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Appendix G: Salmon Recovery Funding Board
Individual Comment Form

	
	
	
	Date
	Status

	Lead Entity: 
	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	Early Application Review/Site Visit
	4/8/13
	 FORMDROPDOWN 


	Project Number: 
	13-1112
	Post Application
	
	 FORMDROPDOWN 


	Project Name: 
	Crescent Harbor Creek Restoration Design & Permit
	Final
	
	 FORMDROPDOWN 


	Project Sponsor: 
	Skagit River Sys. Cooperative
	Early Application Status Option

	Grant Manager: 
	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	REVIEWED
	SRFB Review Panel has reviewed and provided comments.

	
	
	Post-Application & Final Status Options

	
	
	NMI
	Need More Information

	
	
	POC
	Project of Concern 

	
	
	CONDITIONED
	SRFB Review Panel has applied conditions

	
	
	CLEAR
	Project has been reviewed by SRFB Review Panel and is okay to continue in funding process


Early Application Review and Site Visit – REVIEW PANEL comments
Date: 
4/15/2013
Panel Member(s) Name: 
Tom Slocum And Paul Schlenger
Early Project Status: 
 FORMCHECKBOX 

Reviewed
Project Site Visit? 
 FORMCHECKBOX 

Yes
 FORMCHECKBOX 

No
1. Recommended improvements to make this a technically sound project according to the SRFB’s criteria.

This proposal seeks funding to complete a preliminary engineering design and permitting for a project to restore morphology and vegetation conditions of about 1,500 feet of the creek channel immediately upstream of the Crescent Harbor salt marsh near Oak Harbor, Whidbey Island.  The entire project site lies on federal land within Naval Air Station Whidbey Island (NASWI), and the NASWI commanding officer has provided a letter of support.   

The proposed work appears to be a technically straight-forward, and no major obstacles to implementation are foreseen.  Completion of the project will complement the salmon habitat benefits of the previous Crescent Harbor salt marsh restoration project.  The proposal would be strengthened by providing additional details on the following issues:

•
Please provide a copy of the report and design drawings of the 2008 feasibility study by EDAW and explain specifically how its findings will be used to support the present proposal. 

•
A breakdown of the 1.5 FTE of “salaries and benefits” showing how in-house staff resources are planned for the various work tasks (e.g. topographic surveying, vegetation planning, etc.)

•
Discussion of the situation of the 303(d) listing for D.O. and fecal coliform, and how the proposed restoration design will improve water quality

•
Discussion of “reference conditions” on the island and how they will be used to inform the design.  The review panel suggests that the watershed draining into Lake Hancock and the relatively pristine creek conditions upstream/west of the Meerkerk Rhododendron Garden property might provide useful data on vegetation and stream morphology reference conditions.
•
Please include a task for wetland reconnaissance and impact assessment in the scope of work, since the new channel alignment will impact some area of wetland.  It is likely that the USACE wil view the project as self-mitigating for wetland impacts, since the existing dredged channel will be filled, but the project will need to go through the proper steps to assure this.

•
Please also adjust the proposed cost match budget to cover 15% of the total project cost, as required in Manual 18.  Alternatively, this project could qualify for a no-match grant if it meets the criteria in Manual 18.

2. Missing Pre-application information.

     
3. Comments/Questions:
     
4. Staff Comments:

     
EARLY APPLICATION Review and Site VISIT – lead entity and project sponsor responses
Directions: By the final application due date, applicants must revise their project proposals using “track changes” and update their PRISM applications and attachments, as needed, to respond to the review panel comments. In addition, please fill out the “Response to Early Review Comments” form and attach the form in PRISM labeled “Response to Early Review Comments.”
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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 update your project proposal using WORD “track changes” and re-attach your proposal in PRISM. This step will save time and focus the reviewer on the changes.
Post Application – REVIEW PANEL comments

Date: 
9/30/13
Review Panel Member(s) Name: 
Review Panel
Application Project Status: 
 FORMDROPDOWN 

1. Is this a Project of Concern (POC) according to the SRFB’s criteria? (Yes or No)

No
2. Why?
     
3. If YES, what would make this a technically sound project according to the SRFB’s criteria?
     
4. If NO, are there ways in which this project could be further improved?
     
5. Other comments:
     
Post application – lead entity and project sponsor responses
Directions:  All projects will be reviewed at the September 23-26 review panel meeting. A status will be assigned to each project by October 4, 2013. By October 17, applicants of projects assigned a status of Project of Concern, Conditioned, or Need More Information, must update their project proposals using “track changes” and update their PRISM application and attachments, as needed, to respond to the review panel comments. In addition, please fill out the “Response to Post-Application Review Comments” form, attach the form in PRISM labeled “Response to Post-Application Review Comments,” and send your grant manger an e-mail that your response is complete.

FINAL REVIEW PANEL Comments

Date: 
     
Panel Member(s) Name: 
      
Final Project Status: 
 FORMDROPDOWN 

1. Is this a project of concern (POC) according to the SRFB’s criteria? (Yes or No)
     
2. Why?

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


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


5. Other comments:

2

