Project Factsheet Report
21-1010, Plan, Tri-State Steelheaders Inc
Mill Creek Passage - Gose St Conceptual Design, RCO Grant Request: $182,112

BASICS
FUNDING
Costs

Sponsor Match Breakdown

RCO
Sponsor Match
Total

$182,112

85%

Donated Cash

$32,138

$32,138

15%

Total

$32,138

$214,250

100%

Minimum match required
15.00%

DESCRIPTION
The Tri-State Steelheaders are proposing a design project to address a new passage barrier at the downstream end of the Mill
Creek flood control channel. In 2010, the Mill Creek Passage Assessment, (06-2206) described flow-dependent hydraulic
conditions in the flood control channel that present barriers to Mid-Columbia Summer Steelhead, bull trout, and to
reintroduced spring chinook. Passage at the downstream end of the flood channel was improved with the installation of a
fishway in 2009 (project 04-1605). In February 2020, the flood of record in the Walla Walla watershed had the Mill Creek flood
control channel operating at capacity for hours. The flood flow scoured the channel bed downstream of the fishway, and the
downcutting resulted in a five-foot high jump for fish to enter the fishway. A short term, emergency passage fix was completed
in October, but it is not expected to last more than a few years. A long term passage solution is desired by stakeholders, but the
situation is complicated by a bridge with footings in the channel. The goals of this project are to collect technical data to
inform an alternatives analysis, resulting in a preferred alternative at the conceptual level.
Project Application

LOCATION
Related PRISM Projects
PRISM
Number

Project Name

Current
Status

Relationship
Type

Notes

04-1605
R

Gose Street Fish
Passage Project

Closed
Completed

Earlier
Phase

Constructed a fishway transition from the flood
control channel to the natural channel.

Project Location Questions
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#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.
Mill Creek is a tributary of the Walla Walla River. The Gose Street bridge is at
approximately river mile four of Mill Creek, at the transition between the flood control
channel and the natural channel.

#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.
The Snake River Salmon Recovery Plan for SE Washington identifies Mill Creek as a major
spawning area for summer steelhead. In Chapter 5 of the Recovery Plan (Section 5.5.2.3
pg 155-156), the flood control channel is described, and the Plan states “It is believed to
be extremely difficult for an adult salmon or steelhead under its own power to pass from
Gose Street to Bennington Dam.” The Current Impacts and Limiting Factors section for
Mill Creek states, “The Mill Creek steelhead population continues to be suppressed by
reduced habitat diversity, key habitat, and obstructions.” The proposed project is also
located in the designated critical habitat for bull trout (50 CFR 17. 2010. pg 63,898).
Barriers to fish passage are considered imminent threats and are the highest priority for
restoration.
Mill Creek passage has been specifically identified as one of the top priorities in the last
two 5-year stock status reviews performed by NOAA for the Walla Walla population as part
of the Middle Columbia steelhead distinct population segment.

The Lower Mill Creek Assessment and Strategic Action Plan (2016), completed by the
Umatilla Tribe, also identified fish passage through the flood control project as a top
priority. The Mill Creek Working Group has prioritized passage as follows: 1. In the
concrete flume, 2. At Bennington Dam, and 3, in the weir sections.

Recovery of ESA listed Columbia River bull trout is a top priority for the Walla Walla
population as part of the Mid-Columbia Recovery Unit Implementation Plan for Bull Trout
(2015).

#3: Is this project part of a larger overall project?
Yes
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#3a: How does this project fit into the sequencing of the
larger project?
A short-term, emergency fix was constructed in 2020 to regain some fish
passage at the site. This project would be the first step toward a long-term
solution, by assessing alternatives and developing a conceptual plan for the
preferred alternative. Additional planning phases and construction would
follow.
22 projects have occurred or will occur upstream of this project in the concrete
channel by 2023. Much of the work builds off of the Mill Creek Fish Passage
Assessment including multiple design phases for the concrete channel,
multiple implementation phases of those projects, as well as passage work
on the USACE project footprint, planned bridge removals/replacements,
instream flow projects, and designs for weir sections above and below the
concrete flume. Two passage projects upstream are funded and scheduled for
construction, and two more are in design now.

METRICS/COSTS
OVERALL PROJECT METRICS

PLANNING METRICS
Worksite: Mill Creek at Gose Street Bridge (#1)
COSTS
Category
Work Type
Cultural Resources
Cultural resources
Design for Salmon restoration Conceptual Design (B.1.b.11.a RCO)

Subtotal:
Total Estimate For Worksite:

Estimated Cost

Note

$20,000
$194,250 Includes
consultant
contract,
topo and
geotech
surveys,
staff, and
direct
allocation
$214,250
$214,250

METRICS
Area Encompassed (acres) (B.0.b.1)
Miles of Stream and/or Shoreline Affected (B.0.b.2)

3.0
0.50

CULTURAL RESOURCES
Cultural resources
Acres surveyed for cultural resources
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Total Planning Cost

$214,250

PROJECT PROPOSAL
Targeted ESU Species
Egg
Present

Juvenile
Present

Adult
Present

Population
Trend

Worksites

Species by ESU

1

Chinook-Middle Columbia River Spring, Not
Warranted





Unknown

1

Steelhead-Middle Columbia River, Walla Walla
River, Threatened





Declining

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

Targeted Non-ESU Species

Worksites

Species
by
NonESU

Notes

1

Bull
Trout

Mill Creek (Walla Walla Basin) Migratory Bull Trout are known to migrate into the lower Walla
Walla Basin and sometimes into the Columbia River. Mill Creek (Walla Walla Basin) Bull trout
are ESA listed Threatened. The migratory portion of the population is critical to recovery.

PROPOSAL QUESTIONS
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#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.
Flood control measures were constructed in the 1930s and 1940s on seven miles of Mill
Creek in Walla Walla. The flood control channel creates a complex passage barrier for
steelhead, bull trout, and spring chinook. In 2005, the Walla Walla County Conservation
District sponsored a project (04-1605) to construct a fishway at the transition between the
flood control channel and the natural channel to improve passage at that location.
In February 2020, the flood of record in the Walla Walla watershed created a fish passage
barrier at the fishway. The flood control channel operated at capacity (~4,000 cfs) for
hours. During the flood flows, the streambed was scoured and downcut at the fishway
below Gose Street bridge, resulting in a jump height of approximately five feet for fish
trying to enter the fishway.
The co-managers, CTUIR and WDFW, were able to mobilize an emergency remedy in
October, which breaks the five-foot jump into two smaller jumps. This was an attempt on
a short timeline to make the best of a bad situation. Because the design had to be
implemented quickly, there was not time to design a durable, long-lived solution.
The emergency repair built two weirs from ecology blocks to create jump pools, and
reduce the jump heights. This solution is not designed to withstand flow near the
channel's capacity, and points to the need for a long-term fix.
The situation is complicated by the bridge footings of the Gose Street bridge in the
channel. One engineer inspecting the channel scour was of the opinion that the fishway
prevented the bridge from washing out. Any long-term fix here must include the bridge.
The problem this project seeks to address is the need for a planning process to develop a
long term plan for fish passage and flood control, incorporating transportation
infrastructure at the site.

#2: Describe the limiting factors, and/or ecological concerns, and
limiting life stages (by fish species) that your project expects to
address.
The immediate limiting factor is the point barrier at the fishway, and less than ideal
conditions created by the emergency repair. These impact adult and juvenile summer
steelhead, bull trout, and spring chinook by restricting upstream passage for all species.
Fish barriers are considered imminent threats to salmonids and have the highest priority
for restoration.
An ecological concern is the poor instream conditions downstream of the flood channel.
The channel is deeply incised and disconnected from the flood plain. High energy,
sediment starved flow contributes to the down cutting.
The Mill Creek Fish Passage Assessment (06-2203) identified the channel stabilizing weirs
of the flood control channel as barriers to juvenile salmonids. Though a passage concept
has been developed (weir notches), they have not been engineered to the site conditions.
At a minimum, any long term plan at this site would include weir notching or other weir
revisions.
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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
Goal: The Mill Creek channel at Gose St is configured so that fish passage, flood
protection, and secure infrastructure are provided in a long-term, low-maintenance
manner.

#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, Achievable, Relevant, and Timebound). Example Goals and Objectives
Objective 1: Identify three design alternatives within the first year of the project
Objective 2: Select a preferred alternative at the conceptual design level within the second
year of the project
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#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.
The following tasks will be the responsibility of Tri-State Steelheaders staff, unless noted.
Task: Bid process to select consultant. Stakeholders will be encouraged to participate in
the selection. Deliverable: Contract with consultant. September 2021.
Task: Meet with consultant to finalize data to be collected and analyses to be conducted.
Deliverable: Consultant scope of work. September 2021.
Note: We will rely on the expertise of the consultant to determine the appropriate
data collection and analyses. However, we expect this to include topographical and
geotechnical surveying, sediment budget, geomorphological analysis, hydrological
analysis, consultation with archaeologists, and consultation with structural engineers
(regarding the bridge).
Task: Meetings with stakeholders to share information, including a kick-off meeting.
Deliverable: Meetings approximately quarterly. First meeting October 2021.
Task: Public outreach. Deliverable: Informative articles in social media, newspaper, and
newsletters. Starting late 2021 and continuing through the project.
Task: Regular meetings with consultant to track project progress. Deliverable: meeting
notes and deliverables from the consultant. Monthly, starting October 2021.
Task: Cultural resources consultations. Deliverables: Tribal and state feedback into design
process and archaeology survey scope. Quarterly starting late 2021.
Task: Cultural resources survey. Deliverable: Survey report, forwarded to tribes and state
for review. Spring 2023.
Task: Complete alternatives assessment. Deliverable: Preferred alternative selected.
Spring 2023.
Task: Complete conceptual design of preferred alternative. Deliverable: Conceptual design
report and drawings. Late 2023.

#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?
In-channel data collection, like surveying, is dependent on flow, and is limited to summer
and early fall. The timing of the project would have the start of work at the low flow
period. If data collection were missed, there would be a wait of a year for the next low flow
opportunity.
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#7: How have lessons learned from completed projects or
monitoring studies informed this project?
Previous projects have been upstream in the concrete channel. We have improved how we
communicate and work with the county (landowner) as a partner. During the process of
the emergency repair in 2020, support was found to be good from neighboring private
landowners. In general, we understand that good communication and transparency with
partners and stakeholders is fundamental to the process.

#8: Describe the alternatives considered and why the preferred was
chosen.
Identification and analysis of alternatives is the purpose of the project. We need technical
information that we don't have in order to be able to begin to formulate alternatives.

#9: How were stakeholders consulted in the development of this
project? Identify the stakeholders, their concerns or feedback,
and how those concerns were addressed.
The co-mangers, CTUIR and WDFW, when considering how to address the barrier created
at Gose St by the 2020 flood flow, knew that immediate action was necessary to provide
passage for this fall and winter. But that such a solution would come at the cost of longterm durability. While developing the short term fix that was implemented, the need for a
long-term solution was clear.

#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 outcome of this project will be a conceptual plan. This will lead eventually
to long-term design for fish passage. The project will be designed to the flow
capacity of the flood channel. While we don't know what this will look like
(that's the point of the project), it's durability will part of the design
consideration.

#10b: How will your project increase habitat and species
adaptability?
Providing better, more permanent passage is the best opportunity for fish
populations to remain resilient.
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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.
We completed one previous alternatives assessment. Project 08-2028 resulted in a
conceptual design to improve instream and riparian habitats, with four landowners in the
design reach. This project will include a greater number of stakeholders, and consider
infrastructure in addition to habitat and passage.

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

PLANNING SUPPLEMENTAL QUESTIONS
#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?
Yes

#3a: List additional upstream and downstream fish
passage barriers, if any. Identify current or future
plans for correction.
There are no known barriers downstream, all the way to the Columbia River.
Upstream, the levee and weir sections of the flood channel prevent volitional
passage of juvenile fish. The concrete channel is a two mile flume that creates
hydraulic conditions preventing adult passage, and also prevents volitional
passage of juveniles in low flow conditions. The Mill Creek Work Group
prioritized work in the concrete channel because of the barrier to adults. As of
2020, five projects have provided passage and resting pools to 22% of the
flume. Four additional projects for the concrete flume are in progress. After
the flume is addressed, we will prioritize notching weirs for juvenile passage.
Near the top of the flood control channel are two federal dams. The lower of
the two dams had its fishway replaced in 2020. The upper dam's new fishway
is in design now.
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#3b: Describe the amount and quality of habitat made
accessible if the barrier is corrected. Include the
Priority Index (PI), or Screening Priority Index (SPI), if
applicable.
Above the Mill Creek flood control channel, there are over 50 stream miles of
Mill Creek and headwater tributaries. Part of Mill Creek is protected in the
municipal watershed (source of drinking water for Walla Walla), and is
described as pristine.

#3c: If you will be designing a culvert or arch to resolve
the fish passage problem, what crossing design
option will you use?
Other
The road crossing is not the primary passage problem, though it contributes
to it (footings in the stream).

#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, the proposed project is a conceptual design. Permit applications will
follow completion of a higher design level.
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ATTACHMENTS
PHOTOS (JPG, GIF)

# 462311 Primary # 469050 Secondary # 462312 Secondary

# 462309

# 462310

# 462313

# 469048

# 469049

RELEVANT DOCUMENTS
File
Type
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Attach
Date

Attachment Type

Title

05/13/2021

Cost Estimate

Cost estimate.XLSX

05/07/2021

Visuals

Gose st. virtual site tour.pdf

04/12/2021

Project Application Report

Project Application Report, 21-1010P (sub 04/12/21 11:15:18)

04/09/2021

Photo

Emergency repair view with both weirs

04/09/2021

Photo

Upper weir completed

04/09/2021

Photo

Emergency repair during construction

03/03/2021

Cost Estimate

Cost estimate

03/01/2021

Barrier evaluation form

BEF and EBEF

02/08/2021

Photo

Site photo - flooding

02/08/2021

Photo

Site photo - channel incision

02/08/2021

Photo

Site photo - fishway

02/08/2021

Map: Planning Area

Site Aerial

02/08/2021

Map: Planning Area

Watershed map

06/14/2021

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.
OVERALL PROJECT

Amount

Design Costs

Category
Task Description
Topo Survey and Assessment
Obtain information on natural feature
Sediment Budget Analysis
Understanding hypothetical
Data Reduction and Project Management
Consultant cost to simplify data and
Cultural resources
Cultural survey and design consultatio
Geotechnical Survey and Assessment
Obtain information on physical proper
Geomorphic Assessment
Determine channel form, freedom of m
Hydrology and Hydraulics Assessment
Important to determine flows, timing,
Develop Conceptual Alternatives and Cost Est An alternative analysis should be com
Stakeholder Meetings
Develop design direction and guidance
Select Design Alternative
Meet with stakeholders to select prefe
Design Drawings
An updated conceptual design will be
Report and QA/QC
hydraulic modeling of preferred altern
Bid Advirtisement and Landowner Outreach Marketing and outreach
Administrative
Staff to conduct bids for services, outr
Other
Direct allocation

Indirect Costs
Indirect
Indirect

Description

Qty

1.00
1.00
1.00
1.00
1.00
1.00
1.00
3.00
3.00
1.00
1.00
1.00
1.00
1.00
24.00

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

Rate
20,000.00
15,000.00
21,000.00
20,000.00
15,000.00
10,000.00
10,500.00
5,000.00
2,000.00
3,000.00
11,000.00
14,362.00
2,000.00
14,450.00
200.00
STotal

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

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

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.

Match

Amount

20,000
15,000
21,000
20,000
15,000
10,000
10,500
15,000
6,000
3,000
11,000
14,362
2,000
14,450
4,800
182,112

-

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

$
$
$

182,112 $

Funding not reported
in PRISM

20,000
15,000
21,000
20,000
15,000
10,000
10,500
15,000
6,000
3,000
11,000
14,362
2,000
14,450
4,800
182,112

-

$

-

$
$
$

-

$
$
$

-

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

32,138
32,138

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

-

$
$
$

-

$
$
$

182,112 $

32,138 $

CTUIR

-

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

Match Type (federal, state,
local)

?

Barrier Evaluation Form–Non Culvert Crossing
Location Information
Project Name: Mill Creek Passage – Gose St Design

SRFB Project #: 21-1010

Parcel #:

HPA #:

GPS Location: Datum - WGS84; Format - Decimal Degrees

Latitude: 46.064451

Longitude: -118.388617

¼ Section: SE

Township: 7 N

Range: 35

Section: 23

Stream Name: Mill Creek

County: Walla Walla

East

Tributary To: Walla Walla River

West

WRIA #: 32

Driving Directions: From US 12 west of Walla Walla, take the Myra Road exit. Follow the roundabout to Heritage Road. Take Heritage
Road 0.8 mi to Gose St. Turn left (south) onto Gose St for 0.3 mi to the bridge.

Landowner Information
Landowner: Multiple – see attachment

Mailing Address:

City:

Zip:

Cell: (

State:
)

Fax: (

)

)

Telephone: (

)

E-mail:

Landowner Agent:

Mailing Address:

City:
Cell: (

Telephone: (

State:

Zip:

)

Fax: (

)

E-mail:

Evaluator Information
Evaluator Name: Brian Burns

Affiliation: Executive Director, Tri-State Steelheaders

Mailing Address: PO Box 1375

City: Walla Walla

State:

Cell: 509 520 5078

E-mail:
brian.burns@tristatesteelheaders.com

Telephone: 509 529 3453

Fax:

WA

Zip: 99362

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

Fish-bearing Criteria:
Stream Flow:

Yes

No

Fish Observation

Perennial

Species: summer steelhead,
bull trout, spring chinook,
rainbow trout

Unknown

Stream Type

Intermittent

Unknown

SalmonScape

Physical Criteria

Bridge

Ford

Puncheon/Fill

Bankfull Width (outside influence of structure): 75 feet
Is this Structure a Fish Passage Barrier?

Yes

No

Abandoned
Fishway Present?
Unknown

Road Width (with shoulders): 50 feet
Habitat Quality (describe in Comments):

Yes

Washout
Yes

Good

Poor

No

No

If Yes, Site ID #: 600558

Undefined
(if yes, describe in Comments)

Fishway

Percent Passability:
Excellent

Other:

Source of Information: Personal observation

Will this Structure be Entered into the WDFW-FPDSI (formerly SSHEAR) Database?
Crossing Type:

Date of Visit:

0%

33%

67%

100%

Unknown

Comments (describe crossing condition, fish observations, habitat quality etc): The crossing is a county bridge of unknown age. It is
elevated over the channel by two support piers in the channel. Under the bridge, the channel transitions from the Mill Creek Flood
Control Channel (levee confined both sides, with regularly spaced energy dissipating weirs) to a natural channel. The natural
channel is severly down-cut, resulting from the hign energy flows exiting the flood channel, and sediment starvation caused by the
flood control project. The transition had been a passage barrier until a fishway was installed in 2009 as project 04-1605. February
2020 flood flow scoured the channel below the outlet of the fishway, leading to a 5-foot high jump to enter the fishway.

Expanded Barrier Evaluation Form
Project Information
Project Name: Mil Creek Passage – Gose St Design

SRFB Project #: 21-1010

Date: 2/23/21

Evaluator Information
Evaluator Name: Brian Burns

Affiliation: Executive Director, Tri-State Steelheaders

Mailing Address: PO Box 1375

City: Walla Walla

State: WA

Cell: 509 520 5078

E-mail:
brian.burns@tristatesteelheaders.com

Telephone: 509 529 3453

FAX:

Zip: 99362

Watershed Information
Amount of Habitat Upstream: 40+ miles
Stream Flow:

Perennial

Map Measure

Intermittent

Unknown

Has a Barrier Inventory Been Conducted in the Watershed?

Hip Chain

Basin Area (square miles above crossing):

Source of Information: Personal observation
Yes (road)

Yes (stream survey)

If Yes, List Source and Date Completed: Yes, project 06-2203, 20010.
Walked to:
Other:

Distance Walked DS: 50 (m)

Known Anadromous

No

Natural Barrier

Unknown

Human-made Barrier

List Downstream Culverts, Dams, Bridges, and Natural Barriers. Include Passable Features. Attach Additional Pages if Needed.
Distance DS: 0.49 mi

% Passable: 100

Distance DS: 2.3 mi

% Passable: 100

Distance DS:

% Passable:

Distance DS:

% Passable:

Site ID#:

Location: Hussey Road bridge

Site ID#:

Location: Wallula Road bridge

Site ID#:

Location:

Site ID#:

Location:

Walked to:
Physical End of Fish Use
Other: Flood channel

Distance walked US: 6 miles

Natural Barrier

Human-made Barrier

List Upstream Culverts, Dams, Bridges and Natural Barriers. Include Passable Features. Attach Additional Pages if Needed.

Distance US: 0
Distance US:

% Passable: 33

% Passable:

Distance US:

Site ID#:

% Passable:

Distance US:

Location: Mill Creek flood control channel

Site ID#:

Location:

Site ID#:

% Passable:

Location:

Site ID#:

Location:

Fish Species/Habitat Quality
What Species are Currently Blocked, at Least Partially, by this Barrier? Include Juvenile Life Stages.
Sockeye

Chum

Anadromous Bull

Pink

Coho

Resident Bull

Chinook
Rainbow Trout

Steelhead

Searun Cutthroat

Brook Trout

Brown Trout

Resident Cutthroat
Resident Trout

Information Source (including on-site observations):
Range of Gradient Upstream: 0-1.2

Range of Gradient Downstream: 0-2
Predominant Land Use:

Forest

In-stream Cover:

High

Rearing Quality:

Excellent

Agriculture

Medium
Good

Rural residential

Size of any US Lake/Wetlands: na (sq. m)
Urban

Low

Channel Stability:

Poor

Spawning Quality:

% Canopy Cover: 0-50
High
Excellent

Medium
Good

Low
Poor

Applicant Resolution/Authorization
Tri-State Steelheaders
Organization Name (sponsor) ______________________________________________________________________________
Resolution No. or Document Name________________________________________________________________________

21-1010, Mill Creek Passage - Gose St Conceptual Design
Project(s) Number(s), and Name(s)___________________________________________________________________________
This resolution/authorization authorizes the person(s) identified below (in Section 2) to act as the authorized
representative/agent on behalf of our organization and to legally bind our organization with respect to the
above Project(s) for which we seek grant funding assistance managed through the Recreation and Conservation
Office (Office).
WHEREAS, grant assistance is requested by our organization to aid in financing the cost of the Project(s)
referenced above;
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that:
1.

Our organization has applied for or intends to apply for funding assistance managed by the Office for
the above “Project(s).”

2.

Our organization authorizes the following persons or persons holding specified titles/positions (and
subsequent holders of those titles/positions) to execute the following documents binding our
organization on the above projects:

Grant Document
Grant application (submission thereof)
Project contact (day-to-day
administering of the grant and
communicating with the RCO)
RCO Grant Agreement (Agreement)
Agreement amendments
Authorizing property and real estate
documents (Notice of Grant, Deed of
Right or Assignment of Rights if
applicable). These are items that are
typical recorded on the property with
the county.

Name of Signatory or Title of Person Authorized to Sign
Executive Director

Executive Director

Board President
Board President

Board President

The above persons are considered an “authorized representative(s)/agent(s)” for purposes of the documents
indicated. Our organization shall comply with a request from the RCO to provide documentation of persons
who may be authorized to execute documents related to the grant.

3.

Our organization has reviewed the sample RCO Grant Agreement on the Recreation and Conservation
Office’s WEB SITE at: https://rco.wa.gov/wp-content/uploads/2019/06/SampleProjAgreement.pdf. We
understand and acknowledge that if offered an agreement to sign in the future, it will contain an
indemnification and legal venue stipulation and other terms and conditions substantially in the form
contained in the sample Agreement and that such terms and conditions of any signed Agreement shall
be legally binding on the sponsor if our representative/agent enters into an Agreement on our behalf.
The Office reserves the right to revise the Agreement prior to execution.

4.

Our organization acknowledges and warrants, after conferring with its legal counsel, that its authorized
representative(s)/agent(s) have full legal authority to act and sign on behalf of the organization for their
assigned role/document.

5.

Grant assistance is contingent on a signed Agreement. Entering into any Agreement with the Office is
purely voluntary on our part.

6.

Our organization understands that grant policies and requirements vary depending on the grant
program applied to, the grant program and source of funding in the Agreement, the characteristics of
the project, and the characteristics of our organization.

7.

Our organization further understands that prior to our authorized representative(s)/agent(s) executing
any of the documents listed above, the RCO may make revisions to its sample Agreement and that such
revisions could include the indemnification and the legal venue stipulation. Our organization accepts
the legal obligation that we shall, prior to execution of the Agreement(s), confer with our authorized
representative(s)/agent(s) as to any revisions to the project Agreement from that of the sample
Agreement. We also acknowledge and accept that if our authorized representative(s)/agent(s) executes
the Agreement(s) with any such revisions, all terms and conditions of the executed Agreement shall be
conclusively deemed to be executed with our authorization.

8.

Any grant assistance received will be used for only direct eligible and allowable costs that are
reasonable and necessary to implement the project(s) referenced above.

9.

[for Recreation and Conservation Funding Board Grant Programs Only] If match is required for the
grant, we understand our organization must certify the availability of match at least one month before
funding approval. In addition, our organization understands it is responsible for supporting all non-cash
matching share commitments to this project should they not materialize.

10. Our organization acknowledges that if it receives grant funds managed by the Office, the Office will pay
us on only a reimbursement basis. We understand reimbursement basis means that we will only request
payment from the Office after we incur grant eligible and allowable costs and pay them. The Office may
also determine an amount of retainage and hold that amount until all project deliverables, grant
reports, or other responsibilities are complete.
11. [for Acquisition Projects Only] Our organization acknowledges that any property acquired with grant
assistance must be dedicated for the purposes of the grant in perpetuity unless otherwise agreed to in
writing by our organization and the Office. We agree to dedicate the property in a signed “Deed of
Right” for fee acquisitions, or an “Assignment of Rights” for other than fee acquisitions (which
documents will be based upon the Office’s standard versions of those documents), to be recorded on
the title of the property with the county auditor. Our organization acknowledges that any property

acquired in fee title must be immediately made available to the public unless otherwise provided for in
policy, the Agreement, or authorized in writing by the Office Director.
12. [for Development, Renovation, Enhancement, and Restoration Projects Only–If our organization owns
the project property] Our organization acknowledges that any property owned by our organization that
is developed, renovated, enhanced, or restored with grant assistance must be dedicated for the
purpose of the grant in perpetuity unless otherwise allowed by grant program policy, or Office in
writing and per the Agreement or an amendment thereto.
13. [for Development, Renovation, Enhancement, and Restoration Projects Only–If your organization DOES
NOT own the property] Our organization acknowledges that any property not owned by our
organization that is developed, renovated, enhanced, or restored with grant assistance must be
dedicated for the purpose of the grant as required by grant program policies unless otherwise provided
for per the Agreement or an amendment thereto.
14. [Only for Projects located in Water Resources Inventory Areas 1-19 that are applying for funds from the
Critical Habitat, Natural Areas, State Lands Restoration and Enhancement, Riparian Protection, or Urban
Wildlife Habitat grant categories; Aquatic Lands Enhancement Account; or the Puget Sound Acquisition
and Restoration program, or a Salmon Recovery Funding Board approved grant] Our organization
certifies the following: the Project does not conflict with the Puget Sound Action Agenda developed by
the Puget Sound Partnership under RCW 90.71.310.
15. This resolution/authorization is deemed to be part of the formal grant application to the Office.
16. Our organization warrants and certifies that this resolution/authorization was properly and lawfully
adopted following the requirements of our organization and applicable laws and policies and that our
organization has full legal authority to commit our organization to the warranties, certifications,
promises and obligations set forth herein.
This resolution/authorization is signed and approved on behalf of the resolving body of our organization by the
following authorized member(s):
Signed ________________________________________________________________________________________________________

Executive Director
3/3/21
Title ________________________________________________________________
Date _____________________________________
Tri-State Steelheaders' office
On File at:___________________________________________________________________________________________________
This Applicant Resolution/Authorization was adopted by our organization during the meeting held:
(Local Governments and Nonprofit Organizations Only):

Zoom meeting
3/3/2021
Location: ___________________________________________________________________Date:___________________________
Washington State Attorney General’s Office
Approved as to form _______________________________________________2/13/2020_____________________
Assistant Attorney General
Date
You may reproduce the above language in your own format; however, text may not change.

