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Region Overview  

Geography 

The Snake River Salmon Recovery Region is comprised of salmon-bearing streams in Walla 
Walla, Columbia, Garfield, Asotin, and parts of Whitman County. 

Water Resource Inventory Areas (WRIA) 

Walla Walla (32), Lower Snake (33), and Middle Snake (35) 

Federally Recognized Tribes 

Confederated Tribes of the Umatilla Reservation and Nez Perce Tribe. 

Table 1: Snake River Salmon Recovery Region Listed Species 
 

 
Species Listed 

 
Listed As 

 
Date Listed 

Snake River Spring/Summer Chinook Threatened April 22, 1992 

Snake River Fall Chinook Threatened April 22, 1992 

Snake River Steelhead Threatened August 18, 1997 
Snake River Bull Trout Threatened 1998 
*Snake River Sockeye are present in the 
mainstem Snake River within the region, no 
specific actions or recovery goals are 
identified in the SRSRP 

Endangered June 28, 2005 

Region and Lead Entities 

The Snake River Salmon Recovery Board is both the regional organization and lead entity for the 
Snake River Regional Salmon Recovery area. The lead entity is advised by a committee known as 
the Lead Entity Committee, which includes landowner representatives and representatives from 
the tribes, and state and federal agencies across the lead entity and region. 

Table 2: Snake River Salmon Recovery Region Recovery Plan 
 

Recovery Plan 
Regional Organization Snake River Salmon Recovery Board 
Plan Timeframe 10 years 
Actions Identified to Implement 
Plan 

264 

Estimated Cost $248 million for the first ten years 
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Recovery Plan 

Status 
NOAA-Fisheries approved an interim recovery plan for listed 
populations in the Snake River region in Washington in March 
2006. The plan was updated in 2011 and now is referred to as 
Snake River Salmon Recovery Plan for Southeast Washington. 

 
Adoption by NOAA-Fisheries of a complete recovery plan for the 
middle Columbia River steelhead Distinct Population Segment in 
Washington and Oregon was approved in 2009. 
NOAA-Fisheries is developing a comprehensive recovery plan for 
the four Endangered Species Act-listed Snake River species – 
steelhead, spring/summer Chinook, fall Chinook, and sockeye in 
southeast Washington, northeast Oregon, and Idaho. The Snake 
River Salmon Recovery Plan for Southeast Washington will 
comprise the Washington management unit portion of this 
comprehensive plan. Notice of the draft comprehensive Snake 
River recovery plan is scheduled for publication in the Federal 
Register in 2016. NOAA-Fisheries finalized this plan in November 
2017. 

Implementation Schedule 
Status 

An implementation schedule with a 3-year timeframe and with 
more detailed information on recovery plan actions and costs is 
being used by the Snake River Salmon Recovery Board and its 
plan implementation partners. This implementation schedule is 
included as Appendix A in the 2011 Southeast Washington  
Management Unit Plan and it will be updated annually. 

Web Information 
Snake River Salmon Recovery Board Web site 
Salmon Recovery Plan 

http://snakeriverboard.org/wpi/wp-content/uploads/2013/01/Full-Version-SE-WA-recovery-plan-121211.pdf
http://snakeriverboard.org/wpi/wp-content/uploads/2013/01/Full-Version-SE-WA-recovery-plan-121211.pdf
http://www.snakeriverboard.org/
https://srp.rco.wa.gov/site/320


Regional Area Summary 
Snake River Salmon Recovery Region 

2022 
    

4 

 

 

 

Regional Area Summary Questions and Responses  

The final annual funding report provides region-by-region summaries to the Governor’s Salmon 
Recovery Office and the SRFB each December. These summaries document the local process to 
bring project lists to the SRFB for funding in each salmon recovery region. This year, as 
recommended by the Lean study, Questions 1B-1D are added to ask regions if they are funding 
the highest priority projects with their allocations. Questions 4 and 5 from lead entities will be 
submitted by lead entities to the regions and included in the summaries. 

RCO staff requests that regional organizations review their information and update their 
responses to the questions below in a template of the funding report that RCO will send out to 
regions in June. Regions may request the template sooner, as needed. 

RCO and Governor’s Salmon Recovery Office staff will review the regional submissions and post 
them on the RCO Web site as part of the funding report. These regional area summaries are due 
to RCO August 21, 2020. 

Questions 

Regional organizations answer Questions 1-3. 

1. Internal funding allocations: 

A. Describe the process and criteria used to develop allocations across lead 
entities or watersheds within the region. (Only regions answer this question) 

Funding allocation is based on the biological benefit of individual projects on an annual basis. 
Project scorecards were developed to award more points to projects that immediately address 
an imminent threat followed by those that are in priority areas, the primary factors limiting 
productivity, certainty of project success, project size, and project benefit relative to cost. The 
approach and criteria focuses internal funding towards the areas with the highest biological 
priorities as established in the regional recovery plan without consideration for political or 
watershed boundaries. 

B. Explain if the projects list(s) submitted in your region funds the highest 
priority projects. 

Yes, I think that generally the project list represents the highest priority projects in the region. 
We have some larger, complex projects that require phasing as the funding request would 
exceed our yearly regional allocation. 

C. If the highest priority projects were not funded, explain the barriers to 
implementing the highest priority projects in your region. 
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Snake River Salmon Recovery Region 
 

In order to fund these large, complex projects, sponsors have had to reduce funding requests 
and phase projects to keep yearly requests within our allocation budget. This is inherently more 
expensive but often is one of the only options to pursue large, expensive projects. Locally, our 
Lead Entity has defined “large projects” as anything over $400,000 in SRFB request and has 
recently placed a funding cap of that amount on project proposals. In 2022, we also received 
additional funding from the supplemental legislative session after the grant round was already 
underway.  While this funding is extremely helpful and allowed us to fund our whole list, having 
earlier notice of increased funds may have impacted what projects and/or phases were 
proposed.  

D. Do suballocations to lead entities limit your region from getting to the 
highest priority projects? 

Regarding tributary restoration projects at a rate consistent with the funding that we have, yes. 
However this is a tentative yes, as the pace of implementation of priority projects is slow due to 
landowner willingness and funding which in turn has resulted in relatively few project sponsors 
whom have full plates already. The Snake is one region/one lead entity so funding is not split 
out within the region. 

2. Regional technical review process: The SRFB envisions regional technical review 
processes that address, at a minimum, the fit of lead entity projects to regional recovery 
plans, if available. (Only regions answer this question) 

A. Explain how the regional technical review was conducted. 

The lead entity relies on a committee (Lead Entity Committee) comprised of citizen 
representatives and technical representatives. This committee jointly reviews draft applications, 
participates in field tours, and collaboratively scores and ranks the projects each grant round. To 
provide a more independent technical review, the regional technical team also participates in 
project field trips, reviews applications, and provides comments on pre-applications. 
Additionally, the regional technical team reviewed the project evaluation criteria to be certain 
that the criteria and point allocations for the various categories were consistent with the 
regional recovery plan. Based on the regional technical team’s evaluation criteria and comments, 
the Lead Entity Committee then ranked projects for consideration by the lead entity and Snake 
River Salmon Recovery Board. The regional technical team does not score or rank projects but 
rather provides the technical basis for project evaluation and then provides the lead entity and 
the lead entity committee any input on particular projects when requested. We were able to 
hold scoring meeting and tours in person this year with remote options for the scoring 
meetings. Comments were provided to sponsors from all review  steps.  

B. What criteria were used for the regional technical review? 

The Lead Entity Committee used the project evaluation criteria supported by the regional 
technical team to evaluate projects. Those criteria are: 
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• Is the project in the right area? (priority stream reaches) 

• How well is the project addressing limiting factors? (priority action) 

• Will the project work? 

• Is it based on proven scientific methods and will it meet the intended objectives? 

• Is the project large enough to make a significant difference? Consider: 

1. Riparian acres impacted. 

2. In-stream flow. 

3. In-stream habitat or useable habitat opened. 

4. Floodplain connection. 

5. Upland best management practices. 

6. Likelihood of development. 

7. Does an assessment project lead to a project or fill an identified data gap? 

• Cost benefit. Consider: 

1. Cost-benefit relationship based on community values. 

2. Past experience with project costs. 

3. Cost-share. 

4. Perceived project value relative to other proposed projects. 

5. Number of Endangered Species Act listed species. 

C. Who completed the review (name, affiliation, and expertise) and are they 
part of the regional organization or independent? 

The lead entity committee completed the review, including scoring and ranking. Members of the 
lead entity committee are: 

 
Member Affiliation 
Jerry Hendrickson Asotin County 
Vacant Asotin County 
Don Howard Columbia County 
Leigh Cranmer Columbia County 
Billy Bowles Garfield County 
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Member Affiliation 
Vacant Garfield County 
David Crabtree Walla Walla County 
Larry Hooker Walla Walla County 
Bryan Jones Whitman County 
Jon Jones Whitman County 
Kris Fischer Confederated Tribes of the Umatilla Indian Reservation 
Jim Mital/Jennifer Gatzke National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration 
Vacant Natural Resources Conservation Service 
Emmit Taylor Nez Perce Tribe 
John Hook United States Army Corp of Engineers 
Kat Sarensen United States Fish and Wildlife Service 
Bill Dowdy United States Forest Service 
Curtis Johnson Washington Department of Ecology 
Tom Schirm Washington Department of Fish and Wildlife 

 

Regional technical team members are not members of the Lead Entity Committee but did 
provide independent technical comments to staff, project sponsors, and the Lead Entity 
Committee. Note that nine of the regional technical team members are also members of the 
Lead Entity Committee. 

Members of the Regional Technical Team are: 
 

Members Affiliation 
Gary James Confederated Tribes of the Umatilla Indian Reservation 
Kris Fischer (alt.) Confederated Tribes of the Umatilla Indian Reservation 
Mike Lambert (alt.) Confederated Tribes of the Umatilla Indian Reservation 
Jim Mital National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration 
Jennifer Gatzke (alt.) National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration 
Vacant Natural Resource Conservation Service 
Emmit Taylor, Jr. Nez Perce Tribe 
Kathryn Frenyea (alt.) Nez Perce Tribe 
John Hook United States Army Corp of Engineers 
Kat Sarensen United States Fish and Wildlife Service 
Bill Dowdy United States Forest Service 
Jeremy Trump Washington Department of Fish and Wildlife 
Steve Martin (alt.) Washington Department of Fish and Wildlife 
Ethan Crawford (alt.) Washington Department of Fish and Wildlife 
Joe Bumgarner (alt.) Washington Department of Fish and Wildlife 
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D. implementation or Habitat Work Schedule did not specifically identify? If 
so, please provide justification for including these projects in the list of 
projects recommended to the SRFB for funding. If the projects were 
identified in the regional implementation plan or strategy but considered a 
low priority or in a low priority area please provide justification. 

All the project submitted in the 2022 grant round are listed in the Snake River Salmon Recovery 
Plan Provisional 3-5 year work plan or in the Snake River salmon recovery plan for SE 
Washington (2011 version). 

3. Criteria the SRFB considers in funding regional project lists: Revised Code of 
Washington 77.85.130 identifies criteria that the SRFB must consider and give preference 
in awarding funds to projects. Please provide a short description of how the region 
considered each of the criteria (when applicable) when presenting the project list to the 
SRFB. Questions A-C may be answered in narrative form. To save time, RCO added 
questions D-I into PRISM and will supply this information to each region. Please include 
the matrix and the region’s responses as part of the narrative for Question 3. 

How did the regional review consider whether a project met the following criteria: 

A. Provides benefit to high priority stocks for the purpose of salmon recovery 
or sustainability. In addition to limiting factors analysis, Salmonid Stock 
Inventory, and Salmon and Steelhead Habitat Inventory and Assessment 
Program, provide stock assessment work completed to date to characterize 
the status of salmonid species in the region. Briefly describe. 

All Endangered Species Act listed stocks are a high priority for salmon recovery. SaSI, SSHIAP, 
and the Ecosystem Diagnosis and Treatment model were used to characterize the status of 
stocks and habitats. Benefit to salmon is based on two primary criteria: (1) location and (2) 
limiting factors addressed, followed by sub-criteria, including (1) size, and (2) cost-benefit. A 
project that provides benefit to salmon is: in a priority reach within a major spawning area, 
addressing multiple prioritized limiting factors, is large, and demonstrates high cost-benefit. 

B. Addresses cost-effectiveness. Provide a description of cost-effectiveness 
considered. 

This is primarily conducted in the preliminary and draft application phases. Project budgets are 
evaluated based on experience with similar projects completed in previous rounds and reviewers 
are asked to comment whether they think the project is cost-effective, or that a more cost- 
effective approach exists. Applicants revise or withdraw their projects based on this early input. 
The final review occurs during the project ranking when the lead entity committee can 
recommend that a project be “moved up or down the list” based on cost-benefit. The 
committee can also request that a project sponsor provide additional match or seek to leverage 
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other potential funding. The lead entity/board then evaluates this recommendation and with 
input from the regional technical team and staff can accept the recommendation. 

C. Preserves high quality habitat. Describe projects on the list that will 
preserve high quality habitat. 

The Lead Entity considers the preservation of high quality habitat (or habitat when restored 
could be high quality) and the location of the potential project (as it relates to habitat) as part of 
the scoring and ranking criteria. 

D. Sponsored by an organization with a successful record of project 
implementation. For example, identify the number of previous SRFB 
projects funded and completed. 

The Lead Entity does consider a project sponsors history of project implementation and the 
likelihood of success during the evaluation, project scoring, and ranking. The following table lists 
the projects proposed for funding in the Snake River region. This year, all of the project sponsors 
who successfully submitted applications have completed SRFB projects in the past. The table 
lists the number of projects each has been awarded, the number of projects currently active, and 
the number completed. 

 
 

Project # 
 

Project Name 
 

Project Sponsor 
Sponsor Record of SRFB Project 
Implementation 

22-1015 Tucannon PA 26 Phase III_IV 
Restoration 

Columbia 
Conservation 
Dist 

Projects: 
Awarded – 38 
Active – 4 
Completed – 34 

22-1006 Asotin PA 06 Restoration Asotin Co 
Conservation Dist 

Projects: 
Awarded – 42 
Active – 6 
Completed – 36 

22-1013 Cummings Creek 
Channel Complexity  

Nez Perce 
Tribe 

Projects: 
Awarded – 4 
Active – 1 
Completed – 3 

22-1011 Kelly Creek PA 45 
Restoration 

Asotin Co 
Conservation Dist 

Projects: 
Awarded – 42 
Active – 6 
Completed – 36 

22-1019 Touchet River Mile 42 
Restoration Phase 1 

Walla Walla Co 
Cons Dist 

Projects: 
Awarded – 34 
Active – 7 
Completed – 27 

22-1007 Couse Creek PA 78 Restoration Asotin Co 
Conservation Dist 

Projects: 
Awarded – 42 
Active – 6 
Completed – 36 
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Project # 

 
Project Name 

 
Project Sponsor 

Sponsor Record of SRFB Project 
Implementation 

 

22-1024 
Panjab Creek Low-Tech 
Process-Based Restoration 

Trout Unlimited 
Inc. 

Projects: 
Awarded – 14 
Active – 6 
Completed – 8 

22-1021 
Tucannon River Project 
Area 5-15 Assess&Design 

Umatilla 
Confederated 
Tribes 

Projects: 
Awarded – 11 
Active – 0 
Completed – 11 

22-1010 
Asotin Creek PA 11.2 
Design 

Asotin Co 
Conservation Dist 

Projects: 
Awarded – 42 
Active – 6 
Completed – 36 

22-1012 
Tenmile Creek PA 68.1 
Construction 

Asotin Co 
Conservation Dist 

Projects: 
Awarded – 42 
Active – 6 
Completed – 36 

22-1009 Asotin Creek PA 3.2 Design 

Asotin Co 
Conservation 
Dist 

Projects: 
Awarded – 42 
Active – 6 
Completed – 36 

22-1023 
Snake Region Beaver 
Relocation Framework 

Trout Unlimited 
Inc. 

Projects: 
Awarded – 14 
Active – 6 
Completed – 8 

22-1017 Walla Walla RM 32.5 Design 

Umatilla 
Confederated 
Tribes 

Projects: 
Awarded – 11 
Active – 0 
Completed – 11 

22-1026 Tumalum Creek LTPBR Phase 4 Pomeroy 
Conservation Dist 

Projects: 
Awarded – 21 
Active – 4 
Completed -7 

22-1003 Steptoe Creek Culvert 2 
Replacement  

Palouse 
Conservation 
District 

Projects: 
Awarded – 4 
Active – 0 
Completed – 4 

22-1004 Steptoe Creek PALS Phase II Palouse 
Conservation 
District 

Projects: 
Awarded – 4 
Active – 0 
Completed –4 

22-1016 Túuši Wána Design Project 
Touchet River RM 14 

Umatilla 
Confederated 
Tribes 

Projects: 
Awarded – 11 
Active – 0 
Completed -11 
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22-1018 McNary National Wildlife 
Refuge Design 

Umatilla 
Confederated 
Tribes 

Projects: 
Awarded – 11 
Active – 0 
Completed -11 
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E. Provides benefit to listed and non-listed fish species. Identify projects on the 
regional list that primarily benefit listed fish. Identify projects on the regional 
list that primarily benefit non-listed species. 

 

 

Project # 

 

Project Name 

 

Targeted Listed Species 

Non-target Listed 
Species/ Non-listed 
Benefactors 

22-1015 Tucannon PA 26 Phase 
III_IV Restoration 

 Chinook-Snake River 
Spring/Summer, Tucannon River, 
Threatened, Steelhead-Snake 
River, Tucannon River, Threatened 

 Bull Trout 

22-1006 Asotin PA 06 
Restoration 

 Chinook-unidentified, Steelhead-
Snake River, Asotin Creek, 
Threatened 

 None 

22-1013 Cummings Creek 
Channel Complexity  

 Steelhead-Snake River, Tucannon 
River, Threatened 

 Bull Trout, 
Rainbow 

22-1011 Kelly Creek PA 45 
Restoration 

 Steelhead-Snake River, Asotin 
Creek, Threatened 

 Unknown 

22-1019 Touchet River Mile 
42 Restoration Phase 
1 

 Steelhead-Middle Columbia River, 
Touchet River, Threatened 

 Bull Trout, Rainbow 

22-1007 Couse Creek PA 78 
Restoration 

 Steelhead-Snake River, Asotin 
Creek, Threatened 

 Unknown 

22-1024 Panjab Creek 
Low-Tech 
Process-Based 
Restoration 

 Chinook-Snake River 
Spring/Summer, Tucannon River, 
Threatened, Steelhead-Snake River, 
Tucannon River, Threatened 

 Bull Trout 

22-1021 Tucannon River 
Project Area 5-15 
Assess&Design 

 Chinook-Snake River 
Spring/Summer, Tucannon River, 
Threatened, Steelhead-Snake River, 
Tucannon River, Threatened 

 Bull Trout 

22-1010 Asotin Creek PA 
11.2 Design 

 Steelhead-Snake River, Asotin 
Creek, Threatened 

 None 

22-1012 Tenmile Creek PA 68.1 
Construction 

 Steelhead-Snake River, Asotin 
Creek, Threatened 

 Unknown 

22-1009 Asotin Creek PA 3.2 
Design 

 Chinook-Snake River 
Spring/Summer, Asotin Creek, 
Threatened, Chinook-unidentified, 
Steelhead-Snake River, Asotin 
Creek, Threatened 

 None 

22-1023 Snake Region 
Beaver Relocation 
Framework 

 Chinook-unidentified, Steelhead-
unidentified 

 Bull Trout 

22-1017 Walla Walla RM 
32.5 Design 

 Chinook-unidentified, Steelhead-
Middle Columbia River, Walla 
Walla River, Threatened 

 Bull Trout 



Regional Area Summary 
Snake River Salmon Recovery Region 

2020 SRFB Funding Report 13 

 

 

22-1026 Tumalum Creek 
LTPBR Phase 4 

 Steelhead-Snake River, Tucannon 
River, Threatened 

 None 

22-1003 Steptoe Creek 
Culvert 2 
Replacement  

 Steelhead-Snake River, Asotin 
Creek, Threatened 

 Rainbow 

22-1004 Steptoe Creek 
PALS Phase II 

 Steelhead-Snake River, Asotin 
Creek, Threatened 

 Rainbow 

22-1016 Túuši Wána 
Design Project 
Touchet River 
RM 14 

 Chinook-unidentified, Steelhead-
Middle Columbia River, Touchet 
River, Threatened 

 Bull Trout 

22-1018 McNary 
National 
Wildlife Refuge 
Design 

 Chinook-Middle Columbia River 
Spring, Not Warranted , Steelhead-
Middle Columbia River, Walla 
Walla River, Threatened 

 Bull Trout, Lamprey 
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F. Implements a high priority project or action in a region or watershed salmon 
recovery plan. Identify where and how the project is identified as a high 
priority in the referenced plan. 

The Lead Entity considered if each project is identified as a high priority project or action 
identified in the recovery plan and the Snake River Salmon Recovery Regional 3-5 year work 
plan or in the Snake River Salmon Recovery Plan for SE Washington (2011). Each of the 
proposed projects for 2022 is listed in the 3-5 year work plan as a specific high priority project 
or as a general action (such as addressing an imminent threat) or was identified directly in the 
Recovery Plan. 

22-1015 Tucannon PA 26 Phase III_IV Restoration 

Columbia Conservation District will be sponsoring Project Area 26 (Phase III and IV) side channel 
and floodplain restoration on approximately 2 river miles between river mile (RM) 23.98 to  
approximately RM 25.97 on the Tucannon River in Columbia County, WA. This project falls within 
a major spawning area and priority restoration reach and supports all life stages of Endangered 
Species Act (ESA) listed species. Tucannon River is home to ESA threatened species: spring 
Chinook (Oncorhynchus tshawytcsha),  summer Steelhead (Oncorhynchus mykiss), and 
overwintering and adult holding bull trout (Salvelinus confluentus). This project will  increase 
channel roughness  with wood structures, and reduce flood energy by opening side channels 
and increase connectivity to adjacent floodplain. To complement previously implemented 
projects, the primary goal of this project is to utilize the prioritized actions in the Tucannon 
Geomorphic and Restoration Plan (Anchor 2021) by restoring to the nearest possible extent, a 
healthy naturally functioning river channel and floodplain. Anticipated outcomes are to increase 
floodplain, channel complexity, pool frequency, inundation frequency and duration, and remove 
irrigation system from existing CREP to allow for setting back the current offset levee increase 
floodplain. 

 This project is located in a priority restoration reach in the Tucannon MSA as identified in the 
Salmon Recovery Plan for SE Washington (2011) and regional 3-5 year work plan. 

22-1006 Asotin PA 06 Restoration 
The Asotin County Conservation District is sponsoring the Asotin Creek PA 06 Restoration 
project to implement designs for Asotin Creek PA 06 that were funded as part of 2019 SRFB 
grant round. Asotin Creek PA 06 is located southwest of the City of Asotin, WA along Asotin 
Creek Road. The project begins at RM 7.0 and ends at approximately RM 7.4. Asotin Creek is 
listed as a major spawning area and the project is in a Priority Restoration Reach. PA 06 was 
identified as a Tier 1 project in the Asotin County Conceptual Restoration Plan. The project will 
improve native salmonid habitat by accomplishing a set of process-based design objectives to 
restore natural channel processes and floodplain interaction. The side channel connection was 
designed such that the expected side channel flow frequency is on a nearly annual basis to 
increase regular floodplain inundation, slow in-stream velocities, and reduce bed and bank 
erosion in the main channel during flood events. Off-channel habitat areas were designed to be 
sustainable through annual flooding to create juvenile Snake River steelhead and Chinook 
rearing habitat and limit the potential for stranding. Habitat structures are designed to provide 
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sustainable aquatic habitat and increase habitat complexity and hydraulic diversity. Bank 
treatments are designed to increase bank stability, reduce sedimentation, and incorporate native 
streambank vegetation. There will be livestock fence and a crossing installed to achieve 
exclusion. 
 
This project is located in a priority restoration reach in the Asotin MSA as identified in the 
Salmon Recovery Plan for SE Washington (2011) and regional 3-5 year work plan. 

22-1013 Cummings Creek Channel Complexity  

The Nez Perce Tribe requests funds for a low-tech process based design and restoration project 
to improve in-stream habitat, floodplain connectivity and riparian function for approximately 
one mile. Cummings Creek is a direct tributary to the Tucannon River in Southeast Washington; 
located within the Tucannon River watershed. There will be one worksite location on 
Washington Department of Fish and Wildlife property, from the mouth of Cummings Creek to 
approximately one mile upstream. 

The goal of this project is to promote self-sustaining, natural stream processes that improve and 
maintain spawning and rearing habitat for Snake River steelhead in addition to improving the 
function of Cummings Creek confluence with the Tucannon River. Funding will be used for a 
field-based low-tech process-based restoration design and implementation for installation of up 
to 60 beaver dam analogs (BDAs) and 10 post assisted log structures (PALS) for a total of 70 
structures that will create at least 10 pools.  We will also look for opportunities to  direct fell and 
grip-hoist larger trees into the channel where available. The structures will start to restore 
natural processes and sediment sorting,  overbank flow, floodplain access, and in-stream 
complexity. 

This project is located in a priority restoration reach in the Tucannon River MSA as identified in 
the Salmon Recovery Plan for SE Washington (2011) and regional 3-5 year work plan. 

22-1011 Kelly Creek PA 45 Restoration  

The Asotin County Conservation District is sponsoring the Kelly Creek Project Area (PA) 45 
lnstream Habitat Restoration Project to install large woody debris structures to promote overbank 
flow, increase complexity and improve sediment and water retention. PA 45 was identified as a Tier 
2 project area in the Asotin County Conceptual Restoration Plan. The total reach length for the 
proposed project is 1.4 miles. The project begins at river mile (RM) 0.0 and ends a RM 1.4. This 
portion of Kelly Creek is a tributary to Pintler Creek and is identified as a Priority Restoration Reach 
located in the George Creek major spawning area watershed.  George Creek and Pintler Creek 
provide critical habitat to steelhead and restoration actions in Kelly Creek will support habitat 
conditions in both Pintler and Kelly Creek. The goal of this project is to improve migration, 
spawning and rearing for Snake River steelhead by increasing habitat complexity, water and 
sediment retention, and support riparian function by strategically placing Post Assisted Log 
Structures (PALS) and Beaver Dam Analogs (BDA).    

 

22-1019 Touchet River Mile 42 Restoration Phase 1 

The Walla Walla County Conservation District intends to complete an application for Phase 1 
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stream restoration funds (construction) of the Touchet River RM 42 project located 2 miles 
downstream (west) of Waitsburg (46.2764, -118.1900), approximately 0.75 miles below the 
confluence of the Touchet River and Coppei Creek. This project is located within the Touchet 
River Major Spawning Area: it is a Priority Restoration Reach and a Major Spawning Area for the 
Endangered Species Act-listed Mid-Columbia River Steelhead as identified in the Snake River 
Salmon Recovery Plan (2011). It is also designated a critical habitat for Bull Trout by US Fish and 
Wildlife (2010). The project includes about 1 river mile that will be restored in phases; this 
portion of the project plans to complete Phase 1 construction which is restoration of the 
downstream 0.55 mile portion of the total 1 river mile project area to increase channel 
roughness, promote sediment sorting and storage, and create a dynamic floodplain and 
instream environment with complex side channels and large wood features. These elements will 
provide juvenile rearing, overwintering, and adult holding habitat for Mid-Columbia River 
Steelhead, as well as adult holding habitat for migrating Bull Trout.  

 

 22-1007 Couse Creek PA 78 Restoration 

The Asotin County Conservation District is sponsoring the Couse Creek PA 78 Stream 
Restoration Project. PA 78 was identified as a Tier 1 project in the Asotin County Conceptual 
Restoration Plan. The project will improve access to flood channels, control invasive vegetation 
encroachment, and organize boulder clusters and add large woody debris to increase 
complexity. The Couse Creek PA 78 Stream Restoration Project is located south of the City of 
Asotin, WA along Couse Creek Road. The project begins at RM 0.1 and ends are RM 1.4. Couse 
Creek is listed as an Minor Spawning Area and Priority Restoration Reach for Snake River 
Steelhead that flows directly into the Snake River. The design provides floodplain connectivity 
with a target of overbank flows at the 2-year recurrence flow, install engineered and non-
engineered (low tech) habitat structures to provide instream channel complexity for all 
steelhead life stages, to improve sediment sorting for steelhead spawning, and to increase high 
flow refugia/cover for steelhead and remove invasive vegetation. 

22-1024 Panjab Creek Low-Tech Process-Based Restoration 

Trout Unlimited proposes to implement a Low-Tech Process-Based Restoration (LTPBR) project 
on Panjab Creek, a headwater tributary to the Tucannon River in Columbia County. The project 
will focus on the lower mile of Panjab Creek which provides important tributary spawning and 
rearing habitat for Endangered Species Act-listed Snake River steelhead (Oncorhynchus mykiss), 
Snake River Chinook (Oncorhynchus tshawytscha), and Columbia River Bull Trout (Salvelinus 
confluentus). 

Within the upper Tucannon River, a legacy of landscape-scale impacts including timber harvest, 
grazing, channel straightening, removal of wood from the channel, and wildfires have led to a 
reduction of in-channel structure and complexity, reduced channel-floodplain connectivity, and 
reduced riparian condition and function. Recently, the Green Ridge Fire in 2021 burned part of 
the Panjab Creek watershed including some areas of the valley bottom. 

The overall goal of this project is to improve limiting factors and restore ecologically-based 
stream processes for steelhead, Chinook, and Bull Trout by constructing at least 60 LTPBR 
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structures including Post Assisted Log Structures (PALS) and Beaver Dam Analogues (BDAs) to 
improve habitat complexity, channel-floodplain connectivity, and riparian function over one mile 
of lower Panjab Creek. 

Grant funds will be used for an assessment, restoration design and planning, and 
implementation. 

22-1021 Tucannon River Project Area 5-15 Assess&Design 

The Confederated Tribes of the Umatilla Indian Reservation (CTUIR), and its co-managers, the 
Washington Department of Fish and Wildlife (WDFW) and the Nez Perce Tribe (NPT), are co-
sponsoring the Tucannon River Project Area (PA) 5-15 Assessment and Design Study. Grant 
funds will be used to hire an engineering firm to assist the co-managers with quantifying the 
effects of floodplain infrastructure (i.e. roads, lakes, powerlines, campgrounds) on the 
Tucannon River, focusing on the reach below Camp Wooten (PA-5) downstream to Russell 
Springs (PA-15) on the W.T. Wooten Wildlife Area in Columbia County, in southeast 
Washington. The multi-use assessment will develop a list of alternatives for the various 
confining infrastructure and determine the degree of those effects on limiting factors 
including; channel complexity, floodplain connectivity, stream power, and pool development 
throughout this reach. Co-manager analysis of those multi-use alternatives will be used to 
develop conceptual designs that focus on providing a major uplift for declining Endangered 
Species Act-listed Snake River spring Chinook, summer steelhead and bull trout populations. 
Once complete the conceptual designs for the 14-mile reach of the Tucannon River will 
provide a future pathway to better multi-use management while reducing future maintenance 
and flood risk for the remaining floodplain infrastructure. 

22-1010 Asotin Creek PA 11.2 Design 

The Asotin County Conservation District is sponsoring the Asotin Creek PA 11.2 Stream 
Restoration Design Project to develop a full design report, ready to construct engineering plans 
and complete environmental compliance including permit and cultural resource requirements. 
PA 11 was identified as a Tier 1 project in the Asotin County Conceptual Restoration Plan. This 
grant application will target 1.4 miles of the project area. The conceptual plan for PA 11.2 
includes improving access to side channels, controlling invasive and upland vegetation 
encroachment and add large woody debris to increase complexity. The Asotin Creek PA 11.2 
Stream Restoration Design Project is located south of the City of Asotin, WA along Asotin Creek 
Road. The project begins at RM 14.2 and ends are RM 15.6. Asotin Creek is listed as an MSA and 
Priority Restoration Reach that flows directly into the Snake River. The priority species that will 
benefit from the project, once implemented, is steelhead but during the design the consultant 
will also determine if there are features that can benefit fall chinook, spring chinook and bull 
trout.   

 

 

22-1012 Tenmile Creek PA 68.1 Construction 

The Asotin County Conservation District is sponsoring the Tenmile Creek Project Area (PA) 68.1 
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Restoration Project to install wood structures  to promote overbank flow, increase complexity and 
improve sediment and water retention. The Tenmile Creek PA 68.1 Habitat project is located south 
of the City of Asotin, WA by Weissenfels Ridge Road. The project begins at river mile (RM) 3.1 and 
ends a RM 3.8. Tenmile Creek is listed as a minor spawning area and Priority Restoration Reach 
that flows directly into the Snake River. PA 68 was identified as a Tier 1 project area in the Asotin 
County Conceptual Restoration Plan. The total reach length for the proposed project is 0. 7 miles. 
Steelhead is the priority species that will benefit from the project for migration, spawning, and 
rearing life stages. 

22-1009 Asotin Creek PA 3.2 Design 

The Asotin County Conservation District is sponsoring the Asotin Creek PA 3.2 Stream 
Restoration Design Project to develop a full design report, ready to construct engineering plans 
and complete environmental compliance including permit and cultural resource requirements. 
PA 3 was identified as a Tier 2 project in the Asotin County Conceptual Restoration Plan. This 
grant application will target 1.2 miles of the project area. The conceptual plan for PA 3.2 
includes controlling invasive vegetation encroachment and add large woody debris to increase 
complexity. The Asotin Creek PA 3.2 Stream Restoration Design Project is located south of the 
City of Asotin, WA along Asotin Creek Road. The project begins at RM 4.0 and ends are RM 5.2. 
Asotin Creek is listed as an MSA and Priority Restoration Reach that flows directly into the Snake 
River.  The priority species that will benefit from the project, once implemented, is steelhead but 
will also support fall chinook, spring chinook and bull trout.   

22-1023 Snake Region Beaver Relocation Framework 

Trout Unlimited is working in cooperation with regional partners to propose a three year trial 
beaver relocation project with the goals of establishing and implementing a framework for 
coordinating nuisance beaver management and relocations within the Snake River Salmon 
Recovery Region. Development of this framework would involve multiple objectives including: 
1) outreach and coordination with the public, private landowners, and land managers (e.g., 
conservation districts, USFS, WDFW) regarding coexistence strategies and beaver relocation, 2) 
identification and prioritization of potential areas for beaver relocation through the Beaver 
Restoration Assessment Tool (BRAT), partner outreach, and ground assessments, 3) 
coordination with local entities (e.g., WSU, WDFW) to provide temporary beaver housing 
facilities and volunteers, and 4) the implementation of beaver relocations through the WDFW 
pilot beaver relocation program coupled with the installation of beaver dam analogues (BDAs) 
to provide deep water habitat and protection from predators. The implementation of this 
project will provide immediate benefits to steelhead and Chinook populations by increasing 
habitat diversity and floodplain connection where BDAs are built. When relocated, if the beaver 
establish territories and build dams, larger benefits are expected, such as greater summer base 
flows, improved riparian function, improved rearing and spawning areas, and more 
temperature/flow refugia for all life stages 

 

22-1017 Walla Walla RM 32.5 Design 

The Walla Walla River Mile 32.5 Restoration Design project is located on the mainstem Walla 
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Walla River near the Frenchtown historic site, at approximately river mile 32.5. This site is 
located in a Priority Restoration Reach within the Walla Walla Major Spawning Area.  This 
project will produce a final design to remove confining features to encourage restoration of 
river processes, reconnect floodplain, increase channel complexity, dispose of armoring from 
the banks, and revegetate disturbed areas with native vegetation to improve the riparian area to 
support juvenile Middle Columbia summer steelhead and spring Chinook. The project will be 
located on a property owned by the Confederated Tribes of the Umatilla Indian Reservation and 
adjacent privately-held properties. The grant funds will be used to hire an engineering firm to 
develop site specific restoration designs. 

22-1026 Tumalum Creek LTPBR Phase 4 
The Pomeroy Conservation District will use funds to restore in-stream habitat, floodplain 
connectivity, and riparian function on Tumalum Creek. Tumalum Creek is located within the 
Tucannon River watershed, a major spawning area for Endangered Species Act-listed Snake 
River steelhead. The proposed project area extends  approximately 1 mile on lower Tumalum 
Creek  on private ground and approximately 1 mile on upper Tumalum Creek on WDFW ground.  
Restoration will take place on 1 mile of stream. 

 
Tumalum provides critical habitat for steelhead and the lower ~1 mile is designated as a priority 
restoration reach. The lower three miles are limited by degraded habitat conditions including 
channel incision, high stream temperatures, lack of habitat complexity, floodplain connectivity, 
and low stream flows. Majority of lower Tumalum runs dry for portions of the year and some of 
WDFW upstream section is perennial.  Degraded Habitat are a result of landscape level impacts 
including logging, grazing, and flooding. 
 
The overall goals of restoration are improve spawning and rearing habitat for  steelhead by 
increasing in-stream habitat complexity, floodplain connectivity, and riparian function through 
the placement of Post-Assisted Log Structures and Beaver Dam Analogues. This project will 
complement existing restoration efforts (PALS, BDAs, beaver relocation) in the middle and upper 
watershed by extending the restoration footprint both upstream and downstream. 

22-1003 Steptoe Creek Culvert 2 Replacement  
The Palouse Conservation District will be working with a Steptoe Creek landowner and the 
Whitman County Road Department to complete a barrier removal project on Steptoe Creek, a 
tributary to the Snake River. The overall goal of the project is to complete designs and replace 
the existing culvert with an arched culvert.  This  barrier is located upstream of the previously 
completed Steptoe Creek Perched Culvert Replacement  RCO 15-1309 and the same partners 
will be working on the proposed project. This barrier removal project will benefit the Asotin 
Creek population of A-run summer steelhead and by removing this culvert barrier for both 
juvenile and adult steelhead opening up access to an additional 4 miles of mainstem Steptoe 
Creek for juvenile rearing and adult spawning habitat. Stewart Canyon, an important spring fed 
tributary, is above this barrier and was identified by WDFW habitat biologists as a cool water 
refugia area.  By removing the barrier this tributary, a spring fed system, would be accessible by 
adult and juvenile steelhead.  We are proposing a design build (all in one project) since this is 
not as complex of a design and shorter width of road than previous barrier project. 

22-1004 Steptoe Creek PALS Phase II 
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The Palouse Conservation District (PCD) will use this grant to implement instream restoration 
work in Steptoe Creek, located in Whitman County, WA. PCD will increase fish habitat 
complexity by improving instream wood and pool habitat for juvenile and adult wild steelhead 
by installing approximately 40 Post Assisted Logs Structures (PALS) in a 0.3 mile reach located 
upstream of a completed fish passage project. PALS are a cost-effective way to install instream 
structure without damaging the existing riparian habitat and leaving a small footprint. The 
project, located in a minor spawning area, will address two limiting factors as identified in the 
Salmon Recovery Plan for Southeast WA and the regional work plan. The completed restoration 
project will add instream pools and woody debris to improve spawning habitat value beyond 
what currently exists in the system while also increasing the impact of project dollars expended 
to remove the downstream passage barrier and, thus, broaden the impact of recent and future 
efforts to restore steelhead to Steptoe Creek. 

22-1016 Túuši Wána Design Project Touchet River RM 14 
The Confederated Tribes of the Umatilla Indian Reservation (CTUIR) proposes this design project 
on the mainstem Touchet River. The design will focus on a 3 mile stretch of the mainstem 
channel. The 3 mile stretch runs from river mile (RM) 14.2 to 17.2 in Walla Walla County.  The 
overall outcome of this project phase is to create a 100% engineered stamped peer-reviewed 
design that will lead to a instream restoration project.  We anticipate the deign will set the stage 
for a processed based restoration project consistent with the CTUIR River Vision. As such the 
design will focus on reconnecting floodplain as well as restoring fish habitat primarily by adding 
instream diversity where it is now absent.  
 
Mid-Columbia steelhead, bull trout and re-introduced Chinook salmon all migrate through this 
reach and spend part of there adult and juvenile life there. This project will improve the 
conditions in the river for these species as well for other aquatic species of interest to the Tribes 
like lamprey and fresh water mussels. 

22-1018 McNary National Wildlife Refuge Design 

The Confederated Tribes of the Umatilla Indian Reservation is partnering with the US Fish and 
Wildlife Service to develop an instream and floodplain restoration project on the McNary 
National Wildlife Refuge -  Wallula Unit.  The project is located on the Walla Walla River and will 
include up to 5 river miles and 1,200 acres of floodplain. This grant would be used to hire a 
design firm to develop conceptual designs. Ahead of this grant funding, CTUIR and USFWS are 
cooperatively drafting a reconnaissance report which will be used to inform the conceptual 
design once an engineering firm is hired.   

The primary habitat targeted by this project is riverine, floodplain, and riparian habitat. This 
project will identify and develop opportunities to remove confining features to encourage 
restoration of river processes, reconnect floodplain and increase channel complexity, and 
revegetate disturbed areas with native vegetation to improve the riparian area for fish and 
wildlife species. Priority fish species supported by this project include Middle Columbia summer 
steelhead, bull trout, and reintroduced spring chinook. The project will also support migratory 
bird species and waterfowl important to USFWS. The guiding documents that will inform the 
project are the CTUIR River Vision (2008), the McNary National Wildlife Refuge Comprehensive 
Conservation Plan Management Direction, and the Lower Walla Walla river Watershed 
Assessment. 
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G. Provides for match above the minimum requirement percentage. Identify the 
project’s match percentage and the regional match total. 

When considering project costs and cost benefit, the Lead Entity also considers if a project is 
providing more than the minimum 15% required match for a typical SRFB project. This is a topic 
of discussion when evaluating and ranking projects and is also incorporated in the score card. A 
few projects leverage multiple funding sources to implement large scale projects, although the 
total project cost isn’t always claimed as match due to SRFB grant reimbursement requirements. 

This year the region had more projects leveraging other funding sources. Fourteen of the 
eighteen proposed projects contributed more than the minimum required match for their 
project types and eight projects contributed at least 30% match (see table below). The overall 
match shown in Appendix M and PRISM is 20%, or $708,646. If the match percentage included 
funding to implement each of the project’s full scope of work, the figure would rise to 45%, or 
$2,320,999 – again this match is not reported due to SRFB grant reimbursement restrictions. 
These figures don’t include funding used for the design phases of implementation projects, 
which were previously funded. 

Final 
Rank PRISM # Project Name SRFB Request

Match 
Reported in 

PRISM

Total cost as 
reported in 

PRISM
Total Cost to 
Implement 

Additional 
Project 

Match (not 
included in 

SRFB)

Match % of 
Total Project 

Cost
1 22-1015 Tucannon PA 26 Phase III/IV Construction $545,500 $141,455 $686,955 $1,588,442 $901,487 66%
2 22-1006 Asotin Creek PA 6 Construction $225,000 $80,000 $305,000 $305,000 $0 26%
3 22-1013 Cummings Creek Channel Complexity $121,986 $23,550 $145,536 $177,252 $31,716 31%
4 22-1011 Kelly Creek PA45 Restoration $70,000 $30,500 $100,500 $100,500 $0 30%
5 22-1019 Touchet RM 42 Construction $349,504 $62,500 $412,004 $700,504 $288,500 50%
6 22-1007 Couse Creek PA 78 Restoration $164,500 $70,500 $235,000 $235,000 $0 30%
7 22-1024 Panjab Creek Low-Tech Process-Based Restoration $123,131 $22,000 $145,131 $145,131 $0 15%
8 22-1021 Tucannon River Project Area 5-15 Assessment and Design $150,001 $27,000 $177,001 $419,151 $242,150 64%
9 22-1010 Asotin Creek PA 11.2 Design $96,000 $24,000 $120,000 $120,000 $0 20%

10 22-1012 Tenmile Creek PA 68.1 Construction $43,600 $18,700 $62,300 $62,300 $0 30%
11 22-1009 Asotin Creek PA 3.2 Design $84,000 $21,000 $105,000 $105,000 $0 20%
12 22-1023 Snake Region Beaver Relocation Framework $106,231 $28,000 $134,231 $134,231 $0 21%
13 22-1017 Walla Walla River 32.5 Design $165,000 $60,000 $225,000 $225,000 $0 27%
14 22-1026 Tumalum Creek LTPBR Phase 4 $116,325 $20,999 $137,325 $137,325 $0 15%
15 22-1003 Steptoe Creek Culvert Replacement $249,000 $44,000 $293,000 $293,000 $0 15%
16 22-1004 Steptoe Creek PALS Phase II $45,000 $7,942 $52,942 $52,942 $0 15%
17 22-1016 Túuši Wána - Touchet River Design $65,000 $11,500 $76,500 $225,000 $148,500 71%
18 22-1018 McNary National Wildlife Refuge Wallula Unit Design $150,000 $15,000 $165,000 $165,000 $0 9%

$2,869,778 $708,646 $3,578,425 $5,190,778 $1,612,353 45%

 $         708,646 
20%

2,320,999$      
45%

Total Match to Implement projects
Total Match % relative to SRFB request given project costs

Matching Contributions Above the 15% for SRFB Snake Region

Total Match Reported in PRISM
Total Match % as reported in PRISM
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Snake River Salmon Recovery Region 
 

H. Involves members of the Veterans Conservation corps established in Revised 
Code of Washington 43.60A.150. 

Both Trout Unlimited and the Palouse Conservation District plan to utilize veteran conservation 
corps members in their projects. 

4. Local review processes. (Lead entity provides response.) 

A. Provide project evaluation criteria and documentation (local technical 
reviewer and citizen committee score sheet or comment forms) of the local 
citizens advisory group and technical advisory group ratings for each 
project, including explanations for differences between the two groups’ 
ratings. 

The project evaluation criteria (scorecard) used to score and rank projects in the Snake River 
Salmon Recovery Board focus on the biological benefits of projects based on quantifiable 
criteria developed to reflect the recommendations of the analysis in the recovery plan. The 
scorecard is standardized to allow comparison of a project in one category against a project in 
another category based on the intended outcome of each project. 

The Lead Entity Committee is comprised of both technical and citizen members that review and 
rank the projects as a single committee. This approach allows for discussion among the technical 
and citizen members during the scoring and ranking process allowing for a more informed 
scoring process. Scoring the projects is done individually and then an average score is provided; 
there are no differences in the two groups’ ratings because there is only one score developed. 

The Lead Entity Committee met four times during the grant round to produce the Snake River 
Salmon Recovery Board final project list in 2022. The Lead Entity Committee held a grant round 
kickoff meeting in November 2022, followed by a draft review and scoring meeting scheduled 
for March 24th, 2022, a project tour on May 3-6th, and a final scoring meeting on June 23rd, 2022. 
From the start of the grant round until the production of the final project list, the Regional 
Technical Team was updated on projects at monthly meetings and provided requested input 
back to the Lead Entity Committee. In 2022, the Lead Entity Committee reviewed and 
commented on 18 project proposals for funding. The Lead Entity Committee, after final review, 
recommended funding all 18 projects to the Snake River Salmon Recovery Board (three other 
projects were pulled early in the grant round cycle and were not fully reviewed by the 
committee before removal) . Note that with the increased funding received from the 
supplemental session, we were able to fund our list in full this year. 
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Snake River Salmon Recovery Region 
 

The Lead Entity/Snake River Salmon Recovery Board then reviewed the recommended list 
provided by the Lead Entity Committee. 

 

B. Identify the local technical review team (include expertise, names, and 
affiliations of members). 

Local technical review is completed by the lead entity technical reviewers identified above; 
additional input is provided when requested by the Snake River Regional Technical Team 
(membership identified in previous table). 

C. Explain how and when the SRFB Review Panel participated in the local 
process, if applicable. 

The SRFB review panel plays an important role in reviewing our prospective final project list. The 
review panel attended project tours in May 2022 when it joined lead entity staff to meet  with 
the project sponsors discuss the projects. Written review of those projects was provided by  the 
review panel. Sponsors and staff worked to incorporate recommendations provided by the 
review panel into the final applications. The review panel first reviews our projects at the draft 
stage during the early review in our process. 

The Lead Entity Coordinator communicated with our designated RCO grant manager during the 
application process. We appreciate the review and valuable input provided by the SRFB Review 
Panel and grant managers which complements the local review process. This review step 
provides an extra level of credibility and backing; a special thanks to Jeannette Smith and Pat 
Powers of the State Review Panel and RCO Grant Manager Alice Rubin for their time and effort 
here during the 2022 Snake River Lead Entity SRFB grant round process and helping to ensure a 
smooth grant round. 

5. Local evaluation process and project lists. (Lead entity provides response.) 

A. Explain how multi-year implementation plans or Habitat Work Schedules 
helped to develop project lists. 

The Snake River Salmon Recovery Plan Provisional 3-5 year work plan and Habitat Work 
Schedule was distributed to potential project sponsors months in advance of the grant round for 
them to use in identifying high priority projects. All of the projects on the 2022 grant round list 
were identified in the plan or within the Snake River Salmon Recovery Plan for SE Washington 
(2011). 

 

B. Explain how finalized project lists address the comments of technical, 
citizen, and policy reviews. Were there any issues about projects on the list 
and how were those resolved? 
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Snake River Salmon Recovery Region 
 

Lead entity staff compiled technical comments from the regional technical team, Lead Entity 
Committee, and SRFB review panel and provided them to sponsors. Staff then worked with 
sponsors to address the comments in their final applications. Sponsors in this grant round took 
comments from all reviewers into consideration and either accepted recommendations or 
provided justification for the positions taken. 
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