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Appendix G: Salmon Recovery Funding Board
Individual Comment Form

	
	
	
	Date
	Status

	Lead Entity: 
	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	Early Application Review/Site Visit
	6/14/13
	 FORMDROPDOWN 


	Project Number: 
	13-1405
	Post Application
	10/4/13
	 FORMDROPDOWN 


	Project Name: 
	Riparian Restoration - IMW Study Area
	Final
	11/7/13
	 FORMDROPDOWN 


	Project Sponsor: 
	Asotin Co. Conservation District
	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: 
06/14/2013
Panel Member(s) Name: 
Tom Slocum And Kelley Jorgensen
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.

The project proposes to follow-up on instream IMW treatments in the Asotin MSA (South Fork Asotin, North Fork Asotin, and Charley Creek) by managing noxious weeds and planting riparian vegetation.  Focus areas include the lower 8 km of Charley Creek, the lower 3 km of the NF Asotin Creek, and the lower 6 km of SF Asotin Creek.

The basic approach of riparian restoration through planting of woody species and weed management is always good, however the pre-proposal contains inconsistencies that need to be addressed in the final application.  To strengthen the proposal, please address the following:

•
The calculations of acreages versus length/width of buffer plantings do not match.  Please check the proposed treatment area calculations for consistency.

•
Please provide the detailed vegetation cover maps produced under the IMW that were mentioned at the project presentation.

•
Has the sponsor coordinated the noxious weed plan with the local noxious weed board?

•
What is the proposed riparian buffer and how was it determined?  If these are not CREP funds, then the goal should be to replant the valley floodplain from toe to toe, or site potential tree height whichever is greater.
•
The review panel has questions about the sequencing and timing of implementation:  it is implied that all the in-stream work in the IMW is complete, making it ripe for riparian restoration.  Please verify that this understanding is accurate.  Intuitively, it would make sense that the floodplain areas along the (restored) channels will take some time (a few years?) to respond to increased connectivity.  Under this scenario it would be more effective and efficient to wait for floodplain response before proceeding to extensive planting across floodplains.  Alternatively, the interim approach could be to plant a relatively narrow bank buffer for time being, then go back later to look at water table, side channel development, channel meander, etc. to see where else planting might be successful.

2. Missing Pre-application information.

     
3. Comments/Questions:
     
4. Staff Comments:

4D of the project proposal says the WDFW and USFS will be responsible for long-term maintenance.  Will they also be responsible for short-term (e.g., 1st three years) monitoring and maintenance of plantings or will that be conducted by someone else?

In 4A of the projedt proposal, please describe how individual sites will be identified and prioritized.

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: 
9/23/13
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?
The proposal still does not adequately address the issue of maintenance of the plantings.  A very minimal budget is included for the planting contractor to do "maintenance of seedlings for 1-2 years", but it is doubtful that this is sufficient for irrigation and replacement of dead plants as may be needed.  The project says that Asotin CD and WDFW will be responsible for long term maintenance, but no budget is included for this, and without a formal commitment by the landowner(s), past experience shows that this crucial maintenance does not get done and the plantings die; past poor performance with a survival rate of only 10 - 20% is concerning to the review panel.  The project scope and budget must be strengthened to allow for more robust and long term maintenance to ensure the success of the project and should include such items as multiple maintenance visits prior to dry season conditions, a watering truck or other irrigation methods and more guarantee of plant survival and maintenance. 
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: 
11/4/13
Panel Member(s) Name: 
 Review Panel
Final 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?

The project is approved with the following condition:

CONDITION: Prior to contracting for this project, the sponsor will prepare a maintenance plan and allocate an adequate budget for ensuring long-term (5-year) survival of the proposed plantings, addressing the issues noted in the post application comments. If the plan will rely on WDFW to maintain the plantings, the sponsor will provide written confirmation from WDFW of this. 

5. Other comments:

4

