Project Factsheet Report
20-1037, Rest, Asotin Co Conservation Dist
Couse Cr Instream Habitat PA 79, RCO Grant Request: $56,000

BASICS
FUNDING
Costs

Sponsor Match Breakdown

RCO

$56,000

82%

Grant - Federal

$12,000

Sponsor Match

$12,000

18%

Total

$12,000

Total

$68,000

100%

Minimum match required
15.00%

DESCRIPTION
The Couse Creek PA 79 LWD Instream Habitat Project will install approximately 250 large woody debris structures including
Post Assisted Log Structures (PALS), Beaver Dam Analog Structures (BDAs), and engineered wood structures. The project is
located south of the City of Asotin, WA along Couse Creek Road. The project begins at RM 1.4 and ends are RM 3.5. Couse Creek
is listed as a minor spawning area (mSA) and Priority Protection Reach that flows directly into the Snake River. Project Area
(PA) 79 was identified as a Tier 3 project area and is a 2.1-mile stream reach. There are two landowners for this project area and
have enrolled in CREP and a "CREP Like" riparian easement (not in project). The conceptual plan recommendations for PA 79
include adding LWD throughout the reach to increase geomorphic complexity, promote overbank flows, increase sediment and
increase water retention. Most of this reach of Couse Creek currently does not support perennial stream flows. The LWD
structures will be placed strategically to maximize the goals of the project, especially water retention. The project area
downstream of this reach was listed as a Tier 1 and the project area upstream is a Tier 4 conservation reach. This project will be
the first phase for the PA 79 reach to improve stream function and habitat for Snake River Steelhead. Additional phases will be
planned based on conditions after construction of this project to continue improving the stream and riparian conditions.
Project Application

LOCATION
Related PRISM Projects
PRISM
Number

Project Name

Current Status

Relationship
Type

15-1308 P

Asotin County Geomorphic-Watershed
Assessment

Closed
Completed

Earlier Phase

Notes

Project Location Questions
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Project Factsheet
#1: Project location. Describe the geographic location, water bodies, and the location of the project in the watershed,
i.e. nearshore, tributary, main-stem, off-channel, etc.
This project was cleared for funding by the SRFB Technical Review Panel in 2019 via
project 19-1501. Please see the Salmon Project Proposal attached in PRISM for additional
information.

#2: How does this project fit within your regional recovery plan and/or local lead entity’s strategy to restore or protect
salmonid habitat? Cite section and page number.
This project was cleared for funding by the SRFB Technical Review Panel in 2019 via
project 19-1501. Please see the Salmon Project Proposal attached in PRISM for additional
information.

#3: Is this project part of a larger overall project?
Yes

#3a: How does this project fit into the sequencing of the larger project?
This project was identified in the Asotin County Conceptual Restoration Plan
during the Geomorphic and Watershed Assessment that was completed for
Asotin, George, Alpowa, Couse and Tenmile Creek watersheds in Asotin
County in 2018.

METRICS/COSTS
RESTORATION METRICS
Worksite: Couse Creek LWD Instream Habitat Project PA 79 (#1)
COSTS
Category
Instream Habitat Project
Permits

Work Type
Channel structure placement (C.4.d.1)
Obtain permits
Subtotal:

Admin, Architecture, and
Engineering
Total Estimate For Worksite:

Estimated Cost Note
$56,000
$1,000
$57,000
$11,000
$68,000

METRICS
Miles of Stream and/or Shoreline Treated or Protected (C.0.b)

2.10

INSTREAM HABITAT PROJECT
Total Miles Of Instream Habitat Treated (C.4.b)

2.10

Channel structure placement (C.4.d.1)
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Material Used For Channel Structure (C.4.d.2)

Individual Logs
(Unanchored)
Logs Fastened
Together (Logjam)
Stumps With Roots
Attached (Rootwads)

Miles of Stream Treated for channel structure placement (C.4.d.3)

2.10

Pools Created through channel structure placement (C.4.d.5)

75

Number of structures placed in channel (C.4.d.7)

175

Total Restoration Cost

$68,000

PROJECT PROPOSAL
Targeted ESU Species
Egg
Present

Worksites

Species by ESU

1

Steelhead-Snake River, Asotin Creek,
Threatened



Juvenile
Present


Adult
Present

Population
Trend



PROPOSAL QUESTIONS
#1: Problem statement. What are the problems your project seeks to address? Include the source and scale of each
problem. Describe the site, reach, and watershed conditions. Describe how those conditions impact salmon
populations. Include current and historic factors important to understand the problems.
This project was cleared for funding by the SRFB Technical Review Panel in 2019 via
project 19-1501. Please see the Salmon Project Proposal attached in PRISM for additional
information.
This project was identified for funding from both BPA and SRFB in 2019. The
project ranked below the funding line for the Snake River Lead Entity and was not funded
through SRFB, however the BPA funding that was planned for the construction work
window in 2020 is still in place. The project is currently being planned for the initial phase
of implementation to be constructed, which will consist of 60 to 75 PALS. The Section 107
cultural resource review is in progress so that will not be a needed expense for the current
SRFB request. The overall scope of the project has not changed however the portion of
the project that will be included in the 2020 SRFB request has decreased and is reflected
in the budget and metrics. The budget for the 2020 grant round has been reduced to
account for the cultural resource completion and initial phase of implementation.
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#2: Describe the limiting factors, and/or ecological concerns, and limiting life stages (by fish species) that your project
expects to address.
This project was cleared for funding by the SRFB Technical Review Panel in 2019 via
project 19-1501. Please see the Salmon Project Proposal attached in PRISM for additional
information.

#3: (all)What are the project goals? The goal of the project should be to solve identified problems by addressing the
root causes. Then clearly state the desired future condition. Inlcude which species and life stages will benefit from
the outcome, and the time of year the benefits will be realized. Example Goals and Objectives
This project was cleared for funding by the SRFB Technical Review Panel in 2019 via
project 19-1501. Please see the Salmon Project Proposal attached in PRISM for additional
information.

#4: (all)What are the project objectives? Objectives support and refine biological goals, breaking them down into
smaller steps. Objectives are specific, quantifiable actions the project will complete to achieve the stated goal.
Each objective should be SMART (Specific, Measurable, Achieveable, Relevant, and Time-bound). Example Goals
and Objectives
This project was cleared for funding by the SRFB Technical Review Panel in 2019 via
project 19-1501. Please see the Salmon Project Proposal attached in PRISM for additional
information.

#5: Scope of work and deliverables. Provide a detailed description of each project task/element and how they will lead
to the objectives. With each task/element, identify who will be responsible for each, what the deliverables will be,
and the schedule for completion.
This project was cleared for funding by the SRFB Technical Review Panel in 2019 via
project 19-1501. Please see the Salmon Project Proposal attached in PRISM for additional
information.

#6: What are the assumptions and physical constraints that could impact whether you achieve your objectives?
Assumptions and constrains are external conditions that are not under the direct control of the project, but directly
impact the outcome of the project. These may include ecological and geomorphic factors, land use constraints,
public acceptance of the project, delays, or other factors. How will you address these issues if they arise?
This project was cleared for funding by the SRFB Technical Review Panel in 2019 via
project 19-1501. Please see the Salmon Project Proposal attached in PRISM for additional
information.

#7: How have lessons learned from completed projects or monitoring studies informed this project?
This project was cleared for funding by the SRFB Technical Review Panel in 2019 via
project 19-1501. Please see the Salmon Project Proposal attached in PRISM for additional
information.
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#8: Describe the alternatives considered and why the preferred was chosen.
This project was cleared for funding by the SRFB Technical Review Panel in 2019 via
project 19-1500. Please see the Salmon Project Proposal attached in PRISM for additional
information.

#9: How were stakeholders consulted in the development of this project? Identify the stakeholders, their concerns or
feedback, and how those concerns were addressed.
This project was cleared for funding by the SRFB Technical Review Panel in 2019 via
project 19-1501. Please see the Salmon Project Proposal attached in PRISM for additional
information.

#10: Does your project address or accommodate the anticipated effects of climate change?
Yes

#10a: How will your project be climate resilient given future conditions?
This project was cleared for funding by the SRFB Technical Review Panel in
2019 via project 19-1500. Please see the Salmon Project Proposal attached in
PRISM for additional information.

#10b: How will your project increase habitat and species adaptability?
This project was cleared for funding by the SRFB Technical Review Panel in
2019 via project 19-1500. Please see the Salmon Project Proposal attached in
PRISM for additional information.

#11: Describe the sponsor's experience managing this type of project. Describe other projects where the sponsor has
successfully used a similar approach.
This project was cleared for funding by the SRFB Technical Review Panel in 2019 via
project 19-1501. Please see the Salmon Project Proposal attached in PRISM for additional
information.

#12: Will veterans (including the veterans conservation corps) be involved in the project? If yes, please describe.
No

RESTORATION SUPPLEMENTAL QUESTIONS
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#1: What level of design (per Appendix D) have you completed? Please attach.
Preliminary

#1a: What level of design will be produced prior to construction?
Preliminary

#2: Will (or did) a licensed professional engineer design the project?
Yes

#3: Does the project include measures to stabilize an eroding stream bank?
No

#4: Is the primary activity of the project invasive species removal?
No

#5: Is the project a Road Maintenance and Abandonment Plan (RMAP) project?
No

#6: Describe the steps you will take to minimize the introduction of invasive species during construction and
restoration. Consider how you will use un-infested materials and clean equipment entering and leaving the project
area.
This project was cleared for funding by the SRFB Technical Review Panel in 2019 via
project 19-1501. Please see the Salmon Project Proposal attached in PRISM for additional
information.

#7: Describe the long-term stewardship and maintenance obligations for the project.
This project was cleared for funding by the SRFB Technical Review Panel in 2019 via
project 19-1501. Please see the Salmon Project Proposal attached in PRISM for additional
information.
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ATTACHMENTS
PHOTOS (JPG, GIF)

# 387769 Primary # 387770 Secondary

RELEVANT DOCUMENTS
File
Type
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Attach
Date

Attachment Type

Title

04/16/2020

Project Application Report

Project Application Report, 20-1037R (submitted 04/16/20 09:

03/06/2020

Cost Estimate

SRFB_Cost_Estimate - Couse PA 79.xlsx

02/28/2020

Design document

Cramer Fish - Couse Creek.docx

10/10/2019

Video

Couse Drone Flight

10/10/2019

Application Document

Couse Creek Review Panel Response.docx

07/11/2019

Design document

Couse Conceptual Plans.docx

07/10/2019

Map: Restoration Worksite

Couse_Creek_DA-79_ownership.pdf

07/09/2019

Visuals

Slope Profile.docx

07/09/2019

Visuals

Couse_Creek_DA-79_DEM.pdf

04/23/2019

Map: Restoration Worksite

Couse Map - Worksite.pdf

04/23/2019

Photo

Couse PA 79 - Middle of Reach.JPG

04/23/2019

Photo

Couse PA 79 - Upper portion of Reach.JPG

04/23/2019

Map: Restoration Worksite

Couse Map - Vicinity.pdf

06/17/2020

Project Review Comments
PROJECT: 20-1037 R, Couse Cr Instream Habitat PA 79
Sponsor: Asotin Co Conservation Dist

Program: SALMON ST PROJ

Status: Application Complete

MEETING: Initial Review
Shared: 6/4/2020

Review Status: Cleared
Topics

Comments

Review Panel Comments - Initial
General Comments (response not required)
This project was reviewed and cleared in the 2019 SRFB grant round, project number 19
-1501

ProjectReviewComments

6/17/2020 1:45:37 PM
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Appendix C-3: Restoration,
Acquisition, and Combination
Proposal
Project Number
Project Name
Sponsor

19-1501
Couse Creek PA 79 LWD Instream Habitat
Asotin County Conservation District

List all related projects previously funded or reviewed by RCO:
Project # or
Name
15-1308P

Status
Completed

Status of Prior Phase Deliverables and
Relationship to Current Proposal?
Assessment and Conceptual Restoration Plan
completed and resulted in a list of project areas
with conceptual plan designs. This project was a
result of that process.

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.A.

Project brief. The Couse Creek LWD PA 79 Instream Habitat will result in
approximate 250 large woody debris structures being installed in a 2.1 mile
stretch of Couse Creek. There will be a combination of Post Assisted Log
Structures (PALS), Beaver Dam Analogs (BDAs) and engineered wood structures.

2.A.

Project location.
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Appendix C-3: Restoration, Acquisition, and Combination Proposal

This project is located south of the City of Asotin, WA along Couse Creek Road.
The project begins at RM 1.4 and ends are RM 3.5. Couse Creek is listed as an
mSA and Priority Protection Reach that flows directly into the Snake River.

3.A.

Problem statement. What are the problems your project seeks to address?
Include the source and scale of each problem. Describe the site, reach, and
watershed conditions. Describe how those conditions impact salmon populations.
Include current and historic factors important to understand the problems.

Formatted: Numbered + Level: 1 + Numbering Style: A, B,
C, … + Start at: 1 + Alignment: Left + Aligned at: 0.25" +
Indent at: 0.5"

Couse Creek supports the ESA listed Snake River summer steelhead population.
Project Area 79 (PA 79) begins at RM 1.4 of the mainstem of Couse Creek and
ends at RM 3.5 near the fork of Couse Creek and Montgomery Gulch. Couse
Creek Road runs along the toe of river left hillslope and does not confine the
channel, however the valley has numerous debris fans that confine the channel.
Flow goes subsurface or pools throughout PA 79 and riparian function is limited.
The primary limiting factors are low/no flows, high stream temperatures and the
lack of geomorphic and hydraulic diversity due to a lack of structural elements.
This section is dominated by very coarse substrate and an undefined channel.
The project area is owned by two landowners and is enrolled in the Conservation
Reserve Enhancement Program and a CREP “like” riparian easement. This has
allowed the vegetation to start to recover but mainly consists of small wood
shrubs. The site still lacks large woody debris needed to encourage natural
stream processes and provide salmonid habitat.
The Asotin Conceptual Restoration Plan identifies reconnecting flood channels,
promoting overbank flow and adding structural elements as priorities for this
project area. This project seeks to develop a site plan and implement the initial
phase of construction through this 2.1 mile reach.

4.A.

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

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

5.1.
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Appendix C-3: Restoration, Acquisition, and Combination Proposal

Flow, habitat diversity, key habitat quantity, temperature and sediment load limit
freshwater survival and production of juvenile steelhead.
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.

6.2.

A.B.

What are the project goals?
The goal of this project is to improve hydraulic and geomorphic complexity,
promote overbank flows and increase sediment and water retention. Most of
this reach does not support perennial stream flows which limits the function
of stream and floodplain and has restricted riparian establishment. While
this will be the initial phase of stream restoration, the addition of LWD will
provide structural elements throughout the project area to start improving
riparian and geomorphic stream function.

B.C. What are the project objectives? Objectives support and refine biological
goals, breaking them down into smaller steps. Objectives are specific,
quantifiable actions the project will complete to achieve the stated goal. Each
objective should be SMART (Specific, Measurable, Achievable, Relevant, and
Time-bound).
The objective of this project is to construct approximately 250 large woody
debris structures to create approximately 75 new pools and provide
additional water and sediment retention along approximately 2.1 miles of
stream channel in Couse Creek on PA 79 by 2021. The LWD structures will be
a combination of PALS, BDAs and engineered log structures. This will be the
initial phase of construction needed to improve stream and riparian
conditions.
C.D. What are the assumptions and constraints that could impact whether
you achieve your objectives?
Funding is the only constraint that we foresee for this project. The installation
of PALS and BDAs has become common throughout SE Washington. By
combining these structures with engineered log structures, we will be
addressing the recommendations that have been identified by the SRFB
review panel and other reviewers in the past.
Project details. Please answer the questions below and all pertinent
supplemental questions at the end of the application form.

7.3.

A.i. Provide a narrative description of the proposed project. Describe the
specific project elements and explain how they will lead to the project’s
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Appendix C-3: Restoration, Acquisition, and Combination Proposal

objectives. Include relevant existing project documentation (if any) as
attachments in PRISM.
The Asotin County Conservation District is sponsoring the Couse Creek PA 79
LWD Instream Habitat Project to install approximately 250 large woody debris
structures including Post Assisted Log Structures (PALS), Beaver Dam Analog
Structures (BDAs) and engineered wood structures. PA 79 was identified as a
Tier 3 project area and is a 2.1-mile stream reach. The structures will be
installed to create approximated 75 pools and provide additional water and
sediment retention throughout the project site. There are two landowners for
this project area and have enrolled in CREP and a “CREP Like” riparian
easement. The conceptual plan recommendations for PA 79 include adding
LWD throughout the reach to increase geomorphic complexity, promote
overbank flows, increase sediment and increase water retention. Most of this
reach of Couse Creek currently does not support perennial stream flows. The
LWD structures will be placed strategically to maximize the goals of the
project, especially water retention. The project area downstream of this reach
was listed as a Tier 1 and the project area upstream is a Tier 4 conservation
reach. This project will be the first phase for the PA 79 reach to improve
stream function and habitat for Snake River Steelhead. Additional phases will
be planned based on conditions after construction of this project to continue
improving the stream and riparian conditions.
B.E. Provide a scope of work and detailed list of project deliverables.
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.
Pre-Funding Scope of Work:
We will be monitoring the site starting in April 2019 to identify stream
conditions and flow changes from the high flows (runoff) and continue
monitoring throughout the summer and fall as flows reduce and eventually
go subsurface. This will provide us with valuable data that will inform the
site plan that will be developed. The ACCD staff will take aerial video and
photos utilizing the ACCD drone to document site and flow changes. This
will be down at least monthly from April 2019 to December 2019
Post-Funding Scope of Work:
Site investigation – Stream assessment and Identify structure placement
-

January - March 2020
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Develop Site Plan – Plan will identify structure locations and type including
material and quantities needed. It will also include generic designs for PALS
and BDAs and location specific designs for the engineered logs structures
-

February – April 2020
Secure Permits – Utilize JARPA to secure HPA, Shoreline and other required
permits for project

-

March - June 2020
Construction Prep – Secure and stage materials

-

Mid/Late summer 2020 and 2021
Install Structures - Install structures during the instream work window

-

Late summer/early fall 2020 and 2021
Assess & Monitor Structures – Complete as-built design, GPS all structures
and establish photo/video monitoring points. Site visits during and after
high flow periods to assess and document effectiveness

-

Late fall, winter and spring 2021 and 2022
Close Out – Complete documentation and final reporting for project
closeout

-

Spring/Summer 2022
C.F.

Explain how the sponsor determined cost estimates.

The conceptual design was completed that included site details and
recommended actions for Project Area 79. There have been several LWD
projects completed throughout the region. Based on those project costs
and the priorities for this project area the cost estimates were determined.
D.G. Describe the design or acquisition alternatives considered to achieve
the project’s objectives. Why did the sponsor choose the preferred
alternative?
The preferred method was selected because it utilizes multiple LWD
structure types that will benefit the project area. The specific type of
structure will be selected for each installation location to best meet the
needs of the location and overall project. The SRFB review panel and other
project reviewers have recommended the combination of structure types be
Page 5
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Appendix C-3: Restoration, Acquisition, and Combination Proposal

included in construction projects when placing LWD. BPA has also initially
approved the method that has been proposed and it will be included in the
scope of work that will include construction in 2020 and 2021.
E.H. How have lessons learned from completed projects or monitoring
studies informed this project?
Over the past decade, the technique of using PALS and BDAs has becoming
a popular method to improve instream conditions. There has been a great
deal of success documented throughout the region. However, project
implementors are finding that some of the initial structures were too small in
scale. The recommendation being provided is to increase the size of the
PALS that are being built to maximize the function of the. In addition, there
has also been recommendations from the RTT and State Review Panel to
have a combination of LWD structures to also include larger, engineering
structures. We will be incorporating both suggestions into the plan for this
project area.
F.I. 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.
While we do not anticipate significant maintenance, we do plan on providing
wood supplements to the PALS and BDAs over the 10-year project life.
ACCD will conduct site evaluations annually to determine the function of the
structures and what maintenance is needed. We will utilize the Washington
Conservation Crew to conduct any maintenance work that is identified.
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).

8.4.

PA 79 was identified as a Tier 3 project area and we fully expect the stream reach
will take longer to respond to the treatments. This is intended to be the first
phase of restoration. The project area upstream was identified as a Tier 4
Conservation Reach. Tier 4 reaches typically have moderate to full geomorphic
function and are recovering due to past conservation efforts. The project area
downstream was identified as a Tier 1 reach. It is important to start taking
actions to restore geomorphic function to the reach to improve the habitat
conditions within the reach and reduce the potential impacts it may cause to the
reaches downstream.
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.

9.5.
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There were 7 project areas developed for Couse Creek and its tributaries (83
project areas in all the watersheds in the Asotin County Conceptual Restoration
Plan). While it is not realistic to treat all the project areas, ACCD will prioritize
project areas to develop projects throughout the streams to continue improving
the overall health of the watershed for all fish species.

10.6.

Describe the sponsor’s experience managing this type of project.

The Asotin County Conservation District has been managing natural resource and
habitat improvement project for decades. We have built positive relationships
with the landowners of Asotin County and have been successful in implementing
projects from start to finish. ACCD also has great relationships with technical
partners throughout the region and has utilized their expertise as needed. ACCD
has extensive experience managing RCO funded projects and is very familiar with
SRFB funding expectations.

11.7.

List all landowner names.

K&C Blue Mountain Land LLC – Keith & Caroline Ausman
Ron Scheibe

12.8.

List project partners and their role and contribution to the project.

BPA – Funding match
FSA – CREP Program Administration (Scheibe property is enrolled in CREP)

13.9.

Stakeholder outreach.

This project was identified during the Asotin County Geomorphic and Watershed
Assessment development. The conceptual restoration plan was developed as a
result of the process and this project was included in the plan. Landowners were
engaged throughout the Assessment and Conceptual Restoration Plan
development through public meetings and onsite visits. There has been no
opposition to the conceptual restoration plan that was developed for PA 79. This
project is being proposed on private property and the landowners are willing to
proceed with the development of a complete design package. There are no
identified public safety concerns identified at this time. In the event there is a
safety concern identified, ACCD will work the consultant that will be completing
the site plan and designs to address the concern.
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Supplemental Questions
Restoration Project Supplemental Questions
Answer the following supplemental questions:
A.i. Will the sponsor complete, or already completed, a preliminary
design, final design, and design report (per Appendix D) before
construction?
Yes
We will utilize a consultant to develop a site plan to identify the layout for the
structures. All the engineered log jams (ELJs) will be identified on the site plan
and have specific engineering specifications and designs developed. The BDAs
and PALS will also be identified on the site plan butand only general drawings for
these structures will be provided and applied to the site conditions. BDAs and
PALS will not have specific engineering specifications and designs developed for
each structure.
B.J.Will a licensed professional engineer design the project?
Yes
C.K.
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.L.
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/crew to be cleaned and
inspected prior to accessing the project site. There will be a dip station available
for everyone to treat boots and waders prior to accessing the site. If there are
any areas disturbed during construction, it will be seeded with a native grass mix.

Comments
Use this section to respond to the comments received after the initial site visits, and then
again after submitting the final application.
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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.
Date: June 5, 2019
Project Site
Visit?
Yes
No Review Panel Member(s): Pat Powers and Steve Toth
Recommended improvements to make this a technically sound project according to
the SRFB’s criteria:
Missing Pre-application information.
The application would be improved by including the following information:
1)A.
a bare-earth LiDAR digital elevation model (DEM) shaded
relief image of the project reach; bare-earth LiDAR DEM has been uploaded to
PRISM.
2)B. a longitudinal slope profile of the Couse Creek channel including at least one mile
upstream and downstream of the project area in a graph format; The longitudinal
slope profile has been uploaded to PRISM named “Slope Profile”.
3)C. a description of how channel/floodplain characteristics will guide the choice of
structure placement (PALS vs. BDAs vs. ELJs). ACCD has been gathering weekly
imagery utilizing a drone for the past several weeks. This will show water levels as
the stream flows reduce and disappear in some places throughout the project area.
ACCD is also developing a contract with a consultant to develop preliminary
restoration design report and site plan for the project. The consultant will utilize
the drone images, existing GIS data and aerial imagery as well as conduct a field
survey. Based on the information gathered, a site plan will be developed to
identify the structure placement and type.
The project objectives for the woody debris structures should be re-written to provide
specific habitat-based objectives. For example, estimate how many additional pools will
be created by the log structures, the expected increase in channel length, the average
depth of aggradation, or the predicted change in the average substrate size. See page
98 of Manual 18 for examples of SMART (Specific, Measurable, Achievable, Relevant,
and Time-bound) objectives. SMART objectives provide a measure for evaluating the
success of the project in meeting its overall goal(s). The project objectives section of the
application has been updated.
General Comments:
The proposed work in Project Area 79 seems to be an excellent opportunity for restoring
Couse Creek aquatic habitat and benefiting threatened Snake River steelhead trout;
however, the project is located in a Tier 3 restoration reach according to the recent Asotin
County Conceptual Restoration Plan. The application would be improved by including a
justification for working in this Tier 3 restoration reach, rather than a higher priority reach of
Couse Creek. The response in Question #8 provides detail on why this project site was
identified as a priority. In addition, the Tier system developed in the Asotin Conceptual
Restoration Plan was not necessarily intended to be utilized as a prioritization for
implementation. Tier 1 projects are expected to provide immediate physical and biological
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response when implementing projects that will address the limiting factors identified in the
reach. Tier 2 and 3 projects are expected to take longer to show a response to project
implementation but are still considered projects worth pursuing.
The site visit indicated that PA 79 is still recovering from past fire and grazing impacts. At
present, the stream goes dry during the late summer months, but the project sponsor hopes
to increase the duration of surface flows by capturing sediment behind woody debris
structures (i.e., PALS, BDAs, ELJs). The current substrate in the channel is quite coarse and
suggests a high sediment transport rate relative to the sediment supply. Increasing the
channel roughness through the use of woody debris structures, particularly channelspanning or nearly channel-spanning features, should be effective in trapping sediment and
causing aggradation. Couse Creek has incised in some portions of PA 79 but appears well
connected to the floodplain with multiple channels in other areas. Portions of PA 79 were
impacted by the fire in 2015 however there has been no grazing within the floodplain since
2005 or earlier.
Further riparian planting is needed to help with vegetation recovery on the flooplain. A
“Stinger” tool mounted on a hydraulic backhoe arm may be a useful option to plant
cottonwood and willow stakes more deeply into the rocky substrate and increase the
opportunity for groundwater contact. A “stinger” was used in 2005 and 2006 to plant rooted
willows, trees and shrubs and willow stakes throughout the project area. There was success
in the tree and shrub planting, but the willows had very low success and many if not all the
planted willows have been lost during high flow events. We intend to do additional
plantings utilizing the stinger once the site conditions have improved and willows have a
high chance of survival.
Staff Comments:
See instructions below on how to respond the comments on this form.
Final draft applications and revised materials must be submitted in PRISM Online by July
9. Please refer to Manual 18 and the final application check list to ensure all required
materials have been completed and submitted. Incomplete applications or applications
not submitted by the LE final application due date will be ineligible to be considered for
funding. Contact your LE Coordinator or RCO Grants Manager if you have any questions
about completing the application.
PRISM Online Application
1) On the property details page, please make sure the description for each
property is unique. Differentiate which is the upstream and downstream
property, which is east bank west bank, or however they are oriented within
the project area. We should understand the extent of work project on each
property. # of structures, acres of plantings, and whatever else. Description
needs to be briefer. Ex: “Property currently grazed. RM 1.4-2.0. Will design
and construct 100 structures and 100 acres of plantings combined on both
sides of the bank.” This has been corrected in PRISM
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2) Restoration Metrics Page a) for clarification, you expect that 75 pools will
scour as a result of structure placement. This metric is often confusing, so I
want to confirm. b) You mention CREP planting in the project description. The
project description states the two landowners have enrolled the property in
CREP and a “CREP-Like” easement but does not state there is CREP planting
taking place during this timeframe. There is no planting planned for this
project site during this phase of implementation. Also doesn’t look like it’s in
the attached budget. If this is part of the SRFB/PRISM project it needs to be
reported as a riparian habitat metric. Otherwise, it should not be incorporated
into the in-stream metrics nor the instream costs. Also, if this will not be
reported or charged to SRFB, please remove it from the project description in
PRISM.
3) Attachments: a) The APE map requires section, township, and range info.
Manual 18 pages 33-34 provides more info on APE maps including mapping
tools. This has been corrected in PRISM b) Provide a map that shows the
property ownership, so we can understand where the delineation is between
the two landowners. This has been added to PRISM
4) In the project proposal supplemental questions-answer to question A makes
it sound like you will NOT be meeting design deliverables as outlined in

Appendix D, yet you have answered yes to this question. Please be explicit on
what level of design you will provide, and what deliverables will be produced.
Are you going to have an engineered design? There will not be engineered

designs developed for the proposed PALS and BDAS but all ELJ structures will
have an engineered design developed. Question A response was updated to
clarify this

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
Date: 9/24/19
Project Status:
NMI
Review Panel Member(s): Full Panel
1. If the project is a POC, identify the SRFB criteria used to determine the status of the
project:
2. If the project is a POC, identify the changes that would make this a technically sound
project:
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3. If the project is Conditioned, the following language will be added to the project
agreement:
4. General comments: The Review Panel is struggling with how to comment on the
project given the lack of design information. The request for the LiDAR and channel
profile information was an attempt to fill this gap. Unfortunately, the information
provided is of such low quality that it is difficult to interpret anything. A preliminary
design is not required by SRFB due to the low project cost, but the Panel would like
some clarification about the design in relation to site characteristics. We understand
the low cost approach, but why will this work here? What characteristics does this site
have in terms of channel width, slope, shear stress, etc. relative to other sites where
restoration has been successful. Without more physical site information, we cannot
evaluate whether the proposed restoration work will be successful.
Response:
In 2018, ACCD utilized SRFB and BPA funds to complete a Geomorphic Assessment and
Conceptual Restoration Plan for 5 Watersheds in Asotin County: Asotin, George, Alpowa,
Couse and Tenmile. The conceptual restoration plan will provide direction and basis for
project implementation for the next 5 to 10 years. This SRFB project application was
developed utilizing the conceptual designs that were identified in that process.
ACCD has contracted with Cramer Fish Sciences to complete additional planning for the
site. That process will take place over the next several months to assist with in the field
designing and completing the permitting process. The initial/draft work completed by
CFS has been attached to address the comments from the SRFB Review Panel. See
document titled: Couse Creek Review Panel Response.
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RESTORATION
See SRFB Manual 5 for additional information regarding allowable costs.
OVERALL PROJECT

Category (choose one)
Construction supervision
Permits
Construction
Equipment and equipment use
Construction labor
Materials
Materials
Materials
Equipment and equipment use
Mobilization

Category

Amount

Construction

Task Description
Installation Oversight
Permits
Stage Material/Site Prep
Equipment Rental - Post
driver, generator, etc
Installation
LWD
Wood Posts
Roodwads/Trees
Rootwad/Tree Placement
Heavy Equipment
Mobilization

Qty
120.00
1.00
1.00
1.00

$
$
$
$

350.00
200.00
1,000.00
20.00
20.00
1.00

$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$

Administrative, Architechtural & Engineering
Task Description
Grant Administration
Site Assessment
Site Plan
Design/Engineering
As-Built /Reporting

Qty

1.00
20.00
40.00
20.00
20.00

Rate
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$

Rate

MATCH

GRANT REQUEST

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

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.

Amount

Match in PRISM

Funding not reported
in PRISM

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

Match Type (federal, state,
local)

50.00
1,000.00
3,500.00
3,000.00

$
$
$
$

6,000
1,000
3,500
3,000

$
$
$
$

4,000
1,000
2,000
-

$
$
$
$

2,000
500
1,000

$
$
$
$

BPA
1,000 BPA
2,000 BPA

Federal

40.00
75.00
7.00
750.00
175.00
1,000.00

$
$
$
$
$
$

14,000
15,000
7,000
15,000
3,500
1,000

$
$
$
$
$
$

10,000
10,000
5,000
10,000
2,000
1,000

$
$
$
$
$
$

2,000
2,500
1,000
2,000
1,000
-

$
$
$
$
$
$

2,000
2,500
1,000
3,000
500
-

Federal
Federal
Federal
Federal
Federal

STotal

$
$
$
$

69,000

$
$
$
$

45,000

$
$
$
$

12,000

$
$
$
$

12,000

5,000.00
50.00
50.00
100.00
50.00
STotal

$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$

5,000.00
1,000.00
2,000.00
2,000.00
1,000.00
11,000

$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$

5,000
1,000
2,000
2,000
1,000
11,000

$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$

-

$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$

-

$
$
$

-

$
$
$

-

$
$
$

12,000
68,000

$

BPA
BPA
BPA
BPA
BPA

Federal
Federal

Indirect Costs
Description
Indirect
Indirect

AA&E Budget Check
A&E maximum allowed in PRISM $
A&E validation 6,100

Lower Columbia Habitat Project Application Detailed Cost Estimate

Approved Rate
Total Project Base
0.000% $
$
0.000% $
$
STotal $
GTOTAL $
17,100.00

80,000

$
56,000 $
PRISM Project Total
$
RCO Percentage
82.35%

12,000

Match Percentage
17.65%

2/1/2013

