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I4 Fish Passage Stakeholder Concurrence Form 
 
 

General Information 
Project’s Name:        
SR#:       Mile Post(s):        WDFW Site ID:        WRIA:        

Region/Project Location:        Stream Name:        Date of Field Trip:        

Attendees 
1.       
ph.#        

2.       
ph.#        

3.       
ph.#        

4.       
ph.#        

5.       
ph.#        

6.       
ph.#        

7.       
ph.#        

8.       
ph.#        

9.       
ph.#        

10.       
ph.#        

11.       
ph.#        

12.       
ph.#        

13.       
ph.#        

14.       
ph.#        

15.       
ph.#        

16.       
ph.#        

17.       
ph.#        

18.       
ph.#        

19.       
ph.#        

20.       
ph.#        

Problem Statement 
1. Existing Fish Passage conditions:        

Type:        Dimensions:         

Condition:        Important Site Characteristics:        

2. Description of the Fish Passage Problem:        

3. Do all agree that this is the problem?  Yes  No (please explain below) 
      

4. Any changes to highway geometrics required to accommodate the new fish structure:         

Scope of Work 
5. Potential Solutions:        

6. Scope of Work of Selected Alternative (must include the type, size, span, rise, length, slope of proposed structure(s) 
if applicable):        

7. Issues to be resolved and whose responsibility:        

8. Roadway Design Parameters (if applicable):        

Lane width:        ft. 
Current Standard:        ft. 

Median width:        ft. 
Current Standard:        ft. 

Shoulder width:        ft. 
Current Standard:        ft. 

Fill/Ditch Slopes:        ft. 
Current Standard:        ft. 

Other:        

9. Benefits (Performance Change): 
Species targeted by the retrofit:        
Area opened up for spawning/rearing:        m2 (square meters) 
Priority index (PI):       

10. Are further hydraulic studies needed to complete the design work?    Yes   No (please explain below) 
Who will do the studies? 

11. Are there upstream watershed considerations that need to be accounted for in the design (i.e., areas prone to mass 
wasting, new development, etc.)?   Yes  (please explain below)   No 
      

12: Do all agree to the Scope of Work?   Yes   No (please explain below) 
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Cost Estimate 
13. Cost Estimate of the Project 

 Preliminary Engineering (PE) $       
 Construction Engineering (CE) $       
 Construction (CN) $       
 Contingencies @ min. 4% $       
 Sales Tax @ min. 8% $       
 Right of Way/Easement $       
 Identified Risks $       
 Total $ 0 

      

 
14. Do all agree to the cost:    Yes   No (please explain below) 

      

15. Are detailed Cost Estimates available?    Yes  (please explain below)   No 

Additional 
16. Schedule of the Project: 

Fish Window:       

17. Will compensatory mitigation be required?    Yes   No (please explain below) 
      

18. Construction Considerations:        

19. Outstanding Issues/Concerns:        

Concurrence By: 
Name Role in the 

Project 
Agency/ 
Office 

Problem 
Statement 

Scope of 
Work 

Cost 
Estimate 

Signature Date 
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                   Yes    No  Yes    No  Yes    No             
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