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	Date
	Status[footnoteRef:1] [1:  CLEAR: Cleared to proceed;  CONDITIONED: Cleared to proceed with a condition;  NMI: Needs More Information; POC: Project of Concern; NOTEWORTHY: Exemplary Project
] 


	Project Number:
	15-1224
	
	Post-Application
	
	[bookmark: PostApplication]

	Project Name:
	South Prairie Creek (RM 4.0-4.6) Phase I
	
	Final
	 
	

	Project Sponsor:
	South Puget Sound Salmon Enhancement Group
	

	Grant Manager: 
	Kay Caromile
	


Project Summary (for Review Panel reference only)
The proposal is for phase 1 of a two-phase project to restore floodplain connectivity, side channel habitat, and main channel habitat. This phase 1 project seeks to restore/enhance 0.5 miles of habitat on South Prairie Creek and plant 18 acres to kick start channel aggradation and habitat complexity in the mainstem channel in advance of Phase 2 work on floodplain restoration and connection to 80 acres of floodplain and half a mile of side channel habitat. The phase 1 project scope would complete main channel treatments, demolish existing dairy buildings and a bridge crossing, install a new bridge crossing over Silver Springs, and plant areas that will not be affected by phase 2 construction activities. The phase 2 project scope would focus on floodplain treatments and planting on the north floodplain and installation of two upstream main channel structures to tie the two phases of the project together.
FINAL REVIEW PANEL Comments
Date: 								Final Project Status: 	Choose an item.
Review Panel Member(s): 	 
1. If the project is a POC, please identify the SRFB criteria used to determine the status of the project:
2. If the project is Conditioned, the following language will be added to the project agreement: 
3. Other comments:

Post-Application REVIEW PANEL comments
Date: 								Project Status:	Click to choose a status
Review Panel Member(s): 	
1. If the project is a POC, identify the SRFB criteria used to determine the status of the project: 
2. If the project is a POC, identify the changes that would make this a technically sound project: 
3. If the project is Conditioned, the following language will be added to the project agreement:
4. General comments:
[image: ]Sponsor Response instructions: 
If your project is not cleared (i.e. has a status of NMI, Conditioned, or POC) you must update your proposal, PRISM questions, or attachments as necessary to address the review panel’s comments. Use track changes when updating your proposal. Fill out the section at the end of your project proposal to document how you responded to comments. 
Draft Application / Site Visit  REVIEW PANEL comments
[bookmark: Check2][bookmark: Check3]Date: 	5/15/2015							Project Site Visit?	|_| Yes	|_| No Review Panel Member(s):  Marnie Tyler and Paul Schlenger 
1. Recommended improvements to make this a technically sound project according to the SRFB’s criteria: 
To the extent possible, the final design should incorporate materials that would naturally be found in the project reach.  For example, does the kind of large rock specified in the designs occur naturally in this valley bottom?  Are flood flows fast and deep enough to create the kind of scour that makes light loose riprap necessary rather than using cobble/boulder characteristic of this valley?  The final design should strike a balance between using materials naturally occurring in the valley bottom, combined with bank widening to expand the channel area to provide flood flow capacity, with the strength of materials needed to hold up to the expected shear at a 100-year flow.  This can be figured out readily with 1D HEC RAS modeling. 

Sponsor Response: Large sub angular rock occurs naturally in the South Prairie Creek Valley bottom and is found throughout the project reach.  The design team is working to specify a material type that will be stable in the stream banks to prevent the river from avulsing around the channel spanning structures installed as part of the project. The boulders that are currently specified in the downstream channel spanning structure are a 70/30 mix of 2-man to 4 man rounded to sub-angular boulders typical of the native stream bed material observed in the project reach. 

The channel spanning structures will promote bank deformation and channel widening upstream and downstream of the structures to recruit gravel and wood, however, the project design team is favoring an engineered approach to key the downstream channel spanning structure into the bank to prevent the river from end-running around the structures and persisting in the incisded channel form.  The upstream channel spanning structures wil be keyed into the bank using floodplain roughness wood structures which will allow for bank deformation and emulate standing vegetation to  prevent or slow channel avulsion around the spanning structures. 

Hydrualic model results show exisiting velocities in the main channel ranging from 6fps to >10fps  with depths in the 6-8 foot range up to 10-12 feet in some areas during the 1 year flood recurrence interval (1,484cfs).  Flow velocities during the 100 year flood recurrence (9,404cfs) exceed 10fps with depths in the 10-12ft range. Project actions aim to partition flood flows into the floodplain reducing velocity and shear stress at both the 1 year and 100 year flood recurrence intervals, however the large rock and large wood structure buried in the bank is needed as a near term stop gap until the main channel aggrades, the floodplain channels establish, and the riparian forest to matures to fully realize project benefits. 

2. Missing Pre-application information.
Please include the latest design drawings available with the final application. The drawings discussed at the site were helpful, but still needed to go through TAG review. Please include cross-sections and profile views of the mid-channel wood treatments in main channel, specifically at the locations where the two channels split at upstream end of project site and rejoin at downstream end.

Sponsor Response:  Updated (DRAFT 90%) plans and draft 90% basis of design report are included in PRISM.  We look forward to TAG review of these designs and would like to propose a meeting, if possible, to gather your comments for inclusion in the final design package for construction. Concurrently, we will be soliciting this plan set for regulatory review. 

3. General Comments:

The review panel appreciates the applicant’s responsiveness to comments provided during the 2014 review round, particularly in incorporating mid-channel wood structures in the main channel rather than rock, and ultimately designing a less aggressive approach to restoration of the side channel and floodplain reconnection.

Sponsor Response:  Your comments are appreciated. That is what this review process is for right?!

Staff Comments:
1. Please be sure to address all comments I provided when I reviewed the application in April (if you haven’t already done so), along with completing all other final application requirements listed in Section 3 of RCO Manual 18 http://www.rco.wa.gov/documents/manuals&forms/Manual_18.pdf.  All changes to your proposal should be made using “Track Changes” in Word.

[image: ]Sponsor Response instructions: 
Revise your project proposals using “track changes” and update any relevant PRISM questions and attachments. Fill out the section at the end of your project proposal to document how you responded to comments. 
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