Project Name:
Tapash




Forest:  Okanogan-Wenatchee
Overall:  We like it.   On the right track, but strengthen and resubmit next year.

Our main concern is that there are very few NEPA acres cleared so far.  We are concerned about investing in this without 2-3 years NEPA cleared.

This is in reality a good small scale proposal.  They’re talking about 900M acres—but their proposal for ground activity is actually small.   We are ideally looking at projects in the  50-100M acre range.  Karen argues in favor of larger area with potential for the future.  

CFLR Pre-proposal Review According to the Criteria

Strength of the landscape restoration proposal and strategy:  Very strong and well developed.  They have been at this for a while.  They have the whole package.  Problem is not much area is NEPA-cleared.  The need for treatment is there, but needs  to make a better case of why the area needs restoration.  Only proposing a relatively small area in FY10.
Strength of the ecological case of the proposal for landscape restoration and proposed ecological restoration strategies:    People involved have very good skills in this.  
Strength of the collaborative process and the likelihood of successful collaboration throughout implementation:  Nailed pretty well.  TNC but not other environmental organizations.  FS Research as well.  No county commissioners.  Different environmental aspects need to be better integratred.  
Whether the proposal is likely to achieve reductions in long-term wildfire management costs:

Did not make the case for this.  Needs to document.  Central Washington Landscape assessment was tiered down—a strength.  But doesn’t mention dry forest.  
Whether the proposal would reduce the relative costs of carrying out treatments as a result of the use of woody biomass and small diameter trees:  Coming but not here yet.  
Whether an appropriate level of non-federal investment would be leveraged in carrying out the proposal:   Needs a lot of thought on this. Leveraging funds will be key.  Asking for 350M and say they can match it.
Evaluation of how the proposal addresses employment, training, youth engagement (community capacity):  Capacity to develop this into a strong proposal.  As with all proposals, unemployment situation and jobs created not specified.
Exporting knowledge from selected projects to expand the reach of restoration (shared learning): 
Did a pretty good job on this.

