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* Panel Member ‘
Name: SRFB Review Panel

PFOJECt Whidbey Island - Island

1

Lead Eni:ity: 'WRIAG T : o ‘ - Location:  County
- ) _ Project-
Project Sponsor: . Wh;bgy Camano Land Trust _, . Number;
Project Name: _Skagit Bay Nearshore Habitat Protection
Date: _July 11, 2007 - Projecttype:

-Please refer to the crmena listed below or Manual #18, Appendlx c for projecu; that are not consldered_ :
technically sound. In the “Why" area explain your reason for selechng this as a prellmlnary project of
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1 Is thxs a prehmmary pto]ect of concern accordmg to the SRFB’s cntena?
Yes] No []° NMI []

2. If YES, what Would rnake this a technically sound pto]ect accotdmg to the SRFB’s cutena’
At the TAG meotlng membets discussed the possiblity of substituting the 2800 feet of tideland parcels
that is currently included in the "Shotecrest Lagoon™ proposal for the:71 acres located behind the dikes in
-the "Skaglt Bay" proposal. Whether the applicant wants to acquire and restore landscape processes
(remove access road, etc.) on the tideland parcels as part of the larger Shorecrest proposal oz as a
reconstituted, 1, Skagit Bay proposal, that area s€ems a more promising focus than the 71 acres behind the
dike. The final ptoposal should contain a map or aetial photos showing clearly the location and -

| =boundar1es of the patcels and key infrastructute such as dikes, pump station;/ tldegate and roads and any

ad]ommg or vicinity lands held as protected habitat/open space. ~

3. IfNO, are there ways in which this p‘toie_ct could be.further-improved? '

I

e

)

4. Othet comments

" The parcel botdering the freshwater Iake does not appear to be dJrectly hnked to salmon hab1tat or ;-

O

recovery needs. Provide information on. hnkage to salmon habitat needs and bendfits, and/ot recovery to
suppott acquisition of this parcel. Can the parcel provide shore].me 1iparian cover? Can the parcel be
conniected to estuarine habitat through the: road dike? - e R

The paicel adjoining the tidelands appeared to be diked: along the shoreline to provide an access road.
Dlscuss whether th1s toad can be removed and the area pIanted to provide shorehne shadmg
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Panel Member . ; +
+ ~ Name: Review Panel

Project
L?ad Entity: Island Co. : ~ Location
.o Project

Project Sponsor: . whidbey Camano Land Trust = _*~ Number: 07-1592A

Project Name:  gkagit Bay Nearshore Protection . L )
8
Date:' Qctober 25, 2007 Project type:. Protection .
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" Please refar to the criterla Iisted below or Manual #18, Appendlx C, for projecb that are not considered

technically sound. In the “Why" area explain your reason for selectlng this as a preliminary project of
COI'IOEI'I'I

1. Is this a preliminary pro1ect of concern according to the SRFB’s cntena’

Yes[ ] No[X] NMI |:|

Why?

L

2. IfYES, what would make this a techn_lcally sound pto;ect accordmg to the SRFB’s criteria?
- )

3. If NO are there ways in which this project could be further 1mptoved° :
The proposal would be strengthened if the applicant included a statement comnntl:lng to developmg a’
testoration plan and design for the parcel within perhaps three yeats of the acquisition.

4. Othetcomments S ' S ‘ O ¢

" The- Wordmg of the “Project Descnpuon “is mconslstent w1th the cost summary sheet The descnpuon
shouId be rewsed to include the 40 acres of tlde]ands that will be acqu.u:ed '

Th1s is an’ Jmportant estuarme restoration ares. Thls protectlon pro]ect tepresents a good start toward

7 habitst' restoration in Island County
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PROIECT INFORMATION
Panel Member
Name: Review Panel
v Project
Lead Entity:  Isjand Co. : Location; C .
' ' . Project- . : '
Project Sponsor: ~ Whidbey Camano Land Trust __Number: 07-1592A
Project Name:  skagit Bay Nearshore Protection L
Date: November 6, 2007 Project type: Protection

Please refer to-the criteria listed below or Manual #18, Appendix C, for projects that are not considered
technically sound. In the “"Why" area explam your reason for selecting this as a draft project of concern. .

1. Is this a draft project of concern accordmg to the SRFB’s criteria?
Yes[] No X NwmI[]

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?
The proposal would be strengthened if the applicant included a statethent committing to devclopmg a
restoration plan and design for the parcel within perhaps three years of the acquisition.

4. Othet comments.
The wording of the “Project Desctiption™ is inconsistent with the cost summary shect The description
should be revised to include the 40 actes of tidelands that will be acquired. -

This is an nnportant estuarine restoration area. This protection project represents a good statt toward
habitat restoration in Island County.




