CITY OF RIVER FALLS WISCONSIN
UTILITY ADVISORY BOARD AGENDA
VIRTUAL MEETING
NOVEMBER 19, 2020
**Please note that due to the ongoing COVID-19 public health emergency, members of this governing body will
attend virtually. The City Council Chambers will be open to the public but limited to 10 attendees or less due to
social distancing. (Use the lower level doors.) For your personal safety and the safety of our community,
interested persons are invited to watch from their homes in lieu of attending the meeting in person. **

The public may view/listen to the meeting by:
Calling Toll Free: 1-844-992-4726, Access code: 132 527 4012, Event password: 1234
Visiting the web link: https://tinyurl.com/RFUAB-Council11172020
Viewing the City’s YouTube Channel: https://www.youtube.com/user/cityofriverfalls
Call Meeting to Order: 6:30 p.m.
Roll Call
Approval of Minutes: October 19, 2020 Page 2
ACTION MAY BE TAKEN ON ANY OF THE FOLLOWING ITEMS
PUBLIC COMMENT, PETITIONS, REQUESTS AND COMMUNICATIONS:
1. Public Comment
CONSENT AGENDA:
2. Acknowledgement of the following minutes:
a. West Central Wisconsin Biosolids Facility Commission – 09-17-2020 Page 6
NEW BUSINESS:
3. West Central Wisconsin Biosolids Contract Consideration
REPORTS:
4.
5.
6.
7.
8.

Lake Louise Drawdown update and Dam Inspection Overview Page 8
COVID-19 UW-Madison Wastewater Study Participation Report
Finance Report Page 30
Utility Dashboards Page 43
Monthly Utility Report Page 50

ADJOURNMENT:
Council members may be in attendance for informational purposes only.
No official Council action will be taken.

Posted City Hall: 11/06/2020
Published: 11/12/2020
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CITY OF RIVER FALLS WISCONSIN
UTILITY ADVISORY BOARD
MEETING MINUTES
October 19, 2020
The meeting was called to order by Utility Advisory Board Chair Patrick Richter at 6:30 p.m.
Utility Advisory Board Present: Patrick Richter, Mark Spafford, Scott Morrissette and Kellen WellsMangold
Utility Advisory Board Absent: Kevin Swanson, Tim Thum and Robert Lillo
Staff Present: Utility Director Kevin Westhuis; Utility Administrative Assistant Lanae Nelson; Electric
Operations Superintendent Wayne Siverling; Wastewater/Water Superintendent Ron Groth; Assistant to
the City Administrator Brandt Johnson and IT Tech Assistant Jon Smits
Approval of Minutes:
Meeting Minutes: 09-21-2020
MS Morrissette/Spafford moved to approve minutes. Chair Richter asked for discussion. Spafford felt
a correction should be made to a committee name in the minutes – the Kinni Corridor Committee and not
the Kinni Corridor Collaborative (KinniCC) as the group wasn’t established as that name at that point. As
there was no further discussion, Richter asked for a vote of the minutes. The minutes passed
unanimously.
CONSENT AGENDA:
Acknowledgement of the following minutes:
West Central Wisconsin Biosolids Facility Commission – 08-20-2020
POWERful Choices Committee Meeting – 03-12-2020
MS Wells-Mangold/Spafford moved to approve the West Central Wisconsin Biosolids Facility
Commission minutes. Morrissette said for the Consent Agenda, the UAB can vote on all items unless a
member pulls an item. Richter asked if there was discussion on the Consent Agenda. MS WellsMangold/Morrissette moved to vote on the whole consent agenda versus just the West Central
Wisconsin Biosolids Facility Commission minutes as Consent Agenda. The motion passed
unanimously.

REPORTS:
Lake Louise Drawdown Report
Utility Director Westhuis reviewed that the Lake Louise drawdown began on October 2, and it was
complete on October 16. With the drawdown it means the gate was no longer holding back any water.
The water was running under the gate, and the gate is completely opened. During the interim of the
drawdown, there were meetings with the City, Federal Energy Regulatory Commission (FERC), and the
Wisconsin Department of Natural Resources (WDNR) about the future intentions and as of now we are
not sure what those are.
Westhuis introduced Ayres Associates, Inc. Senior Project Manager Peter Haug. During the next six
weeks Haug will be focusing on: 1) the inspection of the dam, 2) the inspection follow up report on
whether or not to refill Lake Louise and 3) lastly submitting to FERC the recommendation of what we
would like to do with Lake Louise. Westhuis said the drawdown went well. A lot of sediment has gone
down stream where the lake used to be and where the river channel cuts from 6 to 12 feet. There is
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potentially more sediment in the Lake Louise basin than the four feet that we had originally thought from
the March 14, 2016, Inter-Fluve, Inc. Lake George and Lake Louise Sediment Assessment report, but we
still have to examine the report further to better understand it. We are not sure if additional sediment
came from the June 2020 flood. There was a 2.1-inch rain event and the lake did refill overnight, but then
we drained it again relatively quickly.
Haug gave a presentation of the Lake Louise drawdown, environmental sampling program, drawdown
issues, sediment assessment report, FERC post-flood dam safety inspection, repair opinion for future
options from 2009 to 2020 and the refill assessment. The WDNR and Trout Unlimited (TU) had given
feedback on how they wanted the drawdown monitored and gave the feedback to FERC. Dissolved
oxygen monitoring was done. The total suspended solids was a concern during the rain event as it was
above 800 mg/l a couple of times and there were concerns that the turbidity was too high which was one
of the reasons changes were made to the gate operations including stalling our drawdown.
Haug said the concerns with the drawdown are the debris. There are a lot of woody debris in the lakebed sticks and logs that jam and get stuck in front of the gate which makes the lake rise. In response, the gate
operator would open the gate and the debris slug would go down stream. In addition to the debris, there
have been barrels, tires, and miscellaneous things that would be fished out of the water or had to pass
through as they could not be retrieved. When we had the rainfall event, it refilled the impoundment in
roughly three hours. The big takeaway from this project is to keep the gate fully open and not set it at a
small opening in order to stop this debris plugging and to stop the fluctuation in the lake level.
He also reviewed the sediment cutting. In the past, Inter-Fluve, Inc. did a five feet sample and the cutting
shows a band of sand. Today, we see that there are a couple layers in the lake. The top layer is around
four feet of dark black silt which was deposited since 1988. Below that there is a thick layer of sand that
came through when the lake was drawn down before and it hits refusal. Refusal is when the sediment
probe will not go any further. There is this band in the intermediate part of the lake and below that there
is a soft layer that the river is able to cut through. There may be more sediment than we thought. The
river cutting exposed the old abandoned 18-inch ductile iron wastewater line which was capped at each
end. It is 90% exposed, and we should consider pulling this out of the water this winter to keep it from
going downstream. The new wastewater line is 20 feet upstream; it’s encased in concrete and below the
riverbed. Lastly, he reviewed and provided details on a sediment data map that showed six samples taken
out of the probes.
Morrissette asked with the drawdown if there would be enough elevation drop to create a drop in water.
Haug indicated that there would be no appreciable waterfall. Options were discussed regarding turbine,
penstock, and debris removal. Spafford was there the morning they opened the dam and thanked the men
that manually opened it as it wasn’t an easy job. Spafford expressed the concern that we need to be
responsible for what is left there. There is 20,000 cubic yards of material that could go the down river
and with the possibility of more potential rainfall events how do we extract the materials out. He asked
do we close it up until we figure out a way to extract the materials. There was further discussion about the
river condition, the amount of sand in it, and surveys. WDNR wants more testing for updates to remove
this. Westhuis and Haug reviewed that FERC and WDNR are impartial on the options to refill or not of
Lake Louise. Both organizations are supportive on the decision that the UAB, Council and the City will
make.
There was some discussion by the board, Spafford asked if there was plan if root ball comes down and
plugs the opening. Westhuis and Haug reviewed it could plug and the instabilities in the middle ground
of just leaving it as is worse than making the decision to refill or keep it down. They discussed there is
the repair options. If it is left down, we would need a good flow passage method. We could pull the
turbine out; we could pull the downstream wall of the powerhouse out and or you could notch the
spillway. There is not one answer to this question. We are leaning toward the decommissioning the phase
1 for the best situation and cost.
Richter asked if there is present day to day monitoring. Westhuis said yes and provided details. Richter
also asked what the present financial capability is at. Westhuis said around $35,000 on the relicensing
and the United States Army Corps of Engineers (USACE). Wells-Mangold wants to know the cost and
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feels that it doesn’t make sense to refill it looking at the data on rainfall. Westhuis and Haug mentioned
that will work on refill on 30% on finances is on the dam removal demolition and rest of finance is on the
study. Wells-Mangold note the 2016 data is old, Morrissette and Westhuis discussed in finding who was
the party that requested the Inter-Fluve, Inc. study and Westhuis will follow up with this.
Richter, Haug and Westhuis further discussed that there were two 100-year events that happened and
want to keep it cost effective and fewer steps as possible. Haug said it was good time for a drawdown
without floods and have four months to look at this. TU wants to keep it drawn down. There was
discussion about kayakers and the launch area. Morrissette and Spafford would like to understand the
base of the silt better, inspection of the dam in addition to the wing wall. Haug will follow up and give an
inspection report. Morrissette, Richter and Westhuis discussed the long-term needs and the needed date
for the KCC for funding. Spafford and the board are interested in a tour of dam. Nelson will schedule
one.
West Central Wisconsin Biosolids Contract Extension Report
Westhuis and Wastewater/Water Superintendent Ron Groth reviewed the West Central Wisconsin
Biosolids Contract. River Falls is one of eleven community members along with 10 non-member
facilities that contract to treat their biosolids. In 1995, members signed a 20-year contract. In 2015, all
the members extended their contracts for an additional 10 years until December 31, 2025. With the
contract expiration in 2025, West Central Wisconsin Biosolids Facility (WCWBF) is requesting the
members to extend their contract to December 31, 2040. WCWBF bills users for monthly trucking,
processing, administration, debt service and replacement fund costs. The City’s attorney reviewed the
contract terms and advised to look at available options as it is more expensive to stay with WCWBF.
Currently, the City is hauling the solid byproduct from the wastewater treatment plant to Ellsworth, for
further treatment and the product is the biosolids.
The City retained Strand Engineering and Trilogy Consulting to analyze the process options and
financials. In 2019, Stand Engineering studied options available to treat Class A standard biosolids,
evaluated the feasibility of hauling to WCWBF versus the City treating its own biosolids, and the
operation and maintenance costs over 20-years. Trilogy Consulting reviewed the current process and
provided a comparison on three options to consider: 1) have the City treat our own biosolids with a
paddle drying system and have a six-month storage facility; 2) continue to haul to WCWBF with the
installation of a new sludge drying system; 3) have the City continue to haul to WCWBF with the
replacement of the current lime stabilization process.
Groth and Westhuis reviewed that the City is 18.5% owner of WCWBF and would be responsible for
18.5% of WCWBF debt. There was discussion on options presented in the packet, the difference between
Class A and Class B biosolids, odor, and shipping cost. Spafford asked about Class A and Class B and
about a revenue stream for Class A material that we could produce and sell. Groth said Class A sludge
that is marketed can be sold. Milwaukee’s WWTP does this but doesn’t make a lot of money on it.
Groth said there are stricter standards on this with licensing and advertising. It’s a potential that could be
explored. Groth gave further details. Morrissette asked if it was picked up and shipped, what would that
cost be. Groth said WCWBF is paying approximately $60,000 a year to get rid of theirs.
Morrissette, Spafford, and Richter asked questions on the contract, the other communities, the WCWBF
facility plan, and the option to not be a member but to just haul to WCWBF. Groth said the 10 members
have signed the contract. We are the only ones that have not. If we do not sign, the other communities
are moving ahead with the facility plan. There is more funding pressure on the other communities if we
do not sign. Westhuis said City Administrator Scot Simpson has talked to the other communities in the
group about our intentions and they understand this. Morrissette and Groth reviewed options of not being
a member and just being a contributor and paying a little higher rate option without signing the contract.
Groth said the current contract is until 2025, we certainly could do this but there might be some hard
feelings about holding off on our decision to sign or not.
There was further discussion on bonding, capital cost, and population growth. They also reviewed the
three projection alternative options in Trilogy’s report that will go until 2045 versus the signed contract in
question, which is until 2040. Groth said the extra five years is that we went online with our own facility
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and had a 20-year bond to cover it. There was clarification of the footnote on page 42 of the Trilogy
report on our capital cost to build the facility which would be to install biosolids management facility
based on estimate of $5,814,000 and then there is a bill in 2025 of a bill of $7,722,220. Groth said the
cost increase of the $5.8 million was estimated into today’s dollars from Trilogy through inflation every
year until was constructed in 2025.
Spafford asked for clarification of the population in an attachment in the agenda packet. There was
discussion about the City’s population now versus in 2040 and estimated student population at UWRF.
The attachment shows the 2018 population of the City was 15,796 with a projected population for the
year 2040 providing for a 20-year population of 18,105 on page 17 and 18 of table 1. UWRF is
potentially going up 1,400 in 2040. The table 1’s current population in 2018 is 15,796 with no UWRF
population in it. In 2040 the City’s projected population is 18,105, then the addition increase of UWRF
will be 1,400 for a grand total estimated population of 19,505. The question was brought up, why wasn’t
there a population number for the 2040 UWRF of the 7,500 students in the paragraph above versus the
1,400. Groth said they should have put the number in this, and they assumed of the total number students
with the grand total number for 2018. Groth thinks they are already adding the number of students for the
total number and only added the additional enrollment increase to the number for 2040. Westhuis said we
would get clarity on this. Spafford asked Groth about the upgraded West Central phosphates and do we
see potential requirements on estimates. Morrissette and Groth discussed options of disposing the
biosolids of spreading it and the use with landscapers. Groth and Westhuis will be bringing this as a new
item of business next month the UAB and City Council.
COVID-19 UW-Madison Wastewater Study Participation Report
Groth said the City has sent three samples to UW-Madison for the study, and we haven’t received the
results yet. We became a part of this study last month. UW-Madison is looking at doing a portal which
would show the results when they are available.
WWTP Construction Update Report
Groth reviewed the first ditch will be operational on October 28. The system will have the old ditch
pump into the new ditch, and it will be operation in 10 hours. At the end of the year, the bubble aeration
system will be set to start. Richter asked if weather has been having an impact on the construction
process, and Groth said right now it is fine but eventually it could be.
Finance Report
Westhuis gave a brief overview of the finance report which was included in the packet. Richter and
Westhuis reviewed financial relief plan for customers with late fee bills. The PSC has extended the
moratorium, so there is no shut off of service until April 2021. RFMU has sent letters to customers with
delinquent accounts to agencies to help with their payments. In 2020, there are more customers in need
that haven’t made payments and more funding available from agencies, but customers are not taking
advantage of contacting the agencies. Morrissette, Richter, and Westhuis discussed the need to help these
customers and could there be another letter reminder sent with the information about the agencies.
Westhuis will contact City Clerk Amy White to do this. The tax roll just came out and explained that if a
tenant is late on payment, the landlord also gets notification.
Utility Dashboards
The 2020 September utility dashboards were included in the UAB packet for review.
Monthly Utility Report
The 2020 September monthly utility reports were in the UAB packet for review. Westhuis, Morrissette,
and Spafford talked about the great turnout for the RFMU Electronic Recycling event and the River Falls
Police Department Prescription Drop Off Event held on October 17.
ADJOURNMENT:
MSC Spafford/Morrissette move to adjourn at 8:32 p.m. Unanimous.
Reported by: Utility Administrative Assistant Lanae Nelson
_____________________________________________________
Lanae Nelson, Utility Administrative Assistant
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West Central Wisconsin Biosolids Facility
Commission Meeting
September 17, 2020
Meeting was called to order by Gary Newton at 8:30 am. Meeting was alternatively held via Go to
Meeting due to COVID-19 pandemic.
Board members present: Gary Newton, Greg Engeset, John Bond, Steve Skinner and Ron Groth.
Consent Agenda
Motion made and passed to approve bills in the amount of $179,634.40. M/S Greg/John
Motion made and passed to approve August 20, 2020 meeting minutes. M/S John/Steve
Financial Report
Randy gave the financial report. Year to date revenues exceed expenses by approximately $135,000.
Discussion on lower trucking costs due to the weight exemption bill passed in March. Motion made and
passed to approve the financial report. M/S Ron/John
Facility Report
Randy gave the facility report. One of the rotary lobe pumps needs to be replace. Storage shed is filling
up. Rebuilt screener is operational and working well.
Old Business
• Member long term contract update – River Falls and Somerset are the only two member
communities that haven’t turned in the 15-year contract extension.
• Non-member contract renewal – Discussion on renewal of TA non-member contract. They will
only have about 2,000 gallons a month to haul.
• Centrifuge repair update – The cost to repair the Alfa centrifuge is $14,241. Some of the parts
needed for the repair won’t be available until January.
• Annual meeting – The annual meeting will be held at Petak’s Event center in Prescott on
November 17.
New Business
•

•
•
•

Town & Country proposal for new receiving building design – Town & Country Engineering
presented a proposal to design a new receiving building in the amount of $22,500. Construction
scheduled for 2021. Motion made and passed to approve Town & Country proposal in the
amount of $22,500. M/S Greg/John
West Concord agreement discussion – Discussion held.
Travel Center of America contract renewal – No action taken.
Boerger rotary lobe pump replacement – Motion made and passed to except quote from Quality
Flow for a new Boerger pump and install in the amount of $17,260. M/S Ron/Steve
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Miscellaneous
•

Communication and future agenda items – Items for the next agenda include Non-member
contract renewals, annual meeting agenda, and the draft facility plan.

Adjournment
Motion made and passed to adjourn meeting at 10:39 am. M/S Greg/Steve
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November 10, 2020
Kevin Westhuis, Utility Director
City of River Falls Municipal Utilities
222 Lewis Street
River Falls, WI 54022
Re:

Lake Louise Drawdown and Response to Concerns Raised during the October 19 UAB Meeting

Dear Kevin:
Ayres has prepared this letter to clarify points made during the 10/19/2020 Utilities Advisory Board (UAB)
meeting and as follow-up to advisory board member Hal Watson’s questions.
Background
Prior to beginning the Lake Louise drawdown, Ayres believed that maximum channel cutting would be
four to six feet during the two-week drawdown. This expectation was based on information provided in
Inter-Fluve’s 2016 Sediment Assessment Report, including the impoundment and sediment depth maps
(Figures 2 to 5 of that report) and the quantitative depth to refusal data (Table 1 of that report). Until the
post-drawdown inspection on October 19, 2020, Ayres did not question earlier investigators’ opinions that
a waterfall existed upstream of the Powell Falls Dam. However, it has become apparent that the depth of
sediment cutting differs from past expectations. This has implications for future dam removal, and our
goal is to present the UAB with an updated understanding of the project’s sediment volume risks.
Inter-Fluve’s report (Figures 2 and 4) shows that the mapped refusal surface was based on a large
number of measurements. However, as with many dam removals, sediment volumes and channel
stability predictions are highly uncertain, and the Sediment Assessment Report notes that sediment vibrocoring can be challenging in some environments. In the case of Lake Louise, the post-drawdown channel
cutting is observed to have reached an elevation of 805 (approximately the sluice gate sill elevation) at
the powerhouse. This is several feet below (and some distance from) the minimum refusal elevation of
809 shown in Figure 4 of the Sediment Assessment Report. Furthermore, there is no visible drop-off (or
waterfall) in the incised reach extending upstream from the powerhouse.
Both Ayres and Inter-Fluve considered the refusal surface detected in 2016 to be the best available
estimate of the eventual channel bed elevation. The current configuration of the incised reach suggests
that volume estimates based on this assumption need updating. Ayres notes that channel stabilization
takes place over many years following dam removal, the opinions given below are subject to change if
new information becomes available.
Basis of Sediment Volume Estimates
Inter-Fluve’s table showing approximate depth to refusal for six sediment cores taken from Lake Louise in
2015 was included with Ayres’ slide show to the UAB and is reprinted below for reference.

715.834.3161 | 3433 Oakwood Hills Parkway | Eau Claire, WI 54701-7698
www.AyresAssociates.com
Project: 26-1155.00 File: i:\26\trc\river falls\2020 drawdown and inspection\20201110_westhuis.docx
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River Falls Municipal Utilities
November 10, 2020
Page 2 of 6

Although Table 1 contains the only quantitative depth to refusal data in the 2016 report, the full dataset is
represented graphically in Figure 4 of the 2016 report, reproduced below.

715.834-3161 | 3433 Oakwood Hills Parkway | Eau Claire, WI 54701-7698
www.AyresAssociates.com
Project: 26-1155.00 File: i:\26\trc\river falls\2020 drawdown and inspection\20201110_westhuis.docx
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River Falls Municipal Utilities
November 10, 2020
Page 3 of 6

The orange-red shaded areas in the figure above show refusal surface elevations from 809 to 815 feet.
Ayres initially estimated sediment volumes by digitizing the unlabeled depth contours and depth to refusal
information shown graphically in the figure. Recently, however, we located the raw data used to generate
the 2016 Figure 4, which are shown below.

In the figure above, the post-drawdown channel predicted in the 2016 report is shown in red and the
existing channel as of October 22, 2020, is shown by a solid yellow line (based on visual sighting from
powerhouse deck to the former peninsula directly across from the wastewater treatment plant). The
background aerial is courtesy of Google Earth Pro and used under license agreement.
Ayres measured the channel elevation just upstream of the powerhouse as elevation 805.0 feet and
below the wastewater treatment plant crossing as elevation 815.0 feet. Due to the soft lakebed, Ayres
was unable to get survey measurements elsewhere along the new channel.
The profile below is cut along the yellow line in the figure above.

715.834-3161 | 3433 Oakwood Hills Parkway | Eau Claire, WI 54701-7698
www.AyresAssociates.com
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River Falls Municipal Utilities
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The map and profile view suggest the following for the Powell Falls Dam removal project:





A historical waterfall upstream of the dam has not been revealed.
The initial incision developed down the middle of the lake rather than making a large curve to the
east as originally predicted. However, the bed has not stabilized, and it is possible that the final
stream alignment will curve to the east eventually.
Near the powerhouse, the stream appears to have cut 12 feet or more during the drawdown,
much more than predicted from the mapped refusal surface. The green shaded area shown in the
profile shows this unexpected cut.
The impacts of the 2020 flood are unknown, specifically whether the flood scoured out pre-2020
sediment or if the flood deposited new sediment or perhaps a little of both.

The green shaded area in the profile plot is the volume uncertainty mentioned by Ayres during the
10/19/2020 UAB meeting.
Responses to UAB questions
The following questions are paraphrased from advisory board member Hal Watson’s email with
responses following each enumerated question.
1. What are the differences between Ayres’ current understanding of sediment in the lake and sediment
that could be mobilized and those assumed previously?
Based on our understanding of the present channel depth and position, the potential that it could still cut
eastward, and the estimated pre-drawdown surface, Ayres developed the table below to summarize our
715.834-3161 | 3433 Oakwood Hills Parkway | Eau Claire, WI 54701-7698
www.AyresAssociates.com
Project: 26-1155.00 File: i:\26\trc\river falls\2020 drawdown and inspection\20201110_westhuis.docx
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River Falls Municipal Utilities
November 10, 2020
Page 5 of 6
current opinion of sediment removal volumes (in cubic yards). As stated above, lessons learned in
October 2020 informed this table, but uncertainty remains.

Total impounded sediment in Lake Louise
Total sediment liability (the part mobilized after drawdown)
Sediment released during drawdown (Oct 2020 to Nov 2020)
Sediment released after drawdown (Nov 2020 to June 2024)
Sediment evacuation volume (June 2024 to Aug 2026)
Suspended load caught in turbidity barriers over 2.5 years
Total sediment liability (removed during construction)
Total sediment remaining in lake (never removed)
Cost implications (at $10 to remove a cubic yard)
Cost implications (at $15 to remove a cubic yard)

$
$

Interfluve
Mar. 2016
163800
45100
‐‐‐
‐‐‐
45100
‐‐‐

Ayres
Jan. 2020
163000 +/‐
66000
‐‐‐
‐‐‐
44000
22000

Ayres
Nov. 2020
200,000 +/‐
80000
8000
25000
25000
22000

45100
118700

66000
119000 +/‐

47000
142,000 +/‐

451,000 $
676,500 $

660,000 $
990,000 $

470,000
705,000

2. During the 10/19 UAB meeting, Ayres’ Pete Haug said there might be twice as much sediment in Lake
Louise as previously estimated. Is this twice 163,800 or what?
Ayres now estimates 80,000 cubic yards of sediment liability (material that could move downstream,
though some would be removed by contractor and some removed by the drawdown process). This is 1.8
times the volume originally expected (45,100 cubic yards).
3. There are two major uncertainties regarding sediment volume. One is the 2020 flood may have
deposited more material on the lakebed, causing a deeper cut. The other issue is that the new channel in
the lakebed is deeper near the powerhouse than expected by “depth to refusal contours”.
Ayres agrees.
4. In the 10/19 UAB meeting, Ayres’ Pete Haug said the City will likely need to still remove 25,000 cubic
yards (even after 3 or 4 years of drawdown).
This is our current opinion of the volume that would need excavation as part of the removal process, even
after a several-year drawdown. The sluice gate restricts the form of the channel upstream of it, so some
excavation will be required to stabilize the channel and banks. Several thousand cubic yards will also
need to be removed so that the concrete structure can be removed. Note that in addition to removing the
25,000 cubic yards in the impoundment, the turbidity barrier cleaning will also add costs. Therefore, the
total sediment liability (what the contractor must handle, both tasks assumed to cost $10 to $15 per cubic
yard) is estimated to be 47,000 cubic yards in the above table.
5. In the 10/19 UAB meeting, Ayres’ Pete Haug said there were 2,500 to 3,500 cubic yards removed
during the 10/2 to 10/19 drawdown periods and speculated that perhaps 80,000 cubic yards remained in
the impoundment.
The estimated 80,000 yards of potentially mobile sediment in the impoundment was derived from what is
now understood about the potential depth of channel cutting.

715.834-3161 | 3433 Oakwood Hills Parkway | Eau Claire, WI 54701-7698
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An estimated 3,500 to 8,000 cubic yards (no survey data is available to tighten this estimate) have left the
impoundment since October 2. If a more accurate estimate is desired, a drone LIDAR survey could
precisely confirm the volume removed in the new channel.
6. So, what impact does all this have on future costs?
Based on today’s information:


Cost implications to the project may be a wash – that is, the increase in sediment volume is offset
by the savings of sediment passing (unhandled and unmitigated) downstream during drawdown
releases.
Cost: More sediment is estimated to be in the lake in October 2020 than was estimated
in March 2016.
Cost: There appears to be no waterfall to contain lake sediment.
Cost: Sediment cutting near the powerhouse was not limited by the originally estimated
“depth to refusal” layer.
Cost: The draw down has released some sediment and perhaps can continue to
release more sediment over the next three or four years.
Cost: So far, Wisconsin has not required any mitigation for downstream sediment
releases at this project – and Wisconsin and did not require mitigation for downstream
releases of sediment at the Gordon Dam removal project (2015) or Grimh Dam removal
project (2011).



At this time, we do not see justification to increase the estimated project costs of $1.9M provided
in January 2020. However, further developments – such refilling the lake next summer or a state
requirement for additional sediment mitigation – could exceed the remaining contingency amount.

We appreciate the opportunity to clarify the opinions we have presented recently. Ayres does have aerial
survey (drone-based LIDAR systems) that can safely survey the lakebed if needed. We also can do more
sediment probes once the remaining impoundment bed freezes.
I look forward to the City’s thoughts on how to balance the above as I write up the FERC inspection letter
and propose future lake management options for the City to consider. While the first phase of this project
did yield some surprises, it does seem like the overall project costs are still within the range expected.
Sincerely,
Ayres Associates Inc

Peter E. Haug, PE
Senior Project Manager
Cell: 715.271.1829
HaugP@AyresAssociates.com

715.834-3161 | 3433 Oakwood Hills Parkway | Eau Claire, WI 54701-7698
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DRAFT FOR RFMU REVIEW

November 12, 2020
Kevin Westhuis, Utility Director
City of River Falls Municipal Utilities
222 Lewis Street
River Falls, WI 54022
Re:

FERC Inspection Letter and Recommendation for Future Action Options

Dear Kevin:
The Federal Energy Regulatory Commission (FERC) directed the City of River Falls Municipal Utilities
(RFMU) to submit two items in the FERC letter dated October 2, 2020:
 A dam inspection report, summarizing observations and findings
 Recommendations for future action, ongoing agency consultation, interim lake and powerhouse
operations, and other risk mitigation strategies
The deadline for submitting the above items is December 31, 2020. Separate of the above directive is a
requirement for the RFMU to submit an impoundment refill plan to the FERC by April 1, 2021.
Selected Portions of Dam History
Powell Falls dam was not constructed all at once in the present-day form. Per the Initial Study Report
(January 30, 2020), the first powerhouse (wood-framed) was built at Powell Falls in 1903 with a timber
spillway to retain water. The powerhouse was significantly modified in 1946 - 1947. In 1964, a large flood
destroyed the timber dam spillway. A concrete gravity dam was constructed in 1965 - 1966, though this
construction apparently did not include replacement of the sluiceway walls or powerhouse foundation.
Ayres’ search of the available historic drawings and records could not confirm that the powerhouse and
sluiceway are original 1903 concrete, but the reinforcement shown in the image below indicates that the
sluiceway wall concrete predates 1947 when ASTM A305 standardized1 reinforcing steel patterns.
Powell Falls Dam
Upper Sluice Wall,
showing an older style
of reinforcement

Modern
Reinforcement
1

https://crsi.org/index.cfm/basics/history-of-reinforcing-steel
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During the project’s initial licensure in 1988, the FERC required post-tensioned anchors at Junction Falls.
After further investigation for both dams, a stability analysis was completed for Powell Falls in 1991, and
the spillway lift joints were found to have structurally inadequate bonds. A 1992 project added 13 posttensioned anchors (also called rock bolts) to compress the spillway concrete together (13 anchors
required) and tie the spillway concrete into the foundation bedrock (7 anchors of the original 13 were
anchored into bedrock).
The Powell Falls dam was inspected multiple times since initial licensure (most recently were December
2009, November 2014, and August 2015). For reference, items discussed in the earlier inspections that
are still valid include:
 Deterioration of powerhouse tailrace dewatering slots
 Partial undermining of the powerhouse tail wall
 Deterioration of powerhouse walkway and deck undersides
 Excessive brush and trees around the dam that have roots which could form preferential seepage
paths through the adjacent abutments
 Gate leakage
 Significant seepage through the right abutment bedrock
The 2020 inspection is intended to augment those earlier inspections with new observations made after a
full drawdown. This 2020 inspection does not include commentary on every crack and spall or other
minor deficiency noted in the earlier reports, but instead the 2020 inspection seeks to answer the primary
question about how suitable is the remaining structure to continue operations until 2024.
2020 Events Preceding the Dam Inspection
An initial study report was submitted to the FERC on January 30, 2020, outlining a plan to decommission
the Powell Falls Dam as part of a license application to relicense the Junction Falls Dam.
The spillway passed a significant but unquantified peak flow after a seven-inch rainfall on June 29, 2020,
and the RFMU filed a 12.10 dam safety report with the FERC on July 16, 2020. The 12.10 report noted
loss of right abutment concrete, and a follow-up letter to the FERC dated September 25, 2020, noted
uncertainties about how the flood impacted the post-tensioned anchors, scour below Junction Falls
spillway, and debris impingement effects on the Powell Falls sluice gate and powerhouse intake.
The RFMU proposed to draw down the impoundment for a dam safety inspection of the Powell Falls
spillway lift joints (upstream face), sluice gate, powerhouse intake screen, and Junction Falls tailrace. On
October 1, 2020, the FERC authorized an Order granting temporary variance from Article 401 of the
project license and authorizing a drawdown from October 2, 2020, to June 1, 2021. The drawdown
started on October 2, 2020, but a two-inch rainfall event from 2AM to 4AM caused the impoundment to
completely refill by 6:43AM on October 12. Logs jammed in the sluice gate, forcing the RFMU to restart
flow through the powerhouse (no load operation) to control lake levels. This allowed sand to fill the
powerhouse intake bay and part of the turbine bowl but allowed the drawdown to proceed. The turbine
flow was stopped at 10AM on October 12 as the lake had fallen 4.6 feet in an hour. The debris jam in the
sluice gate had apparently released, dropping the lake a total of 6.9 feet within six hours that morning.
Once the debris jam cleared, the RFMU was able to get the lake stabilized and continue the slow
drawdown through October 15, 2020. At 11:17AM on Thursday, October 15, 2020, the river was no
longer hydraulically controlled by the sluice gate.
The realization of how fast the lake could rise and fall led Ayres to quickly mobilize to do a dam inspection
while the dam was fully drawn down. The inspection was completed on Monday, October 19, 2020.
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Dam Inspection Observations and Findings
Ayres’ Pete Haug inspected the Powell Falls dam on October 19, 2020. Per the nearest weather station2,
conditions during the survey were 34oF, and antecedent conditions included a period of higher than
normal runoff (2.03 inches of rain on October 12) and a drained lake condition (as of October 16). The
morning of the October 19 inspection was 22oF, apparently the first time that local temperatures had
fallen below 28oF since May 13, 2020.

Figure 1, upstream lift joints on left spillway
The RFMU provided a ladder for Ayres to obtain a perpendicular view and up-close visual inspection of
the upstream face of spillway concrete (Figure 1). Ayres was able to inspect the left and right ends, plus
the third points, of the upstream face with a ladder. The uppermost lift joints had been apparently coated
with a flexible (still flexible after installation in 1992) coating shown in Figure 2, though the coating had

2

https://mesonet.agron.iastate.edu/sites/hist.phtml?station=RVFW3&network=WI_COOP&year=2020&mo
nth=10
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separated from the lift joints in multiple locations and water was found behind the coating in several
places. All upstream face concrete (not the coating) sounded solid when struck with hammer.
Uncoated joints

4 “disbanded” joints
per 1992 drawings
Hard to tell when
this coating cracked

Coated joint,
see Figure 3

Concrete apron
extends 4+ feet
upstream
Figure 2. Lift joints, viewed from upstream face of spillway

Figure 3. Closeup of coated lift joint shown on right side of Figure 2, approximate elevation 819.3
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Figure 4. Separation of second lift joint, approximate elevation 817.8. Separation does not look recent.
Other than the top two lift joints (Figure 3 and 4), none of the lower lift joints appear to have significant
separation. The corner looks tight and free of any major cracks.
Tight joints here, but only able
to inspect with telephoto lens
as sluice velocity was too
high for ladder

Newer looking crack here. See
discussion on Figure 15 and
following paragraphs as this is the
pre-1946 sluiceway wall and not part
of the 1966 spillway.

Figure 5. East face of spillway lifts. The sluiceway wall in foreground is much older than the spillway.
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Seepage coming from the downstream face of dam near the right abutment was noted from the fourth lift
joint down from top. However, Ayres was unable to determine if this seepage was coming from under the
right abutment (transferring along crack) or flowing from the lake sediments through the crack. Figure 6
shows the lower rock layers are weeping about two feet lower than the lift joint.
1 to 2 gpm concentrated
seep, reddish-stained
seepage, also seen in 2015

Maybe 10 gpm distributed,
sediment free, but darker seepage
Figure 6. Downstream face of spillway near right abutment. Inset shows condition in 2015.

Figure 7. Typical discharge for clay tile foundation drains, possibly containing iron bacteria (red stains,
labeled as “ochre” in the 1992 documents) and indicating significant levels of calcite deposits in drains
(2020 minus 1966 is only 54 years, but 6” drain exits are partially blocked with calcite)
715.834-3161 | 3433 Oakwood Hills Parkway | Eau Claire, WI 54701-7698
www.AyresAssociates.com
Project: 26-1155.20 File: i:\26\trc\river falls\2020 drawdown and inspection\20201112_ferc_inspection.docx

19

DRAFT FOR RFMU REVIEW

River Falls Municipal Utilities
November 12, 2020
Page 7 of 16

Figure 8. Looking eastward along spillway crest at spalling loss of 0.33 feet of concrete depth along deep
longitudinal crack that runs from spillway crest down through at least one lift joint. Crack (but not the
spall) is shown in October 1992 crack inventory, and no post-tensioned anchor is within damaged
concrete area.

Figure 9. Another large spall, looking at top of spillway with upstream face to left. This crack extends
through at least two lift joints, perhaps this is the same spall noted in 1992 but repaired thereafter. Inset
shows view of this crack from upstream after cleaning – note how crack goes down at least through two
lift joints (three horizontal monoliths).
Between 9 and 15 inches of the right abutment concrete and bedrock was removed by the 2020 flood.
Figure 10 shows the overall area, and Figure 11 shows the remaining bedrock where the concrete used
to hold back headwater.
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Figure 11

Figure 10. Looking west at right abutment, noting loss of up to 36 inches of shoreline soil. The tree trunk
is approximately 21 inches in diameter at breast height for scale reference. Insets show 2015 condition.

Highly fractured bedrock, probably not competent to
support shallow reinforcing dowels

Remnant concrete wall heading
westward to bedrock

Timber wall remnant,
possibly the same wall
noted in 1992 crack
inventory

Figure 11. Looking south at right bedrock
The bedrock is most likely the same as recovered in nearby borings to elevation 820 at Junction Falls by
SOCON in 1989. If so, the bedrock at Powell is light brown dolomite with vugs, numerous vertical,
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horizontal, and inclined joints with intermittent shaley seams and a RQD value of 7%. This type of
bedrock is susceptible to freeze thaw damage, seepage, and plucking during overtopping events.
The left abutment of the spillway is sound, but surface weathering and efflorescence are widespread.

Figure 12. Left abutment of spillway, note all these logs are from the October 12 rain event
Large crack and divot along same crack
noted in 1992, though 1992 crack only
extended through 2 lift joints.

Figure 13. Looking northeast at spillway and left spillway abutment on October 5 (note lack of logs shown
in Figure 12).
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Figure 14. Looking downward at sluice gate stem, note loss of structural section, severe corrosion, and
possible bow (dashed lines indicate expected edge of beam).

This crack was apparently
not noted in 1992 inventory

Figure 15. Looking southward at sluice gate, note damage to lower chord (log strikes) and strapping
The crack on the right sluice wall was not written in the October 1992 inventory, and this crack does
appear newer than the other cracks on the dam. A differential diagnosis of this crack’s cause would
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include impoundment ice pushing southward against the relatively thin sluice structure OR thermal
expansion differences between the large spillway mass and relatively thin sluice/powerhouse masses.
The powerhouse trashrack is no less than 50% clogged with debris, which is the same observation made
in 1992. Given the large range in trash size and composition and understanding that cleaning a rack 12
feet below the surface is difficult for manual rakes, this rack plugging is most likely due to inadequate
reach on the rack cleaning utensils.

Figure 16. Trashrack, plugged 50%. Also note sand deposits faintly visible in intake bay behind
trashrack. Powerhouse intake bay gate is also faintly appearing behind trashrack – note that this gate’s
invert sill is several feet higher than the sluiceway gate.
After looking at the Powell Falls structure, Ayres did travel to the upstream end of the former Lake Louise
to look at the Junction Falls tailrace. From the surface (water clarity was less than 30 inches), it does not
appear that the Junction Falls tailrace scour hole is large enough to threaten the dam. However, Ayres
did not dive or hydrosurvey the scour hole. Also note that the full drawdown of Powell Falls only lowered
the tailrace of Junction Falls by about a foot. Ayres did not evaluate how the lowering of Junction Falls’
tailwater will impact the long-term cavitation and power production performance of Junction Falls.
Figures 17 and 18 show the tailrace of Junction Falls.
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Figure 17. Looking upstream at Junction Falls tailrace. Note that waterline of scour hole is well
downstream of spillway toe. However, Ayres did not walk on the toe of the Junction Falls spillway, so this
view is as close as Ayres was able to safely access during the inspection.

Figure 18. Looking northward at tailrace of Junction Falls. The scour hole along the training wall does
not seem to be under the wall, though Ayres did not dive or hydrosurvey the ponded water.
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Future Action Options
Ayres believes there are three Future Action Options for the Powell Falls Development.
 Option 1: Repair the dam and refill the Powell Falls impoundment, restoring power generation
until a final decision is granted regarding proposed dam removal.
o Repair needs
 Right abutment must be restored to allow low flow in winter to be distributed
across the entire upstream face of spillway to keep ice pressures below the 5000
pounds per linear foot threshold assumed during the 1992 anchor design
 As a preliminary estimate, this requires 25 cubic feet of reinforced
concrete wall, doweled with anchors into the bedrock; and then the
upstream bedrock is slush-grouted to prevent seepage through the
highly fractured layers of exposed bedrock.
 A geotechnical engineer should confirm the suitability of this bedrock for
reinforcing dowels. From Ayres’ surficial inspection, the bedrock is
highly fractured, so a geotechnical engineer may prescribe deep dowels
and/or removal of the top layer of weak bedrock.
 Additional concrete placed higher against the right bedrock hillside may
be prudent to protect the hillside from further lateral erosion during
overtopping events.
 Divots in spillway should be pressure-washed, cleaned, and prepared in
accordance with a suitable concrete repair product. A competent concrete patch
should be installed to last at least four years (including three Wisconsin winters).
 Repair the sluice gate to allow dependable operation during the future proposed
decommissioning and dam removal efforts. This repair would include
replacement of the bottom chord, strapping, and lift beam, and an overhaul of the
gear/actuation system is highly recommended.
 A thorough trashrack cleaning should be completed prior to refill.
o Monitoring needs
 The powerhouse trashrack should be cleaned completely and adequate utensils
procured to allow full rack cleaning. Note that most trashracks are only designed
for a few feet of head differential before the rack fails, and debris/ice plugging
have been responsible for historical trashrack failures at other projects.
o Ongoing agency consultation needs
 Submittal of design report to the FERC division of dam safety for any significant
concrete repairs (right abutment wall would be one example) made to the dam.
 Continued development of a decommissioning plan that includes measures to
minimize sediment mobilization downstream (possibly requiring proactive lake
dredging to pre-form the future channel)
 Continued monitoring by the state and other stakeholders as budget permits of
the downstream reach recovery, especially with regard to how fast or slow
sediment is cleared from the tailrace and stabilized in the downstream river
reaches.
o Interim lake and powerhouse operations
 Refill Lake Louise after repairs are made, passing normal flow through the
powerhouse and all higher-than normal flows over the spillway
 Generate power as equipment permits, regularly cleaning the trashrack
 Do not draw down the impoundment again until final approvals are granted and
follow the state and federal conditions of the future dam removal permits.
o Other risk management strategies
 Once Lake Louise is refilled, use a barge mounted geotechnical drilling rig to
confirm where Lake Louise’s historical bed is, particularly with the goal of
determining dredging limits.
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Proactively dredge the future channel expected through Lake Louise, either this
winter in the “dry” or after refill in the “wet”. Such dredging would need to
accommodate new sediment that comes into Lake Louise (like thought probable
during the 2020 flood) and excavation to the stable historical bed (possibly
deeper than today’s channel).

Option 2: Keep the Powell Falls impoundment drawn down in the current state.
o Repair needs
 A thorough trashrack cleaning should be completed prior to spring runoff and
thereafter as needed to clear the trashrack.
 Seeding of lakebed and other stabilization measures as required by the state and
federal agencies
 Detach the turbine shaft and pull the turbine runners upward to add 30% to 50%
more flow capacity to the turbine.
 Improve operability and reliability for the gate actuation system to allow the gate
to be regularly lowered to slow the rate of lake level recession, with a goal of
preventing the lake from dropping faster than 6 inches per day following any refill
from rain events. This could significantly reduce future riverbank collapses in the
impoundment.
o Monitoring needs
 Lake levels will vary considerably during even moderate (2- to 3-inch) rainfall
events, and it is likely the impoundment will completely refill two to four times per
year.
 Therefore, the RFMU will need to be vigilant to monitor forecasted rainfall, be
ready to open/close the powerhouse headgate and sluice gate to moderate the
rate of water level recession. The goal is to not drop the lake levels faster than 6
inches per day to reduce the risk of upstream banks collapse and sudden
sediment surges downstream.
 The trashrack will need to be regularly cleaned after each major flow event.
o Ongoing agency consultation needs
 License amendment (or early surrender application if more practicable) to keep
the reservoir drawn down for the duration of license.
 Commitment to a reservoir stabilization plan, knowing that the faster that the
lakebed can be recolonized by dense roots, the less sediment will remobilize
during each lake level bounce.
 Rewriting the decommissioning plan to account for conversion of the lakebed
from fully submerged to intermittently submerged to dewatered to stable upland
soils.
 Continued monitoring of the lakebed stability, including frequent drone flights and
other monitoring aids as jointly acceptable to RFMU and agencies
o Interim lake and powerhouse operations
 Pass all normal flow through the sluice, allowing the Lake Louise to refill (in
whole or in part) during moderate rainfall events. Larger rainfall events would
likely cause the impoundment to overflow the spillway.
o Other risk management strategies
 Consider installing a small jib crane or other hoisting system to allow the dam
operator to clean logs out of the sluice gate entrance and off the powerhouse
trashrack.
 Proactively grade flatter and armor the toe of banks to improve slope stability.
 Consider removing the wicket gates and turbine bowl (both probably with a
cutting torch, understanding that these would not be easily repaired) so that flow
can discharge out a much larger opening than available now.
 As time passes and the lakebed firms up, public will more frequently access the
upstream lakebed and Ayres believes the risk increases someone trying to kayak
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through the dam’s sluiceway or wade/fish upstream of this structure. Therefore,
site security and public safety should be regularly re-evaluated by decision
makers.


Option 3: Keep the Powell Falls impoundment drawn down and add more flow capacity by
opening up a new passage route for runoff to exit the dam
o Repair needs
 A thorough trashrack cleaning should be completed prior to spring runoff and
thereafter as needed to clear the trashrack.
 Seeding of lakebed and other stabilization measures as required by the state and
federal agencies
 Remove and enlarge the sluiceway to be a full height opening that is at least 6
feet wide and 21 feet tall.
 Remove the powerhouse trashrack. Also remove and enlarge the powerhouse
headgate opening to 6 feet wide and 12 feet tall. Then open up a section of the
powerhouse’s southern (downstream) wall to be at least 6 feet wide and 12 feet
high.
o Monitoring needs
 Even with the extra openings, lake levels will vary considerably during large (6+
inch) rainfall events, and there is a chance the impoundment will completely refill
two to four times between 2021 and 2024.
 The impoundment water elevations would not be monitored because the dam
operator would have no control over the rate of lake rise or fall.
 However, because there would be no control over velocities within the former
Lake Louise impoundment (no gates to close), the monitoring of the wastewater
treatment lines will be critical to intercepting backward erosion during large flood
events. See risk mitigation measures below.
o Ongoing agency consultation needs
 Submit an early surrender application to FERC with intent to start partial dam
removal early, even if the full dam removal is not completed for several years.
 Submittal of a Supporting Design Report to the FERC division of dam safety for
any modifications (breaches, large saw cuts, other stability changes) made to the
dam or powerhouse.
 Commitment to a reservoir stabilization plan, knowing that the faster that the
lakebed can be recolonized by dense roots, the less sediment will remobilize
during each lake level bounce.
 Rewriting the decommissioning plan to account for conversion of the lakebed
from fully submerged to intermittently submerged to dewatered to stable upland
soils.
 Monitoring of site environmental conditions as required by permitting agencies
o Interim lake and powerhouse operations
 Pass all moderate and minor flows without filling up the impoundment with water.
Perhaps two or four times over the next four years, the impoundment would fill up
with water such that the spillway flowed; but this occurrence would be only a few
hours per year.
 After the impoundment bed has stabilized with a good root mass and vegetation
growth, the full dam removal activities would start. This might take two years, but
could start earlier if the vegetation growth and stream stabilization measures are
quickly achieved.
o Other risk management strategies
 Proactively grade flatter and armor the toe of banks to improve slope stability.
 Proactively riprap the grades near the wastewater treatment plan crossing (and
perhaps also the other sanitary crossing below Junction Falls to better protect
these in case a large flood occurs in the future.
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Consultation
RFMU worked closely with the Wisconsin Department of Natural Resources (DNR) and Kiap-Tu-Wish
Chapter of Trout Unlimited (TU) during drawdown planning and implementation. RFMU will meet with the
Wisconsin DNR and TU on November 19, 2020 to discuss the Future Action Options outlined herein, and
a summary of the upcoming meeting minutes will be appended to this report before submittal to the
FERC.
Ayres understands that these Future Action Options will be reviewed and discussed by the RFMU Utility
Advisory Board in January 2021, after which, RFMU will submit a letter to FERC stating the RFMU’s
proposed Future Action Option.
Conclusion
I appreciate the opportunity to submit this opinion of dam safety inspection findings and Future Action
Options, with recommended steps for each potential option. Ayres submits this signed and sealed report
with the reservation to revise our opinions should new information be provided for us to review. Please
feel free to call or email me to discuss this letter report, and let me know if new information is found that
may impact my recommendations or statements listed above.

Sincerely,
Ayres Associates Inc
11/11/20
26-1155.20
Peter E. Haug, PE
Senior Project Manager
Cell: 715.271.1829
HaugP@AyresAssociates.com
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November 12, 2020
To:

Utility Advisory Board

From: Tracy Biederman, Senior Accountant
Re:

October 2020 Financial Statements

Electric fund:





Year to date payments for Hydro relicensing = $242,774; 2018-2020 Cumulative = $362,851
o TRC $210,119; cumulative $303,506
o Ayres $32,655; cumulative $59,345
Cash and investment reserves total $3.4 million.
Year-to-date sales are 4.1 million kWh lower than prior year.
o Public Authority accounts for 3.3 million kWh of the decline

Water fund:



Year-to-date revenues are $2.2 million; Year-to-date expenses are $1.4 million.

Cash and investment reserves total $3.2 million.
Year to date sales are 12.2 million gallons higher than prior year to date.
o Residential and irrigation sales continue to exceed prior years consumption.
o Commercial and public authority are 16 million gallons lower than prior year.

Sewer fund:



Year-to-date revenues are $11.1 million; Year-to-date expenses are $11.4 million.

Year-to-date revenues are $3.0 million; Year-to-date expenses are $2.4 million.

Cash and investment reserves total $3.5 million.
Construction in progress increases with the continued oxidation ditch services provided by Wapasha.

Stormwater fund:



Year-to-date revenues are $629,528; Year-to-date expenses are $454,231.

Cash and investments total $777,011
Other financing revenues are contributed to the acceptance of Highview 5 th and Sterling Pond cottages
infrastructure.

Overall summary
 Past due balances over 31 days continue to rise as the COVID and annual disconnection moratorium
extends through April 15, 2021 for residential customers.
o Residential accounts for almost 90% of the past due balance
 Under WI State Statute § 66.0809 the utility can place past due balances on the tax roll.
History of placements:
o 2020 = $58,300
o 2018 = $8,100
o 2019 = $5,300
o 2017 = $13,200
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service due to nonpayment; the value of the
past due accounts over 31
days continues to
increase.


As of 10/31,
residential quantifies
almost 90% of the
past due balances

AR > 31 days

>31 days aging by service
20%
62%

Electric

Water

Sewer

Storm

Enviro

Refuse/ Core
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October YTD Revenue Comparison
14,000,000
12,000,000
10,000,000
8,000,000
6,000,000
4,000,000
2,000,000
-

Electric

Water

Sewer

Storm Water

10/31/2018

11,949,747

1,679,531

2,854,587

492,319

10/31/2019

11,865,312

2,141,731

3,206,308

579,185

10/31/2020

11,188,662

2,227,315

3,098,549

629,528

October YTD Expense Comparison
14,000,000
12,000,000
10,000,000
8,000,000
6,000,000
4,000,000
2,000,000
-

Electric

Water

Sewer

Storm Water

10/31/2018

11,770,126

1,541,079

2,126,378

512,785

10/31/2019

11,666,350

1,594,733

2,347,664

470,340

10/31/2020

11,470,707

1,476,469

2,431,661

454,231
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October Electric Sales by Class (Dollars)
$600,000
$500,000
$400,000
$300,000
$200,000
$100,000
$0
RESIDENTIAL

RURAL

SM
COMMERCIA
L

LG
COMMERICA
L

STREET &
HWY
LIGHTING

PUBLIC
AUTHORITY

2019

396,519

23,565

110,025

345,783

19,009

237,231

2020

401,835

23,487

95,887

295,710

19,352

199,383

Electric Sales in 000's KwH

13,000

2017

2018

2019

2020

12,000
11,000
10,000
9,000
8,000
7,000
Jan

Feb

Mar

Apr

May

June

July

Aug

Sep

Oct
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October Water Sales by Class (Dollars)
$60,000

$50,000

$40,000

$30,000

$20,000

$10,000

$0
RESIDENTIAL

COMMERCIAL

INDUSTRIAL

PUBLIC
AUTHORITIES

MULTIFAMILY

IRRIGATION

2019

55,541

10,725

3,027

8,787

4,671

12,144

2020

55,810

9,890

2,697

6,775

4,862

16,226

Water Sales in 000's Gallons

50,000

2017

2018

Apr

May

2019

2020

45,000
40,000
35,000
30,000
25,000
20,000
15,000
Jan

Feb

Mar

June

July

Aug

Sep

Oct
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Financial Statement
October 2020
Current Year

%
Budgeted

Budget

Month

Y-T-D

Prior Y-T-D

$14,323,631

$1,035,654

$10,733,668

75%

$11,123,690

Interest

$40,000

$409

$25,233

63%

$111,964

Miscellaneous

$389,916

$29,048

$280,713

72%

$351,934

Other Financing

$50,000

$(20,587)

$149,048

298%

$277,724

$14,803,547

$1,044,524

$11,188,662

76%

$11,865,312

$94,244

$43,848

$283,040

300%

$121,526

$10,011,000

$692,834

$7,637,169

76%

$7,936,850

$26,227

$0

$47,196

180%

$5,283

$1,256,556

$69,844

$859,360

68%

$954,709

Customer Accounts

$604,637

$37,560

$435,384

72%

$505,719

Administrative & General

$491,542

$31,887

$410,980

84%

$392,794

Other Operating Expenses

$989,700

$104,750

$922,828

93%

$872,016

Debt Service

$69,798

$5,309

$54,741

78%

$70,523

$1,259,843

$82,001

$820,010

65%

$806,930

$14,803,547

$1,068,031

$11,470,707

77%

$11,666,350

$0

$(23,508)

$(282,045)

77%

$198,962

610 - Electric
Revenue
Charges for Services

Total Revenue

Expense
Hydraulic Power Generation
Purchased Power
Transmission
Distribution

Transfers to Other Funds
Total Expense
Net Total 610 - Electric
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Financial Statement
October 2020
Current Year
Budget

Month

Y-T-D

%
Budgeted

Special Assessments

$0

$1,698

$1,698

0%

$46,440

Charges for Services

$1,629,114

$133,448

$1,415,880

87%

$1,358,477

Interest

$21,540

$427

$19,675

91%

$49,258

Miscellaneous

$148,255

$5,567

$135,344

91%

$117,875

Other Financing

$400,172

$261,275

$654,718

164%

$569,681

$2,199,081

$402,414

$2,227,315

101%

$2,141,731

Transmission

$423,312

$30,952

$280,688

66%

$356,557

Pumping

$153,928

$10,306

$121,731

79%

$166,002

Water Treatment

$87,291

$10,301

$73,536

84%

$57,701

Customer Accounts

$111,080

$7,257

$87,539

79%

$85,052

Administrative & General

$197,884

$14,450

$140,840

71%

$132,440

Other Operating Expenses

$429,426

$40,906

$350,822

82%

$378,339

Debt Service

$55,662

$4,513

$46,135

83%

$48,501

Transfers to Other Funds

$740,498

$37,518

$375,180

51%

$370,140

$2,199,081

$156,204

$1,476,469

67%

$1,594,733

$0

$246,209

$750,846

84%

$546,998

Prior Y-T-D

620 - Water
Revenue

Total Revenue

Expense

Total Expense
Net Total 620 - Water

36

Financial Statement
October 2020
Current Year
Budget

Month

Y-T-D

%
Budgeted

Special Assessments

$0

$1,312

$1,312

0%

$100,673

Charges for Services

$3,145,155

$256,431

$2,655,604

84%

$2,647,015

Interest

$37,200

$615

$27,985

75%

$96,603

Miscellaneous

$40,000

$386

$16,635

42%

$42,813

Other Financing

$128,616

$129,031

$397,013

309%

$319,204

$3,350,971

$387,775

$3,098,549

92%

$3,206,308

Operation

$479,802

$31,267

$336,558

70%

$335,697

Maintenance

$841,752

$40,658

$486,610

58%

$440,304

Bio Solids

$347,450

$31,830

$317,722

91%

$341,003

Customer Accounts

$206,921

$7,234

$138,795

67%

$116,110

Administrative & General

$315,287

$22,484

$233,755

74%

$215,686

Other Operating Expenses

$540,000

$58,827

$622,493

115%

$594,366

Debt Service

$137,923

$13,063

$130,789

95%

$146,749

Transfers to Other Funds

$481,836

$16,494

$164,940

34%

$157,750

$3,350,971

$221,857

$2,431,661

73%

$2,347,664

$0

$165,918

$666,887

83%

$858,643

Prior Y-T-D

630 - Waste Water
Revenue

Total Revenue

Expense

Total Expense
Net Total 630 - Waste Water
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Financial Statement
October 2020
Current Year

%
Budgeted

Budget

Month

Y-T-D

Prior Y-T-D

$569,000

$49,045

$481,848

85%

$481,454

Interest

$1,000

$50

$5,599

560%

$11,456

Miscellaneous

$2,392

$0

$0

0%

$140

$0

$142,081

$142,081

0%

$86,135

$572,392

$191,176

$629,528

110%

$579,185

Personnel

$136,801

$11,806

$122,425

89%

$111,245

Benefits

$55,168

$5,208

$55,378

100%

$41,968

Operating Supplies

$151,696

$9,353

$83,923

55%

$134,559

Other Operating Expenses

$172,625

$14,575

$145,750

84%

$135,891

$12

$15

$15

123%

$1,366

$56,090

$4,674

$46,740

83%

$45,310

$572,392

$45,631

$454,231

79%

$470,340

$0

$145,545

$175,296

95%

$108,845

640 - Storm Water
Revenue
Charges for Services

Other Financing
Total Revenue

Expense

Interest
Transfers to Other Funds
Total Expense
Net Total 640 - Storm Water
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Balance Sheet
October 2020
FUND

Description

Period Net Change

Account Balance

(113,999.48)

24,961,717.68

160,263.59

3,436,244.52

(285,716.65)

1,257,349.45

Prepaid & Inventory

(45,783.66)

731,749.38

Construction in Progress

113,066.63

1,756,310.11

43,993.13

32,484,535.50

(99,822.52)

(15,106,910.28)

0.00

402,439.00

90,491.81

(4,044,526.37)

91,425.21

(954,849.69)

920.76

(179,449.19)

(1,854.16)

(2,582,687.49)

0.00

(327,540.00)

23,507.67

(20,917,191.31)

23,507.67

(20,917,191.31)

113,999.48

(24,961,717.68)

610 Electric
Assets

Total Assets
Cash and Investments
Accounts Receivable

Capital Assets
A/D Capital Assets
Deferred Resources
Liabilities

Total Liabilities
Accounts Payable
Non-Current Liability
Debt Outstanding
Deferred Resources

Fund Balance

Total Fund Balance
Fund Balance
Total Liabilities + Fund Balance
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Balance Sheet
October 2020
FUND

Description

Period Net Change

Account Balance

244,192.48

18,338,588.61

Cash and Investments

118,190.82

3,209,832.30

Accounts Receivable

(38,008.46)

227,841.54

Prepaid & Inventory

0.00

104,104.77

Non-Current Assets

0.00

153,603.85

142.22

308,152.50

203,172.90

21,277,853.64

0.00

(84,257.43)

(39,305.00)

(6,988,693.56)

0.00

130,151.00

2,016.92

(1,572,258.44)

6,530.37

(32,492.35)

14.86

(11,868.09)

(4,528.31)

(1,412,170.00)

0.00

(115,728.00)

(246,209.40)

(16,766,330.17)

(246,209.40)

(16,766,330.17)

(244,192.48)

(18,338,588.61)

620 Water
Assets

Total Assets

Construction in Progress
Capital Assets
A/D Fixed Assets
A/D Capital Assets
Deferred Resources
Liabilities

Total Liabilities
Accounts Payable
Non-Current Liability
Debt Outstanding
Deferred Resources

Fund Balance

Total Fund Balance
Fund Balance
Total Liabilities + Fund Balance
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Balance Sheet
October 2020
FUND

Description

Period Net Change

Account Balance

119,182.97

28,786,458.69

Cash and Investments

(195,092.22)

3,512,694.53

Accounts Receivable

(54,456.23)

374,830.54

Prepaid & Inventory

(159.42)

18,634.74

Non-Current Assets

38.19

435,250.25

341,470.06

2,261,005.70

88,223.20

33,290,869.31

0.00

106,571.64

(58,827.00)

(11,479,825.41)

(2,013.61)

266,427.39

46,734.62

(6,653,093.43)

(7,852.83)

(401,547.50)

1,523.27

(131,902.79)

53,064.18

(5,961,695.14)

0.00

(157,948.00)

(165,917.59)

(22,133,365.26)

(165,917.59)

(22,133,365.26)

(119,182.97)

(28,786,458.69)

630 Waste Water
Assets

Total Assets

Construction in Progress
Capital Assets
A/D Fixed Assets
A/D Capital Assets
Deferred Resources
Liabilities

Total Liabilities
Accounts Payable
Non-Current Liability
Debt Outstanding
Deferred Resources

Fund Balance

Total Fund Balance
Fund Balance
Total Liabilities + Fund Balance
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Balance Sheet
October 2020
FUND

Description

Period Net Change

Account Balance

142,907.57

7,257,200.79

Cash and Investments

17,361.77

777,010.66

Accounts Receivable

(1,959.84)

52,623.93

0.00

66,030.00

Capital Assets

142,080.64

8,775,030.94

A/D Fixed Assets

(14,575.00)

(2,469,399.74)

0.00

55,905.00

2,637.87

(111,466.87)

2,637.87

(70,324.87)

0.00

(41,142.00)

(145,545.44)

(7,145,733.92)

(145,545.44)

(7,145,733.92)

(142,907.57)

(7,257,200.79)

640 Storm Water
Assets

Total Assets

Construction in Progress

Deferred Resources
Liabilities

Total Liabilities
Accounts Payable
Deferred Resources

Fund Balance

Total Fund Balance
Fund Balance
Total Liabilities + Fund Balance
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Utility Incentives and Savings
River Falls Municipal Utilities

$75,867.15
2020 Total Incentives to Date

Incentive Summary
Summary

Residential - Last Mth

Business - Last Mth

Total - Last Mth

Residential - YTD

Business - YTD

Total - YTD

kW

5

-46

-41

36

80

116

kWh - Lifecycle

570,657

-724,072

-153,415

4,184,611

7,743,382

11,927,992

Therms - Lifecycle

0

0

0

0

0

0

mmBtu - Lifecycle

3,266

1,645

4,911

20,284

30,536

50,821

kWh - First Year

37,450

-47,533

-10,083

259,582

628,998

888,580

Therms - First Year

0

0

0

0

0

0

Incentives

$5,308.32

$4,063.90

$9,372.22

$31,037.38

$44,829.77

$75,867.15

Energy Efficiency

Residential - Last Mth

Business - Last Mth

Total - Last Mth

Residential - YTD

Business - YTD

Total - YTD

kW

5

-46

-41

27

80

108

kWh - Lifecycle

570,657

-724,072

-153,415

3,545,381

7,743,382

11,288,762

Therms - Lifecycle

0

0

0

0

0

0

mmBtu - Lifecycle

3,266

1,645

4,911

18,103

30,536

48,640

kWh - First Year

37,450

-47,533

-10,083

234,013

628,998

863,011

Therms - First Year

0

0

0

0

0

0

Incentives

$5,308.32

$4,063.90

$9,372.22

$23,234.18

$44,829.77

$68,063.95

Renewables

Residential - Last Mth

Business - Last Mth

Total - Last Mth

Residential - YTD

Business - YTD

Total - YTD

kW

0

0

0

9

0

9

kWh - Lifecycle

0

0

0

639,230

0

639,230

Therms - Lifecycle

0

0

0

0

0

0

mmBtu - Lifecycle

0

0

0

2,181

0

2,181

kWh - First Year

0

0

0

25,569

0

25,569

Therms - First Year

0

0

0

0

0

0

Incentives

$0.00

$0.00

$0.00

$7,803.20

$0.00

11/01/2020

$7,803.20
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POWERful Choices! Dashboard
October 2020 Renewable Energy Blocks

Historic Participation Percentage

Renewable Energy Block
Customer Participation Percentage
2009-Current
12.0%
9.6%

10.0%

10.4%

8.6%

3.0%

2013

4.0%
2.0%

2009

2010

2014

2.0%

4.0%

4.0%

4.0%

4.0%

4.0%

2019

3.0%

2018

3.0%

5.9%

2017

5.7%

2016

6.0%

2015

6.1%

2012

6.4%

2011

5.8%

Year End
National Average

RFMU Customers

Customer demand for renewable energy in River Falls is evident in the continued growth in
Green Block sales. 90 new residential customers chose to purchase Green Blocks in
2019, raising the total to 768 for a participation rate of 12%. The high participation rate
puts River Falls at the top of the class in Wisconsin and 3rd in the nation.
River Falls customers buy from 1-100 blocks and each block shifts the fuel source from
coal, natural gas and nuclear to wind, biogas and solar. In 2019, the purchases of Green
Blocks in River Falls kept over 1,500,000 lbs. of carbon dioxide from being released into
the atmosphere.
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POWERful Choices! Dashboard

Block Participation Percentage
2020 Renewable Energy Block
Percent Customer Participation
14.0%
12.0%

11.6%

11.6%

11.7%

11.9%

12.0%

12.5%

12.3%

12.3%

12.3%

12.8%

10.0%
8.0%
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0.0%

0.0%

0

0

0.0%

Block Purchased Percentage
2020 Renewable Energy Block
Number of Blocks Purchased
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2,248

2,000
1,500
1,000
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0
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River Falls Municipal Utilities
Wastewater Treatment Plant
October 2020
Influent, Effluent and Biosolids (lbs)
90,000
80,000

85,169

70,000

Pounds

60,000

60,331

50,000

BOD Influent
BOD Effluent

40,000
Biosolids
30,000
20,000
10,000
-

1,392
October

Influent, Effluent and Biosolids (lbs.)
The Biochemical Oxygen Demand (BOD) Influent and BOD Effluent pounds
represent pounds of oxygen needed for treatment.

46

River Falls Municipal Utilities
Wastewater Treatment Plant

TSS Influent vs TSS Effluent (lbs)
70,000
60,000

Pounds

50,000

59,403
TSS Influent

40,000

TSS Effluent

30,000
20,000
10,000

1,185

October

TSS Influent vs TSS Effluent (lbs.)
The TSS Influent and TSS Effluent represent the pounds of Total
Suspended Solids entering the Wastewater Treatment Plant versus going
out into the Kinnickinnic River.
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River Falls Municipal Utilities
Wastewater Treatment Plant

Influent, Effluent and Biosolids in 000's lbs
100.0
90.0

91.6

93.7

89.9

80.0

Pounds

60.0

69.4

67.3

70.0

85.2

58.5

57.2

73.5
56.8

74.4

55.0

75.2
55.4

75.8
58.7

79.7

59.4

59.4

BOD Effluent

47.0

50.0
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40.0

TSS Effluent

30.0
20.0
10.0
-

1.3 1.0

1.5 1.0

Jan.

Feb.

3.8 4.0
March

1.4 1.3
April

1.6 1.3

1.3 1.3

1.6 1.7

1.3 1.2

1.2 1.2

1.4 1.2
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Aug.
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Oct.

Yearly BOD and TSS Influent and Effluent in 000’s lbs.
This graph represents the average monthly pounds of both BOD and TSS
coming into the plant and being discharged at the plant’s outfall into the
Kinnickinnic River for the year 2020.
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River Falls Municipal Utilities
Wastewater Treatment Plant
WWTP Facts

Vocabulary
: Biochemical Oxygen Demand represents pounds of oxygen
needed for treatment.
: Water and waste flowing out of the Wastewater
Treatment Plant.
: to pass into or through (a substance) by
filtering or permeating. Infiltration numbers are selfinduced and not leak related.
: Water and waste flowing into the Wastewater Treatment
Plant.
TSS: Total Suspended Solids are solid materials, including
organic and inorganic, that are suspended in the water and
have to be removed.

Excess bacteria removed from the Treatment Plant is called
Bio-Solids which can be land spread or treated more to become a
fertilizer or soil conditioner.

49

Monthly Report
October 2020
50

October 2020
Electric Department

Wayne Siverling,
Operations
Superintendent

Dan Treichel,
Lead Journeyman
Lineworker

Tim Wiste,
Lead Journeyman
Lineworker

Jeff Ploeger,
Journeyman
Lineworker

Pat Oja,
Journeyman
Lineworker

Logan Snyder,
Journeyman
Lineworker

Luke Baumann,
Journeyman
Lineworker Apprentice

Garrett Leis,
Journeyman
Lineworker Apprentice

Brian Hatch,
Electric Meter
Technician

Virgil Johnson,
Electric Meter
Technician

Projects

Performed maintenance repairs through required system inspections
Completed monthly substation inspections
Continued weekly and monthly underground services
Monthly meter readings
Installed 94 AMI meters
Worked on miscellaneous service orders:
•
•

Tree trimming around service wires
Streetlight repairs

Worked on miscellaneous inspection reports and maintenance repairs
Had 4 outages this month
Completed work on the North Industrial Looping project:
•

CIP item

Completed work on 1300 S. Main St. project:
•
•

Installed underground and removed the overhead on E. Johnson St.
Installed new primary extension into the 1300 S. Main St. project

Powell Falls Hydroelectric is offline; waiting for further decisions on moving forward
River Falls Municipal Utilities
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Powell Falls Dam – Lake Louise drawdown (Oct. 2)
For the first time in over 20 years, the gate to Powell Falls Dam was opened the morning of
October 2. The reason was to draw down Lake Louise so inspectors could examine the full
extent of damage to the dam caused by the June 2020 flood. The drawdown was
completed on October 16.

Public Power Week (Oct. 4-10)
RFMU celebrated the 2020 American Public Power Association Public Power Week during
October 4-10. Public Power is community-owned, not-for-profit public power utilities powering
homes and businesses in 2,000 communities – from small towns to large cities. Public Power
safely provides reliable, low-cost electricity to more than 49 million Americans. Public Power
supports local commerce, employs 93,000 people in hometown jobs, and invests more than
$2 billion annually directly back into the community.

River Falls Municipal Utilities
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Monthly Report – October 2020
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October 2020
Wastewater Treatment Facility

Ron Groth,
Wastewater / Water
Superintendent

Bill Swenson,
Lead WWTP Operator

Paul Ahlborn,
WWTP Lab Technician

Jacob McNabb,
Water / Wastewater
Operator

Projects

Performed whole effluent toxicity testing
Construction project:
•
•
•
•

Installed blower cabinets
Installed mixer in a 2nd ditch
Stainless air piping
Control wiring

Cleaned out chlorine contract tanks

Oxidation Ditch
The new mixing system in the oxidation ditch.

.
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October 2020
Water / Sewer Department

Ron Groth,
Wastewater / Water
Superintendent

Greg Koehler,
Lead Water Works
Operator

Jeff Crook,
Water Works Operator

Tim Rixmann,
Water Works Operator

Luke Harris,
Water / Wastewater
Operator

Dean Seemuth,
Water / Wastewater
Operator

Projects

All monthly water samples taken and proven safe
Completed asphalt patches from digs and other projects, ready for the winter season
Washington St. fire hydrant that was struck and broken:
•

It has been fixed and back on-line

Completed all fire hydrant checks for the winter season to make sure no water is remaining in the
barrel:
•

Those hydrants with water in the barrel are being pumped

Prepared to clean all the sanitary sewer lift stations before the temperatures outside are low:
•

Preventative measure to keep the pumps clear of debris

Busy completing water and wastewater infrastructure inspections of the new developments in the
City before the end of the year
All irrigation meters have been pulled from outside locations to keep them from freezing:
•

It is the customers responsibility to schedule an appointment to have them removed each
year; this could be very costly for the customer if they forget to call to have their irrigation
meter removed

Workload has been very busy with no shortage of things to do as we are playing catch-up from
the COVID-19 summer
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October 2020
Engineering Tech Work

Tamarra Jaworski,
Engineering Technician &
GIS Mapper
Projects

Mapped 135 Electric AMI meters
10 new home water/sanitary lateral inspections
1 sanitary lateral repair
Training sessions:
Trimble-Mitigating Risk in Construction
WILA’s-Editing in ArcGIS Pro
Extend ArcGIS in the Field with RFID for Asset Management
Esri’s Utility Network: Lessons Learned, What to Expect
Cloud 101: Taking ArcGIS to the Cloud
SaaS GIS for Local Government

•
•
•
•
•
•

UWRF substation project:
•

Witnessed mandrel testing for the sanitary sewer re-route

GPSed and mapped water and sanitary infrastructure for DeSanctis/Milltown development
Finished up and closed out the 2020 Sanitary Grout & Lining Project:
•
•

Reviewed and attached mapping
Reviewed invoice and submitted for payment

Meeting with MSA and submitted Utility ESRI data:
•

Pertaining to the future of ESRI mapping system

Assisted USIC, locating company, with force main locate on Spring Creek Dr.
Followed up on the 2020 Manhole Rehabilitation project including a walk-thru with Hydro-Klean
LLC
GPSed various electric:
•
•
•

Boring route in the Troy/Benson St. area
1300 S. Main St. bore route
Miscellaneous poles including Jug Handle lighting

Attached and reviewed the sanitary videos for Peregrine Terrace area
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October 2020
Conservation and Efficiency

Mike Noreen,
Conservation and Efficiency
Coordinator

Stacie Running,
WPPI Energy Services
Representative

Projects
Renewable Energy The overall number of participants in the Green Block program climbed by 10 customers:

•

Currently at 12.9% customer participation

Some construction projects have continued, and we have seen a significant decrease in
projects as COVID-19 persists:
•
Our customers have received incentives totaling more than $75,000 in 2020
•
The Community of River Falls pays in annually approximately $53,000 to participate in
Focus on Energy
•
Projects the River Falls School District referendum work, residential solar, commercial
lighting and the weatherization projects
There was a very large turnout for the Electronics Recycling Event on October 17:
Electronics
•
Customers were very happy to have the event
Recycling
•
3 semis and 2 large cargo trucks were filled in the 4-hour window
•
Weight and cost totals are not yet available
•
Prescription turn in was also available on location and was well utilized
Partnered
with Focus on Energy to target River Falls with direct mailings to multifamily dwelling
Multifamily
landlords:
Weatherization
•
Multiple projects are underway using weatherization contractors from River Falls and
the region
Holiday Lighting Main St. lights have been hung and ready for the River Dazzle events:
•
SavATree was contracted to hang the globes on Main St.
•
City staff wrapped the trunks with white and red strands of lights
•
RFMU staff will decorate Veteran’s Park trees as time permits prior to River Dazzle
The 2019-2020 season has had 153 customers sign up for bill pay assistance as compared to the
Low Income
2018-2019 season that had 136
In the 2020-2021 heating season, RFMU will provide a bill credit to eligible customers of 150% of
the state average, with a cap of $500
Low Income funds will also go to weatherization and assistance to service agencies such as
Assistance Resource Center (ARC) and the Salvation Army
Line Voltage Smart Partnered with WPPI Energy, American Public Power Association and local electrical
contractors to identify and sign up customers with electric baseboard heat and install smart
Thermostat
program
thermostat(s) in their home or rental:
•
All thermostats and AMI meters for the project have been installed
Focus on Energy
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Speaking
engagements,
committees,
partnership, training
& education

•
•
•

UWRF – Guest Speaker
APPA’s Demonstration in Energy Efficiency Developments (DEED) – COVID-10
subcommittee meeting
CVTC – Board of Trustees meeting

Fall Cleanup Event (Oct. 5-10)
The RFMU’s Annual Fall Cleanup was held
during October 5-10 at the Public Works
Garage. We greatly appreciate the
Advanced Disposal team who was quick to
unload the vehicles. Customers followed the
rules of what to bring and not to bring to be
disposed of at the event. There were a grand
total of 1085 vehicles at this event and most
traffic came between 4 and 5:30 p.m.

Electronics Recycling Event (Oct. 17)
The RFMU’s Annual Electronics Recycling held on October 17 at the Public Works Garage and
we had a record turnout. We greatly appreciate our customers patience and the hardworking crew of Recycle Technologies, Inc. worked nonstop for four hours making this a
smooth and streamlined event. We filled three semis and two large cargo trucks. At one
point, the line of cars and truck dropping items off extended from the Public Works Garage all
the way to the Library.
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50 for 50 – An Earth Day Tree Project
This year’s annual tree sales were in
conjunction with Earth Day’s 50th
Anniversary. It was our mission to
celebrate this anniversary by planting
50 trees in our community. In
addition, we held a contest for those
that purchased tree(s) to create a
Facebook post of their planted
tree(s) with the hashtag #50for50RF.
The winner of the drawing for the
#50fo50RF Earth Day Tree Project was
Hope Lutheran Church. They won a
$50 chamber check for purchasing,
planting and posting pictures on
social media in celebration of Earth
Day’s 50th Anniversary.
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