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Grant Manager Comment

If no preliminary design -- will need to have 15% match.

Please add a note to each of the private property owners to indicate status and timeling for
securing easements and/or acquiring fee simple property.

Grant Manager Comment

Added Cultural Resources, as that is eligible and would likely be important to inform conceptual
designs. Have you budgeted for an assessment?

Grant Manager Comment

Added landowner willingness and left message of confirmation with Josh.

Split the funding out by source. Please confirm this is accurate. Unless you get to preliminary
design (as defined in Manual 18 Appendix D-2), 15% match is required.

Grant Manager Comment

OGM recommended that the Cultural Resources Assessment be initiated as part of this phase of
design.

Grant Manager Comment

We recognize that permits will not be completed in this phase, but prefer to see the permits that
will be necessary. Sponsor chose not to respond.

Grant Manager Comment

Please attach the 2013 report that prioritized this reach for restoration.

Please provide more line item details on your cost estimate. Why the need to purchase
equipment? Will need to follow RCO equipment policies -- see reimbursement manual for more
information. When invoicing for this project, the description of work should align to this cost
estimate.

The scope of work includes activities beyond what SRFB considers necessary for conceptual
design. There was a lot of talk about whether you have a conceptual design already. It could be
helpful to go back to the project description in PRISM and to the 10 page Salmon project narrative
and make it clear that you will be completing a feasibility study that considers these two sites in
detail, developing design alternatives, assessing each, and selecting the preferred alternative by
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http://www.rco.wa.gov/documents/manuals&forms/Manual_7.pdf
http://www.rco.wa.gov/documents/manuals&forms/Manual_18.pdf
http://www.rco.wa.gov/doc_pages/forms.shtml
http://www.rco.wa.gov/documents/manuals&forms/SalmonApplicationChecklist.pdf

Page Grant Manag_;er Comment

engaging the community in the selection process. In addition to completing conceptual designs
for the preferred alternative, it sounds like the County is proposing to conduct the field
investigations necessary to advance preliminary designs — but the Prelim Design will not be
afforded within the proposed budget. You might not want to limit your scope description to
conceptual design — make it clear that you are proposing more.

| heard big concerns about whether it makes sense to invest $$$ in field investigations without
having willing landowners. So it could also be helpful to incorporate landowner willingness
surveys into your project scope of work.

| could see this project being conditioned to limit geotech and other site investigations until
landowners are supportive of the preferred alternative, and the necessary acquisitions have
closed (county has site control).



