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Appendix G: Salmon Recovery Funding Board
Individual Comment Form

	
	
	
	Date
	Status

	Lead Entity: 
	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	Early Application Review/Site Visit
	6/5/2013
	 FORMDROPDOWN 


	Project Number: 
	13-1287
	Post Application
	
	 FORMDROPDOWN 


	Project Name: 
	CDLT Nason UWP Horseshoe Bend
	Final
	
	 FORMDROPDOWN 


	Project Sponsor: 
	Chelan-Douglas Land Trust
	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: 
6/5/2013
Panel Member(s) Name: 
Toth And Cramer
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 application would be improved by including further discussion of the plans for a future park on the adjacent county-owned parcel and how this development might impact the restoration potential for the proposed Coaker and Alberg acquisitions.  
The Thompson parcel is not well connected to Nason Creek, but is the former channel prior to highway construction.  It currently doesn’t appear to have fish access and would require culvert replacement to reap any benefits.  The proposal for acquiring the Thompson property would be strengthened by documenting fish presence in the wetland.  During the field tour, people mentioned that the wetland area generally had cool groundwater influence - any water temperature information on the Thompson wetland area would be helpful.  Alternatively, a discussion of the potential for replacing this highway culvert should be included in the application.  The Thompson parcel is fairly inexpensive and the sponsor needs to show salmon benefit or describe the certainty of success for restoring access to the area.  An aerial showing potential restoration actions on the proposed parcels would help improve the project proposal.  

2. Missing Pre-application information.

     
3. Comments/Questions:
This proposed project would acquire 14.22 acres most of which is floodplain and is generally high quality habitat, although restoration work could be done in the future.  The proposal involves three different parcel owners and would protect high quality habitat for steelhead.  
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: 
9/23/2013
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:
Review Panel comments have been addressed.  
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: 
9/23/2013
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?


5. Other comments:

1

