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Restoration, Acquisition, and Combination Proposal 

List all related projects previously funded or reviewed by RCO: 

Project # or Name Status 

Status of Prior Phase Deliverables and 

Relationship to Current Proposal? 

 Choose a status  

 Choose a status  

 Choose a status  

If previous project was not funded, describe how the current proposal differs from the original. 

Please respond to each question individually. Do not summarize your answers collectively in essay 

format. Local citizen and technical advisory groups will use this information to evaluate your 

project. Limit your response to ten pages (single-sided). You may delete the italicized portion 

of the questions and inapplicable supplemental questions to shorten the proposal. 

Submit this proposal as a PRISM attachment titled “Project Proposal.” 

1. Project location. Project area (PA) 18 is located on WDFW W.T Wooten Wildlife Area 

(Hartsock) reach.  The project area is located in the active channel and floodplain on the 

upper main stem Tucannon River between RM 32.6 – RM 34.8.  The project is located in 

spring Chinook, Steelhead and Bull Trout habitat and is also in the Snake River Salmon 

Recovery and Tucannon Habitat Programmatic priority restoration reach. 

2. Brief project summary. The project will increase stream channel complexity and 

floodplain connectivity through the placement of large woody debris (LWD).  LWD will 

be placed by excavator and helicopter in configurations which will improve channel 

complexity and engage floodplain processes by causing stream bed aggradation.  

Multiple side channels will be reconnected through a short starter channel. 

 

Problems statement. The Tucannon River watershed supports ESA-listed Snake River summer 

steelhead (Oncorhynchus mykiss), Snake River Spring and Fall Chinook salmon (O. tshawytscha), 

Columbia River bull trout (Salvelinus confluentus), resident redband rainbow trout (O. mykiss), 

and western brook lamprey (Lampetra richardsoni). Geomorphic processes, floodplain 

connectivity, and accompanying habitat for these fish species within the reach have been 

influenced by historic grazing and agriculture, tree harvest/clearing, and excavation and other 

bulk earthwork activities at various locations within the 100-year floodplain. These activities have 

Project Number 16-2091 

Project Name Tucannon River Large Wood and Floodplain Project PA 18 

Sponsor Kris Fischer, Confederated Tribes of the Umatilla Indian Reservation (CTUIR) 
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led to limited instream and floodplain habitat complexity, degraded floodplain connectivity and 

riparian condition, elevated summer water temperatures, and elevated embeddedness levels as 

key limiting factors for Chinook and steelhead (2008 Fish Accords MOA; Anchor QEA 2011a). 

This project aims to address many of these factors through stream restoration and habitat 

enhancement. The Confederated Tribes of the Umatilla Indian Reservation (CTUIR) desires that 

this project contribute to a riverine system which is shaped and maintained by the dynamic 

interactions and interconnections of its physical and ecological processes. This is achieved by 

addressing the systems primary limiting factors. One over-arching goal is to enhance ecosystem 

processes capable of producing first foods that sustain the continuity of the Tribe’s culture. 

Furthermore, this project is tied to the CTUIR River Vision in that the restoration actions 

proposed here directly address and enhance the interconnected nature of the five primary 

‘touchstones’ (hydrology, geomorphology, connectivity, riparian community and aquatic biota) 

by emulating or facilitating natural riverine processes and habitats. 

A. Describe the problem including the source and scale. The project reach has 

been impacted through past land management practices including the removal 

of LWD, stream channel straightening and confinement by infrastructure.  

Decades of these impacts has reduced the abundance of main channel pools, 

decreased spawning and rearing habitats, decreased floodplain connectivity, 

abandoned side channels and off channel refugia.  These conditions are very 

common in the Tucannon River, identified in the Tucannon Geomorphic 

Assessment (Anchor 2011).  Once the river channel was placed into a degraded 

condition it has been very slow to respond to changed management or passive 

restoration actions, remaining in a perpetual terminal equilibrium.  The existing 

condition is detrimental to salmonids in that existing condition provides very little 

winter rearing habitat for Spring Chinook salmon causing early emigration from 

the upper river in to habitats down river which may have additional detrimental 

conditions (Personnel communication WDFW). 

B. List the fish resources present at the site and targeted by your project. 

Species 

Life History Present (egg, 

juvenile, adult) 

Current Population Trend (decline, 

stable, rising) 

Endangered 

Species Act 

Coverage (Y/N) 

Bull Trout All Life Histories Stable Yes 

Spring 

Chinook 

All Life Histories Declining Yes 

Steelhead All Life Histories Declining Yes 

    

C. Describe the limiting factors, and limiting life stages (by fish species) that 

your project expects to address.   

The Recovery Plan states barriers, fish screens, low flow, riparian habitat large 

wood debris, and channel confinement as the limiting factors for the project 
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reach.  There are no barriers, screens or low water issues within the project reach 

and riparian habitat throughout the reach is very well established.  The primary 

limiting factors being addressed within this reach are deficient large wood debris 

key pieces (>6mlong & 0.30cm dis) and channel confinement which are both 

being addressed to the extent possible as part of this project.  We anticipate that 

improvements proposed in this project will significantly increase winter rearing 

habitat for juvenile life stages of chinook and steelhead immediately and over 

time as well as increase holding and spawning habitat for adult steelhead, 

chinook and bull trout. 

2. Project goals and objectives. When answering the questions below please refer to 

Chapter 4 of the Washington Department of Fish and Wildlife’s “Stream Habitat 

Restoration Guidelines” for more information on goals and objectives. 

A. What are your project’s goals?  

Improve floodplain connectivity and flood frequency to the point that riparian habitat quantity 

and quality can reestablish and be supported by natural process. 

Reverse impacts of simplified channel structure caused by limited LWD Key Pieces (>6m long & 

0.3cm Diam.) on chinook redd scour and adult holding and spawning, juvenile rearing migration 

for chinook/steelhead leading improved survival.   

Reduce pre smolt emigration from the project reach by minimizing channel confinement and 

reconnecting side channel and floodplain habitats providing refuge areas. 

 

A. What are your project’s objectives? Objectives support and refine your goals, 

breaking them down into smaller steps. Objectives are specific, quantifiable actions 

your project will complete to achieve your stated goal. Each objective should be 

“SMART:” Specific, Measurable, Achievable, Relevant, and Time-bound. 

PA 18 is a channel complexity and floodplain reconnection project to increase spawning and 

rearing opportunities for Spring Chinook salmon and steelhead.  The project will include; 

1. Construction of ~80 log and associate mobile single logs jams instream sufficient to 

increase LWD Key Pieces to >2 piece per bank width (Recovery Plan 2011) by 2017. 

2. Re-connection of four historic side channel near Hartsock Spring Cr. to reestablish 3,176 

ft of side channel at ~1.5 yr return interval and off channel habitat by 2017. 

3. Reestablishment of riparian habitat over much of the low floodplain with native stock 

totaling 20 acres to 100-175 stems/ac. 

Pre and post rapid habitat surveys will be used to measure success by measuring changes in 

geomorphology after construction.  In addition to the surveys 8 thermographs have been placed 

instream to measure water temperatures before and after project construction to measure 

thermal changes caused by the increased floodplain reconnectivity and improved hyporheic 

water flows.  This project is expected to produce results after the second year of construction 

http://wdfw.wa.gov/publications/01374/
http://wdfw.wa.gov/publications/01374/
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through the increased pool habitats for salmonids.  Full project benefits are expected to be 

achieved after the riparian plants have fully established in approximately year 5, with longer 

term benefits through the reestablishment of ponderosa pine forests. 

A. What are the assumptions and constraints that could impact whether you 

achieve your objectives? Assumptions and constraints are external conditions 

that are not under the direct control of the project, but directly impact the outcome 

of the project. These may include subsequent availability of funding, public 

acceptance of the project, land use constraints, geomorphic factors, additional 

expenses, delays, etc. How will you address these issues if they arise? 

Project areas are vetted through the several public committees and initial contact has been 

made with adjacent landonwers without negative response in 2015.  The Tucannon 

Programmatic and CTUIR have been doing projects in the Tucannon both on public and private 

lands since 2014 and have not received significant negative public response in relation to past 

projects to date.  Some components of the project design are being developed to minimize 

impacts to features where conflict could arise i.e., wildlife foodplots and the downstream county 

bridge.  The objective is to avoid constraints up front and adjust projects when they pop up. 

We anticipate sourcing restoration materials at recent market value, and that helicopter 

availability within the work window and no impact from wildfire.  Our approach to handeling 

these impacts has been to start work early in the work window and allow time for contractors to 

source material at prices we can budget.  If we are unable to reconcile some components of the 

project, then the project may be delayed or modified. 

2. Project details. Please answer the questions below and all pertinent supplemental 

questions at the end of the application form. 

A. Provide a narrative description of your proposed project. Describe the specific 

project elements and explain how they will lead to your project’s objectives. Include 

relevant existing project documentation (if any) as attachments in PRISM. 

Beginning in 2011 the Columbia Conservation District worked with the Snake River Salmon 

Recovery Board (SRSRB) to conduct the Tucannon Geomorphic Assessment (Anchor QEA April 

2011), quickly followed by the Tucannon Conceptual Restoration Plan (Anchor QEA Nov 2011).  

Both documents were partially funded by the SRFB and supported by the Techinical Review 

Team.  PA-18, was one of those project concepts identified in the Plan as high priority for 

restoration calling for expanding floodplain connectivity, and increasing LWD to meet the 

Recovery Plans in stream habitat complexity objective for the Tucannon (SRSRB 2011).  In 2012, 

WDFW removed the Quonset building and other infrastructure in the floodplain within the the 

project boundary to prepare the site for restoration. 

The proposed project is a process-based stream restoration project using large wood to re-

establish a more natural stream geomorphology, re-connect floodplain habitat, and increase 

stream habitat complexity.  Large woody debris is key to many natural stream processes and 
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was removed through stream cleaning in the past. Wood was once the dominant roughness 

component in forest rivers such as the Tucannon, providing habitat diversity, increasing 

sediment storage, promoting groundwater exchange, positively affecting channel geometry and 

bed-form, and floodplain development. Much of the Tucannon River has degraded from a pool 

and riffle geomorphology to a plane-bed form, negatively affecting Chinook and steelhead 

spawning and rearing.  Therefore, one of the main goals for the project is to restore a more 

natural pool and riffle geometry through the placement of large wood structures.   

CTUIR, WDFW, SRSRB, and R2 have walked the reach several times to develop restoration 

concepts and advanced them to a 30% design.  The large wood structures are designed to 

promote bar formation and create pool and riffle morphology throughout the channel.  The 

amount of wood placed in the project reach is based on reference reaches in the Tucannon River 

and the Salmon Recovery Board criteria for large wood, 2 “key” pieces (>6m long & 0.30m dia) 

per channel width.  The second goal of the project is to restore floodplain connection and 

function in areas where the stream has become incised or confined.  Large wood structures that 

predominantly span the active channel promote more frequent localized flooding and 

inundation of the riparian floodplain, while increasing spawning and rearing habitats.  Often, this 

floodplain inundation leads to restoration of both high flow and perennial side channels.  LiDAR 

and ground based surveying was used to locate secondary channels that can be reconnected to 

promote additional fish habitat, and will be used to monitor success of the project by looking 

and differences between pre and post surveys.   

The overall goal is to develop a design that promotes an active channel with more pool features 

and habitat complexity, side channels, and floodplain connection, to increase spawning and 

rearing opportunities of salmonids.  The project will place approximately 80 structures including 

single trees, rock balasted large trees and engineered log jams in the 1.15 mile reach composed 

of 460 key pieces, with root-balls attached, small to medium size “racking trees, and slash (tree 

limbs and other course woody debris.  The design also includes multiple levels of stability to 

individual log structures to mimic a natural residence time to the large wood within the project 

reach.  This variability includes highly mobile wood (i.e small course debris and racking trees) 

and single large trees with mobility at certain flow velocities to structures that have added 

ballast to promote stability at higher flows.  This has been part of the philosophy for a number 

of projects already completed in the Tucannon R.  However, we have not had high stream flows 

to test the philosophy to date.  The project also includes actively connecting four side channels, 

by excavating a short reach to connect a pre-existing side channel that is generally located 

upstream from a proposed apex log jam.  Side channel habitats are important habitats of 

rearing Spring Chinook salmon and steelhead, while also improving floodplain connectivity and 

decreasing Summer time water temperatures. 

B. Provide a scope of work. Provide a detailed description of the proposed project 

tasks, who will be responsible for each, what the project deliverables will be, and a 

schedule for accomplishing them. 

The following are tasks for preparation and completion of PA-18: 
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1. Finalize designs for PA-18  April 2016-June-2016  conpleted by R2. 

2. Complete a rapid habitat pre-project survey in June 2016 by CTUIR and Programmatic. 

3. Permiting April 2016 thru June 2017, this task is currently underway and it is expected 

that cultural and ESA will be conducted through BPA’s HIP III process by CTUIR. 

4. Material sourcing will start in September 2016  and be finished by June 2017.  This 

process will begin once cultural clearance is complete.  (CTUIR) 

5. Out of water construction will begin in the Spring of 2017 once EC clearance is achived 

and conditions are dry enough for access. 

6. Instream construction begins July 15th, 2017 and ends on August 20th, 2017.   

7. A second instream work window will be available in 2018 if touch up or modification are 

needed while work on the adjacient PA-17 is being conducted. 

8. Complete rapid habitat post-project survey in June 2016 by CTUIR and Programmatic. 

9. Riparian planting and revegetation of disturbed areas.  Nov 2017 –April 2019.  (CTUIR) 

10. Final reporting to SRFB Dec 2018. (CTUIR) 

C. Explain how you determined your cost estimates. Please attach a detailed 

budget for completing the scope of work. Include anticipated costs for labor, land 

acquisition, consultant fees and tasks, construction contracts, materials, and other 

relevant costs. 

Cost estimates are based on experience from past projects and a team understanding of project 

costs.  The budget estimate includes an hourly estimate for helicopter time that is based on 

2015 project costs, mobilization costs are embedded in the estimate.  The materials estimate is 

based on an average cost for local trees and wood material (2015).  Construction cost estimates 

are based on average cost from 2015 construction bids.   

D. Describe the design or acquisition alternatives that you considered to 

achieve your project’s objectives. Why did you choose your preferred 

alternative? 

The design alternatives were discussed in the Tucannon Conceptual Restoration Plan (Anchor 

2011) and were considered during the conceptual design development for this project reach.  

Consideration was given as to which approach to use in increasing LWD within the reach and 

due to a well-established riparian corridor in the upper project area a helicopter approach was 

selected over conventional approach.  In the downstream reach a more conventional approach 

to placing LWD and create side channels will be used.  Where possible we have choose to 

minimize channel cutting for side channel connectivity allowing the river to do most of the work, 

and will use LWD structures inchannel to both cause gravel sorting during high flow and to back 

up water downstream of side channel inlets to increase head and improve floodplain 

connectivity. 
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E. How have lessons learned from completed projects or monitoring studies 

informed your project? Sources of results may be from Project Scale Effectiveness 

Monitoring from TetraTech, individual sponsors, lessons learned from previously 

implemented projects, Intensively Monitored Watershed results, or other sources. 

We have adapted a restoration approach based on the past implementation of the 7 large scale 

projects completed under theTucannon Habitat Programmatic.  The project implementors meet 

for the sole purpose of improving restoration project implementation through design review 

and information sharing.  We have found that veting project design and approach builds better 

projects.  CHaMP monitoring on the Tucannon, while extensive has not yet provided definitive 

data to guide adaptive management to the point of directing project components.  But has 

shown that we need projects to consider the more frequent lower end of the hydrograph to be 

most effective.  

F. Describe the long-term stewardship and maintenance obligations for the 

project or acquired land. For acquisition and combination projects, identify any 

planned use of the property, including upland areas. 

Long term stewardship will be conducted by WDFW supported by CTUIR, the Tucannon Habitat 

Programmatic and Bonneville Power Administration (the project co-funder). 

3. Context within the local recovery plan. 

A. Discuss how this project fits within your regional recovery plan and/or local 

lead entity’s strategy to restore or protect salmonid habitat (i.e., addresses a 

priority action, occurs in a priority area, or targets a priority fish species). 

The project is listed in the 3 Yr. Work Plan and addresses limiting factors identified in the 

Recovery Plan for South East Washington.  The Recovery Plan identifies the project reach as a 

priority for restoration of spring Chinook and steelhead habitat by increasing LWD to increase 

channel complexity while increasing floodplain connectivity. 

B. Explain why it is important to do this project now instead of later. (Consider 

its sequence relative to other needs in the watershed and the current level and 

imminence of risk to habitat). 

The project is currently supported by the SRSRB and Tucannon Habitat Programmatic for 

implementation in 2016-17 which will be the source for the majority of the funding to complete 

the project.  The project is the next priority for restoration as identified in the Programmatic 3 Yr 

work plan which has been agreed upon to by the Recovery Board, Lead Entity, Two Tribes, USFS 

and WDFW. 

C. If your project is a part of a larger overall project or strategy, describe the 

goal of the overall strategy, explain individual sequencing steps, and which 

http://www.rco.wa.gov/doc_pages/other_pubs.shtml#monitoring
http://www.rco.wa.gov/doc_pages/other_pubs.shtml#monitoring
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of these steps is included in this application for funding. Attach a map in 

PRISM that illustrates how this project fits into the overall strategy, if relevant. 

This project is part of a larger 50 mile project area that takes a system-wide approach to 

improving habitat conditions for key life stages of ESA-listed Chinook salmon and steelhead and 

other aquatic species while working within public and private landowner interests.  Fourty 

conceptual project areas were delineated and evaluated for restoration potential based on 

findings in the 2012 Geomorphic Assessment; field reconnaissance during 2011& 2012 that 

characterized channel, floodplain, and riparian conditions; existing Chinook spawning and 

juvenile rearing data; and input from the Tucannon Coordinating Committee (a committee 

comprised of technical representatives from local, state federal, and tribal government agencies) 

and the public.  This application seeks to implement one of the 40 conceptual project designs 

indentified by this process. 

4. How does your project consider and accommodate the anticipated effects of 

climate change on salmon recovery? Consider for example changes in: river flow and 

timing, sea level rise, water availability, snowpack, sediment delivery, temperature, 

connectivity, project location, or other impacts. Include references to any relevant plans 

and models. 

Projects being designed and implemented in the Tucannon River have focused on two primary 

limiting factors affecting Chinook salmon and steelhead survival in the drainage; floodplain 

connectivity and channel complexity and indirectly riparian quantity and quality.  Basin wide, the 

level of restoration focusing on these limiting factors has been extensive enough that we believe 

to be having positive impacts such as; increasing summer time low stream base flow and 

decreasing high water temperatures in the Tucannon Basin.  This project design is following that 

template.  We considered project elements and project location in the context of climate 

change, this project focuses on process based restoration to ensure success in the face of future 

climate change. 

5. Project Proponents and Partners. Please answer the following questions about your 

organization and others involved in the project. 

A. Describe your experience managing this type of project. Please describe other 

projects where you have successfully used a similar approach. 

Kris Fischer is the Tucannon River Habitat Enhancement Project Leader for the CTUIR.  While this 

is my first restoration project in the Tucannon basin, I was active in the restoration community 

working for the Klamath Tribe’s the past 15 years in the Upper Klamath Basin in Oregon.  In 

addition to working as a team member of a collaborative restoration group completing 

restoration projects in the Klamath, I also gained restoration knowledge while working on the 

local and eastern Oregon regional Oregon Watershed Enhancement Board (OWEB) Review 

Panel, ranking and reviewing restoration projects both locally and on the eastern side of 

Oregon.  Inaddition to completing restoration projects in the Klamath Basin I also administered 
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several grants from numerous state and federal granting agencies with the largest being $1.2M 

from US Bureau of Reclamation.  I received a masters of science in Natural Resources at the 

University of Nebraska at Lincoln in 2000. 

B. List all landowner names. If your project will occur on land not owned by your 

organization, attach a Landowner Acknowledgement Form (Manual 18, Appendix 

F) in PRISM from each landowner acknowledging that his/her property is proposed 

for SRFB funding consideration. Multi-site acquisition projects need only attach a 

Landowner Acknowledgement Form for priority parcels. 

WDFW Wooten Wild Life Area.  Bob Dice Wildlife Area Manager 

C. List project partners and their role and contribution to the project. Attach a 

Partner Contribution Form (Manual 18, Appendix G) from each partner in PRISM. 

Refer to Manual 18, Section 3 for when this is required. 

Tucannon Habitat Programmatic, Kris Buelow,  

D. Stakeholder outreach. Discuss whether this project has any opposition or barriers 

to completion, besides funding. Describe your public outreach and feedback you 

have received. Are there any public safety concerns with the project? How will you 

address those concerns? 

The project has no know opposition at this point.  Initial contact with imediate landowners 

(neighbors) has been made with mostly positive results. 

Supplemental Questions 

Restoration Project Supplemental Questions 

Answer the following supplemental questions: 

A. Will you complete, or have you already completed, a preliminary design, final 

design, and design report (per Appendix D) before construction? 

Yes 

i. If no, please describe your design process and list all pre-construction 

deliverables you will submit to RCO for review. Including riparian planting 

plans. 

B. Will a licensed professional engineer design your project? 

Yes 

i. If not, please describe the qualifications of your design team. 
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C. If this project includes measures to stabilize an eroding stream bank, explain why 

bank stabilization there is necessary to accomplish habitat recovery. Bank 

stabilization criteria required met SRFB eligibility is on page Error! Bookmark not 

defined.18 of Manual 18. 

N/A 

D. Describe the steps you will take to minimize the introduction and spread of 

invasive species during construction and restoration. Specifically consider how you 

will use un-infested materials and clean equipment entering and leaving the project area. 

Invasive Species Control: The following measures will be followed to avoid introduction of 

invasive plants and noxious weeds into project areas: 

1) Prior to entering the site, all vehicles and equipment will be power washed, allowed to 

fully dry, and inspected to make sure no plants, soil, or other organic material adheres to 

the surface. 

2) Watercraft, waders, boots, and any other gear to be used in or near water will be 

inspected for aquatic invasive species. 

 

Comments 

Use this section to respond to the comments you will receive after your initial site visits, and 

then again after you submit your final application. 

Response to Site Visit Comments 

Please describe how you’ve responded to the review panel’s initial site visit comments. We 

recommend that you list each of the review panel’s comments and questions and identify how you 

have responded. You also may use this space to respond directly to the comments. 

Draft Application / Site Visit  REVIEW PANEL comments 

Date:  June 2, 2016     Project Site Visit?  Yes  No 
Review Panel Member(s):  Tom Slocum and Steve Toth 

1. Recommended improvements to make this a technically sound project according to 
the SRFB’s criteria:  

2. Missing Pre-application information. 
3. General Comments: 

This is a well-presented and well-thought-out proposal to add large wood and complexity to this 
reach of the Tucannon River on Washington Department of Fish and Wildlife ownership. The “light 
touch” design approach builds on lessons learned from previous LWD supplementation projects 
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upstream.   The design report and 30 percent preliminary plans clearly explain the project elements 
and design rationale. 

For the floodplain fence design, please explain why the cottonwood boles would be cut to only 2 feet 
above the ground surface.  If the floodplain fence is going to be effective at catching debris (as 
described in the design report), it seems that a height of at least 4 to 5 feet would be necessary. 

Sponsor Response: 

The flood fencing has been reconsidered and removed from the design.  LWD structures will be 
placed instead and rootwads will be in the 4-5 ft. diameter range (see updated “60% Design”). 

For the levee that is being scalped near the food plots, is there rock armoring that prevents channel 
migration, and if so, would it be removed? 

Sponsor Response: 

The levee will be scalped near the food plots, there is no rock armoring preventing channel migration 
at this location and the channel will be free to migrate on its own. 

The right bank levee at the downstream end of the project disconnects valuable floodplain wetlands 
from the river, and limits the full potential for restoring habitat processes at the project site.  SRSRB 
stated that a subsequent project phase may evaluate designs for restoring connectivity at this 
location. 

Sponsor Response: 

We recognize benefits of removing the levee at this location.  This location will not be included in the 
first phase of the project but the design being completed will include potential alternatives focused 
on the levee. 

4. Staff Comments: 

Please be sure to address all comments I provided when I reviewed the application in May (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 .  
NOTE that all changes to your proposal shoud be made using “track changes” in Word. 

 

Response to Post-Application Comments 

Please describe how you’ve responded to the review panel’s post-application comments. We 

recommend that you list each of the review panel’s comments and questions and identify how you 

have responded. You also may use this space to respond directly to the comments. 
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RESTORATION

 OVERALL PROJECT GRANT REQUEST

Budget must account 

for all costs to 

complete the project

Enter only the 

amount of the grant 

request

Amount Amount Match in PRISM

Funding not reported 

in PRISM

 Source (Grant, Cash, 

Materials, Labor, 

Volunteers, etc) 

Match Type (federal, state, 

local)

Category (choose one) Task Description Qty Rate

Mobilization Mobilization, including 

demobilization (LS)

1.00                     115,000.00$               115,000$                    10,000$                      -$                             105,000$                    

Other (Plans) Water/TESC/SPCC/Traffic 

Control (LS)

1.00                     8,000.00$                   8,000$                         -$                             -$                             8,000$                         

Demolition and site prep Site Prep and TESC Measures 

(LS)

1.00                     48,000.00$                 48,000$                      20,000$                      -$                             28,000$                      

Materials LWD (Singles, Boulder 

Balasted Logs, ELJs, Channel-

Spanning Interlocking Log 

Arrays, Heli Jams, Flood 

Fence) (LS)

1.00                     298,080.00$               298,080$                    129,400$                    50,000$                      118,680$                    

Materials Boulders (LS) 1.00                     7,500.00$                   7,500$                         -$                             -$                             7,500$                         

Equipment and equipment use Installation (ground based) 

(LS)

1.00                     245,600.00$               245,600$                    105,500$                    140,100$                    

Equipment and equipment use Installation (helicopter) (LS) 1.00                     285,000.00$               285,000$                    60,000$                      -$                             225,000$                    

Other Care of Water Work (LS) 1.00                     90,100.00$                 90,100$                      14,500$                      -$                             75,600$                      

Other Planting (materials and 

labor) (LS)

1.00                     14,500.00$                 14,500$                      10,000$                      -$                             4,500$                         

-$                             -$                             -$                             -$                             -$                             

-$                             -$                             -$                             -$                             -$                             

-$                             -$                             -$                             -$                             -$                             

-$                             -$                             -$                             -$                             -$                             

-$                             -$                             -$                             -$                             -$                             

STotal 1,111,780$                 349,400$                    50,000$                      712,380$                    

Category Task Description  Qty  Rate 

Final Design Final Designs and 

Construction Oversight (LS)

1.00                     75,000.00$                 75,000.00$                 35,000$                      40,000$                      -$                             

Administrative Project Management (LS) 1.00                     15,600.00$                 15,600.00$                 15,600$                      -$                             -$                             

-$                             -$                             -$                             -$                             -$                             

-$                             -$                             -$                             -$                             -$                             

-$                             -$                             -$                             -$                             -$                             

-$                             -$                             -$                             -$                             -$                             

-$                             -$                             -$                             -$                             -$                             

-$                             -$                             -$                             -$                             -$                             

-$                             -$                             -$                             -$                             -$                             

STotal 90,600$                      50,600$                      40,000$                      -$                             

Description Approved Rate  Total Project Base 

Indirect on Admin Costs 44.000% 15,600.00$                 6,864$                         6,864$                         -$                              $                               -   

Indirect 0.000% -$                             -$                             -$                             -$                              $                               -   

STotal 6,864$                         6,864$                         -$                              $                               -   

GTOTAL 1,209,244$                 406,864$                    90,000$                      712,380$                    

A&E maximum allowed in PRISM  $                            119,820.00 PRISM Project Total  $                    496,864 

A&E validation 29,220 RCO Percentage Match Percentage

81.89% 18.11%

The Grant  Request and Match should equal the total project cost and Budget Check cell should be 0. 

Sponsors must account for all sources and types of match need to complete the project.

See SRFB Manual 5 for additional information regarding allowable costs. 

AA&E Budget Check

MATCH

Construction

Administrative, Architechtural & Engineering

Indirect Costs 

Lower Columbia Habitat Project Application Detailed Cost Estimate 2/1/2013

http://www.rco.wa.gov/documents/manuals&forms/Manual_5.pdf
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Salmon Recovery Funding Board
Application Authorization

Oroanization Name: CONFEDERATED TRIBES OF THE UMATILLA INDTAN RESERVATION

Proiect Name and Number (s): TUCANNON RIVER LARGE WOOD AND FLOODPLAIN PROJECT PA 1-8, #16-

209r

This form authorizes submitting application(s) for grant funding assistance for salmon recovery project(s) to
the Salmon Recovery Funding Board as provided in RCW 77.85,WAC 420 and subsequent Legislative

action.

WHEREAS, under the provisions of the Salmon Recovery Act, state grant assistance is requested to aid in

financing the cost of restoration; and

WHEREAS, our organization considers it in the best public interest to complete the project described in the

application(s).

NOW THEREFORE, BE IS RESOLVED that:

1. The EXECUTTVE DIRECTOR is authorized to make formal application to the Salmon Recovery Funding

Board for grant assistance.

2. Our organization has reviewed the sample project agreement on the Recreation and Conservation Office's

web site at http://wrnn¡rr.rco.wa.gov/documents/manuals&forms/SampleProjAgreement.pdf and authorize

the EXECUWE DIRECTOR to enter into such a project agreement, if funding is awarded. We understand

and acknowledge that the project agreement will contain the indemnification (applicable to any sponsor)

and waiver of sovereign immunity (applicable to Tribes) and other terms and conditions that are contained

in the sample project agreement.

3. Any grant assistance received will be used for direct costs associated with implementation of the project

referenced above.

4. Our organization expects our matching share of project funding will be derived from the Tucannon

Programmatic and meets the requirements of WAC 420-I2-04O.ln addition, our organization understands

it is responsible for support¡ng all non-cash commitments to this project should they not materialize.

5. We acknowledge that if the Salmon Recovery Funded Board approves grant assistance for the project(s),

the Recreation and Conservation Office will pay us on only a reimbursement basis, except for a specially

approved advance payment. We understand reimbursement basis means that we will only request

payment from the Recreation and Conservation Office after we incur eligible and allowable costs and pay

them. The Recreation and Conservation Office may also determine an amount of retainage and hold that
amount until the project is complete. The Recreation and Conservation Office may approve advance

payments in limited circumstances, pursuant to WAC 420-12-060 and the policy outlinedin Monuol S,

Reimbursements.

6. We acknowledge that any property restored be maintained for a period of ten years after the project is

complete unless otherwise provided and agreed to by our organization and the Salmon Recovery Funding

Board.

7. This application authorization becomes part of a formal application to the Salmon Recovery Funding

Board for grant assistance.

8. We provided appropriate opportunity for public comment on this application.



9. We certify that this resolution was properly and lawfully adopted following the requirements of our

organization and applicable laws and policies and that the person signing as authorized representative is

duly authorized to do so.

This resolution was adopted by our organization during the meeting held:

Locatio

Signed and

Signed

a representative:

J. Tovey, Jr

Title

Approved as to form November ]-9.2OL5

/2 ¿

You may reproduce thís form in your own formot;text however moy not change.
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