A I’spent about an»hour‘lookmg over your draﬁ document. It was good to sec the whole

. hlstory in one place espec1alIy the regulatory underpmnmgs In summary, 1t looks good -
th a couple of exceptlons noted below"

'-A'ccordlngrto my. understandmg ofIVMipractlces the use of preventatlve pest :
,vplant control measures is or may be warrantcd in order to prevent problems from
u1ckly worsemng :To allow thlngs to 20 along untiI an economic or ecologlcal \
threshold is reached may make control efforts \ very dlﬁicult especrally when dealmg
‘with’ egrtremely aggressrve_specres such as reed 'eanary grass; i
age 8icomment #20 o : o
-The 1992 SJL Cover Vegetation Plan (F shman, 'Wlson, et. aIl) proposed the %
plantmg of two'prunary plant commumtres for the capped area: an ‘open prar and
drainages' pIanted to shrubby hedgerow (rose snowberry, etc) There were two
;types of; proposed prames specrﬁed for seedmg accordlng to landscapc posmon
[catma] mesic on ndgetops and: dramages ‘and xeric on'side slopes. The hedgerow
Shrubsrwere proposed for plantmg in the dramages w1th deeper soil’ proﬁles after
sultable drarnages were seeded wuh mesrc prame specres The Subarea 1 shrub kK

requrrements needed to support woody vegetatlon The 1992 SJL Cover .
‘Vegetation Plan’ also proposed the plantmg of broswales and restoratron of cxrstlng '
npai"lan Wo dIands adjacent to the Columbra Slough and. Snnth & Bybee Lakes. ;-
See cover drawmg (and 1nsrde cover explanatlon) of Frshman SJL Frnal Plan Dl
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3 “1io _weed or. crop seeds”-be
used for the estabhshment of the mmal prame testplots on Subarea 1; but pro;ect"
economics and constructlon deadlmes preverited its acqulsltlon and use. ‘Soil.

eedbank tests ‘taken aﬁer sorl pIacement detenmned that the 1mported soﬁs the
~recycled sonls atid the' compost aII contamed.huge quantmes of non‘native grasses -
and pest plant seedbanks :

‘Fourth paragraph;-..

t_was 1mt1alIy thought that the seedmg of a nnx of natlve and non-natlve grasses
would, ina’sh By
aggressweness of Regreen/shadmg out of natlves an extremely wet spnng and the .
g resuItant delays in management ‘ DO

A 'senes‘of testhots were set up m 1994 to detenmne the best‘means of prepanng '
areas: for the plantmg of natlve grasses (Testplots IA, IB through 4) and to e
de_termme the best‘methods of managmg the remammg areas of the Iandﬁll

. y; tWo no management” pIots (Testplots 6in. Subareas 1& 2) '
were stabhshed to serve as controIs '
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Date: November 20, 1997
To:  Dennis O'Neil, REM
Y i
From: Emily Roth, RPG
RE: Final Draft of the Establishment of Native Vegetation at St. Johns Landfill

Thanks for giving me the opportunity to review the final draft. Overall, the consultant team did a thorough-
job of describing the expenmental deS|gn dellneatlng tasks and preparing a realistic budget.

There are a few issues that need to be clarified conceming site preparation, monitoring and measures of
success to ensure everyone understands the entire process.

Site Preparation

On page 4, the consultants state that further applications of herbicide may be necessary. ‘My questions are
what indicators will constitute the need for additional application? Will any resprout? Greater than 10%? A
particular weed or weed assemblage?

Monitonng

Percent cover, frequency and density are standard techniques used to quantltatlvely monitor individual
species of interest and plant communities. If the budget allows, soil mycorrhizal should be monitored after
the first year to measure their survival rate. Also, the non-mycorrhizal plots need to be examined to see is
they have been colonized. If the mycorrhiza have colonized the plots then the experiments will no longer
be valid for this variable. '

Experimental success and best growth need to be quantitatively defined. What percent cover, frequency or
density defines success? For instance, if best growth is only 30% native dominant after five years, is that
considered a successful plot?

The monitoring does not include seed collection and weighing for the different trials. This is an expensive
monitoring technique.  If the money is available, this would be valuable information to gather over the five
year period. It would give an indication of plant vigor and sustainability within each type of treatment.
Though a note of caution, seed production is directly related to weather conditions. There will probably be
variability over the years within the same plots but it may be used as an indicator for yearly comparison
between treatments. .

Experimental desngn

- To answer your question concerning the “most critical unknown”, | feel the combinations of grass or grasses
and legumes, and inoculation or not will answer the most critical unknowns for establishment of native
vegetation. Questions about site preparation still need to be addressed, perhaps in a different RFP or with
some simple experiments that can be designed within Metro.

If you have any questions about my comments or would like additional input, let me know.

c: Mark Wilson, consultant
Dan Kromer, Metro

c:\rotheword\iandfil\covdft.doc



971 1-31 [dated November 5 1997] for my prolect teams work to date Itisour behef that
the Phase IFmal Draﬁ Report that we - submitted’ met or exceeded the Scope of Work as*
specrﬁed in. Personal Serv1ces Agreement Number 905795 We thmk that. your refusal to-
" authiorize ﬁ111 payment is 1tself in violation ‘of Sectlon 2 of the Scope of Work, Wthh states
that,“Metro wﬂl pay contractor wrthm 30 days of rece1pt of an approved blllmg ;

approve the current Scope and Budget for ﬁJture prolect work which 1 FAX’ed 10 you on
November 10th as per our subrmttal dates schedule At thls t1me as you know there is :
only $.37.in’ the approved budget ﬁmd L o . :

We!would welcome the opportumty to respond to your request for addmonal mformatron
“and T rev1s1on of the Fmal Draft Report but, given the reahty of no payment and no
3 approved budget we. are: unable to’ comply w1th your request at thlS tnne :

By way of seekmg solution to'this unfortunate s1tuatlon, I have rewsed the ll/ 10/97
Scope of Work arid: Budget 'I’lus rewsron is attached 'Lhave re-worked Proposed Work
Task numbers 1 & 4; reducmg the labor and expense budgets and’ deletmg all items . :
relatmg to our proposed work on an’ addmonal series of testplots in 1998 & 1999: I have
also increased the labor budget for Work Tasks 9 & 10 in order to allocate funds to pay." :




page 2- 12/10/97 memo-

for the time needed by my project team to respond to your request for Final Phase I Draft
Report revisions and additional information.

Upon reflection, I would like to withdraw my project teams proposal to seek funding for
the establishment of an additional series of testplots in 1998 and 1999 due to anticipated
budgetary constraints. I would also like to wait until after the issue of the advisability of
establishing “native dominant vegetation” at the St. Johns Landfill is resolved by Metro
staff. Hopefully a decision will be made after advice from Metro Parks and Greenspaces
staff and the Smith & Bybee Lakes Technical Advisory and Management Committees is
sought and received. I foresee many problems if my project team proceeds to expand our
research project before a policy decision on this matter is made.

In summary, my team would happy to respond to your request for revisions to the Phase I
Final Draft Report and additional information. But, in order to do so, we need to receive
payment for Invoice Number 9711-31 in full and your approval of the attached Scope of
Work & Budget (or an agreed upon substitute). Upon receipt of payment and an approved
budget we will submit revisions to the Final Draft Report and our responses to your
review wit!)in one week.
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Mark Griswold Wilson

e Jim Watkins- Metro REM Engineering
Emily Roth- Metro RP&G
Dan Kromer- Metro RP&G Operations & Maintenance Manager



