
AGENDA 
Kinni Corridor Project Committee Meeting 

Thursday, Dec. 21, 2017 
4 – 5:30 p.m. 

City Hall – Training Room  

CALL TO ORDER/ROLL CALL 

DISCUSSION ITEMS 

1. APPROVAL OF MEETING MINUTES – DEC. 7, 2017

2. SUMMARY OF PUBLIC INPUT

3. SCENARIO DESCRIPTION AND PRELIMINARY COSTS Brief 

discussion of the preliminary costs for the base project.

4. FACILITATED DISCUSSION ON SCENARIOS

5. NEXT MEETINGS

• JANUARY 11 – COMMITTEE MEETING – FEASIBILITY REPORT
• JANUARY 15 – UAB MEETING AND PUBLIC HEARING
• JANUARY 25 – COMMITTEE MEETING
• FEBRUARY 13 – COUNCIL MEETING: RECEIVE REPORT
• FEBRUARY 27 – COUNCIL MEETING: LICENSING DECISION

6. ADJOURN



Preliminary Cost Estimates*
  Updated 12‐11‐17
  *  The costs in this document are based on previous reports. No preliminary  design has been completed.

Item Unit
Est. 
Quantity Unit Price Scenario 1 Scenario 2 Scenario 3 Notes

BASE PROJECT
Junction Falls Dam Removal ‐ Demolition $0 $528,809 $0 FOTK Report page 66, lines 1 ‐ 6
Staging and mobilization Lump Sum 1 $111,809  $111,809  Assumes traffic control, construction site erosion control, staging, single mobilization, equal to 10% of remaining construction items
General erosion control Lump Sum 1 $15,000  $15,000  Includes silt fencing, sediment trap construction and management, removal.
Clearing and grubbing Acre 1 $7,000  $7,000  Tree and shrub removal, salvage trees for channel restoration.
Haul road/access Lineal Feet 1000 $25  $25,000  Temporary haul road construction.
Flow management Lump Sum 1 $30,000  $30,000  Assumes diversion, but no full dewatering through pumping necessary. Assumes bypass or gravity only (no pumping).
Demolition Cubic Yards 1700 $200  $340,000  Includes dam spillway removal, penstock removal but no powerhouse or remnant feature removal. Hydraulic jack access from below. Assumes off‐ site 

concrete disposal. Assumes cleaning to natural bedrock.

Powell Falls Dam Removal $0 $391,405 $391,405 FOTK Report page 68, lines 1 ‐ 6
Staging and mobilization Lump Sum 1 $86,005 $86,005 $86,005
General erosion control Lump Sum 1 $15,000 $15,000 $15,000
Clearing and grubbing Acre 1 $7,000 $7,000 $7,000
Haul road/access Lineal Feet 2600 $25 $65,000 $65,000
Flow management Lump Sum 1 $30,000 $30,000 $30,000
Demolition Cubic Yards 942 $200 $188,400 $188,400

Stream Restoration, upstream of Junction Falls $0 $701,050 $0 FOTK Report page 66, lines 7 ‐ 15
Excavation Cubic Yards 66600 $7  $466,200 
Channel stabilization Square yards 3400 $7  $23,800 
Fabric encapsulation Lineal Feet 1000 $75  $75,000 
Channel restoration Cubic Yards 556 $50  $27,800 
Large wood habitat Each 50 $500  $25,000 
Seeding Pounds 275 $130  $35,750 
Planting (Trees) Each 210 $150  $31,500 
Planting (Shrubs) Each 550 $20  $11,000 
Planting (Plugs) Each 1000 $5  $5,000 

Stream Restoration, between Powell Falls and Junction Falls $0 $554,710 $554,710  FOTK Report page 68, lines 7 ‐ 15
Excavation Cubic Yards 40500 $7 $283,500 $283,500
Channel stabilization Square yards 1200 $7 $8,400 $8,400
Fabric encapsulation Lineal Feet 1600 $75 $120,000 $120,000
Channel restoration Cubic Yards 556 $50 $27,800 $27,800
Large wood habitat Each 50 $500 $25,000 $25,000
Seeding Pounds 327 $130 $42,510 $42,510
Planting (Trees) Each 210 $150 $31,500 $31,500
Planting (Shrubs) Each 550 $20 $11,000 $11,000
Planting (Plugs) Each 1000 $5 $5,000 $5,000

Bridge and Infrastructure Modification $275,000 $2,305,000 $25,000
Winter Street Bridge pier and abutments $500,000 Estimate based on lowered river profile exposing pier and seal
Modifications to Veterans Bridge Pier $175,000 Architectural Treatment ends at elevation 862.9
Modifications to Maple Street Piers $400,000 Need further evaluation of foundations which are founded on rock
Removal of remnants of original dam $50,000 Old timber and rock fill dam 30 feet upstream of Junction Falls Dam
Storm water outfall modification and stabilization Each 12 $15,000 $180,000 12 outfalls impacted by dam removal
Mitigation of other infrastructure impacts Lump Sum 1 $1,000,000 $1,000,000 Allowance for other utility work (sewer, water etc.)
Junction Falls Dam Repair and Maintenance Lump Sum 1 $25,000 $25,000 $25,000 Per 2017 Ayres Dam Safety Inspection (caulking, brush removal)
Powell Falls Hydro Facility Repair and Maintenance Lump Sum 1 $250,000 $250,000 Based on 2015 estimates, revised in 2017 per Kevin W. (pending)

subtotal $275,000 $4,480,974 $971,115

30% Construction Contingency: $82,500 $1,344,292 $291,335

Est. Construction Cost $357,500 $5,825,266 $1,262,450

30% Engineering, Administrative, Legal and Fiscal Expenses: $107,250 $1,747,580 $378,735

subtotal $464,750 $7,572,846 $1,641,184

Regulatory $290,000 $440,000 $290,000
Relicensing Process  Lump Sum 1 $250,000 $250,000 $0 $250,000 Submission of NOI, PAD and application (due August 2020)
Surrender Process Lump Sum 1 $400,000 $0 $400,000 $0 Submission of NOI, PAD and application (due August 2020)
Permitting Lump Sum 1 $40,000 $40,000 $40,000 $40,000

Est. Base Project Cost $754,750 $8,012,846 $1,931,184

Total Price
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Kinni Corridor Project Updated 9.30.17

Study Value Cost Completed In progress TBD

Numerous agencies and stakeholders brought up concerns regarding sediment in the 
impoundments. A sediment analysis was last conducted in the 1990s.  This plan may be 
reviewed and updated. A bathymetric survey and sediment probe survey to determine depth to 
bedrock in Lakes George and Louise may be prepared.  A digital model may be used to map 
the sediment depths and calculate sediment volumes in both lakes.  Sediment core samples 
could be analyzed for contaminants, including sediment oxygen demand, total phosphorus, 
ammonia nitrogen, trace metals (As, Cd, Cr, Cu, Hg, Ni, Pb, Zn), and organic compounds 
(PAHs, PCBs, and pesticides).

High $20,000 

‐

 $40,000 Completed by Inter

‐

 Fluve for 
the City in 2016

Conduct engineering assessment of Maple, Division, Winter Street and foot bridge abutments 
as appropriate for scour impacts due to lower water levels and faster moving water.

High $5,000

Completed as part of the 
Planning Project Feasibility 
Report (Task 6). Expected 
January 2018.

Basic water quality monitoring could include analysis of water temperature and modeling. 
Monitoring may take place upstream, downstream, and within both impoundments during the 
summer months (June 

‐

 August).
Low $5,000  $8,000

Being completed by the 
FOTK

Agencies and stakeholders wish to protect this resource and want to understand the impacts the 
hydroelectric operations have on the fishery, including water quality.  To better understand the 
potential effects of project operation on the river, studies to address water quality  were 
requested and would need to be conducted. Water quality monitoring may include analysis of 
water levels, stream flow, water temperatures, water chemistry (dissolved oxygen, phosphorus, 
pH), bacteria, pollutants, and turbidity. Monitoring may take place upstream, downstream, and 
within both impoundments during the summer months (June 

‐

 August), following WDNR water 
quality monitoring protocols. The range of costs represents sampling based on citizen 
monitoring protocol (low cost) and data sondes recording data 24/7 for three months (June to 
August) installed in two locations, downstream of each dam along with sampling in the flowages 
periodically over the same time frame (high cost). High $5,000 

‐

 $10,000

2018 or 2019 monitoring to 
occur based on the City's 
license decision in February 
2018. If relicensing, it is 
recommended to use 
Integrated License Process 
(ILP), which gets FERC 
involved earlier, filing the 
PAD in 2018, Study Plans in 
early winter 2019, and 
conducting study in summer 
2019. That way City can 
address stakeholder 
comments before spending 
the do much on the study.  

A hydrologic assessment may be conducted to monitor flow activity and verify compliance with 
run of river conditions. This could be accomplished using plant generation records and 
measuring flow above the Junction Falls flowage compared to the USGS gage downstream of 
the Powell Falls dam (USGS 05342000). A USGS gage was installed upstream of the City 
(USGS 05341854, Kinni River at Steeple Drive near Hammond, WI). Reactivating this gage or 
requesting installation of another closer to the City may be an option. High $8,000 

‐

 $15,000

Completed as part of the 
Planning Project Feasibility 
Report (Task 6). Tech Memo 
draft completed n July 2017. 
Final Report due January 
2018. If surrender, Study will 
be differenct to assess how 
the river will react post 
removal

Water Resources

Geology and Soils

Water Quality Monitoring

Hydraulic and Hydrologic Analysis

Identified Studies (based on  2014 Licensing Scenario Discussions with TRC)

Sediment Analysis , bathymetric survey, sediment depth survey and digital mapping
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The City can review and may need to revise stormwater strategies for waters directly entering 
the river. The Lake George Stormwater Plan (Plan) may provide useful information for this 
effort.

High $15,000  $25,000 *

An analysis of existing thermal data may be undertaken to evaluate the thermal effect of the 
impoundments/loss of impoundments individually and collectively. This may require a modelling 
effort to predict thermal impacts of dam removal.

Moderate $15,000  $30,000 *

The Kinni is classified as a Class I trout stream above and below the hydroelectric facilities. 
Agencies and stakeholders wish to protect this resource and want to understand the impacts the 
hydroelectric operations have on the fishery. According to Wisconsin DNR, there is information 
about the fishery in the river up and downstream of the projects, and there is no information 
about the fishery in the impoundments.  An aquatic survey for fish, mussels, and 
macroinvertebrates may be conducted to document species and habitat present within the 
impoundments. TRC recommends working directly with WDNR and the University to conduct 
these surveys.  Survey methods may include seining and/or electrofishing.  The dams currently 
serve as a barrier to aquatic invasive species. A baseline aquatic invasive survey may be 
needed to document species present within the project area (between Division Street and 300' 
below Powell Falls, including South Fork up to Cascade Falls). Low $20,000 

‐

 $40,000

Will depend on license 
decision and the planning 
charrette and workshop. 

Invasive species study will 
likely be needed regardless.  

The baseline fishery data 
would be helpful for the PAD 

and likely required for 
surrender. If  relicensing, the 
larger study could be in 2018 

or 2019 (after PAD 
submitted/study plan & 

determinations made). For 
surrender, start in 2018; lack 

of diversity isupports 
removal.  

Wildlife and botanical resources within the project area may be documented. The potential 
presence of threatened and endangered species may be assessed by submitting a request to 
the Natural Heritage Inventory program at WDNR. Vegetative surveys documenting aquatic 
species, wetland species, and invasive species could also be conducted using an intuitive 
meander survey protocol during the active growing season. For this cost estimate, it was 
assumed the survey area would include 50' from the shoreline in the area between Division 
Street and 300' below Powell Falls, including the South Fork up to Cascade Falls.

Low $8,000 

‐

 $15,000

Completed in 2017 as part of 
four reports: The FOTK 
report on the feasibility of 
dam removal, and the 
Summary of Ecological 
Impacts report completed, 
the Aquatic Ecology 
Technical Memorandum and 
the Reconnaissance Level 
Geomorphic Assessment 
report  completed for the 
Corridor Plan Feasibility 
Report, due January 2018.

Wetlands within the Project boundary may be delineated for a post dam removal scenario, 
including changes in wetland quantity and type may be reported. High $15,000 

‐

 $20,000 *                                      
Only needed if Relicensing

Storm Water Management

Thermal Analysis

Fish and Aquatic Resources

Wildlife and Botanical Resources

Aquatic Survey for fish, mussels and macroinvertebrates within the impoundments
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The potential presence of threatened and endangered species may be assessed by submitting 
a request to the Natural Heritage Inventory (NHI) program at WDNR.  If rare, threatened, or 
endangered (RTE) species are found, and deemed likely to be impacted by dam removal, an 
incidental take permit from DNR may be required.  Determine if RTE species presence would 
impact dam removal timing.

High $3,000  $8,000

* If NHI review conducted 
above by FOTK reveals no 

RTE, this isn't an issue.  
Evaluate need for this after 

that study is finalized. 

A recreational study may be valuable in the planning process.  Studies could include an 
inventory and survey of people fishing, kayaking, canoeing, swimming, hiking, walking, biking, 
rock climbing, picnicking, and viewing wildlife.

High $10,000 

‐

 $20,000

Preliminary Observations 
made in September 2015. 
December 2016 survey also 
includes responses to 
recreation

‐

related questions. 
Further observation planned 
for 2017 or 2018.

Current recreation facilities associated with the Project may need to be identified.  Potential 
impacts to the recreation facilities due to dam removal should also be identified and potential 
mitigation proposed.

High $3,000 

‐

 $5,000

*                                       
Recreation facilities will need 
to be described regardless of 
decision.  The City likely has 

data on these resources.  
The impact to rec studies 

would only need to be 
evaluated with surrender or 

removal of 1 dam.  

An assessment of the aesthetic value of the existing Project and how it affects the community’s 
“sense of place” may be undertaken. This could include an evaluation of possible alternative 
futures for the area with the restoration of the falls.  A visual impact assessment of the post

‐

dam 
removal condition may be conducted.

High $10,000 

‐

 $15,000

Covered in part in the 
FOTK Dam Removal 
feasibility and the 
poster session related 
to dam removal 
alternatives. This will be 
further addressed by 
the planning charrette 
in October 2017

Current land uses within the Project boundary and on adjacent lands may be documented. 
Anticipated post dam removal conditions could be reported.

High $5,000  $8,000 This is included in the 
Planning Frameworks 
that are being 
developed for the 
charrette.

A restoration plan should be developed. This plan would outline restoration activities that would 
take place following dam removal

High $10,000  $25,000 This is the final 
deliverable for the 
corridor planning effort

Recreation
Recreation Survey and data analysis

Aesthetics
Evaluation of alternatives for restoration or removal/restoration

Land Use
Document land use impacts and restoration opportunities

Project Costs
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Some comments requested a financial analysis of hydroelectric operation.  A financial analysis 
would provide the City, agencies, and stakeholders with the financial analysis necessary to 
asses current hydroelectric operations and potential future improvements or changes. The 
analysis could include information pertaining to operating costs, income generation, electric 
rates for consumers, and employment impacts within the City. Exhibit A of a license application 
for a minor project (18 CFR §4.61) requires the licensee to identify certain estimated costs of the 
project. These are: 1) estimated capital costs and annual operation and maintenance expense 
of each proposed environmental measure, 2) an estimated cost to develop license application, 
4) on

‐

peak and off

‐

peak values of project power and the basis for estimating the values, 5) 
estimated average annual increase or decrease in project generation and estimated increase or 
decrease in the value of the power due to a change in operation, 6) remaining undepreciated 
net investment or book value of project, 7) annual operation and maintenance expenses 
including insurance and administrative and general costs.

High $4,000 

‐

 $10,000

Completed  as part of the 
Hydro Operations and 
Relicensing Tech Talk (no. 4) 
on May 18, 2017. Revised fro 
poster session as part of 
Tech Talk 5 on July 20, 
2017. 

A cash basis analysis 
remains to be prepared 
as well as the 
application of additional 
overhead costs.

A general description of the socio economic conditions in the vicinity of the Project components 
including general land use patterns (e.g., urban, agricultural, forested), infrastructure in the 
Project area (water, sewer, gas lines), populations patterns, and sources of employment in the 
project vicinity.

Moderate $10,000 

‐

 $20,000

This is included in the 
Planning Frameworks 
that are being 
developed for the 
charrette.

An alternatives analysis may be conducted to evaluate hydroelectric operation options through 
the City's Planning Process. The analysis could describe what alternatives were considered and 
why one option was chosen versus another option. This section also includes the City's public 
planning process, public meetings, and final report.

High $15,000 

‐

 $50,000

Completed as part of the 
Planning Project Feasibility 
Report (Task 6). Expected 
January 2018.

A FERC license extension will require consultation with the agencies and other stakeholders in 
order to gain concurrence with the extension prior to filing the request with FERC.

Required $2,000  $15,000 Extension granted in March 
2016

A FERC license would be needed for hydro relicensing, or for surrender with dams in place, 
assuming the Traditional Licensing Process (TLP) is followed. The Integrated Licenseing 
Process (ILP) for relicensing is recommended given the controversy, not TLP.

Required $75,000 

‐

 
$150,000 *

A Wisconsin DNR 401 Water Quality Certificate or waiver will be required. The 401 WQC 
process involves consultation with the Wisconsin DNR, sending a letter requesting the 401 
WQC or waiver and working with the Wisconsin DNR on conditions of the 401 WQC.

Required $6,000 

‐

 $10,000

This process happens much 
later - after a final license 

application is filed with 
FERC. The City will need to 
coordinate with WDNR on 

timing for a surrender. 

Settlement Agreement (negotiations and preparing document for signatures).  This estimate 
assumes the settlement agreement would be negotiated in 3 to 4 months.

High $25,000 

‐

 $45,000

*                                                     
Useful for any scenario, but 
more so for relicensing.  City 

likely to get agencies to 
come to the table and agree 

on a settlement.  
Stakeholder may be more 

difficult if relicensing.

Permits and License

Document conditions within the project area

Alternatives Analysis
Feasibility Report and Licensing Decision

Socioeconomics
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In the scenario of dam removal,  FERC license surrender application needs to be developed. 
This application should provide sufficient information to allow FERC to prepare an 
Environmental Assessment (EA) and issue an order. In addition, the U.S. Army Corps of 
Engineers will have to issue a Section 404 permit if there is any in water work, which there 
undoubtedly will be. The Wisconsin DNR will have to issue a Section 401 Water Quality 
Certification.  Ideally, essentially the same application can be used for all three agencies. In 
addition, local (county or city) permits may be needed.
These could include demolition and waste disposal permits.

Required $35,000 

‐

 $60,000

*                                       
The soone rthe City can get 

the intent to surrender to 
FERC the better.  FERC 

wants to know this as soon 
as the City knows.  Details 

on the surrender application 
can follow. 

The project boundary will need to be officially defined (surveyed and mapped per FERC 
standards for Exhibit G, 18 CFR 4.41(h) and 4.39). A list of current land owners within and 
adjacent to the defined project boundary may also be generated.  A map of the project 
boundary will need to be included in any application made to FERC for the project.  For 
purposes of these studies, we are assuming the project boundary represents the area defined 
by Division Street (North), 300 ft. downstream of the Powell Falls dam (south) and 50 feet on 
either side of the impoundments (east and west).

High $30,000 

‐

 $50,000

May start as soon as the fall 
of 2017 as it is required part 
of any potential submittal to 
FERC

Consultation with Wisconsin SHPO will be required to determine if the project/powerhouses are 
eligible for the National Register of Historic Places. If so, prepare the NPS documentation for 
registering the project and submit to Wisconsin SHPO.  A Phase I archaeology assessment 
(literature research only) will need to be conducted to determine if there are documented 
archaeological resources associated with the project. Any site assessment would need to be 
completed prior to disturbance along with consultation with the Wisconsin SHPO. The 
Wisconsin SHPO and local tribes should be consulted to determine if there is any 
documentation of pre

‐

 contact (Native American) and/or post

‐

contact sites were historically 
located within the area of the impoundments. In addition, a Phase I archaeology assessment 
(literature research only) will need to be conducted to determine if there are documented 
archaeological resources associated with the Project.  No site evaluations are proposed at this 
time. Any site assessment would need to be completed prior to disturbance along with 
consultation with the Wisconsin SHPO. Presence off archaeology sites could impact how 
sediments are handled.

High $18,000 

‐

 $30,000

*                                                                
SHPO will need to be 
consulted regardless  More 
surveys/ consultation/ plans 
likely required with removal. 
Could do some baseline 
research in the fall 2017 or 
winter 2018 if desired. 

HABS/HAER documentation.

Low $25,000  $40,000
*                                                                
SHPO will need to be 
consulted regardless  More 
surveys/ consultation/ plans 
likely required with removal. 
Could do some baseline 
research in the fall 2017 or 
winter 2018 if desired. 

Complete survey and mapping description of the project boundary

Cultural Resources Investigation

Project Boundary
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If the sediments are determined to be “special wastes” (contaminated) they may require removal 
and disposal at a special waste landfill. Costs associated with such disposal would include 
excavation costs, travel distance, and disposal fees.  All three components are proportional to 
the quantity of sediment to be removed. Even if the sediments are not contaminated, some 
removal of sediments from the impoundments may be required to minimize mobilization of 
sediment downstream. The low end cost assumes soils are not contaminated and no sediments 
are removed. The high cost estimate represents the worst case scenario and assumes soils are 
contaminated with 5 feet of soil removed across the 32 acre area of the impoundments and 
hauled to a landfill:  est. from a local contractor include 400,000 tons of soil at $15/ton haul fee + 
$14.72/ton tax for landfill of contaminated soil + $3.50 / ton excavation after impoundments are 
dewatered.

High $2,000,000 

‐

 
$13,000,000 **

Areas of erosion and bank slumping along the shoreline of the Kinni River and Project area 
tributaries that may be the result of lowered water levels due to dam removal may need to be 
identified and possibly stabilized.

High $5,000  $35,000
Post construction activity 
2025  2026

Any wells or other infrastructure in the Project vicinity that is dependent on groundwater can be 
identified and monitored to determine if they are impacted following dam removal. Moderate

$2,000  $5,000 Post construction activity 
2025  2026

Assess whether the chance of ice jams would increase following dam removal. Low $5,000 *
In a dam removal scenario, an alternatives analysis may be conducted to assess the various 
options for dam removal. The analysis can include consideration of one or both dams being 
removed, the extent of removal (full or partial) methodology for removal (controlled blast, ram 
hoe, use of coffer dams) and constructability of the alternatives. Other considerations could 
include the need for pre

‐

 and post

‐

blast surveys, the length of time needed for dam removal, 
noise generation, traffic constraints, and debris removal and disposal. In addition, public safety 
issues must be considered both during the active removal phase and the projects final 
condition. It is recommended that local contractors with deconstruction experience be consulted 
regarding the physical dam removal process. There also should be assurance that remaining 
structures are left in a safe and stable condition.

High

$20,000  $50,000

**

Assuming a dam removal scenario, physical Removal and disposal of the dam(s) and stream 
restoration High

$12,000,000 
$20,000,000 **

*   Will depend on license decision in February of 2018 and the results of the planning charrette and workshop. Anticipated start date spring 2018.
**  Will depend on the completion of the corridor plan and the licensing decision. Expect work to begin on design in 2019 or 2020, Construction may occur in 2024.

Design and Construction



 
 
 
 
 
 

Project Timeline 
January 2017-February 2019 

(Dec. 12, 2017) 
 

           
Date Event Topic(s) 

2017 
Jan. 5 Kinni Corridor Committee  December 8 recap; Tech Talks 
Jan. 26 Tech Talk No. 1 Corridor Planning 101 
Feb. 16 Kinni Corridor Committee Mission/Vision 
March 9 Tech Talk No. 2 River Ecology  
March 30 Kinni Corridor Committee Technical Studies Update 
April 6 Tech Talk No. 3 Economic and Neighborhood Development  
April 13 Kinni Corridor Committee Special Meeting – Planning Tech Talk No. 4 
May 11 Kinni Corridor Committee Corridor Planning Update 
May 18 Tech Talk No. 4 Hydro Facilities and Relicensing  
June 8 Kinni Corridor Committee Special Meeting – Planning Tech Talk No. 5 
June 22 Kinni Corridor Committee Feasibility Report Outline, FOTK Report on 

Dam Removal 
June 29 Kinni Corridor Committee Special Meeting – Planning Tech Talk No. 5 
July 20 Tech Talk No. 5 Dam Removal Alternatives 
Aug. 3 Kinni Corridor Committee Planning Frameworks and Technical Studies, 

Decision Criteria, Tech Talk No. 6 Discussion 
Aug. 24 Kinni Corridor Committee Special Meeting - Planning Frameworks, 

Decision Matrix 
Sept. 7 Tech Talk No. 6 Recreation and Tourism 
Sept. 14 Kinni Corridor Committee Decision Criteria 
Oct. 5 Kinni Corridor Committee Special Meeting - Planning Principles, 

Feasibility Report, Charrette details 
Oct. 25-28 Community Planning Workshop  Charrette 
Nov. 2 Kinni Corridor Committee Workshop Recap, Feasibility Report, Economic 

Impact Study 
Nov. 15 Regulatory Agency Round Table Permitting and Funding 
Nov. 20 Regular Meeting of Utility Advisory 

Board, other boards (Planning 
Commission, Park Board and City 
Council) invited 

Project Update 

Dec. 7 Kinni Corridor Committee Decision Matrix 
Dec. 18 Utility Advisory Board Discussion on relicensing scenarios, hydro 

facilities, costs and draft resolution 
Dec. 21 Kinni Corridor Committee Preliminary Direction on relicensing 



2018 
Jan. 11 Kinni Corridor Committee Report, decision discussion 
Jan. 15 Regular Meeting of Utility Advisory 

Board,  
Public hearing; Resolution and 
recommendation to Committee 

Jan. 25 Kinni Corridor Committee Finalize Feasibility Report and 
Recommendation to Council 

Feb. 1 Kinni Corridor Committee Optional - report 
Feb. 13 Regular City Council Meeting Receive Report 
Feb. 27 Regular City Council Meeting Council relicensing decision. Relicensing or 

surrender process authorized. 
Feb. 28 FERC Notification of Decision If decision reached 
March 8 Kinni Corridor Committee Decision Recap; Finalizing Corridor Plan 

Schedule and Process 
March 27 Regular City Council Meeting Council Relicensing Decision (if not in 

February); relicensing or surrender process 
authorized 

March Beginning revising Pre-Application 
Document (PAD) 

 

March 30 FERC Notification of Decision If decision doesn’t occur in February 
May  Begin drafting Corridor Plan  
August Draft Corridor Plan is presented to 

the community 
 

Aug. 31 FERC Deadline Submit revised PAD and Notice of Intent (NOI) 
Sep.-Oct.  Feedback regarding the Corridor 

Plan is incorporated to the plan and 
changes made 

 

Nov.-Dec. Final Corridor plan is sent to City 
Boards and the City Council for 
final review 

 

2019 
January Final review (cont.)  
Feb.-March City Council adopts Corridor Plan  

 

 



 

Andrew Dane, AICP, ENV SP 

Mr. Dane is a Senior Community Development and Sustainability Specialist with SEH Inc. who brings 
successful sustainable development experience assisting both rural and urban communities, as well as 
private businesses. He has over 20 years of planning and community development experience. Andrew 
is a highly skilled and confident group process leader and facilitator, with extensive experience designing 
and leading public participation and community engagement processes. He specializes in project 
planning and design related to: downtown and neighborhood revitalization; waterfronts and trails; 
community planning and economic development. 

He has helped dozens of clients with a variety of grant writing, economic, and rural development 
projects successfully securing over 100 million dollars in grants, loans, and tax incentives through HUD, 
USDA, DOE, and other programs. He has provided planning and feasibility assistance for farms, industry, 
Tribes, local governments and utilities seeking to deploy renewable energy and sustainable 
technologies. A Wisconsin native, his graduate degree is in Urban and Regional planning from Arizona. 
He is a member of the American Planning Association and contributes to the Sustainable Communities 
Division. Andrew also served on the Professional Development Committee for the Institute for 
Sustainable Infrastructure. 
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