[bookmark: _GoBack]RE: Grant Application    G13-04-58-R01                                                                           4/02/14
                                          

Applicant: Center for Sierra Nevada Conservation
Project: Restoration


To Whom It May Concern,

A brief background of myself, I have been a lifelong user of these trail systems that the Applicants are seeking there Grants for. I’m a volunteer for Friends of the Rubicon (FOTR) I have been since the start of it in 2001. I can tell when you give users a sense of ownership of the trail by their volunteer hours they put in working and helping to fix issues that arise, you get more than your money’s worth back as far as stewardship for the land.

These public lands are to be managed by our appointed civil servants and we must remember they are to be managed through sound processes, procedures and practices not managed through closure, personal agenda and emotion. Along these same lines and ideals our hard earned funding should be managed and distributed through sound logic and reasoning not through emotions and what might currently appear the politically correct thing to do. Grant funding should be taken very seriously even if the particular grant, in this case, restoration, is not historically used very often. One could almost suggest that the reason for this particular applicants request for grant funding under the “Restoration” classification as “Cherry Picking” funds that maybe easier to attain.

To address the grants with specific concerns I will outline below:


Grant Application G13-04-58-R01:

On the Outside this Grant is about Restoration, but when you start to read it sounds like more like training then restoration, I believe that this grant does not meet the classification for Restoration funds. 

Section A: List of Restoration Activities, Copied Below is describing Training/ Teach/Design 

A. List of Restoration Activities
The Center for Sierra Nevada Conservation (CSNC), in cooperation with the Eldorado National Forest (ENF), proposes to coordinate and sponsor an intensive training program to teach professionals and volunteers how to design and implement mountain meadow restoration, including meadows that have been damaged by unauthorized OHV activity or improperly
located roads and trails. This training program would include three components: 1) a 9-day classroom/field short course;
2) a 5-day field session involving direct, focused exposure to small-scale bioengineering restoration and revegetation of individual sites using hand tools and light equipment; and 3) another 5-day field session focused on more intensive techniques for meadow-wide restoration, full channel stabilization and meadow rewatering that utilize heavy equipment.
This training will serve to build capacity in order to restore meadows impacted by OHV activity, such as those meadows impacted by OHV routes now being studied within the ENF. This training is considered to be essential for completing comprehensive meadow restoration planning and so is included as a restoration planning project.


The 2nd paragraph in section A: the last sentence is copied below 

The course will be designed for 15 participants, to be
selected from applicants from the Forest Service, CSNC, and other interested organizations or individuals that are
involved in meadow restoration associated with OHV roads and trails

I would like to ask how the other groups will be notified of these trainings?  No mention of any OHV group mentioned here, California 4 wheel drive clubs, CORVA, and Blue Ribbon Coalition.

 All of Section A describes nothing but Training.

Section D: 

D. Monitoring and Methodology
CSNC staff will annually contact each of the participants of the training program during the life of the performance period to identify if participants have completed any meadow restoration projects utilizing the information learned during the training session. This information will be used to determine the effectiveness of the training session and to determine  whether the participants were the appropriate mix of land management agency individuals and individuals from other watershed or land-based interest groups. 


I believe it needs to be spelled out in the Grant of All groups the CSNC plans on reaching out to and not just a generic sentence about reaching out to individuals from other watershed or Land Based interested groups.









Section G:

G. Plan for Protection of Restored Area
 Methods of protecting restored meadow areas will be included as a part of the meadow restoration training course, including the use and proper placement of barriers, appropriate signing and other messaging, and the value of patrols and
other forms of monitoring. The training will include reference to the USFS Water Quality Management Handbook and Best Management Practice 4.7.8 (Restoration of Off-Highway Vehicle Damaged Areas).

  Project Cost Estimate:

The boxed is Xed for Restoration Funds and it should be checked for Education and Safety,   Grant Application G13-04-58-R01: has nothing to do with restoration it’s all about training as I highlighted above

They are asking for a grant for a total ----------------------------------------------------$141,500.00

Direct Expenses:

OHV Coordinator --------------------------------------------------------------------------------$18,000.00
Instructor------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------$250.00
Instructor------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------$8400.00
                                                                                                         Sub-Total------------$26,650.00  

Primary Instructor-------------------------------------------------------------------------------$37,860.00
                                                                        Total amount for instructors------------$64,510.00

About 45% of the total Grant is for Staff in which 3 out of the 4 our Instructors witch goes with why I believe this is and education Grant not a Restoration Grant

Conference Room Facility/ Food and Lodging expenses:

Conference room-------------------------------------------------------------------------------$1125.00
Food and Lodging-------------------------------------------------------------------------------$51,911.00
                                                                                                                       Total-------$53,036.00

About 37% of this grant is just for class room and hotel rooms

Equipment use Expenses: 
 
4X4 vehicle Mileage--------------------------------------------------------------total ------$1554.00
About 1% for gas with the use of USFS Adopt A Trail clubs this would not be required  
Materials / Supplies / Indirect Cost:

For not one tool or equipment other than laser levels, and Computers no money going into the actual restoration of a Mountain Meadow ---------------------------------------------$22,400.00 

About 15.8% of the total money from this Grant for a few tools, while about 82% is of this Grant is for instructors and Hotel Rooms.

Evaluation Criteria:
                                                                                                                          
7. Public Input - Q 7.

7. The Project was developed with public input prior to the preliminary Application filing deadline. Identify date(s) of meetings and participants. Do not include internal agency meetings or meetings that occurred more than 12 months prior to filing the preliminary Application. Public input employed the following:

(Check all that apply) (Please select applicable values)
The Applicant initiated and conducted publicly noticed meeting(s) with the general public to discuss Project (1point)
The Applicant had meeting(s) with mulitiple distinct stakeholders (1 point)
Provide a detailed explanation for each statement that was checked:
The applicant met with staff from the ENF on February 7 and 19, 2014 to discuss and refine this project proposal.
The applicant also discussed this proposal with representatives from the National Fish and Wildlife Foundation
(NFWF) and other organizations, as part of the February 3-5 NFWF Meadow Restoration Workshop. NFWF representatives and others noted their interest and support for this proposal and emphasized the need for this type of training.

Why is there no OHV groups mentioned here? The California Association of 4 wheel Drive Clubs, CORVA, Blue Ribbon Coalition, The Adopt A Trail OHV clubs that the Eldorado National Forrest already has in place. 











Evaluation Criteria: (con’t)

8. Utilization of Partnerships - Q 8.
8. The Project will utilize partnerships to successfully accomplish the Project. Identify the number of groups or organizations that will actively participate in the Project. Partners cannot include any unit of the OHMVR Division, subcontractors, or any participants being paid by this OHV Grant and Cooperative Agreement.
2 (Check the one most appropriate) (Please select one from list)
4 or more (4 points)
2 to 3 (2 points)
1 (1 point)
None (No points)
List each partner organization(s) separately and provide a detailed explanation for how each partner(s) will participate in the Project:
ENF staff will assist in the development of the training course, will assist in providing meadow sites for the field study portions of the course, and will provide salaries for ENF staff that attend this training course. 
A suitable lodging facility with a large meeting room located near the field sites will provide classroom space for the course.
Various organizations, including the Forest Service, NFWF and Trout Unlimited will assist in notifying potential participants via their websites and emailing lists.

A question comes up are ENF employee going to get paid twice? I would to see this defined.

Again how are we guaranteed that OHV groups will be notified since none of them have been named yet? I would like to see it in writing which groups will be notified.

 10. Underlying Problem - Q 10.

10. The underlying problem that resulted in the need for the Restoration Project has been effectively addressed and resolved prior to this Application:
3 (Check the one most appropriate) (Please select one from list)
No (No points)
Yes (3 points)
Provide a detailed explanation for the 'Yes' response:

This project will begin to address the need for more "trained and qualified" meadow restoration practitioners with the skills and knowledge of current restoration methods. It is anticipated that these individuals will share their knowledge and skills with others within their respective organizations as they undertake meadow restoration projects in the future.

The above mention more about Education and Training and nothing about restoration, Why not use the Adopt a Trail Program that Eldorado National Forrest has already? 

In Closing this grant is more about getting a pay check then any restoration, I encourage State parks to reject this grant solely based it has little to do with any practical on the ground restoration

Thank You 

Rusty Folena 

