

























































































Jackson Hydroelectric Project (FERC No. 2157)

Appendix 4
Evaluation Criteria Form

Fish Habitat Enhancement Plan, 2010



EVALUATION CRITERIA FORM SCORECARD

Proposed FHE Project Name:

Scored By:

Geographic Location

Type1

PM&E Nexus

Cost/Benefit (Long Term)

Sound Proposalz

Extra Credit (+)

5= Lower Sultan River
(downstream of Culmback Dam)

5= Significantly protects or
improves access to or
quantity of high quality
habitat

5= Has clear project nexus and
addresses objectives of
increased resilience and
recovery of anadromous or
resident salmonid populations

5= Low cost / significant
benefit in terms of habitat
and/or projected population
response

5= Well thought out plan, scope,
budget, timeframe, method,
benefit. Fully meets the
requirements of proposal
submission.

4= Upper Sultan River basin
upstream of Culmback Dam
including Spada Lake Reservoir
or its tributaries

4= Significantly protects or
enhances existing habitat

4= addresses objectives of
increased resilience and
recovery of anadromous or
resident salmonid populations

4= Moderate cost / significant
benefit in terms of habitat
and/or projected population
response

3= Skykomish River (below River
Mile 13.9), Snohomish River or
Estuary

3= Moderately protects or
enhances existing habitat

3= addresses specific critical
habitat need identified in a
species or ecosystem recovery
plan

3= High cost/significant
benefit in terms of habitat
and/or projected population
response

3= Appropriate level of plan,
scope, budget, timeframe,
method, benefit

3= District-owned asset

2= Acquires land /
forestalls or averts
development

2= Low cost/marginal benefit
in terms of habitat and/or
projected population
response

2= Leveraging other
grant moneys for District
project (at least 25%)

1= Improves access to
marginal habitat

1= Non-identified/formalized
objective

1= High cost/low benefit in
terms of habitat and/or
projected population
response

1= Inappropriate level of plan,
scope, budget, timeframe,
method, benefit

1= Leveraging other
grant moneys for District
project (less than 25%)

0= Upstream of Sultan River
(Skykomish River River Mile 13.9
or above)

0= None of the above

0= No project nexus

0= No benefit

0= Does not meet intent of FHE
Fund

Weighting=x5

Weighting=x4

Weighting=x3

Weighting=x2

Weighting=x1

Weighting=x1

Maximum points=25

Maximum points=20

Maximum points=15

Maximum points=10

Maximum points=5

Maximum points=5

Points Scored:

Points Scored:

Points Scored:

Points Scored:

Points Scored:

Points Scored:

TOTAL POINTS SCORED:

Lif multiple criteria apply to the category (such as “Acquires land” and “Significantly improves access”, the highest valued points will be awarded.
% |If another criteria applies along with “Does not meet intent of FHE Fund”, then the 0 points value will be awarded.

Total maximum points = 80.
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