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RESPONSIBLE BY NATURE® 1414 West Hamilton Avenue
PO Box 8
Eau Claire, WI 54702-0008

May 19, 2022 VIA Electronic Filing

Ms. Kimberly D. Bose, Secretary
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission
888 First Street, NE

Washington, DC 20426

Subject: Response to Deficiency and Additional Information Request
Final Application for a New License for a Major Water Power Project
Cornell Hydroelectric Project (FERC Project No. 2639-027)
Chippewa River, Chippewa County, Wisconsin

Dear Secretary Bose:

This submittal is in response to your February 18, 2022 letter requesting additional information in regard
to Final License Application (FLA) submitted for the Cornell Hydroelectric Project (FERC Project No.
2639) on November 30, 2021. Northern States Power Company - Wisconsin (NSPW or licensee), hereby
provides the following information and responses as requested in your letter.

DEFICIENCIES
General Information
Section 4.32(a)(3)(i) of the Commission’s regulations requires that an applicant notify, by certified mail,
the filing of a license application to:
a. Every property owner of record of any interest in the property within the bounds of the project,
or in the case of the project without a specific boundary, each such owner of property which
would underlie or be adjacent to any project works including any impoundments; and
b. the entities identified in paragraph (a)(2) of section 4.32, as well as any other Federal, state,
municipal or other local government agencies for which there is reason to believe would likely be
interested in or affected by such application.
In order to comply with the requirements of section 4.32(a)(3)(i), please certify that every property owner
adjacent to the 4 acres of reservoir proposed to be included in the project boundary and applicable
Federal, state, municipal or other local government agencies for which there is reason to believe would
be interested in or affected by this application have been notified by certified mail.

NSPW Response

As further outlined in a subsequent response to an additional information request, the four reservoir acres
in question exist on paper only and were realized due to improvements in mapping technology during the
development of the Exhibit G drawings for the Draft License Application (DLA) and Final License
Application (FLA). The improved mapping technology allowed for more precise calculations of the
submerged and upland (islands) acreage within the Chippewa River, including the islands associated with
Brunet Island State Park. As stated under the Numbered Parcel Land Ownership section of Exhibit G-3,
the only parcels within the Project boundary are owned by NSPW. Therefore, there is no need to notify
(by certified mail) any property of owner of record within the Project boundary. NSPW has notified by
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certified mail all applicable federal, state, municipal or other local government agencies for which there is

reason to believe would be interested in or affected by this application. Documentation of this certified
notification is included in Appendix A.

Section 4.32(c)(1) of the Commission’s regulations requires that a license application contain a statement
of whether or not the applicant will seek benefits under section 210 of the Public Utility Regulatory
Policies Act of 1978 (PURPA). Please provide a statement of whether Northern States Power Company-
Wisconsin will seek benefits under PURPA.

NSPW Response
NSPW does not intend to seek benefits under PURPA.

Section 4.51(b)(4) of the Commission’s regulations requires that the application provide the number, length,
voltage, and interconnections of any primary transmission lines. Exhibit A of the FLA does not specify the
number of the primary transmission lines. Please provide the number of primary tfransmission lines.

NSPW Response

The generated electrical power is conveyed to the electrical grid by a single-circuit 115 kV transmission
line that is 1,350 feet long from the hydro plant and substation to an existing transmission circuit owned
by NSPW. A revised Exhibit A is included in Appendix B.

Section 4.51(b)(5) of the Commission’s regulations requires that the application provide the specifications
of any additional mechanical, electrical, and transmission equipment appurtenant to the project. Exhibit A
of the FLA does not include specifications for the project step-up transformer, motor-operated disconnect,
transformer bank, and substation. Please provide the specifications for the project step-up transformer,
motor-operated-disconnect, transformer bank, and substation.

NSPW Response

The 40 MVA, three phase, 7.2/115 kV generator step up (GSU) is connected to the generator units via
the aluminum bus bar rated at 3,000 Amperes. The GSU is connected to a three phase, 115 kV motor
operated disconnect (MOD) rated at 600 Amperes. The MOD is connected to the electrical grid by a
single-circuit 115 kV transmission line owned by NSPW that is 1,350 feet long.

Main auxiliary power is provided to the Project through a 500 kVA, three phase, 7.2/.480 kV transformer
connected to the local distribution system. A revised Exhibit A is included in Appendix B.

Exhibit B

Section 4.51(c)(2)(i) of the Commission’s regulations requires, in part, that the application provide an
estimate of the dependable capacity supported by, among other things, a specification of the period of
critical streamflow used to determine the dependable capacity. Exhibit B, section 2.3 Dependable
Capacity of the FLA provides the period of record (October 1986 to December 2020), but does not
provide the period of critical streamflow. Please provide the period of critical streamflow.

NSPW Response
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The period of critical streamflow used to determine the dependable capacity was the calendar year 2009.
This year experienced the lowest annual mean flow (2,011 cfs) during the period of record (October 1986
to December 2020).

Section 4.51(c)(2)(ii) of the Commission’s regulations requires an area-capacity curve showing the gross
storage capacity and usable storage capacity of the impoundment, with a rule curve showing the
proposed operation of the impoundment and how the usable storage capacity is to be utilized. Appendix
B-5 of the FLA provides a reservoir area curve and storage capacity curve, but it does not provide an
area-capacity curve with a rule curve showing the proposed operation of the impoundment and how the
usable storage capacity is to be utilized. Please provide an area-capacity curve with a rule curve showing
the proposed operation of the impoundment and how the usable storage capacity is to be utilized.

NSPW Response
An area-capacity curve is included as Appendix C.

Exhibit D

Section 4.51(e)(2) of the Commission’s regulations requires that the application provide an estimate of
the fair value, net investment, and severance damages for the project payable if the project were to be
taken over pursuant to section 14 of the Federal Power Act upon expiration of the license. Exhibit D of the
FLA provides the net investment, but not the fair value and severance damages. Please provide the fair
value and severance damages.

NSPW Response
The fair value for the Project is $2,567,848 and the severance damages is estimated at $4.5 M.

Section 4.51(e)(4)(ii) of the Commission’s regulations requires, in part, that the application provide the
state and Federal taxes due on the project. The FLA does not contain this information. Please provide
the state and Federal taxes due on the project for 2020.

NSPW Response
NSPW pays a gross receipt tax per operating Company (i.e., NSPW, NSPM) and therefore we have no
state or federal tax records specific to the Cornell Project.

Section 4.51(e)(4)(iii) of the Commission’s regulations requires that the application provide the annual
cost for the project’s depreciation and amortization. The FLA only gives a figure for depreciation. Please
provide the annual amount for amortization for the project in 2020.

NSPW Response

The current 50 year license is due to expire on November 30, 2023. Due to the longevity of the
current license and several upgrades to our ledger system, the 2020 annual amortization is not
readily determinable. The new estimated license amount of $400,000 (Exhibit D-7) will be
amortized over 40 years at $10,000 annually.

Section 4.51(e)(4)(i) of the Commission’s regulations requires that the application provide the annual cost
of capital. Exhibit D, section 4.1.2 of the FLA states that the long-term cost of capital is 4.58% and applies
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this figure to the gross book value to obtain a cost of capital for the project of $1,024,506. Please explain
why the gross book value was used for calculating the annual cost of capital and not the net investment.

NSPW Response
The cost of capital is $117,607 and is based on the net book (fair) value of $2,567,848. The value listed in
the FLA was calculated incorrectly using the gross book value.

Section 4.51(e)(4)(iii) of the Commission’s regulations requires that the application provide the annual
depreciation and amortization for the project. Exhibit D, section 4.3 of the FLA estimates $19,801,268 for
the total allocated depreciation, not the annual allocated depreciation. Please provide the annual
depreciation for the project in 2020.

NSPW Response
The annual allocated depreciation for 2020 is $85,769.

Section 4.51(e)(4)(iv) of the Commission’s regulations requires that the application provide the annual
operation and maintenance expenses, including interim replacements, insurance, administrative and
general expenses, and contingencies. It is not clear if the information provided in Exhibit D, section 4.4 of
the FLA includes the cost of insurance and the Commission’s annual charge. Please provide the cost of
insurance and the cost of the Commission’s annual charge for 2020.

NSPW Response

The total O&M cost for 2020 was $538,091 and this was for employee expenses ($1,254), labor
($179,802), materials and commodities ($45,236), miscellaneous ($291,793), and outside services
($20,006). NSPW pays a lump sum for insurance costs per operating Company (i.e., NSPW, NSPM) and
therefore we have no insurance costs specific to the Cornell Project. The Commission’s annual charges
for the Project in 2020 were $106,918 and were included under miscellaneous category ($291,793).

Exhibit F

Section 4.51(g) of the Commission’s regulations requires an Exhibit F conforming to section 4.39. Section
4.39(b)(1) requires, in part, that Exhibit F drawings include a true and magnetic meridian. Exhibits F-1
through F-3 and F-5 through F-7 do not include a magnetic meridian. Please revise these exhibits to
include a magnetic meridian.

NSPW Response
Revised Exhibit F files now include a magnetic north arrow and are enclosed in Appendix D.

REQUESTS FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION

Exhibit A

Section 4.61(c) of the Commission’s regulations requires an Exhibit A that provides a description of the
project and the proposed mode of operation including the sizes, capacities, and construction materials, as
appropriate, of powerhouses, canals, intake facilities, transmission lines, and other appurtenant facilities.
Exhibit A of the FLA does not include a description and/or dimensions for the forebay and tailrace. Please
revise Exhibit A to include a description of the project forebay and tailrace, including the dimensions.
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NSPW Response

A revised Exhibit A is included as Appendix B

Exhibit A, section 3.1 of the FLA states that the minimum flow per turbine unit is 3,750 cubic feet per
second (cfs) at 70% gate opening or a minimum flow of 11,250 cfs through the main three units. The FLA
states that it is possible to operate the units at a lower gate setting, but cavitation concerns preclude this
type of operation. Section 3.1 also states that the maximum hydraulic capacity for the three main units is
also 11,250 cfs. Please explain why a higher gate setting (above 70%) was not implemented to increase
the hydraulic capacity of each turbine.

NSPW Response

The higher gate setting (above 70%) was not implemented because there is no wicket gate system, but
rather a radial gate that opens to allow water to enter the turbines. A gate opening of 70% is sufficient to
provide the full hydraulic capacity to the turbine. Due to the configuration of the plant, opening the radial
gate to 100% will not allow the turbine to pass more water.

Exhibit B

Exhibit B, section 2.3 Dependable Capacity, of the FLA, does not define critical streamflow. Please
explain what constitutes critical streamflow for the project. Also, please provide a value for the project’s
dependable capacity in dollars per kilowatt-year in 2020 dollars.

NSPW Response

The critical streamflow for the project is defined as the minimum mean annual flow for the period of record
(October 1986-December 2020) which was 2,011 cfs during 2009. This flow amounts to 17.3 percent of
the powerhouse’s maximum hydraulic capacity or 5.3 MW. It was assumed that the dependable capacity
is the amount of power able to be generated at this observed minimum mean annual flow, which results in
46,428 MWh of power generated (5.3 MW X 24 hrs./day X 365 days/year = 46,428 MWh). Assuming that
the value of combined on-peak and off-peak power is valued at $27.13 per MWh as described in Section
8 of Exhibit D, the value of the Project’s dependable capacity is $1,259,591 in 2020 dollars. This
represents the value if all generators are available for service the entire year.

In 2009, NSPW’s actual generation was 44,269.8 MWh. Based on the actual generation the Project’s
dependable capacity would be valued at $1,201,040 in 2020 dollars.

Exhibit C

Section 2, Construction Schedule, states no construction modifications to project facilities are proposed at
this time. Further, Exhibit E, section 2.1, Project Facilities, states Northern States Power Company-
Wisconsin (Northern States Company) is not proposing any changes to project facilities or operation.
However, in Exhibit E, Section 6.1.4.5, Reservoir Drawdowns, it states that Northern States Company
proposes to construct a steel dewatering panel/bulkhead spanning from pier to pier along the upstream
face of the flashboard spillway bay which would allow for replacement of the flashboards without a
drawdown. It is unclear if the proposed steel dewatering panel would be installed temporarily when the
flashboards need to be repaired or replaced, or if the steel panel would be a permanent fixture at the
project. Further, it is not clear when the replacement/repair of the existing flashboards would occur.
Please clarify if the proposed steel dewatering panel/bulkhead would be installed temporarily to
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replace/repair existing flashboards or if it would be a permanent fixture and when the steel dewatering
panel would be used to replace/repair the existing flashboards at the project.

NSPW Response

The dewatering panel will be stored onsite and serve as a temporary bulkhead that can be moved from
bay to bay along the spillway. When the flashboards require replacement due to deterioration (= 10-12
years), the dewatering panel will be employed thus negating the need for a reservoir drawdown.

Exhibit D

Exhibit D, section 5 of the FLA states that the annual value of project power is estimated based on the
cost of obtaining an equivalent amount of power from an alternative source. However, it does not state
what alternative source the value of project power is based on, i.e., the price received for the sale of
power to Northern States Company customers, a long-term power purchase agreement, new gas-fired
generating resource, or another alternative source of power. Please specify the alternative source of
power that the value of the project power is based on. Also, provide: (a) the values of on-peak and off-
peak power; and (b) the basis for the values of the on-peak and off-peak power that were used to
calculate the average power value of $24.29 per megawatt-hour (MWh) in Exhibit D, section 5 of the FLA.

NSPW Response

We operate the system based on an integrated system so in order to calculate the average cost of
replacement power for the NSP system we accumulated the on-peak and off-peak prices at the NSP.NSP
load node.

The price received for the sale of power (gross revenues) is $27.13. The $24.29 value was provided as
the replacement cost.

Exhibit D, section 8 of the FLA gives the average value of the on-peak and offpeak power as $27.13 per
MWh. This average value of power is different from $24.29 per MWh given in Exhibit D, section 5 of the
FLA. Please reconcile this discrepancy. In the alternative, please explain why two average power values
were used in the FLA and describe the situations in which one value is used over the other.

NSPW Response
$27.13 is the correct value and is based on historical revenues.

Exhibit D, section 10 of the FLA lists the references used in Exhibit D. However, the Commission staff
does not have access to the information contained under each reference. Please provide a pathway (i.e.,
electronic link or paper copies) to the documents that each of the five references cited.

NSPW Response

The references included in the FLA were to be used for internal purposes to document what information
was provided by NSPW to its consultant and when it was provided. The internal process references
should have been removed during updating the DLA to create the FLA.
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Exhibit E

Aquatic Resources

Section 6.1.2.2, Historic Fish Entrainment and Mortality Information, of the FLA states that the project
features a main trashrack structure with an approach velocity of 5.41 feet per second (fps) for Units 1-3,
and a separate trashrack structure with an average approach velocity of 1.8 fps for Unit 4. Please provide
the methods on how these velocities were calculated or measured. For example, if approach velocities
were calculated using flow through the turbine(s) in cubic feet per second (cfs) and the area of each
intake, please provide a table that separately lists the widths and heights of the intake areas, along with
the amount of flow (cfs) through the turbine used for each calculation.

NSPW Response

The 5.41 fps value for Units 1-3 and 1.8 fps for Unit 4 is listed in Section 3.2, Page 7 of the 2016
Chippewa River Fish Protections Study contained as Appendix E-21 of the application. A higher
resolution version of the study report is also included in Appendix E of this document. The description in
the report specifies a flow value of 3,750 cfs for Units 1-3 and an open intake width of 35 feet with vertical
5/8-inch-thick bars with a clear spacing of 5 3/8 inches and an effective height of 19.8 feet.

For Unit 4, a width of 9.83 feet and an invert elevation of 977.5 feet with 5/8-inch-thick bars and a clear
spacing of 2.375 inches is listed in the report with a flow of 400 cfs.

NSPW has created the following table to summarize the specifics outlined in the report.

Units 1-3 Unit 4

Parameter Value Parameter Value
Norma!l Reservoir 1002.0 Feet Norma!l Reservoir 1002.0 Feet
Elevation Elevation

Invert Elevation 982.2 Feet Invert Elevation 977.5 Feet
Effective Width 35 Feet Effective Width 9.83 Feet
Best Qate Hydraulic 3,750 cfs Best Qate Hydraulic 400 cfs
Capacity Capacity

Bar Width 0.625 Inches Bar Width 0.625 Inches
Clear Spacing 5.375 Inches Clear Spacing 2.375 Inches
Average Approach Average Approach 1
Velocity 541 1fps Velocity 1.66" fps

Section 6.3.1.6, Fish Entrainment and Mortality, of the FLA includes the Wisconsin Department of Natural
Resources’ (Wisconsin DNR) comments on the initial fish entrainment mortality report. Specifically,
Wisconsin DNR states that the report fails to take into account that there is a mortality risk for lake
sturgeon associated with spillway gate passage at the project. Therefore, please provide a discussion of
the risks and/or benefits to lake sturgeon associated with spillway gate passage at the project.

"NSPW was unable to reproduce the calculated result of 1.80 fps for Unit 4 using the methodology utilized by its subconsultant for
Units 1-3. Using the same methodology for Unit 4 that was utilized for Units 1-3, the NSPW arrived at an average approach velocity
of 1.66 fps.
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NSPW Response
NSPW is unaware of any lake sturgeon injuries or deaths that were the direct result from passage

through the spillway gates. While there is the potential for sturgeon injury or death from passage through
the spillway, there is no data available to document this risk.

There is data to support a historical risk of mortality for lake sturgeon stranding downstream of the
spillway gates after the flows recede. However, NSPW is not aware of any current wide-spread stranding
of lake sturgeon below the spillway after the spillway gates have closed. As a standard operating
procedure, the Cornell operator inspects the area below the spillway after gate closure for any stranded
fish.2 Should any fish be observed, including lake sturgeon, they would be relocated to deeper water.
NSPW reported this same information to the Commission in its February 28, 2022 Update on Lake
Sturgeon Mitigation Negotiations, which was copied to the Wisconsin DNR, the River Alliance of
Wisconsin, and the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service. No additional information has been provided to NSPW
since the update report was provided.

Section 6.3.1.6, Fish Entrainment and Mortality, of the FLA states that Northern States Company will
update the Commission on its good-faith negotiations with Wisconsin DNR regarding lake sturgeon
mitigation by February 28, 2022, and that updates will be provided every 60 days thereafter until
negotiations are complete.

Please clarify what, if any, measures are being proposed for lake sturgeon in the project area.
Additionally, provide a capital cost for each measure and any annual maintenance costs along with a
justification for any annual maintenance costs. As a reminder, each proposed resource measure must
include a description of how the measure would protect or enhance the existing environment including,
and where possible, quantification of the anticipated benefit(s) of the proposed measure using relicensing
study results (e.g., Chippewa River Fish Protection Study Report) and other available sources of
information (e.g., documented communications with Wisconsin DNR).

NSPW Response
The requested information will be included in the documentation of the measures being proposed to the
Wisconsin DNR.

Section 6.3.1.7, Woody Debris, of the FLA states that under current practice, when woody debris is
encountered at the project, it is floated over to the spillway and sluiced downstream to enhance
downstream aquatic habitat. Please clarify if Northern States Company is proposing to continue this
measure of passing woody debris downstream of the project. If this measure is proposed, please provide
a capital cost for each measure and any annual maintenance costs along with a justification for any
annual maintenance costs.

NSPW Response

NSPW plans to retain the current practice of floating woody debris over to the spillway and sluicing it
downstream to enhance downstream aquatic habitat. Continuing this practice will not result in any capital
costs. Annual maintenance costs are expected to be $15,000 per year.

2 Although fish stranding has occurred periodically throughout the history of the operation of the Cornell Hydroelectric Project, the
fish stranding inspections conducted below the spillway after gate closure are a standard operating procedure per Appendix | of the
2001 Lower Chippewa Settlement Agreement.
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Section 6.4.1, Proposed Aquatic Mitigation, of the FLA states that Northern States Company “proposes to
study the effects of current Project operations, including reservoir elevations, reservoir fluctuation, and

minimum flows, concurrent with the relicensing process for the other five Lower Chippewa River
hydroelectric projects beginning no later than 2028.” It is unclear how the proposed measure would
mitigate for the effects of project operation on aquatic resources at the Cornell Project. If any new license
was issued for the project, this proposed study would not be implemented until after issuance. Further,

staff would be unable assess this proposal as a project specific measure because the information would
be collected post-licensing. Therefore, please provide an explanation of the nexus of this mitigation
measure to this project, and if there is no nexus, please remove this measure and cost from the list of

proposals and provide updated overall costs for the project.

NSPW Response

NSPW cannot identify a nexus of this mitigation measure to this Project. Enclosed below are the updated
overall costs for the Project.

Estimated Costs

(East Side)

welcome and directional signage,
and place a seasonal portable toilet

Location Proposed Measure(s) 2021 Dollars
. Annual Cost
(Capital)
Cornell Dam Steel Dewatering Panel $125,000 NA
Cornell Dam Operations Plan $25,000 $5,000
Cornell Dam Woody Debris Passage NA $15,000
Cornell Reservoir Rapid Response Invasive Species $35,000 $17,500
Monitoring Plan
Cornell Dam and . o
Associated Project Implemgntatlon of the Historic NA $20.000
B Properties Management Plan
oundary
Cornell Project Recreation Plan $40,000 $25,000
Boundary every 5 years
Cornell Dam and Currentl
Associated Project Potential Lake Sturgeon Mitigation Currently Unknown U y
nknown
Boundary
Block unrestricted vehicular access
to shoreline, maintain carry-in
éﬁiitzth Street Access access, mitigate erosion, define $50,000 $5,000
parking area, and install Part 8 and
additional signage
. Install Part 8 and re-direct away from
Portage Trail and spillway signage (including
Tailwater Fishing Area . $10,000 $1,000
: weathered canoe portage sign) and
(West Side)
update/create brochure
Add designated parking area, modify
Tailwater Fishing Area | shoreline access trail, install Part 8, $50.000 $16,000
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Location Proposed Measure(s) 2021 Dollars
) Annual Cost
(Capital)
Install barrier free skid pier
(launching dock), path, and $45,000 $3,000
designate barrier-free parking space
City of Cornell Public Upgrade Part 8 signage $500 $100

Boat Landing

Define additional parking area near

the entrance $20,000 $1,000

Place a seasonal barrier-free
portable toilet $0 $10,000

Install barrier-free fishing pier and
path (facility may be relocated to City $50,000 $3,000
Boat Landing)

City of Cornell Mill Install/Modify barrier-free kayak
Yard Park launch, and path (site may get $50,000 $3,000
changed to Boat Landing)

Grant Shoreline Access Rights 25,000 $1,000

Section 6.4.1.4, Erosion and Siltation, of the FLA states that “To mitigate the impacts of erosion and
siltation on the resource, the Licensee will implement best management practices for erosion and siltation
control during ground-disturbing activities occurring within the Project boundary.” Please describe what
ground disturbing activities could occur within the project boundary. Additionally, please provide a
detailed description of the “best management practices” that would be implemented for erosion and
siltation control in the project area. Additionally, please clarify if the cost for this measure is included in the
costs associated with the proposed monitoring of the reservoir shoreline for erosion on a 5-year schedule
provided in Table 4.5-1. If not, please provide a capital cost for this measure and any annual maintenance
costs along with a justification for any annual maintenance costs.

NSPW Response
Erosion and siltation from ground-disturbing activities that involve construction within the Project

boundary can have an adverse impact upon rare and sensitive resources.

The 266" Street Access Site improvement project is the only planned activity where ground-disturbance
will require erosion control measures. However, it is possible that future maintenance or construction
projects could result in temporary ground-disturbing activities. To reduce the potential for sediment
discharge during potential ground-disturbing activities, NSPW will implement erosion and siltation controls
such as silt fences, straw waddles, or temporary settling basins, designed to keep sediment from entering
surface waters. These temporary erosion control measures will help mitigate adverse impacts on surface
waters during maintenance and construction projects.

To reduce the potential for ongoing sedimentation upon completion of maintenance or construction
projects that involved ground-disturbing activities, NSPW will implement erosion and siltation controls
designed to stabilize bare soil as quickly as possible, such as mulching and seeding or stabilizing with
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rock. These types of activities provide long-term erosion/sediment control measures to mitigate adverse
impacts on water quality.

NSPW has also proposed to periodically monitor the shoreline of each Project for erosion as part of the
archaeological shoreline surveys using the same schedule as outlined in the Historic Properties
Management Plan (HPMP).

Both the erosion control measures for the 266t Street Access Improvement Project and the proposed
monitoring of the reservoir shoreline for erosion every five years are included in the revised cost table
above. The shoreline survey costs are included in the costs to implement the HPMP.

Section 6.4.1.5, Reservoir Drawdowns, of the FLA states that “To mitigate the potential environmental
impacts of any future drawdown, the Licensee will draft a drawdown management plan in consultation
with the USFWS and WDNR, as part of its request for a temporary license amendment.” However, Table
4.5-1, Costs for Proposed Environmental Mitigation Measures, does not include this measure. Therefore,
please revise Table 4.5-1 to provide a capital cost for developing the drawdown management plan and
any annual maintenance cost including any associated costs (e.g., reports), and provide a justification for
any annual maintenance costs.

NSPW Response

The purpose of Section 6.4.1.5 is to recognize the environmental impacts that could result from a
reservoir drawdown and how those impacts could be addressed should a drawdown occur. Currently,
there are no known drawdown activities planned. NSPW does not propose to develop a drawdown plan
unless and until a drawdown is needed. Therefore, no costs have been assigned for this activity.

Appendix E-21, Chippewa River Fish Protection Study Report, includes calculations of through-rack
velocities (Appendix A) and sketches of fish protection alternatives (Appendix F). However, these
appendices are of low image quality and many of the numbers provided are unreadable. Therefore,
please provide legible copies of these appendices.

NSPW Response
NSPW has provided a higher quality copy of the study contained in Appendix E-21 of the application in
Appendix E.

Terrestrial Resources

Section 6.1.7, Wildlife of the FLA refers to wildlife found in the project vicinity includes various mammals,
reptiles, amphibians, and birds typical of the North Central Forest Ecological Landscape which are listed
from the 1986 Brunet Island State Park Master Plan. If possible, please provide a more current list of
potential or resident wildlife at the project or vicinity (ex. an updated Master Plan or other survey).

NSPW Response

NSPW has identified a more current list of potential or resident wildlife in the Project vicinity. In 2015,
Chippewa County conducted a biotic inventory of five wildlife flowages within the Chippewa County
Forest. The study involved surveying for aquatic macrophyte, aquatic macroinvertebrate, waterfowl,
shorebirds, and other wildlife. All of the wildlife flowages are located near the Cornell Project, ranging
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from three to eight miles away. Since the area studied is in close proximity to the Project and within the
same ecological landscape, the species identified during the study are also likely to occur at the Cornell
Project. A list of wildlife species identified during the surveys, as well as the full study report, are included
in Appendix F.

Section 6.3.2.4, Terrestrial Invasive Species, of the FLA, states that “Activity within the Project boundary
can pose a risk to the transfer of invasive species”. However, there is no description of the activity
provided. Please describe the activities within the project boundary that could increase the risk of the
spread of terrestrial invasive species.

NSPW Response
The primary activity occurring within the Project boundary that poses the greatest risk to the transfer of
invasive species is recreation (e.g., ATV, boating). Although recreation activities are not undertaken by

NSPW, they do occur at several sites which are maintained by the licensee. Maintenance and
construction activities, especially those related to project structures, also pose a risk for the transfer of
invasive species via contaminated equipment such as a backhoe, excavator, boat or barge. However,
such activities should be addressed on a case-by-case basis, typically through permitting, should they
occur during the term of the subsequent or new license.

Threatened and Endangered Resources

Section 6.1.10 Threatened and Endangered Resources, of the FLA includes a description of federally
listed species including the northern long-eared bat. While bat habitat in general is described, there is no
specific information provided regarding the location of bat habitat at the project, nor an explanation of how
proposed project changes (ex. recreation enhancements), operation and maintenance could affect the bat
or its associated habitat. Please describe and include the location of existing bat habitat within the project
boundary as well as potential project-related activities that could disturb bat habitat.

NSPW Response
As noted in Appendix E-30 of Volume 3, no Northern Long-eared Bat (NLEB) hibernacula or known
maternity roost trees have been identified in the Project vicinity. However, NLEB may be found in any

tree, roosting singly or in colonies underneath loose or exfoliating bark, and in cavities or crevices of live
or dead trees. Therefore, any Project activities involving tree removal or trimming of trees has the
potential to impact NLEB roosting habitat. Examples of Project activities which could impact NLEB
roosting habitat include tree removal to install new recreational facilities, removal of hazard trees from
recreational or operational areas, removal of trees from embankments for dam safety purposes, and
trimming of trees within road or utility rights-of-way. NSPW included proposed mitigation measures in the
FLA to address these potential impacts when they could occur.

Recreation Resources and Land Use

Section 8.3, Stakeholder Comments and Recommended Development, of the FLA states it is not feasible
to install a boat landing for trailered, motorized boats on the west side of the tailwater downstream of
Cornell Dam due to the topography along the west shoreline and the rock rapids just downstream of the
project. Please provide a description of the topography along the west shoreline downstream of

Cornell Dam and of the rock rapids downstream of the tailwater area, including identification of both of
these areas on a map.
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NSPW Response
The additional information and a description of the rock rapids downstream of the tailwater area was filed

with the Commission on February 18, 2022. A map identifying the west shoreline and the rock rapids has
again been enclosed as Appendix G.

Section 9.3, Project Boundary Changes, of the FLA includes a proposal to increase the existing acres of
reservoir upstream of Cornell Dam from 832.4 acres to 836.6 acres. However, it is unclear where these
additional 4 acres of reservoir would be located or why are being added to the project boundary. Please
describe the location of the proposed four acres of reservoir upstream of Cornell Dam and provide a
justification of why these additional acres of reservoir are needed for project purposes.

NSPW Response

The four reservoir acres in question exist on paper only and were the result of improved mapping technology
used during the development of the Exhibit G drawings for the DLA and FLA. The improved mapping
technology allowed for more precise calculations of the submerged and upland (islands) acreage within the
Chippewa River, including the islands associated with Brunet Island State Park. The methodology used for

calculating acreage within the Project boundary for the current license, DLA, and FLA are explained in the
following sections.

Current License — Exhibit G

The current Project boundary under the existing license, as shown on the Cornell Hydro Exhibit G Map 1
(Ex G Map 1), is only available as a hardcopy (paper copy) or portable document format (PDF). In an
effort to generate a Project boundary for use in a digital format with computer-aided design (CAD) or
geographic information system (GIS) programs, the Ex G Map 1 was georeferenced to the United States
Geological Survey (USGS) 15’ topographic quadrangle map (topo quad) for Cornell, Wisconsin and
Holcombe, Wisconsin.? 4 Once georeferenced, the Project boundary from the Ex G Map 1 was digitized
(traced electronically) whereupon it was discovered the Project boundary closely matched the 1,010-foot
elevation contour of the shoreline on the two topo quads. In addition, the water symbology on the USGS
topo quad for Cornell at the 1,002-foot elevation contour was compared to the line symbology for the
“shoreline of mainland and islands at normal full reservoir elevation and route of tributary streams” shown
on the Ex G Map 1 PDF. It was determined these closely matched as well. The USGS National
Hydrography Dataset® was reviewed and determined to line up with the 1,002-foot elevation contour on
the topo quads and was acquired for the basis of the submerged and upland (island) calculations.

Based on the above methodology and calculations performed using GIS data in ArcMap, the current
license Project boundary includes 1,340.4 acres. Of this total, 504.0 acres are upland, including
the islands within the Chippewa River, and 836.4 acres are submerged. There are 832.4 acres of
submerged lands upstream of the Cornell Dam and 4.0 acres of tailwater downstream.

Refer to Appendix Ha for the current Cornell Hydro Exhibit G Map 1, ArcMap georeference methodology
screen capture, and the Cornell Hydro Current Project Boundary Map submitted with the DLA and FLA as
Appendix E-41 of Volume 3.

3 United States Geological Survey. Holcombe, Wis. NE/4 Cornell, 15’ Quadrangle, N 4507.5-W9100/7.5. Scale 1:24,000. AMS
2774 |l NE-Series V861. 1973. USGS. Downloaded from USGS at https://apps.nationalmap.gov/downloader/#/.

4 United States Geological Survey. Cornell, Wis. NW/4 Cornell, 15’ Quadrangle, N 4507.5-W9107.5/7.5. Scale 1:24,000. AMS 2774
Il NW-Series V861. 1973. USGS. Downloaded from USGS at https://apps.nationalmap.gov/downloader/#/.

5 United States Geological Survey, 20171217, USGS National Hydrography Dataset Plus High Resolution (NHDPIlus HR) for 4-digit
Hydrologic Unit - 0705 (published 20171217). USGS. Downloaded from USGS at https://apps.nationalmap.gov/downloader/#/.
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Draft License Application — Exhibit G

NSPW submitted the DLA to the Commission on June 7, 2021 and supplemented the Exhibit G Map on
June 14, 2021. The proposed Project boundary shown on the Exhibit G Map was modified to include
lands upstream of the Cornell Dam to elevation 1,002.0 feet NGVD. Any lands with an elevation greater
than 1,002 feet (maximum reservoir elevation of the Project as licensed) along the shoreline of the main
reservoir upstream of Bridge Street/Hwy. 64 (approximate) were removed from the current Project
boundary; all islands upstream of the Cornell Dam in the Chippewa River remained in the DLA Project
boundary. Lands adjacent to and downstream of the Cornell Dam were modified in the DLA Project
boundary; however, the tailwater area downstream of the Cornell Dam was not changed and remained at
4.0 acres. The USGS National Hydrography Dataset acquired for the current license Project boundary
was also used for submerged land and island (upland) calculations for the DLA Project boundary.

Based on the modifications described above and calculations performed using GIS data in ArcMap, the
Project boundary proposed in the DLA includes 1,071.0 acres. Of this total, 234.6 acres are
upland, including the islands within the Chippewa River, and 836.4 acres are submerged. There
are 832.4 acres of submerged lands upstream of the Cornell Dam and 4.0 acres of tailwater
downstream.

Refer to Appendix Hb for the Cornell Hydro Proposed Project Boundary Map submitted with the DLA as
Appendix E-41 of Volume 3.

Final License Application — Exhibit G

NSPW submitted the FLA and the proposed Exhibit G Maps to the Commission on November 29, 2021.
The proposed Project boundary shown on the Exhibit G Maps was further revised to include the addition
of the 266t Street Informal Access site owned by NSPW and the City of Cornell’s Boat Landing, and the
removal of islands upstream of the Cornell Dam above elevation 1,002.0 feet NGVD. These islands

proposed for removal are not impacted by Project operations. No modifications were made to the Project
boundary below the Cornell Dam.

The USGS National Hydrography Dataset acquired for the current license Project boundary, Chippewa
County parcel data®, and Google Earth” were used to determine which island lands within the Chippewa
River were above elevation 1,002.0 feet NGVD. Each data source was analyzed in ArcMap and it was
determined the USGS National Hydrography Dataset would be refined around the islands in the
Chippewa River to better reflect the submerged lands and uplands.®

Based on the modifications described above and calculations performed using GIS data in ArcMap, the
Project boundary proposed in the FLA includes 856.0 acres. Of this total, 15.4 acres are uplands which

Wisconsin Statewide Parcel Map Initiative. Chippewa County. V4 Parcel Dataset. 2018. Wisconsin Department of Administration
Division of Intergovernmental Relations and State Cartographer’s Office. Downloaded from https://www.sco.wisc.edu/parcels/data/.
7 Google Earth. Cornell, Wisconsin. Image timeline 12/30/1985, 4/1998, 9/2005, 12/2005, 9/2006, 9/2008, 11/2010, 10/2011,
9/2021, 4/2014, 6/2016, and 8/2021. Image credits: Landsat/Copernicus, USGS, and USDA/FPAC/GEO.

The original USGS National Hydrography Dataset was exported to a shapefile to safeguard the original dataset from modifications.
The exported shapefile was refined based on the Chippewa County parcel data and Google Earth images. Calculations for the
submerged lands upstream of the Cornell Dam are based on the refined exported shapefile. The exported shapefile was refined
to remove approximately 6.7 acres of previously assigned submerged lands and added approximately 10.9 acres of submerged
lands, for a net gain of approximately 4.2 acres of submerged lands.
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now exclude the islands within the Chippewa River, and 840.6 acres are submerged lands. There are
836.6 acres of submerged lands upstream of the Cornell Dam and 4.0 acres of tailwater downstream.

Refer to Appendix Hc for the Cornell Hydro Proposed Project Boundary Map submitted with the FLA as
Appendix E-41 of Volume 3, as well as additional maps of the refined submerged land shapefile.

Project Boundary Summary

The four reservoir acres in question exist on paper only and were realized due to improved technology
during the development of the Exhibit G drawings for the DLA and FLA. The improved mapping
technology explained in the previous sections allowed for more precise acreage calculations of the
submerged lands and uplands (islands) within the Chippewa River, including the islands associated with
Brunet Island State Park. A summary, for comparison purposes, of the acres associated with the Cornell
Hydroelectric Project boundary is provided in the table below.

Total | Upland Submerged Acres

Acres | Acres | ypstream | Downstream

Project Boundary Project Boundary Comment

Based on elevation 1,010.0 feet NGVD,

Current License 1,340.4 | 504.0 832.4 4.0 includes islands in Chippewa River.

Draft License Based on elevation 1,002.0 feet NGVD,

Application 10710 | 2346 8324 4.0 includes islands in Chippewa River.
Final' Lic_ense 856.0 154 836.6 4.0 Based on elevatign 1,902.0 feet' NGVD,
Application removes islands in Chippewa River.

Should you have any questions, please contact Matthew Miller at 715-737-1353 or
matthew.j.miller@xcelenergy.com or Shawn Puzen at 920-593-6865.

Sincerely,

Digitally signed by
SCOtt Scott Crotty

Date: 2022.05.19
Crotty 15:32:02 -05'00

Scott A. Crotty
Senior Hydro Operations Manager

Enclosures
cc: Distribution List
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Indian Tribes

Ms. Jill Hoppe, THPO

Fond du Lac Band of Lake Superior Chippewa
1720 Big Lake Road

Cloquet, MN 55720

jillhoppe@fdirez.com

Mr. Gary Bahr, Vice Chairperson

Sac and Fox Nation of Missouri in KS and NE
305 N. Main

Reserve, KS 66434

Mr. Marvin Defoe, THPO

Red Cliff Band of Lake Superior
Chippewa Indians of Wisconsin
88385 Pike Road, Hwy. 13
Bayfield, WI 54814
Marvin.defoe@redcliff-nsn.gov

Mr. Brian Bisonette, THPO

Lac Courte Oreilles Band of Lake Superior
Chippewa Indians of Wisconsin

13394 West Trepania Road

Hayward, WI 54843

Brian.Bisonette @Ico-nsn.gov

Mr. Jonathan Buffalo, NAGPRA Rep.
Sac and Fox of the Mississippi in lowa
349 Meskwaki Road

Tama, IA 52339-9629

Ms. Paula Carrick, THPO

Bay Mills Indian Community of Michigan
12140 W. Lakeshore Drive

Brimley, Ml 49715-9319

Mr. Robert Deschampe, Chairperson
Grand Portage Band of Chippewa Indians
PO Box 428

Grand Portage, MN 55604

Mr. David Grignon, THPO
Menominee Indian Tribe of Wisconsin
P.O. Box 910

Keshena, WI 54135
DGrignon@MITW.org

Mr. Nathan Allison, THPO
Stockbridge-Munsee Community
86 Spring Street

Williamstown, MA 01267
Nathan.Allison@mohican-nsn.gov

Mr. Ryan Howell, THPO
Prairie Island Indian Community
5636 Sturgeon Lake Road
Welch, MN 55089

lowa Tribe of Oklahoma
Cultural Preservation Office
RR 1, Box 721

Perkins, OK 74059

Mr. Michael LaRonge, THPO

Forest County Potawatomi Community
5320 Wensaut Lane

P.O. Box 340

Crandon, WI 54520

Michael.LaRonge@F CPotawatomi-nsn.gov

Ms. Edith Leoso, THPO

Bad River Band of Lake Superior Tribe of
Chippewa Indians

P.O. Box 39

Odanah, WI 54861
thpo@BadRiver-nsn.gov
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Ms. Sandra Massey, NAGPRA Rep.
Sac and Fox Nation of Oklahoma
920883 S. Hwy 99 Bldg. A

Stroud, OK 74079

Ms. Wanda McFaggen, THPO

St. Croix Chippewa Indians of Wisconsin
Tribal Historic Preservation Office
24663 Angeline Avenue

Webster, WI 54893
THPO@StCroixTribalCenter.com

Ms. Alina Shively, THPO

Lac Vieux Desert Band of Lake Superior
Chippewa Indians

P.O. Box 249

E23857 Poplar Circle

Watersmeet, M| 49969
Alina.shively@lvd-nsn.gov

Mr. Earl Meshigaud, Cultural Director
Hannahville Potawatomi Indian Community
M-14911 Hannahville B1 Road

Wilson, M1 49896

Mr. Bryan Newland, Chairman

Bay Mills Indian Community of Michigan
12410 W. Lakeshore Drive

Brimley, M|l 49715-9319

Mr. Cecil E. Pavlat Sr., Cultural Repatriation
Specialist

Sault Ste. Marie Tribe of Chippewa Indians
523 Ashmun Street

Sault Ste. Marie, MI 49783

Mr. William Quackenbush, THPO
Ho-Chunk Nation

Executive Offices

P.O. Box 667

Black River Falls, WI 54615

Bill. Quackenbush@Ho-Chunk.com
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Mr. Warren C. Swartz, Jr., President
Keweenaw Bay Indian Community
107 Beartown Road

Baraga, MI 49908

Mr. Adam VanZile, THPO
Sokaogon Chippewa Community
Mole Lake Band

3051 Sand Lake Road

Crandon, WI 54520
Adam.VanZile@SCC-nsn.gov

Mr. Warren Wahweotten Jr., THPO
Prairie Band Potawatomi Nation
162Q Road

Mayetta, KS 66509

Mr. Noah White, THPO

Prairie Band Potawatomi Nation
162Q Road

Mayetta, KS 66509

Ms. Sherry White, THPO

Stockbridge Munsee Community of Wisconsin
Tribal Office

PO Box 70

Bowler, WI 54416

Ms. Stacy Cutbank, THPO
Oneida Nation of Wisconsin
P.O. Box 365

Oneida, WI 54155-0365
CWilliam@OneidaNation.org

Mr. James Williams, Jr., President

Lac Vieux Desert Band of Lake Superior Indians

P.O. Box 249
Watersmeet, Ml 49969

Ms. Melinda Young, THPO

Lac du Flambeau Band of Lake Superior
Chippewa Indians of Wisconsin

P.O. Box 67

Lac du Flambeau, WI 54538
LdFthpo@LdTribe.com
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Federal

Senator Tammy Baldwin
U.S. Senator from Wisconsin
Senate Office

717 Hart Building
Washington, DC 20510

Mr. Edward G. Buikema, Director
Federal Emergency Management Agency
Regional Office

536 South Clark Street, 6" Floor
Chicago, IL 60605

Ms. Katherine Frauen, Trail Manager
Ice Age National Scenic Trail

8075 Old Sauk Pass Road

Cross Plains, WI 53528

Katherine _Frauen@nps.gov

Ms. Christine Gabriel

Regional Environment Coordinator
U.S. Department of the Interior
National Park Service

Midwest Region

601 Riverfront Drive

Omaha, NE 68128

Mr. Eric Gabriel, Superintendent
Ice Age National Scenic Trail

8075 Old Sauk Pass Road

Cross Plains, WI 53528
Eric_Gabriel@nps.gov

Director

Geological and Natural History Survey
University of Wisconsin Extension
3817 Mineral Point Road

Madison, WI 53705

Director

Great Lakes Fish & Wildlife Commission
Chief Blackbird Center, Maple Lane
P.O.Box 9

Odana, WI 54861

Director

Public Service Commission of Wisconsin
610 North Whitney Way

P.O. Box 7854

Madison, WI 53707-7854

Director of Lands, Watershed, and Minerals
Management

U.S. Department of Agriculture

Forest Service, National Forests

Eastern Region

626 East Wisconsin Avenue, Suite 800
Milwaukee, WI 53202-4616

Director

U.S. Department of Commerce

National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration
One Blackburn Drive

Gloucester, MA 01930

Director

U.S. Department of the Interior

Bureau of Land Management
Milwaukee District

626 East Wisconsin Avenue, Suite 200
Milwaukee, WI 53201-0631

Congressman Tom Tiffany
7th Congressional District
1714 Longworth HOB
Washington, DC 20515

Mr. Jeff Duncan

Acting Hydropower Assistance Team Lead
National Park Service

Jeff _duncan@nps.gov

Endangered Species Specialist
Endangered Species Specialist
US Fish & Wildlife Service

Twin Cities Field Office

4101 American Boulevard East
Bloomington, MN 55425
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FERC Coordinator

U.S. Department of the Army
Corps of Engineers

St. Paul District

180 5th St East, Ste 700

St. Paul, MN 55101-1638

Field Supervisor

U.S. Department of the Interior
Fish & Wildlife Service

Green Bay Field Office

2661 Scott Tower Drive

New Franken, WI 54229-9565

John M. Fowler

Executive Director

Advisory Council on Historic Preservation
401 F Street NW, Suite 308

Washington, DC 20001

Mr. Jeff Gosse

Regional Energy Coordinator
U.S. Department of the Interior
Fish & Wildlife Service

5600 American Boulevard West
Bloomington, MN 55437-1458
Jeff _Gosse@fws.gov

Senator Ron Johnson

U.S. Senator from Wisconsin
328 Hart Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510

Ms. Lilian Jonas, NPS Consultant
National Park Service
lillian_jonas@contractor.nps.gov

Ms. Mary Manydeeds

Chief Branch of Water and Dam Safety
U.S. Department of the Interior

Bureau of Indian Affairs

Norman Pointe Il Building

5600 W. American Boulevard, Suite 500
Bloomington, MN 55437
Mary.Manydeeds@BIA.gov

Mr. Lindy Nelson
Regional Environmental Officer
U.S. Department of the Interior

Office of Environmental Policy and Compliance

Custom House, Room 24
200 Chestnut Street
Philadelphia, PA 19106-2904

Ms. Tammie Poitra,

Regional Director

Us Department of the Interior

Bureau of Indian Affairs, Midwest Region
5600 West American Blvd.

Suite 500

Bloomington, MN 54437

Tammie. Poitra@bia.gov

Mr. Samuel Rauch

National Marine Fisheries Service
Northeast Region

55 Republic Drive

Gloucester, MA 01930

Ms. Susan Rosebrough
HAP Team Lead

National Park Service
Susan_Rosebrough@nps.gov

Mr. David Thomas

Program Manager

U.S. Department of the Interior
National Park Service

601 Riverfront Dr.

Omaha, NE 68102

Ms. Angela Tornes
Temporary Consultant to NPS
3223 S. Indiana Ave.
Milwaukee, WI 53207
angietornes@gmail.com
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Ms. Jen Tyler

NEPA Implementation Section

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Region V

Mail Code: E-19J

77 West Jackson Boulevard, AR-18J
Chicago, IL 60604-3507
Tyler.jennifer@epa.gov

Mr. Darin Simpkins

U.S. Department of the Interior
Fish & Wildlife Service

2661 Scott Tower Drive

New Franken, WI 54229
Darin_Simpkins@fws.gov

Mr. John Zygaj

Regional Engineer

Federal Energy Regulatory Commission
Chicago Regional Office

Federal Building

230 South Dearborn Street, Room 3130
Chicago, IL 60604
John.Zygaj@Ferc.gov
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State

Ms. Kathleen Angel

Wisconsin Coastal Management Program
Department of Administration

101 East Wilson Street; 9t Floor
Madison, WI 53708
Kathleen.Angel@Wisconsin.gov

Mr. Tyler Howe

State Historic Preservation Office
State Historical Society of Wisconsin
816 State Street

Madison, WI 53706
Tyler.howe@wisconsinhistory.org

Ms. Cheryl Laatsch

FERC Coordinator

Wisconsin Department of Natural Resources
502 E. Mill Street

Beaver Dam, WI| 53916
Cheryl.Laatsch@wisconsin.gov

Senator Kathy Bernier
State Senator — 23rd District
PO Box 7882

Madison, WI 53707-7882

Representative Rob Summerfield
State Representative — 67t District
State Capitol — Room 7 West

PO Box 8953

Madison, WI 53708

Wisconsin Cooperative Fishery Research
Unit

College of Natural Resources

UW Stevens Point

Stevens Point, WI 54481-3897

Local

Mr. Michael E. Dahlby

Chippewa Co. Forest Administrator
711 N. Bridge Street

Chippewa Falls, W1 54729

Mr. Dave DedJongh

City of Cornell Clerk/Treasurer
222 Main Street

PO Box 796

Cornell, WI 54732

Ms. Elizabeth Hillebrand
Town of Estella Clerk
22886 State Highway 27
Cornell, WI 54732

Ms. Linda Laird

Town of Cleveland Clerk
20165 County Highway Z
Cornell, WI 54732

Ms. Tracey Larson

Town of Lake Holcombe Clerk
25001 273 St.

Holcombe, WI 54745

Mr. Mark Larson
City of Cornell Mayor
222 Main Street
Cornell, WI 54732

Ms. Jacklyn Sadler
Chippewa County Clerk
711 N. Bridge St.
Chippewa Falls, W1 54729

Ms. Robin Stender

Town of Birch Creek Clerk
26344 240t St.

Holcombe, WI 54745
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Other

Mr. Scott Crotty

Senior Operations Manager
Xcel Energy

1414 W Hamilton Ave

Eau Claire, WI 54701-7252
Scott.a.crotty@XcelEnergy.com

Ms. Vicki Christianson

Chippewa Moraine Chapter Coordinator
Ice Age Trail Association

317 Woodside Dr.

Cornell, WI 54732

chippewamorainechapter@iceagetrail.org

Mr. James Fossum

River Alliance of Wisconsin

JD Fossum Environmental Consulting
199 Janet Marie Ln.

Winona, MN 55987

ifoio@yahoo.com

Mr. Nilasksh Kothari, P.E

City of Cornell Consultant

3512 Briarwood Lane

Manitowoc, WI 54220
nkothari@preferredconsultinglic.com

Mr. Matt Miller

Hydro License Compliance Consultant
Xcel Energy

1414 W Hamilton Ave

Eau Claire, WI 54701-7252
Matthew.J.Miller@XcelEnergy.com
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Northwest Regional Planning Committee

1400 S. River St.
Spooner, WI 54801-8692

Mr. Ryan Smart

Clearwater Paper Corporation
1215 Worden Ave.
Ladysmith, W1 54848

American Transmission Company
W234 N200 Ridgeview Parkway
Waukesha, WI 53188

Ms. Allison Werner

River Alliance of Wisconsin

345 W. Washington Ave, Suite 304
Madison, WI 53703
awerner@wisconsinrivers.org

Ms. Jane Frazier

Director, Hydro Plants

Xcel Energy

1414 W Hamilton Ave

Eau Claire, WI 54701-7252
Jane.E.Frazier@XcelEnergy.com
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