
PROJECT: 21-1012 PLAN, MAINSTEM TOUCHET PROJECT AREA 15 DESIGN
Sponsor: Columbia Conservation Dist Program: Salmon State Projects Status: Preapplication

Project Application Report

Parties to the Agreement

PRIMARY SPONSOR

Columbia Conservation District
Address 202 S Second St

City Dayton State WA Zip 99328-1327

Org Type District-Conservation

Vendor # SWV0015114-00

UBI

Date Org created

Org Notes link to Organization profile
Org data updated

No records to display

LEAD ENTITY

Snake River Salmon Rec Bd LE

QUESTIONS

#1: List project partners and their role and contribution to the project.

Bonneville Power Administration as a funding match. Snake River 
Salmon Recovery Board  for Habitat assessment and 
recommendations. 

SECONDARY SPONSORS

External Systems

SPONSOR ASSIGNED INFO

Sponsor-Assigned Project Number

Sponsor-Assigned Regions

EXTERNAL SYSTEM REFERENCE

Source Project Number Submitter

HWS 21-1012 AFitzgerald

Project Contacts

 

Contact Name
Primary Org Project Role Work Phone Work Email
Alice Rubin
Rec. and Conserv. Office

Project Manager (360) 867-8584 alice.rubin@rco.wa.gov

Aneesha Dieu Project Contact (509) 382-4273 ad-ccd@daytonwa.net

Ali Fitzgerald
Snake River Salmon Rec Bd LE Lead Entity Contact (509) 382-4115 ali@snakeriverboard.org
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Worksites & Properties

# Worksite Name

#1 Main Stem Touchet Project Area 15

Planning Property Name

Laughery

Patrick

Warren

Monteillet

Worksite Map & Description
Worksite mapWorksite #1: Main Stem Touchet Project Area 15

WORKSITE ADDRESS

Street Address Ward Rd 

City, State, Zip DAYTON WA 99328

Worksite Details
Worksite #1: Main Stem Touchet Project Area 15

SITE ACCESS DIRECTIONS

Site is located Northwest of HWY12 and is accessed by taking a left (Northwest turn) on 
Ward Rd from HWY12 and stopping just past the bridge. 

Reference or source used
WDFW, CTUIR & SRSRB Recovery Plan (2011)

Questions
#1: Give street address or road name and mile post for this worksite if available.

109 Ward Rd Dayton, WA 99328

TARGETED ESU SPECIES

Species by ESU Egg Present Juvenile Present Adult Present Population Trend

Steelhead-Middle Columbia River,
Touchet River, Threatened

Declining

TARGETED NON-ESU SPECIES

Species by Non-ESU Notes

Bull Trout Juvenile Rearing - Bull trout in the Columbia Basin were ESA-listed as
threatened in 1998. The Touchet River bull trout population is part of the Lower
Mid-Columbia Recover Unit (US Fish and Wildlife Service 2015).
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RELATED PROJECTS

Related Project Notes

Questions
#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 is located Northwest of HWY 12 and East/West of 
Ward Rd bridge on the main stem of the Touchet River. It is 
surrounded by agricultural fields, private infrastructure and a 
public county bridge within a Priority Restoration reach as 
designated in the SRSRB Recovery Plan. (46.301825, 
118.013319)

#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.

In the Snake River Salmon Recovery Plan 5.5.2.5 pg.  157 & 158 
lists the Mainstem Touchet as Mid Columbia DPS for Steelhead.  
Primary limiting factors listed are sedimentation, habitat diversity, 
flow, channel stability, and temperature. Secondary factors listed 
are predation and a lack of key habitat (primarily pools).

#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 is one of 61 designated within the Upper 
Touchet Basin Habitat Restoration Geomorphic 
Assessment and Restoration Prioritization Plan completed 
in October of 2020 by Anchor QEA. 

#4: Is the project on State Owned Aquatic Lands? Please contact the Washington State Department of Natural Resources
to make a determination. Aquatic Districts and Managers

No

Project Location

Projects in PRISM

PRISM
Number Project Name Current Status Relationship Type Notes

17-1301 P Touchet R Conceptual Restoration Plan Closed
Completed

Current Phase This document will be the main reference for this
project with sub-references utilized from the Plan.

Planning

Property Details
Property: Laughery (Worksite #1: Main Stem Touchet Project Area 15)

LANDOWNER

Name James Laughery 

Address 914 S. 5th St 

City Dayton

State Wa Zip 99328

Type Private

CONTROL & TENURE

Instrument Type Landowner Agreement

Timing Proposed

Term Length Fixed # of years

# Yrs

Expiration Date
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Planning

Planning

Planning

Property: Patrick (Worksite #1: Main Stem Touchet Project Area 15)

Property: Warren (Worksite #1: Main Stem Touchet Project Area 15)

Property: Monteillet (Worksite #1: Main Stem Touchet Project Area 15)

Note

LANDOWNER

Name Pierre-Louis and Joan Monteillet

Address 109 Ward Rd 

City Dayton

State Wa Zip 99328

Type Private

CONTROL & TENURE

Instrument Type Landowner Agreement

Timing Proposed

Term Length Fixed # of years

# Yrs

Expiration Date

Note

LANDOWNER

Name Richard Patrick

Address 36350 Highway 12 

City Dayton

State WA Zip 99328

Type Private

CONTROL & TENURE

Instrument Type Landowner Agreement

Timing Proposed

Term Length Fixed # of years

# Yrs

Expiration Date

Note

LANDOWNER

Name Gene Warren

Address 111 Chandler Rd 

City Dayton

State Wa Zip 99328

Type Private

CONTROL & TENURE

Instrument Type Landowner Agreement

Timing Proposed

Term Length Fixed # of years

# Yrs

Expiration Date

Note
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Project 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.

The Upper Touchet Basin above the confluence of the Coppei Creek has been considered as the 
most viable portion for steelhead survival by the SE WA Recovery Plan (SRSRB 2011). The area 
supports both Mid-Columbia ESA-listed Steelhead and bull trout as well as non-ESA (reintroduced) 
Spring Chinook, efforts of Washington State Department of Wildlife and Confederated Tribes of the 
Umatilla Indian Reservation. This area is heavily influenced by many factors including but not limited 
to low floodplain connectivity, low instream complexity, and high summer water temperatures.  

Specifically, project area MS-15 is affected by low connectivity to the available floodplain, low 
channel complexity and instream woody debris. The available floodplain is confined by 
residential/agricultural levees. 

These conditions directly affect the ability for juvenile summer steelhead and juvenile Bull trout to 
rear within the area. Migration of adult steelhead is also affected as they look to successfully spawn 
in the upper tributaries due to higher temperatures from disconnected channels and lack of habitat 
for protection from predation. 

MS-15 falls within the designated transport reach by the Geomorphic Assessment and Restoration 
Prioritization Plan of the Upper Touchet Basin Habitat Restoration Report (Anchor, 2020). "In the 
transport reaches, close to the front of the Blue Mountains the valley floors widen where gradient 
slackens, and the river has historically been more likely to avulse and deposit sediment. 
Anthropogenic influence in the valley has disconnected much of the river from its floodplain, halting 
geomorphic and hydrologic processes like deposition, channel migration and groundwater storage. 
Evidence of this is visible where the widen valley suggest a historical depositional alluvial plain 
environment that is no longer connected to the river" (GARP, 2020). 

Historical wild-origin steelhead abundance in the Touchet River is unknown but was likely between 
1000 and 3000 fish annually. The Lower Snake River Compensation Plan (a hatchery program 
initiated in the early 1980s to compensate for fish loses from the construction and operation of the 
four lower Snake River dams) started releasing hatchery origin steelhead for harvest in the Touchet 
River in 1983. Spawning ground surveys upstream of Dayton were also initiated in the late 1980s as 
part of the Lower Snake River Compensation Plan monitoring activities, with those surveys 
continuing to the present day. In 1999, all Mid-Columbia steelhead populations were listed under the 
Endangered Species Act as threatened. Moving forward, Washington Department of Fish and 
Wildlife will be using Passive Integrated Transponder (PIT)-tagged juvenile steelhead captured and 
released at a smolt trap in the lower Touchet River, along with instream PIT tag arrays, to estimate 
future adult returns to the entire Touchet River basin. Spring Chinook in the Walla Walla/Touchet 
river basins likely went extinct back in the 1950s due to limiting factors such as habitat degradation 
from irrigation diversions and resultant passage issues, sediment loads , migration corridor 
alterations, and pressures from downriver harvest. Due to extinction. no ESA listings for spring 
Chinook salmon in the basin have occurred, thereby greatly reducing the federal restrictions to 
reintroduce the species with a hatchery program. As such, reintroduction efforts in the Walla Walla 
basin by CTUIR began in 2000 with adult outplants in the South Fork Walla Walla and Mill Creek. In 
addition, WDFW began releasing spring Chinook juveniles in the Touchet River in 2020. Bull trout in 
the Columbia Basin were ESA-listed as threatened in 1998. The Touchet River bull trout is part of the 
Lower Mid-Columbia Recovery Unit. Both fluvial migratory and resident forms are present throughout 
these areas. During bull trout recovery planning, the Recovery Unit team determined that bull trout 
are at an intermediate risk.

#2: Describe the limiting factors, and/or ecological concerns, and limiting life stages (by fish species) that your project
expects to address.

This project looks to address encroaching features that reduce connection with the available flood 
plain and add large woody debris to help alleviate the low channel complexity and low available 
habitat. These factors limit spawning, juvenile rearing and adult holding for ESA-listed summer 
steelhead and juvenile rearing for ESA-listed Bull trout.  These factors also affect Non-ESA listed 
(reintroduced) spawning and juvenile rearing spring Chinook.

Project Proposal

Project Description

Columbia Conservation District is proposing a Design Project for the Touchet River between RM 19 and RM 20.5. Our 
overall goal for this project is to prepare a preliminary/final design for MS-15 to promote project development and 
restoration in future grant rounds. Priority species will include Summer Steelhead migration/spawning/juvenile rearing/over 
wintering/adult holding and impacting Bull Trout juvenile rearing. Grant funds will provide resources toward designing plans 
to increase floodplain connectivity, increase LWD which will increase pool frequency and decease stream velocities, and 
increase channel complexity.
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#3: 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. Include which species and life stages will benefit from the
outcome, and the time of year the benefits will be realized. Example Goals and Objectives

Our goals are to conduct a site assessment, develop preliminary/final designs that will focus on 
increasing spawning/juvenile/adult holding for ESA listed Steelhead migration/overwintering habitats. 
This project will also improve spawning/juvenile habitats for Spring Chinook (re-introduced) and 
improve juvenile rearing habitats for migratory bull trout. By increasing river complexity, available 
floodplain, creating a higher pool frequency, and promoting increased sediment sorting and 
distribution. Specific actions will be developed as part of the design process but are anticipated to 
include large wood placement and potentially levee removal with associate setback. Designs will 
address the habitat limiting factors identified above by addressing the process identified in the Upper 
Touchet Basin Habitat Restoration Report GARP (Anchor, 2020). Designs will include landowner 
property management objectives and limitations. 

#4: 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

Project objectives are proposed to further the prioritized restoration project at this location indicated 
by the Touchet GARP (Anchor, 2020) regarding instream habitat, complexity and diversity including 
floodplain connectivity. 

Objective 1: Site Review assessments post flood 2020 and winter flows of 2021 conditions done by 
June of 2022.
Objective 2: Develop design alternatives by September 2021.
Objective 3: Produce Preliminary/Final designs from the alternatives within two years of funding. 

#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.

Task 1: Site Assessment. A  full walk of the project reach to identify current conditions, changes post 
flood of 2020 and winter flow of 2021 and identifying alternative LWD structure treatments. This task 
will be conducted by district staff, technical engineer, SRSRB Fisheries Biologist & staff, and 
landowner.
Task 2: Develop Design Alternatives. Taking into consideration floodplain connectivity and instream 
complexity, designs will be developed to increase limiting factors and potentially mediate any 
encroaching features. This task will be conducted by district staff, technical engineer , and SRSRB 
fisheries biologist and staff, and landowner. 
Task 3: Produce Preliminary/Final Designs. RTT, SRSRB staff and district staff will review the 
alternatives to select the preferred alternative. Then the landowner and district staff will review the 
chosen alternative. Once accepted district staff and engineer will finalized preliminary and final 
designs.

#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?

There are agricultural fields located in close proximity/adjoining 
this area of the river. Landowner willingness for potential 
modification and restoration actions could pose a problem but with 
mediation, solutions can be found to help negate possible 
termination of the project. Columbia Conservation District is 
already in communications with all landowners involved with this 
project area and have received the acceptance needed to begin 
designs. 

#7: How have lessons learned from completed projects or monitoring studies informed this project?

Columbia Conservation District has adapted a design approach 
based on design projects completed across the Tucannon 
Watershed and the Touchet basin by various project sponsors. 
The Regional Technical Team meet for the purpose of design 
review and information sharing. We found that vetting project 
designs and approach builds better projects. We need projects to 
consider the frequent flow range and location to meet various life 
cycle needs to be most effective. As a part of the design process 
we will consider restoration techniques that have been successful 
in light of recent flooding and the restoration permitting constraints 
currently present in restoration and develop the best restoration 
approach for this site as part of the design process. 
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#8: Describe the alternatives considered and why the preferred was chosen.

The project site was chosen based on the potential for developing 
river channel complexity and floodplain connectivity in a project 
area were almost none currently exists. This has become a more 
recent priority due to increasing limiting factors affect 
spawning/juvenile rearing/adult holding Steelhead and the 
availability of the Upper Touchet Basin Habitat Restoration Report 
(Anchor, 2020) identifying the necessity of major impacts to the 
Touchet River habitat in order to curve the declining salmonids. 

#9: How were stakeholders consulted in the development of this project? Identify the stakeholders, their concerns or
feedback, and how those concerns were addressed.

Project interest was initiated by landowners to enhance the stream 
reach. There is knowledge of habitat restoration efforts that have 
occurred in the Touchet Basin.

Landowners were consulted and concerns include floodplain 
inundation of their agricultural fields and as the river system 
changes what effects it ill have to their land as well as public 
infrastructure (county bridge).

#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?

The projects restoration actions developed through a 
professional engineer and outlined in the Upper Touchet 
Basin Habitat Restoration plan (Anchor QEA, 2020) are 
focused on channel complexity/diversity and floodplain 
connectivity that buffer the impacts of climate change. 
With the Touchet basin's historic temperatures frequently 
rising above 25° between June and July project based 
restorations such as this are greatly needed to help curve 
the negative impacts in future years. 

#10b:How will your project increase habitat and species adaptability?

By addressing the limiting factors of floodplain 
connectivity, river complexity/diversity and sediment 
transportation/sorting will drive geomorphic processes 
and create responses in riparian and healthy floodplain. 
Connected floodplains with healthy riparian forest are 
more resilient in the face of catastrophic wild fire, better 
support to the native flora and fauna and in general 
increase the resiliency of the habitat needed to support 
salmonids over time. Our restoration strategies 
conceptualized to directly influence geomorphic 
processes that will support floodplain connectivity and 
healthy riparian. This will help provide a more natural 
process and support multiple wild salmonid species so 
they may adapt and thrive. 
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#11: Describe the sponsor's experience managing this type of project. Describe other projects where the sponsor has
successfully used a similar approach.

The CCD has been sponsoring salmon habitat restoration projects 
on private and public lands projects for more than 20 years in the 
Tucannon.  Developing projects from the Tucannon Conceptual 
Restoration Plans, CCD has completed various projects, some 
have been a combination of SRFB, BPA/District, BPA Habitat 
Programmatic and Conservation Commission funds. Also, the 
CCD has sponsored the recently completed the Upper Touchet 
Basin Habitat Restoration Geomorphic Assessment and 
Restoration Plan (Anchor QEA, 2020) in which MS-10 is directly 
referenced from. Previous projects include PA 26, Marengo Levee 
Set Back (2012), PA 15 channel reconstruction and LWD 
enhancement (2014-15), PA 24, levee removal and LWD 
enhancement,  PA 28, offset levee, LWD and side channel 
enhancement (2016-18) and PA 32 (2020) offset levee, LWD and 
floodplain enhancement.  The CCD is also working with an 
experienced engineer who has designed multiple habitat 
restoration projects for implementation in the Tucannon.

#12: Will veterans (including the veterans conservation corps) be involved in the project? If yes, please describe.

No

Planning Supplemental
#1: Is the project an assessment / inventory?

No

#2: Is your project a Barrier / Screening Diversion Inventory Project?

No

#3: Is this a fish passage design / screening design project?

No

#4: Will the project develop a design?

Yes

#4a: Will a licensed professional engineer design of the project?

Yes

#4b: Will you apply for permits as part of the project scope?

No

Project Application Report - 21-1012
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Planning Metrics

Worksite: Main Stem Touchet Project Area 15 (#1)

Area Encompassed (acres) (B.0.b.1)

Miles of Stream and/or Shoreline Affected (B.0.b.2)

DESIGN FOR SALMON RESTORATION

Preliminary design

Total cost for Preliminary design

Project Identified in a Plan or Watershed Assessment. (1220) (B.1.b.11.a)

Priority in Recovery Plan (1222) (B.1.b.11.b)

182.0

1.50

$112,350

Overall Project Metrics

COMPLETION DATE

Projected date of completion

SPONSOR MATCH: MONETARY FUNDING

Amount of other monetary funding (A.12)

Source of other monetary funding (A.12.a)

Timing of other monetary funding

SPONSOR MATCH: DONATED UN-PAID LABOR (VOLUNTEERS)

Value of Donated Unpaid Labor (Volunteers) (A.13.a.2)

Source of Donated Un-paid labor contributions (A.13.a.4)

SPONSOR MATCH: DONATED PAID LABOR

Value of Donated Paid Labor (A.13.b.1)

Source of Donated Paid Contributions (A.13.b.2)

SPONSOR MATCH: OTHER IN-KIND CONTRIBUTIONS

Value of Other In-Kind Contributions (A.13.c.1)

Source of Other In-Kind Contributions (A.13.c.3)

Description of other In-Kind contributions (A.13.c.2)

Metric Match Total

09/30/2023

$0
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Planning Cost Estimates

Worksite #1: Main Stem Touchet Project Area 15

Summary

Category Work Type Estimated Cost Note
Design for Salmon restoration Preliminary design $112,350

Subtotal: $112,350

Total Estimate For Worksite: $112,350

Total Estimated Costs: $112,350

Total Estimated Planning Costs: $112,350

Cost Summary

Estimated Cost Project % Admin/AA&E %

Planning Costs
Planning $112,350

SUBTOTAL $112,350 100.00 %

Total Cost Estimate $112,350 100.00 %

Funding Request and Match

FUNDING PROGRAM

SPONSOR MATCH

Salmon State Projects $89,850 79.97 %

Category Amount Project %

Grant - Federal $22,500

Match Total: $22,500 20.03 %

Total Funding Request: $112,350 100.00 %

Questions
#1: Explain how you determined the cost estimates

Cost where estimated off past projects and added a inflation of 
6%.
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Cultural Resources

Worksite #1: Main Stem Touchet Project Area 15

#1: Describe any planned ground disturbing pre-construction/restoration work. This includes geo-technical investigation,
fencing, demolition, decommissioning roads, etc.

No ground disturbing activies will occur. 

#2: Describe the existing project area conditions. The description should include existing conditions, current and historic
land uses and previous excavation/fill (if depths and extent is known, please describe).

#3: Will a federal permit be required to complete the scope of work on the project areas located within this worksite?

No

#4: Are you utilizing Federal Funding to complete the scope of work?  This includes funds that are being shown as match
or not. 

Yes

#4a: Please list the federal agency and funding sources.

Bonneville Power Association 

#4b: Does the federal funding you are utilizing as match require you to receive state funding?

Yes

#5: Do you have knowledge of any previous cultural resource review within the project boundaries during the past 10
years?

No

#6: Are there any structures over 45 years of age within this worksite? This includes structures such as buildings,
tidegates, dikes, residential structures, bridges, rail grades, park infrastructure, etc.

No

Project Permits

Permits and Reviews Issuing Organization Applied Date Received Date Expiration Date Permit #

No permit data available.
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Attachments

PHOTOS (JPG, GIF)

Photos (JPG, GIF)

# 462547 # 462548 # 462549 # 462550 # 462551

PROJECT DOCUMENTS AND PHOTOS

Project Documents and Photos

Required Attachments 5 out of 6 done

Applicant Resolution/Authorizations

Cost Estimate

Map: Area of Potential Effect (APE)

Map: Planning Area

Photo

RCO Fiscal Data Collection Sheet

File
Type

Attach
Date Attachment Type Title Person

File Name, Number 
Associations Shared

02/09/2021 Cost Estimate SAL-CostEstimate- MS-15.xlsx AneeshaD SAL-CostEstimate- MS-15.xlsx, 462552

02/09/2021 Photo IMG_4388.JPG AneeshaD IMG_4388.jpg, 462551

02/09/2021 Photo IMG_4387.JPG AneeshaD IMG_4387.jpg, 462550

02/09/2021 Photo IMG_4386.JPG AneeshaD IMG_4386.jpg, 462549

02/09/2021 Photo IMG_4385.JPG AneeshaD IMG_4385.jpg, 462548

02/09/2021 Photo IMG_4384.JPG AneeshaD IMG_4384.jpg, 462547

02/09/2021 Landowner acknowledgement form Warren - Acknowledgement Form.pdf AneeshaD Warren - Acknowledgement Form.pdf,
462546

02/09/2021 Landowner acknowledgement form Monteillet - Acknowledgement Form.pdf AneeshaD Monteillet - Acknowledgement Form.pdf,
462545

02/09/2021 Landowner acknowledgement form Laughery - Acknowledgement Form.pdf AneeshaD Laughery - Acknowledgement Form.pdf,
462544

02/09/2021 RCO Fiscal Data Collection Sheet FiscalDataCollectionSheet-MS15.pdf AneeshaD FiscalDataCollectionSheet-MS15.pdf,
462543

02/09/2021 Map: Planning Area Worksite Map.pdf AneeshaD Worksite Map.pdf, 462542

02/09/2021 Map: Planning Area Vicinity Map.pdf AneeshaD Vicinity Map.pdf, 462541

02/09/2021 Map: Area of Potential Effect (APE) APE Map.pdf AneeshaD APE Map.pdf, 462540

Application Status
Application Due Date: 06/28/2021

I certify that to the best of my knowledge, the information in this application is true and correct. Further, all application
requirements due on the application due date have been fully completed to the best of my ability. I understand that if this
application is found to be incomplete, it will be rejected by RCO. I understand that I may be required to submit additional
documents before evaluation or approval of this project and I agree to provide them.

Date of last change: 02/09/2021

Status Name Status Date Submitted By Submission Notes

Preapplication 01/15/2021
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Touchet Project Area 15 (MS-15) 

Design Project 
Vicinity Map

DISCLAIMER: While every precaution was taken in preparing this map, the publisher 
disclaims any warranty of fitness or accuracy of the data. 
This map is approximate in nature, based on compilation of data from multiple sources,
and should not be relied upon or referenced in legal documents, including property 
deeds, title reports, and contract documents, nor substituted for appropriate survey
and/or engineering analysis. The user of the map acknowledges its limitations, assumes
all responsibility for its use, and agrees to hold the publisher harmless for any
damages that may result from the use of this map. This map is subject to 
change without notice. 
©Copyright CCD 2020
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DESIGN PROJECTS
The costs on this page are for design projects, not for the design phase of a restoration grant. 
See Manual 18, Appendix D for additional information regarding allowable costs.

MS-15 OVERALL PROJECT GRANT REQUEST
Columbia Conservation District 

Budget must account 
for all costs to 

complete the project

Enter only the 
amount of the grant 

request

Amount Amount Match
Funding not reported 

in PRISM

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

Match Type (federal, state, 
local)

Category Task Description Qty Rate
Preliminary design Engineer 655.00                90.00$                         58,950$                       43,500$                       15,450$                       -$                             BPA Federal
Administrative Financial Manager 100.00                55.00$                         5,500$                         5,500$                         -$                             -$                             
Preliminary design Program Manager 450.00                40.00$                         18,000$                       10,950$                       7,050$                         -$                             BPA Federal 
Other Travel 1.00                     1,500.00$                   800$                            800$                            -$                             -$                             
Other Miscellaneous Materials 1.00                     1,500.00$                   500$                            500$                            -$                             -$                             
Preliminary design Geomophologist 130.00                220.00$                       28,600$                       28,600$                       -$                             -$                             

-$                             -$                             -$                             -$                             -$                             
-$                             -$                             -$                             -$                             -$                             
-$                             -$                             -$                             -$                             -$                             
-$                             -$                             -$                             -$                             -$                             
-$                             -$                             -$                             -$                             -$                             
-$                             -$                             -$                             -$                             -$                             
-$                             -$                             -$                             -$                             -$                             

STotal 112,350$                     89,850$                       22,500$                       -$                             

Description Approved Rate  Total Project Base 
Indirect 0.000% -$                             -$                             -$                             -$                              $                               -   
Indirect 0.000% -$                             -$                             -$                             -$                              $                               -   

STotal -$                             -$                             -$                              $                               -   

GTOTAL 112,350$                     89,850$                       22,500$                       -$                             

Indirect Costs 

Design Costs

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
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