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1.0 INTRODUCTION 

Trego Flowage (located within the Township of Trego) is a 460 acre impoundment of the 
Namekagon River located in Washburn County, WI.  The lake contains 16.9 miles of shoreline, 
approximately 14 percent of which is accessible to the public.  The Namekagon River is a 
popular river for canoeing, kayaking and inner tubing and several local outfitters are available 
for rentals and shuttle service.  Much of this activity, however, takes place in portions of the 
river outside the project boundary.  The entirety of Trego Flowage is located within the St. Croix 
National Scenic Riverway and considered a National Park.  As such, there are no personal 
watercraft (i.e. jet skis) allowed on the water, and snowmobiles and ATVs may cross the river at 
locations along designated trails, but may not travel the length of the river.  At the time of this 
report, no such trails existed and therefore ice travel by snowmobile or ATV is prohibited on 
Trego Flowage. 

The Trego Hydroelectric Project (FERC Project No. 2711) operates under a 30-year license 
issued by the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission (FERC).  License Article 408 requires that 
the Licensee (Xcel Energy) monitor recreation use of the Trego Hydroelectric Project area to 
determine whether existing recreation facilities are meeting recreation needs.  Concurrent with 
filing FERC Form-80, required by section 8 of the Commission's Regulations (18 CFR 8.11), the 
Licensee shall file a report with the Commission on the monitoring results.  This report shall 
include: 

1. annual recreation use figures;  
2. a discussion of the adequacy of the Licensee's recreation facilities at the project site to 

meet recreation demand; 
3. a description of the methodology used to collect all study data; and 
4. if there is a need for additional facilities, a recreation plan proposed by the Licensee to 

accommodate recreation needs in the project area. 

In order to meet the FERC requirements, Great Lakes Environmental Center, Inc. (GLEC) 
consulted with Xcel Energy to devise and implement a plan of study aimed specifically at 
meeting all the FERC requirements.  The goals of the Trego Recreation Study were to: 

• inventory the recreational facilities on Trego Flowage to determine their amenities and 
capacities; 

• estimate the recreational usage on Trego Flowage both as a whole and at specific 
recreational facilities; 

• determine the adequacy of each of the recreational facilities and their ability to meet 
the current recreational demand; and 

• obtain feedback from users of the recreational facilities to help gauge facility adequacy 
and receive input from the public on recommended improvements to facilities. 

The Trego Recreation Study was conducted from May 2014 through March 2015.  This report 
was prepared by Great Lakes Environmental Center, Inc., 739 Hastings Street, Traverse City, MI. 
The report’s principal author and Lead investigator was Chris Turner. 



Trego Recreation Report (FERC Project No. 2711)  2 

June 23, 2015 

2.0 METHODS 

This section describes the methods used to collect, summarize and extrapolate the raw data 
acquired during the study.  Each subsection focuses on the different types of data/information 
collected. 

2.1 Inventory of Facilities 
In order to list and inventory each of the facilities on Trego Flowage, GLEC used previous 
recreation studies, maps/aerial images of the area, internet resources and field visits to identify 
both public and private recreational facilities within the Project.  Each public facility was visited 
to determine the amenities available and their capacity (e.g. number of parking spots, docks, 
boat ramps, etc.), and an initial overview of the apparent adequacy of the facility was noted.  
Section 3.0 describes each of the following public recreational facilities in detail: 

• Town of Trego Boat Landing 
• Trego Town Park Landing 
• Tailwater Access and Canoe Portage 
• National Park Service (NPS) river access 

2.2 Interviews with Owners and Operators of Facilities and other Key 
Personnel 

GLEC staff arranged phone interviews with key personnel associated with recreational facilities 
on Trego Flowage.  These included owners and/or operators of facilities, Wisconsin Department 
of Natural Resources (WDNR) staff, public works staff, etc.  Where possible, interviews were 
conducted with the same people that were interviewed for the 2009 recreation report.  The 
goals of these interviews were to characterize current recreation, assess the adequacy of the 
facilities, identify any changes that have occurred since the last recreation report, and discuss 
improvements that are planned to take place over the next several years.  Details of each 
interview are contained in Section 4.0. 

2.3 Counts of Recreational Users 
Daily recreational use estimates were made using data from a combination of sources including 
data collected from trail counters, counts/estimates of day-time recreational users from local 
sources, and estimates of overnight and multi-day usage provided by operators of individual 
lodging facilities adjacent to the Trego Flowage project area.  The following subsections details 
each of the data collection efforts. 

2.3.1 Trail Counter Data 
During the study period trail counters were installed at the Town of Trego Landing, Trego Town 
Park Landing, North Tailwater, and the canoe portage (Figure 1).  The trail counters that were 
installed use active infrared technology to obtain vehicle or pedestrian count statistics that 
include the date and time of the count as well as the total number of “events” (defined as a 
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break in the infrared beam).  The all-weather, portable, battery powered counting devices 
utilize active infrared technology to count vehicular traffic in one-hour intervals continuously.  
In the case of a counter placed directly across the road which accesses a facility, an event was 
expected to be produced for every vehicle or pedestrian that passed on the road.  Counters 
placed on walking trails were expected to produce and event for pedestrian that passed on the 
trail.  The assumption was made that the same number of people that entered via the road/trail 
also left via the road/trail.  The configuration of the south tailwater fishing area is such that it 
was not possible to install a trail counter.  In lieu of the data from a trail counter, the operator 
of the Trego Hydro was asked to compare the amount of use at the south tailwater versus the 
north tailwater (which was monitored with a trail counter).  The direct observations made by 
the hydro operator were used to extrapolate the use of the south tailwater from the north 
tailwater data. 

2.3.2 Counts/Estimates of Recreational Users from Local Sources 
During the Trego recreation study, we identified the following three sources of day-use 
recreation in addition to the previously identified and monitored facilities: 

• Jack’s canoe rental (outfitter) 
• Log Cabin Campground (outfitter) 
• National Park Service River Access 

Both of the outfitters that provide rentals of canoes and inner tubes provide their services to 
facilitate recreationists on various parts of the Namekagon River.  A portion of those users end 
their journey at one of the outfitters, both of which are located in the upper portion of Trego 
Flowage.  Both outfitters were contacted and asked to provide the number of people that used 
their services during the 2014 season, which are tracked and provided to the National Park 
Service.  These outfitters were then asked to estimate the percentage of the users which took 
out at their facilities and were therefore recreating on Trego Flowage for a portion of their day. 

The NPS maintains an access point on each side of the upper flowage at the intersection of 
Highway 63 and Lakeside Road.  A visitor’s center is also located in this area on the south side 
of Highway 63.  The NPS does not make counts or estimates of the users of the two river access 
points, but they do make counts of people at their visitor’s center.  The annual visitor count at 
the visitor’s center during the study period was provided by the NPS and those counts were 
used to extrapolate estimates of users of the access points during the current time period.  In 
2008 (the period of study for the previous recreation report), 4,387 visitors were counted at the 
NPS visitors center.  In 2014, that number declined slightly to 4,056 visitors (a 7.5 percent 
decrease). 

Ice fishing on Trego Flowage is essentially nonexistent on Trego Flowage due to the often thin 
and unsafe ice.  The WDNR warden that patrols this area indicated that over the course of any 
winter, less than 50 people are expected to be found ice fishing on Trego Flowage.  Since many 
of these users are likely shoreline residents and do not use any of the facilities on the flowage, 
ice fishing was considered to be negligible and not added to the recreational use estimates 
contained within this report. 
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The NPS maintains several ski trails immediately north of the Trego Flowage, but these trails do 
not provide direct access to the flowage and are not included in this report.  The NPS also 
maintains a boat landing downstream of the Trego Hydro at County Highway K.  This landing is 
not within the project boundary and is also not included in this report. 

2.3.3 Usage Numbers from Private Facilities 
Trego Flowage contains four private lodging facilities (campgrounds, resorts, etc).  Overnight 
use was considered to be restricted to these facilities.  In order to estimate the nighttime use, 
the owner/operator of each facility was contacted (with a letter during the beginning of the 
study period and a follow-up phone call after the study period when required) and asked to 
provide estimates of overnight stay information.  The facilities at which overnight use is 
available are listed below: 

• Bay Park Resort & Campground 
• Jack's Campground 
• Log Cabin Resort & Campground 
• Trego Town Park  

Most owners/operators were unable to provide an exact number of people that used their 
facility and instead provided an estimated percent capacity of their facility for each day type 
(weekend, weekday, peak weekend) and month.  The percent capacity estimates were 
multiplied by the average daily full load capacity of each facility to calculate an average number 
of overnight users for each day type and month.  This figure was then multiplied by the number 
of each day type in each month and summed to calculate an overall estimate of nighttime use 
per month and for the entire study period.  This method is consistent with the previous 
recreational use estimate and report (2009).  Based on information from owners/operators of 
facilities of various types, the average group size for this study was defined as 2.5 for RV users, 
3.5 for campsites and 4.5 for cabins.  These averages were used whenever specific user 
information was unavailable from the owner/operator of the overnight use facility.  A summary 
of overnight use on Trego Flowage is contained in Section 5.2. 

For purposes of estimating total recreation usage, the assumption was made that people using 
facilities for nighttime usage were also using the facilities during the day.  Therefore, when 
calculating daytime recreational usage, nighttime estimates were added to daytime estimates 
obtained from trail counters and other sources. 

2.4 Self-Reporting Surveys 
GLEC developed a self-reporting survey form (Figure 2) that invited users of recreational 
facilities to provide information about themselves and their opinion of the recreational 
opportunities on Trego Flowage.  GLEC designed, fabricated and installed weatherproof survey 
boxes (Figure 3) that housed both blank and completed surveys.  These boxes were placed at 
the north tailwater fishing area, south tailwater fishing area (which includes the canoe portage), 
Town of Trego boat landing, and Trego Town Park landing.  The boxes were each checked and 
the completed forms retrieved on a regular basis.   

The self-reporting surveys were aimed at collecting two primary types of information: 
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1. Characterization information about the users of the facility (i.e. party size, length of stay, 
types of recreation activities, mode of travel, etc.); and 

2. Opinions of the adequacy of facilities on Trego Flowage and suggestions for 
improvements to any of the facilities or recreational opportunities in general. 

The characterization information was used to help make accurate assumptions during the 
extrapolation of counter data and the information on adequacy helped to understand the 
public’s viewpoint of any improvements that might be needed.  Summaries of the self-reporting 
surveys can be found in Section 6.0. 
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Figure 1.  Infrared Pedestrian/Vehicle Counters used at Trego Flowage Recreational Facilities 
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Figure 2.  Trego Flowage self-reporting recreational use form 
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Figure 3.  Examples of survey boxes installed at select recreational facilities. 
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3.0 DESCRIPTIONS OF RECREATIONAL FACILITIES ON TREGO 
FLOWAGE 

Each of the public recreational facilities on Trego Flowage is described below, and discussions 
of the use and adequacy of each facility are discussed in subsequent sections of this report.  
Figure 4 displays a map of the area showing the location of each of the recreational facilities 
present on Trego Flowage during the study period. 

Other facilities such as parks, ski trails and other recreation areas are present in the general 
area of Trego Flowage.  These facilities, however, are not within the development/project 
boundary and are not included in this recreation report. 

3.1 Town of Trego Boat Landing 
The Town of Trego owns and maintains this single launch boat landing on the south-central 
portion of the Flowage.  It is the primary public landing on the Flowage and consists of a single 
cement launch with paved approach and a dock.  It is the only public landing capable of 
launching larger motorized boats.  The parking area is essentially the road right-of-way but 
there is typically ample room for the amount of use.  The Town does not charge a fee for the 
use of this launch and no other amenities are present.  The landing is in good condition and is 
adequate for the light to moderate use it receives.  There are no road signs that direct users to 
the location of this landing, and two comments provided by survey respondents indicated that 
the landing was not easy to find. 

3.2 Trego Town Park and Landing 
The Town of Trego owns and maintains a campground on the east end of the flowage, 
upstream of Highway 53.  It consists of 19 seasonal RV sites, 29 campsites, three pavilions, 
showers, picnic areas and shore fishing opportunities.  The Town also owns and maintains a 
small boat landing adjacent to the Town Park.  It consists of a single unpaved launch area with 
no dock.  A gravel parking lot is provided that can accommodate 8-10 vehicles.  The launch area 
is small and shallow and is primarily used as a take-out for canoers and kayakers before they 
enter the slack water of the flowage itself.  Shallow water between this launch and the main 
flowage also limits the ability of larger motorized watercraft to use this launch to access the 
flowage.  The area receives light use in the summer.  Overall, the facility is in good condition 
and is adequate for the current usage.  There is no fee associated with the use of the launch. 

3.3 Tailwater Access and Canoe Portage 
Xcel Energy owns, maintains, and provides public use of this area which includes tailwater 
fishing access on both sides of the river and canoe portage which consists of a take-out, signed 
trail, and put-in area.  This enables canoeists who are navigating from an upstream location to a 
downstream location to safely bypass the dam.  There are no fees associated with the use of 
this area.  A garbage receptacle is available on the north side (near the canoe portage trail), but 
no additional amenities are provided and overall the area is adequate for the light but 
consistent use it receives. 
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3.4 NPS Namekagon River Access 
The National Park Service maintains this access area in the upper portion of the flowage along 
Highway 63.  It consists of two hand-carry access points, one on either side of the river.  Each 
access point consists of steps that lead to the water’s edge where users can put in or out 
canoes, kayaks or inner tubes.  An area for picnicking, which includes a grill is available, but 
there are no other amenities.  An NPS visitor’s center is located immediately on the other side 
of Highway 63 and does offer outdoor garbage receptacles and restrooms and other facilities 
during open hours.  The three parking areas combined are capable of holding more than 30 
vehicles and the areas offer shoreline fishing, swimming or wading to those who would choose 
to do so.  The access areas, while rustic, are in good condition and receive moderate to heavy 
use, mostly as a take-out area for canoeists and inner-tubers. 
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Figure 4.  Map of Trego Flowage showing location of recreational facilities, 2014-2015. 
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4.0 SUMMARIES OF INTERVIEWS WITH KEY PERSONNEL 

This section provides a brief summary of the interviews with owners/operators of facilities and 
other key personnel that have detailed knowledge of the recreational facilities and 
opportunities on Trego Flowage.   

4.1 Dave Swanson, Conservation Warden - WDNR  
Mr. Swanson has been a warden in the Trego area for the last 16 years and is therefore quite 
familiar with Trego Flowage and its recreational opportunities.  He felt that the overall amount 
of recreation taking place on the flowage has remained fairly consistent over the last six years.  
He sees a mix of anglers and recreational boaters during the summer season, but noted that 
recreational boating is often more popular than fishing (especially during the weekends).  This 
recreational boating takes the form of casual boating (pontoons, etc.) as well as water skiing.  
The flowage itself is fairly long and skinny and is therefore not ideal for waterskiing and tubing 
and conflicts and competition for space can occur between users. 

Mr. Swanson stated that the Town of Trego Landing is in good shape and is the only public 
landing for motorized boats to access the main flowage.  He felt the landing is adequate to 
handle the amount of use despite the fact that it essentially handles all the daily boat trailering 
activity.  Mr. Swanson also mentioned that in the late summer and fall when weeds detach 
from their beds and float downstream, they can accumulate in the area of this landing making it 
important for users to clean their trailers off before leaving the area. 

Mr. Swanson noted that the use of the tailwater fishing areas is fairly popular and can be used 
quite heavily at times.  At no time, however, has he felt that the area is overly crowded and the 
current facility is adequate for the use it receives.  He felt that the canoe portage is lightly used 
and in good condition.  While he seldom sees canoeists using the portage, he himself has used 
it to portage his canoe and found it to be adequate. 

According to Mr. Swanson, the landing adjacent to Trego Town Park is used only by small boats 
and canoes/kayaks.  The shallow water in this part of the flowage precludes use by larger boats.  
Mr. Swanson stated that he does receive complaints of the shallow water and sedimentation 
occurring in the upper part of the flowage, but it does not cause any hindrance to recreation.  
He stated that the only users affected are residents that live in the upper flowage who may like 
to travel by boat into the main flowage, and any dredging (as has been proposed by some) 
would only be a temporary measure given the nature of the river system. 

4.2 Tom Frost, Chair – Trego Lake District 
Mr. Frost has been a Trego area resident for the last 10 years and currently serves as Chair of 
the Trego Lake District.  He felt that the use of the flowage has been about the same over the 
last several years.  Mr. Frost stated that the Town of Trego Landing is in good condition after 
some recent upgrades and is adequate for the current use; while the landing near the Town 
Park is essentially a hand-carry access, but still meets the needs of its users.   
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Mr. Frost expressed concerns about the sedimentation occurring in the upper part of the 
flowage.  He stated that the Town and Lake District have been working on a dredging plan for 
serval years.  The entities have secured a permit to complete the dredging, but the funds have 
not been completely secured.  Mr. Frost noted that the upper end of the flowage has become 
difficult to use due to the shallow water and he fears that the condition will continue to 
worsen. 

Mr. Frost also discussed the weed harvesting that has been conducted since 1998 to keep open 
several navigational channels.  This effort is facilitated by the Lake District and fully funded by 
Xcel Energy as part of their FERC license requirements.  Weed growth was low enough in 2014 
that no weed cutting was needed, but in the previous several years, the harvesting of the 
weeds has been effective at keeping the channels open for boat traffic.  Mr. Frost did express 
concern that the amount of navigable water in the flowage may decrease in future years due to 
a combination of weed growth and sedimentation and that additional crowding may result. 

4.3 Ricky Reichert, Operator – Trego Hydroelectric Project 
Mr. Reichert has been operating both the Hayward and Trego Hydroelectric Facilities for the 
past five years.  His duties typically have him on site at the Trego Facility during weekdays, but 
he does observe the area during certain weekend and evening times as well.  Mr. Reichert 
described the public access areas which include tailwater fishing areas on both the north and 
south side of the river as well as a canoe portage.  He noted that the use of each these areas is 
fairly light but consistent and the current facilities are adequate for the amount of use.  The 
tailwater fishing areas and canoe portage are all in good condition, and the north side fishing 
area may receive some general maintenance in the next few years, including a new railing.  
Overall, Mr. Reichert felt that recreation has remained fairly consistent over his five year tenure 
on both Trego Flowage itself and in the tailwater areas.   

4.4 Gary Campbell, Chair – Town of Trego 
Mr. Campbell has served as Chairperson for the Town of Trego since 1993.  Overall, he felt that 
the amount of recreation on Trego Flowage has increased slightly over the last several years.  
He stated that the lake is not crowded and both the configuration of the lake and the 
placement of designated slow-no-wake zones helps keep conflict and competition for space 
among users down. 

Mr. Campbell stated that the Town of Trego Landing is in good shape after receiving a new 
concreate slab and new rock fill in October of 2014.  He stated that the landing receives 
moderate to heavy use during certain times and the parking area can be full which leads to 
trucks parking along both sides of the road.  Fortunately, the road is a quiet rural road and wide 
enough to accommodate the vehicles, so there is no real safety concern associated with this 
parking.  The landing is surrounded by private land, so there is little opportunity to expand the 
parking area, but other modifications may be made to the landing area to improve traffic flow. 

Mr. Campbell also noted that use at the Town Park has increased somewhat and it is common 
for it to be 100 percent full on busy summer weekends.  One of the three pavilions was recently 
rebuilt and all three are available to the public.  A fee is charged for reserving a pavilion, but the 
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public may use them free of charge on a first-come-first-served basis.  Overall, Mr. Campbell 
felt that all the amenities of the Park are in good condition and no changes are planned for the 
immediate future. 

Mr. Campbell mentioned that the pondweed harvesting has been ongoing and has been 
successful at restricting the weeds from the navigational channels.  The harvesting is planned to 
continue for years to come.  He also noted the sedimentation issue in the upper end of the 
flowage and stated that the Town and Lake Association have been working together on a 
funding plan which may include special property tax assessments to some property owners. 
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5.0 RECREATIONAL USE ESTIMATES 

5.1 Daytime Recreational Use 
As described in Section 2.0, daytime recreational use estimates were extrapolated from 
multiple sources including trail counters, estimates from outfitters, NPS usage numbers and 
estimates from overnight facilities.  Clearly these methods do not account for recreational use 
on the flowage that is not associated with a monitored facility or controlled site (i.e. residents 
or users of other unmonitored areas); therefore recreational use extrapolations do not refer to 
the use occurring on the flowage itself, just at the monitored facilities.  Use estimates are 
divided into “daytime” and “nighttime” (e.g. overnight stays by the user).  The next section 
describes the nighttime use estimates.  

Total annual daytime use for the study period was estimated at 74,524 recreation days (Table 
1).  The majority of the day-use (use not associated with an overnight stay facility) was either 
canoeists and inner tubers that used one of the outfitters or users at the NPS River Access area.  
As would be expected, summertime use (May through September) far exceeded fall use at 
Trego Flowage.  The month of July saw the largest portion of all use (31 percent), while all fall 
months (October and November) combined received 4 percent of the annual use.  Wintertime 
use was essentially nonexistent on Trego Flowage during the study period. 

During the summer months, total recreational use during weekdays exceeded use during 
weekends or peak weekend days (summer recreational holidays and their adjacent weekend 
days) (Table 2).  Average use during any day of a peak weekend (982 visits) was higher than 
average use of either summer month non-peak weekend or weekday use (754 visits and 321 
visits per day, respectively). 

When calculated over the entire year, weekday use comprised 48 percent of all recreational 
visits, weekends comprised 40 percent and peak weekends comprised 12 percent.  Average 
daily use across the entire year of study for peak weekends, non-peak weekends and weekdays 
was 982; 304; and 139 visits per day, respectively. 

As one would expect, a fairly strong correlation between weather and recreational use has 
been documented in other recreational studies which included instantaneous counts of users 
and notations of current weather conditions.  Temperature and weather conditions (i.e. sunny, 
cloudy, rain, snow, etc.) have a large effect on the number of recreational users on any given 
day.  This leads to a potentially large variation in the amount of recreational use during any 
given year.  Summers characterized by rainy or cool weather can be expected to yield lower 
recreational numbers than summers which include more fair weather days.  The recreational 
estimates contained in this report are for the specific period of study and may not reflect 
recreational use during any other timeframe. 

5.2 Nighttime Recreational Use 
As described in Section 2.0, nighttime use (i.e. overnight stays) was estimated from information 
provided by each of the lodging facilities on Trego Flowage and is defined as each overnight 
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visit by a person to one of the facilities in the project area for the purpose of recreation.  Total 
available overnight capacity at each facility is presented in Table 3 and breakdowns of the 
overnight stay estimates are provided in Appendix A.  Overall, the number of overnight users 
during the study period of May 2014 through April 2015 was estimated at 39,257 (Table 4) and 
use was heaviest at the larger facilities, which have more total capacity.  Overnight use was only 
recorded during the summer and fall months.  July and August were the most popular overnight 
use months (24 and 22 percent of all overnight use, respectively; while October and November 
combined resulted in less than six percent of the total overnight recreation. 

During the summer of 2014, total overnight use during weekdays exceeded overnight use 
during peak weekends or non-peak weekends.  Average overnight use during any night of a 
peak weekend (493 visits) was higher than average use of either summer month non-peak 
weekend or weekday nighttime use (392 visits and 166 visits per night, respectively).  During 
the fall, average nightly use was higher on weekdays than on weekends (152 visits and 66 visits 
per night, respectively).  No peak weekends occurred during the fall time period. 

When calculated over the entire year, weekday overnight use comprised 49 percent of all visits, 
weekends comprised 40 percent and peak weekends comprised 11 percent.  Average nightly 
use across the entire year of study for peak weekends, non-peak weekends and weekdays was 
493; 161; and 74 visits per night, respectively. 
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Table 1.  Extrapolated daytime recreational use (in recreation days) at Trego Flowage – May 2014 to April 2015
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Totals by 
Month

May 519 163 823 228 506 74 5193 7,506
June 410 248 1109 194 2423 2368 7731 14,483
July 524 461 964 78 3770 7857 9300 22,954
August 448 186 680 354 3345 5615 8794 19,421
September 347 102 403 98 98 178 5934 7,160
October 298 80 253 64 0 0 1803 2,498
November 0 0 0 0 0 0 502 502
December 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
January 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
February 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
March 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
April 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Total by Facility 2,546 1,240 4,231 1,016 10,142 16,092 39,257 74,524
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Weekday Weekend 

Peak 
Weekend 

Su
m

m
er

tim
e 

May 3,381 2,209 1,916 
June 7,500 6,983 0 
July 10,962 8,436 3,556 
August 8,754 7,991 2,676 
September 3,442 3,024 694 
TOTAL 34,039 28,643 8,841 
# days 106 38 9 
Ave Per Day 321 754 982 

 

    

  
Weekday Weekend 

Peak 
Weekend 

W
in

te
rt

im
e 

October 1,580 918 0 
November 270 232 0 
December 0 0 0 
January 0 0 0 
February 0 0 0 
March 0 0 0 
April 0 0 0 
TOTAL 1,850 1,150 0 
# days 152 60 0 
Ave Per Day 12 19 N/A 

     

  
Weekday Weekend 

Peak 
Weekend 

Ye
ar

 TOTAL 35,889 29,793 8,841 
# days 258 98 9 
Ave Per Day 139 304 982 

 

Table 2.  Comparison of extrapolated recreational use at Trego Flowage by type of day – May 2014 to April 2015 

 



Trego Recreation Report (FERC Project No. 2711)  19 

June 23, 2015 
Figure 5.  Extrapolated recreational use by month at Trego Flowage – May 2014 to April 2015. 

 

 

 
Table 3.  Maximum overnight capacity at overnight stay facilities on Trego Flowage 
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Peak Weekend

Year-Round Seasonal Year-Round Seasonal Year-Round Seasonal Year-Round Seasonal

Bay Park Resort & Campground 0 0 0 5 0 0 0 96 597
Jack's Campground 0 0 0 0 0 15 0 0 90

Log Cabin Resort & Campground 0 0 0 5 0 25 0 0 168
Trego Town Park 0 0 0 0 0 29 0 19 288

Maximum 
Capacity

Hotel / Motel Rooms: Cabins: Campsites: RV Sites:
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Weekday Weekend 

Peak 
Weekend 

Su
m

m
er

tim
e 

May 2,365 1,566 1,262 
June 3,428 4,303 0 
July 4,829 2,863 1,608 
August 4,140 3,581 1,072 
September 2,847 2,592 496 
TOTAL 17,609 14,905 4,438 
# days 106 38 9 
Ave Per Day 166 392 493 

 

    

  
Weekday Weekend 

Peak 
Weekend 

W
in

te
rt

im
e 

October 1,185 618 0 
November 270 232 0 
December 0 0 0 
January 0 0 0 
February 0 0 0 
March 0 0 0 
April 0 0 0 
TOTAL 1,455 850 0 
# days 152 60 0 
Ave Per Day 10 14 N/A 

     

  
Weekday Weekend 

Peak 
Weekend 

Ye
ar

 TOTAL 19,064 15,755 4,438 
# days 258 98 9 
Ave Per Day 74 161 493 

 

Table 4.  Extrapolated nighttime recreational use (overnight visits) at Trego Flowage – May 2014 to April 2015
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6.0 RESULTS OF SELF-REPORTING SURVEYS 

A total of 29 surveys were submitted and collected from the four survey box locations during 
the course of the study (Table 5).  The majority of the surveys were collected during the month 
of July (20 of the 29 surveys), while no surveys were collected in May 2014 nor during any of 
the months of September 2014 through April 2015.  For many of the submitted surveys, not all 
sections were completed.  Almost all respondents listed activities that were important and 
most rated at least one individual facility. 

Survey 
Collection 
Location 

June July August September Total Percentage 

Town of Trego 
Boat Landing 1 3 1 2 7 24% 

Town Park 
Landing 0 3 0 0 3 10% 

North Tailwater / 
Canoe Portage 0 9 2 0 11 38% 

South Tailwater 3 5 0 0 8 28% 

Total (%) 4 (14%) 20 (69%) 3 (10%) 2 (7%) 29 100% 
Table 5.  Numbers and percentages of submitted surveys, by collection location, Trego Recreation Report 

Respondents were asked to list up to five activities they considered to be important for the 
Trego Flowage area.  Boating (including canoeing and kayaking) was the most popular activity, 
followed by enjoying nature, boat fishing and shore fishing (Table 6). 

Activity Respondents Reported 
Boating (includes sailing, canoeing, etc.) 58% 
Enjoying Nature 50% 
Boat Fishing 42% 
Shore Fishing 42% 
Swimming 33% 
Walking/Jogging/Hiking 33% 
Relaxing/Visiting 33% 
Photography 25% 
Picnicking 21% 
General Play (playgrounds, etc) 17% 
Camping 17% 
Water Skiing/Tubing 13% 
Hunting 8% 
Playing Sports 8% 
Parking (sitting in car eating, viewing, etc) 8% 
Jet Skiing 4% 
Biking 4% 
Cross Country Skiing 4% 

Table 6.  Percentage of respondents who reported listed activities as most important for the Trego Hydro 
Project. 
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Overall, visitors were satisfied with the facilities on Trego Flowage.  The average ratings (on a 
scale of 1 to 5) ranged from 3.3 for the north tailwater fishing area to 4.7 for the Town of Trego 
Landing (Table 7).  Each facility received at least one “5” (the maximum rating possible) and 
with the exception of the Town of Trego Landing, each facility received at least one “1” (the 
minimum rating for the Town of Trego Landing was “4”).   
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Minimum Rating 1 4 1 1 1  
Median Rating 4 5 4 4.5 4  
Maximum Rating 5 5 5 5 5  
Average Rating 4.0 4.7 3.3 4.0 3.9  
Standard Deviation 1.4 0.5 2.1 1.5 1.2  
Number of responses 7 12 3 6 11  

Table 7.  Summary statistics for ratings (on a scale of 1 to 5) of recreation facilities on Trego Flowage. 

Comments provided by survey respondents (both facility-specific and general) provide valuable 
information about the public’s view of the adequacy of the recreational facilities and 
opportunities on Trego Flowage.  Comments ranged from simple compliments, to suggestions 
of additions or improvements to specific facilities, to notes about cleanliness or other issues.  
Only one of the comments noted that the facilities or Trego Flowage in general are busy or 
crowded.  Facility-specific and general comments are summarized in Table 8.
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Facility COMMENT 
Trego Town Park Landing Nice park 

Trego Town Park Landing Need repair and dredging 

Trego Town Park Landing Trashy 

Trego Town Park Landing If Xcel is going to own the Trego Park Landing, it needs to be 
maintained.  There is no other landing for people picking up 
canoes, etc.  The bridge landing on south side is way too congested 
on busy weekends. 

Town of Trego Landing Very convenient, but hidden 

Town of Trego Landing Gorgeous, but no sign indicating location of boat launch 

Town of Trego Landing Love the place.  Nice safety rail on south side of dam, thanks. 

Town of Trego Landing Clean up boat landing 

South Tailwater Pull weeds out 

South Tailwater Put a garbage can here so the gugans will quit littering all over the 
place. 

South Tailwater Thanks for railing by the dam, greatly appreciated 

North Tailwater Benches 

Canoe Portage pull weeds out 

Canoe Portage It would be nice to take out here 

Canoe Portage please remove log past landing 

Canoe Portage Nice portage, well maintained 

Canoe Portage Add a map at the portage point of the lake 

NPS River Access Could use a porta-potty 

NPS River Access Road needs work 

General Get rid of wild rice, Don't waste money on cutting weeds unless 
they really need it 

General A good sturgeon and catfish catch and release fishery 

General Poor fishing.  Need landing on River Rd 

General Great for kids 

General Nice area, lots of people, empty plastic bottles/cans in water 

Table 8.  Summary of comments provided during the Trego Recreation Study.
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7.0 DISCUSSION OF ADEQUACY OF CURRENT FACILITIES 

Overall, the Trego Flowage area offers a good amount of recreational opportunity for water 
users and a small amount of recreational opportunity for land users.  There also appears to be 
ample opportunity for overnight recreational users (i.e. campers, etc.).  The facilities are limited 
in number but in good condition, and receive regular maintenance and upgrades when 
required.  The number and size/capacity of the facilities present appear sufficient to 
accommodate the current amount of use on all but the busiest of days.  The sections below 
discuss the level of use and adequacy for day use boat and day use non-boat users. 

7.1 Day use by boaters, canoeists, and inner tubers 
The number of boaters on Trego Flowage appears to have remained fairly low over the last six 
years and does not appear to be causing any congestion, safety concerns or competition for 
space among recreationists engaging in different activities.  The small size of the lake, coupled 
with the availability of numerous larger lakes in the area is likely to keep boating pressure low 
and help avoid safety risks, high chance of user interference, or high probability of 
environmental harm.  The single boat landing is adequate for the current amount of use, 
although the nature of the parking area can cause users to walk a fairly long distance at times.  
No complaints have been received of any competition for space or conflicts between anglers 
and recreational boaters. 

The upper portion of Trego Flowage is a very popular place for users of the Namekagon River 
(canoeists, kayakers, and inner tubers) to terminate their trip (either at the NPS River Access, 
one of the outfitters, or the Trego Town Park Landing).  Of all estimated day use, over 90 
percent is use that occurs in the upper riverine portion of the flowage upstream of the Highway 
53 Bridge.  This section of the flowage would likely be considered by the general user to be the 
Namekagon River, not the Trego Flowage.  It appears that the availability of access and the 
number of facilities is adequate to meet the current need. 

7.2 Day use by Non-boaters 
Trego Flowage has few day-use areas for land users.  The Town of Trego Park offers some 
recreational day-use facilities while the tailwater fishing areas and canoe portage offer 
shoreline fishing opportunities.  Of the total estimated recreational use of the flowage, 
approximately seven percent occurs on the Xcel Energy land adjacent to the Hydro Facility. 

7.3 Overnight Use 
According to the owners/operators of private overnight facilities who discussed the use of 
Trego Flowage, overnight use has increased slightly over the last several years.  While many 
owners/operators indicated that facility is full on busy weekends (especially holiday weekends), 
there appears to still be some availability throughout the summer.  Overall, it appears that 
facilities are in good condition and adequate to meet the needs of their users.  There appears to 
be enough overnight stay opportunity to meet the current demand, but the flowage area does 
appear to be able to accommodate additional facilities in the future if demand increases. 
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APPENDIX A 

Overnight Stay Information Provided by Controlled Sites 

Trego Flowage
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Number users total Weekdays Weekends
Peak 

Weekends Weekdays Weekends
Peak 

Weekends Weekdays Weekends
Peak 

Weekends Weekdays Weekends
Peak 

Weekends Weekdays Weekends
Peak 

Weekends

May 2014 1,133       773          579          198          54            135          215          293          190          820          447          358          2,365      1,566      1,262      
Jun 2014 1,545       1,931       -           450          225          -           390          731          -           1,043       1,416       -           3,428      4,303      -         
July 2014 2,266       1,159       734          495          270          135          429          585          293          1,639       849          447          4,829      2,863      1,608      
Aug 2014 2,163       1,545       489          473          360          90            410          663          195          1,095       1,013       298          4,140      3,581      1,072      
Sept 2014 1,622       1,236       219          189          72            45            410          390          83            626          894          149          2,847      2,592      496         
Oct 2014 1,185       618          -           -           -           -           -           -           -           -           -           -           1,185      618         -         
Nov 2014 270          232          -           -           -           -           -           -           -           -           -           -           270         232         -         
Dec 2014 -           -           -           -           -           -           -           -           -           -           -           -           -         -         -         
Jan 2015 -           -           -           -           -           -           -           -           -           -           -           -           -         -         -         
Feb 2015 -           -           -           -           -           -           -           -           -           -           -           -           -         -         -         
Mar 2015 -           -           -           -           -           -           -           -           -           -           -           -           -         -         -         
Apr 2015 -           -           -           -           -           -           -           -           -           -           -           -           -         -         -         

19,699     3,191       5,275       11,093     39,257    

TOTALBay Park Resort & Campground Jack's Campground Log Cabin Resort & Campground Trego Town Park
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Agency Correspondence 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 





 
 

 

 

 
 

United States Department of the Interior 
NATIONAL PARK SERVICE 

Midwest Regional Office/ Wisconsin Field Office 
Hydropower Assistance Program 

626 E. Wisconsin Avenue, Suite 400 
Milwaukee, WI 53202 

 
 

August 3, 2015 
 
 
Mr. Matt Miller,  
Xcel Energy 
P.O. Box 8 
Eau Claire, WI 54702 
 
Subject:  Review of Draft Recreation Report for Trego Hydro, FERC No. 2711 
 
 
Dear Mr. Miller,  
 
Thank you for sending the Draft Recreation Report for Trego Hydro; we have the following comments. 
 
The report and analysis are well done but apparently the copy you mailed me did not include a Section 
8, “Recommendations for the Future” as other Xcel hydro recreation reports have.  Therefore, we draw 
our recommendations from user feedback listed in Table 8.    
 
We recommend Xcel address the repair and maintenance of the Trego Town Park Landing and ensure 
place/directional signs are visible.  Similarly, the Town of Trego Landing needs cleaning up and signage.  
The canoe portage needs improvements and signage as stated.   Discussions should be held with NPS 
regarding cost-sharing for enhancements (porta potty; road enhancements) at the NPS river access site. 
 
We appreciate the opportunity to provide comment.  Feel free to contact me at 414.297.3605 or 
angie_tornes@nps.gov if you have questions. 
 
 
Sincerely,  
 

 
 
 Angela M. Tornes 
 
Cc:  
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission 
Cheryl Laatsch, Wisconsin Department of Natural Resources 
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Below is the text or summary of agency comments in bold italics with licensee’s response 
following. 

National Park Service 
The report and analysis are well done but apparently the copy you mailed me did not include 
a Section 8, “Recommendations for the Future” as other Xcel hydro recreation reports have.  
Therefore, we draw our recommendations from user feedback listed in Table 8.    
 
We recommend Xcel address the repair and maintenance of the Trego Town Park Landing and 
ensure place/directional signs are visible.  Similarly, the Town of Trego Landing needs 
cleaning up and signage.  The canoe portage needs improvements and signage as stated.   
Discussions should be held with NPS regarding cost-sharing for enhancements (porta potty; 
road enhancements) at the NPS river access site. 
 
In Section 3.2 of the report, licensee’s consultant concluded that the Trego Town Park and 
Landing is in overall good condition and adequate for the current use is receives.  Furthermore, 
the Town of Trego Chair, Gary Campbell, stated that the landing is in good shape after receiving 
a new concrete slab and new rock fill in October 2014 (Section 4.4).  Any maintenance of 
signage is the responsibility of the Town of Trego. 
 
In section 3.1 of the report, licensee’s consultant concluded that the Town of Trego Landing is 
in good condition and is adequate for the “light to moderate use it receives.”  Maintenance and 
signage are the responsibility of the Town of Trego and outside the scope of Article 408. 
 
The report concludes that licensee’s canoe portage is adequate for the light use it receives.  
However, a portion of the canoe portage will be upgraded as part of the right downstream 
embankment drainage modifications scheduled for this year.  The toe of the right downstream 
embankment forms a portion of the canoe portage. 
 
Maintenance of the NPS river access site is the responsibility of the NPS. 
 
 
 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 


