Salmon Recovery Funding Board Individual Comment Form

	 
	Date
	Status

	Early App. Review-Site Visit 
	6/6/2012
	Reviewed

	July Review Panel Mtg.
	
	

	Status Options

	REVIEWED
	Review Panel has reviewed and provided comments.

	REVIEWED & FLAGGED
	Review Panel has flagged this project as needing full panel discussion.

	
	Date
	Status

	Post Application
	10/5/2012
	CLEAR

	Final
	10/31/2012
	Clear

	Status Options

	POC
	Project of Concern 

	CLEAR
	Project is clear


Lead Entity:  Yakima

Project Number:  12-1306

Project Name:  Gold Creek Habitat Assessment + Conceptual Design

Project Sponsor:  Kittitas Conservation Trust

Grant Manager: Kay Caromile

[bookmark: _GoBack]Project Summary: This planning grant is to assess salmonid habitat in the Gold Creek watershed and to produce a conceptual design for habitat restoration. Gold Creek is a tributary to the upper Yakima River that originates in the Alpine Lakes Wilderness and then flows into Lake Keechelus near Snoqualmie Pass. The primary goal of the assessment is to investigate the causes of bull trout mortality, such as seasonal dewatering, spatial constraints, and habitat degradation, then design restoration actions that employ natural fluvial processes to reverse the decline in population.
Early Application Review/Site Visit -             REVIEW PANEL comments
Date: 6/14/2012
Panel Member(s) Name: Steve Toth and Patty Michak
Early Project Status: Reviewed
Project Site Visit? Yes, 6/6/2012

1. Recommended improvements to make this a technically sound project according to the SRFB’s criteria.
The proposed assessment would be improved by taking a more focused approach on potential restoration options that would address the passage issues faced by bull trout and other salmonid species.  Collecting piezometer data will be helpful to better characterize groundwater levels and flow directions, but the study design should focus on informing specific project development, rather than a broader groundwater assessment in the valley.  Piezometer data will need to be collected for at least a couple of years to capture the natural variability in seasonal runoff.  

While historical logging, road construction, and residential development have impacted the lower reaches of Gold Creek, the Review Panel feels that the assessment should focus on project development that addresses the key limiting factor for bull trout, rather than broader habitat conditions.    Rather than conducting a data gap analysis and collecting Lidar topographic data, the assessment may be better served by collecting site–specific field and survey data to better inform project development and to develop preliminary designs, such as placement of engineered log jams to provide holding pools and improve low-flow passage conditions.  The potential suite of restoration actions appears to be limited in this reach, and given the dire status of the bull trout population, a more direct approach to project development that focuses on placement of large wood may be appropriate.   

2. Missing Pre-application information.
Lidar availability?

Providing a description of habitat protection and restoration actions taken or proposed within the Gold Creek watershed would strengthen proposal and establish a connection to the overall restoration effort within the watershed.

3. Staff Comments/Questions:
The mouth of Gold Creek consists of a large alluvial fan deposit that has been modified by highway construction activities and other land use impacts over time.  Alluvial fans are areas where stream flows often go sub-surface during low flow periods.
EARLY APPLICATION Review/Site VISIT - lead entity & project sponsor responses

Directions:  Lead Entity or Sponsor must post their response to Review Panel comments in PRISM with document name: Response to Review Panel Comments.  Attach this as a separate document in PRISM to become part of your application, and send your grant manager an e-mail. 

All Flagged projects will be reviewed at the July 12th full Review Panel meeting. Sponsor responses received no later than one week prior to the meeting will be considered by the Review Panel.
Special Note: To help speed the local and SRFB Review Panel evaluation process, if for any reason throughout the application review process you update your project proposal based on SRFB Review Panel comments please re-attach your proposal in PRISM in WORD “track changes.” This step will save time and focus the reviewer on the changes.

Response:  PRISM Attachment #21
Attach Response to PRISM, and send your Grant Manager an e-mail. 
Grant Manager will put in the PRISM attachment number here.

JULY 12th REVIEW PANEL MEETING - REVIEW PANEL comments
Date: 
Panel Member(s) Name: 
Early Project Status: 
Project Site Visit? 

1. Recommended improvements to make this a technically sound project according to the SRFB’s criteria.


2. Missing Pre-application information.


3. Staff Comments/Questions:

JuLY 12th REVIEW PANEL MEETING - lead entity & project sponsor responses 

Directions:  Lead Entity or Sponsor must post their response to Review Panel comments in PRISM with document name: Response to Review Panel Comments. Attach this as a separate document in PRISM to become part of your application, and send your grant manger an e-mail. 

Response: 
Attach Response to PRISM, and send your Grant Manager an e-mail.
Grant Manager will put in the PRISM attachment number here.

 Post Application - REVIEW PANEL comments
Date: 10/5/2012
Panel Member(s) Name: Review Panel
Application Project Status:  CLEAR
1.  Is this a draft project of concern (POC) according to the SRFB’s criteria?  (Yes or No) No

Why?
 The project sponsor has addressed previous Review Panel comments.

2.  If YES, what would make this a technically sound project according to the SRFB’s criteria?

3.  If NO, are there ways in which this project could be further improved?

4. Staff Comments/Questions:
Please note that track changes were not utilized in the revision of the proposal; this increases the work load for all reviewers.  Please follow the guidelines within Manual 18 in the future and utilize track changes when making revisions to your early application project proposal.
Post application - lead entity & project sponsor responses

Directions:  Lead Entity or Sponsor must post their response to Review Panel comments in PRISM with document name: Response to Review Panel Comments. Attach this as a separate document in PRISM to become part of your application, and send your grant manger an e-mail. 

Response: 
Attach Response to PRISM, and send your Grant Manager an e-mail.
Grant Manager will put in the PRISM attachment number here.

FINAL REVIEW PANEL Comments
Date:  10/31/12
Panel Member(s) Name:  Review Panel
Final Project Status: Clear
1.  Is this a project of concern (POC) according to the SRFB’s criteria? (Yes or No)

Why?
 
2.  If YES, what would make this a technically sound project according to the SRFB’s criteria?

3.  If NO, are there ways in which this project could be further improved?

4. Staff Comments/Questions:
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