SR Salmon Recovery Fundmg Board

INDIVIDUAL PROJECT COMMENT FORM p ;

PROJ ECT INFORMATI.N

. Panel Member B
* Name: _scott Nicolai

Project

Lead Entity! Chelpn County - . 3 _ Location: o o
T . T ~ Project
Project Sponsor: - Chelan County NRD - ~‘Number:
co o i L S . 7 }
Project Name: . Peshastin Irrigation District Pipeline _
} Date: 7/7/07 . - ‘ Project type!
. * L ] s . ‘. . N

Please réfer to the cntena Iisted below or Manual #18, Appendlx C, for projects that are not oonsudered
technically sound. In the “Why" area explain your reason for selectmg this as a preliminary’ proJect of
concern. ‘ oo

\

L Is this a ptehmmaty project of concetn accordmg to the SRFB’g: cntena'-’

Yes [0 No E NMI |:|

() ‘-

2. If YES; ‘what would make this a techlnic,ally sound project ac_oordioé to the SRFB’s criteria?

-

: )If NO, ate thete ways in whlch this pto;ect could be. futthet lmptoved°
'.Can the saved water be, spread to new ground once the WCC contract expires? Can the
. saved water be placed in trust for permanent protectlon or at Ieast for the life of the
pipeline? . , y :

- 4, Other comments, ' - ‘ ' '
Thie proposal provides fundmg to plpe 9,000 feet in the lowet section of the ditch which i is cu.rrently _
eaxthen Estimated conveyance savings is 3 ofs. Cost share from the- WCC requu'es a 20-year contract,
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Salmon Recovery Fundlng Ioard

INDIVIDUAL PROJECT COMMENT FORM DRAFr . . . : )
| |
N ( - N ' [i .
Panel Member (
Name: Review Panel
( ‘Project
Lead Entity: Upper Columbia : Location:
_ Project - - - g
Project Sponsor: _Chelan Co Natural Resource . - Number: @07-1865R

Project Name:  peshastin Irrigatlon Dlstm:l: Plpellne \
Date: _Qctober 26, 2007 . Project type

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 thls asa prellmmary project of ‘
concern. , . ,

1, Is thisa prehmmary pto;ect of concern accordmg to thc SRFB’s cntetmD . A
Yes[] - No [X NMI|:| - -

Whiy?

2. If YES, what 'would make this a tcchnio,al,ly‘s_ound proiect ac_cord_.ing to the SREB?E’ criteria?

3 If NO are there ways in which this pro1ect could be further 1mproved° -

"4 Othet comments . : '
The Rewew Panel apprecuates the applicants response to.concerns raised by the RTT.

| W|th lmplementatlon of this pro;ect will mstream flow at baseﬂow below the dlver3|on be adequate to prowde fish
_passage? :




o Salmon Recovery Fundlng Board

INDIVIDUAL PROJECT COMMENT Form - DRAFT

PROJECT INFORMATION

Panel Member
Name: Review Panel .
, . " Project
Lead Entitv: Upper-Columbia . ' Location:
_ ' — Project
 Project Sponsor: _ Chelan Co Natural Resource __Number: - 97-1865 R
; : T
Project Name: _ peshastin Irrigation District Pipeline L
Date: November 9, 2007 Project type: . Restoration

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

1. Is this a draft project of concem according to thc SRFB’s criteria?
Yes [0 NoX NMII[]

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?

4,0ther comments,
The Review Panel apprecuates the appllcants response to concerns raised by the R'IT

@




