Letter 7/22/2020 

Wisconsin Office of the 
Governor 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

PAD 
Questionnaire 

Letter 7/22/2020 

Tyler Howe 
State Historic Preservation 

Office (SHPO) 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

PAD 
Questionnaire 

Letter 7/22/2020 

Nannette Bischoff 
US Army Corps of Engineers 

(USACE) 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

PAD 
Questionnaire 

Letter 7/22/2020 
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Person/Agency Contacted From Item 

Contact 
Type 

(Meeting, 

Letter, Email?) 

Date 

Kimberly Bose 
Federal Energy Regulatory 

Commission (FERC) 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

PAD 
Questionnaire 

Letter 7/22/2020 

Tokey Boswell 
National Park Service (NPS) 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

PAD 
Questionnaire 

Letter 7/22/2020 

Michael Connor 
US Dept. of Interior-Comm. US 

Bureau of Reclamation 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

PAD 
Questionnaire 

Letter 7/22/2020 

Glenn Grothman 
US Representative District 6 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

PAD 
Questionnaire 

Letter 7/22/2020 

Timothy Lapointe 
US Bureau of Indian Affairs 

(BIA) 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

PAD 
Questionnaire 

Letter 7/22/2020 

Mary Manydeeds 
BIA 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

PAD 
Questionnaire 

Letter 7/22/2020 

Angela Tornes 
NPS 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

PAD 
Questionnaire 

Letter 7/22/2020 

Tom Tiffany 
US Representative District 7 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

PAD 
Questionnaire 

Letter 7/22/2020 

Jen Tyler 
US Environmental Protection 

Agency (EPA) 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

PAD 
Questionnaire 

Letter 7/22/2020 

Green Bay Field Office 
US Fish and Wildlife Service 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

PAD 
Questionnaire 

Letter 7/22/2020 

Nick Utrup 
US Fish and Wildlife Service 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

PAD 
Questionnaire 

Letter 7/22/2020 

William Allard 
Town of Trego 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

PAD 
Questionnaire 

Letter 7/22/2020 

City Manager 
City of LaCrosse 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

PAD 
Questionnaire 

Letter 7/22/2020 

Thomas Hoff 
Sawyer County 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

PAD 
Questionnaire 

Letter 7/22/2020 

Wes Huffer 
Town of Trego 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

PAD 
Questionnaire 

Letter 7/22/2020 

Marathon County 
Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

PAD 
Questionnaire 

Letter 7/22/2020 

Lolita Olson 
Washburn County 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

PAD 
Questionnaire 

Letter 7/22/2020 

Dale Peters 
City of Eau Claire 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

PAD 
Questionnaire 

Letter 7/22/2020 

Lisa Poppe 
City of Hayward 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

PAD 
Questionnaire 

Letter 7/22/2020 

Town of Trego 
Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

PAD 
Questionnaire 

Letter 7/22/2020 

Ronald Pete 
Town of Superior 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

PAD 
Questionnaire 

Letter 7/22/2020 
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Person/Agency Contacted From Item 

Contact 
Type 

(Meeting, 

Letter, Email?) 

Date 

Mike Arrowwood 
Walleyes for Tomorrow 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

PAD 
Questionnaire 

Letter 7/22/2020 

James Fossum 
River Alliance of Wisconsin 

(RAW) 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

PAD 
Questionnaire 

Letter 7/22/2020 

Thomas Frost 
Trego Lake District (TLD) 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

PAD 
Questionnaire 

Letter 7/22/2020 

Northwest Regional Planning 
Commission  

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

PAD 
Questionnaire 

Letter 7/22/2020 

Scott Crotty 
Xcel Energy 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

PAD 
Questionnaire 

Letter 7/22/2020 

Matthew Miller 
Xcel Energy 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

PAD 
Questionnaire 

Letter 7/22/2020 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

PAD 
Questionnaire 

Letter 7/22/2020 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

Carolyn Henry 
Wisconsin Office 
of the Attorney 

General 

Response to 
Questionnaire 

Email 8/4/2020 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

Bridget Quist 
Mille Lacs Band 

of Ojibwe 

Response to 
Questionnaire 

Email 8/5/2020 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

Charlie Peterson 
TLD 

Response to 
Questionnaire 

Email 8/6/2020 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

Town of Trego 
Response to 

Questionnaire 
Email 8/20/2020 

Barb Hinkfuss 
Town of Trego 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

Response to 
Questionnaire 

Email 8/21/2020 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

Barb Hinkfuss 
Town of Trego 

Response to 
Questionnaire 

Email 9/7/2020 

Cheryl Laatsch 
WDNR 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

Request for info 
on Projects 

Email 7/17/2020 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

Macaulay Haller 
WDNR 

Background info 
for Projects 

Email 7/20/2020 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

Macaulay Haller 
WDNR 

Response to 
Questionnaire 

Email 7/29/2020 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

McCauley Haller 
WDNR 

Response to 
Questionnaire 

Email 8/10/2020 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

McCauley Haller 
WDNR 

Response to 
Questionnaire 

Email 8/17/2020 

Chad Able 
Red Cliff Band of Lake Superior 

Chippewa  

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

NOI, PAD, & TLP 
Request  

Letter 11/27/2020 

Jamie Arsenault 
White Earth Band of the 

Minnesota Chippewa 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

NOI, PAD, & TLP 
Request  

Letter 11/27/2020 
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Person/Agency Contacted From Item 

Contact 
Type 

(Meeting, 

Letter, Email?) 

Date 

Melanie Benjamin 
Mille Lacs Band of Ojibwe  

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

NOI, PAD, & TLP 
Request  

Letter 11/27/2020 

Brian Bisonette 
Lac Courte Oreilles Band of 

Lake Superior Chippewa 
Indians of WI 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

NOI, PAD, & TLP 
Request  

Letter 11/27/2020 

Michael Blackwolf 
Fort Belknap Indian Community 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

NOI, PAD, & TLP 
Request  

Letter 11/27/2020 

Amy Burnette 
Leech Lake Band of Minnesota 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

NOI, PAD, & TLP 
Request  

Letter 11/27/2020 

Alden Connor 
Keweenaw Bay Indian 

Community 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

NOI, PAD, & TLP 
Request  

Letter 11/27/2020 

Stacie Cutbank 
Oneida Nation of Wisconsin 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

NOI, PAD, & TLP 
Request  

Letter 11/27/2020 

Ned Daniels, Jr. 
Forest County Potawatomi 
Community of Wisconsin 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

NOI, PAD, & TLP 
Request  

Letter 11/27/2020 

Marvin Defoe 
Red Cliff Band of Lake Superior 

Chippewa 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

NOI, PAD, & TLP 
Request  

Letter 11/27/2020 

Norman Des Champe 
Grand Portage Band of the MN 

Chippewa Tribe 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

NOI, PAD, & TLP 
Request  

Letter 11/27/2020 

Joan Delabreau 
Menominee Indian Tribe of 

Wisconsin 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

NOI, PAD, & TLP 
Request  

Letter 11/27/2020 

Beth Drost 
Grand Portage Band of the MN 

Chippewa Indians 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

NOI, PAD, & TLP 
Request  

Letter 11/27/2020 

Kevin Dupuis, Sr. 
Fond du Lac Band of the 

Minnesota Chippewa Tribe 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

NOI, PAD, & TLP 
Request  

Letter 11/27/2020 

Michael Fairbanks 
White Earth Band of the 

Minnesota Chippewa 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

NOI, PAD, & TLP 
Request  

Letter 11/27/2020 

Gary Frazer 
Minnesota Chippewa Tribe 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

NOI, PAD, & TLP 
Request  

Letter 11/27/2020 

David Grignon 
Menominee Indian Tribe of WI 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

NOI, PAD, & TLP 
Request  

Letter 11/27/2020 

Tehassi Hill 
Oneida Tribe of WI 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

NOI, PAD, & TLP 
Request  

Letter 11/27/2020 

Shannon Holsey 
Stockbridge-Munsee Tribe of 

Mohican Indians 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

NOI, PAD, & TLP 
Request  

Letter 11/27/2020 

Jill Hoppe 
Fond du Lac Band of the Lake 

Superior Chippewa 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

NOI, PAD, & TLP 
Request  

Letter 11/27/2020 

Diane Hunter 
Miami Tribe of Oklahoma  

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

NOI, PAD, & TLP 
Request  

Letter 11/27/2020 
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Person/Agency Contacted From Item 

Contact 
Type 

(Meeting, 

Letter, Email?) 

Date 

Farron Jackson  
Leech Lake Band of Indians 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

NOI, PAD, & TLP 
Request  

Letter 11/27/2020 

Douglas Lankford 
Miami Tribe of Oklahoma 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

NOI, PAD, & TLP 
Request  

Letter 11/27/2020 

Michael LaRonge 
Forest County Potawatomi 

Community of WI 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

NOI, PAD, & TLP 
Request  

Letter 11/27/2020 

Edith Leoso 
Bad River Tribe 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

NOI, PAD, & TLP 
Request  

Letter 11/27/2020 

Wanda McFaggen 
St. Croix Band of Lake Superior 

Chippewa 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

NOI, PAD, & TLP 
Request  

Letter 11/27/2020 

Chris McGeschick 
Sokaogon Chippewa 

Community of WI 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

NOI, PAD, & TLP 
Request  

Letter 11/27/2020 

Daisy McGeschick 
Lac Vieux Desert Band of Lake 

Superior Indians of MI 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

NOI, PAD, & TLP 
Request  

Letter 11/27/2020 

Clinton Parish 
Bay Mills Indian Community of 

MI 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

NOI, PAD, & TLP 
Request  

Letter 11/27/2020 

Rick Peterson 
Red Cliff Band of Lake Superior 

Chippewa 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

NOI, PAD, & TLP 
Request  

Letter 11/27/2020 

William Quackenbush 
Ho-Chunk Nation 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

NOI, PAD, & TLP 
Request  

Letter 11/27/2020 

Jared Swader 
Grand Portage Band of 

Chippewa Indians 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

NOI, PAD, & TLP 
Request  

Letter 11/27/2020 

Warren Swartz, Sr. 
Keweenaw Bay Indian 

Community 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

NOI, PAD, & TLP 
Request  

Letter 11/27/2020 

Louis Taylor, Sr. 
Lac Courte Oreilles Band of 

Chippewa Indians 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

NOI, PAD, & TLP 
Request  

Letter 11/27/2020 

Lewis Taylor 
St. Croix Chippewa Indians of 

WI 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

NOI, PAD, & TLP 
Request  

Letter 11/27/2020 

Adam Van Zile 
Sokaogon Chippewa 

Community Mole Lake Band 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

NOI, PAD, & TLP 
Request  

Letter 11/27/2020 

Natalie Weyaus 
Mille Lacs Band of Ojibwe 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

NOI, PAD, & TLP 
Request  

Letter 11/27/2020 

Sherry White 
Stockbridge Munsee Tribe of 

Mohican Indians 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

NOI, PAD, & TLP 
Request  

Letter 11/27/2020 

Marlin WhiteEagle 
Ho-Chunk Nation of WI 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

NOI, PAD, & TLP 
Request  

Letter 11/27/2020 

Michael Wiggins 
Bad River Band 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

NOI, PAD, & TLP 
Request  

Letter 11/27/2020 
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Person/Agency Contacted From Item 

Contact 
Type 

(Meeting, 

Letter, Email?) 

Date 

Joseph Wildcat, Sr. 
Lac Du Flambeau Band of Lake 

Superior Chippewa Indians 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

NOI, PAD, & TLP 
Request  

Letter 11/27/2020 

James Williams 
Lac Vieux Desert Band of Lake 
Superior Chippewa Indians of 

MI 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

NOI, PAD, & TLP 
Request  

Letter 11/27/2020 

Melinda Young 
Lac du Flambeau 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

NOI, PAD, & TLP 
Request  

Letter 11/27/2020 

Public Service Commission of 
Wisconsin (PSCW) 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

NOI, PAD, & TLP 
Request  

Letter 11/27/2020 

UWSP-WCFU 
Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

NOI, PAD, & TLP 
Request  

Letter 11/27/2020 

Kathleen Angel 
WCMP 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

NOI, PAD, & TLP 
Request  

Letter 11/27/2020 

Cheryl Laatsch 
WDNR 

Shawn Puzen 
Mead & Hunt 

NOI, PAD, & TLP 
Request  

Letter 11/27/2020 

Wisconsin Office of the 
Governor 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

NOI, PAD, & TLP 
Request  

Letter 11/27/2020 

Tyler Howe 
SHPO 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

NOI, PAD, & TLP 
Request  

Letter 11/27/2020 

Nannette Bischoff 
USACE 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

NOI, PAD, & TLP 
Request  

Letter 11/27/2020 

Kimberly Bose 
FERC 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

NOI, PAD, & TLP 
Request  

Letter 11/27/2020 

Tokey Boswell 
NPS 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

NOI, PAD, & TLP 
Request  

Letter 11/27/2020 

Michael Connor 
US Dept. of Interior-Comm. US 

Bureau of Reclamation 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

NOI, PAD, & TLP 
Request  

Letter 11/27/2020 

Glenn Grothman 
US Representative District 6 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

NOI, PAD, & TLP 
Request  

Letter 11/27/2020 

Timothy Lapointe 
BIA 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

NOI, PAD, & TLP 
Request  

Letter 11/27/2020 

Mary Manydeeds 
BIA 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

NOI, PAD, & TLP 
Request  

Letter 11/27/2020 

Angela Tornes 
NPS 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

NOI, PAD, & TLP 
Request  

Letter 11/27/2020 

Tom Tiffany 
US Representative District 7 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

NOI, PAD, & TLP 
Request  

Letter 11/27/2020 

Jen Tyler 
EPA 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

NOI, PAD, & TLP 
Request  

Letter 11/27/2020 

Green Bay Field Office 
US Fish and Wildlife Service 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

NOI, PAD, & TLP 
Request  

Letter 11/27/2020 

Nick Utrup 
US Fish and Wildlife Service 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

NOI, PAD, & TLP 
Request  

Letter 11/27/2020 

William Allard 
Town of Trego 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

NOI, PAD, & TLP 
Request  

Letter 11/27/2020 
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City Manager 
City of LaCrosse 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

NOI, PAD, & TLP 
Request  

Letter 11/27/2020 

Barb Hinkfuss 
Town of Trego 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

NOI, PAD, & TLP 
Request  

Letter 11/27/2020 

Thomas Hoff 
Sawyer County 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

NOI, PAD, & TLP 
Request  

Letter 11/27/2020 

Wes Huffer 
Town of Trego 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

NOI, PAD, & TLP 
Request  

Letter 11/27/2020 

Marathon County 
Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

NOI, PAD, & TLP 
Request  

Letter 11/27/2020 

Lolita Olson 
Washburn County 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

NOI, PAD, & TLP 
Request  

Letter 11/27/2020 

Dale Peters 
City of Eau Claire 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

NOI, PAD, & TLP 
Request  

Letter 11/27/2020 

Lisa Poppe 
City of Hayward 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

NOI, PAD, & TLP 
Request  

Letter 11/27/2020 

Town of Trego 
Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

NOI, PAD, & TLP 
Request  

Letter 11/27/2020 

Town of Superior 
Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

NOI, PAD, & TLP 
Request  

Letter 11/27/2020 

Brian Vosberg 
Town of Trego 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

NOI, PAD, & TLP 
Request  

Letter 11/27/2020 

Mike Arrowwood 
Walleyes for Tomorrow 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

NOI, PAD, & TLP 
Request  

Letter 11/27/2020 

James Fossum 
River Alliance of Wisconsin 

(RAW) 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

NOI, PAD, & TLP 
Request  

Letter 11/27/2020 

Thomas Frost 
TLD 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

NOI, PAD, & TLP 
Request  

Letter 11/27/2020 

Northwest Regional Planning 
Commission  

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

NOI, PAD, & TLP 
Request  

Letter 11/27/2020 

Charlie Peterson 
TLD 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

NOI, PAD, & TLP 
Request  

Letter 11/27/2020 

Scott Crotty 
Xcel Energy 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

NOI, PAD, & TLP 
Request  

Letter 11/27/2020 

Matthew Miller 
Xcel Energy 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

NOI, PAD, & TLP 
Request  

Letter 11/27/2020 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

NOI, PAD, & TLP 
Request  

Letter 11/27/2020 

Edith Leoso 
Bad River Tribe 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

JAM Notification Letter 2/22/2021 

Mike Wiggins 
Bad River Tribe 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

JAM Notification Letter 2/22/2021 

Brian Newland 
Bay Mills Indian Community of 

MI 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

JAM Notification Letter 2/22/2021 
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Contact 
Type 
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Kevin Dupuis, Sr. 
Fond Du Lac Band of Lake 

Superior Chippewa 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

JAM Notification Letter 2/22/2021 

Jill Hoppe 
Fond Du Lac Band of Lake 

Superior Chippewa 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

JAM Notification Letter 2/22/2021 

Ned Daniels 
Forest County Potawatomi 

Community of WI 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

JAM Notification Letter 2/22/2021 

Michael LaRonge 
Forest County Potawatomi 

Community of WI 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

JAM Notification Letter 2/22/2021 

Andrew Werk, Jr. 
Fort Belknap Indian Community 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

JAM Notification Letter 2/22/2021 

Michael Blackwolf 
Fort Belknap Indian Community 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

JAM Notification Letter 2/22/2021 

Robert Deschampe 
Grand Portage Band of 

Chippewa Indians 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

JAM Notification Letter 2/22/2021 

Mary Ann Gagnon 
Grand Portage Band of 

Chippewa Indians 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

JAM Notification Letter 2/22/2021 

Marlin WhiteEagle 
Ho-Chunk Nation of WI 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

JAM Notification Letter 2/22/2021 

William Quackenbush 
Ho-Chunk Nation of WI 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

JAM Notification Letter 2/22/2021 

Alden Connor 
Keweenaw Bay Indian 

Community of MI 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

JAM Notification Letter 2/22/2021 

Warren Swartz, Sr. 
Keweenaw Bay Indian 

Community of MI 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

JAM Notification Letter 2/22/2021 

Louis Taylor, Sr. 
Lac Courte Oreilles Band of 

Chippewa Indians 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

JAM Notification Letter 2/22/2021 

Brian Bissonette 
Lac Courte Oreilles Band of 

Chippewa Indians 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

JAM Notification Letter 2/22/2021 

John Johnson 
Lac Du Flambeau Band of Lake 

Superior Chippewa Indians 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

JAM Notification Letter 2/22/2021 

Melinda Young 
Lac Du Flambeau Band of Lake 

Superior Chippewa Indians 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

JAM Notification Letter 2/22/2021 

Daisy McGeshick 
Lac Vieux Desert Band of Lake 

Superior Chippewa Indians 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

JAM Notification Letter 2/22/2021 

James Williams, Jr. 
Lac Vieux Desert Band of Lake 

Superior Chippewa Indians 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

JAM Notification Letter 2/22/2021 
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Type 
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Amy Burnette 
Leech Lake Band of Ojibwe 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

JAM Notification Letter 2/22/2021 

Farron Jackson, Sr. 
Leech Lake Band of Ojibwe 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

JAM Notification Letter 2/22/2021 

Joan Delabreau 
Menominee Tribe of WI 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

JAM Notification Letter 2/22/2021 

David Grignon 
Menominee Indian Tribe of WI 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

JAM Notification Letter 2/22/2021 

Diane Hunter 
Miami Tribe of Oklahoma 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

Jam Notification Letter 2/22/2021 

Douglas Lankford 
Miami Tribe of Oklahoma 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

JAM Notification Letter 2/22/2021 

Melanie Benjamin 
Mille Lacs Band of Ojibwe 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

JAM Notification Letter 2/22/2021 

Natalie Weyaus 
Mille Lacs Band of Ojibwe 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

JAM Notification Letter 2/22/2021 

Gary Frazer 
Minnesota Chippewa Tribe 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

JAM Notification Letter 2/22/2021 

Stacie Cutbank 
Oneida Tribe of WI 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

JAM Notification Letter 2/22/2021 

Tehassi Hill 
Oneida Tribe of WI 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

JAM Notification Letter 2/22/2021 

Chad Able 
Red Cliff Band of Lake Superior 

Chippewa Indians 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

JAM Notification Letter 2/22/2021 

Marvin Defoe 
Red Cliff Band of Lake Superior 

Chippewa Indians  

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

JAM Notification Letter 2/22/2021 

Rick Peterson 
Red Cliff Band of Lake Superior 

Chippewa 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

JAM Notification Letter 2/22/2021 

Chris McGeshick 
Sokaogon Chippewa 

Community Mole Lake Band 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

JAM Notification Letter 2/22/2021 

Adam Van Zile 
Sokaogon Chippewa 

Community Mole Lake Band 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

JAM Notification Letter 2/22/2021 

Lewis Taylor 
St. Croix Band of Lake Superior 

Chippewa 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

JAM Notification Letter 2/22/2021 

Wanda McFaggen 
St. Croix Band of Lake Superior 

Chippewa 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

JAM Notification Letter 2/22/2021 

Shannon Holsey 
Stockbridge Munsee Tribe of 

Mohican Indians 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

JAM Notification Letter 2/22/2021 

Sherry White 
Stockbridge Munsee Tribe of 

Mohican Indians 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

JAM Notification Letter 2/22/2021 
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Type 
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Nathan Allison 
Stockbridge Munsee 

Community 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

JAM Notification Letter 2/22/2021 

Jamie Arsenault 
White Earth Band of the 

Minnesota Chippewa Tribe 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

JAM Notification Letter 2/22/2021 

Michael Fairbanks 
White Earth Band of the 

Minnesota Chippewa Tribe 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

JAM Notification Letter 2/22/2021 

PSCW 
James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

JAM Notification Letter 2/22/2021 

UWSP-WCFU 
James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

JAM Notification Letter 2/22/2021 

Kathleen Angel 
WCMP 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

JAM Notification Letter 2/22/2021 

Tyler Howe 
SHPO 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

JAM Notification Letter 2/22/2021 

Cheryl Laatsch 
WDNR 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

JAM Notification Letter 2/22/2021 

Jeff Schierer 
WDNR 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

JAM Notification Letter 2/22/2021 

Wisconsin Office of the 
Governor 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

JAM Notification Letter 2/22/2021 

Kimberly Bose 
FERC 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

JAM Notification Letter 2/22/2021 

Tammy Poitra 
BIA 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

JAM Notification Letter 2/22/2021 

Nannette Bischoff 
USACE 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

JAM Notification Letter 2/22/2021 

Mary Manydeeds 
BIA 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

JAM Notification Letter 2/22/2021 

Michael Connor 
Dept of Interior Comm. US 

Bureau of Reclamation 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

Jam Notification Letter 2/22/2021 

Nick Utrup 
USFWS 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

JAM Notification Letter 2/22/2021 

Green Bay Field Office 
USFWS 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

JAM Notification Letter 2/22/2021 

Christine Gabriel 
NPS 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

JAM Notification Letter 2/22/2021 

Julie Galonska 
NPS 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

JAM Notification Letter 2/22/2021 

Angela Tornes 
NPS 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

JAM Notification Letter 2/22/2021 

Lisa Yager 
NPS 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

JAM Notification Letter 2/22/2021 

Jen Tyler 
EPA 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

JAM Notification Letter 2/22/2021 
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Glenn Grothman 
US Representative District 6 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

JAM Notification Letter 2/22/2021 

Tom Tiffany 
US Representative-District 7 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

JAM Notification Letter 2/22/2021 

Mike Arrowwood 
Walleyes for Tomorrow 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

JAM Notification Letter 2/22/2021 

Brant Kucera 
City of Ashland 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

JAM Notification Letter 2/22/2021 

Deb Lewis 
Ashland County 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

JAM Notification Letter 2/22/2021 

Joan Harn 
NPS Consultant 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

JAM Notification Letter 2/22/2021 

James Fossum 
RAW 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

JAM Notification Letter 2/22/2021 

Northwest Regional Planning 
Commission 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

JAM Notification Letter 2/22/2021 

Charlie Peterson 
TLD 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

JAM Notification Letter 2/22/2021 

Scott Crotty 
Xcel Energy 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

JAM Notification Letter 2/22/2021 

Matthew Miller 
Xcel Energy 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

JAM Notification Letter 2/22/2021 

Matthew Miller 
Xcel Energy 

Thomas Frost 
TLD 

JAM RSVP Letter 2/26/2021 

Nick Utrup, USFWS 
Connie Antonuk, WDNR 
Cheryl Laatsch, WDNR 

McCauley Haller, WDNR 
Tyler Howe, WSHPO 
Julie Galonska, NPS 

Joan Harn, NPS 
Angela Tornes, NPS 

Charlie Peterson, TLD 
Thomas Frost, TLD 

Wes Huffer, Town of Trego 
Matthew Miller, Xcel Energy 

Scott Crotty, Xcel Energy 
James Zyduck, Xcel Energy 

Brauna Hartzell, Mead & Hunt 
Shawn Puzen, Mead & Hunt 

Arianna Schmidt, Mead & Hunt 
Jen Schuetz, Mead & Hunt 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

Invitation to JAM Email 3/8/2021 

Matt Miller 
Xcel Energy 

Angela Tornes, 
NPS 

Questions for JAM Email 3/10/2021 

Brauna Hartzell, Mead & Hunt 
Darrin Johnson, Mead & Hunt 
Shawn Puzen, Mead & Hunt 

Arianna Schmidt, Mead & Hunt 
Jen Schuetz, Mead & Hunt 

Julie Galonska, NPS 

- JAM Meeting 
Virtual 

Meeting 
3/11/2021 
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Joan Harn, NPS Consultant 
Angela Tornes, NPS 

Lisa Yager, NPS 
Connie Antonuk, WDNR 
Macauley Haller, WDNR 

Thomas Frost, TLD 
Charlie Peterson, TLD 

Tyler Howe, SHPO 
Michael Bebeau, Xcel Energy 

Scott Crotty, Xcel Energy 
Matthew Miller, Xcel Energy 
Ricky Reichert, Xcel Energy 

Randy Volbrecht, Xcel Energy 
James Zyduck, Xcel Energy 

Kimberly Bose 
FERC 

Scott Crotty 
Xcel Energy 

JAM Proof of 
Publication 

Letter 3/22/2021 

Kimberly Bose 
FERC 

James Zyduck 
JAM Audio 
Recording 

Letter 4/9/2021 

Shawn Puzen, Mead & Hunt 
Darrin Johnson, Mead & Hunt 

Scott Crotty, Xcel Energy 
Matt Miller Xcel Energy 

Angela Tornes 
NPS 

Post JAM 
Correspondence 

Email 3/12/2021 

Shawn Puzen Mead & Hunt 
Darrin Johnson, Mead & Hunt 

Scott Crotty, Mead & Hunt 
Joan Harn, NPS 

Angela Tornes, NPS 

 
Post JAM Meeting 

with NPS 
Virtual 

Meeting 
3/19/2021 

Angela Tornes 
NPS 

Scott Crotty 
Xcel Energy 

Post meeting 
email 

Email 3/26/2021 

Kimberly Bose 
FERC 

Angela Tornes 
NPS 

Letter opposing 
use of TLP 

Letter 12/28/2020 

Kimberly Bose 
FERC 

Christine Gabriel 
NPS 

Letter indicating 
NPS plans to 

comment on TLP 
for Trego Project 

Letter 2/8/2021 

Kimberly Bose 
FERC 

Christine Gabriel 
NPS 

Letter indicating 
NPS plans to 

comment on TLP 
for Hayward 

Project 

Letter 2/8/2021 

Kimberly Bose 
FERC 

Richard Clark 
NPS 

Comments on 
PAD and Study 

Requests 
Letter 4/27/2021 

Kimberly Bose 
FERC 

Charlie Peterson 
TLD 

Comments on 
PAD and Study 

Requests 
Letter 5/6/2021 

Kimberly Bose 
FERC 

Cheryl Laatsch 
WDNR 

Comments on 
PAD and Study 

Requests 
Letter 5/7/2021 

Michael Wiggins 
Bad River Tribe 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

Site Visit 
Notification 

Letter 5/27/2021 
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Type 
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Edith Leoso 
Bad River Tribe 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

Site Visit 
Notification 

Letter 5/27/2021 

Brian Newland 
Bay Mills Indian Community of 

Michigan 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

Site Visit 
Notification 

Letter 5/27/2021 

Kevin Dupuis, Sr. 
Fond du Lac Band of Lake 

Superior Chippewa 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

Site Visit 
Notification 

Letter 5/27/2021 

Jill Hoppe 
Fond du Lac Band of Lake 

Superior Chippewa 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

Site Visit 
Notification 

Letter 5/27/2021 

Ned Daniels, Jr. 
Forest County Potawatomi 

Community of WI 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

Site Visit 
Notification 

Letter 5/27/2021 

Michael LaRonge 
Forest County Potawatomi 

Community of WI 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

Site Visit 
Notification 

Letter 5/27/2021 

Andrew Werk, Jr. 
Fort Belknap Indian Community  

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

Site Visit 
Notification 

Letter 5/27/2021 

Michael Blackwolf 
Fort Belknap Indian Community  

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

Site Visit 
Notification 

Letter 5/27/2021 

Robert Deschampe 
Grand Portage Band of Indians 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

Site Visit 
Notification 

Letter 5/27/2021 

Maryann Gagnon 
Grand Portage Band of the MN 

Chippewa Tribe 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

Site Visit 
Notification 

Letter 5/27/2021 

Marlin WhiteEagle 
Ho Chunk Nation of WI 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

Site Visit 
Notification 

Letter 5/27/2021 

William Quackenbush 
Ho Chunk Nation of WI 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

Site Visit 
Notification 

Letter 5/27/2021 

Alden Connor 
Keweenaw Bay Indian 

Community 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

Site Visit 
Notification 

Letter 5/27/2021 

Warren Swartz, Sr. 
Keweenaw Bay Indian 

Community 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

Site Visit 
Notification 

Letter 5/27/2021 

Louis Taylor, Sr. 
Lac Courte Oreilles Band of 

Chippewa Indians 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

Site Visit 
Notification 

Letter 5/27/2021 

Brian Bisonette 
Lac Courte Oreilles Band of 

Chippewa Indians 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

Site Visit 
Notification 

Letter 5/27/2021 

John Johnson 
Lac Du Flambeau Band of Lake 

Superior Chippewa Indians 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

Site Visit 
Notification 

Letter 5/27/2021 

Melinda Young 
Lac Du Flambeau Band of Lake 

Superior Chippewa Indians 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

Site Visit 
Notification 

Letter 5/27/2021 

Daisy McGeshick 
Lac Vieux Desert Band of Lake 

Superior Indians of MI 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

Site Visit 
Notification 

Letter 5/27/2021 
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James Williams 
Lac Vieux Desert Band of Lake 

Superior Indians of MI 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

Site Visit 
Notification 

Letter 5/27/2021 

Amy Burnette 
Leech Lake Band of Chippewa 

Indians 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

Site Visit 
Notification 

Letter 5/27/2021 

Farron Jackson, Sr. 
Leech Lake Band of Chippewa 

Indians  
 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

Site Visit 
Notification 

Letter 5/27/2021 

Joan Delabreau 
Menominee Indian Tribe of WI 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

Site Visit 
Notification 

Letter 5/27/2021 

David Grignon 
Menominee Indian Tribe of WI 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

Site Visit 
Notification 

Letter 5/27/2021 

Douglas Lankford 
Miami Tribe of Oklahoma 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

Site Visit 
Notification 

Letter 5/27/2021 

Diane Hunter 
Miami Tribe of Oklahoma 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

Site Visit 
Notification 

Letter 5/27/2021 

Melanie Benjamin 
Mille Lacs Band of Ojibwe 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

Site Visit 
Notification 

Letter 5/27/2021 

Natalie Weyaus 
Mille Lacs Band of Ojibwe 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

Site Visit 
Notification 

Letter 5/27/2021 

Gary Frazer 
Minnesota Chippewa Tribe 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

Site Visit 
Notification 

Letter 5/27/2021 

Stacy Cutbank 
Oneida Tribe of WI 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

Site Visit 
Notification 

Letter 5/27/2021 

Tehassi Hill 
Oneida Tribe of WI 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

Site Visit 
Notification 

Letter 5/27/2021 

Chad Able 
Red Cliff Band of Lake Superior 

Chippewa Indians 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

Site Visit 
Notification 

Letter 5/27/2021 

Rick Peterson 
Red Cliff Band of Lake Superior 

Chippewa Indians 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

Site Visit 
Notification 

Letter 5/27/2021 

Marvin Defoe 
Red Cliff Band of Lake Superior 

Chippewa Indians 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

Site Visit 
Notification 

Letter 5/27/2021 

Chris McGeshick 
Sokaogon Chippewa Indian 
Community Mole Lake Band 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

Site Visit 
Notification 

Letter 5/27/2021 

Adam Van Zile 
Sokaogon Chippewa 

Community Mole Lake Band 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

Site Visit 
Notification 

Letter 5/27/2021 

Lewis Taylor 
St. Croix Band of Lake Superior 

Chippewa 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

Site Visit 
Notification 

Letter 5/27/2021 

Wand McFaggen 
St. Croix Band of the Lake 

Superior Chippewa 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

Site Visit 
Notification 

Letter 5/27/2021 
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Shannon Holsey 
Stockbridge Munsee Tribe of 

Mohican Indians 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

Site Visit 
Notification 

Letter 5/27/2021 

Sherry White 
Stockbridge Munsee Tribe of 

Mohican Indians 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

Site Visit 
Notification 

Letter 5/27/2021 

Nathan Allison 
Stockbridge Munsee 

Community 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

Site Visit 
Notification 

Letter 5/27/2021 

Jamie Arsenault 
White Earth Band of the 

Minnesota Chippewa 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

Site Visit 
Notification 

Letter 5/27/2021 

Michael Fairbanks 
White Earth Band of the 

Minnesota Chippewa 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

Site Visit 
Notification 

Letter 5/27/2021 

PSCW 
James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

Site Visit 
Notification 

Letter 5/27/2021 

UWSP-WCFU 
James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

Site Visit 
Notification 

Letter 5/27/2021 

Kathleen Angel 
WCMP 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

Site Visit 
Notification 

Letter 5/27/2021 

Tyler Howe 
SHPO 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

Site Visit 
Notification 

Letter 5/27/2021 

Connie Antonuk 
WDNR 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

Site Visit 
Notification 

Letter 5/27/2021 

Macaulay Haller 
WDNR 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

Site Visit 
Notification 

Letter 5/27/2021 

Cheryl Laatsch 
WDNR 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

Site Visit 
Notification 

Letter 5/27/2021 

Jeffery Schierer 
WDNR 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

Site Visit 
Notification 

Letter 5/27/2021 

Wisconsin Office of the 
Governor 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

Site Visit 
Notification 

Letter 5/27/2021 

Kimberly Bose 
FERC 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

Site Visit 
Notification 

Letter 5/27/2021 

Tammy Poitra 
BIA 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

Site Visit 
Notification 

Letter 5/27/2021 

Nannette Bischoff 
USACE 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

Site Visit 
Notification 

Letter 5/27/2021 

Mary Manydeeds 
BIA 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

Site Visit 
Notification 

Letter 5/27/2021 

Michael C. Connor 
US Department of Interior 

Comm. US Bureau 
Reclamation 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

Site Visit 
Notification 

Letter 5/27/2021 

Nick Utrup 
USFWS 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

Site Visit 
Notification 

Letter 5/27/2021 

Green Bay Field Office 
USFWS 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

Site Visit 
Notification 

Letter 5/27/2021 
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Person/Agency Contacted From Item 

Contact 
Type 

(Meeting, 

Letter, Email?) 

Date 

Christine Gabriel 
NPS 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

Site Visit 
Notification 

Letter 5/27/2021 

Julie Galonska 
NPS 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

Site Visit 
Notification 

Letter 5/27/2021 

Angela Tornes 
NPS 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

Site Visit 
Notification 

Letter 5/27/2021 

Lisa Yager 
NPS 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

Site Visit 
Notification 

Letter 5/27/2021 

Jen Tyler 
EPA 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

Site Visit 
Notification 

Letter 5/27/2021 

Glenn Grothman 
US Representative District 6 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

Site Visit 
Notification 

Letter 5/27/2021 

Tom Tiffany 
US Representative District 7 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

Site Visit 
Notification 

Letter 5/27/2021 

Dale Peters 
City of Eau Claire 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

Site Visit 
Notification 

Letter 5/27/2021 

City Manager 
City of La Crosse 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

Site Visit 
Notification 

Letter 5/27/2021 

Marathon County 
James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

Site Visit 
Notification 

Letter 5/27/2021 

Ronald Pete 
Town of Superior 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

Site Visit 
Notification 

Letter 5/27/2021 

Town Chairman 
Town of Hayward 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

Site Visit 
Notification 

Letter 5/27/2021 

Thomas Hoff 
Sawyer County 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

Site Visit 
Notification 

Letter 5/27/2021 

Wes Huffer 
Town of Trego 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

Site Visit 
Notification 

Letter 5/27/2021 

Brian Vosberg 
Town of Trego 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

Site Visit 
Notification 

Letter 5/27/2021 

Barb Hinkfuss 
Town of Trego 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

Site Visit 
Notification 

Letter 5/27/2021 

Lolita Olson 
Washburn County 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

Site Visit 
Notification 

Letter 5/27/2021 

James Fossum 
RAW 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

Site Visit 
Notification 

Letter 5/27/2021 

Northwest Regional Planning 
Commission 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

Site Visit 
Notification 

Letter 5/27/2021 

Mike Arrowood 
Walleye for Tomorrow 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

Site Visit 
Notification 

Letter 5/27/2021 

Thomas Frost 
TLD 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

Site Visit 
Notification 

Letter 5/27/2021 

Charlie Peterson 
TLD 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

Site Visit 
Notification 

Letter 5/27/2021 

Joan Harn 
NPS Consultant 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

Site Visit 
Notification 

Letter 5/27/2021 
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Person/Agency Contacted From Item 

Contact 
Type 

(Meeting, 

Letter, Email?) 

Date 

Scott Crotty 
Xcel Energy 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

Site Visit 
Notification 

Letter 5/27/2021 

Matthew Miller 
Xcel Energy 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

Site Visit 
Notification 

Letter 5/27/2021 

Joan Harn 
NPS Consultant 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

Site Visit 
Notification 

Letter 5/27/2021 

Matt Miller 
Xcel Energy 

Connie Antonuk 
WDNR 

Site Visit RSVP Email 6/7/2021 

Matt Miller 
Xcel Energy 

James Yach 
WDNR 

Site Visit RSVP Email 6/7/2021 

Matt Miller 
Xcel Energy 

Max Wolter 
WDNR 

Site Visit RSVP Email 6/7/2021 

Matt Miller 
Xcel Energy 

Bob Somermayer 
TLD 

Site Visit RSVP Email 6/13/2021 

Matt Miller 
Xcel Energy 

Charlie Peterson 
TLD 

Site Visit RSVP Email 6/14/2021 

Shawn Puzen, Mead & Hunt 
John McCue, City of Hayward 

Connie Antonuk, WDNR 
Cheryl Laatsch, WDNR 
Zach Lawson, WDNR 
Max Wolter, WDNR 

Lee, WDNR1 
Julie Galonska NPS 

Lisa Yager, NPS 
Jonathon Moore, NPS 
Charlie Peterson, TLD 
Bob Somermeyer, TLD 

Scott Crotty, Xcel Energy 
Ryan Tjader, Xcel Energy 

Matthew Miller, Xcel Energy 

 On-Site Visit Meeting 6/17/2021 

Jonathon Moore 
NPS 

Shawn Puzen 
Mead& Hunt 

Site Visit Follow-
up 

Email 6/21/2021 

Shawn Puzen 
Mead & Hunt 

Jonathon Moore 
NPS 

Site Visit Follow-
up 

Email 6/23/2021 

Jonathon Moore 
NPS 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

Site Visit Follow-
up 

Email 6/23/2021 

Kimberly Bose 
FERC 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

Site Visit Proof of 
Publication 

Letter 6/24/2021 

 

1.2 Listing of Stage 2 Contacts with Stakeholders 

Table 1.2-1 presents contacts made between stakeholders and the Applicant, beginning after receipt of 

the written study requests, through consultation on the Draft License Application (DLA). Contacts were 

made through meetings and written correspondence. The following table presents a summary of the 

various contacts.  

 
1 Last name not recorded during site visit. 
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Table 1.2-1 Listing of Stage 2 Contacts with Stakeholders 

Person/Agency Contacted From Item 

Contact 
Type 

(Meeting or 

Letter/Email?) 

Date 

Cheryl Laatsch, WDNR 
Julie Galonska, NPS 

Joan Harn, NPS 
Susan Rosebrough, NPS 

David Thomson, NPS 
Angela Tornes, NPS 

Lisa Yager, NPS 
Thomas Frost, TLD 

Charlie Peterson, TLD 
Nick Utrup, USFWS 

Scott Crotty, Xcel Energy 
Matthew Miller, Xcel Energy 
Shawn Puzen, Mead & Hunt 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

Draft Study 
Summary 

Email 8/2/2021 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

Charlie Peterson 
TLD 

Comments of 
Draft Study 
Summary 

Letter 8/27/2021 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

Juliet Galonska 
NPS 

Comments on 
Draft Study 
Summary 

Letter 8/31/2021 

Angela Tornes, NPS 
Cheryl Laatsch, WDNR 

Shawn Puzen 
Mead & Hunt 

Recreation 
Plan 

Consultation 
Email 11/5/2021 

Shawn Puzen 
Mead & Hunt 

Theresa Hogan 
NPS 

Comments on 
Draft 

Recreation 
Plan 

Letter 12/3/2021 

Cheryl Laatsch, WDNR 
Susan Rosebrough, NPS 

Angela Tornes, NPS 

Shawn Puzen 
Mead & Hunt 

Mussel Study 
Plan 

Consultation 
Email 2/2/2022 

Shawn Puzen 
Mead & Hunt 

Craig Hansen 
NPS 

Comments on 
Mussel Study 

Plan 
Letter 3/4/2022 

Shawn Puzen 
Mead & Hunt 

Cheryl Laatsch 
Comments on 
Mussel Study 

Plan 
Email 1/7/2022 

Cheryl Laatsch, WDNR 
Susan Rosebrough, NPS 

Lisa Yager, NPS 

Shawn Puzen 
Mead & Hunt 

Turtle Study 
Consultation 

Email 2/3/2022 

Shawn Puzen 
Mead & Hunt 

Chery Laatsch 
WDNR 

Comments on 
Turtle Study 

Plan 
Phone Call 2/21/2022 

Shawn Puzen 
Mead & Hunt 

Craig Hansen 
NPS 

Comments on 
Turtle Study 

Plan 
Letter 3/4/2022 

Cheryl Laatsch, WDNR 
Susan Rosebrough, NPS 

Angela Tornes, NPS 
Lisa Yager, NPS 

Shawn Puzen 
Mead & Hunt 

Water Qualtiy 
Study 

Consultation 
Email 2/3/2022 

Shawn Puzen 
Mead & Hunt 

Craig Hansen 
NPS 

Comments on 
Water Quality 

Study Plan 
Letter 3/4/2022 
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Person/Agency Contacted From Item 

Contact 
Type 

(Meeting or 

Letter/Email?) 

Date 

Kimberly Bose, FERC 
Cheryl Laatsch, WDNR 

Lisa Yager, NPS 
Charlie Peterson, TLD 

Scott Crotty 
Xcel Energy 

Final Study 
Plans 

Letter 4/21/2022 

Cheryl Laatsch 
WDNR 

Shawn Puzen 
Mead & Hunt 

ATIS Incident 
Reporting 

Email 7/11/2022 

Shawn Puzen 
Mead & Hunt 

Cheryl Laatsch 
Mead & Hunt 

ATIS Incident 
Reporting 

Email 7/11/2022 

Alexander Sell 
WDNR 

Laura Sass 
GAI Consultants 

ATIS Incident  
Reporting 

Email 7/11/2022 

Cheryl Laatsch 
WDNR 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

WQ Standards  
Consultation 

Email 1/27/2023 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

Ashley Berank 
WDNR 

WQ Standards 
Consultation 

Email 1/27/2023 

Cheryl Laatsch 
WDNR 

Shawn Puzen 
Mead & Hunt 

Study Report 
 Consultation 

Email 3/6/2023 

Craig Hansen, NPS 
Jonathon Moore, NPS 

Lisa Yager, NPS 

Shawn Puzen 
Mead & Hunt 

Study Report 
 Consultation 

Email 3/6/2023 

Thomas Frost, TLD 
Charlie Peterson, TLD 

Shawn Puzen 
Mead & Hunt 

Study Report 
 Consultation 

Email 3/6/2023 

Matthew Miller, Xcel Energy 
Shawn Puzen, Mead & Hunt 

Craig Hansen 
NPS 

Study Report 
 Consultation 

Letter 4/21/2023 

Cheryl Laatsch 
WDNR 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

Fish Data Email 3/29/2023 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

Max Wolter 
WDNR 

Fish Data Email 3/29/2023 

Darrin Johnson 
Mead & Hunt 

Craig Roberts 
WDNR 

Fish Data Email 3/29/2023 

Shawn Puzen 
Mead & Hunt 

SHPO 
Section 106 
Consultation 

Hayward 
Email 1/24/2023 

Shawn Puzen 
Mead & Hunt 

SHPO 
Section 106 
Consultation 

Trego 
Email 2/1/2023 

Tyler Howe 
SHPO 

Shawn Puzen 
Mead & Hunt 

Section 106 
Consultation 
Hayward and 

Trego 

Email 3/28/2023 

Shawn Puzen, Mead & Hunt 
Matthew Miller, Xcel Energy 

Tyler Howe 
SHPO 

Section 106 
Consultation 

Hayward 
Email 3/28/2023 

Shawn Puzen, Mead & Hunt 
Matthew Miller, Xcel Energy 

Tyler Howe 
SHPO 

Section 106 
Consultation 

Hayward 
Email 3/28/2023 

Shawn Puzen, Mead & Hunt 
Matthew Miller, Xcel Energy  

Tyler Howe 
SHPO 

Section 106 
Consultation 

Trego 
Email 3/28/2023 

Kathleen Angel 
WCMP 

Matthew Miller 
Xcel Energy 

CZMA 
Coordination 

Email 5/24/2023 
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Person/Agency Contacted From Item 

Contact 
Type 

(Meeting or 

Letter/Email?) 

Date 

Kathleen Angel 
WCMP 

Matthew Miller 
Xcel Energy 

CZMA 
Coordination 

Hayward 
Letter 5/24/2023 

Kathleen Angel 
WCMP 

Matthew Miller 
Xcel Energy 

CZMA 
Coordination 

Trego 
Letter 5/24/2023 

Michael Wiggins 
Bad River Tribe 

Donald Hartinger 
Xcel Energy 

DLA Letter 6/29/2023 

Edith Leoso 
Bad River Tribe 

Donald Hartinger 
Xcel Energy 

DLA Letter 6/29/2023 

Whitney Gravelle 
Bay Mills Indian Community of 

Michigan 

Donald Hartinger 
Xcel Energy  

DLA Letter 6/29/2023 

Kevin Dupuis, Sr. 
Fond du Lac Band of Lake 

Superior Chippewa 

Donald Hartinger 
Xcel Energy 

DLA Letter 6/29/2023 

Jill Hoppe 
Fond du Lac Band of Lake 

Superior Chippewa 

Donald Hartinger 
Xcel Energy 

DLA Letter 6/29/2023 

Ned Daniels, Jr. 
Forest County Potawatomi 

Community of WI 

Donald Hartinger 
Xcel Energy 

DLA Letter 6/29/2023 

Benjamin Rhodd 
Forest County Potawatomi 

Community of WI 

Donald Hartinger 
Xcel Energy 

DLA Letter 6/29/2023 

Jeffrey Stiffarm 
Fort Belknap Indian Community  

Donald Hartinger 
Xcel Energy 

DLA Letter 6/29/2023 

Michael Blackwolf 
Fort Belknap Indian Community  

Donald Hartinger 
Xcel Energy 

DLA Letter 6/29/2023 

Robert Deschampe 
Grand Portage Band of Indians 

Donald Hartinger 
Xcel Energy 

DLA Letter 6/29/2023 

Maryann Gagnon 
Grand Portage Band of the MN 

Chippewa Tribe 

Donald Hartinger 
Xcel Energy 

DLA Letter 6/29/2023 

Marlin WhiteEagle 
Ho Chunk Nation of WI 

Donald Hartinger 
Xcel Energy 

DLA Letter 6/29/2023 

William Quackenbush 
Ho Chunk Nation of WI 

Donald Hartinger 
Xcel Energy 

DLA Letter 6/29/2023 

Gary Loonsfoot 
Keweenaw Bay Indian 

Community 

Donald Hartinger 
Xcel Energy 

DLA Letter 6/29/2023 

Warren Swartz, Sr. 
Keweenaw Bay Indian 

Community 

Donald Hartinger 
Xcel Energy 

DLA Letter 6/29/2023 
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Person/Agency Contacted From Item 

Contact 
Type 

(Meeting or 

Letter/Email?) 

Date 

Louis Taylor, Sr. 
Lac Courte Oreilles Band of 

Chippewa Indians 

Donald Hartinger 
Xcel Energy 

DLA Letter 6/29/2023 

Brian Bisonette 
Lac Courte Oreilles Band of 

Chippewa Indians 

Donald Hartinger  
Xcel Energy 

DLA Letter 6/29/2023 

John Johnson 
Lac Du Flambeau Band of Lake 

Superior Chippewa Indians 

Donald Hartinger  
Xcel Energy 

DLA Letter 6/29/2023 

Melinda Young 
Lac Du Flambeau Band of Lake 

Superior Chippewa Indians 

Donald Hartinger  
Xcel Energy 

DLA Letter 6/29/2023 

Alina Shively 
Lac Vieux Desert Band of Lake 

Superior Indians of MI 

Donald Hartinger  
Xcel Energy 

DLA Email 6/29/2023 

James Williams 
Lac Vieux Desert Band of Lake 

Superior Indians of MI 

Donald Hartinger  
Xcel Energy 

DLA Email 6/29/2023 

Amy Burnette 
Leech Lake Band of Chippewa 

Indians 

Donald Hartinger  
Xcel Energy 

DLA Email 6/29/2023 

Farron Jackson, Sr. 
Leech Lake Band of Chippewa 

Indians 

Donald Hartinger  
Xcel Energy 

DLA Letter 6/29/2023 

Ron Corn, Sr. 
Menominee Indian Tribe of WI 

Donald Hartinger  
Xcel Energy 

DLA Letter 6/29/2023 

David Grignon 
Menominee Indian Tribe of WI 

Donald Hartinger  
Xcel Energy 

DLA Letter 6/29/2023 

Douglas Lankford 
Miami Tribe of Oklahoma 

Donald Hartinger  
Xcel Energy 

DLA Letter 6/29/2023 

Diane Hunter 
Miami Tribe of Oklahoma 

Donald Hartinger  
Xcel Energy 

DLA Letter 6/29/2023 

Melanie Benjamin 
Mille Lacs Band of Ojibwe 

Donald Hartinger  
Xcel Energy 

DLA Letter 6/29/2023 

Natalie Weyaus 
Mille Lacs Band of Ojibwe 

Donald Hartinger  
Xcel Energy 

DLA Letter 6/29/2023 

Gary Frazer 
Minnesota Chippewa Tribe 

Donald Hartinger  
Xcel Energy 

DLA Letter 6/29/2023 

Nicolas Metoxen 
Oneida Tribe of WI 

Donald Hartinger  
Xcel Energy 

DLA Letter 6/29/2023 

Tehassi Hill 
Oneida Tribe of WI 

Donald Hartinger  
Xcel Energy 

DLA Letter 6/29/2023 

Chad Able 
Red Cliff Band of Lake Superior 

Chippewa Indians 

Donald Hartinger 
Xcel Energy 

DLA Letter 6/29/2023 

Chairman 
Red Cliff Band of Lake Superior 

Chippewa Indians 

Donald Hartinger 
Xcel Energy 

DLA Letter 6/29/2023 
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Person/Agency Contacted From Item 

Contact 
Type 

(Meeting or 

Letter/Email?) 

Date 

Marvin Defoe 
Red Cliff Band of Lake Superior 

Chippewa Indians 

Donald Hartinger 
Xcel Energy 

DLA Letter 6/29/2023 

Robert Van Zile, Jr. 
Sokaogon Chippewa Indian 
Community Mole Lake Band 

Donald Hartinger 
 Xcel Energy 

DLA Letter 6/29/2023 

Michael LaRonge 
Sokaogon Chippewa 

Community Mole Lake Band 

Donald Hartinger  
Xcel Energy 

DLA Letter 6/29/2023 

Lewis Taylor 
St. Croix Band of Lake Superior 

Chippewa 

Donald Hartinger 
Xcel Energy 

DLA Letter 6/29/2023 

Wand McFaggen 
St. Croix Band of the Lake 

Superior Chippewa 

Donald Hartinger  
Xcel Energy 

DLA Letter 6/29/2023 

Shannon Holsey 
Stockbridge Munsee Tribe of 

Mohican Indians 

Donald Hartinger  
Xcel Energy 

DLA Letter 6/29/2023 

Sherry White 
Stockbridge Munsee Tribe of 

Mohican Indians 

Donald Hartinger  
Xcel Energy 

DLA Email 6/29/2023 

Jeffrey Bendremer 
Stockbridge Munsee 

Community 

Donald Hartinger  
Xcel Energy 

DLA Letter 6/29/2023 

Jamie Arsenault 
White Earth Band of the 

Minnesota Chippewa 

Donald Hartinger  
Xcel Energy 

DLA Letter 6/29/2023 

Michael Fairbanks 
White Earth Band of the 

Minnesota Chippewa 

Donald Hartinger  
Xcel Energy 

DLA Letter 6/29/2023 

PSCW 
Donald Hartinger  

Xcel Energy 
DLA Letter 6/29/2023 

UWSP-WCFU 
Donald Hartinger  

Xcel Energy 
DLA Letter 6/29/2023 

Kathleen Angel 
WCMP 

Donald Hartinger  
Xcel Energy 

DLA Letter 6/29/2023 

Tyler Howe 
SHPO 

Donald Hartinger  
Xcel Energy 

DLA Letter 6/29/2023 

Connie Antonuk 
WDNR 

Donald Hartinger  
Xcel Energy 

DLA Letter 6/29/2023 

Cheryl Laatsch 
WDNR 

Donald Hartinger 
Xcel Energy 

DLA Letter 6/29/2023 

Jeffery Schierer 
WDNR 

Donald Hartinger  
Xcel Energy 

DLA Letter 6/29/2023 

Wisconsin Office of the 
Governor 

Donald Hartinger  
Xcel Energy 

DLA Letter 6/29/2023 

Kimberly Bose 
FERC 

Donald Hartinger  
Xcel Energy 

DLA Letter 6/29/2023 
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Person/Agency Contacted From Item 

Contact 
Type 

(Meeting or 

Letter/Email?) 

Date 

Ann McCammon Soltis 
Great Lakes Indian Fish and 

Wildlife Commission (GLIFWC) 

Donald Hartinger 
Xcel Energy 

DLA Letter 6/29/2023 

Tammy Poitra 
BIA 

Donald Hartinger 
 Xcel Energy 

DLA Letter 6/29/2023 

Nannette Bischoff 
USACE 

Donald Hartinger  
Xcel Energy 

DLA Letter 6/29/2023 

Mary Manydeeds 
BIA 

Donald Hartinger  
Xcel Energy 

DLA Letter 6/29/2023 

Michael C. Connor 
US Department of Interior 

Comm. US Bureau 
Reclamation 

Donald Hartinger 
Xcel Energy 

DLA Letter 6/29/2023 

Darrin Simpkins 
USFWS 

Donald Hartinger  
Xcel Energy 

DLA Letter 6/29/2023 

Green Bay Field Office 
USFWS 

Donald Hartinger  
Xcel Energy 

DLA Letter 6/29/2023 

Christine Gabriel 
NPS 

Donald Hartinger  
Xcel Energy 

DLA Letter 6/29/2023 

Craig Hansen 
NPS 

Donald Hartinger  
Xcel Energy 

DLA Letter 6/29/2023 

Alyssa Walker 
NPS 

Donald Hartinger  
Xcel Energy 

DLA Letter 6/29/2023 

Lilian Jonas 
NPS Consultant 

Donald Hartinger  
Xcel Energy 

DLA Letter 6/29/2023 

Susan Rosebrough-Jones 
NPS 

Donald Hartinger  
Xcel Energy DLA Letter 6/29/2023 

David Thomson 
NPS 

Donald Hartinger 
Xcel Energy DLA Letter 6/29/2023 

Terri Hogan 
NPS 

Donald Hartinger 
Xcel Energy DLA Letter 6/29/2023 

Jonathon Moore 
NPS 

Donald Hartinger 
Xcel Energy DLA Letter 6/29/2023 

Lisa Yager 
NPS 

Donald Hartinger 
Xcel Energy DLA Letter 6/29/2023 

Jen Tyler 
EPA 

Donald Hartinger 
Xcel Energy 

DLA Letter 6/29/2023 

Glenn Grothman 
US Representative District 6 

Donald Hartinger  
Xcel Energy 

DLA Letter 6/29/2023 

Tom Tiffany 
US Representative District 7 

Donald Hartinger 
Xcel Energy 

DLA Letter 6/29/2023 

Dale Peters 
City of Eau Claire 

Donald Hartinger 
Xcel Energy 

DLA Letter 6/29/2023 

City Manager 
City of La Crosse 

Donald Hartinger  
Xcel Energy 

DLA Letter 6/29/2023 

Marathon County 
Donald Hartinger  

Xcel Energy 
DLA Letter 6/29/2023 
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Person/Agency Contacted From Item 

Contact 
Type 

(Meeting or 

Letter/Email?) 

Date 

Ronald Pete 
Town of Superior 

Donald Hartinger  
Xcel Energy 

DLA Letter 6/29/2023 

Town Chairman 
Town of Hayward 

Donald Hartinger  
Xcel Energy 

DLA Letter 6/29/2023 

Thomas Hoff 
Sawyer County 

Donald Hartinger  
Xcel Energy 

DLA Letter 6/29/2023 

Wes Huffer 
Town of Trego 

Donald Hartinger  
Xcel Energy 

DLA Letter 6/29/2023 

Brian Vosberg 
Town of Trego 

Donald Hartinger  
Xcel Energy 

DLA Letter 6/29/2023 

Patti Butterfield 
Town of Trego 

Donald Hartinger 
Xcel Energy 

DLA Letter 6/29/2023 

Lolita Olson 
Washburn County 

Donald Hartinger 
Xcel Energy 

DLA Letter 6/29/2023 

James Fossum 
RAW 

Donald Hartinger  
Xcel Energy 

DLA Letter 6/29/2023 

Northwest Regional Planning 
Commission 

Donald Hartinger  
Xcel Energy 

DLA Letter 6/29/2023 

Mike Arrowood 
Walleye for Tomorrow 

Donald Hartinger  
Xcel Energy 

DLA Letter 6/29/2023 

Thomas Frost 
TLD 

Donald Hartinger  
Xcel Energy 

DLA Letter 6/29/2023 

Charlie Peterson 
TLD 

Donald Hartinger  
Xcel Energy 

DLA Letter 6/29/2023 

Joan Harn 
NPS Consultant 

Donald Hartinger  
Xcel Energy 

DLA Letter 6/29/2023 

Hayward Project Adjacent 
Landowners 

Donald Hartinger 
Xcel Energy 

DLA Letter 6/29/2023 

Trego Project Adjacent 
Landowners 

Donald Hartinger 
Xcel Energy 

DLA Letter 6/29/2023 

Scott Crotty 
Xcel Energy 

Donald Hartinger 
Xcel Energy 

DLA Letter 6/29/2023 

Matthew Miller 
Xcel Energy 

Donald Hartinger 
Xcel Energy 

DLA Letter 6/29/2023 

Joan Harn 
NPS Consultant 

Donald Hartinger 
Xcel Energy 

DLA Letter 6/29/2023 

Scott Crotty 
Xcel Energy 

Donald Hartinger  
Xcel Energy 

DLA Letter 6/29/2023 

Matthew Miller 
Xcel Energy 

Donald Hartinger  
Xcel Energy 

DLA Letter 6/29/2023 

Donald Hartinger 
Xcel Energy 

Donald Hartinger  
Xcel Energy 

DLA Letter 6/29/2023 

Kimberly D. Bose 
FERC 

Craig Hansen 
National Park Service 

Comments on 
DLA 

Letter 9/27/2023 

Kimberly D. Bose 
FERC 

Charles Peterson 
Trego Lake District 

Comments on 
DLA 

Letter 9/28/2023 
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Person/Agency Contacted From Item 

Contact 
Type 

(Meeting or 

Letter/Email?) 

Date 

James Zyduck 
Xcel Energy 

Janet Hutzel 
FERC 

Comments on 
DLA 

Letter 10/2/2023 

 

1.3 Listing of Stage 3 Contacts with Stakeholders 

Table 1.3-1 provides a list of stakeholders who were sent a letter with a link to an electronic copy of the 

Final License Application (FLA) as submitted to the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission. 

 

Table 1.3-1 Listing of Stage 3 Contacts with Stakeholders 

Person/Agency Contacted From Item 

Contact 
Type 

(Meeting, 

Letter, Email?) 

Date 

Michael Wiggins 
Bad River Tribe 

Donald Hartinger 
Xcel Energy 

FLA Letter 11/30/2023 

Lawrence Plucinski 
Bad River Tribe 

Donald Hartinger 
Xcel Energy 

FLA Letter 11/30/2023 

Whitney Gravelle 
Bay Mills Indian Community of 

Michigan 

Donald Hartinger 
Xcel Energy  

FLA Letter 11/30/2023 

Kevin Dupuis, Sr. 
Fond du Lac Band of Lake 

Superior Chippewa 

Donald Hartinger 
Xcel Energy 

FLA Letter 11/30/2023 

Evan Schroeder 
Fond du Lac Band of Lake 

Superior Chippewa 

Donald Hartinger 
Xcel Energy 

FLA Letter 11/30/2023 

Ned Daniels, Jr. 
Forest County Potawatomi 

Community of WI 

Donald Hartinger 
Xcel Energy 

FLA Letter 11/30/2023 

Benjamin Rhodd 
Forest County Potawatomi 

Community of WI 

Donald Hartinger 
Xcel Energy 

FLA Letter 11/30/2023 

Jeffrey Stiffarm. 
Fort Belknap Indian 

Community  

Donald Hartinger 
Xcel Energy 

FLA Letter 11/30/2023 

Michael Blackwolf 
Fort Belknap Indian 

Community  

Donald Hartinger 
Xcel Energy 

FLA Letter 11/30/2023 

Robert Deschampe 
Grand Portage Band of 

Indians 

Donald Hartinger 
Xcel Energy 

FLA Letter 11/30/2023 

Maryann Gagnon 
Grand Portage Band of the 

MN Chippewa Tribe 

Donald Hartinger 
Xcel Energy 

FLA Letter 11/30/2023 

Marlin WhiteEagle 
Ho Chunk Nation of WI 

Donald Hartinger 
Xcel Energy 

FLA Letter 11/30/2023 

William Quackenbush 
Ho Chunk Nation of WI 

Donald Hartinger 
Xcel Energy 

FLA Letter 11/30/2023 
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Person/Agency Contacted From Item 

Contact 
Type 

(Meeting, 

Letter, Email?) 

Date 

Gary Loonsfoot 
Keweenaw Bay Indian 

Community 

Donald Hartinger 
Xcel Energy 

FLA Letter 11/30/2023 

Doreen Blaker 
Keweenaw Bay Indian 

Community 

Donald Hartinger 
Xcel Energy 

FLA Letter 11/30/2023 

Louis Taylor, Sr. 
Lac Courte Oreilles Band of 

Chippewa Indians 

Donald Hartinger 
Xcel Energy 

FLA Letter 11/30/2023 

Brian Bisonette 
Lac Courte Oreilles Band of 

Chippewa Indians 

Donald Hartinger  
Xcel Energy 

FLA Letter 11/30/2023 

John Johnson 
Lac Du Flambeau Band of 
Lake Superior Chippewa 

Indians 

Donald Hartinger  
Xcel Energy 

FLA Letter 11/30/2023 

Melinda Young 
Lac Du Flambeau Band of 
Lake Superior Chippewa 

Indians 

Donald Hartinger  
Xcel Energy 

FLA Letter 11/30/2023 

Alina Shively 
Lac Vieux Desert Band of 

Lake Superior Indians of MI 

Donald Hartinger  
Xcel Energy 

FLA Email 11/30/2023 

James Williams 
Lac Vieux Desert Band of 

Lake Superior Indians of MI 

Donald Hartinger  
Xcel Energy 

FLA Letter 11/30/2023 

Amy Burnette 
Leech Lake Band of Chippewa 

Indians 

Donald Hartinger  
Xcel Energy 

FLA Letter 11/30/2023 

Farron Jackson, Sr. 
Leech Lake Band of Chippewa 

Indians 

Donald Hartinger  
Xcel Energy 

FLA Letter 11/30/2023 

Ron Corn, Sr. 
Menominee Indian Tribe of WI 

Donald Hartinger  
Xcel Energy 

FLA Letter 11/30/2023 

David Grignon 
Menominee Indian Tribe of WI 

Donald Hartinger  
Xcel Energy 

FLA Letter 11/30/2023 

Douglas Lankford 
Miami Tribe of Oklahoma 

Donald Hartinger  
Xcel Energy 

FLA Letter 11/30/2023 

Diane Hunter 
Miami Tribe of Oklahoma 

Donald Hartinger  
Xcel Energy 

FLA Letter 11/30/2023 

Melanie Benjamin 
Mille Lacs Band of Ojibwe 

Donald Hartinger  
Xcel Energy 

FLA Letter 11/30/2023 

Natalie Weyaus 
Mille Lacs Band of Ojibwe 

Donald Hartinger  
Xcel Energy 

FLA Letter 11/30/2023 

Catherine Chavers 
Minnesota Chippewa Tribe 

Donald Hartinger  
Xcel Energy 

FLA Letter 11/30/2023 

Nicolas Metoxen 
Oneida Tribe of WI 

Donald Hartinger  
Xcel Energy 

FLA Letter 11/30/2023 

Tehassi Hill 
Oneida Tribe of WI 

Donald Hartinger  
Xcel Energy 

FLA Letter 11/30/2023 
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Person/Agency Contacted From Item 

Contact 
Type 

(Meeting, 

Letter, Email?) 

Date 

Chad Able 
Red Cliff Band of Lake 

Superior Chippewa Indians 

Donald Hartinger 
Xcel Energy 

FLA Letter 11/30/2023 

Nicole Boyd 
Red Cliff Band of Lake 

Superior Chippewa Indians 

Donald Hartinger 
Xcel Energy 

FLA Letter 11/30/2023 

Marvin Defoe 
Red Cliff Band of Lake 

Superior Chippewa Indians 

Donald Hartinger 
Xcel Energy 

FLA Letter 11/30/2023 

Leelyn Van Zile 
Sokaogon Chippewa Indian 
Community Mole Lake Band 

Donald Hartinger 
 Xcel Energy 

FLA Letter 11/30/2023 

Michael LaRonge 
Sokaogon Chippewa 

Community Mole Lake Band 

Donald Hartinger  
Xcel Energy 

FLA Letter 11/30/2023 

Lewis Taylor 
St. Croix Band of Lake 

Superior Chippewa 

Donald Hartinger 
Xcel Energy 

FLA Letter 11/30/2023 

Wand McFaggen 
St. Croix Band of the Lake 

Superior Chippewa 

Donald Hartinger  
Xcel Energy 

FLA Letter 11/30/2023 

Shannon Holsey 
Stockbridge Munsee Tribe of 

Mohican Indians 

Donald Hartinger  
Xcel Energy 

FLA Letter 11/30/2023 

Sherry White 
Stockbridge Munsee Tribe of 

Mohican Indians 

Donald Hartinger  
Xcel Energy 

FLA Letter 11/30/2023 

Jeffrey Bendremer 
Stockbridge Munsee 

Community 

Donald Hartinger  
Xcel Energy 

FLA Email 11/30/2023 

Jamie Arsenault 
White Earth Band of the 

Minnesota Chippewa 

Donald Hartinger  
Xcel Energy 

FLA Letter 11/30/2023 

Michael Fairbanks 
White Earth Band of the 

Minnesota Chippewa 

Donald Hartinger  
Xcel Energy 

FLA Letter 11/30/2023 

PSCW 
Donald Hartinger  

Xcel Energy 
FLA Letter 11/30/2023 

UWSP-WCFU 
Donald Hartinger  

Xcel Energy 
FLA Letter 11/30/2023 

Kathleen Angel 
WCMP 

Donald Hartinger  
Xcel Energy 

FLA Letter 11/30/2023 

Tyler Howe 
SHPO 

Donald Hartinger  
Xcel Energy 

FLA Letter 11/30/2023 

Connie Antonuk 
WDNR 

Donald Hartinger  
Xcel Energy 

FLA Letter 11/30/2023 

Cheryl Laatsch 
WDNR 

Donald Hartinger 
Xcel Energy 

FLA Letter 11/30/2023 

Jeffery Schierer 
WDNR 

Donald Hartinger  
Xcel Energy 

FLA Letter 11/30/2023 
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Person/Agency Contacted From Item 

Contact 
Type 

(Meeting, 

Letter, Email?) 

Date 

Wisconsin Office of the 
Governor 

Donald Hartinger  
Xcel Energy 

FLA Letter 11/30/2023 

Kimberly Bose 
FERC 

Donald Hartinger  
Xcel Energy 

FLA Letter 11/30/2023 

Ann McCammon Soltis 
Great Lakes Indian Fish and 

Wildlife Commission 
(GLIFWC) 

Donald Hartinger 
Xcel Energy 

FLA Letter 11/30/2023 

John Fowler 
Advisory Council on Historic 

Preservation 

Donald Hartinger 
Xcel Energy 

FLA Letter 11/30/2023 

Kimberly Bose 
FERC 

Donald Hartinger 
Xcel Energy 

FLA Letter 11/30/2023 

Regional Engineer 
FERC 

Donald Hartinger 
Xcel Energy 

FLA Letter 11/30/2023 

Tammy Poitra 
BIA 

Donald Hartinger 
 Xcel Energy 

FLA Letter 11/30/2023 

FERC Coordinator 
USACE 

Donald Hartinger  
Xcel Energy 

FLA Letter 11/30/2023 

Mary Manydeeds 
BIA 

Donald Hartinger  
Xcel Energy 

FLA Letter 11/30/2023 

Michael C. Connor 
US Department of Interior 

Comm. US Bureau 
Reclamation 

Donald Hartinger 
Xcel Energy 

FLA Letter 11/30/2023 

Darrin Simpkins 
USFWS 

Donald Hartinger  
Xcel Energy 

FLA Letter 11/30/2023 

Green Bay Field Office 
USFWS 

Donald Hartinger  
Xcel Energy 

FLA Letter 11/30/2023 

Christine Gabriel 
NPS 

Donald Hartinger  
Xcel Energy 

FLA Letter 11/30/2023 

Craig Hansen 
NPS 

Donald Hartinger  
Xcel Energy 

FLA Letter 11/30/2023 

Alyssa Walker 
NPS 

Donald Hartinger  
Xcel Energy 

FLA Letter 11/30/2023 

Lilian Jonas 
NPS Consultant 

Donald Hartinger  
Xcel Energy 

FLA Letter 11/30/2023 

Susan Rosebrough-Jones 
NPS 

Donald Hartinger  
Xcel Energy FLA Letter 11/30/2023 

David Thomson 
NPS 

Donald Hartinger 
Xcel Energy FLA Letter 11/30/2023 

Terri Hogan 
NPS 

Donald Hartinger 
Xcel Energy FLA Letter 11/30/2023 

Jonathon Moore 
NPS 

Donald Hartinger 
Xcel Energy FLA Letter 11/30/2023 

Lisa Yager 
NPS 

Donald Hartinger 
Xcel Energy FLA Letter 11/30/2023 
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Person/Agency Contacted From Item 

Contact 
Type 

(Meeting, 

Letter, Email?) 

Date 

Jen Tyler 
EPA 

Donald Hartinger 
Xcel Energy 

FLA Letter 11/30/2023 

Glenn Grothman 
US Representative District 6 

Donald Hartinger  
Xcel Energy 

FLA Letter 11/30/2023 

Tom Tiffany 
US Representative District 7 

Donald Hartinger 
Xcel Energy 

FLA Letter 11/30/2023 

Dale Peters 
City of Eau Claire 

Donald Hartinger 
Xcel Energy 

FLA Letter 11/30/2023 

John McCue 
City of Hayward 

Donald Hartinger 
Xcel Energy 

FLA Letter 11/30/2023 

City Manager 
City of La Crosse 

Donald Hartinger 
Xcel Energy 

FLA Letter 11/30/2023 

Marathon County 
Donald Hartinger 

Xcel Energy 
FLA Letter 11/30/2023 

Ronald Pete 
Town of Superior 

Donald Hartinger 
Xcel Energy 

FLA Letter 11/30/2023 

Stephanie Laakson 
Town of Hayward 

Donald Hartinger 
Xcel Energy 

FLA Letter 11/30/2023 

Andy Albarado 
Sawyer County 

Donald Hartinger 
Xcel Energy 

FLA Letter 11/30/2023 

Paul Hartwig 
Town of Trego 

Donald Hartinger 
Xcel Energy 

FLA Letter 11/30/2023 

Kevin Allard 
Town of Trego 

Donald Hartinger 
Xcel Energy 

FLA Letter 11/30/2023 

Jenny Butterfield 
Town of Trego 

Donald Hartinger 
Xcel Energy 

FLA Letter 11/30/2023 

Patti Butterfield 
Town of Trego 

Donald Hartinger 
Xcel Energy 

FLA Letter 11/30/2023 

Alicia Swearingen 
Washburn County 

Donald Hartinger 
Xcel Energy 

FLA Letter 11/30/2023 

Ellen Voss 
RAW 

Donald Hartinger 
Xcel Energy 

FLA Letter 11/30/2023 

Northwest Regional Planning 
Commission 

Donald Hartinger 
Xcel Energy 

FLA Letter 11/30/2023 

Mike Arrowood 
Walleye for Tomorrow 

Donald Hartinger 
Xcel Energy 

FLA Letter 11/30/2023 

Hugh Duffy 
Lake Hayward Property 

Owners Association 

Donald Hartinger 
Xcel Energy 

FLA Letter 11/30/2023 

Thomas Frost 
TLD 

Donald Hartinger 
Xcel Energy 

FLA Letter 11/30/2023 

Charlie Peterson 
TLD 

Donald Hartinger 
Xcel Energy 

FLA Letter 11/30/2023 

Joan Harn 
NPS Consultant 

Donald Hartinger 
Xcel Energy 

FLA Letter 11/30/2023 

Angie Tornes 
Temporary NPS Consultant 

Donald Hartinger 
Xcel Energy 

FLA Letter 11/30/2023 
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Person/Agency Contacted From Item 

Contact 
Type 

(Meeting, 

Letter, Email?) 

Date 

Hayward Project Adjacent 
Landowners 

Donald Hartinger 
Xcel Energy 

FLA Letter 11/30/2023 

Trego Project Adjacent 
Landowners 

Donald Hartinger 
Xcel Energy 

FLA Letter 11/30/2023 

Scott Crotty 
Xcel Energy 

Donald Hartinger 
Xcel Energy 

FLA Letter 11/30/2023 

Matthew Miller 
Xcel Energy 

Donald Hartinger 
Xcel Energy 

FLA Letter 11/30/2023 

Scott Crotty 
Xcel Energy 

Donald Hartinger 
Xcel Energy 

FLA Letter 11/30/2023 
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2. Consultation Summary 

The following sections provide a summary of stakeholders’ comments, recommendations, and 

concerns, and the Applicant’s responses, regarding consultation following the submittal of the PAD to 

the stakeholders and ending in the filing of the FLA. A brief description of each Project is provided 

below for a basis for subsequent discussions. More detailed descriptions of each Project are included in 

Exhibit A of this DLA.  

 

Hayward Project Description 

The Hayward Project is a hydroelectric project located on the Namekagon River in Sawyer County, 

Wisconsin, with an authorized capacity of 168 kilowatts (kW). Project facilities include a dam, powerhouse 

with intake channel, tailrace or tailwater, transmission equipment, appurtenant equipment, 246.9-acre 

reservoir, surrounding land extending landward to an elevation of 1,187.5 feet National Geodetic Vertical 

Datum (NGVD), and NSPW-owned lands near the dam necessary for Project operations.  

 

Under the proposed operation, NSPW will continue to operate the Project in a run-of-river mode where 

discharge measured immediately downstream of the Project tailrace approximates the sum of inflow into 

the Project reservoir. This mode of operations minimizes the potential for adverse impacts on water 

quality, aquatic habitat, and other aquatic resources. At all times, NSPW will continue to minimize the 

fluctuation of the Project reservoir and maintain the elevation between 1,187.0 and 1,187.5 feet NGVD 

while targeting 1,187.4 feet NGVD. NSPW will not operate the Project between the low and high elevation 

on a daily basis for peaking purposes.  

 

In addition, NSPW will continue to release a minimum flow of 8 cfs or inflow, whichever is less, into the 

bypass reach of the Namekagon River for the protection of fish and wildlife resources and water quality.  

 

Just prior to spring runoff, or for emergency operations, the Applicant may deviate from the maximum 

reservoir elevation, by no more than an increase of 0.5 feet, to remove ice from the spillway for dam 

safety purposes. The duration of the deviation shall be no longer than necessary, typically less than a few 

days, to remove the ice and will be considered a planned deviation under the requirements outlined in 

Section 4.5.3 of Exhibit E. 

 

Trego Project Description 

The Trego Project is a hydroelectric project located on the Namekagon River in the Town of Trego in 

Washburn County, Wisconsin, with an authorized capacity of 1,200 kW. Project facilities include a dam, 

powerhouse, tailrace or tailwater, transmission equipment, appurtenant equipment, 435.2-acre reservoir, 

surrounding land extending landward to an elevation of 1,035.2 feet NGVD, and NSPW-owned lands near 

the dam necessary for Project operations. 

 

Under the proposed operation, NSPW will continue to operate the Project in a run-of-river mode where 

streamflow as measured immediately downstream of the Project tailrace approximates the sum of inflows 

into the Project reservoir. This mode of operation minimizes the potential for adverse impacts on water 

quality, aquatic habitat, and other aquatic resource values. NSPW will also continue to maintain a 

reservoir target elevation of 1,034.9 feet NGVD, with fluctuations limited to 0.3 feet around the target 

elevation (i.e., between 1,034.6 feet and 1,035.2 feet NGVD).  
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Just prior to spring runoff, or for emergency purposes, the Applicant may deviate from the maximum 

reservoir elevation by no more than 0.5 feet to remove ice from the spillway for dam safety purposes. The 

duration of the deviation shall be no longer than necessary, typically less than a few days, to remove the 

ice and will be considered as a planned deviation under the requirements outlined in Section 5.5.3 of 

Exhibit E. 

 

2.1 Stage 1 Consultation Summary 

Stage 1 Consultation Summary includes consultation that began with pre-licensing questionnaires for 

developing the PAD and ended with written comments and study requests from interested stakeholders. 

Formal comments and study requests were received from the following organizations/interested parties: 

• National Park Service (NPS) 

• Trego Lake District (TLD) 

• Wisconsin Department of Natural Resources (WDNR) 

 

Stakeholders’ comments and study requests are found in Attachment A of this appendix.  

 

2.2 Stage 2 Consultation Summary 

The following provides a summary of stakeholders’ comments, recommendations, and concerns, as 

well as NSPW’s responses, regarding consultation that began after written study requests were 

received and ending with the stakeholder comments on the DLA. The summary is arranged by subject 

matter with the stakeholders’ comments followed by Applicant’s responses presented on a stakeholder-

by-stakeholder basis. 

 

Any additional narratives, letters, or other information provided within this application further delineate the 

current positions of the respective parties. 

 

2.2.1 Study Summary 

Based on the study requests submitted during the first stage of consultation, the Licensee developed a 

draft study summary to identify study plans to be completed along with the general study protocols. 

 

In the study summary, the Licensee proposed to complete the following: 

• Aquatic and Terrestrial Invasive Species (ATIS) Study (including the collection of bathymetric and 

substrate data) 

• Mussel Study 

• Phase 1 Archaeological Study of Project Shorelines 

• Recreation Study 

• Water Quality Monitoring Study 

• Wood and Blanding’s Turtle Nesting Habitat Study 

 

On August 2, 2022, NSPW provided a draft study summary for comment to those agencies/entities who 

requested studies. Draft study plans were then developed and sent to the stakeholders for comment. 

Stakeholder comments were addressed in the final study plans filed with the Commission on April 21, 

2022 (Accession #20220421-5093, Part 1, Part 2, Part 3, Part 4, Part 5, and Part 6). More detailed 

information regarding each of the study plans is provided in the following sections.  

https://elibrary.ferc.gov/eLibrary/filedownload?fileid=0F54CC7A-8C47-C28E-A27E-804E25E00000
https://elibrary.ferc.gov/eLibrary/filedownload?fileid=904D4AB7-9281-C0FA-A99E-804E25E00000
https://elibrary.ferc.gov/eLibrary/filedownload?fileid=1A2B4CEA-0CFF-C147-8B08-804E25F00000
https://elibrary.ferc.gov/eLibrary/filedownload?fileid=55B94C10-8F88-C1A3-9242-804E25F00000
https://elibrary.ferc.gov/eLibrary/filedownload?fileid=C0D5400C-3A65-CF10-9B88-804E25F00000
https://elibrary.ferc.gov/eLibrary/filedownload?fileid=6BE082B4-954F-C357-A20E-804E25F00000
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On August 2, 2021, the Licensee provided a draft study summary for comment to the agencies/entities 

who requested studies. WDNR provided comments on August 18, 2021. Comments received, and the 

Licensee’s responses, are summarized in the sections below and are included in Section 3.2. A final 

study summary, including copies of the final study plans that addressed stakeholder comments, was 

submitted to FERC on April 21, 2022 and is included in Attachment B of this appendix.  

 

2.2.1.1 Aquatic and Terrestrial Invasive Species Study Plan 

WDNR requested an aquatic plant and aquatic and terrestrial invasive species survey. On 

January 13, 2022, NSPW sent a draft ATIS Study to NPS, TLD, and WDNR. The NPS provided 

comments via letter on February 9, 2022. No comments were received from the TLD or WDNR. 

The NPS comments, and the Applicant’s responses, were addressed in the final ATIS Study Plan 

filed with the Commission on April 21, 2022 (Accession #20220421-5093, Part 2). 

 

2.2.1.2 Mussel Study Plan 

The WDNR requested that a mussel study be completed at each Project. On February 2, 2022, 

NSPW provided a draft copy of the Mussel Study Plan to the NPS and WDNR for comment. NPS 

provided comments via letter on March 4, 2022. WDNR provided comments via email on 

February 16, 2016, which were substantially accepted and incorporated into the plan. NPS and 

WDNR comments, and the Applicant’s responses, were addressed in the final Mussel Study Plan 

filed with the Commission on April 21, 2022 (Accession #20220421-5093, Part 3) and included in 

Attachment B of this appendix. 

 

2.2.1.3 Phase 1 Archaeological Survey of Project Shorelines 

The Licensee conducted a Phase I Archaeological Survey of each Project’s shoreline. Since the 

procedure to conduct the survey was set forth in the existing Programmatic Agreement, no specific 

study plan was developed for consultation. The Hayward and Trego Shoreline Survey Reports 

were filed with the SHPO on January 24 and February 1, 2023, respectively. The SHPO provided 

a letter for each Project concurring with the recommendations in each report on March 28, 2023. 

Copies of the SHPO’s concurrence letters are included in Attachment B of this appendix. 

  

2.2.1.4 Recreation Use Study Plan 

NPS and WDNR both requested that recreation studies be completed at each Project. On 

November 5, 2021, NSPW provided a draft copy of the Recreation Study Plan to the NPS and 

WDNR. Comments were provided by NPS via letter on December 4, 2021. The WDNR did not 

respond with any comments. The NPS comments, and the Applicant’s responses, were 

addressed in the final Recreation Study Plan filed with the Commission on April 21, 2022 

(Accession #20220421-5093, Part 4). 

 

2.2.1.5 Water Quality Study Plan 

WDNR requested that water quality studies be completed at each Project. On February 2, 2022, 

NSPW provided a draft copy of the Water Quality Study Plan to the NPS and WDNR for comment. 

The NPS provided comments via letter on March 4, 2022. WDNR did not provide any comments. 

NPS comments, and the Applicant’s responses, were addressed in the final Water Quality Study 

Plan filed with the Commission on April 21, 2022 (Accession #20220421-5093, Part 5).  

https://elibrary.ferc.gov/eLibrary/filedownload?fileid=904D4AB7-9281-C0FA-A99E-804E25E00000
https://elibrary.ferc.gov/eLibrary/filedownload?fileid=1A2B4CEA-0CFF-C147-8B08-804E25F00000
https://elibrary.ferc.gov/eLibrary/filedownload?fileid=55B94C10-8F88-C1A3-9242-804E25F00000
https://elibrary.ferc.gov/eLibrary/filedownload?fileid=C0D5400C-3A65-CF10-9B88-804E25F00000
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2.2.1.6 Wood and Blanding’s Turtle Nesting Habitat Study Plan 

WDNR requested that wood and Blanding’s turtle nesting habitat studies be completed at each 

Project. On February 3, 2022, NSPW provided a draft copy of the Wood and Blanding’s Turtle 

Study Plan to the NPS and WDNR for comment. The NPS provided comments via letter on March 

4, 2022. The WDNR provided comments verbally on February 21, 2022. NPS and WDNR 

comments, and the Applicant’s responses, were addressed in the final Wood and Blanding’s Turtle 

Study Plan filed with the Commission on April 21, 2022 (Accession #20220421-5093, Part 6).  

 

2.2.2 Study Reports 

The studies were completed in 2022 in accordance with the protocol identified in the final study plans. 

Draft study reports were provided to the stakeholders for comment. The NPS provided comments on the 

study reports via letter on April 21, 2022. The NPS was the only agency that provided comments. The 

study reports and corresponding consultation can be found in Attachment B of this appendix. NSPW’s 

responses to NPS comments on the study reports are included in Sections 1.4.2.2.1 to 1.4.2.2.6 of 

Exhibit E. 

 

2.2.3 Comments on DLA 

The Licensee sent a letter that included a website link to an electronic version of the DLA to all 

stakeholders on the distribution list (Accession #20230629-5179). Written comments were submitted by 

the FERC on October 2, 2023 (Accession # 20231002-3031), the NPS on September 27, 2023 

(Accession #20230927-5044), and the TLD on September 28, 2023 (Accession #20230928-5039). A 

summary of substantive comments and NSPW’s responses are provided in the following sections. 

 

2.2.3.1 FERC Comments on the DLA: 

FERC Comment 1: 

Section 2.2.2.2, Proposed Environmental Measures, of the draft license application (DLA), states that 

Northern States Power Company (Northern States Power) would comply with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife 

Service’s northern long-eared bat guidance. However, there is no description of the presence of the 

northern long-eared bat or its habitat at the project or of current or potential operation and maintenance 

activities that could affect the northern long-eared or tricolored bat or their habitat. In the final license 

applications (license applications), please describe any potential northern long-eared bat, tricolored, and 

little brown bat habitat at the project (including location and description of vegetation) and a description of 

activities (including location, specific activity, frequency, and duration) any operation and maintenance 

activities that could affect the rare, threatened, or endangered (RTE) bats or their habitat at each project. 

 

NSPW Response: 

A review of the IPaC Official Species Lists for the Hayward and Trego Projects, updated on October 30, 

2023, identified the potential presence of NLEB and tricolored bats in the vicinity of both Projects. The 

IPaC Official Species Lists did not identify the little brown bat at either project (Appendices E-21 and E-43 

of Exhibit E). The little brown bat was also not identified at either project in the WDNR NHI reviews 

(Appendices E-22 and E-44 of Exhibit E). Therefore, no information on the little brown bat has been 

provided in the FLA.  

 

https://elibrary.ferc.gov/eLibrary/filedownload?fileid=6BE082B4-954F-C357-A20E-804E25F00000
https://elibrary.ferc.gov/eLibrary/filedownload?fileid=07F5758E-A661-C067-A24A-891CAEC00000
https://elibrary.ferc.gov/eLibrary/filedownload?fileid=653EB472-28E7-C105-9B33-8AF107F00000
https://elibrary.ferc.gov/eLibrary/filedownload?fileid=3EDFAA07-02C7-CC11-A1E5-8AD75FF00000
https://elibrary.ferc.gov/eLibrary/filedownload?fileid=E3DCFA7F-2009-CC0C-9D8C-8ADC4F200000
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Sections 4.7.1.1.3 and 4.7.1.1.4 of Exhibit E in the FLA have been revised to include the following 

information: At the Hayward Project, the wooded area south of the dam may provide maternity roosting 

habitat for the NLEB and tricolored bat. Vegetation management is the only activity which has the 

potential to impact the NLEB and tricolored bat in these wooded areas. The only vegetation management 

activities routinely conducted are associated with maintenance of recreation sites and Project facilities.  

 

On the west side of the dam, NSPW maintains approximately 0.46 acres of lawn and 0.29 areas of gravel 

driveways/parking areas. On the east side of the dam, NSPW maintains approximately 0.4 acres of lawn 

at the Canoe Portage Take-out/Carry-in Access and Informal Bank Fishing Area. NSPW also maintains 

the gravel access road leading to the Canoe Portage Put-In (approximately 0.18 acres). The lawn is 

mowed at least monthly during the open water recreation season. The parking and gravel driveway areas 

are typically maintained once per year by grading. The Canoe Portage Put-In trail extends approximately 

85 feet from the gravel road to the water’s edge. NSPW maintains an approximate 10-foot wide pathway 

in this area by annually hand trimming woody vegetation encroaching upon the trail.  

 

The lawn and gravel areas do not provide suitable roosting habitat for the NLEB or tricolored bat and 

maintenance of these sites will not adversely affect either species. The trimming of woody vegetation to 

maintain the canoe portage trail typically involves the removal of small diameter brush that is less than 

three inches in diameter. This type of vegetation does not provide roosting habitat for either bat species. 

Additionally, NSPW may occasionally remove dead trees that pose a hazard to human health or project 

facilities. Hazard trees may provide roosting habitat for both bat species. NSPW has proposed to follow 

the most recent USFWS guidance for removal of trees greater than three inches in diameter as a 

mitigation measure. No other vegetation management activities are anticipated at the Hayward Project. 

 

Sections 5.7.1.1.3 and 5.7.1.1.4 of Exhibit E in the FLA has been revised to include the following 

information: At the Trego Project, NSPW-owned lands include wooded areas downstream of the dam on 

both sides of the river and upstream of the dam on the north side of the river. These areas may provide 

suitable roosting habitat for NLEB and tricolored bats. Vegetation management activities at these areas 

may impact both bat species. The only vegetation management routinely conducted is associated with 

the maintenance of recreation sites and Project facilities. On the south side of the dam, NSPW maintains 

approximately 0.49 acres of lawn and 0.12 acres of gravel/paved driveways or parking areas. On the 

north side of the dam, NSPW maintains approximately 1.15 acres of lawn at the North Tailwater Access 

and Canoe Portage and 0.1 acres of gravel parking area. The lawn and canoe portage trail are mowed at 

least monthly during the open water recreation season. The parking area is typically maintained once per 

year via grading. The lawn and gravel areas do not provide suitable roosting habitat for either bat species. 

Only the removal of hazard trees has a potential to impact roosting habitat. NSPW has proposed to follow 

the most recent USFWS guidance for the removal of trees greater than three inches in diameter as a 

mitigation measure. No other tree harvesting or upland vegetation management activities are anticipated 

at the Trego Project. 

 

FERC Comment 2: 

Section 4.7, Threatened and Endangered Species, of the DLA, describes the state and federally listed 

RTE species that could be found at the project including the Canada lynx and the candidate species 

monarch butterfly. However, there is no description of current or potential operation and maintenance 
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activities that could affect the RTE species and/or their habitat. In the license applications, please 

describe (including location, specific activity, frequency, and duration) any operation and maintenance 

activities that could affect RTE or candidate species or their habitat at each project. 

 

NSPW Response: 

NSPW has revised Section 4.7.1.1.1 through 4.7.1.1.5 of Exhibit E of the FLA to include information 

regarding operation and maintenance activities that could affect the RTE species and their habitat. 

 

FERC Comment 3: 

Section 2.2.2.2 of the Exhibit E of the DLA, describes the proposed measures including specifically for 

recreation resources, including conduct routine maintenance of Northern State Power’s FERC-approved 

recreation sites, including signage, over the term of any subsequent license. However, there is no 

description of location specific maintenance activities that would be conducted at the recreation sites 

other than maintaining signage and/or how these activities could affect other resources at the project, 

including RTE species. In the license applications, please describe (including location, specific activity, 

frequency, and duration) any proposed recreation related maintenance at the project that could affect 

RTE species at each project, if applicable. 

 

NSPW Response: 

NSPW has added information to Sections 4.8.2.2 and 5.8.2.2 of Exhibit E of the FLA regarding the 

location, frequency and duration of recreation maintenance at both Projects. 

 

FERC Comment 4: 

Section 2.2.2.2 of the Exhibit E of the DLA, states that Northern State Power proposes to develop an 

Aquatic and Terrestrial Invasive Species Plan and conduct biennial invasive species survey. The DLA 

describes the invasive plant species that have either been observed or have the likelihood to be found at 

the project. However, there is no description of current or potential operation and maintenance activities 

that could affect the spread or reduction of invasive plant species and/or their habitat. In the license 

application, please describe (including location, specific activity, frequency, and duration) any operation 

and maintenance activities that could affect invasive species or their habitat at the project, if present. 

Please also describe any protection measures including monitoring, treatment and others that have 

historically, are currently, or are being proposed to manage invasive species at each project, if applicable. 

 

NSPW Response: 

NSPW has added additional information to Sections 4.5.2.1.5, 4.6.2.1.2, 5.5.2.1.5, and 5.6.2.1.2 of 

Exhibit E of the FLA regarding aquatic and terrestrial invasive species at both Projects. 

 

FERC Comment 5: 

Various sections of the DLA indicate differences between the current and proposed project boundaries. 

However, staff have determined that additional information is needed. So that staff can evaluate the 

proposed boundary changes, in the license application please: (1) describe all proposed changes to the 

project boundary, including justification; (2) provide the total acreage of lands and submerged lands within 

the current and proposed project boundaries; and (3) provide figures showing the current and proposed 

project boundaries.  
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NSPW Response: 

NSPW has revised Exhibit E by adding Sections 4.15 and 5.15 to the FLA regarding the proposed 

changes to the Hayward and Trego Project boundaries, respectively. 

 

FERC Comment 6: 

Section 4.8.1.3.6, Adequacy of Existing Facilities to Address Current and Future Demand, of the DLA 

provides estimates for total project recreation use (in recreation days) during the open water and winter 

recreation seasons. However, information about current capacity utilization of existing recreation sites is 

not provided. So that staff can assess the adequacy of existing recreation facilities in the license 

application please provide estimates of the percent of capacity currently utilized for each of the six 

recreation sites, by recreation season, based on readily available information (e.g., spot count data). 

 

NSPW Response: 

Section 4.8.1.4.6, Adequacy of Existing Facilities to Adress Current and Future Demand, of Exhibit E of 

the FLA was revised to include estimates of the percent capacity for each of the recreation sites by 

recreation season. 

 

FERC Comment 7: 

Sections 4.8.1.3.4, Recreation Spot Counts, of the DLA states that recreation surveys resulted in a total 

of 84 spot count reports during which 175 users were observed. The section then states that the average 

spot count was 10.9 users per location. It appears that this average was calculated by dividing the total 

number of users observed by the number of sampling days (i.e., 175/16 = 10.9). Therefore, this average 

does not indicate the average number of users per location, but rather indicates the average number of 

users observed per sampling day at the entire project (i.e., across all sites). Please clarify this in the 

license application. 

 

While reporting the average number of recreation users observed at the project per sampling day is useful, 

to assess the adequacy of existing recreation sites, it would also be useful to calculate and report the 

average number of users observed during the spot counts for each of the six recreation sites, by recreation 

season (i.e., open water vs. winter). Doing so could also inform an estimate of the percent of capacity 

currently utilized at each site. Therefore, please provide these averages in the license application. 

 

NSPW Response: 

Section 5.2 of the Recreation Study Report and Section 4.8.1.4.4 of Exhibit E of the FLA have been 

corrected to state that an average of 10.94 users were observed per day across all recreation sites. Section 

4.8.1.4.4 of Exhibit E of the FLA was also revised to include the average number of users observed during 

the spot counts for each of the recreation sites by recreation season. The corrected Recreation Study 

Report is included in Appendix E-29 of the FLA. Changes to the report are shown in red text. 

 

FERC Comment 8 (listed as #7 in FERC letter): 

Section 5.8.1.4, Adequacy of Existing Facilities to Address Current and Future Demand, of the DLA 

provides estimates for total project recreation use (in recreation days) during the open water and winter 

recreation seasons. However, information about current capacity utilization of existing recreation sites is 

not provided. So that staff can assess the adequacy of existing recreation facilities, in the license 
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application, please provide estimates of the percent of capacity for each of the four recreation sites, by 

recreation season, based on readily available information (e.g., spot count data). 

 

NSPW Response: 

Section 5.8.1.5 of Exhibit E of the FLA provides estimates of the percent capacity for each recreation site 

by recreation season. 

 

FERC Comment 9 (listed as #8 in FERC letter): 

Section 5.8.1.3.4, Recreation Spot Counts, of the DLA states that recreation surveys resulted in a total of 

84 spot counts. However, this number seems incorrect, as the study included 16 sampling days, in which 

spot counts were conducted at four recreation sites (i.e., 16*4 = 64). Please report the correct number of 

spot counts that were completed at the project in the license application. 

 

In addition, section 5.8.1.3.4 states that the average spot count was 2.13 users per location. It appears 

that this average was calculated by dividing the total number of users observed by the number of 

sampling days (i.e., 34/16 = 2.13). Therefore, this average does not indicate the average number of users 

per location, but rather indicates the average number of users observed per sampling day at the entire 

project (i.e., across all sites). Please clarify this in the license application. 

 

While reporting the average number of recreation users observed at the project per sampling day is 

useful, to assess the adequacy of existing recreation sites, it would also be useful to calculate and report 

the average number of users observed during the spot counts for each of the four recreation sites, by 

recreation season (i.e., open water vs. winter). Doing so could also inform an estimate of the percent of 

capacity at each site. Therefore, please provide these averages in the license application. 

 

NSPW Response: 

The Recreation Study Report and Section 5.8.1.4.4 of Exhibit E of the FLA have been revised to indicate 

that a total of 64 spot counts were conducted at the Trego Project. While that was the number used for the 

calculations in the report, it was not specifically identified in the report. Section 5.8.1.4.4 was also revised to 

show the average number of users observed during spot counts for each of the recreation sites by 

recreation season. The corrected Recreation Study Report has been included in Appendix E-29 of the FLA. 

 

2.2.3.2 NPS Specific Comments and Questions on the DLA 

NPS Comment DLA-1 (Exhibit E, Section 1.3.7, p.e-4): 

Wild and Scenic Rivers Act (WSRA) needs to be rewritten as the WSRA Section 7(a) standard cited is 

incorrect. The 'direct and adverse effect standard' is recommended by the Interagency Wild and Scenic 

Rivers Coordinating Council in its 2004 Technical Guidance Paper: Wild and Scenic Rivers Act: Section 7 

for instances where an existing hydroelectric facility is included in a designated river corridor, and 

modifying or relicensing of the facility is not prohibited by the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act. The statement 

should be revised to state as follows: “Section 7(a) of the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act (WSRA) (Public Law 

90-542) requires federal administering agencies to make a determination as to whether the operation of a 

project under a license within a wild and scenic river corridor would have a direct and adverse effect on 

the values for which such river was designated.   
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NSPW Response: 

Section 1.3.7 of Exhibit E in the FLA has been revised per the NPS recommendations. 

 

NPS Comment DLA-2 (Exhibit E, Section 1.3.7, p. E-4): 

Wilderness Act – The St. Croix National Scenic Riverway is not part of the National Wilderness 

Preservation System. 

 

NSPW Response: 

Section 1.3.7 of Exhibit E of the FLA has been revised to indicate that the St. Croix National Scenic 

Riverway is not part of the National Wilderness Preservation System. 

 

NPS Comment DLA-3 (Exhibit E-Section 2.2.2.2, p. E-18): 

Recommend changing “NSPW will develop an HPMP in consultation with the Wisconsin SHPO and 

interested Native American Nations to follow the requirements outlined in the Programmatic Agreement” 

to “NSPW will develop a PA and HPMP in consultation with the Wisconsin SHPO, interested Native 

American Nations, the NPS, and additional consulting parties.” The existing language incorrectly 

describes the requirements of the existing PA, which actually states, “If the Wisconsin SHPO agrees with 

the HRMP, the Licensee will implement it.” A new PA is needed. 

 

NSPW Response: 

To address the NPS concerns, Section 2.2.2.2 of Exhibit E of the FLA has been revised to state the 

following: “NSPW will develop an HPMP in consultation with the Wisconsin SHPO, NPS, and interested 

Native American Nations to generally follow the same level of post-licensing procedural and compliance 

monitoring, reporting, and public involvement requirements outlined in the existing Programmatic 

Agreement. The HPMP will supersede the existing CRMP. NSPW does not agree that a new PA is 

needed because the PA is short-lived (less than one year) and will be superseded by the HPMP. NSPW 

believes its proposed changes adequately address the NPS concerns. 

 

NPS Comment DLA-4 (Exhibit E-Section 3.2.2.2, p. E-25): 

Recommend changing “NSPW will develop an HPMP in consultation with the Wisconsin SHPO and 

interested Native American Nations to follow the requirements outlined in the Programmatic Agreement” 

to “NSPW will develop a PA and HPMP in consultation with the Wisconsin SHPO, interested Native 

American Nations, the NPS, and additional consulting parties.” The existing language incorrectly 

describes the requirements of the existing PA, which actually states, “If the Wisconsin SHPO agrees with 

the HRMP, the Licensee will implement it.” A new PA is needed. 

 

NSPW Response: 

See response to the previous NPS comment. 

 

NPS-Comment DLA-5 (Exhibit E-Section 4.11, p. E-105):  

The second paragraph states, “To meet the interests and requirements of all consulting parties”. Please 

clarify which consulting parties this refers to, their interests and requirements, and how Xcel 

determined that. 
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NSPW Response: 

Section 4.11 of Exhibit E of the FLA has been revised to state the following: “NSPW identified historic and 

archaeological properties within the Project’s APE in accordance with Section 106 of the NHPA and 36 

CFR 800 - Protection of Historic Properties as outlined in the December 30, 1993, Programmatic 

Agreement (Section 1.3.4).” 

 

NPS Comment DLA-6 (Exhibit E, Section 4.11.1.4, p. E-106): 

Recommend changing “Per the requirements of the Programmatic Agreement, an HPMP will be 

developed in consultation with the Wisconsin SHPO and interested Native American Nations” to “NSPW 

will develop a PA and HPMP in consultation with the Wisconsin SHPO, interested Native American 

Nations, the NPS, and additional consulting parties.” The existing language incorrectly describes the 

requirements of the existing PA, which actually states, “If the Wisconsin SHPO agrees with the HRMP, 

the Licensee will implement it.” A new PA is needed. 

 

NSPW Response: 

Section 4.11.1.4 of Exhibit E of the FLA has been revised to state the following: “An HPMP will be 

developed in consultation with the Wisconsin SHPO, NPS, and interested Native American Nations to 

generally follow the same level of post-licensing procedural and compliance monitoring, reporting, and 

public involvement requirements outlined in the existing 1993 PA.” 

 

NPS Comment DLA-7 (Exhibit E, Section 4.11.3, p. E-106): 

Recommend changing “Per the requirements of the Programmatic Agreement, an HPMP will be 

developed in consultation with the Wisconsin SHPO and interested Native American Nations” to “NSPW 

will develop a PA and HPMP in consultation with the Wisconsin SHPO, interested Native American 

Nations, the NPS, and additional consulting parties.” The existing language incorrectly describes the 

requirements of the existing PA, which actually states, “If the Wisconsin SHPO agrees with the HRMP, 

the Licensee will implement it.” A new PA is needed. Recommend changing “within 10 years of license 

issuance” to “within 5 years of license issuance”. 

 

NSPW Response: 

Section 4.11.3 of Exhibit E of the FLA has been revised to state the following: “Within one year of license 

issuance, NSPW will develop an HPMP in consultation with the Wisconsin SHPO, NPS, and interested 

Native American Nations, to generally follow the same level of post-licensing procedural and compliance 

monitoring, reporting, and public involvement requirements outlined in the existing 1993 PA. The HPMP 

will include a requirement to survey previously documented archaeological sites and monitor the entire 

shoreline for any substantial shoreline erosion not previously recorded. The initial survey would be 

conducted within 5 years of license issuance and continue every 5 years thereafter.  However, the 

frequency of surveys is subject to change based upon the results of the initial and subsequent surveys.” 

 

NPS Comment DLA-8 (Exhibit E, Section 4.14.1.6, p. E-115): 

After “The Project is located within the territory ceded in 1837 (Loew, 2001).” add “Ten Ojibwe Tribes 

have reserved treaty rights within the 1837 ceded territory.” 

 

  



Hayward and Trego Hydroelectric Projects  FERC Project Nos. 2417 and 2711 
Final License Application  Appendix E-1-Documentation of Consultation 
 

 

NSPW 42 November 2023 

 

© Copyright 2023 NSPW 

NSPW Response: 

Section 4.14.1.6 of Exhibit E of the FLA has been revised as recommended by NPS. 

 

NPS Comment DLA-9 (Exhibit E, Section 5.14.1.6, p. E-207): 

After “The Hayward Project is located within the territory ceded in 1837 (Loew, 2001).” add “Ten Ojibwe 

Tribes have reserved treaty rights within the 1837 ceded territory.” 

 

NSPW Response: 

Section 5.14.1.6 of Exhibit E of the FLA has been revised as recommended by NPS. 

 

NPS Comment DLA-10 (Exhibit E, Section 5.4.2, p. E-138): 

Trego Lake Impaired Water for excess algae. If it isn't a nutrient problem, why is Trego Lake impaired due 

to excess algal growth, and what is the remedy? 

 

NSPW Response: 

Section 5.4.2 of Exhibit E of the FLA states that the excess algal growth is identified as being from an 

unknown source per the WDNR’s Impaired Waters List. Nutrient levels from the 2022 water quality 

monitoring study were not identified at levels that promote additional algal growth. Since the project is 

operated in a run-of-river mode, where outflows approximate the sum of inflows into the reservoir, and no 

erosion caused by project operations was noted, continued project operation is not anticipated to have 

any effect on algal levels within the reservoir. During relicensing proceedings, only impairments caused 

by project operations require mitigation (remedy).  

 

NPS Comment DLA-11 (Exhibit E, Section 5.5.3 p. E-160):  

Deviation Requirements - Compliance monitoring plan – Will any new monitoring equipment be installed 

within the WSR? 

 

NSPW Response: 

No new monitoring equipment has been proposed in the FLA. NPS is one of the resource agencies that 

must be consulted with during the development of the Operations and Compliance Monitoring Plan prior 

to the plan’s submittal to FERC. Any concerns the NPS may have with regard to new monitoring 

equipment may be addressed during consultation. 

 

NPS Comment DLA-12 (Exhibit E, p. E-149): 

The description of the location of Reach 1 of the Trego Mussel survey differs from the actual study's 

description in Appendix E-41, p.1. The DLA says Reach 1 extends upstream of Wagon Bridge Road, 

while the Mussel Study says it extends downstream. 

 

NSPW Response: 

Section 5.5.1.4.2 of Exhibit E of the FLA has been corrected to indicate that Reach 1 extends 1,000 m 

downstream of the Wagon Bridge Road crossing as described in the Mussel Study Report. 
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NPS Comment DLA-13 (Exhibit E, Section 9, p. E-219): 

The replacement of boat launch hard surfaces (in-kind) should be removed from the list of activities that 

do not require prior authorization from resource agencies. This would require consultation with the NPS. 

 

NSPW Response: 

This section includes a list of activities that may be undertaken without prior consultation with FERC, not 

the resource agencies. As noted in the first bullet of Section 9.1.3 of Exhibit E of the FLA, all state, 

federal and local permits will be obtained prior to conducting in-kind maintenance activities that have the 

potential to impact aquatic resources. This section has been revised to state the following: NSPW will 

obtain all applicable local, state, and federal permits or authorizations prior to construction and will 

comply with said permits/authorizations during construction.” A footnote was also added to indicate that 

federal permits or authorizations include USACE 404 permits and NPS WSRA authorization for work 

proposed below the OHWM.  

 

NPS Comment DLA-14 (Exhibit E, Section 9.1.1, p. E-220): 

Structures or Facilities: Add the following bullet: 

• No changes shall be made to the structure or facilities below the ordinary high-water mark without 

consultation with the NPS under Section 7(a) of the WSRA. 

 

NSPW Response: 

Section 9.1.1 of Exhibit E of the FLA has been revised as recommended. 

 

NPS Comment DLA-15 (Exhibit E, Section 9.1.3, p. E-221): 

Add the following bullet: 

• Prior to the activity, NSPW will consult with the NPS to ensure that wild and scenic values are 

protected and enhanced. 

 

NSPW Response: 

Section 9.1.3 of Exhibit E of the FLA has been revised to include language that ensures the proposed activity 

does not result in a “direct adverse effect” upon the wild and scenic values (see NPS Comment DLA-1). 

 

NPS Comment DLA-16 (Appendix E-2): 

The new detailed bathymetry map (Appendix E-2) only shows the proposed project boundary for Trego 

Lake, although a more general bathymetry map for the current boundary is presented (Appendix E-3, 

Figure 24). The NPS recommends the Licensee: 

• Extend the map to include 1-foot contour depths for the area Xcel proposes to remove from the 

current Project boundary. 

• Add a description of the changes observed from the bathymetric map presented in the PAD. 

• Add in the missing 1-foot contour depth labels to the map. 

 

NSPW Response: 

Appendix E-2 of Exhibit E of the FLA has been revised to include an additional map with one-foot 

contours (for depths of 1-5 feet) that shows the area upstream of the proposed Project boundary. These 

bathymetric maps feature the most current information regarding water depths at the Project. The one-
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foot contour lines are color coded in the map key to make the map easier to view without being 

obstructed by the map labels. 

 

2.2.3.3 NPS 10(a) Recommendations 

In their September 27, 2023, filing with the Commission (Accession #20230927-5044), the NPS also filed 

what they have termed as “10(a) recommendations under the Federal Power Act.” Several of the NPS 

recommendations, if not all, are premature for the following reasons:  

 

1) The recommendations are based on information found in the DLA and are not being made 

following a Section 7(a) determination. A Section 7(a) determination cannot be made until the 

filing of the FLA by NSPW. 

 

2) The recommendations are based upon erroneous rationales that frequently rely on sedimentation 

in the reservoir, which originates upstream of the project, or in the case of water quality, “the 

presence of the dams.” Numbered items 3-8 below provide further details on these two issues. 

 

3) The professional opinion of the NPS is: ”Sediment deposition occurs in the impoundment 

because of the project impoundment’s continued existence and the Project's operations. If the 

impoundment was not present and the Namekagon was a free-flowing river, the depositional 

patterns would be much different“ (Accession #20230927-5044, Page 17). 

 

4) “The 'direct and adverse effect standard' is recommended by the Interagency Wild and Scenic Rivers 

Coordinating Council in its 2004 Technical Guidance Paper: Wild and Scenic Rivers Act: Section 7 

for instances where an existing hydroelectric facility is included in a designated river corridor, and 

modifying or relicensing of the facility is not prohibited by the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act.”2 

 

5) The Interagency Wild and Scenic Rivers Coordinating Council's 2004 Technical Guidance Paper, 

on Page 5, states: “The baseline for evaluation of existing hydroelectric facilities is the project’s 

configuration and operation at the time of the river’s designation as subsequently modified 

through FERC processes. The baseline against which changes in the condition of the river’s 

ORVs due to the hydroelectric project are measured is their condition on the date of the river’s 

designation.”  

 

6) The St. Croix National Scenic Riverway was designated in 1968.3 

 

7) The Hayward Hydroelectric Project pre-dates 1928. The Trego Hydroelectric Project was 

constructed in 1926 (Accession # 19940608-0296, Page 2).  

 

8) Both hydroelectric projects were in place on the Namekagon River prior to its designation as part 

of the St. Croix National Scenic Riverway by Congress in 1968. 

 

 
2 NPS comment regarding Section 1.37 of Exhibit E of the DLA (Accession #20230927-5044) designated as NPS Comment DLA-1 
in Section 2.2.3.2 of this Appendix E-1. 
3 https://www.nps.gov/sacn/learn/management/foundation-document.htm#Description 

https://elibrary.ferc.gov/eLibrary/filedownload?fileid=3EDFAA07-02C7-CC11-A1E5-8AD75FF00000
https://elibrary.ferc.gov/eLibrary/filedownload?fileid=3EDFAA07-02C7-CC11-A1E5-8AD75FF00000
https://www.rivers.gov/rivers/rivers/sites/rivers/files/2023-07/section-7.pdf
https://www.rivers.gov/rivers/rivers/sites/rivers/files/2023-07/section-7.pdf
https://www.rivers.gov/rivers/rivers/sites/rivers/files/2023-07/section-7.pdf
https://elibrary.ferc.gov/eLibrary/filedownload?fileid=01C98780-66E2-5005-8110-C31FAFC91712
https://elibrary.ferc.gov/eLibrary/filedownload?fileid=3EDFAA07-02C7-CC11-A1E5-8AD75FF00000
https://www.nps.gov/sacn/learn/management/foundation-document.htm#Description
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The NPS 10(a) recommendations under the Federal Power Act, which are based on a comparison to 

what the conditions were prior to the presence of the reservoirs or what conditions might have existed if 

the reservoirs were not in place, do not appear to be valid recommendations under Section 10(a) of the 

Federal Power Act. Therefore, they will only be addressed by NSPW at this time as they deem pertinent 

to the comments on the DLA.  

 

NPS 10(a) Recommendation 1-Comprehensive Vegetation and Recreation Management Plan 

NPS recommended that a Comprehensive Vegetation and Recreation Management Plan for the Trego 

Project be developed in consultation with the NPS, WDNR, and TLD that defines the roles and 

responsibilities of Xcel Energy and the consulting parties. NPS recommended that the plan address 

sedimentation, vegetation, and recreation. NPS’ specific comments on the recommended plan, and 

NSPW’s corresponding responses, are described below. 

 

NPS 10(a) Recommendation 1, Comment 1: 

Expand the Licensee’s proposed aquatic and terrestrial invasive species biennial surveys to map and 

monitor the extent of wild rice and other native vegetation. The surveys should also include mapping the 

water depths and substrates to understand the sedimentation and how that affects growth patterns. After 

each biennial survey, evaluate the change in aquatic vegetation over time to identify trends. This would 

allow an understanding of the extent of all vegetation that may impede recreation access. It would also 

provide an understanding of changes over time in native vegetation locations and quantity, including wild 

rice, a significant cultural resource. 

 

NSPW Response: 

Section 5.5.3 of Exhibit E of the FLA has been revised to include aquatic plant surveys in lieu of rapid 

response invasive species surveys. The initial survey would be conducted in year 6 after the license is 

issued and continue every 6 years thereafter. The surveys would be conducted similar to the 2022 ATIS 

study, including a point-intercept vegetation survey, collection of water depth information for development of 

an updated bathymetric map, documentation of substrate type, and mapping of wild rice beds. The 

information collected will allow for periodic evaluation of the existing invasive species control activities to 

ensure that public recreational access between the upper and lower portions of the reservoir is maintained.  

 

NPS 10(a) Recommendation 1, Comment 2: 

Expand the geographic scope of the Plan and surveys to include the upstream area Xcel has proposed to 

remove from the Project boundary. 

 

NSPW Response: 

Since the area upstream of the proposed Project boundary is not impounded by the Trego Dam, it has not 

been included in the survey area. 

 

NPS 10(a) Recommendation 1, Comment 3: 

Develop the proposed aquatic and terrestrial invasive species rapid response action in consultation with 

NPS, WDNR, TLD and interested tribal governments. Identify management actions to address recreation 

access and manage wild rice in consultation with the Tribes, NPS, WDNR, and TLD. Review and 
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incorporate input from other plans and studies conducted by WDNR, TLD, and NPS to inform 

management and rapid response actions. 

 

NSPW Response: 

NSPW does not have a responsibility to provide any additional management for wild rice. Indeed, wild 

rice is thriving under the current operation of the facility. NSPW is proposing to continue with the same 

Project operation and has not proposed any additional measures that could have an adverse effect on the 

wild rice population. The NPS has not specifically identified any NSPW proposed measure that will have 

an adverse effect upon wild rice. Therefore, additional management of wild rice is unnecessary. See also 

the Response to NPW 10(a) Recommendation 1, Comment 1. 

 

NPS 10(a) Recommendation 1, Comment 4: 

NPS supports the recreation proposals at the Trego Project North Tailwater access/Canoe Portage and 

South tailwater Access identified in the DLA, and recommends the following additional measures: 

• Regularly clean and maintain the take-out on Trego Lake of vegetation and sediment. 

• Improve entrance to North Tailwater Access portage and tailwater fishing sites from the gravel 

access road and River Road shoulder. 

• Include the access path in current mowing intervals to help minimize presence of ticks and create 

a safer environment for recreationists. 

• Improve the put-in by adding signage. 

• Expand the fishing area, add trash receptacles and rod holders. 

 

NSPW Response: 

The North Tailwater Access/Canoe Portage parking area is shown in Figure 2.2.3.3-1. The parking area is 

in good condition and is not in need of maintenance. However, the access through the fence is fairly 

narrow, making carrying a canoe through the fence difficult. NSPW has revised Section 5.8.3.1 of Exhibit E 

of the FLA to indicate that the opening will be widened to allow for easier carry in-access. NSPW currently 

periodically trims aquatic vegetation at the take-out location to ensure it remains open. Figure 2.2.3.3-2 

shows the take-out location, free of vegetation all the way to the shoreline. NSPW has not received any 

complaints from recreationists regarding sediment or vegetation at the canoe portage take-out. 

 

  



Hayward and Trego Hydroelectric Projects  FERC Project Nos. 2417 and 2711 
Final License Application  Appendix E-1-Documentation of Consultation 
 

 

NSPW 47 November 2023 

 

© Copyright 2023 NSPW 

Figure 2.2.3.3-1 North Tailwater Access/Canoe Portage Parking Area 

 

 

Figure 2.2.3.3-2 Vegetation at Canoe Portage Take-out 

 

 

The entire site (including the access path) is regularly mowed throughout the recreation season as part of 

routine maintenance. Figure 2.2.3.3-3 shows the mowing conducted at the site. The frequency of mowing is 

consistent with other canoe portages in northern Wisconsin. No recreation survey respondents identified 

frequency of mowing or vegetation management as a concern at the site.  

 

Section 5.8.3.1 of Exhibit E of the FLA has been revised to include the review of canoe portage 

directional signs along the canoe portage route and replacement if necessary. 

 



Hayward and Trego Hydroelectric Projects  FERC Project Nos. 2417 and 2711 
Final License Application  Appendix E-1-Documentation of Consultation 
 

 

NSPW 48 November 2023 

 

© Copyright 2023 NSPW 

As noted in Section 5.1 of the 2022 Recreation Study Report (see Appendix E-29 of Exhibit E) 97% of 

survey respondents indicated that crowding did not affect their plans. Of the 20 Trego respondents that 

participated in bank fishing, 2 identified conditions as being slightly crowded and one identified it as being 

moderately crowded. At the North Tailwater Access/Canoe Portage site, only one survey respondent 

recommended expansion of the fishing area and the addition of trash receptacles and rod holders on the 

railing. Based on this information, expansion of the site, addition of trash receptacles, and addition of rod 

holders, is more of a personal recommendation rather than a recreational need. Most outdoor recreation 

site managers do not provide garbage receptacles at their recreation sites in order to discourage dumping 

of residential and other waste not generated on site. Instead, they promote a “carry-in/carry-out” policy 

regarding trash management. This includes the downstream County Highway K access site that is owned 

and managed by the NPS. According to the NPS St Croix National Scenic Riverway Superintendent’s 

Compendium webpage “All refuse will be removed from the park by park users in accordance with the 

park’s carry in, carry out policy. Leaving of refuse in the park is prohibited” (National Park Service, n.d.a). 

The results from the Recreation Study confirm that these improvements are not warranted and, therefore, 

have not been included in the FLA.  

 

Figure 2.2.3.3-3 North Tailwater Access/Canoe Portage 

 
 

NPS 10(a) Recommendation 1, Comment 5: 

NPS recommended the following improvements at the South Tailwater Access: 

• Provide barrier free picnic tables, a viewing area, and parking spot(s). 

• Install and maintain trash receptacles. 

• Replace existing and add signage, expand the fishing area, and evaluate lighting needs at 

the stairway. 
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NSPW Response: 

While there are no designated barrier free parking sites within the existing parking area, it is suitable for 

barrier free parking. There is an existing gate restricting vehicular access to the earthen embankment and 

powerhouse for security reasons. This area is not suitable for a designated parking/viewing area. The 

other areas suitable for viewing the reservoir from a vehicle are located along the shoulder of Ricci Road. 

NSPW has not proposed to designate a specific parking/viewing area in this location since it is located 

within the road right-of-way. However, that does not preclude the public from parking along the shoulder 

of the road or viewing Trego Lake from the existing parking area. No picnic tables have been proposed in 

the FLA. 

 

As noted in the response to NPS 10(a) Recommendation 1, Comment 4, most outdoor recreation site 

managers in the area do not provide garbage receptacles at their recreation sites to avoid dumping of 

residential and other waste not generated on site. Instead, they promote a “carry-in/carry-out” policy 

regarding trash management, including the NPS. Therefore, the addition of waste receptacles has not 

been proposed in the FLA. 

 

As noted in Section 5.1 of the 2022 Recreation Study Report (see Appendix E-29), 97% of Trego Project 

survey respondents indicated that crowding did not affect their plans. Of the 20 Trego respondents that 

participated in bank fishing, only 2 identified that the bank fishing was slightly crowded and only one 

identified it as being moderately crowded. At the South Tailwater Access site, only two survey 

respondents recommended expansion of the fishing area and one recommended the addition of lighting 

at the stairway. The results from the recreation study do not indicate that the capacity of the site is 

insufficient for the current or anticipated recreational usage. Therefore, no expansion of the site or 

changes in lighting have been proposed in the FLA.  

 

NPS 10(a) Recommendation 1, Comment 6: 

Monitor recreational use at the Project every 5 years to determine the adequacy of recreation facilities 

over the license term. Every ten years conduct visitor surveys. Consult with NPS and other parties on 

potential actions needed. 

 

NSPW Response: 

NSPW has added Sections 4.8.3.3 and 5.8.3.3 to Exhibit E of the FLA to include recreational site 

monitoring every 6 years as currently required under Article 414 of the existing Hayward license and 

Article 408 of the existing Trego license. A report with annual recreation use figures, a discussion of the 

adequacy of the recreation facilities at the project to meet recreation demand, a description of the 

methodology used to collect all study data, if there is a need for additional facilities, a recreation plan 

proposed by the Licensee to accommodate recreation needs in the project area, documentation of 

agency consultation (NPS and WDNR), and NSPW’s responses to comments on the report. NSPW will 

continue to implement the survey methodology it uses under the current license throughout the term of 

the pending license. This includes an inventory of facilities, interviews with owners and operators of 

facilities and other key personnel, counts of recreation users, usage numbers from private facilities, and 

self-reporting surveys. The combination of NSPW proposed recreational site improvements and 

recreational monitoring every 6 years will address recreational resources throughout the license term of 
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the subsequent license. A six year monitoring frequency is adequate for the current level of recreation 

and corresponds with the proposed invasive species survey cycle.  

 

NPS 10(a) Recommendation 1, Comment 7: 

Identify management actions to address recreation access and manage wild rice in consultation with the 

Tribes, NPS, WDNR, and TLD. 

 

NSPW Response: 

See the response to NPS 10(a) Recommendation 1, Comment 1 and Recommendation 1, Comment 3. 

 

NPS 10(a) Recommendation 1, Comment 8: 

Monitor and document the effectiveness and impacts of implemented vegetation management actions 

such as mechanical harvesting, dredging, drawdowns, invasive removals on recreational navigation, and 

wild rice preservation. Identify triggers for management alternatives, such as the need for a new public 

recreation access site. 

 

NSPW Response: 

See the response to NPS 10(a) Recommendation 1, Comment 1 regarding vegetation management and 

NPS 10(a) Recommendation 1, Comment 6 regarding recreation management. 

 

NPS 10(a) Recommendation 1, Comment 9: 

Monitor and document the effectiveness and impacts of implemented vegetation management actions 

such as mechanical harvesting, dredging, drawdowns, invasive removals on recreational navigation, and 

wild rice preservation. Identify triggers for management alternatives, such as the need for a new public 

recreation access site. 

 

NSPW Response: 

As noted in NSPW’s response to NPS 10(a) Recommendation 1, Comment 1, NSPW has revised Section 

5.6.3 of Exhibit E of the FLA to include aquatic plant surveys similar to those completed during 

relicensing, including mapping of wild rice beds and bathymetric mapping. Information gathered from 

these periodic surveys will help determine if any changes to aquatic plant management are needed 

during the term of the next license. 

 

NPS 10(a) Recommendation 1, Comment 10: 

Schedule and conduct an annual coordination meeting with the NPS and other interested parties (e.g., 

Trego Lake District, WDNR) to discuss the measures needed to ensure public safety, manage Project 

recreation facilities, and use, and meet Project visitor needs, consistent with applicable laws, regulations, 

and policies. 

 

NSPW Response: 

As noted in the response to NPS 10(a) Recommendation 1, Comment 1, NSPW has proposed to conduct 

biennial rapid response invasive surveys and aquatic plant surveys every 6 years. The survey reports will 

be submitted to the stakeholders for comments and NSPW will address those comments in the final 

report to FERC. This process allows stakeholders an opportunity to provide input into aquatic plant 
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management every two years. As noted in the response to NPS 10(a) Recommendation 1, Comment 6, 

NSPW has also proposed to conduct recreational surveys every 6 years allowing for ongoing input into 

recreation use and needs at the Project throughout the term of the license. Since the stakeholders will 

already have an opportunity to provide input on the aquatic plant and recreation monitoring reports, 

NSPW has not proposed annual stakeholder meetings in the FLA. 

 

NPS 10(a) Recommendation 2-New Recreation Access Site 

The NPS recommends that Xcel partner with the NPS and other interested parties to explore developing 

a new river access site to meet the current and projected future recreation demand. 

 

NSPW Response: 

The Recreation Study did not identify a need for additional recreation sites. There is currently an access 

site upstream of the proposed Project boundary (Trego Park Boat Landing) that provides a location for 

put-in and take-out of small watercraft. This site also serves as a take-out for paddlers or tubers who do 

not wish to continue downstream through Trego Lake and provides access to the upper reaches of the 

reservoir. Sedimentation near this recreation site is not caused by Project operation as the area is not 

inundated by the Project. Figure 2.2.3.3-4 shows elevation data from Washburn County in the area 

upstream of US Highway 53. In this area, there are two anthropogenic constrictions within the floodway 

that restrict water flowing in the Namekagon River. The first is the road embankment from the old Wagon 

Bridge Road, just downstream of the boat landing where the river takes a 90-degree turn. This 

constriction slows the water and results in sediment deposition. The second constriction is the road 

embankment associated with the US Highway 53 crossing where the river takes another 90-degree turn. 

This constriction also results in sediment deposition. Both constrictions are upstream of the impoundment 

and have no nexus to the Trego Project. Indeed, these areas will likely continue to collect sediment 

regardless of the presence of the Trego Dam.  
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Figure 2.2.3.3-4 Topographic Map of Namekagon River Upstream of US Highway 53 

 

 

NSPW has proposed to periodically monitor aquatic vegetation and recreational use over the term of the 

next license. NSPW further proposes to mitigate navigational impacts from excessive aquatic vegetation 

by providing funding to TLD for aquatic invasive species management and control. These measures will 

help ensure the public continues to have access to the upper reservoir. As part of the periodic surveys, 

the adequacy of the existing recreation facilities to provide public access will be evaluated. Therefore, 

NSPW has not proposed to develop any new recreation access sites in the FLA. The development of an 

additional access site on Trego Lake has a strong potential to adversely impact the existing wild rice 

population from additional boat traffic and wave action. As such, NSPW does not support such an action 

at this time or in the future.  

 

As NPS noted in their Recreation Study survey response, they closed their existing access site located on 

Lakeside Road near the Namekagon River Visitor Center and are considering developing a new river 

access point to the east of the Visitor Center near the Highway 63 bridge. Since the decision to close the 

existing recreation site is not related to the Trego Project or its operation, NSPW is not proposing to 

coordinate or fund the development of an alternative access site.  
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NPS 10(a) Recommendation 3-Development of a Recreation Management Plan and Improvements 

at the Hayward Project 

NPS recommended that Xcel implement a Recreation Management Plan and improve and install 

recreation related facilities and amenities at the Hayward Project. They recommended that the plan be 

developed in consultation with the NPS and WDNR that defines the roles and responsibilities of Xcel 

Energy and consulting parties. Specific comments on the recommended plan and improvements are 

described below. 

 

NSPW Response: 

The recreation enhancements do not substantiate a need for the development of a recreation 

management plan. The enhancements, the implementation schedule, and the consultation requirements 

(if necessary) can be clearly outlined in the license without the need to develop a separate recreation plan 

subsequent to the license issuance.  

 

NPS 10(a) Recommendation 3, Comment 1: 

NPS recommended the following improvements: 

• Improve canoe portage signage and incorporate a map and safety information in a Kiosk at a 

location to be determined. 

• Install and maintain barrier free picnic tables, a viewing area and parking spot(s). 

• Install and maintain trash receptacles at the put-in, take-out, and tailwater fishing area. 

 

NSPW Response: 

Section 4.8.3.2 of Exhibit E of the FLA has been revised to include signage depicting a map showing the 

location of all public recreation facilities owned and managed by NSPW and other public recreational 

facilities that provide water access within the Hayward Project boundary. NSPW has also proposed to 

review and improve directional signage to better define the canoe portage. NSPW already maintains 

safety signage as required in its public safety plan. No new kiosk with safety information has been 

proposed nor is it necessary.  

 

There is existing accessible parking, pathways, picnic facilities, restrooms, and a fishing pier at the Hayward 

City Beach providing accessible access and views of Lake Hayward. NSPW has not proposed to add 

accessible parking/viewing or picnic tables at any of its recreation facilities because they are unnecessary. 

 

As noted in NSPW’s response to NPS 10(a), Recommendation 1, Comment 4, most outdoor recreation 

site managers do not provide garbage receptacles at their recreation sites to avoid dumping of residential 

and other waste not generated on site.  They instead promote a “carry-in/carry-out” policy regarding trash 

management, including the NPS. Therefore, the addition of waste receptacles has not been proposed in 

the FLA. 

 

NPS 10(a) Recommendation 3, Comment 2: 

Presently, three sites provide recreation access and opportunities to visit the flowage that Xcel does not 

own, including the Hayward City Boat Landing, Hayward City Beach & Barrier-Free Fishing Pier, and the 

Hayward Bartz’s Bay Informal Ice Fishing Access. The consultants and visitors identified improvements to 

recreation facilities and experiences in the recreation study and visitor survey. The NPS recommends that 
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Xcel partner with the owners of these facilities to improve recreation access and accessibility of these 

sites that provide access to the flowage. 

 

NSPW Response: 

The condition of the amenities at the Hayward City Boat Landing are described in Section 4.4 of the 

Recreation Study Report in Appendix E-29 of the FLA. The amenities and signage were assessed as 

being in good condition. No survey respondents expressed dissatisfaction with the site.  

 

The condition of the amenities at the Hayward City Beach are described in Section 4.5 of the Recreation 

Study Report. The condition of the amenities and signage were assessed as being in good condition. A 

total of 10 respondents expressed dissatisfaction with the condition of the site due to poor signage, lack 

of trash receptacles, or restroom conditions. Overall, the average satisfaction from all respondents 

regarding these three issues was between “satisfied” and “neutral.”  

 

The Hayward City Boat Launch and Hayward City Beach sites are owned and managed by the City of 

Hayward. The deficiencies noted by several survey respondents do not compromise the sites’ ability to 

provide public access to Lake Hayward. Ultimately, the owner is responsible for the ongoing maintenance 

(including signage, restrooms, and trash management) of the sites. Therefore, NSPW has not proposed 

any enhancements at these sites. 

 

The condition of the amenities at the Bartz’s Bay Informal Fishing Access were assessed in Section 4.6 of 

the Recreation Study Report. All amenities were assessed as being in good condition. No signage is 

located at the site. No survey respondents expressed dissatisfaction with the site. The site is not a 

publicly owned or managed facility; it is a trail located on private land that runs along the boundary of two 

residential parcels.  The trail has historically been used by the public to access the reservoir during the 

winter. It is unknown whether this activity has been approved or authorized by the property owners. 

Therefore, it is misleading to identify this site as a public recreational site nor is it appropriate to 

recommend improvements.  

 

NPS 10(a) Recommendation 3, Comment 3: 

NPS recommends that recreation use at the project be monitored every five years to determine the 

adequacy of recreation facilities over the license term. Every ten years, conduct visitor surveys, consult 

with NPS and other parties on potential actions needed.  

 

NSPW Response:  

See the response to NPS 10(a) Recommendation 1, Comment 6. 

 

NPS 10(a) Recommendation 3, Comment 4: 

NPS recommended that the recreation plan identify management actions to address recreation access in 

consultation with NPS, WDNR, and the City of Hayward. 

 

NSPW Response: 

See the response to NPS 10(a) Recommendation 1, Comment 6. 
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NPS 10(a) Recommendation 3, Comment 5: 

The Licensee will schedule periodic coordination meetings with the NPS and other interested parties 

(e.g., City of Hayward, WDNR) to discuss the measures needed to ensure public safety, manage Project 

recreation facilities, and use, and meet Project visitor needs, consistent with applicable laws, regulations, 

and policies. 

 

NSPW Response: 

As noted in the response to NPS Recommendation 1, Comment 1, NSPW has proposed to conduct 

biennial rapid response invasive surveys and aquatic plant surveys every 6 years. The survey reports will 

be submitted to the stakeholders for comments and those comments will be addressed by NSPW in the 

final report(s) to be filed with FERC. This process will afford the stakeholders the opportunity to provide 

input into aquatic plant management every two years. As noted in the response to NPS 10(a) 

Recommendation 1, Comment 6, NSPW has also proposed to conduct recreational surveys every 6 years, 

allowing for ongoing input into recreation use and needs at the Project throughout the term of the license. 

Since the stakeholders will have opportunities to provide input into aquatic plant management and 

recreation, periodic stakeholder meetings are unnecessary and NSPW has not proposed them in the FLA. 

 

NPS 10(a) Recommendation 3, Comment 6: 

At the Hayward project site, NPS staff examined Xcel-owned recreation sites. NPS supports Xcel 

reviewing and maintaining or improving signage, including a Part 8 sign, at the Canoe Portage Take-Out 

and Carry-In Access site. NPS recommends improvements to signage and additional signage. Signage 

was present for the canoe portage, but current signs are challenging to locate when portaging. Adding 

additional and improvements to signage to make it more visible will help recreationists understand where 

they need to go when portaging.  

 

Additionally, a kiosk with safety information, natural and cultural resource information, regulations, and 

maps that include recreation sites within and adjacent to the project boundary will aid recreationists in 

understanding their surroundings and being able to orient themselves. 

 

NSPW Response: 

NSPW has revised Section 4.8.3.2 of Exhibit E of the FLA to include a map of NSPW owned and 

managed recreation sites and other public recreation sites that provide water access within the Project 

boundary. NSPW has also proposed to review and replace canoe portage directional signage if 

necessary. NSPW already maintains safety signage as required in its public safety plan. No new kiosk 

with safety or cultural information has been proposed, nor is it necessary. Any such recommendations for 

cultural resources information should be considered during of the development of the HPMP.  

 

NPS 10(a) Recommendation 3, Comment 7: 

Furthermore, the NPS recommends that the Licensee monitor and publicize daily flow data. Daily flow 

data will help stakeholders better understand flow rates, pool elevations, and inform the public and 

visitors of what to expect while on the reservoir and riverway. Flow data information can be used to 

educate visitors on river and flowage conditions and improve safety. There is only one gauge at 

Leonards, which creates an information gap for the public, Tribes, and stakeholders. The publication of 

flow information could be online, real-time postings, similar to other hydropower projects. Flow is the key 
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physical driver of the riverine environment and indicator for visitor use and safety. The NPS requests that 

the Applicant share flow data and consult with the WDNR and the NPS on the best way to communicate 

the information. 

 

NSPW Response: 

Section 4.5.3 of Exhibit E of the FLA has been revised to indicate that NSPW will provide daily flow and 

reservoir elevation information for the Hayward Project on a public webpage. Information on how to 

access the info will be included in the Part 8 signage at the Canoe Portage Take-out/Carry-In Access site.  

 

Section 5.5.3 of Exhibit E of the FLA has been revised to indicate that NSPW will provide daily flow and 

reservoir elevation information for the Trego Project on a public webpage. Information on how to access 

the information will be included in the Part 8 signage at the North Tailwater Access and Canoe Portage 

site and the South Tailwater Access site.  

 

NPS 10(a) Recommendation 3, Comment 8: 

Survey respondents indicated a need for barrier-free amenities and facilities at the Hayward Project. 

While accessible sites are provided at Hayward City Beach, installing and maintaining these amenities 

and facilities at the Project will increase and improve accessibility at the Hayward Project. The location 

should be determined in consultation with the NPS, WDNR, and other interested stakeholders. 

 

NSPW Response: 

The existing facilities at the Hayward City Beach, including barrier free parking, pathways, picnic tables, 

and fishing platform, already provide barrier free access to the Project. During the recreation survey, only 

one respondent identified a need for ADA viewing and parking and that was in regard to the Canoe 

Portage Take-Out and Carry-In Access. Therefore, NSPW has not proposed any new accessible facilities 

in the FLA.  

 

NPS 10(a) Recommendation 3, Comment 9: 

There are no trash receptacles at Xcel-owned recreation sites at the Hayward Project. Installing and 

maintaining trash receptacles will help keep public areas clean and provide a safer site for people to 

recreate. Additionally, trash receptacles can potentially help minimize and mitigate trash from entering the 

St. Croix National Scenic Riverway. 

 

NSPW Response: 

As noted in the response to NPS 10(a) Recommendation 1, Comment 4, most outdoor recreation site 

managers do not provide garbage receptacles at their recreation sites to avoid dumping of residential and 

other waste not generated on site. Instead, they promote a “carry-in/carry-out” policy regarding trash 

management. Therefore, waste receptacles are unnecessary and have not been proposed in the FLA. 

 

NPS 10(a) Recommendation 3, Comment 10: 

The Hayward Project reservoir offers a variety of recreation opportunities, including, but not limited to, 

boating, paddling, fishing, and birding. A Recreation Management Plan would address a long-term 

recreation vision for the Hayward Reservoir, including opportunities for existing and potential future 

recreation needs. The Recreation Management Plan would also address ongoing management needs for 
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recreation throughout the license term, which is needed to ensure enhanced recreation experiences and 

protected resources. In addition, recommended improvements on the reservoir will help improve the 

overall recreational experience through maps, portage opportunities, signage, site improvements, barrier-

free facilities, and better management of the resources. 

 

NSPW Response: 

See the response to NPS 10(a) Recommendation 1, Comment 6. The recreation enhancements do not 

substantiate a need for the development of a recreation plan. The enhancements, implementation 

schedule and consultation requirements (if necessary) can be clearly outlined in the license without 

requiring a separate recreation management plan to be developed after the license is issued.  

  

NPS 10(a) Recommendation 4-Water Quality Monitoring and Management Plan for Trego and Hayward 

The NPS recommends that the Licensee develop a Water Quality Monitoring and Management Plan 

consistent with WDNR requirements and include consultation with the NPS and WDNR.  

 

NPS 10(a) Recommendation 4, Comment 1: 

The Plan should, at a minimum, include: 

• Conduct water quality monitoring on regular intervals of the flowage and river. The scope and 

level of effort should be similar to the baseline studies conducted during the relicensing process 

and follow WDNR protocols for the data. 

• Based on the monitoring results, develop management actions to improve water quality 

parameters in consultation with the NPS and WDNR. 

• Report daily discharge data annually (date/time, elevation (feet), discharge (CFS), full pool (feet), 

and temperature). 

• The Plan shall be reviewed and updated periodically throughout the license in consultation with 

the NPS And WDNR. 

 

NSPW Response: 

As noted in Section 4.4.2 of Exhibit E in the FLA: 

 

“Hayward Lake is listed as a “Healthy Waterbody” in WDNR’s 2022 Water Quality Report to Congress., 

Appendix E-Healthy Waters List (WI Department of Natural Resources, 2022a). Water quality monitoring 

conducted in 2022 indicated that all analyzed water quality parameters, except upstream temperature, 

met Wisconsin’s water quality standards. Temperature measurements at Site 1 did not meet Wisconsin 

cold-water temperature standards for the months of June and July. This monitoring site is located at the 

upstream end of the Project and is representative of the temperature of the water before entering 

Hayward Lake. Since the water temperature at Site 1 exceeded the temperature standard before entering 

the Project, Project operations were not the cause for the temperature exceedances. Therefore, the 

proposed operation of the Project is not expected to cause adverse impacts to water quality.”  

 

No additional water quality monitoring has been proposed in the FLA. 
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NPS 10(a) Recommendation 4, Comment 2: 

Water quality issues have been identified in and adjacent to the project area. In its water quality study, the 

Licensee identified impairment of water quality due to algae but did not identify a source of the problem. 

Harmful algae blooms and cyanobacteria have been found downstream in the St. Croix National Scenic 

Riverway. Harmful algae blooms and cyanobacteria can potentially affect public use and recreation. If 

additional water quality problems are identified in the future, there may be a need to develop public health 

and safety measures. 

 

NSPW Response: 

No water quality impairments from algae were identified during the 2022 water quality monitoring at the 

Hayward Project. As noted in Section 5.4.2 of Exhibit E: 

 

“Trego Lake is listed as an impaired water in the WDNR’s 2022 Impaired Waters List for excess algal 

growth due to an unknown pollutant (WI Department of Natural Resources, 2022a). The nutrients typically 

associated with excessive algal growth (i.e., nitrogen, phosphorus, and chlorophyll a) were not found in 

levels that would promote additional algae growth. Despite Trego Lake being listed as impaired, the 

results from water quality sampling conducted in 2022 met all water quality standards. No material 

changes to Project operations are being proposed; therefore, no adverse effects to water quality are 

anticipated from continued operation of the Project.”  

 

Therefore, no additional water quality monitoring is necessary, nor has been proposed in the FLA. 

 

NPS 10(a) Recommendation 4, Comment 3: 

There is a potential for increased water temperatures associated with climate change, causing water 

quality problems. Although Xcel will utilize run-of-river to operate the projects, the presence of the dams 

may result in increased water retention times, exacerbating the water quality problem. Flow is the key 

physical driver of the riverine environment. Flow data is required to calculate concentration data and 

water quality loadings. Flow data is critical for analysis of water quality trends, nutrient loadings, and 

analysis of water quality trends (Magdalene et al. 2016). Continuing to monitor water quality and 

flow/discharge and consult with WDNR and NPS on potential management actions to address issues 

identified during the monitoring will help ensure water quality is protected and visitor safety is addressed 

over the life of the license. 

 

NSPW Response: 

In their May 7, 2021 comments on the PAD, the WDNR stated that the residence times at the Hayward 

and Trego projects were 6 days and 11 days, respectively. The combination of short residence times with 

the existing run-of-river operations reduces the likelihood of Project-related impacts to water 

temperatures. Instances of water temperatures exceeding the state standard at the Hayward Project were 

limited to monitoring site 1 on the upstream end of the reservoir where a cold-water temperature criteria 

exists. These water temperature exceedances reflect the incoming river temperatures to the Project and 

were not adversely affected by Project operations. The Namekagon River from Hayward Lake 

downstream is subject to Wisconsin’s warm water temperature criteria. All other temperatures at the 

Hayward and Trego projects met the warm water and other water quality criteria.  
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According to the Interagency Wild and Scenic River Coordinating Council in its 2004 Technical Guidance 

Paper: Wild and Scenic Rivers Act: Section 7, “the baseline for evaluation of existing hydroelectric 

facilities is the project’s configuration and operation at the time of the river’s designation as subsequently 

modified through FERC processes. The baseline for against which changes in the condition of the rivers 

Outstanding Resource Values (ORVs) due to the hydroelectric project are measured is their condition on 

the date of the river’s designation…Absent changed conditions or trends of affected resources, a project 

proposed to operate in the same or similar manner as of the date of designation is unlikely to result in 

adverse effects.” (Interagency Wild & Scenic River Coordinating Council, 2004). 

 

Both dams were already constructed and operating in their current manner or as subsequently modified 

through the FERC processes when the Namekagon River was first designated a National and Scenic 

River in 1968. Therefore, the comparison of future conditions must be made to those conditions existing 

at that time which included the constructed the dams, not to what the conditions were prior, or may be 

present if the reservoirs were not in place.  

 

NPS 10(a) Recommendation 5-Shoreline Monitoring and Management Plan for Trego and Hayward 

The NPS recommends that Xcel develop a Shoreline Monitoring and Management Plan. 

 

NPS 10(a) Recommendation 5, Comment 1: 

NPS recommended that the plan include the following: 

• Develop survey protocols and methodology in consultation with the NPS, WDNR, and TLD. 

• Conduct shoreline surveys within one year of licensing, followed by every five years to map and 

photo document the shoreline condition and erosion activity. Assess the changes over time to 

identify any issues with the shoreline, such as extensive erosion. 

• The NPS recommends an adaptive approach based on the findings of the survey. If erosion 

occurs more rapidly, the NPS recommends Xcel complete the survey every two years. If the 

studies find little erosion, Xcel could move the survey interval to five years. Develop triggers 

within this Plan and the Historic Properties Management Plan that consider survey frequency in 

response to resource conditions, planned drawdowns, and after high-water events. 

• Based on the results of the studies, develop management actions to address any issues in 

consultation with the NPS, WDNR, and TLD. 

• The Plan should be reviewed and updated every five years in consultation with the NPS, 

WDNR, and TLD. 

 

NSPW Response: 

NSPW has revised Sections 4.33 and 5.33 of Exhibit E of the FLA to include a proposal for conducting 

shoreline erosion surveys at both Projects. NSPW has proposed to conduct erosion surveys of each 

Project’s shoreline, including the tailwater area, within 5 years of license issuance and every 5 years 

thereafter. However, the frequency may be reduced based upon the results from the previous surveys. A 

report would then be submitted to WDNR and NPS for comment. Any agency comments received would 

then be addressed by NSPW in the final report to be submitted to FERC.  

 

The shoreline survey conducted as part of the relicensing process did not identify any areas of erosion 

within either Project. The 1993 PA requires surveys of the reservoir bed during drawdowns and this 
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requirement will be included in the HPMP to be developed under the new license. The Cultural Resource 

Study Report noted that no areas of erosion were identified during the surveys at either Project and that little 

erosion is expected in the future due to the run-of-river operation and lack of erosion noted in previous 

surveys. None of the NPS recommendations or comments justify the development of a more-defined formal 

shoreline management plan. 

 

NPS 10(a) Recommendation 5, Comment 2: 

Xcel proposes to conduct periodic shoreline surveys every ten years. The NPS recommends that surveys 

be conducted more frequently to capture changes in the shoreline due to erosion and Licensee shoreline 

stabilization activities. A five-year survey timeframe is consistent with EPA National Lakes Assessment 

Design protocols. 

 

NSPW Response: 

See the response to NPS 10(a) Recommendation 5, Comment 1. 

 

NPS 10(a) Recommendation 5, Comment 3: 

In recent public meetings, the NPS has received comments and public concerns about the increased use 

and different types of boats compounding shoreline erosion. Xcel did not identify this issue in their 

recreation or shoreline surveys. 

 

NSPW Response: 

NPS has not provided NSPW with any information regarding public concerns about increased use and 

different types of boats compounding shoreline erosion at the Hayward or Trego Projects other than their 

general comment on the DLA.  More specifically, the NPS did not provide the following: 

• Information on the type of meetings held.  

• Locations of the meetings and when the meetings were held. 

• Context of the meetings. 

• Summary of public comments received. 

• Documentation that this perceived erosion has actually taken place at either project. 

 

Information regarding erosion at both Projects was provided in the DLA and was the result of a formal 

designed survey developed in consultation with the resource agencies as part of the relicensing proceeding.  

 

NPS 10(a) Recommendation 6-Aesthetic Guidelines and Best Practices 

The NPS recommends that the Licensee develop guidelines and best practices for visual, night sky, and 

soundscape protection. The guidelines and best practices will serve as a guide to future maintenance and 

capital improvement projects. Xcel should develop the guidelines in consultation with the NPS. The 

guidelines and best practices, at a minimum, should include: 

• Visual design guidelines and best practices ensure the protection of the viewshed, and that future 

construction and maintenance projects blend in with the landscape.  

• Night Sky guidelines and best practices should address project lighting needs and replacements. 

Existing lighting should be evaluated to see if the lighting is necessary or could be removed. 

Necessary lights should be replaced with dark sky friendly lights in the next replacement cycle.  

• Soundscape Protection Best Management Practices should include management strategies and 
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operational scenarios to minimize noise caused by Project Operations and maintenance activities 

to reduce noise for projects that have the potential to impact wildlife and visitor experience. 

 

NSPW Response: 

NSPW is not proposing any new facilities at either Project, as part of this application, that would impact 

aesthetic resources or increase noise. Lighting at both Projects is restricted to safety and security lighting 

near the dams which has been in place since the projects were originally developed. In an effort to follow 

the “No Lighting at All” best practice, no new lighting is being proposed at either Project. In the event new 

lighting is necessary, or existing light fixtures at Project facilities need to be replaced, NSPW will follow 

the current night sky guidelines and best practices, as long as the best practices don’t compromise site 

security or employee and public safety. 

 

NPS 10(a) Recommendation 7-Cultural Resources Programmatic Agreement and Historic 

Properties Management Plan 

 

NPS 10(a) Recommendation 7, Comment 1: 

Section 1.3.4 states that “NSPW anticipates the Commission will meet its obligations under NHPA 

Section 106 through the execution of the Programmatic Agreement.” The NPS agrees with this statement 

that a new programmatic agreement (PA) should be executed for the purposes of the Hayward and Trego 

projects. A new PA is needed: to provide Tribal Nations the opportunity to be parties to and consult on the 

development of the Section 106 agreement; for the agreement to incorporate Tribal input and 

perspectives; and for the agreement to acknowledge reserved treaty rights and resources within the 

Project area. The NPS recommends developing the new PA with interested Tribal Nations, WI SHPO, the 

NPS, and any additional consulting parties. The NPS requested formal consulting party status to the 

Section 106 process for these undertakings pursuant to 36 CFR § 800.3(f) in a letter dated 4/27/21 to 

Secretary Kimberly Bose. As a formal consulting party to the Section 106 process, the NPS requests the 

opportunity to participate in the development of the PA to satisfy Section 106 for these undertakings 

occurring within the Congressionally-authorized boundary of this NPS unit. 

 

NSPW Response: 

On December 30, the1993 statewide PA entitled Programmatic Agreement Between the Federal Energy 

Regulatory Commission, the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation, the State of Wisconsin State 

Historic Preservation Officer, the State of Michigan Historic Preservation Officer for Managing Historic 

Properties that May be affected by New and Amended Licenses Issuing for the Continued Operation of 

Existing Hydroelectric Projects in the State of Wisconsin and adjacent portions of the State of Michigan 

was implemented. The agreement applied to all hydropower projects in the State of Wisconsin and the 

border waters between the State of Wisconsin and State of Michigan. While the agreement did not 

supersede existing PA’s, once the projects are relicensed, they are subject to the 1993 PA. Therefore, the 

1992 Trego PA expires upon issuance of a new license and will be superseded by the 1993 PA. A copy of 

the 1993 PA has been included in Appendix E-51 of Exhibit E. The 1993 PA details pre and post licensing 

procedures to be undertaken and requires the development of a new HPMP. In order to address NPS 

concerns regarding cultural resources, Sections 2.2.2.2 and 4.11.3 of Exhibit E of the FLA have been 

revised to require consultation with the SHPO, NPS, and interested Native American Nations in the 

development of the HPMP. As such, NSPW does not agree that a new PA is necessary for either Project. 
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NPS 10(a) Recommendation 7, Comment 2: 

Xcel also intends to develop a Historic Properties Management Plan (HPMP) for this Project. The HPMP 

should be developed in consultation with the Wisconsin SHPO, interested Tribal Nations, the NPS, and 

any additional consulting parties.  

 

As a formal consulting party to the Section 106 process, the NPS requests the opportunity to participate 

in developing the HPMPs for these undertakings occurring within the Congressionally-authorized 

boundary of this NPS unit. 

 

NSPW Response:  

Sections 2.2.2.2 and 4.11.3 of Exhibit E of the FLA have been revised to require consultation with the 

SHPO, NPS, and interested Native American Nations in the development of the HPMP’s. 

 

NPS 10(a) Recommendation 7, Comment 3: 

Xcel proposes to conduct shoreline surveys to monitor potential effects to archeological resources every ten 

years. The NPS recommends that surveys be conducted more frequently to capture potential erosion and 

changes in the shoreline due to more erratic weather events, recreational uses that create increased wake, 

etc. Under the ten-year cycle, erosion could occur and naturally revegetate before it is observed through 

regular monitoring. Given the additional stressors on the shoreline, a five-year survey timeframe would be 

more appropriate. For reference, the existing HRMP required shoreline monitoring every two years for the 

first four years of the license, followed by periodic monitoring at a frequency agreed to by the Wisconsin 

SHPO. The new HPMP should establish a threshold that would trigger a shoreline survey after high-water 

events of a certain intensity. The new HPMP should also continue stipulating the existing HRMP that 

archeological surveys and monitoring occur on normally inundated lands during drawdown events. 

 

NSPW Response: 

As noted in the Response to NPS 10(a) Recommendation 5, Comment 3, Sections 4.3.3, 4.11.3, 5.5.3, 

and 5.11.3 of Exhibit E of the FLA have been revised to propose shoreline surveys every 5 years during 

the license term of both Projects. Due to the lack of erosion at either Project over the term of their current 

licenses, this frequency will adequately address any future erosion concerns. The 1993 PA requires that 

the HPMP include provisions to conduct surveys of the exposed bed during reservoir drawdowns. 

 

NPS 10(a) Recommendation 8-Interpretive Waysides 

The NPS recommends that the Licensee develop and install waysides to interpret the ruins and remnants 

of logging mills and dams within the Project boundaries to the Public. The NPS also recommends that the 

licensee consult with Tribal nations to see if they would be interested in participating in the development 

of content for interpretive waysides sharing tribal culture and history. 

 

NSPW Response: 

If NPS believes that this type of display would provide additional information regarding the history of the 

WSR, it seems more appropriate to locate such a display at the NPS Namekagon River Visitor Center 

where more members of the public visit, including those simply travelling through the area. As manager of 

the WSR, this type of display aligns with the core mission of the NPS and should not be required to be 

planned or funded by the Licensee. 
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NPS 10(a) Recommendation 9-National Register Nomination 

The NPS recommends that Xcel complete a National Register (NR) nomination for the Trego Hydropower 

District, which was previously deemed eligible for the NR. A nomination identifying the characteristics that 

make the property eligible for the NR would ensure Xcel is preserving what is important about the property. 

A nomination will also enable visitors to learn more about the unique historical features of the Project. 

 

NSPW Response: 

The Trego Project has been evaluated and determined eligible for the National Register. The 1993 PA, 

current CRMP, and HPMP to be developed within 1 year of license issuance requires (or will require) 

consultation with the SHPO, NPS and interested Native American Nations prior to making any changes to 

the historic property. The 1993 PA does not require that a National Register nomination occur for eligible 

properties. Therefore, no nomination is necessary nor has one been proposed. 

 

NPS 10(a) Recommendation 10-Submerged Resource Study 

The NPS recommends that Xcel conduct a submerged resource study during any planned drawdowns 

throughout the life of the license. The study should focus on the areas made dry or visible by drawdowns. 

Conducting a submerged resource study during any planned project drawdowns will enable the 

identification and documentation of submerged resources. This documentation will help identify 

management actions to protect important cultural resources. 

 

NSPW Response: 

According to the terms of the 1993 PA (see Appendix E-51 of Exhibit E), a survey of the submerged bed 

of the reservoir during a drawdown is required to be included in the HPMP. Therefore, NSPW is obligated 

to include this requirement in the HPMP’s to be developed. 

 

NPS 10(a) Recommendation 11-Proposed Boundary Change 

NPS recommends that the Licensee revise the proposed boundary to include the inlet area in the Trego 

Project boundary area and develop an integrated management plan that addresses recreation access 

and vegetation management affected by reservoir sedimentation, including the area proposed for removal 

from the Project Boundary.  

 

NSPW Response: 

The area proposed for removal from the Project boundary is not inundated by the impounding effects of 

the Trego Dam. Therefore, this area has not been included in the proposed Project boundary. As noted in 

the response to NPS 10(a) Recommendation 3, any sedimentation taking place upstream of US Hwy 53 

is likely the result of constrictions in the riverway caused by road embankments and not the result of 

Project operations. Indeed, sedimentation would likely continue regardless of the presence of the dam.  

 

NSPW has proposed to conduct biennial invasive species surveys and aquatic plant surveys every six 

years. The aquatic plant surveys would include mapping of wild rice beds and updated bathymetry. This 

information could then be used in coordination with the TLD’s aquatic plant harvesting efforts to ensure 

that the public continues to have navigational access to the upper reservoir.  
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NPS 10(a) Recommendation 12-Guidance and Coordination for Future Actions 

The NPS recommends that it be explicitly identified as an agency to be consulted on all potential future 

maintenance activities that occur below the ordinary high-water mark due to its responsibilities under 

Section 7(a) of the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act (WSRA). 

 

NSPW Response: 

Sections 4.5.3 and 5.5.3 of Exhibit E of the FLA have been revised to include NPS as a consulting party 

regarding the proposed Rapid Response Invasive Species Plan, Shoreline Erosion Surveys, Operations and 

Compliance Management Plan, HPMP, and In-Kind Work (Section 9 of Exhibit E) occurring below the OHWM. 

 

2.2.3.4 Trego Lake District Comments on the DLA 

TLD Comment 1: 

TLD’s primary concern with Xcel Energy’s draft application is the failure to address the issue of 

sedimentation. It is the single most important issue affecting the health of Trego Lake. Sedimentation 

comes down the Namekagon River and deposits in Trego Lake. The existence of the dam precludes the 

sedimentation passing through. Although sedimentation is building up in Trego Lake, it received only 

passing comments by Xcel. Other agencies also requested that the effect of sedimentation be studied as 

part of this relicensing. 

 

NSPW Response: 

NSPW disagrees. The DLA and FLA both address the sedimentation issue. TLD indicates that sediment 

comes down the Namekagon River and the mere existence of the dam precludes the sediment from 

passing through. NSPW agrees that sediment being deposited within the upper reservoir is originating 

from the Namekagon River upstream of the reservoir and the impounding effects of the Trego Dam. As a 

Licensee, NSPW has no control over the sediment entering the reservoir from upstream. Furthermore, 

Project operations (e.g., reservoir fluctuations) is not the cause of sediment, nor is it contributing to the 

deposition of sediment or the sediment load via shoreline erosion. In the Commission’s frequently asked 

questions section of A Guide to Understanding and Applying the Integrated Licensing Process Study 

Criteria, the Commission indicates the following: 

“The Commission uses current conditions as its baseline for evaluating effects and alternatives. 

This consists of the environment as it exists at the time of licensing, this does not include pre-

project conditions, which the courts have affirmed. Consequently, the Commission does not 

generally require an applicant to re-create pre-project conditions” (FERC, 2012).  

 

Therefore, the current condition with the dams and reservoirs in place is the environmental baseline from 

which the Commission measures potential impacts from continued operation of the Projects.  

 

The Hayward and Trego Projects are unique in that they are also located within a designated wild and 

scenic riverway. Both Projects were originally developed prior to passage of the Wild and Scenic Rivers 

Act, which designated the Namekagon River as part of the St. Croix Wild and Scenic Riverway. Guidance 

provided in the Interagency Wild and Scenic Rivers Coordinating Council’s guidance paper, Wild and 

Scenic Rivers Act: Section 7, states the following: 

“The baseline for evaluation of existing hydroelectric facilities is the project’s configuration and 

operation at the time of the river’s designation as subsequently modified through the FERC 
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processes. The baseline against which changes in the condition of the river’s ORV’s4 due to the 

hydroelectric project are measured is their condition on the date of the river’s designation 

(Interagency Wild & Scenic River Coordinating Council, 2004).”  

 

Therefore, based on this guidance, the environmental baseline conditions to be evaluated for potential 

effects to the wild and scenic riverway is with the dams and reservoirs in place, not the condition prior to the 

development of the dams or a potential future condition that would occur if the dams were not in place. 

 

The guidance further states the following: 

“Absent changed conditions or trends of affected resources, a project proposed to operate in the 

same or similar manner as the date of designation is unlikely to result in adverse effects 

(Interagency Wild & Scenic River Coordinating Council, 2004).” 

 

No material changes to Project operations are proposed as part of this application. The operation of the 

Trego Project is unaffected by sediment in the upper reservoir. Project operations do not contribute to the 

amount of sediment within the reservoir, nor does it cause mobilization of sediment within the reservoir. 

Additionally, no dredging or construction activities have been proposed which could be expected to 

disturb reservoir sediments. NSPW reviewed existing precedent for requested sediment accumulation 

studies when it evaluated which studies to complete as part of this relicensing proceeding. In the 

Commission’s Study Plan Determination for the Ottertail Hydroelectric Project (FERC No. 10853) 

(Accession #20170414-3016), FERC staff did not require a sediment accumulation study at the project 

based upon the same reasons discussed above. 

 

TLD Comment 2: 

Along with the recognition of sediment coming into Trego Lake and the study of its impact, TLD requests 

an action plan be developed to open channels closed because of sedimentation and to prevent additional 

sedimentation coming into Trego Lake. 

 

NSPW Response: 

TLD’s request to prevent additional sedimentation from coming into Trego Lake is unreasonable. As 

discussed in NSPW’s response to TLD’s Comment 1, sediment coming into Trego Lake originates from 

the Namekagon River upstream of the Project and is not under the control of the Licensee. Additionally, 

Project operations are not impacted from sediment within the upper reservoir, nor do they contribute to 

the amount of sediment within the reservoir or cause the sediment to become mobilized. No construction 

activities have been proposed in the FLA that would contribute to additional sediment deposition within 

the upper reservoir.  

 

The Licensee does not have a responsibility to prevent sediment that originates from upstream of the 

Project from depositing within the Project reservoir. Rather, the Licensee has a responsibility to provide 

reasonable public recreational access to the upper portion of the reservoir as a result of its operation of 

the Project. See NSPW’s responses to NPS 10(a) Recommendation 1, Comment 1 discussing proposed 

mitigation measures regarding aquatic plant management and NPS 10(a) Recommendation 1, Comment 

 
4 ORVs are defined as outstanding resource values. 

https://elibrary.ferc.gov/eLibrary/filedownload?fileid=01E9DA0E-66E2-5005-8110-C31FAFC91712
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6 regarding recreation monitoring. These proposed measures will ensure that reasonable public access to 

the upper portion of the reservoir is maintained. 

 

TLD Comment 3: 

The National Park Service, in an April 27, 2021 letter to FERC requested and outlined three studies for 

the Trego Dam relicensing – Recreation Study; Shoreline Survey; and Hydraulics, Sedimentation, and 

Channel Change Study. 

 

Regarding the study on Hydraulics, Sedimentation, and Channel Change, a similar study request was 

also submitted by the Wisconsin Department of Natural Resources (WDNR) and both are supported by 

the Trego Lake District. Nothing has been done on the Hydraulics, Sedimentation and Channel Change 

study and corresponding WDNR study. In addition, neither study has a comment or any response from 

the applicant or consultant in the draft application. 

 

NSPW Response: 

NSPW refutes TLD’s assertion that it did not address sedimentation study requests. On August 2, 2021, a 

Study Summary was submitted to all consulting parties who requested studies. The study summary also 

included NSPW’s rationale for which studies would be completed. NSPW also modified study proposals 

to incorporate additional recommendations from the consulting parties. As noted in the Study Summary, 

certain components of the Sedimentation, Hydraulics, and Channel Change Study were incorporated into 

the ATIS Study and Cultural Study. Likewise, components of the Shoreline Survey requested by NPS 

were conducted in conjunction with the ATIS Study, Cultural Resources Study, and Recreation Study.  

 

NSPW then developed draft study plans and submitted them for comment to those parties who requested 

the studies. Stakeholder comments were incorporated into the final study plans which were subsequently 

filed with the Commission on April 21, 2022 (Accession # 20220421-5293). No parties filed additional 

comments with the Commission regarding the final study plans. Draft study reports were then sent to 

those consulting parties which requested the studies. Comments received from the stakeholders were 

incorporated into the final study reports which were subsequently filed with the DLA. TLD was included in 

all consultation associated with the Study Summary, including the ATIS Study plans and the ATIS Study 

report. NSPW’s consultation efforts regarding studies is discussed in more detail in Section 1.4.2 of 

Exhibit E. Copies of all Stage 2 consultation are included in Attachment B of Appendix E-1 of Exhibit E. 

 

TLD Comment 4: 

The issue of sedimentation cannot be ignored by Xcel as part of the relicensing. In 1989, a WDNR 

Sediment Study Report on Trego Lake’ noted that 2000 cubic yards of sediment accumulate in Trego 

Lake each year. The report stated: “The recently completed engineering study on the lake suggested 

removing between 3 to 4 feet of problem sediment from a 7-acre area in the inlet. Such a project would 

remove approximately 40,000 cubic yards of sediment and would cost between $80,000 and $200,000. At 

an infilling rate of approximately 2000 yards per year, the life expectancy of such a project would be 40 

years.” Since this project was never completed, we can assume that over the last 34 years, an additional 

68,000 cubic yards of sediment have accumulated in the lake. Or a total of 108.000 cubic yards. TLD’s 

May 6, 2021, letter to FERC in support of the study reiterated these findings and concerns about the 

enormous impact sedimentation is having on the lake.  

https://elibrary.ferc.gov/eLibrary/filedownload?fileid=0F54CC7A-8C47-C28E-A27E-804E25E00000
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NSPW Response: 

Information regarding the WDNR sediment study report was included in Section 5.3.1.5.2 of Exhibit E of the 

DLA and a copy of the report is included in Appendix E-35 of Exhibit E of the FLA. In their comments, TLD 

overlooks the fact that the WDNR study also indicated that the infill rate, when compared to rates observed 

in other impoundments in Wisconsin, is extremely low. The study also showed that while sedimentation had 

taken place since the reservoir was created, water depths in two transects increased and the remaining 

transects were relatively unchanged between 1978 and 1988 (WI Department of Natural Resources, 1989). 

 

TLD Comment 5: 

“[A] February 27, 1992, FERC Environmental Assessment states: Since the project’s construction in 

1927, considerable (emphasis added), sediment deposition has occurred, creating wetlands in inlets of 

the Trego impoundment, particularly the upstream end where the Namekagon River enters. In this area, 3 

to 8 feet of sediment has been deposited (an estimated 145,000 cubic yards). Estimates show that 2000 

cubic yards of sediment per year continue to settle in the upper reaches of the impoundment (WDNR, 

1969). As a result of the shallow condition, aquatic plants invade such areas, especially in the 15-acre 

Namekagon River inlet area.”’ 

 

The FERC environmental Assessment cited highlights the significant impact of the estimated sediment 

rate, not just the amount of deposit. Additionally, the 1992 Environmental Assessment goes on to 

recommend developing a management plan to assess an option to address sedimentation and plant 

growth (a rejected drawdown plan, then supported by TLD). It recommends that “the issue be reevaluated 

on a recurring basis every four years because of the high value of project impoundment for recreational 

activity as part of a National Wild and Scenic River.” The conclusion from these statements is that 

sedimentation is an issue that needs to be reviewed and addressed. 

 

Further, the October 31,1995 FERC Order Modifying and Approving Drawdown Needs Analysis states: “the 

licensee is responsible for providing the recreating public access to the upper portion of the reservoir.” To 

provide this access, the licensee (Xcel Energy) must study and address the sedimentation issue, which 

directly affects lake access, recreation, the growth of aquatic plants, and aquatic invasive species. 

 

NSPW Response: 

See NSPW’s responses to TLD Comment 3, NPS 10(a) Recommendation 1, Comment 1, and NPS 10(a), 

Recommendation 1, Comment 6 regarding studies completed and proposed mitigation measures to 

ensure recreational access to the upper portion of the reservoir is maintained over the term of the 

subsequent license. 

 

TLD Comment 6: 

A 2022 aerial map of the southeast end of Trego Lake (See Figure 1) shows the sediment build up. 

Compare that photo with a 1966 WDNR topographical map of the same area of the lake which shows 

open water and depths of three to five feet. (See Figure 2) Sediment has overwhelmed this area and/or is 

pushing further into Trego Lake. Trego Lake has already gone 32 years without significant study on the 

impact of sedimentation, and an additional 30-plus years after relicensing without study would be contrary 

to Xcel’s legal obligations to address recreation and subsequent environmental impacts on the project 

area and inconsistent with the 1968 Wild and Scenic River designation for’ the Namekagon River. 
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NSPW Response: 

As part of the ATIS Study, an aquatic plant survey was completed for the Project. Updated bathymetric 

maps were then generated from the survey data collected. The updated bathymetric maps are located in 

Appendix E-2 of Exhibit E of the FLA. Refer to NSPW’s responses to NPS 10(a) Recommendation 1, 

Comment 1 and NPS 10(a) Recommendation 6 for mitigation measures proposed under the subsequent 

license term to ensure continued reasonable public access to the upper portion of the Project reservoir. 

 

TLD Comment 7: 

In 2015, TLD applied for and received grants from the WDNR, Washburn County, and the Town of Trego 

to dredge navigation channels in the inlet. TLD spent $90.000 to open our channels for navigation and 

lake access. Xcel was asked to participate but declined. Because of a significant high-water event, the 

channels lasted only two years. Without more significant minding, TLD has spot-dredged the channels in 

the south end each year, removing about 10 to 15 cubic yards of sand. The Trego Lake District 

purchased a mini-dredge and supporting equipment for $19,000 and, with the help of homeowner 

volunteers, has spent about 200 person- hours annually to keep minimal boat channels open for 

recreational purposes. 

 

Again, the issue of sedimentation cannot be ignored by Xcel as part of the relicensing. It was recognized 

as an issue during the prior relicensing, it has continued through the present and will continue to fill in 

Trego Lake during the life of this license. 

 

Sedimentation buildup creates an environment for weeds, including Aquatic Invasive Species (AIS) to 

grow. Weeds are cut each year to keep channels open and control the spread to other areas of the lake. 

Each year, TLD continues to expand the area of weed cutting at our own expense. Additionally, TLD is 

exploring other methods (such as chemical herbicides) to control AIS and open up navigation channels. 

 

NSPW Response: 

Lake Districts are authorized under Wisconsin Statute Chapter 33 (Chapter 33) and classified as 

governmental bodies with elected or appointed leaders and annual budgets funded from tax levies or 

special assessments. Special assessments are typically used for larger capital projects and may only be 

levied against benefitted property (Wisconsin State Legislature, 2023). Under TLD’s current bylaws, the 

district is allowed to conduct feasibility studies, adopt plans, and carry out implementation work including, 

but not limited to, aeration, nutrient diversion, nutrient removal or inactivation, erosion control, sediment 

manipulation including dredging, bottom treatments, weed and algae control, swimmer's itch control, and 

water level control (Trego Lake District, 2022). The activities undertaken by TLD to address sedimentation 

and weed control are those envisioned under NR 33. As a governmental entity, TLD has the ability to levy 

taxes upon its members to conduct district approved activities. It is unreasonable to expect NSPW to fund 

all activities undertaken by TLD. As the Licensee, NSPW is responsible for ensuring reasonable public 

recreation access to the entire reservoir, including the upper portion. Mitigation measures have been 

proposed in this application to ensure reasonable public recreation access to the entire reservoir is 

maintained over the term of the subsequent license.  

 

  



Hayward and Trego Hydroelectric Projects  FERC Project Nos. 2417 and 2711 
Final License Application  Appendix E-1-Documentation of Consultation 
 

 

NSPW 69 November 2023 

 

© Copyright 2023 NSPW 

TLD Comment 8: 

TLD believes there is a need for an integrated management plan that will span the life of the licensee’s 

contract dealing with sedimentation, recreation, and vegetation not only for the homeowners on the lake 

but the public. 

 

The TLD cannot shoulder the burden of a quality Scenic Wild River lake experience on its own. Among 

Xcel, the National Park Service, WDNR, Washburn County, Town of Trego, and TLD, we believe there is 

an obligation to each party to stop the degradation of Trego Lake room where the Namekagon River 

enters the lake through to the Dam. The sedimentation and vegetation issues will not stop until something 

is done to manage sedimentation. What will happen in the near future when twenty-five percent of our 

lake owners are cut off from the lake? What happens to the tax base for the county and town? What 

about the experience on the St. Croix Scenic Riverway when canoeists cannot pass through the lake 

without a mile portage because we have lost water depth? 

 

NSPW Response: 

As noted in the response to NPS 10(a) Recommendation 1, Comment 1, NSPW has proposed mitigation 

measures to monitor aquatic plants and water depths in the upper portion of Trego Lake. More 

specifically, the mitigation includes a proposal to periodically conduct rapid response invasive species 

monitoring, aquatic plant monitoring, and water depth monitoring within the reservoir throughout the term 

of the next license. NSPW has also proposed to provide funding to the TLD for aquatic invasive species 

management activities to maintain reasonable navigational access to the upper reservoir. NSPW has 

further proposed several recreational improvements at its FERC-approved recreation sites as well as 

routine recreation monitoring (every 6 years) throughout the term of the subsequent license. These 

measures are sufficient to address the various environmental and recreation concerns of the TLD without 

the need to develop an integrated management plan.  

 

TLD fails to discuss the benefits of vegetation within the reservoir. Rather, they imply all vegetation 

should be removed. The existing aquatic vegetation within Trego Lake provides quality fish and wildlife 

habitat, including wild rice, a plant species of cultural importance for Native Americans. Wild rice beds are 

shown in Figure 8 of the ATIS report (Appendix E-3 of Exhibit E in the FLA). 

 

As previously noted, sediment deposited in the upper reservoir originates from the Namekagon River 

upstream of the Project and the impounding effects of the Trego Dam. Project operations neither cause 

nor contribute to the sediment loading. Deposition of sediment occurs when a river enters a lake and 

streamflow velocities are reduced, allowing heavier suspended solids to settle out or become deposited. 

This is a natural process that occurs in natural lakes as well as impoundments. The deposition is not 

caused by the operation of the Project, it is the result of the mere presence of the reservoir, which is the 

current condition. As noted in NSPW’s response to TLD Comment 1,” the Commission uses current 

conditions as its baseline for evaluating effects and alternatives. This consists of the environment as it 

exists at the time of licensing, this does not include pre-project conditions” (FERC, 2012). 

 

Since the project is operated in a run-of-river mode, a channel through the reservoir will be maintained 

annually by fluvial geomorphic processes during elevated inflow events. However, that channel may shift 
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over time. The mitigation measures proposed by NSPW in Exhibit E adequately balance the needs of 

public recreation, fish and wildlife habitat, water quality, and cultural resources.  

 

TLD Comment 9: 

As part of the 1990s relicensure, Xcel has partnered with TLD to harvest aquatic plants in the large basin 

where sedimentation has reduced depth allowing aquatic plants to grow. Per the agreement, TLD 

contacts and works with the harvesting company, marks the channels, and oversees the harvesting. 

Xcel/NSP pays the cost of harvesting, pays for navigational buoys for channels, and has the financial 

responsibility for the project. 

 

Based on Xcel's failure to meet their responsibilities under the current license, TLD is concerned that Xcel 

will not fulfill their responsibilities under the new licensure. 

 

NSPW Response: 

NSPW has coordinated with TLD since 1997 on funding aquatic vegetation harvesting. Table 2.2.3.4-1 

summarizes the annual reimbursements NSPW has provided to TLD. NSPW has a responsibility to 

provide reasonable access for recreation within the reservoir. However, NSPW is not required to fund any 

and all measures the TLD desires. A determination of what is required for reasonable recreation access 

on Trego Lake was made by NSPW during the development of its proposed mitigation measures 

provided in Exhibit E of the FLA. The proposed mitigation measures are reasonable based upon the 

effects from Project operations.  
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Table 2.2.3.4-1 Summary of NSPW’s Annual Reimbursements to TLD for Aquatic Vegetation Harvesting 

Year Reimbursement Contractor Other Comments 

1997 $5,500 Aquatic Nuisance Control  

1998 $5,500 Aquatic Nuisance Control  

1999 $5,379 Aquatic Nuisance Control  

2000 $5,850 Aquatic Nuisance Control  

2001 $6,500 Aquatic Nuisance Control  

2002 $5,000 Midwest Aquatics  

2003 $5,000 Midwest Aquatics  

2004 $5,000 Midwest Aquatics  

2005 $5,000 Midwest Aquatics  

2006 $5,000 Midwest Aquatics  

2007 $5,250 Midwest Aquatics  

2008 $5,250 Midwest Aquatics  

2009 $5,500 Midwest Aquatics  

2010 $5,500 Midwest Aquatics  

2011 $5,800 Midwest Aquatics  

2012 $6,000 Midwest Aquatics  

2013 $6,000 Midwest Aquatics  

2014 $1,800 Midwest Aquatics 
Harvesting not completed, reimbursement of 
non-refundable deposit 

2015 $6,000 Midwest Aquatics  

2016 $6,000 Midwest Aquatics  

2017 $6,000 Midwest Aquatics  

2018 $1,890 Midwest Aquatics 
Harvesting not completed, reimbursement of 
non-refundable deposit 

2019 $8,000 Midwest Aquatics  

2020 $2,500 Midwest Aquatics  

2021 $4,800 
TSB Lakefront Restoration 

and Diving, LLC 
 

2022 $2,640 
TSB Lakefront Restoration 

and Diving, LLC 
 

2023 $2,500 
TSB Lakefront Restoration 

and Diving, LLC 
 

TOTAL $135,159   

 

TLD Comment 10: 

As NPS has noted, TLD questions the reasoning behind Xcel’s proposed change in the Trego Project 

Boundary as part of this 40-year relicensure. TLD is concerned about this proposed change because it 

could impact the sedimentation issue. Could a change in the project boundary permit Xcel to avoid its 

obligation to address sedimentation? Xcel should not be permitted to redefine its project boundaries when 

Xcel failed to address the very sedimentation causing the changed conditions and driving its request for 

the project boundary change.  
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NSPW Response: 

As previously noted, the submerged lands proposed for removal from the Project boundary are not 

inundated by the Project at its maximum reservoir elevation of 1035.2 feet NGVD. Any sedimentation 

occurring in these areas is likely the result of manmade constrictions within the riverway as discussed in 

NSPW’s response to NPS 10(a) Recommendation 2. NSPW does not have a responsibility to address 

sedimentation occurring upstream of the reservoir and outside the impounding effects of the Trego Dam. 

 

TLD Comment 11: 

Buried in the Estimated Costs of Proposed Environmental Measures section of the Description of the 

Project document, TLD finds the language: “Provide a one-time payment not to exceed $75,000 to the 

TLD to cost- share up to 75% of the total cost towards the purchase of a weed harvester. This one-time 

commitment would be in lieu of the annual reimbursement NSPW currently provides TLD for aquatic 

vegetation harvesting.” 

 

This “offer” has never been communicated to TLD in any form other than what is in the description 

document. Additionally, the amount identified is a one-time payment in 2023 dollars and does not take 

into account the increase of costs over time during the 40-year lifespan of the license. Furthermore, it 

ignores the changing nature of a Stowage over that time and the impact to the lake, its residents, and 

recreators that will enjoy it. Further, the offer addresses only the symptom and not the cause of the 

increased aquatic and invasive plants, which is sedimentation. TLD has been responsible for addressing 

sedimentation. The costs for these efforts since 2010 have come to about $125,000, not including all the 

hours TLD has accrued to plan, conduct, and maintain all or part of the dredge operation. Funds to 

conduct these efforts have come from grants, loans, donations, and tax levies. Nothing from Xcel. 

 

TLD is concerned that this offer may be a strategy for Xcel to avoid future involvement to address the 

effects of sedimentation. In any event, the offer deals only with the symptom and not the fundamental 

cause of the problem. 

 

NSPW Response: 

See Table 2.2.3.4-1 for a summary of annual funding provided by NSPW to TLD for aquatic plant 

harvesting during the current license term. NSPW’s proposal to provide $75,000 to TLD for the purchase 

of a weed harvester is discussed in Exhibit E of the DLA under Section 3.2.2.2 “Proposed Environmental 

Measures”, Section 5.5.3 “Trego Project Proposed Environmental Measures” and Section 7.2.2 

“Proposed Operation Alternative.” The proposal was also included in Exhibit A of the DLA under Section 

12 “Estimated Costs of Environmental Mitigation Measures”. Describing the funding proposal in four 

locations in the DLA does not constitute an attempt to “bury” the proposal.  

 

In response to TLD’s comments on the DLA, NSPW has revised Section 5.5.3 of Exhibit E of the FLA 

to include a proposal for a one-time payment of $150,000 to TLD. The funding would be used for 

invasive species management and control activities over the term of the subsequent license.  This one-

time commitment would be in lieu of the annual reimbursement currently provided for aquatic 

vegetation harvesting and would require TLD to provide an annual report to NSPW documenting the 

current year’s activities.  

 

The Licensee is ultimately responsible for ensuring that the public has reasonable recreational access to 

the upper portion of the reservoir. However, this should not be interpreted to mean NSPW is responsible 
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for ensuring that all riparian owners on the reservoir have motor boat access to the reservoir. NSPW’s 

proposed funding to TLD, in combination with the proposed aquatic plant surveys, updated bathymetric 

mapping, and recreation monitoring, will ensure that reasonable public recreational access to the upper 

portion of the reservoir continues throughout the term of the subsequent license.  

 

TLD Comment 12: 

NPS noted concerns in the closing of the Wisconsin Department of Transportation access site on the 

Namekagon River in Trego because of the re-routing of the intersection of U.S. Highways 63 and 53. TLD 

is also concerned about these closures. The loss of this access point may divert recreators to the Trego 

Town Park landing, which is congested with sediment and aquatic plants. In addition to the closed 

landings being used by those coming down the Namekagon River, it was also used by Trego riparian 

landowner canoeists, kayakers, and tubers to access the upper portions of Trego Lake. We think the 

three studies proposed by NPS are likely to document a need for improved access with the potential for 

modifications at the Trego Town Park landing. 

 

NSPW Response: 

The Lakeside Road access site, closed by NPS, was located near their visitor center and offered carry-in 

access for canoers and kayakers. NPS chose to close the site, rather than retain vehicular access, during 

the relocation of Highway 63. The site was primarily used as a carry-in access. A photograph of the now-

closed access site is shown in Figure 2.2.3.4-1. The site featured a stairway extending to the river where 

recreationists could launch canoes, kayaks, or tubes for travel downstream to Trego Lake. The site also 

served as a take-out for canoers, kayakers, or tubers who launched farther upstream.  

 

Figure 2.2.3.4-1 Former NPS Lakeside Road Access Site (Now Closed) 

 

 

The Town of Trego Park Boat Landing is located on Cash Road and features a concrete plank ramp. 

Water depths limit the launching to small boats, canoes, kayaks and tubes. The Recreation Study Report 

indicated that the landing is primarily used as a put-in and take-out for canoers and kayakers (Appendix E-

29 of Exhibit E). The bathymetric maps, included in Appendix E-2 of Exhibit E, show that the water depths 
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are suitable for use by canoers and kayakers. This site actually provides an easier carry-in access than the 

former NPS Lakeside Road site because it does not require the user to traverse down a set of stairs to 

access the river. The Town of Trego Park Boat Landing can also serve as a take-out for paddlers who 

launch farther upstream but do not wish to travel through Trego Lake. 

 

Contrary to TLD’s assertion, this landing is not affected by excessive aquatic plants as shown in Figure 

2.2.3.4-2 and evidenced by the results of the ATIS Study (Appendix E-29 of Exhibit E). This landing is 

capable of handling any additional demand for carry-in access that could result from the closure of NPS’ 

Lakeside Road Access site and it provides additional parking.  

 

NPS indicated in their response to the Recreation Study that they were interested in developing a new 

access site near the Highway 63 bridge crossing to replace the closed Lakeside Road site. Since the 

NPS decided to close the Lakeside Road site and not retain vehicular access, and the existing Trego 

Park Boat Landing can serve as an alternative access, NSPW has not proposed to coordinate or fund the 

development of the new site proposed by NPS. 

 

Figure 2.2.3.4-2 Trego Park Boat Landing 

 

 

TLD Comment 13: 

Consequently, the decision on the boundary request needs to be either denied or deferred until the 

completion of the requested sedimentation study. 

 

NSPW Response: 

See NSPW’s response to NPS 10(a) Recommendation 11 and the responses to TLD Comments 1, 8, 

and 10.  
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3. Documentation of Consultation 

3.1 Stage 1 Consultation 

Copies of Stage 1 correspondence between the stakeholders and the Applicant, beginning with the 

submittal of the PAD Questionnaire and ending with the written study requests, are included in 

Attachment A. The correspondence is presented in chronological order. 

 

3.2 Stage 2 Consultation 

Copies of Stage 2 correspondence between stakeholders and the Applicant, beginning with the written 

study requests, through consultation on the DLA, and ending just before the filing of the FLA, are 

included in Attachment B. The correspondence is presented on a stakeholder-by-stakeholder basis in 

chorological order. 

  

3.3 Stage 3 Consultation 

The Applicant sent a copy of the cover letter submitting the FLA to the Commission, which included a link to 

the Project’s relicensing website, to all relevant resource agencies, tribes, non-governmental organizations, 

and other potentially interested parties included in the distribution list, via certified mail (including owners of 

any property adjacent to or within the Project boundary). From this website (http://hydrorelicensing.com/), an 

electronic copy of the publicly available documents of the FLA may be downloaded. Stakeholders that 

experience difficulty downloading the document(s) may request an electronic version on a USB drive be sent 

via US Mail. 

http://hydrorelicensing.com/
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4. Evidence of Holding Public Meeting 

4.1 Newspaper Notice 

In accordance with the schedule set by the Commission, the Licensee held a JAM on March 11, 2021. 

The JAM was held virtually due to COVID-19 Centers for Disease Control and corporate guidelines 

restricting public gatherings and discretionary travel at the time. A public notice of the JAM was 

published in the Sawyer County Record on February 24, 2021, and the Spooner Advocate on February 

25, 2021. The Commission and stakeholders were also notified of this meeting via e-filing and U.S. Mail, 

respectively, on February 22, 2021. A site visit to the Project was held on June 17, 2021. A public notice 

of the site visit was published on June 2, 2021, in the Sawyer County Record and on June 3, 2021, in 

the Spooner Advocate. The Commission and stakeholders were also notified of this meeting via e-filing 

and U.S. Mail, respectively, on May 28, 2021. 
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4.2 Recording of Public Meeting 

A recording of the Joint Agency Meeting was e-filed with the FERC on April 9, 2021.  

 



ATTACHMENT A  

STAGE 1 CONSULTATION 

A-1



Hayward and Trego Questionnaire  

A-2



Hayward Hydroelectric Project  
FERC No. 2417: Namekagon River, City of Hayward, Sawyer County, WI  
Licensee: Northern States Power Company - Wisconsin (d/b/a Xcel Energy) 

 

 
 

Installed Capacity: 168 kilowatt (kW), 1 unit 
 

License Expires: November 30, 2025 
 

Notice of Intent to Relicense Due: November 30, 2020 
 

Project Operation Mode: Run-of-River 
 

Minimum Flow Requirement: 8 cubic feet per second (cfs) or inflow at all times  
 

Reservoir Elevation Requirements:   

• Target: 1,187.4 feet NGVD 

• Minimum: 1,187.0 feet NGVD  

• Maximum: 1,187.5 feet NGVD  
 

Approximate Reservoir Surface Acreage: 247 acres  

A-3
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Hayward Hydroelectric Project – FERC Project No. 2417 

Namekagon River – Sawyer County, Wisconsin 

Licensing Preliminary Application Document Information Questionnaire 

 
Northern States Power Company-Wisconsin (“NSPW”) d/b/a Xcel Energy,  has retained Mead & Hunt, 

Inc. (“Mead & Hunt”) to assist with the federal relicensing process for the Hayward Hydroelectric 

Project (“Project”) located on the Namekagon River in northwestern Wisconsin. Under Federal Energy 

Regulatory Commission (“FERC”) regulations, NSPW is preparing a Preliminary Application 

Document (“PAD”) that provides the FERC and other entities with existing, relevant, and reasonably 

available information pertaining to the Project to help identify issues and related information needs, 

develop study requests and study plans, and prepare documents analyzing impacts. The PAD 

Information Questionnaire will be used to help identify sources of existing, relevant, and reasonably 

available information that is not in NSPW’s possession. 

 

1. Information about person completing this questionnaire: 

 

 Name:       Title:        

 Organization:             

 Address:              

              

 Phone:       Email:         

  

 

2. Do you or your organization plan to participate in the 3 to 5 year-long licensing proceeding for the 

Hayward Hydroelectric Project? 

 

 Yes  No 

 

 

3. Do you or your organization know of existing, relevant, and reasonably available information that 

describes the existing environment or known potential impacts of the Project? 

 

 Yes (Please complete 3a thru 3f)  No (Proceed to 4) 

 

a. If yes, check box(es) to indicate the specific resource area(s) that the information relates to: 

 

 Geology and soils  Recreational and land use 

 Water resources  Aesthetic resources 

 Fish and aquatic resources  Cultural resources 

 Wildlife and botanical resources  Socio-economic resources 

 Wetlands, riparian, and littoral habitat  Tribal resources 

 Rare, threatened, and endangered species  Other resource information 

 

 

 

 

 

Questions 3b – 3f are continued on the following pages 
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Hayward Hydroelectric Project – FERC Project No. 2417 

Namekagon River – Sawyer County, Wisconsin 

Licensing Preliminary Application Document Information Questionnaire 

 

b. Briefly describe the information or list available documents:   
(Additional information, if any, may be provided on page 4) 

             

             

             

             

             

             

 

 

c. Where or how can NSPW obtain this information? 

             

             

             

             

             

             

 

 

d. Please indicate whether there is a specific representative you wish to designate for potential follow-

up contact by NSPW or its representative for the resource area(s) checked in 3a: (Additional 

information, if any, may be provided on page 4) 

 

Representative Contact Information 

  

Name:    Title:         

Address:             

             

Phone:    Email:          

 

 

Name:    Title:         

Address:             

             

Phone:    Email:          

 

 

Questions 3e – 3f are continued on the following page 
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Hayward Hydroelectric Project – FERC Project No. 2417 

Namekagon River – Sawyer County, Wisconsin 

Licensing Preliminary Application Document Information Questionnaire 

 

e. Are you aware of any particular issues pertaining to the specific resource area(s) identified in 3a?  
(Additional information, if any, may be provided on page 4) 

 

 Yes (Please list specific issues below)  No 

 

Resource Area Specific Issue 

          

          

          

          

          

          

          

          

          

          

          

          

 

 

f. Based on the issues identified in 3e, are you aware of any potential studies or information needs 

associated with the identified issues?  (Additional information, if any, may be provided on page 4) 

 

 Yes (Please list below)  No 

 

Potential Studies or Information Needs 
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Hayward Hydroelectric Project – FERC Project No. 2417 

Namekagon River – Sawyer County, Wisconsin 

Licensing Preliminary Application Document Information Questionnaire 

 

4. NSPW is considering using the Traditional Licensing Process for relicensing the Hayward Project. Do 

you have concerns with the use of the TLP?  If so, please specify your concerns. 

 

 Yes  (Please describe concerns below)  No 

 

Traditional Licensing Process Concerns 

              

              

              

              

              

              

              

 

 

5. NSPW is interested in any additional comments, questions, or information you may have regarding the 

licensing of the Project. If the additional comments, questions, or information you provide below pertain 

to a particular question, please indicate the applicable question (such as 3b, 3d, 3e, 3f). 

 

Additional comments, questions, or information 

              

              

              

              

              

              

              

              

              

 

Please return this completed questionnaire to Mead & Hunt using the enclosed self-addressed, 

stamped envelope within 30 days of receipt to allow for follow-up by NSPW or its representative.   

 

Not responding within 30 days will indicate you are not aware of any existing, relevant, and reasonably 

available information that describes the existing environment or known potential impacts of the Projects. 

 

Comments and/or questions may also be sent via email to: Darrin.Johnson@meadhunt.com 
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Trego Hydroelectric Project  
FERC No. 2711: Namekagon River, Town of Trego, Washburn County, WI  
Licensee: Northern States Power Company - Wisconsin (d/b/a Xcel Energy) 

 

 
 

Installed Capacity: 1,200 kilowatt (kW) 

• Unit 1: 700 kW  

• Unit 2: 500 kW  
 

License Expires: November 30, 2025 
 

Notice of Intent to Relicense Due: November 30, 2020 
 

Project Operation Mode: Run-of-River 
 

Reservoir Elevation Requirements:   

• Target: 1,034.9 feet NGVD 

• Minimum: 1,034.6 feet NGVD  

• Maximum: 1,035.2 feet NGVD  
 

Approximate Reservoir Surface Acreage: 470 acres  
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Trego Hydroelectric Project – FERC Project No. 2711 

Namekagon River – Washburn County, Wisconsin 

Licensing Preliminary Application Document Information Questionnaire 

 
Northern States Power Company-Wisconsin (“NSPW”) d/b/a Xcel Energy, has retained Mead & Hunt, 

Inc. (“Mead & Hunt”) to assist with the federal relicensing process for the Trego Hydroelectric Project 

(“Project”) located on the Namekagon River in northwestern Wisconsin. Under Federal Energy 

Regulatory Commission (“FERC”) regulations, NSPW is preparing a Preliminary Application 

Document (“PAD”) that provides the FERC and other entities with existing, relevant, and reasonably 

available information pertaining to the Project to help identify issues and related information needs, 

develop study requests and study plans, and prepare documents analyzing impacts. The PAD 

Information Questionnaire will be used to help identify sources of existing, relevant, and reasonably 

available information that is not in NSPW’s possession. 

 

1. Information about person completing this questionnaire: 

 

 Name:       Title:        

 Organization:             

 Address:              

              

 Phone:       Email:         

  

 

2. Do you or your organization plan to participate in the 3 to 5 year-long licensing proceeding for the 

Trego Hydroelectric Project? 

 

 Yes  No 

 

 

3. Do you or your organization know of existing, relevant, and reasonably available information that 

describes the existing environment or known potential impacts of the Project? 

 

 Yes (Please complete 3a thru 3f)  No (Proceed to 4) 

 

a. If yes, check box(es) to indicate the specific resource area(s) that the information relates to: 

 

 Geology and soils  Recreational and land use 

 Water resources  Aesthetic resources 

 Fish and aquatic resources  Cultural resources 

 Wildlife and botanical resources  Socio-economic resources 

 Wetlands, riparian, and littoral habitat  Tribal resources 

 Rare, threatened, and endangered species  Other resource information 

 

 

 

 

 

Questions 3b – 3f are continued on the following pages 
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Trego Hydroelectric Project – FERC Project No. 2711 

Namekagon River – Washburn County, Wisconsin 

Licensing Preliminary Application Document Information Questionnaire 

 

b. Briefly describe the information or list available documents:   
(Additional information, if any, may be provided on page 4) 

             

             

             

             

             

             

 

 

c. Where or how can NSPW obtain this information? 

             

             

             

             

             

             

 

 

d. Please indicate whether there is a specific representative you wish to designate for potential follow-

up contact by NSPW or its representative for the resource area(s) checked in 3a: (Additional 

information, if any, may be provided on page 4) 

 

Representative Contact Information 

  

Name:    Title:         

Address:             

             

Phone:    Email:          

 

 

Name:    Title:         

Address:             

             

Phone:    Email:          

 

 

Questions 3e – 3f are continued on the following page 
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Trego Hydroelectric Project – FERC Project No. 2711 

Namekagon River – Washburn County, Wisconsin 

Licensing Preliminary Application Document Information Questionnaire 

 

e. Are you aware of any particular issues pertaining to the specific resource area(s) identified in 3a?  
(Additional information, if any, may be provided on page 4) 

 

 Yes (Please list specific issues below)  No 

 

Resource Area Specific Issue 

          

          

          

          

          

          

          

          

          

          

          

          

 

 

f. Based on the issues identified in 3e, are you aware of any potential studies or information needs 

associated with the identified issues?  (Additional information, if any, may be provided on page 4) 

 

 Yes (Please list below)  No 

 

Potential Studies or Information Needs 
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Trego Hydroelectric Project – FERC Project No. 2711 

Namekagon River – Washburn County, Wisconsin 

Licensing Preliminary Application Document Information Questionnaire 

 

4. NSPW is considering using the use of the Traditional Licensing Process for relicensing the Trego 

Project. Do you have concerns with the use of the TLP?  If so, please specify your concerns. 

 

 Yes  (Please describe concerns below)  No 

 

Traditional Licensing Process Concerns 

              

              

              

              

              

              

              

 

 

5. NSPW is interested in any additional comments, questions, or information you may have regarding the 

licensing of the Project. If the additional comments, questions, or information you provide below pertain 

to a particular question, please indicate the applicable question (such as 3b, 3d, 3e, 3f). 

 

Additional comments, questions, or information 

              

              

              

              

              

              

              

              

              

 

Please return this completed questionnaire to Mead & Hunt using the enclosed self-addressed, 

stamped envelope within 30 days of receipt to allow for follow-up by NSPW or its representative.   

 

Not responding within 30 days will indicate you are not aware of any existing, relevant, and reasonably 

available information that describes the existing environment or known potential impacts of the Project. 

 

Comments and/or questions may also be sent via email to: Darrin.Johnson@meadhunt.com 

A-12



 
 
 
1414 West Hamilton Avenue 
PO Box 8 
Eau Claire, WI 54702-0008 

 

1 

Hayward and Trego Hydroelectric Project Licensing 
FERC Project Nos. 2417 and 2711 

 
Indian Tribes 
Edith Leoso, THPO 

Bad River Band of the Lake Superior 

Tribe of the Chippewa 

P.O. Box 39 

Odanah, WI 54861-0039 

THPO@badriver-nsn.gov 

 

Clinton Parish, Chairman 

Bay Mills Indian Community of Michigan 

12140 W. Lakeshore Dr. 

Brimley, MI 49715-9319 

 

Ned Daniels Jr., Chairman 

Forest County Potawatomi Community of WI 

3051 Sand Lake Rd. 

Crandon, WI 54520-9801 

 

Michael LaRonge, THPO 

Forest County Potawatomi Community of WI 

5320 Wensaut Lane, P.O. Box 340 

Crandon, WI 54520  

Michael.LaRonge@FCPotawatomi-nsn.gov 

 

Marlin WhiteEagle, President 

Ho Chunk Nation of WI 

PO Box 667 

Black River Falls, WI 54615-0667 

 

William Quackenbush, THPO 

Ho Chunk Nation of WI 

P.O. Box 667 

Black River Falls, WI 54615-0667 

Bill.Quackenbush@Ho-Chunk.com 

 

Mic Isham, Chairman 

Lac Courte Oreilles Band of Chippewa Indians 

13394 W Trepania Rd., Bldg. NO1 

Hayward, WI 53843-2186 

 

Brian Bisonette, THPO 

Lac Courte Oreilles Band of Chippewa Indians 

13394 W Trepania Rd., Bldg. NO1 

Hayward, WI 54843 

brian.bisonette@lco-nsn.gov 

 

Joseph Wildcat, Sr., President 

Lac Du Flambeau Band of Lake Superior 

Chippewa Indians 

P.O. Box 67 

Lac Du Flambeau, WI 54538-0067 

 

Melinda Young, THPO 

Lac Du Flambeau Band of Lake Superior 

Chippewa Indians 

P.O. Box 67 

Lac Du Flambeau, WI 54538 

ldfthpo@ldftribe.com 

 

David Grignon, THPO 

Menominee Indian Tribe of Wisconsin 

W3426 Cty. VV W., P.O. Box 910 

Keshena, WI 54135-0910 

dgrignon@mitw.org 

 

Stacie Cutbank, THPO 

Oneida Tribe of Wisconsin 

PO Box 365 

Oneida, WI 54155-0365 

sdanfor3@oneidanation.org 

 

Tehassi Hill, Chairperson 

Oneida Tribe of Wisconsin 

PO Box 365 

Oneida, WI 54155-0365 
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Chad Able, Treaty Natural Resource 

Red Cliff Band of Lake Superior  

Chippewa Indians 

88385 Pike Rd., Hwy. 13 

Bayfield, WI 54814 

 

Marvin Defoe, THPO 

Red Cliff Band of Lake Superior  

Chippewa Indians 

88385 Pike Rd., Hwy. 13  

Bayfield, WI 54814 

marvin.defoe@redcliff-nsn.gov 

 

Chris McGeshick, Chairman 

Sokaogon Chippewa Community  

Mole Lake Band 

3051 Sand Lake Rd. 

Crandon, WI 54520-9801 

 

Adam Van Zile, THPO 

Sokaogon Chippewa Community  

Mole Lake Band 

3051 Sand Lake Rd. 

Crandon, WI 54520-9801 

adam.VanZile@SCC-nsn.gov 

 

Lewis Taylor, President 

St. Croix Band of Lake Superior Chippewa 

24663 Angeline Ave 

Webster, WI 54893-9246 

 

Shannon Holsey, President 

Stockbridge Munsee Tribe of Mohican Indians 

N8476 Mo He Con Nuck Rd 

Bowler, WI 54416 

 

Sherry White, THPO 

Stockbridge Munsee Tribe of Mohican Indians 

PO Box 70 

Bowler, WI 54416-0070 

sherry.white@mohican-nsn.org 
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Federal 
Kimberly Bose, Secretary 

FERC Office of General Counsel 

888 First St. NE 

Washington, DC 20426 

 

Kimberly Bose, Secretary 

FERC Office of Energy Projects 

888 First St. NE 

Washington, DC 20426 

 

Timothy Lapointe, Regional Director 

U.S. Bureau of Indian Affairs  

Midwest Regional Office 

5600 West American Blvd., Suite 500 

Bloomington, MN 55437 

timothy.lapointe@bia.gov 

 

Nannette Bischoff, FERC Coordinator 

St. Paul District 

U.S. Department of the Army 

Corps of Engineers 

180 5th St. E., Suite 700 

St. Paul, MN 55101-1638  

nannette.m.bischoff@usace.army.mil 

 

Mary Manydeeds, Environmental Specialist 

U.S. Department of the Interior 

Bureau of Indian Affairs 

Norman Pointe II Building 

5600 American Boulevard W, Suite 500 

Bloomington, MN 55437-1458 

Mary.Manydeeds@BIA.gov 

 

Michael C. Connor 

U.S. Department of the Interior 

Comm. U.S. Bureau Reclamation 

1849 C Street NW 

Washington, DC 20240-0001 

 

Nick Utrup, Fisheries Biologist 

U.S. Department of the Interior 

Fish & Wildlife Service 

4101 American Boulevard E. 

Bloomington, MN 55425-1665 

Nick_Utrup@fws.gov 

 

Field Supervisor 

U.S.  Department of the Interior 

Fish & Wildlife Service 

Green Bay Field Office 

2661 Scott Tower Dr. 

New Franken, WI 54229-9565 

greenbay@fws.gov 

 

Tokey Boswell, Regional Environmental 

Coordinator 

U.S. Department of the Interior 

National Park Service 

601 Riverfront Dr. 

Omaha, NE 68102-4226 

tokey_boswell@nps.gov 

 

Angela Tornes, Midwest Hydropower 

Coordinator 

U.S. Department of the Interior 

National Park Service 

626 E. Wisconsin Ave., Suite 100 

Milwaukee, WI 53202 

angela_tornes@nps.gov 

 

Jen Tyler 

Mail Code: E-19J 

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 

NEPA Implementation Section, Region V 

77 W. Jackson Boulevard, AR-18J 

Chicago, IL 60604-3507 

Tyler.jennifer@epa.gov 

312-886-6394 

 

Tom Tiffany, U.S. Representative 

U.S. Representative from Wisconsin District 7 

1714 Longworth House Office Building 

Washington, DC 20515 

 

Glen Grothman, U.S. Representative 

U.S. Representative from Wisconsin District 6 

Washington, DC 20515 
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State 
Public Service Commission of Wisconsin 

P.O. Box 7894 

Madison, WI 53707-7854 

 

Wisconsin Cooperative Fishery Research Unit 

U.W. Stevens Point 

Stevens Point, WI 54481 

 

Kathleen Angel, Wisconsin Coastal 

Management Program 

Wisconsin Department of Administration 

101 E. Wilson St., 10th Floor 

Madison, WI 53703 

kathleen.angel@wisconsin.gov 

 

Cheryl Laatsch, FERC Coordinator 

Wisconsin Department of Natural Resources 

N7725 Hwy 28 

Horicon, WI 53022-1060 

cheryl.laatsch@wisconsin.gov 

 

Jefftry Schierer, Watershed Management 

Wisconsin Department of Natural Resources 

875 S. Fourth Ave 

Park Falls, WI 54552 

 

Watershed Management-WT/4 

Wisconsin Department of Natural Resources 

PO Box 7921 

Madison, WI 53707-7921 

 

Wisconsin Office of Attorney General 

114 East, State Capital 

Madison, WI 53702-0001 

 

Wisconsin Office of the Governor 

P.O. Box 7863 

Madison, WI 53702-0001 

 

Tyler Howe, Preservation Office 

Wisconsin State Historical Society 

816 State St. 

Madison, WI 53706 

tyler.howe@wisconsinhistory.org 

 

Local 
Dale Peters, City Manager 

City of Eau Claire 

203 S Farwell St., PO Box 5148 

Eau Claire, WI 54702-5148 

 

Lisa Poppe, Clerk/Treasurer 

City of Hayward 

P.O. Box 969 

Hayward, WI 54843 

 

City Manager 

City of Lacrosse 

601 Main St. W. 

Ashland, WI 54806 

 

Marathon County 

500 Forest Street 

Wausau, WI 54403-5554 

 

Ronald Pete, Town Chairman 

Town of Superior 

4917 South State Road 35 

Superior, WI 54880 

townofsuperior@ceturytel.net 

715-339-8385 

 

William Allard, Town Chairman 

Town of Trego 

W5690 Trego River Street 

Trego, WI 54888 

clerk@townoftrego.com 

715-635-3120 
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Other 
James Fossum 

River Alliance of Wisconsin 

199 Janet Marie Ln. 

Winona, MN 55987 

jfbio@yahoo.com 

 

Thomas Frost, Chairman 

Trego Lake District 

N7558 Wood Drive 

Trego, WI 54888 

thomas.h.frost@gmail.com 

(715) 416-0106 

 

Northwest Regional Planning Commission 

1400 S. River St. 

Spooner, WI 54801-8692 

 

Mike Arrowood, Chairman 

Walleye for Tomorrow 

2240 Auburn St. 

Fond du Lac, WI 54935 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Hydro 
Scott Crotty 

Sr. Operations Manager 

Xcel Energy 

1414 W. Hamilton, P.O. Box 8 

Eau Claire, WI 54702-0008 

scott.a.crotty@xcelenergy.com 

 

Matt Miller 

Hydro License Compliance Consultant 

Xcel Energy 

1414 W. Hamilton, P.O. Box 8 

Eau Claire, WI 54702-0008 

matthew.j.miller@xcelenergy.com 

 

James Zyduck 

Director, Hydro Plants 

Xcel Energy 

1414 W. Hamilton, P.O. Box 8 

Eau Claire, WI 54702-0008 

james.zyduck@xcelenergy.com 
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Hayward and Trego Questionnaire  

Stakeholder Responses 
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Darrin Johnson

From: Henry, Carolyn J. <henrycj@doj.state.wi.us>
Sent: Tuesday, August 4, 2020 10:49 AM
To: Darrin Johnson
Subject: Remove from mailing list
Attachments: 2020_07_29_07_51_13.pdf

Hi Darrin,  
Please remove us from your mailing list. 
 
Here is the address to remove: 
 
Wisconsin Office of Attorney General 
114 East State Capitol 
Madison, WI 53702-0001 
 
Thank you, Carly 
 
Carly Henry 
Legal Associate 
Wisconsin Department of Justice 
Division of Legal Services - Public Protection Unit 
17 West Main Street 
Madison, WI  53707 
608-279-0239 (tel) 
608-294-2907 (fax) 
henrycj@doj.state.wi.us 
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Office of Attorney General Comment
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1

Darrin Johnson

From: Charles Petersen <cjpetersen@msn.com>
Sent: Thursday, August 6, 2020 7:30 PM
To: Darrin Johnson
Subject: Trego and Hayward Dam FERC Projects

Mr. Johnson, 
 
Can you please email to me an electronic version of the "Licensing Preliminary Application Document 
Information Questionnaire?" Please send the document to cjpetersen@msn.com.  
 
I'm on the Trego Lake District Board and would like to use the electronic version to respond for the District 
rather than the hand written option. The Trego Lake District is very interested in providing input on this 
relicensing process. 
 
Please feel free to contact me if you have any questions or concerns. 
 
Thank you for your interest in Trego Lake. 
 
Charlie Petersen 
Trego Lake District Chair 
cjpetersen@msn.com 
612-803-8765 
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Trego Lake District Comment



Hayward Hydroelectric Project  
FERC No. 2417: Namekagon River, City of Hayward, Sawyer County, WI  
Licensee: Northern States Power Company - Wisconsin (d/b/a Xcel Energy) 

 

 
 

Installed Capacity: 168 kilowatt (kW), 1 unit 
 

License Expires: November 30, 2025 
 

Notice of Intent to Relicense Due: November 30, 2020 
 

Project Operation Mode: Run-of-River 
 

Minimum Flow Requirement: 8 cubic feet per second (cfs) or inflow at all times  
 

Reservoir Elevation Requirements:   

• Target: 1,187.4 feet NGVD 

• Minimum: 1,187.0 feet NGVD  

• Maximum: 1,187.5 feet NGVD  
 

Approximate Reservoir Surface Acreage: 247 acres  
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Hayward Hydroelectric Project – FERC Project No. 2417 

Namekagon River – Sawyer County, Wisconsin 

Licensing Preliminary Application Document Information Questionnaire 

 
Northern States Power Company-Wisconsin (“NSPW”) d/b/a Xcel Energy,  has retained Mead & Hunt, 

Inc. (“Mead & Hunt”) to assist with the federal relicensing process for the Hayward Hydroelectric 

Project (“Project”) located on the Namekagon River in northwestern Wisconsin. Under Federal Energy 

Regulatory Commission (“FERC”) regulations, NSPW is preparing a Preliminary Application 

Document (“PAD”) that provides the FERC and other entities with existing, relevant, and reasonably 

available information pertaining to the Project to help identify issues and related information needs, 

develop study requests and study plans, and prepare documents analyzing impacts. The PAD 

Information Questionnaire will be used to help identify sources of existing, relevant, and reasonably 

available information that is not in NSPW’s possession. 

 

1. Information about person completing this questionnaire: 

 

 Name:       Title:        

 Organization:             

 Address:              

              

 Phone:       Email:         

  

 

2. Do you or your organization plan to participate in the 3 to 5 year-long licensing proceeding for the 

Hayward Hydroelectric Project? 

 

 Yes  No 

 

 

3. Do you or your organization know of existing, relevant, and reasonably available information that 

describes the existing environment or known potential impacts of the Project? 

 

 Yes (Please complete 3a thru 3f)  No (Proceed to 4) 

 

a. If yes, check box(es) to indicate the specific resource area(s) that the information relates to: 

 

 Geology and soils  Recreational and land use 

 Water resources  Aesthetic resources 

 Fish and aquatic resources  Cultural resources 

 Wildlife and botanical resources  Socio-economic resources 

 Wetlands, riparian, and littoral habitat  Tribal resources 

 Rare, threatened, and endangered species  Other resource information 

 

 

 

 

 

Questions 3b – 3f are continued on the following pages 
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Board MemberText

Trego Lake District (TLD)

X
X

XX

xx

xx

xx

xx

xx

Charlie Petersen

5504 12th Ave South

Minneapolis, MN 55417

612-803-8765 cjpetersen@msn.com

Trego Lake District Comment
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Hayward Hydroelectric Project – FERC Project No. 2417 

Namekagon River – Sawyer County, Wisconsin 

Licensing Preliminary Application Document Information Questionnaire 

 

b. Briefly describe the information or list available documents:   
(Additional information, if any, may be provided on page 4) 

             

             

             

             

             

             

 

 

c. Where or how can NSPW obtain this information? 

             

             

             

             

             

             

 

 

d. Please indicate whether there is a specific representative you wish to designate for potential follow-

up contact by NSPW or its representative for the resource area(s) checked in 3a: (Additional 

information, if any, may be provided on page 4) 

 

Representative Contact Information 

  

Name:    Title:         

Address:             

             

Phone:    Email:          

 

 

Name:    Title:         

Address:             

             

Phone:    Email:          

 

 

Questions 3e – 3f are continued on the following page 
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- hybrid water milfoil in Trego Lake - DNR identified the source as “coming down from Hayward Lake

- 35 plus years of sedimentation build up from sand coming down Namekagon River

- reduction in DNR acreage of Trego Lake because of sedimentation; potential decrease in land values for 
certain property 

Contact Trego Lake District for information on hybrid water milfoil and sedimentation history. Check historcal 
information on Trego Lake from DNR website.

Charlie Petersen Trego Lake District Board Member (2020)

5504 12th Ave South

Minneapolis, MN 55417

612-803-8765 cjpetersen@msn.com

Tom Frost Trego Lake District Board Member (2020)

715-733-1870 thomas.h.frost@gmail.com

N7558 Wood Dr

Trego, WI 54888

Trego Lake District Comment
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Hayward Hydroelectric Project – FERC Project No. 2417 

Namekagon River – Sawyer County, Wisconsin 

Licensing Preliminary Application Document Information Questionnaire 

 

e. Are you aware of any particular issues pertaining to the specific resource area(s) identified in 3a?  
(Additional information, if any, may be provided on page 4) 

 

 Yes (Please list specific issues below)  No 

 

Resource Area Specific Issue 

          

          

          

          

          

          

          

          

          

          

          

          

 

 

f. Based on the issues identified in 3e, are you aware of any potential studies or information needs 

associated with the identified issues?  (Additional information, if any, may be provided on page 4) 

 

 Yes (Please list below)  No 

 

Potential Studies or Information Needs 
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xx

Aquatic invasive species Hybrid water milfoil coming down from Lake Hayward
Sedimentation coming down Namekagon River has created 
impassable boating channels in certain areas of Trego Lake

xx

Same as in 3 B & C above

Sedimentation

Trego Lake District Comment
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Hayward Hydroelectric Project – FERC Project No. 2417 

Namekagon River – Sawyer County, Wisconsin 

Licensing Preliminary Application Document Information Questionnaire 

 

4. NSPW is considering using the Traditional Licensing Process for relicensing the Hayward Project. Do 

you have concerns with the use of the TLP?  If so, please specify your concerns. 

 

 Yes  (Please describe concerns below)  No 

 

Traditional Licensing Process Concerns 

              

              

              

              

              

              

              

 

 

5. NSPW is interested in any additional comments, questions, or information you may have regarding the 

licensing of the Project. If the additional comments, questions, or information you provide below pertain 

to a particular question, please indicate the applicable question (such as 3b, 3d, 3e, 3f). 

 

Additional comments, questions, or information 

              

              

              

              

              

              

              

              

              

 

Please return this completed questionnaire to Mead & Hunt using the enclosed self-addressed, 

stamped envelope within 30 days of receipt to allow for follow-up by NSPW or its representative.   

 

Not responding within 30 days will indicate you are not aware of any existing, relevant, and reasonably 

available information that describes the existing environment or known potential impacts of the Projects. 

 

Comments and/or questions may also be sent via email to: Darrin.Johnson@meadhunt.com 
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The TLD is unfamiliar with the TLP therefore not able to comment.

Please feel free to contact the TLD Board members identified above for any addition 
question or information.

Trego Lake District Comment



Trego Hydroelectric Project  
FERC No. 2711: Namekagon River, Town of Trego, Washburn County, WI  
Licensee: Northern States Power Company - Wisconsin (d/b/a Xcel Energy) 

 

 
 

Installed Capacity: 1,200 kilowatt (kW) 

• Unit 1: 700 kW  

• Unit 2: 500 kW  
 

License Expires: November 30, 2025 
 

Notice of Intent to Relicense Due: November 30, 2020 
 

Project Operation Mode: Run-of-River 
 

Reservoir Elevation Requirements:   

• Target: 1,034.9 feet NGVD 

• Minimum: 1,034.6 feet NGVD  

• Maximum: 1,035.2 feet NGVD  
 

Approximate Reservoir Surface Acreage: 470 acres  
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Trego Hydroelectric Project – FERC Project No. 2711 

Namekagon River – Washburn County, Wisconsin 

Licensing Preliminary Application Document Information Questionnaire 

 
Northern States Power Company-Wisconsin (“NSPW”) d/b/a Xcel Energy, has retained Mead & Hunt, 

Inc. (“Mead & Hunt”) to assist with the federal relicensing process for the Trego Hydroelectric Project 

(“Project”) located on the Namekagon River in northwestern Wisconsin. Under Federal Energy 

Regulatory Commission (“FERC”) regulations, NSPW is preparing a Preliminary Application 

Document (“PAD”) that provides the FERC and other entities with existing, relevant, and reasonably 

available information pertaining to the Project to help identify issues and related information needs, 

develop study requests and study plans, and prepare documents analyzing impacts. The PAD 

Information Questionnaire will be used to help identify sources of existing, relevant, and reasonably 

available information that is not in NSPW’s possession. 

 

1. Information about person completing this questionnaire: 

 

 Name:       Title:        

 Organization:             

 Address:              

              

 Phone:       Email:         

  

 

2. Do you or your organization plan to participate in the 3 to 5 year-long licensing proceeding for the 

Trego Hydroelectric Project? 

 

 Yes  No 

 

 

3. Do you or your organization know of existing, relevant, and reasonably available information that 

describes the existing environment or known potential impacts of the Project? 

 

 Yes (Please complete 3a thru 3f)  No (Proceed to 4) 

 

a. If yes, check box(es) to indicate the specific resource area(s) that the information relates to: 

 

 Geology and soils  Recreational and land use 

 Water resources  Aesthetic resources 

 Fish and aquatic resources  Cultural resources 

 Wildlife and botanical resources  Socio-economic resources 

 Wetlands, riparian, and littoral habitat  Tribal resources 

 Rare, threatened, and endangered species  Other resource information 

 

 

 

 

 

Questions 3b – 3f are continued on the following pages 
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Trego Lake District

xx

xx

xx

xx

xx

xx

xx

xx

xx

xx

xx

xx

xx

xx

Charlie Petersen TLD Board Member

5504 12th Ave South

Minneapolis, MN 55417

612-803-8765 cjpetersen@msn.com

Trego Lake District Comment
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Trego Hydroelectric Project – FERC Project No. 2711 

Namekagon River – Washburn County, Wisconsin 

Licensing Preliminary Application Document Information Questionnaire 

 

b. Briefly describe the information or list available documents:   
(Additional information, if any, may be provided on page 4) 

             

             

             

             

             

             

 

 

c. Where or how can NSPW obtain this information? 

             

             

             

             

             

             

 

 

d. Please indicate whether there is a specific representative you wish to designate for potential follow-

up contact by NSPW or its representative for the resource area(s) checked in 3a: (Additional 

information, if any, may be provided on page 4) 

 

Representative Contact Information 

  

Name:    Title:         

Address:             

             

Phone:    Email:          

 

 

Name:    Title:         

Address:             

             

Phone:    Email:          

 

 

Questions 3e – 3f are continued on the following page 
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Archives of Trego Lake District

Archives of Wisconsin DNR

Documents from licensure of Trego Lake Dam

Personal observations from Trego Lake residents and other interested parties

Contact Trego Lake District (see contact information below)

thomas.h.frost@gmail.com715-733-1870

Tom Frost TLD Board Member

N7558 Wood Dr.

Trego, WI 54888

Charlie Petersen TLD Board Member

5504 12th Ave South

Minneapolis, MN 55417

612-803-8765 cjpetersen@msn.com

Trego Lake District Comment
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Trego Hydroelectric Project – FERC Project No. 2711 

Namekagon River – Washburn County, Wisconsin 

Licensing Preliminary Application Document Information Questionnaire 

 

e. Are you aware of any particular issues pertaining to the specific resource area(s) identified in 3a?  
(Additional information, if any, may be provided on page 4) 

 

 Yes (Please list specific issues below)  No 

 

Resource Area Specific Issue 

          

          

          

          

          

          

          

          

          

          

          

          

 

 

f. Based on the issues identified in 3e, are you aware of any potential studies or information needs 

associated with the identified issues?  (Additional information, if any, may be provided on page 4) 

 

 Yes (Please list below)  No 

 

Potential Studies or Information Needs 
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XX

- Weeds affecting navigation and recreational use

Fishing - Reduction in sport fishing

Aquatic vegitation

Aquatic invasive species - Hybrid water milfoil and curly leaf pondweed in Trego Lake

Sedimentation

Recreation

xx

Contact TLD for current and historical documents

- Sedimentation coming into Trego Lake from the Namekagon 
River and Potato Creek have created shallow area that 
facilitate aquatic plant growth and impassable boating 
channels in certain areas of Trego Lake

- Sedimentation and aquatic plants create the loss 
of recreation areas and/or access to recreation area

- Reduction in DNR acreage of Trego Lake because of 
sedimentation; potential decrease in land values for 
certain property 

Trego Lake District Comment
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Trego Hydroelectric Project – FERC Project No. 2711 

Namekagon River – Washburn County, Wisconsin 

Licensing Preliminary Application Document Information Questionnaire 

 

4. NSPW is considering using the use of the Traditional Licensing Process for relicensing the Trego 

Project. Do you have concerns with the use of the TLP?  If so, please specify your concerns. 

 

 Yes  (Please describe concerns below)  No 

 

Traditional Licensing Process Concerns 

              

              

              

              

              

              

              

 

 

5. NSPW is interested in any additional comments, questions, or information you may have regarding the 

licensing of the Project. If the additional comments, questions, or information you provide below pertain 

to a particular question, please indicate the applicable question (such as 3b, 3d, 3e, 3f). 

 

Additional comments, questions, or information 

              

              

              

              

              

              

              

              

              

 

Please return this completed questionnaire to Mead & Hunt using the enclosed self-addressed, 

stamped envelope within 30 days of receipt to allow for follow-up by NSPW or its representative.   

 

Not responding within 30 days will indicate you are not aware of any existing, relevant, and reasonably 

available information that describes the existing environment or known potential impacts of the Project. 

 

Comments and/or questions may also be sent via email to: Darrin.Johnson@meadhunt.com 
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TLD is vitally interest in the protection and rehabilitation of the Trego Lake resource. We were intimately involved in the 
last licensing process and expect to continue to be involved with dam licensing into the future.

The TLD is unfamiliar with the TLP therefore not able to comment.

Please feel free to contact the TLD Board members identified above for any addition question or information.

Trego Lake District Comment
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Darrin Johnson

From: clerk@townoftregowi.com
Sent: Thursday, August 20, 2020 2:30 PM
To: Darrin Johnson
Subject: Trego Hydroelectric Project - FERC Project No. 2711

Please be advised of the Trego Town Board's intent to offer comment for the 'Licensing Preliminary Application Document 
Information Questionnaire' for the Trego Hydroelectric Project. The questionnaire was just recently received by me and 
presented to the town board at a meeting held on Tuesday, August 18. The envelope was address to William Allard, 
Chairman (William Allard is a Supervisor) and addressed to W5690 Trego River Street, Trego, WI 54888. This address is 
the physical location of the town hall, however there is no mail receptacle there. Luckily, with much delay, the envelope 
showed up in my mailbox (W6097 River Rd, Trego, WI) which is the mailing address for correspondence to the town, as I 
am the clerk. I am in the process of compiling information/comment as received and will be forwarding within a day or two. 
Please acknowledge receipt of this email. 
Thank you. Barb Hinkfuss, Clerk 
Town of Trego 
W6097 River Rd 
Trego WI 54888 
clerk@townoftregowi.com 
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Darrin Johnson

From: Darrin Johnson
Sent: Friday, August 21, 2020 8:15 AM
To: clerk@townoftregowi.com
Subject: RE: Trego Hydroelectric Project - FERC Project No. 2711

Categories: Filed by Newforma

Barb, 
 
Sorry for the mix-up on the mailing address.  We look forward to your response. 
 
Who should we list as the official Town contact for the relicensing?  We will be sending out other documents to 
stakeholders throughout the relicensing process.  I will update the stakeholder list with the official Town contact and 
correct the mailing address of W6097 River Rd, Trego WI 54888.   
 
  
DARRIN JOHNSON 
FERC COMPLIANCE AND LICENSING, WATER 
Mead & Hunt 
Direct: 608-443-0313 | Cell: 715-697-3130 | Transfer Files  
meadhunt.com | LinkedIn | Twitter | Facebook | Instagram  
    120 YEARS OF SHAPING THE FUTURE    

  

From: clerk@townoftregowi.com <clerk@townoftregowi.com>  
Sent: Thursday, August 20, 2020 2:30 PM 
To: Darrin Johnson <Darrin.Johnson@meadhunt.com> 
Subject: Trego Hydroelectric Project - FERC Project No. 2711 
 
Please be advised of the Trego Town Board's intent to offer comment for the 'Licensing Preliminary Application Document 
Information Questionnaire' for the Trego Hydroelectric Project. The questionnaire was just recently received by me and 
presented to the town board at a meeting held on Tuesday, August 18. The envelope was address to William Allard, 
Chairman (William Allard is a Supervisor) and addressed to W5690 Trego River Street, Trego, WI 54888. This address is 
the physical location of the town hall, however there is no mail receptacle there. Luckily, with much delay, the envelope 
showed up in my mailbox (W6097 River Rd, Trego, WI) which is the mailing address for correspondence to the town, as I 
am the clerk. I am in the process of compiling information/comment as received and will be forwarding within a day or two. 
Please acknowledge receipt of this email. 
Thank you. Barb Hinkfuss, Clerk 
Town of Trego 
W6097 River Rd 
Trego WI 54888 
clerk@townoftregowi.com 
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Darrin Johnson

From: clerk@townoftregowi.com
Sent: Monday, September 7, 2020 8:02 AM
To: Darrin Johnson
Subject: RE: Trego Hydroelectric Project - FERC Project No. 2711

Darrin 
Town Offcials: 
  
Wes Huffer, Chairman 
N8521 Hwy 53 
Trego WI 54888 
715-635-3138 
wchuffer@gmail.com 
  
William Allard, Supervisor 
N7069 Oak Hill Rd 
Trego WI 54888 
715-635-3120 
billallard54@yahoo.com 
  
Brian Vosberg, Supervisor 
N7523 Lakeside Rd 
Trego WI 54888 
715-635-3112 
bjvosberg@yahoo.com 
  
Barb Hinkfuss, Clerk 
W6097 River Rd 
Trego WI 54888 
clerk@townoftregowi.com 
  
-----Original Message----- 
From: "Darrin Johnson" <Darrin.Johnson@meadhunt.com> 
Sent: Friday, August 21, 2020 9:14am 
To: "clerk@townoftregowi.com" <clerk@townoftregowi.com> 
Subject: RE: Trego Hydroelectric Project - FERC Project No. 2711 

Barb, 
  
Sorry for the mix-up on the mailing address.  We look forward to your response. 
  
Who should we list as the official Town contact for the relicensing?  We will be sending out other documents to 
stakeholders throughout the relicensing process.  I will update the stakeholder list with the official Town contact and 
correct the mailing address of W6097 River Rd, Trego WI 54888.  
  
  

  
DARRIN JOHNSON 
FERC COMPLIANCE AND LICENSING, WATER 
Mead & Hunt 
Direct: 608-443-0313 | Cell: 715-697-3130 | Transfer Files  
meadhunt.com | LinkedIn | Twitter | Facebook | Instagram 

        120 YEARS OF SHAPING THE FUTURE     
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From: clerk@townoftregowi.com <clerk@townoftregowi.com>  
Sent: Thursday, August 20, 2020 2:30 PM 
To: Darrin Johnson <Darrin.Johnson@meadhunt.com> 
Subject: Trego Hydroelectric Project - FERC Project No. 2711 
  
Please be advised of the Trego Town Board's intent to offer comment for the 'Licensing Preliminary Application Document 
Information Questionnaire' for the Trego Hydroelectric Project. The questionnaire was just recently received by me and 
presented to the town board at a meeting held on Tuesday, August 18. The envelope was address to William Allard, 
Chairman (William Allard is a Supervisor) and addressed to W5690 Trego River Street, Trego, WI 54888. This address is 
the physical location of the town hall, however there is no mail receptacle there. Luckily, with much delay, the envelope 
showed up in my mailbox (W6097 River Rd, Trego, WI) which is the mailing address for correspondence to the town, as I 
am the clerk. I am in the process of compiling information/comment as received and will be forwarding within a day or two. 
Please acknowledge receipt of this email. 
Thank you. Barb Hinkfuss, Clerk 
Town of Trego 
W6097 River Rd 
Trego WI 54888 
clerk@townoftregowi.com 
This email, including any attachments, is intended only for the use of the recipient(s) and may contain privileged and confidential information, including information protected under the 
HIPAA privacy rules. Any unauthorized review, disclosure, copying, distribution or use is prohibited. If you received this email by mistake, please notify us by reply e-mail and destroy all 
copies of the original message. 

  

A-35

Town of Trego Comment



A-36

Town of Trego Comment



A-37

Town of Trego Comment



A-38

Town of Trego Comment



A-39

Town of Trego Comment



A-40

Town of Trego Comment



A-41

Town of Trego Comment



A-42

Town of Trego Comment



A-43

Town of Trego Comment



1

Darrin Johnson

From: Haller, Macaulay G - DNR <macaulay.haller@wisconsin.gov>
Sent: Monday, July 20, 2020 2:05 PM
To: Darrin Johnson
Cc: Laatsch, Cheryl - DNR
Subject: RE: Hayward and Trego Hydro Project SWIMS information
Attachments: Hayward P-2417 SWIMS Pull 2020.xlsx; Trego P-2711SWIMS Pull 2020.xlsx

Hi Darrin, 
 
I’ve attached a SWIMS data pull from the past 10 years.  Please let me know if you need additional information provided 
with these datasets.  
 
Cheryl and I will be working with program staff to compile additional data for the PAD.  
 
Thank you, 
 
We are committed to service excellence. 
Visit our survey at http://dnr.wi.gov/customersurvey to evaluate how I did. 
 
Macaulay Haller 
Water Resources Management Specialist- Senior 
Water Regulations and Zoning Specialist- Senior 
Wisconsin Department of Natural Resources 
Macaulay.Haller@wisconsin.gov  
 

 dnr.wi.gov 
     

 
 
 

From: Darrin Johnson <Darrin.Johnson@meadhunt.com>  
Sent: Friday, July 17, 2020 2:15 PM 
To: Laatsch, Cheryl - DNR <Cheryl.Laatsch@wisconsin.gov>; Haller, Macaulay G - DNR <macaulay.haller@wisconsin.gov> 
Subject: RE: Hayward and Trego Hydro Project SWIMS information 
 
Thanks Cheryl. 
 
  
DARRIN JOHNSON 
FERC COMPLIANCE AND LICENSING, WATER 
Mead & Hunt 
Direct: 608-443-0313 | Cell: 715-697-3130 | Transfer Files  
meadhunt.com | LinkedIn | Twitter | Facebook | Instagram  
    120 YEARS OF SHAPING THE FUTURE    

  

From: Laatsch, Cheryl - DNR <Cheryl.Laatsch@wisconsin.gov>  
Sent: Friday, July 17, 2020 2:13 PM 
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To: Darrin Johnson <Darrin.Johnson@meadhunt.com>; Haller, Macaulay G - DNR <macaulay.haller@wisconsin.gov> 
Subject: RE: Hayward and Trego Hydro Project SWIMS information 
 
I also found out the fish data base may not be accurate.  Ill work with Macaulay to get the process started.  WE will also 
check on mussel data and such.  
 
We are committed to service excellence. 
Visit our survey at http://dnr.wi.gov/customersurvey to evaluate how I did. 
 
Cheryl Laatsch 
Statewide FERC Coordinator 
Bureau of Environmental Analysis and Sustainability 
Wisconsin Dept of Natural Resources 
N7725 Hwy 28 
Horicon WI 53032 
(T) 920-387-7869  (Fax) 920-387-7888 
Cheryl.laatsch@wisconsin.gov 
 

 dnr.wi.gov 
     

 

From: Darrin Johnson <Darrin.Johnson@meadhunt.com>  
Sent: Friday, July 17, 2020 2:02 PM 
To: Laatsch, Cheryl - DNR <Cheryl.Laatsch@wisconsin.gov> 
Subject: RE: Hayward and Trego Hydro Project SWIMS information 
 
Cheryl, 
 
Yes we are beginning the PAD for the two projects now.  The questionnaire has been finalized and will be mailed out 
early next week.  I will send you an electronic version when it goes out.  I typically pull fish data from the WDNR Fish 
Mapper Application,  but that is currently being upgraded and is not accessible.  I was able to find quite a bit of water 
quality monitoring information accessible via SWDV and the DNR Lakes Pages. 
 
  
DARRIN JOHNSON 
FERC COMPLIANCE AND LICENSING, WATER 
Mead & Hunt 
Direct: 608-443-0313 | Cell: 715-697-3130 | Transfer Files  
meadhunt.com | LinkedIn | Twitter | Facebook | Instagram  
    120 YEARS OF SHAPING THE FUTURE    

  

From: Laatsch, Cheryl - DNR <Cheryl.Laatsch@wisconsin.gov>  
Sent: Friday, July 17, 2020 1:47 PM 
To: Darrin Johnson <Darrin.Johnson@meadhunt.com> 
Subject: RE: Hayward and Trego Hydro Project SWIMS information 
 
Hi Darrin – are we starting the existing data collection for these projects? 
 
We are committed to service excellence. 
Visit our survey at http://dnr.wi.gov/customersurvey to evaluate how I did. 
 
Cheryl Laatsch 
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Statewide FERC Coordinator 
Bureau of Environmental Analysis and Sustainability 
Wisconsin Dept of Natural Resources 
N7725 Hwy 28 
Horicon WI 53032 
(T) 920-387-7869  (Fax) 920-387-7888 
Cheryl.laatsch@wisconsin.gov 
 

 dnr.wi.gov 
     

 

From: Darrin Johnson <Darrin.Johnson@meadhunt.com>  
Sent: Friday, July 17, 2020 1:34 PM 
To: Haller, Macaulay G - DNR <macaulay.haller@wisconsin.gov> 
Cc: Laatsch, Cheryl - DNR <Cheryl.Laatsch@wisconsin.gov>; Shawn Puzen <Shawn.Puzen@meadhunt.com> 
Subject: Hayward and Trego Hydro Project SWIMS information 
 
Good Afternoon, 
 
Mead & Hunt, Inc. is assisting Xcel Energy with relicensing of the Hayward (FERC No.2417) and Trego (FERC No. 2711) 
Hydroelectric Projects.  I am inquiring to see if we could obtain SWIMS information (similar to what we received for the 
White River Project) that is available for the two projects to assist us in developing the Preliminary Application 
Document.  Just let me know if you have any questions.  Thank you. 
  
DARRIN JOHNSON 
FERC COMPLIANCE AND LICENSING, WATER 
Mead & Hunt 
Direct: 608-443-0313 | Cell: 715-697-3130 | Transfer Files  
meadhunt.com | LinkedIn | Twitter | Facebook | Instagram  
    120 YEARS OF SHAPING THE FUTURE    

  

This email, including any attachments, is intended only for the use of the recipient(s) and may contain privileged and confidential information, including information protected under the 
HIPAA privacy rules. Any unauthorized review, disclosure, copying, distribution or use is prohibited. If you received this email by mistake, please notify us by reply e-mail and destroy all 
copies of the original message. 

This email, including any attachments, is intended only for the use of the recipient(s) and may contain privileged and confidential information, including information protected under the 
HIPAA privacy rules. Any unauthorized review, disclosure, copying, distribution or use is prohibited. If you received this email by mistake, please notify us by reply e-mail and destroy all 
copies of the original message. 

This email, including any attachments, is intended only for the use of the recipient(s) and may contain privileged and confidential information, including information protected under the 
HIPAA privacy rules. Any unauthorized review, disclosure, copying, distribution or use is prohibited. If you received this email by mistake, please notify us by reply e-mail and destroy all 
copies of the original message. 
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Darrin Johnson

From: Haller, Macaulay G - DNR <macaulay.haller@wisconsin.gov>
Sent: Wednesday, July 29, 2020 2:40 PM
To: Darrin Johnson
Cc: Shawn Puzen; Laatsch, Cheryl - DNR
Subject: WDNR Hayward Data Submission - Fisheries (Part 1 of 2)
Attachments: WDNR Fisheries Data for Xcel_Hayward P-2417_ Part 1 of 2.zip

Hi Darrin, 
 
Please find attached part 1 of 2 Hayward Hydro Project data and reports from WDNR’s fisheries biologist.  Attachments 
include reports, fisheries survey data (recent and historical), fish stocking/spawning data, and fish habitat information.   
 
I will continue to send data and information as it comes in from our program staff.  
 
Thank you, 
 
Macaulay Haller 
Wisconsin Department of Natural Resources 
Macaulay.Haller@wisconsin.gov  
 

From: Darrin Johnson <Darrin.Johnson@meadhunt.com>  
Sent: Wednesday, July 22, 2020 1:56 PM 
To: Laatsch, Cheryl - DNR <Cheryl.Laatsch@wisconsin.gov>; Haller, Macaulay G - DNR <macaulay.haller@wisconsin.gov> 
Cc: Shawn Puzen <Shawn.Puzen@meadhunt.com> 
Subject: Hayward and Trego Questionnaire 
 
Cheryl, 
 
Per our discussion last week, I am sending electronic copies of the Hayward and Trego Hydroelectric Project 
Questionnaires and Factsheets.  They were sent out in the mail today.  Feel free to contact me if you have any questions. 
  
DARRIN JOHNSON 
FERC COMPLIANCE AND LICENSING, WATER 
Mead & Hunt 
Direct: 608-443-0313 | Cell: 715-697-3130 | Transfer Files  
meadhunt.com | LinkedIn | Twitter | Facebook | Instagram  
    120 YEARS OF SHAPING THE FUTURE    

  

This email, including any attachments, is intended only for the use of the recipient(s) and may contain privileged and confidential information, including information protected under the 
HIPAA privacy rules. Any unauthorized review, disclosure, copying, distribution or use is prohibited. If you received this email by mistake, please notify us by reply e-mail and destroy all 
copies of the original message. 
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SUMMARY FISHING RECORD Department of Natural Resources
Form 3600-63

County Waters
Sawyer Hayward MWBC:

Sampling Objective Number and Locations of Stations (Habitat)
Walleye Recruitment Survey Source

Miles Actually Shocked = 4.6 GPS
Period Fished (Dates) Acres = 247 LM

09/11/14 Total Miles of Shoreline = 8.6 LM
Total Miles of Shockable Shoreline = 8.6 LM

GEAR
Boomshocker (Hours) Time

1.4 √ Night Day

Visual Hours Time of Day Haul Seine (Length) Mesh Size Area Covered

Angling (Hours) Time of Day Trap Net (No. of Net Lifts) Mesh Size Depth

Minnow Seine (No. of Area Covered Gill Net (No. of Feet x No. Mesh Size Depth
Hauls) of  Lifts)

Other (Hours or Lifts) Characteristics
Boomshocker(s): 1 Mini-boomshocker(s): Walleye Recruitment Code: C-ST

Dip Netter(s): 2 Dip Netter(s):
FISHING RESULTS

Species No. Modal Size(s) Size Range Catch/Unit

Walleye (Age 0+) 0 0.00 /  hour 0.00 /  mile

  Serns Index NA YOY / acre

Walleye (Age 1+) 0 0.00 /  hour 0.00 /  mile

Walleye (Other) 0 0.00 /  hour 0.00 /  mile

Smallmouth Bass /  hour /  mile

Largemouth Bass /  hour /  mile

Muskellunge /  hour /  mile

Northern Pike /  hour /  mile

OBSERVATIONS

Other Species Abundance Size Range Other Species Abundance Size Range

1) Tank Mortality:   None 2) Weather: Clear, Calm, Cold 3) Reliabilty:

4) Stocking:

5) Comments: 

Rev. 10-70
Signed (Compiler) Gene Hatzenbeler Date

2725500

Medium

Yellow Perch

11/26/14

     Only walleye <12.0" targeted.

253 Muskellunge, 10.7 inches, 09/09/14, DNR

Black Crappie

Bluegill

Pumpkinseed

Rock Bass
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LAKE ELECTROFISHING DATA COLLECTION SHEET (FALL) Department of Natural Resources
Form 3600A-191 8-95

<1.5 24.5-24.9
1.5-1.9 25.0-25.4

<3.0 7.5 2.0-2.4 25.5-25.9
3.0 7.6 2.5-2.9 26.0-26.4
3.1 7.7 3.0-3.4 26.5-26.9
3.2 7.8 3.5-3.9 27.0-27.4
3.3 7.9 4.0-4.4 27.5-27.9
3.4 8.0 4.5-4.9 28.0-28.4
3.5 8.1 5.0-5.4 28.5-28.9
3.6 8.2 5.5-5.9 29.0-29.4
3.7 8.3 6.0-6.4 29.5-29.9
3.8 8.4 6.5-6.9 30.0-30.4
3.9 8.5 7.0-7.4 30.5-30.9
4.0 8.6 7.5-7.9 31.0-31.4
4.1 8.7 8.0-8.4 31.5-31.9
4.2 8.8 8.5-8.9 32.0-32.4
4.3 8.9 9.0-9.4 32.5-32.9
4.4 9.0 9.5-9.9 33.0-33.4
4.5 9.1 10.0-10.4 33.5-33.9
4.6 9.2 10.5-10.9 34.0-34.4
4.7 9.3 11.0-11.4 34.5-34.9
4.8 9.4 11.5-11.9 35.0-35.4
4.9 9.5 12.0-12.4 35.5-35.9
5.0 9.6 12.5-12.9 36.0-36.4
5.1 9.7 13.0-13.4 36.5-36.9
5.2 9.8 13.5-13.9 37.0-37.4
5.3 9.9 14.0-14.4 37.5-37.9
5.4 10.0 14.5-14.9 38.0-38.4
5.5 10.1 15.0-15.4 38.5-38.9
5.6 10.2 15.5-15.9 39.0-39.4
5.7 10.3 16.0-16.4 39.5-39.9
5.8 10.4 16.5-16.9 40.0-40.4
5.9 10.5 17.0-17.4 40.5-40.9
6.0 10.6 17.5-17.9 41.0-41.4
6.1 10.7 18.0-18.4 41.5-41.9
6.2 10.8 18.5-18.9 42.0-42.4
6.3 10.9 19.0-19.4 42.5-42.9
6.4 11.0 19.5-19.9 43.0-43.4
6.5 11.1 20.0-20.4 43.5-43.9
6.6 11.2 20.5-20.9 44.0-44.4
6.7 11.3 21.0-21.4 44.5-44.9
6.8 11.4 21.5-21.9 45.0-45.4
6.9 11.5 22.0-22.4 45.5-45.9
7.0 11.6 22.5-22.9 46.0-46.9
7.1 11.7 23.0-23.4 47.0-47.9
7.2 11.8 23.5-23.9 48.0-48.9
7.3 11.9 24.0-24.4 49.0-49.9
7.4 Total: 0 Totals: 0 0 0 0 0 50.0+

Inches InchesNumber Number

Inches MuskellungeWalleye Northern Pike

Lake:  Hayward      MWB Code:  2725500      Date:  09/11/14      County:  Sawyer      Collector(s):  Rood, Kufahl, Sunderland

Target Fish:  Juvenile Walleye      Survey Type:  CPE      Mark Given:  None      Water Temperature:  55°F      Station:  Portion of Shoreline

Adverse Conditions:  Aquatic vegetation      Gear Type:  Boomshocker      Distance Shocked:  4.6 miles

Volts:  125      Amps:  2.8      Current Type:  [X]AC [  ]DC [  ]Pulsed DC      Pulse Rate:  None      Duty Cycle:  None

Walleye < 12.0" WalleyeInches Northern Pike

Shocking Start Time:  2007      Shocking End Time:  2137      Generator Start Hour:  292.1      Generator End Hour:  293.5

Muskellunge

Number of Dippers:  [  ]1 [X]2      Entire Shoreline Shocked:  [  ]Y [X]N [  ]I      Dipnet Mesh Size:  3/8 inch bar      H20 Clarity:  Clear 

Largemouth 
Bass

Smallmouth 
Bass
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1

Darrin Johnson

From: Haller, Macaulay G - DNR <macaulay.haller@wisconsin.gov>
Sent: Wednesday, July 29, 2020 2:42 PM
To: Darrin Johnson
Cc: Shawn Puzen; Laatsch, Cheryl - DNR
Subject: RE: WDNR Hayward Data Submission - Fisheries (Part 2 of 2)
Attachments: WDNR Fisheries Data for Xcel_Hayward P-2417_ Part 2 of 2.zip

Hi Darrin, 
 
Here is part 2 of 2 Hayward Hydro WDNR fisheries information.  
 
Thanks, 
Macaulay 
 

From: Haller, Macaulay G - DNR  
Sent: Wednesday, July 29, 2020 2:39 PM 
To: 'Darrin Johnson' <Darrin.Johnson@meadhunt.com> 
Cc: Shawn Puzen <Shawn.Puzen@meadhunt.com>; Laatsch, Cheryl - DNR <Cheryl.Laatsch@wisconsin.gov> 
Subject: WDNR Hayward Data Submission - Fisheries (Part 1 of 2) 
 
Hi Darrin, 
 
Please find attached part 1 of 2 Hayward Hydro Project data and reports from WDNR’s fisheries biologist.  Attachments 
include reports, fisheries survey data (recent and historical), fish stocking/spawning data, and fish habitat information.   
 
I will continue to send data and information as it comes in from our program staff.  
 
Thank you, 
 
Macaulay Haller 
Wisconsin Department of Natural Resources 
Macaulay.Haller@wisconsin.gov  
 

From: Darrin Johnson <Darrin.Johnson@meadhunt.com>  
Sent: Wednesday, July 22, 2020 1:56 PM 
To: Laatsch, Cheryl - DNR <Cheryl.Laatsch@wisconsin.gov>; Haller, Macaulay G - DNR <macaulay.haller@wisconsin.gov> 
Cc: Shawn Puzen <Shawn.Puzen@meadhunt.com> 
Subject: Hayward and Trego Questionnaire 
 
Cheryl, 
 
Per our discussion last week, I am sending electronic copies of the Hayward and Trego Hydroelectric Project 
Questionnaires and Factsheets.  They were sent out in the mail today.  Feel free to contact me if you have any questions. 
  
DARRIN JOHNSON 
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FERC COMPLIANCE AND LICENSING, WATER 
Mead & Hunt 
Direct: 608-443-0313 | Cell: 715-697-3130 | Transfer Files  
meadhunt.com | LinkedIn | Twitter | Facebook | Instagram  
    120 YEARS OF SHAPING THE FUTURE    

  

This email, including any attachments, is intended only for the use of the recipient(s) and may contain privileged and confidential information, including information protected under the 
HIPAA privacy rules. Any unauthorized review, disclosure, copying, distribution or use is prohibited. If you received this email by mistake, please notify us by reply e-mail and destroy all 
copies of the original message. 
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Discussion of Lake Hayward Fishery Status for Inclusion in the Aquatic Plant 

Management Plan 

 

Max Wolter- WDNR Fisheries Biologist 

 

Overview of the fishery- Lake Hayward contains muskellunge (stocked), northern pike, 

largemouth bass, smallmouth bass, walleye (stocked), bluegill, pumpkinseed sunfish, 

yellow perch, black crappie, yellow and black bullhead, white sucker, and several species 

of redhorse that primarily inhabit the area surrounding the inlet of the Namekagon River. 

Brook and chestnut lamprey are also present (chestnut lamprey are parasitic on fish and 

can be seen on bass, pike, and muskellunge in Lake Hayward on occasion).  

 

There is very little successful muskellunge reproduction in Lake Hayward but stocked 

fish appear to have high survival and reach trophy length (see accompanying report and 

photograph). Muskellunge in Lake Hayward benefit from the influx of forage fish from 

the Namekagon River (redhorse, sucker, and likely the occasional trout). Muskellunge 

will use aquatic vegetation as a refuge when young, and as foraging habitat as they grow.  

 

Northern pike are entirely self-sustaining and size of pike is very good compared to many 

lakes in the area. Pike likely benefit from the same forage base as muskellunge. Northern 

pike are very reliant on aquatic vegetation for reproduction (eggs stick to aquatic plants) 

and foraging. 

 

Largemouth bass are common in Lake Hayward and size structure is better than many 

other lakes in the area with many legal sized (>14 inches) fish present. Largemouth bass 

use aquatic vegetation as their primary habitat. Smallmouth bass are considerably rarer 

and are focused in the area around the inlet of the Namekagon River. Smallmouth bass 

are more keyed on rocky habitat in comparison to aquatic plants. 

 

Walleye are relatively rare in Lake Hayward indicating that stocking success is low and 

natural reproduction is non-existent. Walleye of several sizes were stocked aggressively 

for many years with little result. Stocked walleye that do survive grow well and are a nice 

“bonus” species in the lake for anglers. Both walleye and muskellunge are susceptible to 

“dam escapement”, which is movement through or over a dam in a manner that prevents 

their return to the lake. We suspect that many stocked walleye and muskellunge wind up 

in the Namekagon River below Lake Hayward. From 2005 to 2010 there was a barrier net 

installed seasonally (purchased by DNR and Xcel) to address this issue, but over time this 

project was deemed infeasible because the net had to be cleaned ~3 times a week as a 

result of entrainment of dead aquatic plants (primarily CLP). 

 

Bluegill and pumpkinseed sunfish are abundant in Lake Hayward but have above average 

size. These species use aquatic plants as refuge from predation but excessive plant growth 

can pose management problems for panfish. Healthy fish populations rely on a large 

percentage of the panfish born each year to be eaten by predators, otherwise stunting can 

occur. These high levels of predation are not possible when aquatic vegetation becomes 
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overly dense. Despite dense vegetation in some areas of Lake Hayward stunting of 

panfish has not been observed in Lake Hayward up to this point.  

 

Yellow perch and black crappie are more rare than bluegill and do not comprise a 

significant portion of the fishery. Both can reach large sizes. 

 

General comments on aquatic plants and the fish community- The fish community of 

Lake Hayward benefits from the diversity of the plant community and the inflowing 

water of the Namekagon River. Without either of these factors it is reasonable to presume 

that the fishery would decrease in quality. While sections of the lake certainly have 

aquatic plant densities that are too high for optimum fish habitat (these areas are impacted 

by invasive species) there has not been a noticeable impact on the overall fish community 

to date. Manual removal of aquatic plants if undertaken should be done after fish 

spawning if possible. Disturbance of the sediments and plants themselves could have 

negative effects on spawning success of essentially all species of fish in Lake Hayward it 

timed incorrectly. Chemical treatment of aquatic invasive plants should be undertaken 

with great caution and with intense scrutiny of any potential chemical product. Any 

chemical selected should ideally lead to no further restrictions on fish consumption since 

this is a popular lake for families to fish.  

 

Schedule of upcoming surveys- Lake Hayward was surveyed in 2013 for early 

spawning species (muskellunge, northern pike, and walleye, see attached report). The 

next survey is scheduled for 2015 and will include a comprehensive study of the fish 

population including estimations of the total number of muskellunge and walleye. Lake 

Hayward is officially on a 7 year survey rotation based on its size, but because of its 

proximity to town it is typically surveyed more often. 

 

Stocking plan- At this point in time the DNR plans to continue to stock Lake Hayward 

with both muskellunge and walleye when they are available. However, Lake Hayward is 

a lower priority stocking location than many other lakes in the area due to the low success 

of previous walleye stocking and lack of necessity to stock muskellunge more frequently 

than every few years. Private stocking of both muskellunge and walleye will be permitted 

if the stocking specifications match DNR protocol. 
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Surface Water Data Viewer Map

DISCLAIMER: The information shown on these maps has been obtained from various 
sources, and are of varying age, reliability and resolution. These maps are not intended to be 
used for navigation, nor are these maps an authoritative source of information about legal land 
ownership or public access. No warranty, expressed or implied, is made aregarding accuracy, 
applicability for a particular use, completemenss, or legality of the information depicted on this 
map. For more information, see the DNR Legal Notices web page: http://dnr.wi.gov/legal/
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Muskellunge Fisheries in  

Northwestern Wisconsin Rivers: 

A Guide to the Future Project  

5-year report 

Max Wolter 
WDNR Senior Fisheries Biologist 
 

Dave Neuswanger 
Area Team Supervisor 
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Foreword and Acknowledgments 
 

The “Guide to the Future” project was initiated in 2012 to meet a data collection 

need for sportfish populations in some of the most popular rivers in northwest Wis-

consin. Five years of partnership between the Wisconsin DNR and the Hayward 

Fly Fishing Company has generated 1,487 records of guided angler trips. The data 

from these guided trips has allowed for comparisons of catch rate for smallmouth 

bass, muskellunge, and other species among rivers, times of year, different river 

conditions, and more. Collection of this large volume of data would not be possible 

without the excellent participation of each of the individual guides working for the 

Hayward Fly Fishing Company including Wendy Williamson, Larry Mann, Stu 

Neville, Erik Huber, Brett Nelson, and Cory Andraschko. Rarely does science get 

to be as fun as this project has been.           Max Wolter 
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Summary of Major Findings 
 

 Angler skill accounts for a significant amount of varia-

tion in catch rates for both smallmouth bass and muskel-

lunge. Accounting for skill with a correction factor al-

lows for more meaningful comparisons of catch rate, 

particularly when sample size is limiting. 

 Smallmouth bass catch rate (relative abundance) and 

size structure varied among rivers. Rivers with high 

catch rate demonstrated smaller size of fish caught, and 

vice versa. 

 Muskellunge catch rate varied among rivers, but size 

differences among rivers were generally less pro-

nounced. The Namekagon River emerged as a better riv-

er for catching larger muskellunge (>40”) than the Chip-

pewa or Flambeau. 

 Catch rates for smallmouth bass and muskellunge ap-

peared relatively stable from one year to the next. 

Smallmouth catch rates were positively related to water 

temperature and were highest during peak summer 

(July).  Muskellunge catch rates appeared higher in ear-

ly summer and fall compared to mid-summer, though 

the relationship was not statistically significant.  

 Spatial trends in catch rates for both species within riv-

ers did not demonstrate consistent increases or decreas-

es from upstream to downstream reaches. 

 The amount of discharge on a river (cubic feet per sec-

ond) generally had a negative impact on both small-

mouth bass and muskellunge catch rates, though the re-

lationship was typically not statistically significant. 

 Catch rates for smallmouth bass were significantly high-

er under flat water conditions compared to rising water. 

There was an indication of a similar trend for muskel-

lunge but it was not statistically significant.   

 Northern pike catch rates were significantly higher on 

the Namekagon compared to the Flambeau with the 

Chippewa being intermediate. Incidental catch of other 

species like walleye and largemouth bass were rare.  

A-120

WDNR Comments



Project Objectives and General Methods 
 
Due to a variety of factors including current, water clarity, structural complexity, and access, river fish 

populations are often not easily (or representatively) sampled by traditional fisheries methods such as 

netting or electrofishing. On an experimental and voluntary basis from 2012 to 2016, the Wisconsin 

Department of Natural Resources (WDNR) enlisted a group of river fishing guides who completed 

hundreds of fishing trips on these rivers annually with their clients while targeting smallmouth bass 

and muskellunge using fly fishing gear. Records of the effort and catch from these fishing trips can 

provide important information on relative abundance and size structure of river populations of small-

mouth bass and muskellunge in a manner that is efficient to the monitoring agency (WDNR) and in-

formative to the guides, their clients, and other anglers.   

 

WDNR personnel and guides met and developed the following protocol for data collection. For each 

trip, the guide recorded the catch for each client (typically two people) separately. There was no set 

schedule or locations that guides were asked to follow with their fishing activities. However, as a re-

sult of the use of logical access points, fishing trips were assigned to “reaches” within each river with 

set start and end points. Each captured fish was recorded on a labeled 12-key mechanical counter cor-

responding to the angler that caught the fish. Four sizes categories of smallmouth bass (7-11, 11-14, 

14-17, and >17 inches) and muskellunge (20-30, 30-40, 40-50, and >50 inches) were recorded. Guides 

also recorded catches, but not sizes, of northern pike, walleye, and largemouth bass. “Encounters” 

with muskellunge were recorded whenever a fish followed but did not strike, struck and missed, or 

was lost after hooking but before landing.   

 

Each guide recorded daily water temperature (degrees F), 

which was measured in a shaded portion of the river near 

noon. Guides also recorded “mitigating condi-

tions” (inclement weather, challenging water level, off-

color water, etc.) that they judged may have negatively 

impacted fishing success. Data on river discharge (cubic 

feet per second) was obtained for each day from nearby 

USGS or hydropower dam gauges. Short-term variation 

in discharge was calculated and expressed as the most 

recent 3-day change in discharge (noon discharge three days prior minus noon discharge on day of 

fishing). Based on this calculation, river conditions on each day of fishing were classified as either 

falling (≥15% decrease in discharge over 3-day period), stable (<15% change in discharge over 3 day 

period), or rising (≥15% increase in discharge over 3-day period).  

 

Data were entered into an Excel database and analyzed using R software. Trips when guides noted 

“mitigating conditions”, as described above, were excluded from all analyses unless specified other-

wise. Similarly, only trips where at least four hours of targeted effort for a species were used for anal-

yses of that species. A non-parametric Kruskal-Wallis test was used to make statistical comparisons of 

catch rates across classes of data (i.e. different rivers, months) because of non-normal shape of the 

catch rate data. When significant differences were found between classes, multiple comparison analy-

sis was made using a Dunn Test with a Holm modification of the Bonferroni adjustment. Comparisons 

between catch rate and river discharge or temperature were made using standard linear regression. Re-

sults of statistical tests were considered significant at P values less than 0.05. 
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Study Area 
 

There was no set schedule or locations that guides were asked to follow with their fishing ac-

tivities. However, as a result of the use of logical access points, fishing trips were assigned to 

“reaches” within each river with set start and end points. In this report these are labeled with 

the river name (or abbreviation) and a number corresponding to the relative downstream loca-

tion of the reach within that river (e.g., Chippewa 4 is downstream from Chippewa 3). To pro-

tect the proprietary information of these guides, the specific start and end points of each reach 

are not presented in this report. Individual reaches were rarely fished on sequential days. Three 

rivers were primarily fish by the guides– the Flambeau (Figure 1, Price and Sawyer counties), 

Chippewa (Sawyer and Rusk counties), and Namekagon (Sawyer, Washburn, and Burnett 

counties). However, data was also collected on the West Fork of the Chippewa River (Sawyer 

County) and the St. Croix River (Burnett County). Because of smaller sample size, these two 

rivers are not included in all analyses. 

Flambeau 

Chippewa 

Chippewa (West Fork) Namekagon 

St. Croix 

Figure 1. The sections of rivers fished by guides in the “Guide to the Future” fisheries data col-

lection program. Each river is broken into multiple reaches that are fished for single-day float 

trips. Hayward, the home base for the guides, is denoted with a star.  

 
Hayward 
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Description of Angling Effort and Skill 
 

Fishing effort for guides varied consid-

erably among rivers, with the 

Namekagon River receiving the most to-

tal trips and hours of targeted effort for 

each species (Table 1). Most guided trips 

took place between June and October. 

October had the most overall trips (353) 

followed by July (278) and August 

(224). Trips in the summer (May-

August) were more likely to target 

smallmouth bass while trips in the fall 

(September-November) are more likely 

to target muskellunge.  

 

It was known at the onset of this project that anglers fishing with guides would 

have wide variation in their skill, which would likely affect catch rate data. To ac-

count for this, we asked guides to discreetly assign a skill level rating to each cli-

ent. Assignment of a skill level rating  was done early in the trip and was based on 

casting ability and prior experience so rating would not be influenced by the day’s 

catch. The three rating categories were inexperienced/beginner, average, or expert.  

As expected, catch rates for both 

muskellunge and smallmouth 

(Figure 2) differed by angler skill 

level. To prevent this known 

source of variation from influ-

encing other comparisons, we 

developed a correction factor to 

standardize catch rates. Multipli-

ers were applied to catch rates in 

each skill level (Table 2).  

River Hours  

targeting 

musky 

Hours targeting 

smallmouth bass 

Total 

trips 

Chippewa 1,035 1,194 315 

Chippewa 

(West Fork) 

161 295 70 

Flambeau 677 493 155 

Namekagon 2,086 3,987 851 

St. Croix 481 189 94 

 Beginner Average Expert 

Smallmouth 

 Bass 
2.0 1.0 0.75 

Muskel-

lunge 
1.5 1.0 0.5 

Table 1. Total number of angler trips and hours spent 

targeting muskellunge (musky) and smallmouth bass be-

tween 2012 and 2016 as a part of the Guide to the Future 

project. 

Figure 2. Catch rates (number of fish per hour of targeted angling ef-

fort) for smallmouth bass by anglers of different skill levels, shown 

with no correction factor applied. Error bars represent 95% confi-

dence intervals. Skill levels were assigned by guides to account for the 

expected variation in catch due to individual anglers’ fishing experi-

ence. Differences between the three skill levels were used to develop a 

correction factor to account for this variation when making other com-

parisons (i.e. catch rate among rivers). 

Table 2. Correction factors applied to smallmouth 

bass and muskellunge catch rates. 
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Smallmouth Bass Relative Abundance and Size 
 
Smallmouth bass are well-suited for life in shallow rocky riverine habitats and as a result they 

are one of the most abundant sportfish in many northern Wisconsin rivers. Smallmouth bass 

are a popular target for anglers fishing either from shore or on float trips, yet little is known 

about the relative abundance of smallmouth in one river compared to the next or how size dis-

tribution compares among rivers. Data collected by guides demonstrated significantly different 

catch rates for smallmouth bass among five northwestern Wisconsin Rivers (Figure 3). Differ-

ences in catch rate are assumed to reflect differences in abundance. 

Figure 3. Skill level corrected catch rates (number of fish per hour of targeted angling effort) for small-

mouth bass by river from 2012-2016. Error bars represent 95% confidence intervals. Statistically differ-

ent groupings are denoted with letters. 

Variation in overall catch rate of smallmouth bass among rivers is driven by variation within 

specific size classes. Comparing just the three rivers with the largest volume of data, the catch 

rates for smaller smallmouth bass was significantly higher on the Flambeau River than on the 

Chippewa or Namekagon (Table 3). However, catch rate for larger smallmouth bass (>17 inch-

es) was significantly higher on the 

Namekagon River than the Chip-

pewa or Flambeau. These three 

rivers offer differing fishing expe-

riences. The Flambeau would be 

considered more of an action des-

tination, with high overall catch 

rates but smaller fish, while the 

Namekagon is clearly more of a 

trophy opportunity with lower 

catch rates but higher catch of 

large smallmouth. 

Size Class Chippewa Flambeau Namekagon 

7-11 inches 0.38 (±0.07)b 0.70 (±0.16)a 0.10 (±0.02)c 

11-14 inches 0.39 (±0.06)a 0.44 (±0.09)a 0.20 (0.02)b 

14-17 inches 0.24 (±0.05) 0.30 (±0.08) 0.27 (±0.03) 

>17 inches 0.07 (±0.02)b 0.03 (±0.02)b 0.11 (±0.02)a 

All sizes 1.07 (±0.12)b 1.47 (±0.24)a 0.69 (±0.05)c 

Table 3.  Skill level corrected catch rates (number of fish per hour of tar-

geted angling effort) of smallmouth bass by size class for three northwest-

ern Wisconsin Rivers from 2012-2016. Statistically different groupings are 

denoted with letters. 

a 

ab 
b 

c 

abc 
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Smallmouth Bass Size Structure 
 
Based on reported data from guides, size structure of smallmouth bass varied considerably among 

rivers. Catch in the Flambeau River was dominated by smaller bass, while catch in the 

Namekagon was predominantly larger fish, the Chippewa River catch was intermediate with the 

three smaller size classes represented fairly evenly in the catch (Figure 4). In the Flambeau, only 

22% of smallmouth caught were over 14 inches, while on the Chippewa 33% were over 14 inches, 

and on the Namekagon 56% were over 14 inches. Interestingly, all three rivers have the same fish-

ing regulations. It is not clear why the apparent difference in size structure among rivers exists. It 

appears, based on catch rate, that density of smallmouth bass is higher in the Flambeau River 

which may lead to slower, density-dependent growth. It is possible that prey availability differs 

among these three rivers independent of smallmouth bass density. Mortality may also play a role 

in structuring these smallmouth bass populations. If mortality of adult smallmouth bass is higher 

on one river compared to another it may result in differing size structure. Mortality could be due to 

environmental conditions, including overwintering habitat, or angler harvest, though harvest is be-

lieved to be minimal on all three rivers. A growth rate and age structure analysis would be benefi-

cial to better understanding dynamics of these populations.  

Figure 4.  Smallmouth bass catch by size category for three rivers in northwestern Wisconsin fished by guides and their 

clients from 2012-2016.  
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Muskellunge Relative Abundance and Size 
 
Interpreting muskellunge catch rate data was made more difficult by the high degree of varia-

tion that inevitably exists when dealing with a species that occurs in low abundance and is 

challenging to catch. However, five seasons of data collection have provided enough data to 

start making statistical comparisons of muskellunge catch. Data collected by guides demon-

strated significantly different catch rates for muskellunge among five northwestern Wisconsin 

Rivers (Figure 5). Differences in catch rate are assumed to reflect differences in abundance. 

Variation in overall catch rate of muskellunge among rivers was driven by variation within spe-

cific size classes. Comparing just the three rivers with the largest volume of data, the catch 

rates for smaller muskellunge (20-30 inches  and 30-40 inches) were significantly higher on 

the Flambeau River than on the Chippewa or Namekagon (Table 4). However, catch rate for 

larger muskellunge (>40 inches) was significantly higher on the Namekagon River than the 

Chippewa or Flambeau. Catch-

ing a musky is rare under any 

circumstances, but the average 

catch rate of muskellunge by 

guided anglers as a part of this 

project (17.1 hours of fishing 

per musky) compare favorably 

to catch rates for anglers on 

lakes (~33 hours of angling per 

musky).  

Size Class Chippewa Flambeau Namekagon 

20-30 inches 0.008 (±0.006)b 0.033 (±0.017)a 0.013 (±0.005)b 

30-40 inches 0.011 (±0.008)b 0.024 (±0.011)a 0.013 (±0.005)b 

40-50 inches 0.002 (±0.003)b 0.003 (±0.003)ab 0.009 (±0.004)a 

>50 inches 0.000 0.000 0.001 (±0.001) 

All sizes 0.021 (±0.011)b 0.059 (±0.019)a 0.035 (±0.008)b 

Table 4.  Skill level corrected catch rates (number of fish per hour of targeted 

angling effort) of muskellunge by size class for three northwestern Wisconsin 

Rivers from 2012-2016. Statistically different groupings are denoted with letters. 

Figure 5. Skill level corrected catch rates (number of fish per hour of targeted angling effort) for muskel-

lunge by river from 2012-2016. Error bars represent 95% confidence intervals. Statistically different 

groupings are denoted with letters. 

a 

b 

bc 
ac 

ac 
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Muskellunge Size Structure 
 
Based on reported data from guides, size structure of muskellunge varied slightly among rivers. 

Catch in all three rives is dominated by fish in the 20-40 inch range (Figure 6). The Namekagon 

River has demonstrated the best size potential evidenced by a larger percentage of the catch being 

over 40 inches and producing the only 50 inch muskellunge recorded by guides and their clients 

during the span of this project.  

 

The relative infrequency of muskellunge over 40 inches being caught by guided anglers on these 

rivers is of interest. Many of the rivers fished as a part of this project are connected to impound-

ments which generally have larger fish than what was being caught in the rivers. The discrepancy 

in size structure between impoundments and rivers may be due to gear selectivity where fly fish-

ing disproportionately targets the smaller sized muskellunge. But it may also be a result of habitat 

selection by larger fish, slower growth of fish inhabiting rivers, higher mortality of adult muskel-

lunge in rivers, or other factors. More exploration into these trends is warranted.  

Figure 6.  Muskellunge catch by size category for three rivers in northwestern Wisconsin fished by guides and their clients 

from 2012-2016.  
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Catch By Year 
 
Clear trends in catch rate by year within individual rivers were not always evident for either spe-

cies. Catch rate for smallmouth bass on the Namekagon has been remarkably consistent across 

time.  Catch rate for smallmouth bass on the Flambeau River demonstrated the greatest oscillation 

(Figure 7).  Year-to-year data for muskellunge catch rate on the St. Croix and West Fork Chippewa 

rivers was limiting and therefor those rivers were excluded from that analysis. Other rivers demon-

strated relatively consistent catch rates for muskellunge, with some evidence of declining catch 

rate for the Chippewa River. Once again, catch rate data for muskellunge was marked by a high 

degree of variability.  

Figure 7.  Small-

mouth bass (top 

panel) and muskel-

lunge (bottom pan-

el) skill level cor-

rected catch rates 

in three rivers in 

northwestern Wis-

consin fished by 

guides and their 

clients from 2012-

2016. Error bars 

represent 95% 

confidence inter-

vals.  
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Catch By  Month 
 
Catch rates by month showed interesting patterns for both smallmouth bass and muskellunge, 

though differences were not always statistically significant. For smallmouth, catch rate was higher 

in July than in the cooler months of June and September (Figure 8). Guides have anecdotally re-

ported poor success targeting smallmouth in these rivers after September, and as a result very little 

smallmouth bass data exists for those months. Catch rates for muskellunge showed an inverse pat-

tern to smallmouth, with generally higher catch in cooler months (early summer and fall), though 

there were not statistically significant differences among months. It should be noted that muskel-

lunge catch data from summer months is more limited since guides are typically targeting small-

mouth bass at that time. Trips targeting muskellunge in December have been rare, but successful. 

Figure 8.  Small-

mouth bass (top 

panel) and muskel-

lunge (bottom pan-

el)  skill level cor-

rected catch rates 

by month in three 

rivers in north-

western Wisconsin 

fished by guides 

and their clients 

from 2012-2016. 

Error bars repre-

sent 95% confi-

dence intervals. 

Letters represent 

statistically signifi-

cant groupings. 

ab 

b 

a 

ab 

b 
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Smallmouth 

Bass Catch By  

River Reach 
 
Smallmouth bass catch rate 

across different reaches within 

the same river did not reveal 

many consistent patterns 

(Figure 9). For example, there 

was no evidence that small-

mouth bass catch rate consist-

ently increased or decreased 

from upstream reaches to 

downstream reaches. Catch 

rates on the Chippewa River 

were significantly lower at 

Chip3 compared to Chip1 and 

Chip5, but no other trends 

were present. Catch rates on 

the Flambeau and Namekagon 

were statistically similar across 

all reaches. Given that few dif-

ferences in catch rate were ob-

served, one can conclude that 

smallmouth bass fishing quali-

ty is generally similar along 

the entire stretch of each river 

fished by guides as a part of 

this project. It also indicates 

that there are few major habitat 

issues (dams, impaired dis-

charge, etc.) that limit small-

mouth bass populations in par-

ticular reaches. 

Figure 9.  Smallmouth bass skill level corrected catch rates by reach in three rivers 

(top=Chippewa, middle=Flambeau, bottom=Namekagon) in northwestern Wisconsin 

fished by guides and their clients from 2012-2016. Error bars represent 95% confidence 

intervals. Letters represent statistically significant groupings. Reaches are arranged from 

upstream to downstream (i.e. CHIP1 is upstream of CHIP2 and so on).  

a 
ab 

b 

ab 

ab 

ab 
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Muskellunge 

Catch By River 

Reach 
 
Muskellunge catch rate by riv-

er reach similarly did not re-

veal statistically significant 

patterns (Figure 10). However, 

several notable trends are pre-

sent. Almost no muskellunge 

are caught on the Namekagon 

River upstream from 

Namekagon4. Muskellunge are 

known to inhabit these upper 

reaches and it is not clear why 

this pattern exists 

 

As with other analyses in this 

report, the comparison of mus-

kellunge catch by river reach 

was limited by high variation 

(see wide error bars in Figure 

10) and was exacerbated by 

low sample size for some 

reaches. Perhaps the inclusion 

of more data from future years 

of fishing will allow for better 

comparisons of muskellunge 

catch within rivers. 

Figure 10.  Muskellunge skill level corrected catch rates by reach in three rivers 

(top=Chippewa, middle=Flambeau, bottom=Namekagon) in northwestern Wisconsin 

fished by guides and their clients from 2012-2016. Error bars represent 95% confidence 

intervals. Letters represent statistically significant groupings. Reaches are arranged from 

upstream to downstream (i.e. CHIP1 is upstream of CHIP2 and so on).  
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Catch Rates and River Discharge 
 
The guides who participated in this project consider river discharge to have a considerable im-

pact on fishing success. We conducted a regression analysis to compare catch rates for small-

mouth bass and muskellunge with discharge. This analysis included days with mitigating con-

ditions to capture fishing under extreme discharge. A separate model was constructed for each 

species x river combination. Generally speaking, catch rates for both smallmouth bass and 

muskellunge demonstrated a negative trend with increasing discharge. However, in all but one 

case (smallmouth bass in the Flambeau River) the trend was not statistically significant 

(Figure 11). Future data collection may allow us to better describe this relationship. Similarly, 

more data may allow for exploration of  quadratic or nonlinear relationships, which may effec-

tively allow for determination of “ideal” discharge conditions for catching each species. 

Figure 11.  Comparison of skill level corrected catch rates for smallmouth bass (left column) and muskellunge (right col-

umns) with river discharge (cubic feet per second) on the day of fishing for guided anglers on three northwestern Wiscon-

sin rivers from 2012-2016. A red star in a panel demotes a statistically significant relationship (P<0.05). 

Chippewa 

Flambeau 

Namekagon 
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Catch Rates and River Level Changes 
 
Changing river conditions prior to a day of fishing is also considered to be an important factor 

determining fishing success. We compared catch rates for smallmouth bass and muskellunge 

from all rivers under three different conditions: falling water level (>15% drop in discharge 

over 3 days), flat water level (<15% change in discharge over 3 days), and rising water level 

(>15% increase in discharge over 3 days). Catch rates for smallmouth were significantly high-

er under flat water conditions compared to rising water (Figure 12). A similar pattern appears 

to be present for muskellunge, though it was not statistically significant.  

Figure 12.  Skill level corrected catch rates of smallmouth bass (top panel) and muskellunge (bottom panel) under three 

different river conditions. Data was collected by in northwestern Wisconsin fished by guides and their clients from 2012-

2016. Error bars represent 95% confidence intervals. Letters represent statistically significant groupings.  

a 
b ab 
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Catch Rates and Water Temperature 
 
Water temperature is an important factor determining many aspects of fish behavior. Guides 

participating in this project collect daily water temperature data on-site at noon in a shaded ar-

ea. We compared catch rates for smallmouth bass and muskellunge with water temperature 

across all rivers (Figure 13). Smallmouth bass demonstrated a significant positive relationship 

between water temperature and catch rate. This result matches the observed higher catch rates 

in peak summer months. There was no statistically significant trend between muskellunge 

catch rate and temperature, but there was an indication of higher catch between 50-70F.  

Figure 13.  Comparison of skill level corrected catch rates for smallmouth bass (top panel) and muskellunge (bottom panel) 

with water temperature on the day of fishing for guided anglers on three northwestern Wisconsin rivers from 2012-2016.  

A red star in a panel demotes a statistically significant relationship (P<0.05). 
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Catch Rate of Northern Pike and Other Species 
 
While smallmouth bass and muskellunge were the target species for all trips included in this 

project, other predator species were caught incidentally. Guides recorded all incidental catch 

which provided at least a limited amount of information on northern pike, walleye, and large-

mouth bass populations. Catch rates for northern pike were significantly higher on the 

Namekagon River in comparison to the Flambeau River, with the Chippewa River being inter-

mediate (Figure 14). Overall, incidental catch rate of northern pike was similar to that of tar-

geted catch rate for muskellunge. Northern pike density appears to be relatively low in these 

rivers in comparison to lakes in the area. Incidental catch of walleye and largemouth bass was 

rare. Only 22 walleye were caught in 1,486 angler days of fishing. Walleye are believed to be 

more common in these rivers than the low catch would indicate. As a result, we believe that 

fly fishing guide data may not be a representative way to sample walleye populations in rivers. 

Only 34 largemouth bass were captured incidentally as a part of this project. Based on their 

similarities to smallmouth bass we feel more confident that the low catch of largemouth bass 

is, in fact, representative of the populations in these rivers. Largemouth bass likely occur at a 

very low density in these fast, rocky rivers. Largemouth bass are generally considered to be 

better suited for lake environments.  

Figure 14.  Northern pike incidental catch rates (number per hour of total angling) in three rivers in northwestern Wiscon-

sin fished by guides and their clients from 2012-2016. Error bars represent 95% confidence intervals.  
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Foreword and Acknowledgments 
 

The “Guide to the Future” project was initiated in 2012 to meet a data collection 

need for sportfish populations in some of the most popular rivers in northwest Wis-

consin. Five years of partnership between the Wisconsin DNR and the Hayward 

Fly Fishing Company has generated 1,487 records of guided angler trips. The data 

from these guided trips has allowed for comparisons of catch rate for smallmouth 

bass, muskellunge, and other species among rivers, times of year, different river 

conditions, and more. Collection of this large volume of data would not be possible 

without the excellent participation of each of the individual guides working for the 

Hayward Fly Fishing Company including Wendy Williamson, Larry Mann, Stu 

Neville, Erik Huber, Brett Nelson, and Cory Andraschko. Rarely does science get 

to be as fun as this project has been.           Max Wolter 
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Summary of Major Findings 
 

 Angler skill accounts for a significant amount of varia-

tion in catch rates for both smallmouth bass and muskel-

lunge. Accounting for skill with a correction factor al-

lows for more meaningful comparisons of catch rate, 

particularly when sample size is limiting. 

 Smallmouth bass catch rate (relative abundance) and 

size structure varied among rivers. Rivers with high 

catch rate demonstrated smaller size of fish caught, and 

vice versa. 

 Muskellunge catch rate varied among rivers, but size 

differences among rivers were generally less pro-

nounced. The Namekagon River emerged as a better riv-

er for catching larger muskellunge (>40”) than the Chip-

pewa or Flambeau. 

 Catch rates for smallmouth bass and muskellunge ap-

peared relatively stable from one year to the next. 

Smallmouth catch rates were positively related to water 

temperature and were highest during peak summer 

(July).  Muskellunge catch rates appeared higher in ear-

ly summer and fall compared to mid-summer, though 

the relationship was not statistically significant.  

 Spatial trends in catch rates for both species within riv-

ers did not demonstrate consistent increases or decreas-

es from upstream to downstream reaches. 

 The amount of discharge on a river (cubic feet per sec-

ond) generally had a negative impact on both small-

mouth bass and muskellunge catch rates, though the re-

lationship was typically not statistically significant. 

 Catch rates for smallmouth bass were significantly high-

er under flat water conditions compared to rising water. 

There was an indication of a similar trend for muskel-

lunge but it was not statistically significant.   

 Northern pike catch rates were significantly higher on 

the Namekagon compared to the Flambeau with the 

Chippewa being intermediate. Incidental catch of other 

species like walleye and largemouth bass were rare.  
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Project Objectives and General Methods 
 
Due to a variety of factors including current, water clarity, structural complexity, and access, river fish 

populations are often not easily (or representatively) sampled by traditional fisheries methods such as 

netting or electrofishing. On an experimental and voluntary basis from 2012 to 2016, the Wisconsin 

Department of Natural Resources (WDNR) enlisted a group of river fishing guides who completed 

hundreds of fishing trips on these rivers annually with their clients while targeting smallmouth bass 

and muskellunge using fly fishing gear. Records of the effort and catch from these fishing trips can 

provide important information on relative abundance and size structure of river populations of small-

mouth bass and muskellunge in a manner that is efficient to the monitoring agency (WDNR) and in-

formative to the guides, their clients, and other anglers.   

 

WDNR personnel and guides met and developed the following protocol for data collection. For each 

trip, the guide recorded the catch for each client (typically two people) separately. There was no set 

schedule or locations that guides were asked to follow with their fishing activities. However, as a re-

sult of the use of logical access points, fishing trips were assigned to “reaches” within each river with 

set start and end points. Each captured fish was recorded on a labeled 12-key mechanical counter cor-

responding to the angler that caught the fish. Four sizes categories of smallmouth bass (7-11, 11-14, 

14-17, and >17 inches) and muskellunge (20-30, 30-40, 40-50, and >50 inches) were recorded. Guides 

also recorded catches, but not sizes, of northern pike, walleye, and largemouth bass. “Encounters” 

with muskellunge were recorded whenever a fish followed but did not strike, struck and missed, or 

was lost after hooking but before landing.   

 

Each guide recorded daily water temperature (degrees F), 

which was measured in a shaded portion of the river near 

noon. Guides also recorded “mitigating condi-

tions” (inclement weather, challenging water level, off-

color water, etc.) that they judged may have negatively 

impacted fishing success. Data on river discharge (cubic 

feet per second) was obtained for each day from nearby 

USGS or hydropower dam gauges. Short-term variation 

in discharge was calculated and expressed as the most 

recent 3-day change in discharge (noon discharge three days prior minus noon discharge on day of 

fishing). Based on this calculation, river conditions on each day of fishing were classified as either 

falling (≥15% decrease in discharge over 3-day period), stable (<15% change in discharge over 3 day 

period), or rising (≥15% increase in discharge over 3-day period).  

 

Data were entered into an Excel database and analyzed using R software. Trips when guides noted 

“mitigating conditions”, as described above, were excluded from all analyses unless specified other-

wise. Similarly, only trips where at least four hours of targeted effort for a species were used for anal-

yses of that species. A non-parametric Kruskal-Wallis test was used to make statistical comparisons of 

catch rates across classes of data (i.e. different rivers, months) because of non-normal shape of the 

catch rate data. When significant differences were found between classes, multiple comparison analy-

sis was made using a Dunn Test with a Holm modification of the Bonferroni adjustment. Comparisons 

between catch rate and river discharge or temperature were made using standard linear regression. Re-

sults of statistical tests were considered significant at P values less than 0.05. 
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Study Area 
 

There was no set schedule or locations that guides were asked to follow with their fishing ac-

tivities. However, as a result of the use of logical access points, fishing trips were assigned to 

“reaches” within each river with set start and end points. In this report these are labeled with 

the river name (or abbreviation) and a number corresponding to the relative downstream loca-

tion of the reach within that river (e.g., Chippewa 4 is downstream from Chippewa 3). To pro-

tect the proprietary information of these guides, the specific start and end points of each reach 

are not presented in this report. Individual reaches were rarely fished on sequential days. Three 

rivers were primarily fish by the guides– the Flambeau (Figure 1, Price and Sawyer counties), 

Chippewa (Sawyer and Rusk counties), and Namekagon (Sawyer, Washburn, and Burnett 

counties). However, data was also collected on the West Fork of the Chippewa River (Sawyer 

County) and the St. Croix River (Burnett County). Because of smaller sample size, these two 

rivers are not included in all analyses. 

Flambeau 

Chippewa 

Chippewa (West Fork) Namekagon 

St. Croix 

Figure 1. The sections of rivers fished by guides in the “Guide to the Future” fisheries data col-

lection program. Each river is broken into multiple reaches that are fished for single-day float 

trips. Hayward, the home base for the guides, is denoted with a star.  

 
Hayward 
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Description of Angling Effort and Skill 
 

Fishing effort for guides varied consid-

erably among rivers, with the 

Namekagon River receiving the most to-

tal trips and hours of targeted effort for 

each species (Table 1). Most guided trips 

took place between June and October. 

October had the most overall trips (353) 

followed by July (278) and August 

(224). Trips in the summer (May-

August) were more likely to target 

smallmouth bass while trips in the fall 

(September-November) are more likely 

to target muskellunge.  

 

It was known at the onset of this project that anglers fishing with guides would 

have wide variation in their skill, which would likely affect catch rate data. To ac-

count for this, we asked guides to discreetly assign a skill level rating to each cli-

ent. Assignment of a skill level rating  was done early in the trip and was based on 

casting ability and prior experience so rating would not be influenced by the day’s 

catch. The three rating categories were inexperienced/beginner, average, or expert.  

As expected, catch rates for both 

muskellunge and smallmouth 

(Figure 2) differed by angler skill 

level. To prevent this known 

source of variation from influ-

encing other comparisons, we 

developed a correction factor to 

standardize catch rates. Multipli-

ers were applied to catch rates in 

each skill level (Table 2).  

River Hours  

targeting 

musky 

Hours targeting 

smallmouth bass 

Total 

trips 

Chippewa 1,035 1,194 315 

Chippewa 

(West Fork) 

161 295 70 

Flambeau 677 493 155 

Namekagon 2,086 3,987 851 

St. Croix 481 189 94 

 Beginner Average Expert 

Smallmouth 

 Bass 
2.0 1.0 0.75 

Muskel-

lunge 
1.5 1.0 0.5 

Table 1. Total number of angler trips and hours spent 

targeting muskellunge (musky) and smallmouth bass be-

tween 2012 and 2016 as a part of the Guide to the Future 

project. 

Figure 2. Catch rates (number of fish per hour of targeted angling ef-

fort) for smallmouth bass by anglers of different skill levels, shown 

with no correction factor applied. Error bars represent 95% confi-

dence intervals. Skill levels were assigned by guides to account for the 

expected variation in catch due to individual anglers’ fishing experi-

ence. Differences between the three skill levels were used to develop a 

correction factor to account for this variation when making other com-

parisons (i.e. catch rate among rivers). 

Table 2. Correction factors applied to smallmouth 

bass and muskellunge catch rates. 
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Smallmouth Bass Relative Abundance and Size 
 
Smallmouth bass are well-suited for life in shallow rocky riverine habitats and as a result they 

are one of the most abundant sportfish in many northern Wisconsin rivers. Smallmouth bass 

are a popular target for anglers fishing either from shore or on float trips, yet little is known 

about the relative abundance of smallmouth in one river compared to the next or how size dis-

tribution compares among rivers. Data collected by guides demonstrated significantly different 

catch rates for smallmouth bass among five northwestern Wisconsin Rivers (Figure 3). Differ-

ences in catch rate are assumed to reflect differences in abundance. 

Figure 3. Skill level corrected catch rates (number of fish per hour of targeted angling effort) for small-

mouth bass by river from 2012-2016. Error bars represent 95% confidence intervals. Statistically differ-

ent groupings are denoted with letters. 

Variation in overall catch rate of smallmouth bass among rivers is driven by variation within 

specific size classes. Comparing just the three rivers with the largest volume of data, the catch 

rates for smaller smallmouth bass was significantly higher on the Flambeau River than on the 

Chippewa or Namekagon (Table 3). However, catch rate for larger smallmouth bass (>17 inch-

es) was significantly higher on the 

Namekagon River than the Chip-

pewa or Flambeau. These three 

rivers offer differing fishing expe-

riences. The Flambeau would be 

considered more of an action des-

tination, with high overall catch 

rates but smaller fish, while the 

Namekagon is clearly more of a 

trophy opportunity with lower 

catch rates but higher catch of 

large smallmouth. 

Size Class Chippewa Flambeau Namekagon 

7-11 inches 0.38 (±0.07)b 0.70 (±0.16)a 0.10 (±0.02)c 

11-14 inches 0.39 (±0.06)a 0.44 (±0.09)a 0.20 (0.02)b 

14-17 inches 0.24 (±0.05) 0.30 (±0.08) 0.27 (±0.03) 

>17 inches 0.07 (±0.02)b 0.03 (±0.02)b 0.11 (±0.02)a 

All sizes 1.07 (±0.12)b 1.47 (±0.24)a 0.69 (±0.05)c 

Table 3.  Skill level corrected catch rates (number of fish per hour of tar-

geted angling effort) of smallmouth bass by size class for three northwest-

ern Wisconsin Rivers from 2012-2016. Statistically different groupings are 

denoted with letters. 

a 

ab 
b 

c 

abc 

A-316

WDNR Comments



Smallmouth Bass Size Structure 
 
Based on reported data from guides, size structure of smallmouth bass varied considerably among 

rivers. Catch in the Flambeau River was dominated by smaller bass, while catch in the 

Namekagon was predominantly larger fish, the Chippewa River catch was intermediate with the 

three smaller size classes represented fairly evenly in the catch (Figure 4). In the Flambeau, only 

22% of smallmouth caught were over 14 inches, while on the Chippewa 33% were over 14 inches, 

and on the Namekagon 56% were over 14 inches. Interestingly, all three rivers have the same fish-

ing regulations. It is not clear why the apparent difference in size structure among rivers exists. It 

appears, based on catch rate, that density of smallmouth bass is higher in the Flambeau River 

which may lead to slower, density-dependent growth. It is possible that prey availability differs 

among these three rivers independent of smallmouth bass density. Mortality may also play a role 

in structuring these smallmouth bass populations. If mortality of adult smallmouth bass is higher 

on one river compared to another it may result in differing size structure. Mortality could be due to 

environmental conditions, including overwintering habitat, or angler harvest, though harvest is be-

lieved to be minimal on all three rivers. A growth rate and age structure analysis would be benefi-

cial to better understanding dynamics of these populations.  

Figure 4.  Smallmouth bass catch by size category for three rivers in northwestern Wisconsin fished by guides and their 

clients from 2012-2016.  
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Muskellunge Relative Abundance and Size 
 
Interpreting muskellunge catch rate data was made more difficult by the high degree of varia-

tion that inevitably exists when dealing with a species that occurs in low abundance and is 

challenging to catch. However, five seasons of data collection have provided enough data to 

start making statistical comparisons of muskellunge catch. Data collected by guides demon-

strated significantly different catch rates for muskellunge among five northwestern Wisconsin 

Rivers (Figure 5). Differences in catch rate are assumed to reflect differences in abundance. 

Variation in overall catch rate of muskellunge among rivers was driven by variation within spe-

cific size classes. Comparing just the three rivers with the largest volume of data, the catch 

rates for smaller muskellunge (20-30 inches  and 30-40 inches) were significantly higher on 

the Flambeau River than on the Chippewa or Namekagon (Table 4). However, catch rate for 

larger muskellunge (>40 inches) was significantly higher on the Namekagon River than the 

Chippewa or Flambeau. Catch-

ing a musky is rare under any 

circumstances, but the average 

catch rate of muskellunge by 

guided anglers as a part of this 

project (17.1 hours of fishing 

per musky) compare favorably 

to catch rates for anglers on 

lakes (~33 hours of angling per 

musky).  

Size Class Chippewa Flambeau Namekagon 

20-30 inches 0.008 (±0.006)b 0.033 (±0.017)a 0.013 (±0.005)b 

30-40 inches 0.011 (±0.008)b 0.024 (±0.011)a 0.013 (±0.005)b 

40-50 inches 0.002 (±0.003)b 0.003 (±0.003)ab 0.009 (±0.004)a 

>50 inches 0.000 0.000 0.001 (±0.001) 

All sizes 0.021 (±0.011)b 0.059 (±0.019)a 0.035 (±0.008)b 

Table 4.  Skill level corrected catch rates (number of fish per hour of targeted 

angling effort) of muskellunge by size class for three northwestern Wisconsin 

Rivers from 2012-2016. Statistically different groupings are denoted with letters. 

Figure 5. Skill level corrected catch rates (number of fish per hour of targeted angling effort) for muskel-

lunge by river from 2012-2016. Error bars represent 95% confidence intervals. Statistically different 

groupings are denoted with letters. 

a 

b 

bc 
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Muskellunge Size Structure 
 
Based on reported data from guides, size structure of muskellunge varied slightly among rivers. 

Catch in all three rives is dominated by fish in the 20-40 inch range (Figure 6). The Namekagon 

River has demonstrated the best size potential evidenced by a larger percentage of the catch being 

over 40 inches and producing the only 50 inch muskellunge recorded by guides and their clients 

during the span of this project.  

 

The relative infrequency of muskellunge over 40 inches being caught by guided anglers on these 

rivers is of interest. Many of the rivers fished as a part of this project are connected to impound-

ments which generally have larger fish than what was being caught in the rivers. The discrepancy 

in size structure between impoundments and rivers may be due to gear selectivity where fly fish-

ing disproportionately targets the smaller sized muskellunge. But it may also be a result of habitat 

selection by larger fish, slower growth of fish inhabiting rivers, higher mortality of adult muskel-

lunge in rivers, or other factors. More exploration into these trends is warranted.  

Figure 6.  Muskellunge catch by size category for three rivers in northwestern Wisconsin fished by guides and their clients 

from 2012-2016.  
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Catch By Year 
 
Clear trends in catch rate by year within individual rivers were not always evident for either spe-

cies. Catch rate for smallmouth bass on the Namekagon has been remarkably consistent across 

time.  Catch rate for smallmouth bass on the Flambeau River demonstrated the greatest oscillation 

(Figure 7).  Year-to-year data for muskellunge catch rate on the St. Croix and West Fork Chippewa 

rivers was limiting and therefor those rivers were excluded from that analysis. Other rivers demon-

strated relatively consistent catch rates for muskellunge, with some evidence of declining catch 

rate for the Chippewa River. Once again, catch rate data for muskellunge was marked by a high 

degree of variability.  

Figure 7.  Small-

mouth bass (top 

panel) and muskel-

lunge (bottom pan-

el) skill level cor-

rected catch rates 

in three rivers in 

northwestern Wis-

consin fished by 

guides and their 

clients from 2012-

2016. Error bars 

represent 95% 

confidence inter-

vals.  
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Catch By  Month 
 
Catch rates by month showed interesting patterns for both smallmouth bass and muskellunge, 

though differences were not always statistically significant. For smallmouth, catch rate was higher 

in July than in the cooler months of June and September (Figure 8). Guides have anecdotally re-

ported poor success targeting smallmouth in these rivers after September, and as a result very little 

smallmouth bass data exists for those months. Catch rates for muskellunge showed an inverse pat-

tern to smallmouth, with generally higher catch in cooler months (early summer and fall), though 

there were not statistically significant differences among months. It should be noted that muskel-

lunge catch data from summer months is more limited since guides are typically targeting small-

mouth bass at that time. Trips targeting muskellunge in December have been rare, but successful. 

Figure 8.  Small-

mouth bass (top 

panel) and muskel-

lunge (bottom pan-

el)  skill level cor-

rected catch rates 

by month in three 

rivers in north-

western Wisconsin 

fished by guides 

and their clients 

from 2012-2016. 

Error bars repre-

sent 95% confi-

dence intervals. 

Letters represent 

statistically signifi-

cant groupings. 

ab 

b 
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Smallmouth 

Bass Catch By  

River Reach 
 
Smallmouth bass catch rate 

across different reaches within 

the same river did not reveal 

many consistent patterns 

(Figure 9). For example, there 

was no evidence that small-

mouth bass catch rate consist-

ently increased or decreased 

from upstream reaches to 

downstream reaches. Catch 

rates on the Chippewa River 

were significantly lower at 

Chip3 compared to Chip1 and 

Chip5, but no other trends 

were present. Catch rates on 

the Flambeau and Namekagon 

were statistically similar across 

all reaches. Given that few dif-

ferences in catch rate were ob-

served, one can conclude that 

smallmouth bass fishing quali-

ty is generally similar along 

the entire stretch of each river 

fished by guides as a part of 

this project. It also indicates 

that there are few major habitat 

issues (dams, impaired dis-

charge, etc.) that limit small-

mouth bass populations in par-

ticular reaches. 

Figure 9.  Smallmouth bass skill level corrected catch rates by reach in three rivers 

(top=Chippewa, middle=Flambeau, bottom=Namekagon) in northwestern Wisconsin 

fished by guides and their clients from 2012-2016. Error bars represent 95% confidence 

intervals. Letters represent statistically significant groupings. Reaches are arranged from 

upstream to downstream (i.e. CHIP1 is upstream of CHIP2 and so on).  

a 
ab 

b 

ab 
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Muskellunge 

Catch By River 

Reach 
 
Muskellunge catch rate by riv-

er reach similarly did not re-

veal statistically significant 

patterns (Figure 10). However, 

several notable trends are pre-

sent. Almost no muskellunge 

are caught on the Namekagon 

River upstream from 

Namekagon4. Muskellunge are 

known to inhabit these upper 

reaches and it is not clear why 

this pattern exists 

 

As with other analyses in this 

report, the comparison of mus-

kellunge catch by river reach 

was limited by high variation 

(see wide error bars in Figure 

10) and was exacerbated by 

low sample size for some 

reaches. Perhaps the inclusion 

of more data from future years 

of fishing will allow for better 

comparisons of muskellunge 

catch within rivers. 

Figure 10.  Muskellunge skill level corrected catch rates by reach in three rivers 

(top=Chippewa, middle=Flambeau, bottom=Namekagon) in northwestern Wisconsin 

fished by guides and their clients from 2012-2016. Error bars represent 95% confidence 

intervals. Letters represent statistically significant groupings. Reaches are arranged from 

upstream to downstream (i.e. CHIP1 is upstream of CHIP2 and so on).  
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Catch Rates and River Discharge 
 
The guides who participated in this project consider river discharge to have a considerable im-

pact on fishing success. We conducted a regression analysis to compare catch rates for small-

mouth bass and muskellunge with discharge. This analysis included days with mitigating con-

ditions to capture fishing under extreme discharge. A separate model was constructed for each 

species x river combination. Generally speaking, catch rates for both smallmouth bass and 

muskellunge demonstrated a negative trend with increasing discharge. However, in all but one 

case (smallmouth bass in the Flambeau River) the trend was not statistically significant 

(Figure 11). Future data collection may allow us to better describe this relationship. Similarly, 

more data may allow for exploration of  quadratic or nonlinear relationships, which may effec-

tively allow for determination of “ideal” discharge conditions for catching each species. 

Figure 11.  Comparison of skill level corrected catch rates for smallmouth bass (left column) and muskellunge (right col-

umns) with river discharge (cubic feet per second) on the day of fishing for guided anglers on three northwestern Wiscon-

sin rivers from 2012-2016. A red star in a panel demotes a statistically significant relationship (P<0.05). 

Chippewa 

Flambeau 

Namekagon 
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Catch Rates and River Level Changes 
 
Changing river conditions prior to a day of fishing is also considered to be an important factor 

determining fishing success. We compared catch rates for smallmouth bass and muskellunge 

from all rivers under three different conditions: falling water level (>15% drop in discharge 

over 3 days), flat water level (<15% change in discharge over 3 days), and rising water level 

(>15% increase in discharge over 3 days). Catch rates for smallmouth were significantly high-

er under flat water conditions compared to rising water (Figure 12). A similar pattern appears 

to be present for muskellunge, though it was not statistically significant.  

Figure 12.  Skill level corrected catch rates of smallmouth bass (top panel) and muskellunge (bottom panel) under three 

different river conditions. Data was collected by in northwestern Wisconsin fished by guides and their clients from 2012-

2016. Error bars represent 95% confidence intervals. Letters represent statistically significant groupings.  
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Catch Rates and Water Temperature 
 
Water temperature is an important factor determining many aspects of fish behavior. Guides 

participating in this project collect daily water temperature data on-site at noon in a shaded ar-

ea. We compared catch rates for smallmouth bass and muskellunge with water temperature 

across all rivers (Figure 13). Smallmouth bass demonstrated a significant positive relationship 

between water temperature and catch rate. This result matches the observed higher catch rates 

in peak summer months. There was no statistically significant trend between muskellunge 

catch rate and temperature, but there was an indication of higher catch between 50-70F.  

Figure 13.  Comparison of skill level corrected catch rates for smallmouth bass (top panel) and muskellunge (bottom panel) 

with water temperature on the day of fishing for guided anglers on three northwestern Wisconsin rivers from 2012-2016.  

A red star in a panel demotes a statistically significant relationship (P<0.05). 
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Catch Rate of Northern Pike and Other Species 
 
While smallmouth bass and muskellunge were the target species for all trips included in this 

project, other predator species were caught incidentally. Guides recorded all incidental catch 

which provided at least a limited amount of information on northern pike, walleye, and large-

mouth bass populations. Catch rates for northern pike were significantly higher on the 

Namekagon River in comparison to the Flambeau River, with the Chippewa River being inter-

mediate (Figure 14). Overall, incidental catch rate of northern pike was similar to that of tar-

geted catch rate for muskellunge. Northern pike density appears to be relatively low in these 

rivers in comparison to lakes in the area. Incidental catch of walleye and largemouth bass was 

rare. Only 22 walleye were caught in 1,486 angler days of fishing. Walleye are believed to be 

more common in these rivers than the low catch would indicate. As a result, we believe that 

fly fishing guide data may not be a representative way to sample walleye populations in rivers. 

Only 34 largemouth bass were captured incidentally as a part of this project. Based on their 

similarities to smallmouth bass we feel more confident that the low catch of largemouth bass 

is, in fact, representative of the populations in these rivers. Largemouth bass likely occur at a 

very low density in these fast, rocky rivers. Largemouth bass are generally considered to be 

better suited for lake environments.  

Figure 14.  Northern pike incidental catch rates (number per hour of total angling) in three rivers in northwestern Wiscon-

sin fished by guides and their clients from 2012-2016. Error bars represent 95% confidence intervals.  
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SUMMARY FISHING RECORD Department of Natural Resources
Form 3600-63

County Waters
Washburn Trego MWBC:

Sampling Objective Number and Locations of Stations (Habitat)
Walleye Recruitment Survey Source

Miles Actually Shocked = 6.0 LM
Period Fished (Dates) Acres = 451 LM

09/20/11 Total Miles of Shoreline = 16.9 LM
Total Miles of Shockable Shoreline = 16.9 LM

GEAR

Boomshocker (Hours) Time
2.6  Night Day

Visual Hours Time of Day Haul Seine (Length) Mesh Size Area Covered

Angling (Hours) Time of Day Trap Net (No. of Net Lifts) Mesh Size Depth

Minnow Seine (No. of Area Covered Gill Net (No. of Feet x No. Mesh Size Depth
Hauls) of  Lifts)

Other (Hours or Lifts) Characteristics
Boomshocker(s): 1 Mini-boomshocker(s): Walleye Recruitment Code: C-ST

Dip Netter(s): 2 Dip Netter(s):

FISHING RESULTS

Species No. Modal Size(s) Size Range Catch/Unit

Walleye (Age 0+) 0 - 0.00 /  hour 0.00 /  mile

  Serns Index NA YOY / acre

Walleye (Age 1+) 7 7.8 - 10.7 2.69 /  hour 1.17 /  mile

Walleye (Other) 17 11.8 - 20.4 6.54 /  hour 2.83 /  mile

Smallmouth Bass 25 8.0 - 19.9 9.62 /  hour 4.17 /  mile

Largemouth Bass 8 9.0 - 14.9 3.08 /  hour 1.33 /  mile

Muskellunge 0 - 0.00 /  hour 0.00 /  mile

Northern Pike 35 8.0 - 24.9 13.46 /  hour 5.83 /  mile

OBSERVATIONS

Other Species Abundance Size Range Other Species Abundance Size Range

1) Tank Mortality:   None 2) Weather: Clear, Wind, Warm 3) Reliabilty:

4) Stocking:

5) Comments: 

Rev. 10-70
Signed (Compiler) Michael Keniry Date

None

14.0-14.4

12/06/11

15.5 - 15.9

13.0 - 13.4

12.0 - 12.4

16132 Walleye, 1.6 inches, 06/24/11, DNR 478 Lake Sturgeon, 7.5 inches, 10/19/11, DNR

2712000

Medium

A-333
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LAKE ELECTROFISHING DATA COLLECTION SHEET (FALL) Department of Natural Resources
Form 3600A-191 8-95

<1.5 24.5-24.9 1

1.5-1.9 25.0-25.4

<3.0 7.5 2.0-2.4 25.5-25.9

3.0 7.6 2.5-2.9 26.0-26.4

3.1 7.7 3.0-3.4 26.5-26.9

3.2 7.8 1 3.5-3.9 27.0-27.4

3.3 7.9 4.0-4.4 27.5-27.9

3.4 8.0 4.5-4.9 28.0-28.4

3.5 8.1 5.0-5.4 28.5-28.9

3.6 8.2 1 5.5-5.9 29.0-29.4

3.7 8.3 6.0-6.4 29.5-29.9

3.8 8.4 1 6.5-6.9 30.0-30.4

3.9 8.5 7.0-7.4 30.5-30.9

4.0 8.6 7.5-7.9 31.0-31.4

4.1 8.7 1 8.0-8.4 1 3 31.5-31.9

4.2 8.8 1 8.5-8.9 32.0-32.4

4.3 8.9 9.0-9.4 1 32.5-32.9

4.4 9.0 9.5-9.9 1 33.0-33.4

4.5 9.1 10.0-10.4 1 33.5-33.9

4.6 9.2 10.5-10.9 1 34.0-34.4

4.7 9.3 11.0-11.4 1 1 34.5-34.9

4.8 9.4 11.5-11.9 1 35.0-35.4

4.9 9.5 1 12.0-12.4 1 5 1 35.5-35.9

5.0 9.6 12.5-12.9 1 1 1 2 36.0-36.4

5.1 9.7 13.0-13.4 1 2 2 36.5-36.9

5.2 9.8 13.5-13.9 1 1 1 37.0-37.4

5.3 9.9 14.0-14.4 3 2 1 1 37.5-37.9

5.4 10.0 14.5-14.9 3 1 2 38.0-38.4

5.5 10.1 15.0-15.4 3 3 38.5-38.9

5.6 10.2 15.5-15.9 1 1 5 39.0-39.4

5.7 10.3 16.0-16.4 1 2 39.5-39.9

5.8 10.4 16.5-16.9 1 1 40.0-40.4

5.9 10.5 17.0-17.4 1 40.5-40.9

6.0 10.6 17.5-17.9 2 41.0-41.4

6.1 10.7 1 18.0-18.4 1 1 41.5-41.9

6.2 10.8 18.5-18.9 1 2 42.0-42.4

6.3 10.9 19.0-19.4 1 1 1 42.5-42.9

6.4 11.0 19.5-19.9 2 1 43.0-43.4

6.5 11.1 20.0-20.4 1 43.5-43.9

6.6 11.2 20.5-20.9 2 44.0-44.4

6.7 11.3 21.0-21.4 1 44.5-44.9

6.8 11.4 21.5-21.9 2 45.0-45.4

6.9 11.5 22.0-22.4 1 45.5-45.9

7.0 11.6 22.5-22.9 46.0-46.9

7.1 11.7 23.0-23.4 47.0-47.9

7.2 11.8 1 23.5-23.9 48.0-48.9

7.3 11.9 24.0-24.4 49.0-49.9

7.4 Total: 8 Totals: 16 35 0 8 25 50.0+

Shocking Start Time:  1951      Shocking End Time:  2240      Generator Start Hour:  118.9      Generator End Hour:  121.5

Number of Dippers:  [  ]1 [X]2      Entire Shoreline Shocked:  [  ]Y [X]N [  ]I      Dipnet Mesh Size:  3/8 inch bar      H20 Clarity:  NA

Lake:  Trego      MWB Code:  2712000      Date:  09/20/11      County:  Washburn      Collector(s):  Bass, Wendel, Rood

Target Fish:  Gamefish      Survey Type:  CPE      Mark Given:  None      Water Temperature:  58°F      Station:  Portion of Shoreline

Adverse Conditions:  None      Gear Type:  Boomshocker      Distance Shocked:  6.0 miles

Volts:  110      Amps:  4.0      Current Type:  [X]AC [  ]DC [  ]Pulsed DC      Pulse Rate:  None      Duty Cycle:  None

Northern Pike MuskellungeWalleye < 12.0"

Inches InchesNumber Number

Inches Walleye Northern Pike WalleyeMuskellunge
Largemouth 

Bass
Smallmouth 

Bass
Inches
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SUMMARY FISHING RECORD Department of Natural Resources

Form 3600-63

County Waters

Washburn Trego MWBC:

Sampling Objective Number and Locations of Stations (Habitat)

Walleye Recruitment Survey Source

Miles Actually Shocked = 6.0 GPS

Period Fished (Dates) Acres = 451 LM

09/14/16 Total Miles of Shoreline = 16.9 LM

Total Miles of Shockable Shoreline = 16.9 LM

GEAR

Boomshocker (Hours) Time

2.5  Night Day

Visual Hours Time of Day Haul Seine (Length) Mesh Size Area Covered

Angling (Hours) Time of Day Trap Net (No. of Net Lifts) Mesh Size Depth

Minnow Seine (No. of Area Covered Gill Net (No. of Feet x No. Mesh Size Depth

Hauls) of  Lifts)

Other (Hours or Lifts) Characteristics

Boomshocker(s): 1 Mini-boomshocker(s): Walleye Recruitment Code: C-ST

Dip Netter(s): 2 Dip Netter(s):

FISHING RESULTS

Species No. Modal Size(s) Size Range Catch/Unit

Walleye (Age 0+) 0 0.00 /  hour 0.00 /  mile

 Serns modified NA YOY / acre

Walleye (Age 1+) 16 7.5 - 11.4 6.40 /  hour 2.67 /  mile

Walleye (Other) 14 13.0 - 19.4 5.60 /  hour 2.33 /  mile

Smallmouth Bass 30 5.5 - 19.9 12.00 /  hour 5.00 /  mile

Largemouth Bass 10 4.0 - 16.9 4.00 /  hour 1.67 /  mile

Muskellunge 1 12.5 - 12.9 0.40 /  hour 0.17 /  mile

Northern Pike 20 11.0 - 26.4 8.00 /  hour 3.33 /  mile

OBSERVATIONS

Other Species Abundance Size Range Other Species Abundance Size Range

1) Tank Mortality:      None 2) Weather: NA 3) Reliability:

4) Stocking:

5) Comments: 

Rev. 10-70
Signed (Compiler) Gene Hatzenbeler Date

2712000

Black Crappie

Bluegill

Pumpkinseed

Rock Bass

Yellow Perch

12/02/16

8.0 - 8.4, 10.0 - 10.4

None

Medium

None

None

None

None

142 Muskellunge, 12.0 inches, 09/14/16, DNR
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LAKE ELECTROFISHING DATA COLLECTION SHEET (FALL) Department of Natural Resources
Form 3600A-191 8-95

Lake:  Trego      MWB Code:  2712000      Date:  09/14/16      County:  Washburn      Collector(s):  Bass, Roberts, Gorne

Target Fish:  All Gamefish      Survey Type:  CPE      Mark Given:  None      Water Temperature:  62°F      Station:  Portion of Shoreline

Adverse Conditions:  None      Gear Type:  Boomshocker      Distance Shocked:  6.0 miles

Volts:  160      Amps:  4.5      Current Type:  [X]AC [  ]DC [  ]Pulsed DC      Pulse Rate:  None      Duty Cycle:  None

Shocking Start Time:  2000      Shocking End Time:  2253      Generator Start Hour:  306.1      Generator End Hour:  308.6

Number of Dippers:  [  ]1 [X]2      Entire Shoreline Shocked:  [  ]Y [X]N [  ]I      Dipnet Mesh Size:  3/8 inch bar      H20 Clarity:  NA

<1.5 24.5-24.9

1.5-1.9 25.0-25.4 1

2.0-2.4 25.5-25.9

2.5-2.9 26.0-26.4 1

3.0-3.4 26.5-26.9

3.5-3.9 27.0-27.4

4.0-4.4 1 27.5-27.9

4.5-4.9 28.0-28.4

5.0-5.4 28.5-28.9

5.5-5.9 1 29.0-29.4

6.0-6.4 1 29.5-29.9

6.5-6.9 30.0-30.4

7.0-7.4 1 30.5-30.9

7.5-7.9 1 2 31.0-31.4

8.0-8.4 4 1 31.5-31.9

8.5-8.9 2 32.0-32.4

9.0-9.4 1 1 32.5-32.9

9.5-9.9 1 4 33.0-33.4

10.0-10.4 4 1 1 33.5-33.9

10.5-10.9 2 34.0-34.4

11.0-11.4 1 1 34.5-34.9

11.5-11.9 2 1 35.0-35.4

12.0-12.4 2 35.5-35.9

12.5-12.9 1 1 1 36.0-36.4

13.0-13.4 1 1 1 36.5-36.9

13.5-13.9 1 1 1 37.0-37.4

14.0-14.4 1 1 37.5-37.9

14.5-14.9 1 1 1 38.0-38.4

15.0-15.4 2 2 38.5-38.9

15.5-15.9 1 1 1 4 39.0-39.4

16.0-16.4 1 1 1 39.5-39.9

16.5-16.9 1 1 1 2 40.0-40.4

17.0-17.4 2 1 2 40.5-40.9

17.5-17.9 2 4 41.0-41.4

18.0-18.4 2 41.5-41.9

18.5-18.9 1 1 42.0-42.4

19.0-19.4 1 1 42.5-42.9

19.5-19.9 1 43.0-43.4

20.0-20.4 43.5-43.9

20.5-20.9 44.0-44.4

21.0-21.4 44.5-44.9

21.5-21.9 45.0-45.4

22.0-22.4 45.5-45.9

22.5-22.9 1 46.0-46.9

23.0-23.4 1 47.0-47.9

23.5-23.9 48.0-48.9

24.0-24.4 49.0-49.9

Totals: 30 20 1 10 30 50.0+

Muskellunge
Largemouth

Bass

Smallmouth

Bass
InchesMuskellungeInches Walleye

Northern

Pike
Walleye

Northern

Pike
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TREGO LAKE 

WASHBURN COUNTY 

WBIC:  2712000 

ELECTROSHOCKING ROUTE: 

STATE OF WISCONSIN  
DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES 
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SUMMARY FISHING RECORD Department of Natural Resources

Form 3600-63

County Waters

Washburn Trego MWBC:

Sampling Objective Number and Locations of Stations (Habitat)

Walleye Recruitment Survey Source

Miles Actually Shocked = 6.0 GPS

Period Fished (Dates) Acres = 451 LM

09/19/19 Total Miles of Shoreline = 16.9 LM

Total Miles of Shockable Shoreline = 16.9 LM

GEAR

Boomshocker (Hours) Time

2.5  Night Day

Visual Hours Time of Day Haul Seine (Length) Mesh Size Area Covered

Angling (Hours) Time of Day Trap Net (No. of Net Lifts) Mesh Size Depth

Minnow Seine (No. of Area Covered Gill Net (No. of Feet x No. Mesh Size Depth

Hauls) of  Lifts)

Other (Hours or Lifts) Characteristics

Boomshocker(s): 1 Mini-boomshocker(s): Walleye Recruitment Code: C-ST

Dip Netter(s): 2 Dip Netter(s):

FISHING RESULTS

Species No. Modal Size(s) Size Range Catch/Unit

Walleye (Age 0+) 11 4.3 - 6.0 4.40 /  hour 1.83 /  mile

 Serns modified NA YOY / acre

Walleye (Age 1+) 19 7.3 - 9.4 7.60 /  hour 3.17 /  mile

Walleye (Other) 16 10.7 - 20.4 6.40 /  hour 2.67 /  mile

Smallmouth Bass 31 9.0 - 19.4 12.40 /  hour 5.17 /  mile

Largemouth Bass 8 2.5 - 19.4 3.20 /  hour 1.33 /  mile

Muskellunge 1 24.5 - 24.9 0.40 /  hour 0.17 /  mile

Northern Pike 12 6.0 - 25.4 4.80 /  hour 2.00 /  mile

OBSERVATIONS

Other Species Abundance Size Range Other Species Abundance Size Range

1) Tank Mortality:   None 2) Weather: NA 3) Reliability:

4) Stocking:

5) Comments: 

Rev. 09-16
Signed (Compiler) Gene Hatzenbeler Date

2712000

Medium

11/26/19

15.5 - 15.9,  17.0 - 17.4

None

None

None

None

7.7

13.5 - 13.9,  15.5 - 15.9

383 Lake Sturgeon, 9.0 inches, 10/24/19, DNR
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LAKE ELECTROFISHING DATA COLLECTION SHEET (FALL) Department of Natural Resources
Form 3600A-191 8-95

<1.5 24.5-24.9 1

1.5-1.9 25.0-25.4 1

<3.0 7.5 2.0-2.4 25.5-25.9

3.0 7.6 2.5-2.9 2 26.0-26.4

3.1 7.7 4 3.0-3.4 1 26.5-26.9

3.2 7.8 3.5-3.9 1 27.0-27.4

3.3 7.9 1 4.0-4.4 2 27.5-27.9

3.4 8.0 1 4.5-4.9 28.0-28.4

3.5 8.1 1 5.0-5.4 28.5-28.9

3.6 8.2 1 5.5-5.9 29.0-29.4

3.7 8.3 6.0-6.4 1 29.5-29.9

3.8 8.4 1 6.5-6.9 30.0-30.4

3.9 8.5 7.0-7.4 2 30.5-30.9

4.0 8.6 1 7.5-7.9 2 31.0-31.4

4.1 8.7 2 8.0-8.4 1 1 31.5-31.9

4.2 8.8 1 8.5-8.9 32.0-32.4

4.3 1 8.9 9.0-9.4 1 32.5-32.9

4.4 9.0 9.5-9.9 33.0-33.4

4.5 9.1 1 10.0-10.4 2 33.5-33.9

4.6 9.2 1 10.5-10.9 1 34.0-34.4

4.7 1 9.3 11.0-11.4 34.5-34.9

4.8 2 9.4 1 11.5-11.9 35.0-35.4

4.9 1 9.5 12.0-12.4 1 2 35.5-35.9

5.0 2 9.6 12.5-12.9 1 1 2 36.0-36.4

5.1 9.7 13.0-13.4 1 2 36.5-36.9

5.2 1 9.8 13.5-13.9 3 1 2 37.0-37.4

5.3 9.9 14.0-14.4 1 1 37.5-37.9

5.4 10.0 14.5-14.9 2 38.0-38.4

5.5 10.1 15.0-15.4 1 38.5-38.9

5.6 10.2 15.5-15.9 3 4 39.0-39.4

5.7 1 10.3 16.0-16.4 1 3 39.5-39.9

5.8 1 10.4 16.5-16.9 1 40.0-40.4

5.9 10.5 17.0-17.4 4 40.5-40.9

6.0 1 10.6 17.5-17.9 1 41.0-41.4

6.1 10.7 1 18.0-18.4 1 1 41.5-41.9

6.2 10.8 18.5-18.9 42.0-42.4

6.3 10.9 19.0-19.4 1 1 42.5-42.9

6.4 11.0 19.5-19.9 43.0-43.4

6.5 11.1 1 20.0-20.4 1 43.5-43.9

6.6 11.2 20.5-20.9 1 44.0-44.4

6.7 11.3 21.0-21.4 1 44.5-44.9

6.8 11.4 21.5-21.9 1 45.0-45.4

6.9 11.5 22.0-22.4 45.5-45.9

7.0 11.6 22.5-22.9 46.0-46.9

7.1 11.7 1 23.0-23.4 47.0-47.9

7.2 11.8 23.5-23.9 48.0-48.9

7.3 1 11.9 24.0-24.4 49.0-49.9

7.4 2 Total: 33 Totals: 13 12 1 8 31 50.0+

Shocking Start Time:  1951      Shocking End Time:  2245      Generator Start Hour:  407.6      Generator End Hour:  410.1

Smallmouth 

Bass
Inches

Northern 

Pike

Largemouth 

Bass
Muskellunge

Lake:  Trego      MWB Code:  2712000      Date:  09/19/19      County:  Washburn      Collector(s):  Bass, Roberts, Gorne

Target Fish:  All Gamefish      Survey Type:  CPE      Mark Given:  None      Water Temperature:  68°F      Station:  Portion of Shoreline

Adverse Conditions:  None      Gear Type:  Boomshocker      Distance Shocked:  6.0 miles

Volts:  150      Amps:  4.0      Current Type:  [X]AC [  ]DC [  ]Pulsed DC      Pulse Rate:  None      Duty Cycle:  None

Walleye < 12.0" Walleye Muskellunge

Number of Dippers:  [  ]1 [X]2      Entire Shoreline Shocked:  [  ]Y [X]N [  ]I      Dipnet Mesh Size:  3/8 inch bar      H20 Clarity:  NA

Northern 

Pike
Walleye

Inches InchesNumber Number

Inches
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Trego Lake
Washburn County
WBIC 2712000
Wisconsin DNR

Electroshocking route
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Darrin Johnson

From: Haller, Macaulay G - DNR <macaulay.haller@wisconsin.gov>
Sent: Monday, August 10, 2020 10:25 AM
To: Darrin Johnson
Cc: Shawn Puzen
Subject: WDNR Trego and Hayward Mussel and Wildlife Information Submission for PAD

Hi Darrin, 
 
Please see WDNR program staff comments below, regarding mussel and wildlife information for Hayward and Trego 
Hydro Projects. 
 
Wildlife Comments (Hayward) 
 
Future study requests may relate to the following species: Blanding’s Turtle, Mink Frog, Wood Turtle 
Bald Eagle – there has long been a territory on Lake Hayward, with 2 nests by the Lumberjack Bowl, and a newer nest 
just north of Hwy 77 
 
Wildlife Comments (Trego): 
 
“Although I do not know exactly what water control actions would be taken, I don’t have any general concerns. Of 
course pesticide or other waste put into the water would cause negative impact to a host of wildlife species. Runoff of 
chemicals and erosion, would have negative impacts to wildlife and public use of the waterway. I have no specific data 
to included. DNR does not own land so we do not have any wildlife or fishery area management plans for this area of 
land. The only survey conducted in this area was the bear snare survey (which showed we have plenty of bears). The 
only concerns I can think of are otter and other furbearers, if water was not managed similar to what it is now. Water 
management should not affect them unless the area is drained. Turtles, frogs and others would be negatively affected if 
water levels were drawn down after Oct 1.” 
 
Mussel Data from Namekagon River and Mussel data from Statewide Mussel Atlas (Trego) 
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No maps or reports specific to this location are available.   
List of mussels from past surveys provided. 
The occurrence of specific species is habitat dependent, river substrate dependent. 
No federally or state threatened/endangered or special concern mussel species are known to occur in the impounded 
sections of the reservoir,  however listed species may occur downstream from the dam or further upstream from the 
impounded reaches of the reservoir . 
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Washburn County  - Namekagon River Native Mussels 
 
Common Name - Scientific name (Last observed date)    Status 
 
Black Sandshell - Ligumia recta (2016)  
Creeper - Strophitus undulatus (2016) 
Cylindrical Papershell – Anodontoides ferussacianus (2016) 
Deertoe - Truncilla truncata (2016) 
Elktoe - Alasmidonta marginata (2016)  State Special Concern 
Fatmucket - Lampsilis siliquoidea (2016) 
Fluted-shell - Lasmigona costata (2016) 
Fragile Papershell - Leptodea fragilis (1995) 
Giant Floater - Pyganodon grandis (1995) 
Hickorynut - Obovaria olivaria (1988) 
Mapleleaf - Quadrula quadrula (2016)    State Special Concern 
Mucket - Actinonaias ligamentina (2016) 
Paper Pondshell – Utterbackia imbecilis (2016) 
Pimpleback - Quadrula pustulosa (2016) 
Pink Heelsplitter - Potamilus alatus (2016) 
Plain Pocketbook - Lampsilis cardium (2016) 
Purple Wartyback - Cyclonaias tuberculata (1995)              State Endangered 
Round Pigtoe - Pleurobema sintoxia (2016) 
Salamander Mussel - Simpsonaias ambigua (1988)             State Threatened  
Spike - Elliptio dilatata (2016) 
Threeridge - Amblema plicata (2016) 
Wabash Pigtoe - Fusconaia flava (2016) 
 
 
Have a good week, 
 
Macaulay Haller 
Wisconsin Department of Natural Resources 
Macaulay.Haller@wisconsin.gov  
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Darrin Johnson

From: Haller, Macaulay G - DNR <macaulay.haller@wisconsin.gov>
Sent: Monday, August 17, 2020 8:05 AM
To: Darrin Johnson
Cc: Shawn Puzen
Subject: RE: WDNR Trego and Hayward Information Submission for PAD

Hi Darrin, 
 
Here is the list of Native Mussels Species for Sawyer County for the Namekagon River, provided by WDNR program staff.  
 
Black Sandshell - Ligumia recta (1987) 
Creek Heelsplitter - Lasmigona compressa (1995) 
Creeper - Strophitus undulatus (1995) 
Cylindrical Papershell - Anodontoides ferussacianus (1987) 
Elktoe - Alasmidonta marginata (1987)           State Special Concern 
Fatmucket - Lampsilis siliquoidea (1995) 
Fluted-shell - Lasmigona costata (1995) 
Giant Floater - Pyganodon grandis (1987) 
Mucket - Actinonaias ligamentina (1987) 
Plain Pocketbook - Lampsilis cardium (1987) 
Round Pigtoe - Pleurobema sintoxia (1995) 
Spike - Elliptio dilatata (1987) 
Wabash Pigtoe - Fusconaia flava (1995) 
 
Have a good week, 
Macaulay 

From: Haller, Macaulay G - DNR  
Sent: Tuesday, August 11, 2020 11:08 AM 
To: 'Darrin Johnson' <Darrin.Johnson@meadhunt.com> 
Cc: 'Shawn Puzen' <Shawn.Puzen@meadhunt.com> 
Subject: RE: WDNR Trego and Hayward Information Submission for PAD 
 
Hi Darrin, 
 
Please see below WDNR comments on water resources and recreation for Trego and Hayward Hydro Projects.  
 
Water Resources (Trego) 
 
There is a SWIMS station at the upper end of the project boundary 10022021 that has some WQ data and a fish survey 
that looks like it was a wadeable survey and there may be a non-wadeable survey there as well.  The station survey 
probably went US and outside the project boundary.  There is a station DS of the project at CTH K (10037360) with a 
large river macroinvert sample from 2012.  If it’s a large river, there likely are not any wadeable fish surveys nearby but 
looks like there are large river fish surveys associated with SWIMS 10011080. Again these are outside the project 
boundary but may provide useful information about DS resources.  
 
Recreation, Land Use (Hayward) 
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Hayward Lake has a boat ramp 0.3 miles upstream from the dam, just east of the Highway 27 crossing.  Hayward Lake 
also has a recreational fishing pier approximately ½ mile upstream from the dam.  These may be upgraded in the future 
to enhance recreation opportunities, but if/when is not clear from the county recreational plan.   
 
Hayward Lake is an ASNRI Outstanding and Exceptional Stream designation.  Below the dam is a PNW Musky water.  The 
ASNRI designation also points to the Wild and Scenic River status for the Namekagon River, that is protected by federal 
law. 
 
Recreation, Land Use (Trego) 
 
Trego Lake, on the Namekagon River has designated ASRNI status as an Outstanding and Exceptional area.  It also has 
Wild Rice present and retains the designation for that reason as well.  Tribal consultation will be necessary to determine 
any changes to this waterbody and how it might impact wild rice.                                                                                 
 
Recreation: Just downstream from the Trego dam is a canoe landing popular with non-motorized watercraft that use the 
riverway.  This area being national scenic riverway, this reach is managed for paddlers and camping where several 
primitive water-only access campsites are available.  Trego Lake has two boat ramps for motorized boats, and a 
canoe/kayak launch on the east side of Trego.  This area is extremely popular with non-motorized boats and tubes, with 
a large rental business on the east side of Trego.   
 
Thank you, 
 
Macaulay Haller 
Wisconsin Department of Natural Resources 
Macaulay.Haller@wisconsin.gov  
 

From: Haller, Macaulay G - DNR  
Sent: Monday, August 10, 2020 10:25 AM 
To: Darrin Johnson <Darrin.Johnson@meadhunt.com> 
Cc: Shawn Puzen <Shawn.Puzen@meadhunt.com> 
Subject: WDNR Trego and Hayward Mussel and Wildlife Information Submission for PAD 
 
Hi Darrin, 
 
Please see WDNR program staff comments below, regarding mussel and wildlife information for Hayward and Trego 
Hydro Projects. 
 
Wildlife Comments (Hayward) 
 
Future study requests may relate to the following species: Blanding’s Turtle, Mink Frog, Wood Turtle 
Bald Eagle – there has long been a territory on Lake Hayward, with 2 nests by the Lumberjack Bowl, and a newer nest 
just north of Hwy 77 
 
Wildlife Comments (Trego): 
 
“Although I do not know exactly what water control actions would be taken, I don’t have any general concerns. Of 
course pesticide or other waste put into the water would cause negative impact to a host of wildlife species. Runoff of 
chemicals and erosion, would have negative impacts to wildlife and public use of the waterway. I have no specific data 
to included. DNR does not own land so we do not have any wildlife or fishery area management plans for this area of 
land. The only survey conducted in this area was the bear snare survey (which showed we have plenty of bears). The 
only concerns I can think of are otter and other furbearers, if water was not managed similar to what it is now. Water 
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management should not affect them unless the area is drained. Turtles, frogs and others would be negatively affected if 
water levels were drawn down after Oct 1.” 
 
Mussel Data from Namekagon River and Mussel data from Statewide Mussel Atlas (Trego) 
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No maps or reports specific to this location are available.   
List of mussels from past surveys provided. 
The occurrence of specific species is habitat dependent, river substrate dependent. 
No federally or state threatened/endangered or special concern mussel species are known to occur in the impounded 
sections of the reservoir,  however listed species may occur downstream from the dam or further upstream from the 
impounded reaches of the reservoir . 
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Washburn County  - Namekagon River Native Mussels 
 
Common Name - Scientific name (Last observed date)    Status 
 
Black Sandshell - Ligumia recta (2016)  
Creeper - Strophitus undulatus (2016) 
Cylindrical Papershell – Anodontoides ferussacianus (2016) 
Deertoe - Truncilla truncata (2016) 
Elktoe - Alasmidonta marginata (2016)  State Special Concern 
Fatmucket - Lampsilis siliquoidea (2016) 
Fluted-shell - Lasmigona costata (2016) 
Fragile Papershell - Leptodea fragilis (1995) 
Giant Floater - Pyganodon grandis (1995) 
Hickorynut - Obovaria olivaria (1988) 
Mapleleaf - Quadrula quadrula (2016)    State Special Concern 
Mucket - Actinonaias ligamentina (2016) 
Paper Pondshell – Utterbackia imbecilis (2016) 
Pimpleback - Quadrula pustulosa (2016) 
Pink Heelsplitter - Potamilus alatus (2016) 
Plain Pocketbook - Lampsilis cardium (2016) 
Purple Wartyback - Cyclonaias tuberculata (1995)              State Endangered 
Round Pigtoe - Pleurobema sintoxia (2016) 
Salamander Mussel - Simpsonaias ambigua (1988)             State Threatened  
Spike - Elliptio dilatata (2016) 
Threeridge - Amblema plicata (2016) 
Wabash Pigtoe - Fusconaia flava (2016) 
 
 
Have a good week, 
 
Macaulay Haller 
Wisconsin Department of Natural Resources 
Macaulay.Haller@wisconsin.gov  
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NOI, PAD and TLP Request 
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Hayward and Trego  

NPS Meeting-Post JAM 
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Darrin Johnson

From: Tornes, Angela M. <Angie_Tornes@nps.gov>
Sent: Friday, March 12, 2021 9:24 AM
To: Shawn Puzen; Darrin Johnson; Miller, Matthew J; Crotty, Scott A
Cc: Zyduck, James M; Brauna Hartzell; Jen Schuetz; cheryl.laatsch@wisconsin.gov; 

wchuffer@gmail.com; cjpetersen@msn.com; Haller, Macaulay G - DNR; Antonuk, Connie 
J - DNR; Galonska, Juliet L; Yager, Lisa A; joan.harn; Arianna Schmidt

Subject: Hayward and Trego JAM/ River Access Planning Guide

Here's the link to the RAPG I mentioned in yesterday's meeting:   https://www.nps.gov/articles/river-access-
planning-guide-a-decision-making-framework-for-enhancing-river-access.htm 
 
Another boating access resource:  examples from around the country:  https://www.nps.gov/articles/river-
access-planning-guide-a-decision-making-framework-for-enhancing-river-access.htm 

 

River Access Planning Guide: A Decision-Making 
Framework for Enhancing River Access (U.S. National 
Park Service) 
The River Access Planning Guide is an online and downloadable resource for 
planning river access. The step by step process guides planning for river 
access with recreation users in mind. This guide can assist the challenging 
task of providing for a variety of uses while protecting natural resources in 
rivers and other waterways. 

www.nps.gov 

 
 

From: Shawn Puzen 
Sent: Thursday, February 4, 2021 9:43 AM 
To: Shawn Puzen <Shawn.Puzen@meadhunt.com>; Darrin Johnson <Darrin.Johnson@meadhunt.com>; Miller, Matthew 
J <Matthew.j.miller@xcelenergy.com>; Crotty, Scott A <scott.a.crotty@xcelenergy.com> 
Cc: Zyduck, James M <james.zyduck@xcelenergy.com>; Brauna Hartzell <brauna.hartzell@meadhunt.com>; Jen Schuetz 
<jen.schuetz@meadhunt.com>; Tornes, Angela M. <Angie_Tornes@nps.gov>; cheryl.laatsch@wisconsin.gov 
<cheryl.laatsch@wisconsin.gov>; wchuffer@gmail.com <wchuffer@gmail.com>; cjpetersen@msn.com 
<cjpetersen@msn.com>; Haller, Macaulay G - DNR <macaulay.haller@wisconsin.gov>; Antonuk, Connie J - DNR 
<Connie.Antonuk@wisconsin.gov>; Galonska, Juliet L <Julie_Galonska@nps.gov>; Yager, Lisa A <Lisa_Yager@nps.gov>; 
joan.harn@verizon.net <joan.harn@verizon.net>; Arianna Schmidt <Arianna.Schmidt@meadhunt.com> 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Hayward and Trego Joint Agency Meeting 
When: Thursday, March 11, 2021 10:00 AM-1:00 PM. 
Where: Microsoft Teams Meeting  
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 This email has been received from outside of DOI - Use caution before clicking on links, opening attachments, or 
responding.   

 

I am very sorry to announce that we have to change the meeting date to March 11th.  
  
I apologize for any inconvenience this will cause.  
  
Additional Information, including an agenda will be provided before the meeting. 
________________________________________________________________________________ 

Microsoft Teams meeting  

Join on your computer or mobile app  
Click here to join the meeting  

Or call in (audio only)  
+1 872-240-1286,,798844818#   United States, Chicago  

Phone Conference ID: 798 844 818#  
Find a local number | Reset PIN  

Learn More | Meeting options  

________________________________________________________________________________ 
  
This email, including any attachments, is intended only for the use of the recipient(s) and may contain privileged and confidential information, including information protected under the 
HIPAA privacy rules. Any unauthorized review, disclosure, copying, distribution or use is prohibited. If you received this email by mistake, please notify us by reply e-mail and destroy all 
copies of the original message. 
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Darrin Johnson

Subject: Meeting with NPS-Hayward/Trego
Location: Microsoft Teams Meeting

Start: Fri 3/19/2021 1:00 PM
End: Fri 3/19/2021 2:00 PM
Show Time As: Tentative

Recurrence: (none)

Meeting Status: Not yet responded

Organizer: Darrin Johnson
Required Attendees: Angela Tornes; joan.harn; Shawn Puzen
Optional Attendees: Crotty, Scott A; Matt Miller

Meeting to discuss NPS questions on Hayward and Trego Projects 
________________________________________________________________________________  

Microsoft Teams meeting  

Join on your computer or mobile app  
Click here to join the meeting  

Or call in (audio only)  
+1 872-240-1286,,887646054#   United States, Chicago  

Phone Conference ID: 887 646 054#  
Find a local number | Reset PIN  

Learn More | Meeting options  

________________________________________________________________________________  
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Darrin Johnson

From: Crotty, Scott A <scott.a.crotty@xcelenergy.com>
Sent: Friday, March 26, 2021 1:41 PM
To: Tornes, Angela M.; Miller, Matthew J
Cc: Shawn Puzen; Darrin Johnson
Subject: RE: lighting at Trego
Attachments: streetworks-caretaker-roadway-spec.pdf

Angie as requested, here is the lighting information for Trego, thanks.  
 

 
 
Scott Crotty  
Xcel Energy  
Sr. Operations Manager - Hydro East/Wheaton  
1400 Western Ave Eau Claire WI 54702-0008  
P: 715-737-1428   C: 715-225-2576   F:  715-737-1077  
E: scott.a.crotty@xcelenergy.com 
 

From: Tornes, Angela M. <Angie_Tornes@nps.gov>  
Sent: Monday, March 22, 2021 9:24 AM 
To: Crotty, Scott A <scott.a.crotty@xcelenergy.com>; Miller, Matthew J <Matthew.J.Miller@xcelenergy.com> 
Subject: lighting at Trego 
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Good morning, Scott and Matt, 
 
Scott, thank you again for discussing additional issues associated with the Trego and Hayward projects after the Joint 
Agency Meeting.  As discussed, would you please send me information about the type of new LED lighting fixtures and 
bulbs installed at the Trego project a couple of years ago, mentioned by Ricky at the JAM?  The NPS has a management 
goal to protect night skies and has experts that can recommend best practices.    Best practice guidance is available 
at: https://www.nps.gov/subjects/nightskies/practices.htm 
 

 

- Angie ....·´¯`·......><((((*> ...·´¯`·......><(((((*> ...·´¯`·.......><(((((*>  

 

Angie Tornes    National Park Service - Department of Interior Regions 3, 4, and 5 

Rivers, Trails, and Conservation Assistance (RTCA) Program, Wisconsin Field Office Manager  

Hydropower Assistance Program, Manager, DOI Regions 3, 4, & 5 

  

(414) 297.3605  desk                          (414) 944.3957  fax 

626 E. Wisconsin Ave., Suite 400,  Milwaukee, WI 53202  

RTCA:   http:\\www.nps.gov/rtca      Hydropower Assistance:  http://nps.gov/hydro 

 

 

EXTERNAL - STOP & THINK before opening links and attachments.  
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Hayward and Trego  

Comments on PAD and Study Requests 
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Darrin Johnson

From: Haller, Macaulay G - DNR <macaulay.haller@wisconsin.gov>
Sent: Friday, May 7, 2021 2:40 PM
To: Miller, Matthew J
Cc: Laatsch, Cheryl - DNR; Haller, Macaulay G - DNR; Antonuk, Connie J - DNR; Shawn 

Puzen; Darrin Johnson; Nick Utrup; Susan Rosebrough (susan_rosebrough@nps.gov)
Subject: WDNR Comments on Hayward and Trego PAD and Study Requests - Filed with FERC
Attachments: WDNR Study Requests for Hayward and Trego.pdf

Hello,  
 
Please find attached WDNR’s comments on Xcel Energy’s Hayward and Trego PAD and study requests for relicensing 
that was filed with FERC this afternoon.  
 
Thank you, 
 
 
Macaulay Haller 
Energy Project Liaison, Office of Energy 
Wisconsin Department of Natural Resources 
Cell Phone: PENDING 
Macaulay.Haller@wisconsin.gov  
 
 

 dnr.wi.gov 
     

We are committed to service excellence. 
Visit our survey at http://dnr.wi.gov/customersurvey to evaluate how I did. 
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Darrin Johnson

From: Miller, Matthew J <Matthew.J.Miller@xcelenergy.com>
Sent: Monday, June 7, 2021 10:40 AM
To: Antonuk, Connie J - DNR
Cc: Laatsch, Cheryl - DNR; Yach, James A - DNR; Shawn Puzen; Darrin Johnson
Subject: RE: Thur, June 17,  Xcel Hayward and Trego Site Visit Invite

Thanks Connie.  We will add you the attendance list. 
 

From: Antonuk, Connie J - DNR <Connie.Antonuk@wisconsin.gov>  
Sent: Monday, June 7, 2021 9:09 AM 
To: Miller, Matthew J <Matthew.J.Miller@xcelenergy.com> 
Cc: Laatsch, Cheryl - DNR <Cheryl.Laatsch@wisconsin.gov>; Yach, James A - DNR <JamesA.Yach@wisconsin.gov> 
Subject: Thur, June 17, Xcel Hayward and Trego Site Visit Invite 
 

Hi Matt: 
 
I wanted to confirm my attendance for the on-site visits of the White River, Hayward and Trego dam facilities scheduled 
for Thursday, June 17.  I see from your letter that we are to be at the White River Dam at 0900 on Thursday, June 17 to 
begin the tour.  From the White River, the tour will move to the Hayward dam and then Trego dam.  I am looking 
forward to seeing these facilities and getting back out into the field.  I hope the weather is nice.  Thank you.  Connie in 
Rhinelander 

EXTERNAL - STOP & THINK before opening links and attachments.  
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Darrin Johnson

From: Miller, Matthew J <Matthew.J.Miller@xcelenergy.com>
Sent: Monday, June 7, 2021 10:58 AM
To: Yach, James A - DNR; Antonuk, Connie J - DNR
Cc: Laatsch, Cheryl - DNR; Shawn Puzen; Darrin Johnson
Subject: RE: Thur, June 17,  Xcel Hayward and Trego Site Visit Invite

Thanks James.  We will list you as tentative. 
 

From: Yach, James A - DNR <JamesA.Yach@wisconsin.gov>  
Sent: Monday, June 7, 2021 10:53 AM 
To: Miller, Matthew J <Matthew.J.Miller@xcelenergy.com>; Antonuk, Connie J - DNR <Connie.Antonuk@wisconsin.gov> 
Cc: Laatsch, Cheryl - DNR <Cheryl.Laatsch@wisconsin.gov>; Shawn Puzen <Shawn.Puzen@meadhunt.com>; Darrin 
Johnson <Darrin.Johnson@meadhunt.com> 
Subject: RE: Thur, June 17, Xcel Hayward and Trego Site Visit Invite 
 

Hi Matt,  
 
I’m hopeful of being able to join at the Trego location.  I’m not convinced my schedule will allow as I will be in 
Grantsburg earlier, but I will try to squeeze it into my schedule. 
 
James. 
 

From: Miller, Matthew J <Matthew.J.Miller@xcelenergy.com>  
Sent: Monday, June 7, 2021 10:40 AM 
To: Antonuk, Connie J - DNR <Connie.Antonuk@wisconsin.gov> 
Cc: Laatsch, Cheryl - DNR <Cheryl.Laatsch@wisconsin.gov>; Yach, James A - DNR <JamesA.Yach@wisconsin.gov>; Shawn 
Puzen <Shawn.Puzen@meadhunt.com>; Darrin Johnson <Darrin.Johnson@meadhunt.com> 
Subject: RE: Thur, June 17, Xcel Hayward and Trego Site Visit Invite 
 
Thanks Connie.  We will add you the attendance list. 
 

From: Antonuk, Connie J - DNR <Connie.Antonuk@wisconsin.gov>  
Sent: Monday, June 7, 2021 9:09 AM 
To: Miller, Matthew J <Matthew.J.Miller@xcelenergy.com> 
Cc: Laatsch, Cheryl - DNR <Cheryl.Laatsch@wisconsin.gov>; Yach, James A - DNR <JamesA.Yach@wisconsin.gov> 
Subject: Thur, June 17, Xcel Hayward and Trego Site Visit Invite 
 

Hi Matt: 
 
I wanted to confirm my attendance for the on-site visits of the White River, Hayward and Trego dam facilities scheduled 
for Thursday, June 17.  I see from your letter that we are to be at the White River Dam at 0900 on Thursday, June 17 to 
begin the tour.  From the White River, the tour will move to the Hayward dam and then Trego dam.  I am looking 
forward to seeing these facilities and getting back out into the field.  I hope the weather is nice.  Thank you.  Connie in 
Rhinelander 

EXTERNAL - STOP & THINK before opening links and attachments.  

EXTERNAL - STOP & THINK before opening links and attachments.  
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Darrin Johnson

From: Miller, Matthew J <Matthew.J.Miller@xcelenergy.com>
Sent: Friday, June 11, 2021 1:29 PM
To: Wolter, Max H - DNR
Cc: Darrin Johnson; Shawn Puzen; Laatsch, Cheryl - DNR
Subject: RE: Response Requested for Site Visits:  White River, Hayward, and Trego Hydros

Hello Max, 
 
Feel free to call my cell phone 715-225-8841.  It might be helpful if I have your number as well as I can call you when we 
leave White River. 
 
Matthew Miller 
Xcel Energy  
Hydro License Compliance Consultant 
1414 W. Hamilton Ave., P.O. Box 8, Eau Claire, WI 54702 
P: 715.737-1353 F: 715.737.1077 
E: matthew.j.miller@xcelenergy.com 
________________________________________________ 
XCELENERGY.COM 
 
 

From: Laatsch, Cheryl - DNR <Cheryl.Laatsch@wisconsin.gov>  
Sent: Friday, June 11, 2021 10:33 AM 
To: Miller, Matthew J <Matthew.J.Miller@xcelenergy.com> 
Cc: Darrin Johnson <Darrin.Johnson@meadhunt.com>; Shawn Puzen <Shawn.Puzen@meadhunt.com> 
Subject: FW: Response Requested for Site Visits: White River, Hayward, and Trego Hydros 
 

See below.  Can you provide a cell phone or info on how Max can plan to meet up with the group? 
 
We are committed to service excellence. 
Visit our survey at http://dnr.wi.gov/customersurvey to evaluate how I did. 
 
Cheryl Laatsch 
Statewide FERC Coordinator 
Bureau of Environmental Analysis and Sustainability 
Wisconsin Dept of Natural Resources 
N7725 Hwy 28 
Horicon WI 53032 
(T) 920-387-7869  (Fax) 920-387-7888 
Cheryl.laatsch@wisconsin.gov 
 

 dnr.wi.gov 
     

 

From: Wolter, Max H - DNR <Max.Wolter@wisconsin.gov>  
Sent: Friday, June 11, 2021 10:13 AM 
To: Laatsch, Cheryl - DNR <Cheryl.Laatsch@wisconsin.gov>; Antonuk, Connie J - DNR <Connie.Antonuk@wisconsin.gov> 

EXTERNAL - STOP & THINK before opening links and attachments.  
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Cc: Roberts, Craig M - DNR <Craig.Roberts@wisconsin.gov> 
Subject: RE: Response Requested for Site Visits: White River, Hayward, and Trego Hydros 
 
I will attend for Fisheries for the Hayward and Trego sites. I will probably just meet up with the group in Hayward. If you 
are able to get an approx. time and meet up location for that leg it would be helpful. Thank you! 
 

 Max H. Wolter  
Fisheries Biologist  
Hayward Service Center  
Bureau of Fisheries Management  
Wisconsin Department of Natural Resources  
() phone:      (715) 634-7429  
() fax:        (715) 634-9232  
() e-mail:     Max.wolter@wisconsin.gov  
 
We are committed to service excellence. 
Visit our survey at http://dnr.wi.gov/customersurvey to evaluate how I did. 
 

From: Laatsch, Cheryl - DNR <Cheryl.Laatsch@wisconsin.gov>  
Sent: Thursday, June 10, 2021 3:29 PM 
To: Rowe, Stacy A - DNR <Stacy.Rowe@wisconsin.gov>; Wolter, Max H - DNR <Max.Wolter@wisconsin.gov>; Kitchel, 
Lisie E - DNR <Lisie.Kitchel@wisconsin.gov>; Walker, Nathan K - DNR <nathan.walker@wisconsin.gov>; Spiegel, Joshua O 
- DNR <Joshua.Spiegel@wisconsin.gov>; Van Egeren, Scott J - DNR <Scott.VanEgeren@wisconsin.gov>; Beringer, Patrick 
S - DNR <Patrick.Beringer@wisconsin.gov>; Kenyon, Marc W Jr - DNR <Marc.KenyonJr@wisconsin.gov>; Kleist, Jon J - 
DNR <Jon.Kleist@wisconsin.gov>; Magana, Ryan J - DNR <Ryan.Magana@wisconsin.gov>; Weinzinger, Jesse J - DNR 
<Jesse.Weinzinger@wisconsin.gov>; Holsclaw, Jacob A - DNR <Jacob.Holsclaw@wisconsin.gov>; Roberts, Craig M - DNR 
<Craig.Roberts@wisconsin.gov>; Christel, Nancy M - DNR <Nancy.Christel@wisconsin.gov>; Toshner, Pamela J - DNR 
<Pamela.Toshner@wisconsin.gov>; Toshner, Scott T - DNR <Scott.Toshner@wisconsin.gov>; Michels, Dan R - DNR 
<Dan.Michels@wisconsin.gov>; Cunningham, Joseph L - DNR <Joseph.Cunningham@wisconsin.gov>; Piszczek, Paul P - 
DNR <Paul.Piszczek@wisconsin.gov>; Aartila, Tom P - DNR <Tom.Aartila@wisconsin.gov>; Druffner, Jacob D - DNR 
<jacob.druffner@wisconsin.gov>; Brady, Ryan S - DNR <Ryan.Brady@wisconsin.gov>; Folstad, Jason P - DNR 
<Jason.Folstad@wisconsin.gov>; Lawson, Zachary J - DNR <Zachary.Lawson@wisconsin.gov>; Mesalk, Tyler J - DNR 
<tyler.mesalk@wisconsin.gov> 
Cc: Yach, James A - DNR <JamesA.Yach@wisconsin.gov>; Antonuk, Connie J - DNR <Connie.Antonuk@wisconsin.gov> 
Subject: Response Requested for Site Visits: White River, Hayward, and Trego Hydros 
 
Hi everyone:  Please forward to additional staff as appropriate. 
 
Xcel has scheduled site visits for the Trego and Hayward hydro dams.  If you want to attend, please check with your 
supervisor and be sure to follow COVID requirements for site visits, and let me and Connie know so we can provide 
information to Xcel.  RESPOND ASAP 
 
Date: June 17th 

 

The site visit will begin at 9:00 a.m. at the White River Project located at 46720 State Hwy 112, Ashland, WI 54806. 
 
The Site Visit agenda includes the following: 
 Welcome and Introductions at the White River Project  
 Tour of the White River Project Facilities 
 Tour of the Hayward Project Facilities  
 Lunch on your own in the Hayward area  
 Tour of the Trego Project Facilities 
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We are committed to service excellence. 
Visit our survey at http://dnr.wi.gov/customersurvey to evaluate how I did. 
 
Cheryl Laatsch 
Statewide FERC Coordinator 
Bureau of Environmental Analysis and Sustainability 
Wisconsin Dept of Natural Resources 
N7725 Hwy 28 
Horicon WI 53032 
(T) 920-387-7869  (Fax) 920-387-7888 
Cheryl.laatsch@wisconsin.gov 
 

 dnr.wi.gov 
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Darrin Johnson

From: Miller, Matthew J <Matthew.J.Miller@xcelenergy.com>
Sent: Sunday, June 13, 2021 10:11 PM
To: Somermeyer
Cc: Shawn Puzen; Darrin Johnson
Subject: RE: Trego dam tour RSVP

Hi Bob, 
 
We will add you as an attendee and contact you at the number below regarding the meeting time.  The White River and 
Hayward tours precede the Trego site visit. 
 

From: Somermeyer <mozzib53@protonmail.com>  
Sent: Saturday, June 12, 2021 5:22 PM 
To: Miller, Matthew J <Matthew.J.Miller@xcelenergy.com> 
Subject: Trego dam tour RSVP 
 

Hi Matthew,  
My name is Bob Somermeyer and I live on Ross Rd in Trego. I would like to attend the Trego dam tour on Friday the 
17th.  
Regards, 
Bob 
608-438-7240 
 
Sent from ProtonMail for iOS 

EXTERNAL - STOP & THINK before opening links and attachments.  
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Darrin Johnson

From: Miller, Matthew J <Matthew.J.Miller@xcelenergy.com>
Sent: Monday, June 14, 2021 8:33 AM
To: Charles Petersen
Cc: Shawn Puzen; Darrin Johnson
Subject: RE: Trego Dam Site Visit

Thanks Charlie.  Feel free to call my cell phone (715-225-8841) on Thursday to confirm the meeting time as it is entirely 
dependent on the White River and Hayward visits that precede it. 
 
Matthew Miller 
Xcel Energy  
Hydro License Compliance Consultant 
1414 W. Hamilton Ave., P.O. Box 8, Eau Claire, WI 54702 
P: 715.737-1353 F: 715.737.1077 
E: matthew.j.miller@xcelenergy.com 
________________________________________________ 
XCELENERGY.COM 
 
 
 
-----Original Message----- 
From: Charles Petersen <cjpetersen@msn.com>  
Sent: Monday, June 14, 2021 8:25 AM 
To: Miller, Matthew J <Matthew.J.Miller@xcelenergy.com> 
Subject: Trego Dam Site Visit 
 
EXTERNAL - STOP & THINK before opening links and attachments. 
 
Mr. Miller, 
 
I will be attending the Trego Dam Site Visit. I will be at the dam at 1:00 p.m. and await the arrival of the group. Because 
of other commitments, I will not be able to attend other tours. 
 
Thank you for allowing me to learn about the Trego Dam. I look forward to meeting you on Thursday. If you have any 
questions or comments, please do not hesitate to contact me. 
 
Charlie Petersen 
Trego Lake District 
 
Charlie Petersen 
cjpetersen@msn.com 
612-803-8765 
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White River, Hayward, Trego Site Visit Participants 

June 17, 2021 

Name Organization 
White 
River 

Hayward Trego 

Zach Lawson WDNR X   

Connie Antonuk WDNR X X X 

Scott Crotty Xcel X X X 

Matt Miller Xcel X X X 

Shawn Puzen Mead & Hunt X X X 

Jessica Strand Bad River Tribe X   

Nathan Kilger Bad River Tribe X   

Tim Hudak Xcel X   

Abi Fergus Bad River Tribe X   

John McCue City of Hayward  X  

Max Walter WDNR  X X 

Lee  WDNR  X X 

Julie Galonska NPS  X X 

Lisa Yaeger NPS  X X 

Jonathon Moore NPS  X X 

Charlie Peters Trego Lake District   X 

Bob Somermeyer Trego Lake District   X 

Ryan Tjader Xcel   X 
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Darrin Johnson

From: Shawn Puzen
Sent: Monday, June 21, 2021 3:27 PM
To: jonathan_moore@nps.gov
Cc: Darrin Johnson; Miller, Matthew J; Crotty, Scott A
Subject: Trego Documents
Attachments: Programmatic Agreement.PDF

Hi Jonathan, 
 
It was nice to meet you last week. 
 
Per your request, we have added you to the address list for Hayward and Trego. 
 
In addition, attached is a copy of the Programmatic Agreement we talked about. 
 
Lastly, the FERC contact for relicensing is Laura Washington.  202- 502-6072  laura.washington@ferc.gov. 
 
Please do not hesitate to contact Matt, Scott or me if you have any additional questions. 
 
Thanks, 
 
 
  
SHAWN PUZEN 
FERC HYDROPOWER LICENSING AND COMPLIANCE, WATER 
Mead & Hunt 
Direct: 920-593-6865 | Cell: 920-639-2480 | Transfer Files  
meadhunt.com | LinkedIn | Twitter | Facebook | Instagram  
    120 YEARS OF SHAPING THE FUTURE    
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Darrin Johnson

From: Moore, Jonathan D <Jonathan_Moore@nps.gov>
Sent: Wednesday, June 23, 2021 12:39 PM
To: Shawn Puzen
Cc: Darrin Johnson; Miller, Matthew J; Crotty, Scott A
Subject: Re: [EXTERNAL] Trego Documents

Shawn, 
 
Thank you to Xcel Energy and Mead & Hunt for hosting the site visits of the Hayward and Trego facilities on 
the 17th.  It was helpful to see both facilities and to meet all of you.  Thank you also for forwarding the 
statewide programmatic agreement (1993). 
 
Would it also be possible for you to send the following documents: 

 Trego PA (1992) 
 Historic Resources Management Plan, Hayward 
 Cultural Resources Management Plan, Trego 

I looked through the appendices at the hydrorelicensing.com site.  If they are there and I missed them, I 
apologize. 
 
Thank you again for your assistance. 
 
Regards, 
 
Jonathan Moore  
Cultural Resources Program Manager 
St. Croix National Scenic Riverway  
National Park Service 
401 North Hamilton Street 
St. Croix Falls, WI 54024  
715-491-6839 
 
 

From: Shawn Puzen <Shawn.Puzen@meadhunt.com> 
Sent: Monday, June 21, 2021 3:27 PM 
To: Moore, Jonathan D <Jonathan_Moore@nps.gov> 
Cc: Darrin Johnson <Darrin.Johnson@meadhunt.com>; Miller, Matthew J <Matthew.j.miller@xcelenergy.com>; Crotty, 
Scott A <scott.a.crotty@xcelenergy.com> 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Trego Documents  
  
  

 This email has been received from outside of DOI - Use caution before clicking on links, opening attachments, or 
responding.   
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Hi Jonathan, 
  
It was nice to meet you last week. 
  
Per your request, we have added you to the address list for Hayward and Trego. 
  
In addition, attached is a copy of the Programmatic Agreement we talked about. 
  
Lastly, the FERC contact for relicensing is Laura Washington.  202- 502-6072  laura.washington@ferc.gov. 
  
Please do not hesitate to contact Matt, Scott or me if you have any additional questions. 
  
Thanks, 
  
  
  
SHAWN PUZEN 
FERC HYDROPOWER LICENSING AND COMPLIANCE, WATER 
Mead & Hunt 
Direct: 920-593-6865 | Cell: 920-639-2480 | Transfer Files  
meadhunt.com | LinkedIn | Twitter | Facebook | Instagram  
    120 YEARS OF SHAPING THE FUTURE    

  
This email, including any attachments, is intended only for the use of the recipient(s) and may contain privileged and confidential information, including information protected under the 
HIPAA privacy rules. Any unauthorized review, disclosure, copying, distribution or use is prohibited. If you received this email by mistake, please notify us by reply e-mail and destroy all 
copies of the original message. 
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Darrin Johnson

To: Moore, Jonathan D; Shawn Puzen
Cc: Miller, Matthew J; Crotty, Scott A
Subject: RE: [EXTERNAL] Trego Documents
Attachments: 19921127 Trego programmattic agreement.pdf; 19950523 Trego CRMP sumitted to 

FERC.pdf; 19970110 hayward hrmp.pdf; 20071220 order approving Trego CRMP.pdf; 
19970404 FERC approval of Hayward CRMP.pdf

Hi Jonathan, 
 
Attached are the Trego PA, Trego CRMP, and Hayward HRMP per your request.  I have also included the FERC orders 
approving the CRMP & HRMP.  Please let us know if you have any further questions. 
 

From: Moore, Jonathan D <Jonathan_Moore@nps.gov>  
Sent: Wednesday, June 23, 2021 12:39 PM 
To: Shawn Puzen <Shawn.Puzen@meadhunt.com> 
Cc: Darrin Johnson <Darrin.Johnson@meadhunt.com>; Miller, Matthew J <Matthew.j.miller@xcelenergy.com>; Crotty, 
Scott A <scott.a.crotty@xcelenergy.com> 
Subject: Re: [EXTERNAL] Trego Documents 
 
Shawn, 
 
Thank you to Xcel Energy and Mead & Hunt for hosting the site visits of the Hayward and Trego facilities on 
the 17th.  It was helpful to see both facilities and to meet all of you.  Thank you also for forwarding the 
statewide programmatic agreement (1993). 
 
Would it also be possible for you to send the following documents: 

 Trego PA (1992) 
 Historic Resources Management Plan, Hayward 
 Cultural Resources Management Plan, Trego 

I looked through the appendices at the hydrorelicensing.com site.  If they are there and I missed them, I 
apologize. 
 
Thank you again for your assistance. 
 
Regards, 
 
Jonathan Moore  
Cultural Resources Program Manager 
St. Croix National Scenic Riverway  
National Park Service 
401 North Hamilton Street 
St. Croix Falls, WI 54024  
715-491-6839 
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From: Shawn Puzen <Shawn.Puzen@meadhunt.com> 
Sent: Monday, June 21, 2021 3:27 PM 
To: Moore, Jonathan D <Jonathan_Moore@nps.gov> 
Cc: Darrin Johnson <Darrin.Johnson@meadhunt.com>; Miller, Matthew J <Matthew.j.miller@xcelenergy.com>; Crotty, 
Scott A <scott.a.crotty@xcelenergy.com> 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Trego Documents  
  

  

 This email has been received from outside of DOI - Use caution before clicking on links, opening attachments, or responding.  

 

Hi Jonathan, 
  
It was nice to meet you last week. 
  
Per your request, we have added you to the address list for Hayward and Trego. 
  
In addition, attached is a copy of the Programmatic Agreement we talked about. 
  
Lastly, the FERC contact for relicensing is Laura Washington.  202- 502-6072  laura.washington@ferc.gov. 
  
Please do not hesitate to contact Matt, Scott or me if you have any additional questions. 
  
Thanks, 
  
  
  
SHAWN PUZEN 
FERC HYDROPOWER LICENSING AND COMPLIANCE, WATER 
Mead & Hunt 
Direct: 920-593-6865 | Cell: 920-639-2480 | Transfer Files  
meadhunt.com | LinkedIn | Twitter | Facebook | Instagram  
    120 YEARS OF SHAPING THE FUTURE    

  

This email, including any attachments, is intended only for the use of the recipient(s) and may contain privileged and confidential information, including information protected under the 
HIPAA privacy rules. Any unauthorized review, disclosure, copying, distribution or use is prohibited. If you received this email by mistake, please notify us by reply e-mail and destroy all 
copies of the original message. 
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