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Section II 

PROJECT INFORMATION 
 

1. Abstract.  In approximately 200 words, 1) identify the project location, 2) state the watershed issue or problem to 
be addressed, 3) the proposed solution including the area or other measurable units to be treated, 4) any proposed 
effectiveness monitoring, and 5) how OWEB funds will be used. 

 Three culvert replacments are being proposed in the upper Grande Ronde River watershed within Union County; 
one on Limber Jim Creek, one on North Fork Limber Jim Creek and one on North Fork of West Chicken Creek.  
All three pipes are round, undersized, and without native streambed.  This project would replace the culverts with 
arch pipes or concrete box culverts that will have native streambed, are capable of passing a 100 year flow event 
and meet ODFW fish passage criteria.  Monitoring will include established photo points and culvert condition 
surveys.  The culverts will be rehabilitated, seeded, mulched and planted.  OWEB and BPA funds will be used for 
contracts and materials. 

 
2. Has this project or any element of this project, ever been submitted in a previous 
 application(s) to OWEB?     

     Yes   No 
 If yes, what was the application number(s)?        
 
3. Is this project, or any element of this project, a continuation of a previously funded 
 OWEB restoration project(s)?          Yes   No 
  

 If yes, what was the grant number(s)?        
 
4. Is this project a result of a previously funded OWEB Technical Assistance project(s)?   Yes   No 
 

If yes, what was the grant number(s)?        
 

5. Does this application propose a grant for a property in which OWEB previously  
invested funds for purchase of fee title or a conservation easement; or is OWEB  
currently considering an acquisition grant for this property?       Yes   No 

  

 If yes, what is the grant number(s)?        
 

6. Is this project related to a proposed or funded Oregon State Weed Board     Yes     No 
grant application(s)? 

If yes, list the month and year, or grant application(s) number, and briefly describe how this project  
is related to the Weed Board application or grant. 
      
 

7. Project Partners. Show all anticipated funding sources, and indicate the dollar value for cash or in-kind contributions. Be 
sure to provide a dollar value for each funding source. If the funding source is providing in-kind contributions, briefly describe 
the nature of the contribution in the Funding Source Column. Check the appropriate box to denote if the funding status is 
secured or pending. In the Amount/Value Column, provide a total dollar amount or value for each funding source. 

 

Funding Source 
Name the Partner and what their 

contribution is. 

Cash 

 

In-Kind 

 

Secured 

(x) 

Pending 

(x) 
Amount/Value 

OWEB $87,499.00 $        $87,505.00 
Landowner(s) or other partners:USFS $3,225.00 $8,730.00   $11,955.00 
CTUIR $110,152.00 $        $110,152.00 
GRMW/BPA $263,230.00 $        $263,230.00 
      $      $        $      
      $      $        $      
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      $      $        $      
      $      $        $      
      $      $        $      
      $      $        $      
      $      $        $      
      $      $        $      

Total Estimated Funds (add all amounts in the far-right Column): *$472,842.00 

 * The total should equal the total cost of the project on page 1 of the application. 
 
8. Have any conditions been placed on other funds that may affect completion?    Yes   No 

 

If yes, explain:        
 

9. Are you requesting OWEB funds for Effectiveness Monitoring?      Yes   No 
If you check “Yes”, follow the instructions in Question R17 

 

10. Are you requesting OWEB funds for Plant Establishment?       Yes   No 
If you check “Yes”, follow the instructions in Question R18 
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Section III 
SPECIFIC RESTORATION PROJECT ACTIVITY 

 
These essay questions and their answers are designed to guide you and reviewers through a logical process of 
understanding and identifying the problem to “fixing” the problem and measuring for success. Refer to the 
Application Instructions for clarification and helpful examples. 
 
You may use the application form to respond to the questions, using additional sheets of paper as necessary.  

All PDF pages should be 8½ x 11 page size.  Do not use color highlights for text emphasis or in tables as the 
highlight turns black when the application is scanned.  If the project involves multiple sites, be specific for each. If the 
question is in parts (e.g., “a” and “b”), make sure you answer in parts. Refer to the Application Instructions for 
clarification and helpful examples.  
 
R1. Contextual Overview 
Provide the location and significance of the project including why that location was chosen and a brief explanation of 
the history of the issues leading to the project. Describe the project in the context of the landscape including the key 
water quality, water quantity, species, habitat, land use and resource management issues (physical or social) that are 
proposed to be addressed in that watershed. See the Application Instructions for clarification.   
  
Limber Jim, North Fork Limber Jim, and North Fork West Chicken Creeks are streams where culvert replacements 
would occur.  All three of the pipes are round, undersized, and without native streambed.  This project would replace 
the culverts with arch pipes or concrete box culverts that have native streambed, are capable of passing a 100 year 
event and meet ODFW fish passage criteria.   
 

Miles of habitat by stream for listed fish species 
 

Stream 
 Name 

Chinook Habitat 
 (Miles) 

Steelhead Habitat  
(Miles) 

Bull Trout Habitat  
(Miles) 

Spawn/ 
Rear 

Rear 
Only 

*DCH Spawn Rear DCH FMO Spawn Rear DCH

Limber Jim Creek 1.7 0.8 4.6 4.6 4.6 4.6 4.3 3.8 3.8 8.1 

N. Fk. Limber Jim 0 0 0 1.6 1.6 1.6 0 0 0 0 

N. Fk. West Chicken 
Creek 

0 0 0 0 1.0 1.0 0 0 0 0 

TOTALS 1.7 0.8 4.6 6.2 7.2 7.2 4.3 3.8 3.8 8.1 
DCH=designated critical habitat; FMO=foraging, migration, overwintering. 

*DCH for chinook salmon includes all accessible waters upstream of distribution. 
 

The culvert replacement on Limber Jim Creek is approximately .6 miles upstream of the confluence with the 
Grande Ronde. Replacing this culvert will open up 1.1 miles of spawning and rearing (S&R) habitat for 
Chinook and 4 miles of DCH for Chinook, four miles of S&R and DCH for steelhead, and 3.7 miles of 
FMO, 3.2 miles of S&R and 7.5 miles of DCH for bull trout.  The culvert replacement on North Fork West 
Chicken Creek will provide habitat to approximately 1 mile of steelhead habitat, rearing and migration.  
 
 

Habitat surveys for Limber Jim Creek and North Fork Limber Jim Creek 

Stream/Year Surveyed  
Survey 
Length 
(miles) 

  Pools 
(#/mile)  

Wetted 
Width (ft) 

Stable 
Banks 

(%) 

W/D 
Ratio 

LWD 
(pcs/mi)  

Pebble  
Counts 

<6 
mm* 

Limber Jim Creek/2013 3.2 61 8.7 97 13.0 25 24.28 
N. Fk. Limber Jim Cr/1991 4.5 19 5.8 ND 9.6 88 ND 
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R2. Problems to be Addressed 
Provide information specific to the project:  a) The specific problem(s) you are addressing; and b) the root cause(s) 
of the problem(s).  DO NOT describe the project here; you will do so in question #R3.  You may add narrative 
in addition to the table. 

Specific Problem(s) Root Cause(s) of the Problem 
Fish passage All three of the pipes are round, undersized, and without native streambed.  The 

culvert on North Fork West Chicken Creek is also perched with >12 inch drop 
on the outlet. 

  

  

  

  

 
R3. Project Description 
Using the table below, provide a description of the project that describes the restoration activities to occur (e.g., 
direct flow, remove 36″ culvert, construct free spanning bridge, place 12 three log clusters between RM 44 and 52, 
etc.), including a description of the methodologies (e.g., juniper – burning or cutting; tree release – manual or 
herbicide; etc.) and the equipment planned for use.  In addition, describe any Project Management functions/ 
activities necessary to implement the project (e.g., acquire permits or landowner approval; solicit bids, award 
contracts, etc.).  The degree of detail should match the project complexity and technical difficulty to allow for full 
evaluation of technical viability.  For projects involving multiple sites, be sure to identify and describe them 
separately, as appropriate.  This is not the place to describe the benefits of the project, but rather the specific 
elements of the proposed project.  You may add narrative in addition to the table. 

Project Element Proposed Action 

Restoration Activity  

  

Fish passage Culvert removal/replacement will occur on Limber Jim Creek, North Fork 
Limber Jim Creek and North Fork West Fork Chicken Creek.  All three of the 
pipes are round, undersized, and without native streambed.  This project would replace 
the culverts with arch pipes or concrete box culverts that have native streambed, are 
capable of passing a 100 year event and meet ODFW fish passage criteria.  Culvert 
replacements on Limber Jim and North Fork Limber Jim Creeks will provide full 
passage to 2 miles of chinook, 6.5 miles of steelhead, and 7 miles of bull trout habitat.  
The culvert replacement on North Fork West Chicken Creek will provide habitat to 1 
mile of steelhead habitat. All disturbed areas would be seeded, mulched and planted 
with 300 conifer and deciduous seedlings. 
 

Highlighted Construction requirements: 
 

a.  Finished road grade shall match the existing road grade. 
b. All tree, shrub, brush removal shall be coordinated with a Forest 

Service fish biologist or hydrologist prior to removal. 
c. When reconstructing the stream channel, consult with District 

resource specialists as necessary to achieve final grades and 
layouts as agreed to by the contracting officer. 

d. Contractor shall use the existing roadway for a staging area. 
e. All material within the existing bankfull width and the ordinary 

high water mark shall be streambed simulation material, other 
than the surface course aggregate under the footings.  

f.   A USFS fish biologist or hydrologist will be on site when the 
stream channel and streambed are constructed.  The biologist or 
hydrologist will ensure that the substrate is sufficient to pass 
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fish and that the material is installed properly to streambed 
grade level. 

g. All instream work will be completed during the instream work 
window (July 1 – July 31) of one year. 

h. The dewatering plan shall minimize sediment from entering the 
stream, maintain stream flows downstream of the work area, 
and shall be designed to minimize impact on construction of the 
new culvert. 

i.   Fish will be salvaged prior to project implementation with 
appropriate block nets installed.  An electroshocker will be used 
to salvage the fish.  The fish will be placed downstream of 
project operations.  All fish salvage operations will be 
supervised by a Forest Service fish biologist.  

 
 

  

  

Project Management Activity  

Contract and project 
administration 

This will include preparing and administering contracts, purchasing materials, managing USFS 
crews, monitoring, and report writing.   

 
 
 
R4. Project Objectives 
What are the proposed project objectives?  Provide specific objectives based on the location, size and significance 
of the project and provide information on how the objectives could be evaluated.  The measurements should be 
able to be reported to document successful implementation.  See the Application Instructions for the distinction 
between project objectives and achievement of goals. 
 

Project Element Specific Objectives Measure for Evaluation 

   

Fish Passage Provide passage to aquatic species during all flows at the 
three culvert locations. 

Visual inspection will confirm fish 
passage during all flows.  Signs of 
excessive scour, drop height and/or 
high flow velocities through the 
culverts will be indicators of 
potential failure. 

   

 
R5. Project Design 

a) Provide a list of qualifications and experience you will require for the project designer.  If a project design 
has been completed, identify the designer and what qualifications and experience they have. 

 Project design has or will be completed by Brett Yaw, civil engineer for the US Forest Service.  He has been 
involved in designing/implementing culvert replacement projects on the Wallowa-Whitman since 2013.   

 

b) Describe the design criteria used or proposed and how those criteria take into consideration natural events and 
conditions (e.g., culvert design to 100-year flood event, wood placement to readjust with higher than bankfull 
flows, cultivation to retain at least 75% stubble, 4-strand fence to allow for wildlife passage, etc.). 
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 The culvert replacement would involve meeting ODFW criteria for fish passage, which includes a native 
streambed and appropriate culvert sizes.  The culverts will be sized to pass 100 year events, and meet bankfull 
width criteria.   

R6.  Design Alternatives 

Were alternative designs or solutions considered? (check one) Yes  No 
 
If yes, explain why the design or approach proposed was chosen. If no, explain why alternative approaches were 
not explored. 

  Alternatives were considered, inlcuding road closure and culvert removal with no replacement.  Also, various 
culvert designs were considered including round pipes, box culverts and bottomless arch culverts.  The designs 
chosen were based off of best desgin for fish passage, feasibility and cost.  The chosen designs will provide the 
best passage, including a 100 year flow event, at the lowest expense.  Road closure was not an option at this 
time.     

 
R7. Proposed Project Schedule 
Use the table below to show the anticipated schedule for the project. Add or change the list of project elements to 
fit your project. See the Application Instructions for clarification and an example. 
 

Project Elements Start Date End Date Description 
Permit Applications 12/2016 2/2017 Need Army Corps and DSL permits. 
Materials Acquisition 10/2016 3/2018 Seedlings, mulch 
Bid Solicitation 12/2016 3/2017 Restoration IDIQ contracts 
Contracting 12/2016 3/2017 Restoration IDIQ contracts 
Construction 5/2017 11/2017 Culvert replacement. 
Project Inspection 5/2017 11/2017 “                                                       “ 
Post Project Implementation Review 5/2017 2/2018 Monitoring and reports 
Project Maintenance 5/2018 5/2023 Monitoring and maintenance of culverts. 

 

R8. Salmon/Steelhead Populations Targeted and Expected Benefits to Salmon/Steelhead   
The information provided will be used by OWEB to better meet federal and state reporting requirements. 
Completion of this section is required but will not be used to evaluate this application for funding. 

  This project is NOT specifically designed to benefit salmon or steelhead.  

 ►  If you check this box, STOP here and GO TO Question R9. 
 
 

Targeted Salmon/Steelhead Populations: Select one or more of the salmon ESUs (Evolutionary Significant Unit) or 
steelhead DPSs (Distinct Population Segment) that the project will address/benefit.  For species where the ESU/DPS 
name is not known or determined, use the species name with unidentified ESU (e.g., Chinook salmon – unidentified 
ESU).  Additional information on the designation and location of the salmon/steelhead populations can be found at 
http://www.westcoast.fisheries.noaa.gov/maps_data/species_population_boundaries.html 

 
Chinook Salmon (Oncorhynchus tshawytscha) Coho Salmon (O. kisutch) 

 Deschutes River summer/fall-run ESU Lower Columbia River ESU 
 Lower Columbia River ESU Oregon Coast ESU 
 Mid-Columbia River spring-run ESU Southern Oregon/Northern California ESU 
 Oregon Coast ESU unidentified ESU 
 Snake River Fall-run ESU Steelhead (O. mykiss) 
 Snake River Spring/Summer-run ESU Klamath Mountains Province DPS 
 Southern Oregon and Northern California Coastal ESU Lower Columbia River DPS 
 Upper Klamath-Trinity Rivers ESU Middle Columbia River DPS 
 Upper Willamette River ESU Oregon Coast DPS 
 unidentified ESU Snake River Basin DPS 
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Chum Salmon (O. keta) Washington Coast DPS (SW Washington)
 Columbia River ESU Upper Willamette River DPS 
 Pacific Coast ESU  Steelhead/Trout unidentified DPS 
 unidentified ESU   

 
Expected Benefits:  Write a brief description of the goals and purpose of the project and how it is expected to benefit 
salmon/steelhead or salmon/steelhead habitat.  This answer should be no longer than 2000 characters, which is 
approximately 330 words.  See Application Instructions for examples and ideas on how to calculate the number 
of words or characters in your answer. 
 
Benefits include:  Adequate fish passage for all life stages. 
 
 
R9. Project Relationship to Regional Priorities 
If the project specifically implements a plan or larger conservation effort, identify the effort and the specific role  
of this project.  Explain whether the project implements a regional plan (e.g., ESA Recovery Plan, Coastal Coho 
Assessment, NWPCC Subbasin Plan, and Groundwater Management Area).  Specifically identify the relationship 
between the proposed project and the OWEB Basin Priorities.  Priorities can be found on the OWEB website at: 
www.oregon.gov/OWEB/restoration_priorities.shtml.  (See the Application Instructions for helpful links to 
various regional plans.)   
      
The North Fork West Fork Chicken Creek and Limber Jim Creek watersheds are ranked as Tier 1 and Tier 2 
watersheds, respectively, within the Upper Grande Ronde Atlas.  This indicates that there is great benefit to completing 
this project for spring/summer chinook populations.  The Bonneville Power Administration has indicated that this is a 
priority project and will be a partner in project funding.  All three streams where culvert replacements will take place 
are identified as critical habitat for Snake River summer steelhead. Limber Jim Creek is also critical habitat for Snake 
River spring Chinook salmon and bull trout.  The North Fork Limber Jim Creek also contains critical habitat for bull 
trout. 
 
R10. List each component or activity of the project that requires a permit(s) and/or license(s) from a 

local, state or federal agency or governing body.   
 
Use the table provided to list the activities and permit(s)/license(s) including the entity issuing the 
permit(s)/license(s).  Every project will vary in the number and types of permits and licenses needed.  In Column 1 
and in separate rows, list the project activities requiring a permit or license.  In Column 2, provide the name of the 
permit or license.  In Column 3, provide the name of the entity issuing the permit or license.  See Application 
Instructions pages 10-12 for clarification and examples before completing the table. 

 
Project Activity Requiring a 
Permit/License 

Permit or License Name Entity Issuing Permit or License 

NEPA (Environmental analysis) Signed Decision Memo USFS and is completed for the 2 
Limber Jim culverts (only). 

ESA ESA concurrence ARBOII (agreement that this 
programmatic consultation fits 
project criteria).  This is 
completed for the 2 Limber Jim 
culverts, only. 

 Army Corps of Engineers Permit Programmatic permit 
DSL Permit Programmatic permit 
 
 
R11. Project Relationship to Watershed Processes and Functions   
The restoration and protection of natural watershed process is the foundation of achieving watershed health.  Since 
natural watershed processes have been eliminated, altered or reduced in many areas, habitat restoration activities are 
the primary method for reintroducing the necessary functions to watersheds that have been altered due to past 
management practices and/or disturbance events.  Restoration activities are intended to address the watershed 
functions necessary to support natural processes that are indicative of healthy watersheds.  This includes, but is not 
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limited to improving water quality, water quantity, habitat complexity, flood plain interaction, vegetation structure,  
and species diversity.   
 
OWEB wants to be able to track how restoration projects are addressing watershed process and function.  Please check 
all the boxes below that apply to your restoration project.  You may add narrative in addition to checking the boxes. 
 

 Project Element Narrative 

 Stream complexity       
 Riparian vegetation structure       
 Species diversity       
 Vegetative ground cover       
 Floodplain connectivity        

 Species migration patterns       

 Sediment transport       

 Nutrient cycling       

 Water quality       

 Water quantity       

 Water storage       

 Hydrologic cycle       

 Other (please describe)      This project will provide adequate fish passage for all life stages. 

 
  
R12. Other Related Conservation Actions 

a) Explain how the project complements other efforts under way or completed in the watershed.  Identify other 
restoration, technical assistance, monitoring, assessment or outreach projects, conservation actions and 
ecological protection efforts in the watershed and explain how this project relates to those actions. 

The Limber Jim Fuels Reduction Project is occurring within the Limber Jim Project Area.  This will involve 
thinning (pre)commercially and prescribed fire to improve stand health.  This will also improve watershed 
function.  In addition, The Limber Jim Restoration project is scheduled in the same vicinity.  This project will 
improve instream and riparian habitats.   

If the project is a continuation of previously completed activities, describe the results of the previous project(s) 
and identify what you have learned from the implementation of similar project(s). 

 
Not Applicable. 

R13. Project Inspection 
Identify who will inspect and sign off on the completed project. 

Name of Person & 
Agency/Organization  

Telephone 
Number 

Email Address Project Element Inspected 

Joe Platz (USFS, W-W, LAG) 541-962-8571 jplatz@fs.fed.us All project elements.   

    

Add rows as needed    

 

 
 
 
R14. Outreach  
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If your project proposal includes outreach activities (e.g., a site tour for local citizens, landowner meetings, 
informational materials), please describe the proposed activities and products and why they are necessary for  
the overall success of the restoration proposal.  For clarification of eligible outreach costs, review the  
Budget Categories: Definitions and Policy document at: forms   

Not Applicable. 

Regional review teams will evaluate the appropriateness of proposed outreach activities with respect to their necessity 
for success of the restoration project, budget, and other factors.  
      
 
R15. Project Maintenance and Reporting 
Use the table below to document how the project will be maintained over time.  State who will maintain the project.  
Identify their affiliation and provide contact information. In addition, please indicate who will conduct Post-
Implementation Status Reporting following project completion. 

Name of Person & 
Agency/Organization and Addresses  

Telephone Number 
Email Address

What will be done and for how long? 

Joe Platz USFS, W-W, LAG 
3502 HWY 30; LaGrande, OR 
97850 

541-962-8571 
jplatz@fs.fed.us 

Photo points and culvert condition surveys 
will continue, yearly, for 3 years after 
project completion.  These surveys will 
determine if maintenance is needed. 

   
Add rows as needed   
 
R16. Budget Development 

As of December 26, 2014, the Federal Government released the Uniform Administrative Requirements (OMB Super 
Circular) that combines eight grant related circulars into one document (2 CFR). This document applies to federal 
agencies that make federal awards to non-federal entities which can flow down to sub recipients. In light of these 
changes, please review OWEB’s Budget Categories Definitions and Policies before filling out your application budget. 
Review the full list of OWEB budget categories, definitions, ineligible activities and policies by going to our website 
and navigating to the forms page.  
 
OWEB staff and application review teams carefully review application budgets and may question how costs were 
developed.  Use this section of the application to explain how project costs were estimated.   
 
Do not lump all contract costs into one row, except when a contractor bids a lump-sum amount for a discrete 
deliverable.  Contract costs should be broken out and should match the scope of work described in the application.  

a) Explain how costs were determined for the budget elements.   
 
Brett Yaw used many years of past contract costs, amount and cost of materials, and time to complete 
implementation tasks to determine the cost for the project.     

 
b) If the budget identifies a contingency amount for specific line item(s) within the Contracted Services and Materials 

and Supplies budget categories, explain the specific reasons a contingency is needed for each line item.  
 
Not Applicable 

   R17.   Effectiveness Monitoring.  If you plan to conduct Effectiveness Monitoring beyond post-implementation 
status reporting and you are requesting more than $3,500 in OWEB funds to support these EM activities, complete 
the R17 Effectiveness Monitoring Application Insert, print it out and add after Question R16.  See the R17 
Effectiveness Monitoring Insert Instructions for clarification. 

We will be completing effectiveness monitoring beyond post- implementation, but are not requesting funding for post- 
implementation monitoring.  USFS is cost sharing on this monitoring.   Monitoring will include:   
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 Photo points:  Monitoring will involve photo points of before and after operations occur.  Follow up 

photo points will occur at year 1, 2 and 3 after project completion.  This monitoring will occur by 
Joe Platz. 

     
 Culvert Assessment:  An assessment of culvert stability, erosion concerns, associated damage and 

debris clogs will occur on every year for 3 years.  This monitoring will be conducted by Mark 
Gomez.  

  
 Reports: A final report that describes the actual implementation will be completed in January of 

2017/2018.  Reports will be completed by Joe Platz. 

   

 
 
   R18.   Planting Activities.  If you are proposing a Riparian, Upland or Wetland Planting activities and you are 

requesting more than $3,500 in OWEB funds for planting activities and/or for post-planting activities that are 
necessary for long-term survival of the plantings, you must complete the R18 Planting Activities Insert, print it out 
and add after Question R17 or R18 as appropriate. Please see the definition of “plant establishment activities” in 
R18.  If you are asking for $3,500 or less, you may answer the questions if you would like the reviewers to have 
additional information on the planting component of the project. See the R18 Planting Activities Application Insert 
Instructions for clarification. 

 
I could not find the R18 Activities Insert, so I provided the following information. 
 
Planting funding requested from OWEB/BPA will consist of $735.  All other costs will be funded through 
CTUIR and USFS.   
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WATERSHED RESTORATION BUDGET

Add additional lines, if necessary.
Totals automatically round to the nearest dollar

A B C D E F G

Itemize projected costs under each of the 
following categories: 

Unit 
Number

Unit
Cost

OWEB 
Funds

BPA Funds Cash
Match

In-Kind 
Match

Total Costs

0 0 0 0 0

Lead Engineer 40 480 19200 19,200

Engineer 180 360 64800 64,800

Fish Biologist 13 341 4433 4,433

Biological Technician (Project Lead) 5 343 1715 1,715

Survey Technician 30 415 12450 12,450

Technician(s) 15 135 2025 2,025
NEPA staff 19 291 5529 8730 14,259

Culvert Cost Estimate 3 54,333 49,000 113999 162,999

Planting, Seeding, & Site Restoration 3 6588 6000 13764 19,764

Clearing and Grubbing 3 2000 2000 4000 6,000

Contractor Surveying 3 3667 3000 8001 11,001
Soil and Erosion Control 3 2333 2000 4999 6,999
Stream Bypass 3 2833 2250 6249 8,499
Structural Excavation 3 3667 2500 8501 11,001
Structure Backfill 3 2267 2000 4801 6,801
General Excavation 3 2233 1500 5199 6,699
Foundation Fill 3 1300 1300 2600 3,900
Stream Simulation 3 3867 2700 8901 11,601
Associated Roadwork 3 2333 2000 4999 6,999
Aggregate Surfacing 3 1733 1800 3399 5,199
Disposal of Existing Structure 3 1567 1500 3201 4,701
Temporary Traffic Control 3 2083 6249 6,249
Misc Work (gates, fences, cattle guards, etc.) 3 2167 6501 6,501
Mobilization 10% 3 9522 28566 28,566
Contingency 10% 3 9522 28566 28,566

79,550 262,495 110,152 8,730 460,927

GSA Lease 5 275 1375 1,375
GSA mileage 3000 0.55 1650 1,650

0 0 3,025 0 3,025

Native seed 20 10 200 200

Mulch 75 4 300 300

Conifer seedlings 150 1 150 150

Deciduous seedlings 150 1.9 285 285

0 735 200 0 935

0
0

0 0 0 0 0

Section IV

IMPORTANT: Read the application instructions and Budget Categories Definitions and Policy Document. 

SUBTOTAL (1)

SUBTOTAL (2)

SALARIES, WAGES AND BENEFITS.  List position titles, include only costs of employees charged to this grant.

CONTRACTED SERVICES.  Labor, supplies, and materials to be provided by non-staff  for project implementation.

TRAVEL.  Mileage, per diem, lodging, etc.  Must use current State of Oregon rates.

SUBTOTAL (3)

SUBTOTAL (4)

SUBTOTAL (5)

MATERIALS/SUPPLIES.  Refers to items that are “used up” in the course of the project.  

EQUIPMENT/SOFTWARE.  List portable equipment costing $300 or more per unit. 

 2015-17 OWEB Watershed Restoration Application - Section IV (Excel) - April 2016 Page 1
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A B C D E F G

Itemize projected costs under each of the 
following categories: 

Unit 
Number

Unit
Cost

OWEB 
Funds

BPA Funds Cash
Match

In-Kind 
Match

Total Costs

0 0 0 0 0

79,550 263,230 113,377 8,730 464,887

Federally Negotiated Indirect Cost Rate ☐ 0
Federally Accepted 10% de minimis x 10% 7,955 7955
OWEB Negotiated Indirect Cost Rate ☐ 0

7955 0 0 0 7955

Post-Implementation Status Reporting ($3,500 or 
less)

/yr
0

Effectiveness Monitoring ($3,500 or less) /yr 0

Plant Establishment ($3,500 or less) /yr 0

0 0 0 0 0

RESTORATION BUDGET TOTAL Totals automatically round to the nearest dollar

EFFECTIVENESS MONITORING BUDGET TOTAL

PLANT ESTABLISHMENT BUDGET TOTAL 

GRANT BUDGET TOTAL *Totals automatically round to the nearest dollar

POST-GRANT.  Pre-paid costs ($3,500 or less)  that are associated with either post implementation status reporting or effectiveness monitoring or plant 

SUBTOTAL (9)

472,842[Add Category Totals (7), Subtotals (8) and (9)] 8,730
RESTORATION BUDGET TOTAL (10) 

263,23087,505

*   The totals for these two columns must mirror the match totals provided in Section II(7) of the application and on the Match 

0This only applies if you are doing Effectiveness Monitoring; see Application 0

SUBTOTAL (6)

SUBTOTAL (8) 

OTHER.  Costs must be necessary and reasonable for successful completion of this grant.

0

8,730
GRANT BUDGET TOTAL

263,230

 [Add subtotals above]  MODIFIED TOTAL DIRECT COSTS (7)

GRANT ADMIN.  Select one of the methods below. Fill in the requested rate. Compute by multiplying MTDC (7) line by this rate.

EFFECTIVENESS MONITORING BUDGET TOTAL (11) 

0

113,377

0

0

87,505

0

113,377

0

472,842[Add Totals (10), (11), and (12) as applicable]

PLANT ESTABLISHMENT BUDGET TOTAL (12)

0 0This only applies if you are doing a planting project; see Application Instructions 
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ATTACHMENT D 

 

 
 

RESTORATION METRICS FORM 
 

 

OWEB receives a portion of its funds from the federal government and is required to report how its 
grantees have used both federal and state funds.  The information you provide in the following form will  
be used for federal and state reporting purposes.   

Please complete all portions of the form below as they apply to your project (that are funded with both 
OWEB and non-OWEB funding/inkind contributions; the reported metrics should reflect all of the activities 
described in this application and identified in the project budget).  Submit all pages (do not exclude any 
pages).  Please provide specific values, do not enter values like “2-3” or “<100”.  Enter  
your best approximation of what the project will accomplish. 

If you have any questions, please contact Cecilia Noyes, OWEB Federal Reporting Coordinator, at  
503-986-0204 (cecilia.noyes@state.or.us) or Ginger Lofftus, OWEB PCSRF Reporting Assistant, at  
503-986-5372 (ginger.lofftus@state.or.us). 

 
 
Section 1 - Project Overview   
Answer all five questions below, even if you have answered a similar question in a previous section in the grant 
application.   

1.  Land Use Setting:  CHECK ONE BOX ONLY.   

 Urban/Suburban/Exurban (Projects located within urban 
growth boundaries or rural residential areas)

 Rural (Projects located outside urban growth 
boundaries or rural residential areas.)

2.   Dominant Watershed Setting:  CHECK ONE BOX ONLY.  Example:  Your project involves managing erosion in the 
upland area with some erosion control extended to the riparian area.  Because most of the work is to occur in the upland area, 
you would check only the Upland box below.    

   Estuary (where freshwater meets and mixes with saltwater 
of ocean tides.) 

  Riparian (adjacent to a water body, within the active 
floodplain.)

  Instream (below the ordinary high-water mark or within 
the active channel — includes fish passage.) 

  Upland (above the floodplain.) 
  Groundwater (Projects that recharge groundwater 

or primarily affect the subsurface water table.) 

  Wetland (areas inundated or saturated by surface or groundwater at a frequency and duration sufficient to support a 
prevalence of vegetation typically adapted for life in saturated soil conditions. 

3.    Total Acres Treated:0.3 Total Stream Miles Treated:0.05  (do not include upstream stream miles made 
accessible to fish with passage improvements) 

4.   Project Identified in Plan or Watershed Assessment: List the primary watershed/subbasin plan(s) or assessment(s)  
in which this project type is identified as a priority.  The plans identified in Section III, question #R9 should include the plans 
or assessments listed below.  Attach additional page, if needed.   

Title Author(s) Date 

Upper Grande Ronde Atlas 

BPA, GRMW, BOR, CTUIR, 
USFS, USWCD, ODFW 2015 
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5.  Project Monitoring:  All OWEB funded restoration projects require post-implementation status reporting including photo 
point monitoring.  Please indicate below: 1) the location of the monitoring activities relative to the project, including photo 
point locations, 2) whether effectiveness monitoring is planned, and 3) whether additional monitoring will be conducted for 
this project. 

 
5.1) Identify the location for the planned monitoring activities relative to the restoration project location.  Check as many 

boxes as apply. 

  Onsite      Downstream   Upstream   Upslope 
 
 
5.2)   Effectiveness monitoring will be conducted for this project, this can be selected regardless of whether the 

effectiveness monitoring is funded by OWEB (refer to definition of effectiveness monitoring in the Application 
Instructions under R17). 

 
5.3)  Will this project conduct monitoring activities beyond the required post-implementation status reporting and photo point 

monitoring?  

  Yes     No   If you answer yes, select the monitoring activities below, if you answer no proceed to Section 2. 

Check all proposed monitoring activities 

  Adult Fish presence/absence/abundance/distribution survey(s)      Riparian vegetation (Presence/Absence) 

  Juvenile Fish presence/absence/abundance/distribution survey(s)      Spawning surveys 

  Instream Habitat surveys   Upland vegetation  (Presence/Absence) 

  Macroinvertebrates   Water quality 

  Noxious weed  (Presence/Absence)   Water quantity 

  Other Biological Monitoring (bird counts, amphibian surveys)   Other (explain):        

 

Section 2 - Project Activities 
Provide values for each Project Activity applicable to your application.  Leave blank any Project Activity or metric line 
that is not appropriate to your application.  All data entered in this form should be what you plan to do with the project. 
Data about completed projects will be reported at the end of the project to the Oregon Watershed Restoration Inventory 
(OWRI).  
 
For each activity type where you enter metrics, estimate the percentage of the total cost of the project (OWEB and all 
other funding sources, shown on page 1 of this application) that applies to the activity.  The sum of all of the activity cost 
percentages should equal 100%. Please distribute all administrative, project management and other general project costs 
among the various project activities when estimating percentages.   
 
Example: A project will remove a fish passage barrier, place large boulders instream, and plant a riparian buffer.  You 
would enter the appropriate metrics into the Fish Passage, Instream Habitat, and Riparian Habitat activity sections of 
this form. Then, estimate the percentage of the total cost of the project for each activity.  For instance: 20% towards Fish 
Passage activities, 25% towards Instream Habitat activities, and 55% towards Riparian Habitat activities. 
 

Fish Screening Projects:  Projects that result in the installation or improvement of screening systems that prevent fish 
from passing into areas that do not support fish survival, for example into irrigation diversion channels. 

      %  Estimate the percentage of total cost of the project applied to fish screening activities 

New Fish Screens Installed 

      #  Estimate the number of new screens installed (do not count diversions where existing screens are replaced) 

      cfs Estimate the cubic feet per second of flow influenced by new screen(s) installed (to nearest 0.01 cfs) 

Existing Screens Replaced, repaired or modified 

      # Estimate the number of existing screens replaced, repaired or modified 

      cfs Estimate the cubic feet per second of flow influenced by existing screen(s) screens (to nearest 0.01 cfs) 
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Fish Passage Improvement:  Projects that improve fish migration by addressing a migration barrier problem.  
Complete sections A-E as they apply to the proposed project.  Projects that improve fish passage at road crossings should 
complete both sections A (define the problem) and B (define the treatment).  Non-road crossing improvements are reported in 
sections C and D.  Section E should be completed for all fish passage improvement projects.  Refer to the application instructions 
for additional information and examples. 

A. Road Crossings – Define Existing Fish Passage Problem  

1. Culverts hindering fish passage 3 # crossings 

2. Bridges hindering fish passage       # crossings 

3. Fords hindering fish passage       # crossings 

B. Road Crossings – Define the Fish Passage Improvements to be implemented by this project 
1. Culverts installed/improved - Improvements may include installing 

baffles inside culverts or installing/improving engineered bypasses 
(e.g. weirs) directly below a culvert outlet to improve passage. 

3 # crossings 8 str. mi with improved access* 

2. Bridges installed/improved - Improvements may include 
installing/improving engineered bypasses (e.g. weirs) directly below a 
bridge crossing to improve passage. 

      # crossings       str. mi with improved access* 

3. Fords installed/improved       # crossings       str. mi with improved access* 

4. Road Crossings removed and not replaced       # crossings       str. mi with improved access* 

*Estimate stream miles in the main channel and tributaries made more accessible above the crossing(s) (to nearest 0.01 
mile).  If a barrier exists upstream, report the length made accessible up to that next upstream barrier. 

C. Fish Passage Barriers – Other than Road Crossings  

1. Type(s) of barriers to be treated/removed to improve fish passage.  Diversion Dam 

 Push-up Dam 

 Wood or Concrete Dam 

 Weir (not associated with a road crossing)  

 Logs (not weirs) 

 Debris  

 Tidegates 

 Boulder/Rock Barrier (not weirs) 

 Landslide 

Other (explain)       

2.       # Estimate the total number of non-road crossing barriers (listed under C.1 above) to be removed or altered to improve passage.  

D. Fish Ladders or Engineered Bypasses (not associated with Road Crossings) 

1. Fish ladders will be installed/improved       # fish ladders to be installed/improved 

2. Engineered bypasses will be installed/improved.  This includes weirs, 
rock boulder step pools, and chutes constructed/roughened in bed rock.  Do 
not count engineered bypasses located at a road crossing to improve passage 
at the crossing. These types of improvements should be identified above in 
section B as a Road Crossing Fish Passage Improvement. 

      # engineered bypasses to be installed/improved 

E. Fish Passage Summary Metrics 

1. 100% Estimate the percentage of total cost of the project applied to fish passage improvements 

2. 8 mi Estimate the total stream miles that will be made more accessible in the main channel and tributaries above         
the project (to nearest 0.01 mile).  This metric summarizes the stream miles for all of the proposed passage 
improvements (defined above in Sections A-D).  If a barrier exists upstream of the project, report the length     
made accessible up to that next upstream barrier. 

3. 3 # Estimate the total number of barriers (this includes road crossings, diversion dams, push up dams, wood or 
concrete dams, weirs, tidegates, etc.) to be removed or altered to improve passage. 

4.       %  Estimate the percentage of fish passage activity costs applied to tidegates.  If you do not select tidegate as a type of 
fish passage barrier for question C.1, leave this value blank.  Example: Your project will remove a tidegate.  You 
estimated that 100% of the total project cost will apply to fish passage improvements and one quarter of the fish 
passage improvements costs will apply to the tidegate removal, you would report 25%. 
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Instream Flow:  Projects that maintain and/or increase the instream flow of water.  Report irrigation improvements 
primarily designed to improve water quality under Upland – Agriculture Management Activities.  Check all proposed activities.  

  Irrigation practice improved to increase instream flows  (e.g. 
install diversion headgate, replace open ditches with pipes) 

  Instream water transfer lease/agreement  

  This project will dedicate instream flow  Other (explain):    
  Water flow gauges installed to measure water use

      %    Estimate the percentage of total cost of the project applied to instream flow activities 

      mi.  Estimate the miles of stream where increased flow is the result of decreased/eliminated water withdrawals 

      cfs   Estimate the increase in flow of water in the stream as a result of conservation effort (cubic feet per second) 

      mm/dd/yyyy Irrigation practice improvement initial start date 

      mm/dd/yyyy Irrigation practice improvement final end date (if improvement is permanent enter 12/31/9999) 

      mm/dd/yyyy Water lease/agreement initial start date of  no withdrawal 

      mm/dd/yyyy Water lease/agreement final end date of no withdrawal (if lease/agreement  is permanent,  enter 12/31/9999) 

Instream Habitat:  Projects that are designed to improve instream habitat conditions.   Check all proposed activities. 
  Channel reconfiguration and connectivity (e.g., creating 

instream pools, meanders, improving floodplain 
connectivity, off-channel habitat, removal or alteration 
of levee or berm, removal of sediment) 

  Spawning gravel placement   

  Channel structure - large wood placement   Plant Removal/control (instream) 
List scientific names of plants         

  Channel structure - boulder placement   Beaver introduction  

  Channel structure placement (other than large wood or 
boulder placements e.g., engineered structures or 
deflectors, barbs, weirs, etc.) 

  Carcass or nutrient placement:  
 salmonid carcass;   fish meal brick;   other nutrient 

  Streambank stabilization through resloping and/or 
placing rocks, logs (e.g. revetments, gabions, barbs), or 
bioengineering on streambank 

  Animal species removal (e.g. northern pike minnow, non-
native fish, invasive animals) 

   Other (explain):        

54 %    Estimate the percentage of total cost of the project applied to instream habitat activities 

0.05 mi.  Estimate the miles of stream to be treated with instream habitat treatments (to nearest 0.01 mile) 

      %    Estimate the percentage of instream activity costs for carcass or nutrient placements.  If you do not select 
carcass/nutrient placements as an instream habitat activity, leave this value blank.  Example: Your project will place 
salmon carcasses.  You estimated that 25% of the total project cost will apply to instream habitat activities and one half of the 
instream improvements costs will apply to the carcass placement, you would report 50%. 

Riparian Habitat:  Projects above the ordinary high-water mark of the stream and within the floodplain of the stream. 
This includes lakeshores of connected lakes. Check all proposed activities. 

  Riparian planting  (this does not include planting exclusively to  
       repair areas disturbed by restoration activities of this project) 

  Non-native/noxious plant control    

  Riparian exclusion fencing  (this does not include individual plant 
protection fencing) 

  Vegetation management (e.g. prescribed burnings, 
stand thinning, stand conversions, silviculture)  

  Water gap development  (fenced livestock crossing or 
livestock bridge) 

  Debris/structure removal (e.g. tires, appliances, old cars 
or buildings) 

  Riparian exclusion by means other than fencing (includes 
placing obstacles to exclude livestock, people, vehicles, etc.) 

  Other (explain):        Do not report livestock water 
developments here;  report livestock water developments 
under upland habitat treatments. 

  Conservation grazing management (e.g., rotation grazing)  

      %  Estimate the percentage of total cost of the project applied to riparian habitat activities 

      ac. Estimate the acres of riparian habitat to be planted (to nearest 0.1 acres) 

      ac. Estimate the acres of riparian habitat to be treated for non-native/noxious weeds (to nearest 0.1 acres) 

      ac. Estimate the total riparian acres to be treated. (to nearest 0.1 acres) 

      mi. Estimate the miles of riparian streambank to be treated (to nearest 0.01 mi). Stream sides treated   one    two 
  (Do not double count miles if a second side is treated)  
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Upland Habitat:  Projects implemented above the floodplain.  Check all proposed activities.  

  Planting/seeding for erosion control (e.g., convert from 
crops to native vegetation, plant area where non-
native/noxious weeds removed, grassed waterways) 

List scientific names of plants        

  Livestock Manure Management (e.g., feedlot 
improvements to reduce runoff , relocate/improve manure 
holding structures and manure piles to reduce/eliminate 
drainage into streams) 

  Slope stabilization (e.g., grade stabilization, landslide 
reparation, terracing slopes) 

  Livestock/Wildlife Water Developments 

  Non-native/noxious plant control;  
List scientific names of plants:       

  Upland Livestock Management (other than livestock 
water developments), e.g., grazing plans, fencing 

  Juniper removal/control   Restore Historic Upland Habitats ( e.g. oak woodland, 
oak savannah, upland prairie restoration) 

  Vegetation Management (other than non-native/noxious 
plant control or  juniper removal, e.g. tree thinning, brush 
control, burning, stand conversion, silviculture)  
List scientific names of plants:        

  Trail or Campground Improvements (to decrease upland 
erosion; these may extend into or are in the riparian zone) 

  Upland Agriculture Management – (e.g., no/low-till, wind 
breaks, filter strips, crop rotation, terracing, water and 
sediment control basins, grade stabilization and irrigation 
improvements) 

  Other (explain):        

  Erosion control structures not already reported under 
Upland Agriculture Management or Road Drainage 
System and Surface Improvements. 

 

      %  Estimate the percentage of total cost of the project will apply to upland habitat activities  

      # Estimate the number of livestock/wildlife water developments 

      ac.   Estimate the acres of upland habitat to be treated for non-native/noxious plants (to nearest 0.1 acres) 

      ac. Estimate the total acres of upland habitat to be treated (do not include acres of upland habitat affected by livestock 
water developments (to nearest 0.1 acres) 

      %  Estimate the percentage of upland activity costs applied to Livestock Manure Management.  If you do not select 
Livestock Manure Management as an upland habitat activity, leave this value blank.  Example: Your project will relocate a 
feedlot to reduce livestock manure runoff.  You estimated that 33% of the total project cost will apply to upland habitat activities 
and one half of the upland improvements costs will apply to the feedlot relocation, you would report 50%. 

Road Activities:  Projects designed to improve road impacts to watersheds.  Check all proposed activities.  

  Road drainage system and surface improvements & reconstruction    Other (explain):         

  Road closure, relocation, obliteration (decommissioning)      

      %  Estimate the percentage of total cost of the project applied to road activities 

      mi. Estimate the miles of road treated (to nearest 0.01 mile) 
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Urban Impact Reduction:  Check all of the urban impact related activities that will be used by this project:   

  Sewage outfall clean-up or reducing outfall)   Bioswales 

  Pesticide reduction: list names of each pesticide:         Detention Facility 

  Toxin (other than pesticide) reduction (herbicides, mine dredge 
tailings, other toxics): list names of each toxic species, element or 
material:        

  Other urban impact reduction (explain):       

  Stormwater/wastewater modification or treatment (includes rain 
gardens) 

 

Check all of the water quality limiting factors addressed by the Urban Impact Reduction activities selected above.  Do not select 
limiting factors addressed by other types of restoration activities:   

  Bacteria     Pesticides     Nutrients 

  Dissolved Oxygen   Toxics   Sediment 

  Heavy Metals     High Temperature       Other (explain):         

     %   Estimate the percentage of total cost of the project applied to urban impact activities 

Wetland Habitat:  Projects designed to create or improve wetland or meadow areas. Check all proposed activities. 

  Wetland planting   Artificial wetland area created from an area not formerly a 
wetland 

  Non-native/noxious/invasive plant control    
 

  Other (explain):        

  Wetland improvement/restoration of existing or historic 
wetland (other than vegetation planting or removal) 

 

      %  Estimate the percentage of total cost of the project applied to wetland habitat activities 

      ac. Estimate the acres of wetland habitat to be treated for non-native/noxious/invasive plants (to nearest 0.1 acres) 

      ac. Estimate the acres of artificial wetland created (to nearest 0.1 acres) 

      ac. Estimate the total acres of wetland habitat (existing or historic) treated (to nearest 0.1 acres) 

Estuarine Habitat:  Projects that result in improvement or increase in the availability of estuarine habitat.   
Check all proposed activities.  

  Estuarine planting   Non-native/noxious plant control    

  Channel modification/creation (e.g., improve intertidal 
flow to existing estuarine habitat or create more habitat) 

  Creation of new estuarine habitat where one did not exist 
previously by methods other than tidegates or dikes 

  Dike or berm modification/removal   Estuarine culvert modification / removal  

  Removal of existing fill material   Exclusion devices (commonly includes fencing, 
installation of mooring buoys, boardwalks/trails, etc. to keep 
public/animals away) 

  Placement of fill material (for proper terrestrial function)   Other (explain):        

      % Estimate the percentage of total cost of the project applied to estuarine habitat activities 

      ac. Estimate the acres of estuarine habitat to be treated for non-native/noxious plants (to nearest 0.1 acres) 

      ac. Estimate the total acres of estuarine habitat (existing or historic) to be treated (to nearest 0.1 acres) 

216-8205-14356



216-8205-14356



2015-17 OWEB Watershed Restoration Application – Attachment F – April 2016 

 

ATTACHMENT F 
GRANT ADMINISTRATION  

AND INDIRECT COST SELECTION FORM 
 

 
This form is to meet Federal 2 CFR requirements. Part One will certify the applicant is a legal entity. Part 
Two selects the type of indirect rate the applicant is requesting in the application. Part Three applies only if 
you select an OWEB Negotiated Indirect Cost Rate.  

PART ONE:  

Grantee Organization Legal Name: Grande Ronde Model Watershed Foundation 

Sub-recipients or grantees must be legal entities. Identify your organizational type as one of the following: 

 State or local government:   FEIN         DUNS:       

 Non-profit organization:   FEIN 47-0909658   DUNS: 026753982 

 Institution for Higher Education:  FEIN         DUNS:       

 Individual (not eligible for indirect or administrative costs) 

If you do not have a DUNS number, please see http://fedgov.dnb.com/webform/index.jsp to obtain one. 

PART TWO:  

Applicant must select one of the following indirect rates. This rate will apply for the life of this grant, 
including any future extensions for time, and cannot be changed. 

 Federally Negotiated Indirect Cost Rate. We have an approved indirect cost rate with a Federal 
(cognizant) agency. A copy of our most recently approved rate agreement is attached; if necessary, we 
will provide a more current rate once it is approved. No additional receipts will be required for this 
indirect cost rate. 

Our current Federally Negotiated Indirect Cost Rate is      %.  

 Federally Accepted de minimis Indirect Rate. We have never received a federally negotiated indirect 
cost rate. We request as a condition of this grant to charge a flat de minimis indirect cost rate of 10% of 
modified total direct costs (MTDC). No additional receipts will be required for this indirect cost rate. 

 OWEB Negotiated Indirect Cost Rate. We do not currently plan to obtain a federally negotiated 
indirect rate. We would like to negotiate an indirect rate of modified total direct costs (MTDC.) 
Receipts for our indirect cost pool will be required for rates above 10%. 

 We request an indirect rate of      % (not over 15%) (fill out Part Three.) 

PART THREE (select only if you are asking for an OWEB Negotiated ICR:  

Applicants who select an OWEB Negotiated Indirect Cost Rate must select a cost allocation plan. 

 Less than 10%, no receipts required. If the rate is below 10%, OWEB will allow the billing to follow 
the de minimis rules (no receipts.) 

 Receipt billing. Grant administration costs are charged to grants on an item-by-item basis. Receipts for 
items $250 and over must be submitted. All receipts must be kept and provided to OWEB on request. 

 Cost allocation. The applicant has accounting practices in place that support charging costs to a cost 
allocation pool and must submit cost allocation supporting documentation for allocations $250 and 
over. Most agencies divide administration costs either on FTE, time worked, or as a percentage of their 
modified total direct costs (MTDC.)  
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