Pre-Application Due Date: March 13, 2019
Draft Application Due Date: April 4, 2019
Final Application Due Date: July 9, 2019

2019 Snake River Salmon Recovery
Board Project Application
Complete Application Checklist Summary:
Through the application process each of the following elements, depending on
the project type, will need to be created and submitted at some point before the
final application due date.
Local Snake River Salmon Recovery Board Application – this does not need to be
submitted in PRISM, but is required and will assist in finalizing a complete
application – many elements including the project title, description, property
details, etc., can be copied and pasted throughout. The SRSRB Application
includes this entire form, the pre-application, draft application, and final application
sections.
The relevant Salmon Project Proposal (Appendix C, found in RCO Manual 18),
which includes the response to the SRFB Review Panel comments if required.
Three maps: 1. a general vicinity map, 2. a detailed worksite map for planning and
restoration projects or a parcel map for acquisitions, and 3. a map showing the
project’s Area of Potential Effect with the section, township, and range identified.
A minimum of two site photographs in JPEG file format.
The proposed project design including plans, specifications, and a design report if
available (for restoration projects only).
Detailed Cost Estimate.
Landowner Acknowledgement Form (Appendix F, found in RCO Manual 18).
Barrier Evaluation Form (fish passage construction and design projects only).
Correction Analysis Form (fish passage construction projects only).
Intensively Monitored Watershed Certification (when relevant).
Waiver of Retroactivity (for acquisition projects only).
Deliverables from prior phases of the project (when relevant).
Project partnership contribution form (when relevant, Appendix G, found in RCO
Manual 18).
Salmon Recovery Funding Board Application Authorization Form
RCO Fiscal Data Sheet
Complete required elements of PRISM Online Application:
(https://secure.rco.wa.gov/Prism/Sponsor/Account/LogOn).

Please contact the Snake River Salmon Recovery Board Lead Entity
office for questions or assistance with the application and application
process at 509-382-4115 or ali@snakeriverboard.org.
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Pre-Application Section
(This section must also must be included as part of the Draft and Final
Applications if you don’t submit a pre-application).
Project Title (less than 50 characters including spaces, please create a title that accurately
reflects the project):
Cottonwood Creek Fish Passage Restoration
Submitting Organization:
Asotin County Conservation District
Project Contact Information
(Complete for each project contact)
Mrs.

Ms.

Mr.

First Name: Megan

Last Name: Stewart

Address: 720 Sixth Street, Suite B

City/Town: Clarkston

Telephone # (509) 552-8100

Cell # (509) 751-7208

State: WA

Zip: 99403

E-mail address: megan@asotincd.org

Project Location: Provide a brief description of the project location including watershed, stream
reach, position in watershed and if the project is within an major or minor spawning area (MSA or mSA)
and within a designated restoration or protection reach (according to the Funding Habitat Restoration
Projects for Salmon Recovery in the Snake River Region Booklet and Snake River Salmon Recovery
Plan (2011)).
The Cottonwood Creek Fish Passage Restoration project is located where Cottonwood Creek flows
under the Grande Ronde River Road approximately 2.5 miles west of highway 129. The project lies
within the Lower Grande Ronde Subbasin and is part of the Grande Ronde MiSA. Cottonwood Creek
is identified as a Priority Protection Reach that flows directly into the Grande Ronde River.

Maps: Provide both a map illustrating project vicinity and a site map. Map descriptions can be placed
in this section but maps should be attached as a separate page. (Contact SRSRB staff for assistance
if needed).
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Project Description
Must be less than 1,500 characters including spaces.

Important Note:
Many audiences, including the Salmon Recovery Funding Board (SRFB), SRFB’s Technical Review
Panel, media, legislators, and the public who may inquire about your project, use this description.
Provide as clear, succinct, and descriptive an overview of your project as possible – many will read
these 1-2 paragraphs! This project description will be used in your online PRISM application and
can be used in the Salmon Project Proposal, please take your time to craft a well written project
description.
Your description needs to include the following:
•

Who is sponsoring the project

•

Type of project (acquisition, restoration, development, design)

•

Location information

•

Overall specific goal to be achieved and why it is important to do at this time

•

Primary type of habitat to be protected or restored and to what extent the project will protect,
restore, and/or address salmon habitat

•

Priority species supported

•

Primary outdoor recreation opportunity to be provided if relevant

•

What will be acquired, restored, developed, and/or designed with grant funds

Example of a Project Description:
The Jones Nonprofit will use this grant to acquire approximately 20 acres to protect salmonid habitat. Five of
these acres will be restored. The property is located in B County, adjacent to Liquid Creek, east of Highway
1101. The acquisition will help conserve the ecological integrity and biological diversity of the Liquid Creek
watershed by protecting parcels containing critical riparian habitats and linking these parcels to existing public
lands. The primary habitat that will be protected is riparian and in-stream habitat. Approximately 20 acres will
be acquired, 10 acres of riparian and wetland habitat and 10 acres of adjacent upland. Five of the riparian
acres will be restored by planting native vegetation. The primary species supported by these habitats are
Endangered Species Act listed anadromous fish including coho, summer and fall Chinook, chum, and
steelhead.
This acquisition has been identified as a high priority for B County, and the protection of functioning habitat is
the highest priority in the Northwestern chapter of the Salmon Recovery Plan. The Jones Non- Profit group has
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worked closely with B County, the local school district and the Friends of Liquid Creek to secure funding and
other support for this project. The University of Fun Education has agreed to conduct the baseline study and
develop a restoration plan. This project builds upon the Land Trust’s adjacent land holdings and the Liquid
Creek Preserve which has already conserved 45 acres and 3,700 feet of Liquid Creek

The PRISM database limits project descriptions to 1500 characters (including spaces); any
excess text will be deleted. Additional detail should be provided in the project proposal!
Your Project Description:
The Asotin County Conservation District is sponsoring the restoration of the Cottonwood Creek culvert,
which is a fish passage barrier where Cottonwood Creek flows under the Grande Ronde River Road 0.1
miles above the confluence with the Grande Ronde River. The barrier poses an imminent threat to
anadromous fish (steelhead), and limits their access to nearly 2.54 miles of potential rearing and
spawning habitat upstream of the culvert. As stated in the Snake River Salmon Recovery Plan,
steelhead are especially effective at accessing and utilizing stream reaches with suitable habitat,
however, their distribution is limited by environmental issues such as migration barriers. The culvert was
identified in 2008 by the WWCC Road Crossing Barrier Assessment as a barrier and included in a
WDFW Inventory Assessment in 2016. Cottonwood Creek has been identified as a priority protection
reach for steelhead. Fish passage is identified in the Snake River Salmon Recovery Plan as a primary
limiting factor for steelhead in several lower tributaries to the Lower Grande Ronde River. This fish
passage barrier has been identified as a priority for the RCO Fish Barrier Removal Board. Habitat
limiting factors and objectives for this reach include reducing imminent threats, such as removing
obstructions. The ACCD developed this project in conjunction with Asotin County and the WA Dept of
Fish and Wildlife. The design package is being developed through RCO FBRB and BPA funds to
resolve the fish passage barrier to reconnect critical habitat.

Restoration Project Preliminary Design Requirements
Starting in 2013, the SRFB changed the requirement for design review of restoration projects which
exceed $250,000 in SRFB requested funds. If your grant request from the SRFB will exceed $250,000
you will be required to submit a preliminary design or equivalent with the final application. Check the
SRFB Manual18 (Appendix D) for information of the Design Requirements or contact LE Staff.

Please check the appropriate box below as to whether the design requirement can be met.
I have preliminary designs completed and have cross walked them w/ SRFB
requirements
I am currently working on preliminary design and may be able to complete by
final application deadline
I do not have preliminary designs and will not have them by the final application
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Evidence that this project is part of the Snake River Salmon Recovery Plan:
List the HWS project number and the title of the project as stated in the Snake river Salmon Recovery
Region Provisional Work Plan 2014-2019. If project is not directly stated in the Work Plan, list the
general project category your project pertains to and describe the correlation.

Work Plan Number(s):
35_GR_CW

Planning Projects: Assessments and Inventories
The Snake River Salmon Recovery Board, at its discretion*, may make up to $200,000 of its
annual Salmon Recovery Funding Board (SRFB) project allocation available for assessments that do
not produce site-specific project designs subject to the following conditions:
•

Address a high priority information need or data gap that limits subsequent project identification
or development as identified within our recovery plan and/or lead entity strategy.

•

The regional organization or lead entity and applicant can demonstrate how the project fits in
the larger context, such as its fit with a regional recovery-related, scientific research agenda or
work plan, and how it will address the identified high priority data void. The Region must provide
a letter of support for the project. The project will not be eligible to apply without a letter from the
region.

•

The region and applicant can demonstrate why SRFB funds are necessary, rather than other
sources of funding.

•

The results must clearly determine criteria and options for subsequent projects and show the
schedule for implementing such projects, if funded.

•

Not exceed 2 years.

Total $200,000 or less of our regional allocation*.
Please see Manual 18 for more information.
Is this project and assessment or inventory?

Yes
No

If yes, does this assessment or inventory produce site-specific project designs?

Yes
No

Assessment and Monitoring Projects:
The SRSRB has requested that a project sponsor first seek Columbia River Salmon and Steelhead
Endorsement (CRSSE) funding (if eligible) before making a request for SRFB funds. Details on the
CRSSE can be found here: http://wdfw.wa.gov/licensing/crss_endorsement/. WDFW develops project
proposals for the Columbia River Salmon and Steelhead Recreational Anglers Board (CRSSRAB) to
evaluate and rank. To determine project eligibility, please work with regional WDFW staff. If your
project is eligible for CRSSE funding, please be advised that your project may not be funded or it may
be funded only after receiving CRSSE funds.

Is this project eligible for CRSSE funding (please provide relevant communications):

Yes
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No

This is the end of the PRE-APPLICATION
When submitting your draft application, make sure to update the pre-application
information where required as well as completing the following draft application. The preapplication will become part of the draft application to reduce redundant forms.
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Draft Application Section
(This section is in addition to the pre-application, please update sections
above in the Pre-Application section where necessary).
Salmon Recovery Funding Board
Draft Application Information

Draft

Date Submitted to SRSRB 4/4/19

Vicinity / Site Maps & Photos
Please submit photos as JPEG or other non PDF picture format. Maps and designs maybe submitted in
photo or PDF format. If maps and photos were submitted with the pre-application, re-submit only if they
have been updated.

Attached
Vicinity Map
Detailed Worksite Map (planning and restoration projects) or parcel map (acquisition
projects)
Map showing the project’s Area of Potential Effect (APE) with Section/Township/Range
A minimum of two (2) Aerial or Site Specific Photos Attached
Designs (conceptual, preliminary, or final) or Field Sketches

Salmon Project Proposal
To complete this section download the Salmon Project Proposal template that fits your proposed project
and attach as a separate document. Check appropriate box below.
NOTE: This project proposal will be used primarily to evaluate your project and is the meat of the
application. Please include appropriate metrics within the body of the text.
The Salmon Project Proposal template documents listed below can be found at:
http://snakeriverboard.org/wpi/salmon-recovery/lead-entity-committee/grant-applications/ or in Appendix
C of SRFB Manual 18.

Attached
1) Restoration, Acquisition, and Combination (Restoration & Acquisition) Project
2) Planning Projects (Assessment, Design, and Study) and Combination (Planning &
Acquisition) Projects
3) Regional Monitoring Projects
4) Barrier Inventory Projects
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Regional Monitoring Proposal Requirements (Regional Monitoring projects only)
The Snake River Salmon Recovery Board, at its discretion*, may make up to 10 percent of its
annual Salmon Recovery Funding Board (SRFB) project allocation available for monitoring
activities subject to the following conditions:
•

Address a high priority information need or data gap identified within our recovery plan and/or
associated regional research, monitoring, and evaluation (RME) plan or lead entity strategy.

•

Not duplicate or interfere with ongoing monitoring efforts.

•

Be consistent or compatible with data collection, analysis, and management methods and
protocols being used within the region and shall to the maximum extent practicable be
consistent or compatible with methods and protocols in common use throughout the state.

•

Make data available to the RCO, the public, and the SRFB Monitoring Panel.

•

Not exceed 3 years.

•

Total 10 percent or less than our regional allocation*.

Attached
Regional Organization Monitoring Project Certification

Projects that address Imminent Threats – Population Effect Determination
When the Lead Entity Committee reviews and evaluates project proposals, addressing an Imminent
Threat to salmon and/or steelhead is taken into consideration Following the submission of the draft
application, if your project addresses an Imminent Threat as identified in the Funding Habitat
Restoration Projects for Salmon Recovery in the Snake River Region Application Booklet, the Snake
River Salmon Recovery Board Regional Technical Team (RTT) will be consulted on the severity of
Imminent Threats being proposed for restoration funding. The RTT will consider population level effects
the project may have if the project is implement and provide a technical recommendation to the LE
Committee either (I) large improvement on a population scale or (i) minimum impact on a population
scale for project scoring and evaluation.
Early communication with the RTT during project development to discuss screen impact is critical
Determination of project significance will be based on the perceived benefits to salmonids and be
determined during the review process. For screening projects, if multiple screens are grouped into one
proposal, screens must be in the same drainage for evaluation purposes, along with screen size and
type when possible. Specific screen locations must be identified in a project proposal rather than just a
general action and each specific screen identified to be included in the project must have a signed
landowner acknowledgement form.
Local Scale (anticipated)
RTT Technical Opinion (Filled in by LE Staff)
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Landowner Acknowledgment Forms
To complete this section, download the landowner acknowledgment form (different from the landowner
agreement form), have the landowner complete and sign the form, and submit a copy with the draft
application. Draft applications without signed agreement forms may not be considered by the SRSRB
for final scoring and ranking. Remember to complete a Landowner Acknowledgement form for each
separate Landowner.
These forms can be found on the SRSRB web site at: http://snakeriverboard.org/wpi/salmonrecovery/lead-entity-committee/grant-applications/ or in SRFB Manual 18.

Number of Landowners and Attached Landowner Forms

Number: 2

Project Proposal Cost Estimate
Please provide a detailed cost estimate to supplement the general cost information required by PRISM
(it is easiest to align the cost estimate you create with the cost fields from PRISM). Applicants must use
the existing template, and in general, restoration and design project cost estimates should separate
costs for individual construction, design, and project administration elements and tasks (e.g., survey,
design, permits, cultural resources, materials, labor, and equipment). Acquisition projects should
include costs for land, incidentals (including, as appropriate, appraisals, review appraisals, hazardous
substance assessment, title reports and insurance, baseline documentation for conservation
easements, closing, recording fees, wetland delineation, fencing, signing, taxes), boundary survey,
cultural resources review, demolition, noxious weed control, relocation, stewardship plan, and project
administration. Contingency costs should NOT be included as a separate line item in the attached cost
estimate. For more information and eligible costs, see RCO Manual 18.
For this section, you must use an existing template cost estimate which can be found on the SRSRB
website at: http://snakeriverboard.org/wpi/salmon-recovery/lead-entity-committee/grant-applications/

Attached
Detailed Cost Estimate

Barrier Evaluation Form (Fish Passage construction and design projects only)
This form is used to document fish passage barrier conditions. This form can be found on the SRSRB
web site at: http://snakeriverboard.org/wpi/salmon-recovery/lead-entity-committee/grant-applications/ or
in SRFB Manual 18.

Attached
Barrier Evaluation From
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Appendix C-3: Restoration,
Acquisition, and Combination
Proposal
Project Number
Project Name
Sponsor

Cottonwood Creek Fish Passage Restoration
Asotin County Conservation District

List all related projects previously funded or reviewed by RCO:
Project # or
Name
17-1482P
Cottonwood Cr
Fish Passage
Design

Status
In progress

Status of Prior Phase Deliverables and
Relationship to Current Proposal?
Full Design Package & Environmental Compliance

If previous project was not funded, describe how the current proposal differs from the
original.
Please respond to each question individually. Do not summarize answers collectively in
essay format. Local citizen and technical advisory groups will use this information to
evaluate your project. Limit the response to ten pages (single-sided), excluding
supplemental questions. The sponsor 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 brief. The Asotin County Conservation District, in partnership with Asotin
County, will use this grant and Fish Barrier Removal Board funds, to replace an
undersized corrugated metal pipe culvert which has been identified as a barrier
for migrating ESA listed steelhead.

2. Project location. The Cottonwood Creek Fish Passage Restoration project is
located where Cottonwood Creek flows under the Grande Ronde River Road
approximately 2.5 miles west of highway 129. The project lies within the Lower
Grande Ronde Subbasin and is part of the Grande Ronde MSA. Cottonwood
Page 1
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Creek is identified as a Priority Protection Reach that flows directly into the
Grande Ronde River.

3. Problem statement. Cottonwood Creek is a tributary to the Grande Ronde River
in southeast Washington. A fish passage barrier exists approximately 0.1 miles
above the mouth of the Cottonwood Creek where it passes under the Grande
Ronde River Road. The barrier poses an imminent threat to anadromous fish,
including steelhead, limiting their access to 2.54 miles of spawning and rearing
habitat. As stated in the Snake River Salmon Recovery Plan, steelhead are
especially effective at accessing and utilizing stream reaches with suitable habitat,
however, their distribution is limited by environmental issues such as migration
barriers. Cottonwood Creek has been identified as a priority protection reach for
steelhead. Fish passage is identified in the Snake River Salmon Recovery Plan as a
primary limiting factor for steelhead in several lower tributaries to the Grande
Ronde River. This fish passage barrier has been identified as a priority for the
RCO Fish Barrier Removal Board.

4. List the fish resources present at the site and targeted by this project.
Species

Life History Present (egg,
juvenile, adult)

Current Population Trend
(decline, stable, rising)

Snake
River
Steelhead

Egg, Juvenile, Adult

Unknown

Endangered
Species Act
Coverage (Y/N)
Yes

5. Describe the limiting factors, and limiting life stages (by fish species) that
your project expects to address.

Fish passage is identified in the Snake River Salmon Recovery Plan as a primary limiting
factor for steelhead in several lower tributaries to the Lower Grande Ronde River,
including Cottonwood Creek. Passage at this structure will benefit all life stages of
steelhead. The ability for adults to access spawning habitat above the culvert will expand
capacity for egg to emerging fry (in gravel) life stages. Juvenile rearing capacity of
Cottonwood Creek will be greatly increased as fish are able to move upstream freely.

6. Project goals and objectives.
A. What are the project goals? The primary goal is to remove a fish passage
barrier that currently limits movement of steelhead in Cottonwood Creek,
limiting their access to spawning and rearing habitat upstream. The current
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undersized culvert will be replaced with an adequately sized structure
improving access to 2.54 miles of habitat.
B. What are the project objectives?
•

Replace the existing barrier culvert on Cottonwood Creek with structure
that would achieve 100% fish passage for all life stages of steelhead and
other aquatic organisms through the project reach.

•

Site restoration will also aim to enhance existing native riparian
vegetation and replace any vegetation removed during the construction
of the passage project by planting native tree/shrub species on
approximately 0.1 acres upstream and downstream of the culvert.
Plantings will occur during the fall, winter and spring following
construction. In addition, a native grass seed mix will be planted to reduce
potential noxious weeds on all areas that were disturbed during
construction.

C. What are the assumptions and constraints that could impact whether
you achieve your objectives? Funding is the significant constraint that could
impact the ability to complete this project. The project is identified in the line
item budget request that the Fish Barrier Removal Board submitted to the WA
State Legislature. The majority of the project funding will come from that
source. In the event, funding from FBRB is not available, the project will be
delayed until additional funds can be secured.
ACCD is working closely with GeoEngineers, Inc. to complete the full design
package and secure the permits to meet environmental compliance
requirements. Construction is planned in 2020 which would allow a buffer in
the FBRB and SRFB funds if the project was delayed.

7. Project details.
A. Provide a narrative description of the proposed project.
Once the funding contracts are in place, ACCD will utilize a competitive bid
process to select a contractor to complete the construction to replace the
existing fish barrier culvert on Cottonwood Creek with structure that would
achieve 100% fish passage for all life stages of steelhead and other aquatic
organisms through the project reach.
ACCD staff will plant a native grass seed mix to reduce potential noxious
weeds on all areas that were disturbed during construction.
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The Washington Conservation Crew or contractor will complete tree/shrub
planting to restore vegetation impacted during the construction of the
passage project.
B. Provide a scope of work and detailed list of project deliverables.
•

GeoEngineers
o

o

o

•

o

Bid Package – create a full bidding package that ACCD will utilize to
complete the bidding requirements needed to hire a contractor for
construction. Asotin County will participate in bid review.

Project Oversight – provide grant management and project oversight
to coordinate with other parties to ensure all deliverables are achieved
and financial coordination/documentation
Contractor Selection – utilize bid package development by
GeoEngineers to select and hire a contractor to complete the passage
construction

o

Construction – coordinate and assist with fish salvage, provide project
oversight and coordination with engineers and contractor

o

Site Restoration – ensure grass seeding and tree/shrub planting is
completed

Asotin County
o

o

•

Environmental Compliance –complete a design report and secure all
permits needed for this project.

Asotin County Conservation District
o

•

Final Designs - provide construction ready/final designs for the project
and will be available during construction for any follow up that may
be needed by the onsite engineer.

Construction Engineering and Oversight – provide an engineer for
project inspection and oversight construction of the fish passage
project including environmental monitoring
Maintain Project – provide maintenance and monitoring of passage
associated with the County Road after the project is completed as
needed

Washington Department of Fish and Wildlife
Page 4
Manual 18, Salmon Recovery Grants l March 2019

Appendix C-3: Restoration, Acquisition, and Combination Proposal

o

•

Fish Salvage – complete fish salvage prior to any instream work and
install barriers to prevent fish access to the site during construction

Construction Contractor
o

Equipment and material staging on-site

o

Clearing and grubbing

o

Construction survey work (project layout and staking)

o

Erosion and water control

o

Construction of fish passage project

o

Traffic control and direction through the duration of construction

o

Road construction (aggregate base and asphalt resurfacing, guard rail
installation, permanent signing, and striping)

o

Regrading and site clean up

o

Providing of as-built designs, invoicing, and closeout

C. Explain how the sponsor determined cost estimates.
Original cost estimates were provided by WDFW engineer when the project was
identified. Since then ACCD has hired GeoEngineers, Inc. to complete the full
design package. When the design selection is complete, an engineer’s estimate
will be provided based on the design and geotechnical investigation to provide
the most accurate budget possible.
D. Describe the design or acquisition alternatives considered to achieve
the project’s objectives. ACCD is working with GeoEngineers to develop
design alternatives currently. Within the next two months, a design will be
selected. Asotin County, WDFW and SRSRB will assist with the review of
design options and select a design that will be presented to RCO for
approval. When evaluating the options, the review team will take into
consideration how effective the design is to address the barrier, cost, road
standard requirements and long term maintenance needs.
E. How have lessons learned from completed projects or monitoring
studies informed this project? The scope and goals of the project are
straightforward. We are confident in the ability of ACCD to manage this
project. We will continue working closely with partners that have extensive

Page 5
Manual 18, Salmon Recovery Grants l March 2019

Appendix C-3: Restoration, Acquisition, and Combination Proposal

past experience with similar projects to provide guidance and expertise when
needed.
F. Describe the long-term stewardship and maintenance obligations for
the project or acquired land. The project area lies within the Asotin County
right of way associated with the Grande Ronde River Road. They will provide
on-going management of the passage project after completion. ACCD staff
will provide monitoring on the site to ensure the disturbance areas are
restored and enhanced to prevent any future resource concerns due to the
project construction.

8. Explain why it is important to do this project now instead of later. This

barrier was identified in 2008 in the Walla Walla Community College Road
Crossing Barrier Assessment and included in the WDFW Inventory Assessment in
2016. In 2015, the RCO Fish Barrier Removal Board asked each salmon recovery
region to identify priority watersheds for fish passage barrier removal. The Snake
River Salmon Recovery Board’s Regional Technical Team identified the Lower
Grande Ronde River watershed as the regional priority. Barriers had been
identified on Buford Creek, Cottonwood Creek and Cougar Creek. In addition,
there was a barrier on Rattlesnake Creek that was replaced in 2015 as a
collaborative project between ACCD and WA Department of Transportation. The
Buford Creek barrier has been funded by FBRB and SRFB and is scheduled for
construction in 2019.
The majority of the funding for this project has been identified in the FBRB
legislative budget request and should be available in July 2019. It is critical we
secure the remaining funding needs necessary to complete the construction
while the FBRB funding is available. This project must be completed in a single
implementation effort rather than a phased approach.

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

goal of the overall strategy, explain individual sequencing steps, and which
of these steps is included in this application for funding.
This project was identified as one of four barrier locations associated with road
crossing in the Lower Grande Ronde River watershed that needed to be
addressed in order to restore full fish passage to tributaries in the watershed.
This will be the 3rd barrier to be replaced in order to provide fish access to
spawning and rearing habitat.

10. Describe the sponsor’s experience managing this type of project.
ACCD has extensive experience managing RCO funded projects and is very
familiar with SRFB funding expectations. In recent years, ACCD was the lead on
two other fish passage barrier projects. We partnered with DOT to complete the
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Rattlesnake Barrier project which was completed in 2015. The ACCD also
completed the Headgate Dam Fish Passage project that included notching a
historic dam on Asotin Creek and installed a roughen channel design.

11. List all landowner names.
Asotin County – County Road and Right-of-Way
Wayne Bezona – Owns the land immediately upstream of the culvert. We will
possibly utilize his feeding area as staging area for equipment and material
Army Corp of Engineers/U.S. Fish and Wildlife – According to County Assessor
Records ACOE owns the land immediately downstream of the culvert. (There is a
question about who the actual owner is for the parcel. County records show COE
as the owner, but they claim the property was transferred to USFWS in 1989 and
the upstream landowner claims they own the property and provided a long term
lease/easement for the acclamation pond area)

12. List project partners and their role and contribution to the project.
Asotin County Conservation District – Provide project oversight, contract
management, contractor selection and site restoration
Asotin County – Provide construction engineering and oversite and long term
maintenance of the project post implementation
Washington Department of Fish and Wildlife – Fish salvage and design review to
ensure fish passage requirements are met.
Snake River Salmon Recovery Board – Fish salvage and design review

13. Stakeholder outreach.
There has been no concerned expressed about this project by stakeholders and
support for this project. No explicit public outreach has occurred; however, we
will ensure there is significant publication prior to construction to ensure the
public is aware of the project and possibly traffic delays during the timeframe
when construction will take place. There are no public safety concerns for this
project and all traffic plans will be fully vetted and approved by Asotin County
prior to construction.
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Supplemental Questions
Restoration Project Supplemental Questions
Answer the following supplemental questions:
A. Will the sponsor complete, or already completed, a preliminary design,
final design, and design report (per Appendix D) before construction?
Choose an answer
Yes. A final design report and all plan specifications will be completed
before construction
B. Will a licensed professional engineer design the project?
Yes
GeoEngineers, Inc has been hired to complete the design package. They
will work closely with ACCD, Asotin County and WDFW to ensure designs
meet RCO funding requirements and fish passage requirements.
C. If this project includes measures to stabilize an eroding stream bank,
explain why bank stabilization there is necessary to accomplish habitat
recovery.
No streambank stabilization is planned for this project
D. Describe the steps the sponsor will take to minimize the introduction
and spread of invasive species during construction and restoration.
ACCD will require all equipment used by the contractor to be cleaned and
inspected prior to accessing the project site. This will be specified in the
bid package and contract. There will be a dip station available for
everyone to treat boots and waders prior to accessing the site. All areas
that are disturbed during construction will be seeded with a native grass
mix and trees/shrubs will be planted.

Fish Passage Project Supplemental Questions
A. Describe the passage problem (outfall, velocity, slope, etc.)
Slope (See Attached WDFW Fish Passage Inventory)
B. Describe the current barrier (age, material, shape, and condition).
Page 8
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The barrier is a six foot in diameter corrugated metal culvert that is
estimated to be 30 to 50 years old. There is a concrete headwall on the
upstream side and rock placed fill on the downstream side. The culvert is
aged but not at risk of failure. (Personal Communication: Dustin Johnson,
Asotin County Public Works Engineer)
C. Is the current barrier a complete or partial barrier?
The WDFW Fish Passage Inventory identifies the barrier as have 0%
passability but we feel it is a partial barrier since fish have been
documented above the culvert.
D. If a culvert or arch is proposed, does it employ a stream simulation, no
slope, hydraulic, or other design?
The design phase of this project has kicked off and GeoEngineers was
hired to complete the designs. The design alternatives will be developed
and reviewed in mid-April. Once the design is selected, ACCD will work
with WDFW to determine was stream simulation, hydraulic analysis and
other design needs will be completed to meet fish passage requirements
and road standards.
E. Describe the amount and quality of habitat made accessible if the barrier
is corrected. Has the project received a Priority Index (PI) number? If so,
provide the PI number and describe how it was generated: Physical survey,
reduced sample full survey, expanded threshold determination, or Washington
Department of Fish and Wildlife generated PI (list source, such as a study or
inventory).
There 2.54 miles of stream above the barrier culvert.
There is no PI number for this project.

(Not Applicable for this project)

F. Identify if there are additional fish passage barriers downstream or
upstream of this project.
No
G. Engineering licensing requirement. Will a licensed professional engineer
design the project? Yes If not, please describe the qualifications of the design
team.
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Comments
Use this section to respond to the comments received after the initial site visits, and then
again after submitting the final application.

Response to Site Visit Comments
Please describe how the sponsor responded to the review panel’s initial site visit
comments. List each review panel comment and question and identify the response. Use
this space to respond directly to the comments or refer to changes in the proposal.

Response to Post-Application Comments
Please describe how the sponsor responded to the review panel’s post-application
comments. List each of the review panel’s comments and questions and identify the
response. Use this space to respond directly to the comments or refer to changes in the
proposal.
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Cottonwood Creek Fish Passage Restoration

RESTORATION
See SRFB Manual 5 for additional information regarding allowable costs.
OVERALL PROJECT

Category (choose one)
choose category

Category

Amount

Construction

Task Description

Qty

Permits/Environmental Compliance
Cultural Resources
Construction Supervision
Excavation - C.Y.
Removal/Disposal - Culvert - L.F.

1.00
1.00
175.00
1,433.00
35.00

$
$
$
$
$
$

Bedding - C.Y.
Streambed Gravel - C.Y.
Culvert - L.F.
Culvert Installation
Backfill, Compaction - C.Y.
Culvert Footings - L.F.
Temporary Bridge
Restoration - Seeding
Restoration - Planting
Road - Guardrail - L.F.
Road - Paving - S.F.
Mobilization
Temporary Detour - Signage,
Flagging, etc
Detour - on site
Contingency

16.00
88.00
45.00
1.00
1,073.00
98.00
1.00
1.00
500.00
162.00
1,647.00
1.00
1.00
1.00
1.00

Administrative, Architechtural & Engineering
Task Description
Grant Management
Project Management
Onsite Engineering
Design & Coordination Engineering

Qty

1.00
550.00
175.00
80.00

Rate

MATCH

GRANT REQUEST

Budget must account
Enter only the
for all costs to
amount of the grant
complete the project
request

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.

Match in PRISM

Amount

Funding not reported
in PRISM

5,000.00
10,835.00
50.00
25.00
30.00

$
$
$
$
$
$

5,000
10,835
8,750
35,825
1,050

$
$
$
$
$
$

2,000
10,000
-

$
$
$
$
$
$

1,050

$
$
$
$
$
$

5,000
10,835
6,750
25,825
-

$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$

45.00
75.00
1,550.00
50,000.00
30.00
145.00
20,000.00
500.00
3.00
50.00
10.00
30,000.00
16,000.00

$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$

720
6,600
69,750
50,000
32,190
14,210
20,000
500
1,500
8,100
16,470
30,000
16,000

$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$

3,300
30,000
25,000
8,400
-

$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$

3,300
39,750
25,000
500
1,500
10,000
-

$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$

720
32,190
14,210
11,600
8,100
16,470
20,000
16,000

$
$

55,000.00 $
75,000.00 $
STotal $

55,000
75,000
457,500

$
$
$

78,700

$
$
$

81,100

$
$
$

55,000
75,000
297,700

$
$
$
$

16,000.00
27,500.00
35,000.00
16,000.00

$
$
$
$

16,000
5,000
5,000
-

$
$
$
$

5,000
-

$
$
$
$

22,500
25,000
16,000

$
$
$
$
$
$

94,500

$
$
$
$
$
$

26,000

$
$
$
$
$
$

5,000

$
$
$
$
$
$

63,500

-

$
$
$

-

$
$
$

-

$
$
$

Rate
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$

16,000.00
50.00
200.00
200.00
STotal

Source (Grant, Cash,
Materials, Labor,
Volunteers, etc)

Match Type (federal, state,
local)

Indirect Costs
Description
Indirect
Indirect

AA&E Budget Check
A&E maximum allowed in $
A&E validation 16,940

Lower Columbia Habitat Project Application Detailed Cost Estimate

Approved Rate
Total Project Base
0.000% $
$
$
0.000% $
STotal $

47,940.00

GTOTAL $

552,000

$
104,700 $
PRISM Project Total $
RCO Percentage
54.87%

86,100
190,800

$

361,200

Match Percentage
45.13%

2/1/2013

Barrier Evaluation Form – Single Culvert at Crossing
Location Information
Project Name: Cottonwood Cr Fish Passage_ Site ID 602004

PRISM Project #: 17-1428 PLN

HPA #:

Parcel #:

GPS Location: Datum - WGS84 -decimal degrees

Latitude: 46.039033

Longitude: -117.295667

¼ Section:

Township:

Range:

Section:

Stream Name: Cottonwood Creek

Tributary To:

County:

Asotin

East

Grande Ronde River

West

WRIA #: 35.2331

Driving Directions:

Landowner Information
Mailing Address: 135 2nd Street

Landowner: Asotin County Public Works
City:
Cell: (

Asotin

State:

WA

Zip: 99402

)

Fax: (

Telephone: 509-243-2074

)

E-mail:

Landowner Agent: Asotin Conservation District Attn: Megan Stewart

Mailing Address: 720 6th Street, Suite B

City: Clarkston

Zip: 99403

Cell: (

State:

WA

)

Fax: (

Telephone: (509) 552-8100

)

E-mail:

megan@asotincd.org

Evaluator Information
Evaluator Name:

Dave Collins

Affiliation:
th

WDFW

Mailing Address: 1111 Washington St SE 5 Floor

City: Olympia

State:

Telephone: 360-902-2556

Cell:

E-mail:
david.collins@dfw.wa.gov

Fax:

WA

Zip: 98501

Barrier Information (measurements in meters)
Is the Stream Fish-bearing?
Fish-bearing Criteria:
Stream Flow:

Yes

No

Fish Observation

Perennial

Species: STHD, RT

Unknown
Stream Type

Intermittent

Unknown

SalmonScape

Physical Criteria

Material: CST

Apron:

Rise:

Length: 10.7

Water Depth in Culvert: .20

Outlet

Inlet

Is the Culvert Backwatered?

Inside

Yes

Countersunk:

No

No

Habitat Quality:

WS drop

Excellent

No

OHW width: 8.5

Yes
Slope

Good

No

If yes, Site ID #: 602004

Downstream

Both

Span:

1.87

Water Surface Drop: .19
Unknown

Culvert Slope(%): 5.2

Culvert Span/Bankfull Width Ratio:
Max depth: .76

(if yes, describe in Comments)

Is this Culvert a Fish Passage Barrier?
Problem with Culvert:

Yes

5.31

Plunge Pool: Length (culvert to tail-out): 6.5
Yes

Upstream

Unknown

Bankfull Width (outside influence of culvert):
Fishway Present?

None

Yes

Shape: RND

Drop Location:

Other:

Source of Information:

Will this Culvert be Entered into the WDFW-FPDSI (formerly SSHEAR) Database?
1.80

Date of Visit: 5/11/16

No

Unknown

Velocity
Poor

.35

Road Fill DS: 6.5
Tide Gate Present?

Yes

Road Width:
No

Unknown

Level B needed

Depth

Percent Passability:

0%

Unknown

Comments (describe crossing condition, fish observations, habitat quality etc):
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33%

67%

100%

