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Project Application Form

Final

March 22, 2005

	Project Title  [see Section II.B]

	


	Control Number(s) [see Section II.A]

	


To be eligible for further consideration, this Project Application Form must be submitted to Sheri McPherson at the County of San Diego (Sheri.mcpherson@sdcounty.ca.gov; 858-495-5285) by 5:00 p.m., April 4, 2005.

Background

This Project Application Form (Application Form) is for use in documenting implementation project proposals as part of the application for the San Diego IRWMP Proposal Process.  This second step in the project proposal phase builds on the information already provided in the Proposition 50 Integrated Regional Water Management (IRWM) Project Proposal Forms previously submitted in December 2004 and posted to the Project Clean Water website (http://www.projectcleanwater.org/html/prop_50.html).  At that time, applicants provided basic descriptive and standardized supplemental information regarding their project proposals.  Since these initial project proposals were submitted, applicants have been encouraged to consider collaborating on projects and to continue documenting their proposals in anticipation of a collective review and prioritization process.

Completion of this Application Form will provide the additional information necessary to evaluate updated and revised project proposals.  This Application Form is necessary regardless of whether your project proposal has changed from the initial proposal form; your project proposal will not be further considered without its submission.  It is modeled after the requirements of the State’s Implementation Grant Step 1, Prop. 50, Chapter 8 Grant Program Guidelines (http://www.swrcb.ca.gov/funding/irwmgp/docs/prop50chap8_guidelines113004r1.doc) and Project Solicitation Package (PSP; http://www.swrcb.ca.gov/funding/irwmgp/docs/draftpsp_implementation.pdf), but does not require submission of all information requested in those documents.  You are required to provide only the information pertaining to your specific project proposal (i.e., the Proposal Portion of the Step 1 application).  The San Diego Integrated Regional Management Group (IRMG) will provide the information for those portions of the Step 1 application dealing with the IRWM Plan.  Because this Application Form retains the numbering of the PSP, attachments are therefore not consecutively numbered in some instances.

SECTION I – Guidelines for San Diego IRWM Project Ranking & Selection

This Section provides a consolidated overview of minimum criteria and preferences for project submittal.  These should be addressed as appropriate throughout Section II of the Project Application Form and the Attachments below.  For convenience, references to the sections where specific information should be included are provided.

A.  Minimum Criteria and Preferences for Projects

To be considered, projects must meet the minimum criteria described below.

1.  Consistency with IRWM Plan Regional Objectives (address in Attachment 6)

Projects must support the attainment of one or more IRWM Plan Regional Objectives.  Although the San Diego IRWM Plan has yet to be formalized, five draft objectives have been established:

· Facilitate the integration of programs and strategies for enhancing the region’s water supply, water quality and watersheds;

· Improve the reliability of the region’s imported and local water supplies;

· Reduce the region’s reliance on imported water;

· Protect and enhance the health and viability of the region’s watersheds; AND

· Support regional efforts to attain or be consistent with statewide regulatory standards and priorities.

2.  Consistency with State of California Program Preferences (complete Attachment 11)

The project must be consistent with one or more State of California program preferences for Prop 50, Chapter 8 guidelines:

· Include integrated projects with multiple benefits (see also preferences below);

· Support and improve local and regional water supply reliability;

· Contribute expeditiously and measurably to the long-term attainment and maintenance of water quality standards;

· Eliminate or significantly reduce pollution in impaired waters and sensitive habitat areas, including areas of special biological significance;

· Include safe drinking water and water quality projects that serve disadvantaged communities; OR

· Include groundwater management and recharge projects that are located 1) in San Bernardino or Riverside counties; 2) outside the service area of the Metropolitan Water District of Southern California; AND 3) within one mile of established residential and commercial development.

3.  Water Management Strategies (address in Attachment 6)

The project must employ at least one of the following water management strategies as described in the State’s Prop 50, Chapter 8 guidelines:

	· Ecosystem Restoration
	· Wetlands enhancement and creation

	· Environmental and habitat protection and improvement
	· Conjunctive use

	· Water Supply Reliability
	· Desalination

	· Flood management
	· Imported water

	· Groundwater management
	· Land use planning

	· Recreation and public access
	· NPS pollution control

	· Storm water capture and management
	· Surface storage

	· Water conservation
	· Watershed planning

	· Water quality protection and improvement
	· Water and wastewater treatment

	· Water recycling
	· Water transfers


Preference will be given to projects that utilize multiple water management strategies.

4.  Statewide Priorities (complete Attachment 12)

Additional consideration will be given to projects that address at least one of the State of California’s statewide priorities as described in the Prop 50, Chapter 8 guidelines:

· Reduce conflict between water users or resolve water rights disputes, including interregional water rights issues;

· Implementation of Total Maximum Daily Loads that are established or under development;

· Implementation of Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB) Watershed Management Initiative Chapters, plans, and policies;

· Implementation of the SWRCB’s Non-point Source (NPS) Pollution Plan;

· Assist in meeting Delta Water Quality Objectives;

· Implementation of recommendations of the floodplain management task force, desalination task force, recycling task force, or state species recovery plan;

· Address environmental justice concerns; AND

· Assist in achieving one or more goals of the CALFED Bay-Delta Program.

Preference will be given to projects that address multiple statewide priorities.

5.  Administrative Criteria (complete Attachment 2)

The proposer must be a public agency as defined in the guidelines for Prop 50 or a qualified non- profit California corporation organized under 501 (C) (3), 501 (C) (4) or 501 (C) (5) of the internal revenue code. 

B. Additional Preferences

Preference will also be given to projects that are consistent with the following criteria:

· The project should have multiple benefits; benefits should be clearly defined and measurable (address in Attachment 6).

· The project should have two or more public agencies or non–profits participating in the proposal; “participation” implies a significant role in funding, developing, or implementing the project, not just a letter of support (address in Section II.D).

· The project should be ready for implementation, or on a reasonable schedule to be ready within grant funding timelines; preference will be given to projects that have complete (or nearly complete) design and a plan for environmental clearances (complete Attachment 8).

· The applicant should have a plan for the 10% funding match (address in Section II.F and Attachment 7).

· The applicant can demonstrate the ability to front project costs prior to invoicing and receiving reimbursement from the state (address in Section II.F).

· The applicant can demonstrate project need (complete Section II.I).

· The applicant can demonstrate measurable water quality or quantity benefits (address in Attachment 6).

· The applicant can demonstrate that the project is cost-effective (address in Attachment 6).

· The applicant can demonstrate benefit(s) to a disadvantaged community (complete Attachment 10).

C. Final Project Selection:

To date, the San Diego IRWMP has received 82 individual projects proposals tallying $205 million dollars.  The final San Diego IRWMP submittal will include a total project request of over $50 million; not all proposals will therefore be included in the application.  Project proposals will be reviewed by the San Diego IRWM group to determine that they meet the minimum criteria.

In April 2005, a Technical Review Committee (TRC) will further review all those project proposals meeting the minimum criteria.  The purpose of the TRC selection process will be to develop a combined package of project proposals that provides broad-based support for the IRWM Plan (i.e., the draft Regional Objectives) and which are considered to have the greatest overall likelihood of successful funding.  TRC participation is still under development, but is likely to include members from the San Diego IRMG (City of San Diego, County of San Diego, SDCWA), non-profits, academia, and others with expertise determined to be relevant to this selection process.

In order to meet the goal of submitting a balanced portfolio of projects, the TRC will be tasked with developing a final project list that includes a cross-section of water supply, water quality, and watershed protection and enhancement projects, and that supports the criteria described below:

Individual Project Review

· Conformance with the minimum criteria and preferences (stated in this Section and in the Attachments).

· Demonstrated support of one or more of the 5 Regional Objectives established for the IRWM Plan; overall regional benefit of project.

· Ability to meet or exceed the required 10% match; ability to front costs as needed; realistic estimation of project funding needs and amounts.

· Clear identification of measurable project benefits; realistic plan for measuring and demonstrating benefits.

· Demonstration of benefits to disadvantaged communities.

· Consistency with priorities established in existing watershed management plans (or other relevant planning efforts).

· Overall likelihood of funding at requested or adjusted levels (award amounts may be recommended at levels less than requested).

· Project readiness; ability to convey a clear and realistic plan for implementation.

· Qualifications of the project team; overall ability to successfully carry out the project if funded.

Collective Review

In addition to the criteria listed above for individual projects, the TRC will collectively review all projects to recommend a mix of proposals that address the following:

· Broad support of the 5 Regional Objectives established for the IRWM Plan.

· Broad representation of the geographic region.

· Representation of a diverse mix of project types.

· Overall strength of the recommended funding package.

· Overall support of priorities established in existing watershed management plans (or other relevant planning efforts).

· Other factors determined in consultation with stakeholders and the TRC.

SECTION II – Project Information

A. PROJECT CONTROL NUMBER(S) [also include on front page of Project Application Form]:

Please provide the control number assigned to your project during the initial application phase, i.e., that listed on the Project Clean Water Prop 50 web page (http://www.projectcleanwater.org/html/prop_50.html).  If this Application Form combines previously independent projects, list all applicable control numbers.

	Control Number(s)

	


B. PROJECT TITLE [also include on front page of Project Application Form]:

	Project Title

	


C. PROJECT MANAGER INFORMATION AND QUALIFICATIONS:

Please provide the information requested in the table below for the project manager.  Also see Attachment 1 for additional requirements on authorizing documentation and Attachment 2 regarding demonstration of applicant eligibility.

Section I.C indicates that final project selection will include a review of the qualifications of the project team to successfully carry out the project if funded.  Please briefly describe the experience of the project manager in executing or overseeing projects of the type and scope proposed.
	Project Manager Information

	Name
	

	Agency or Organization
	

	Title
	

	Phone
	

	Fax
	

	Email
	

	Mailing Address
	

	Description of Experience / Qualifications:




D. COOPERATING ENTITIES:

As stated in Section I.B, preference will be given to projects with two or more public agencies or non–profits participating in the proposal; “participation” implies a significant role in funding, developing, or implementing the project, not just a letter of support.  In the table below, identify all entities with a significant role in developing or implementing the proposed project, and provide the requested contact information.  Also, as noted above, Section I.C indicates that final project selection will include a review of the qualifications of the project team to successfully carry out the project.  For each project partner identified, briefly describe their role in the proposed project and their qualifications.

	Cooperating Entity Information

	Agency / Organization
	

	Contact
	

	Phone
	

	Email
	

	Project role
	

	Description of qualifications:



	Agency / Organization
	

	Contact
	

	Phone
	

	Email
	

	Project role
	

	Description of qualifications:



	Agency / Organization
	

	Contact
	

	Phone
	

	Email
	

	Project role
	

	Description of qualifications:



	Agency / Organization
	

	Contact
	

	Phone
	

	Email
	

	Project role
	

	Description of qualifications:




E. AGENCY CONTACTS:

If the development of your project proposal has included consultation with agencies (DWR, RWQCB, SWRCB, U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, etc.) other than those already identified as project partners above, please provide the requested contact information below.  This information is used to identify individuals that may have an understanding of a proposal, but in no way indicates an advantage or disadvantage in the ranking process.

	Agency Contact Information

	Agency
	

	Contact
	

	Phone
	

	Email
	

	Nature of consultation:



	Agency
	

	Contact
	

	Phone
	

	Email
	

	Nature of consultation:



	Agency
	

	Contact
	

	Phone
	

	Email
	

	Nature of consultation:




F. BUDGET INFORMATION:

Please provide the information requested in the table below.  Additional detail on project funding is also required in Attachment 7.  Although some flexibility may exist to provide matches across projects making the final cut, project applicants are strongly encouraged to demonstrate their ability to cover the required 10% minimum match now.  If a match is not yet secured, describe your plan for ensuring that it will be prior to project funding.  You should also indicate whether or not you are able to front project costs prior to invoicing and receiving reimbursement from the state.  This responsibility lies solely with the project applicant.  The County, the City, or the Water Authority will not front these costs.

	Project Budget Information

	Grant funds requested
	

	Match amount
	

	Match Secured? (Yes / No)

If No, describe plan for securing.
	

	Ability to front project costs? (Yes / No)
	

	Total budget
	


G. WATERSHED(S):

Indicate the watershed or watersheds affected by the project.  If the project encompasses all watersheds in the region, indicate “Regional”.  If the project encompasses multiple, but not all, watersheds in the region, indicated “Multiple” and identify all affected watersheds.

	Affected Watersheds

	


H. LEGISLATIVE INFORMATION:

Provide the State assembly, State senate, and U.S. congressional districts where the region is located.  

	Requested Information
	

	Congressional District(s)
	

	State Senate District(s)
	

	State Assembly District(s)
	


I. NEED FOR PROJECT: (Why should the project be implemented?)

Please describe why the project is necessary.  How will it support expected long-term regional water management needs?  What are the critical impacts if it is not implemented?  How will HAs stated in Section I.B, preference will be given to projects for which a need can be clearly demonstrated.

SECTION III – Project Application Attachments

	Attachment 1
Authorizing Documentation 

Attachment 2
Eligible Applicant Documentation 

  [Attachments 3-5 not included]

Attachment 6
Description of Project

Attachment 7
Cost Estimate 

Attachment 8
Schedule 

  [Attachment 9 not included]

Attachment 10
Disadvantaged Community Supporting Information 

Attachment 11
Program Preferences 

Attachment 12
Statewide Priorities 

Attachment 13
Environmental Compliance 

Attachment 3, 4, 5, and 9 are excluded because they relate to the IRWM Plan and not to individual implementation project proposals.



	


Attachment 1.
Authorizing Documentation

Provide a copy of documentation, such as a resolution adopted by the applicant’s governing body, designating an authorized representative to file an application for an IRWM Implementation Grant. See Exhibit A below for an example.  If specific action or governing body authorization is not required (e.g., grant application is within your existing authority), a letter describing the applicant’s authority to apply for the grant should be sufficient.

At this time, you may either provide the actual document or describe the documentation that will be provided prior to the IRWM submittal, as well as any actions (council approval, etc.) and/or timelines relevant to obtaining and submitting it.

Note:  Your project will be disqualified if you are unable to provide documentation of your authority prior to the submittal of the IRWM application (currently projected for mid-May 2005).

EXHIBIT A
EXAMPLE AUTHORIZING RESOLUTION

Applicants must provide documentation, such as a copy of a resolution adopted by the applicant’s governing body, designating an authorized representative to file an application for an IRWM Implementation Grant, Step 1.  The following is an example model resolution.

RESOLUTION NO. _______

Resolved by the <Insert name of governing body, city council, organization, or other> of the <Insert name of agency, city council, organization, or other>, that application be made to the California Department of Water Resources and State Water Resources Control Board to obtain an Integrated Regional Water Management Implementation Grant pursuant to the Water Security, Clean Drinking Water, Coastal and Beach Protection Act of 2002 (Water Code Section 79560 et seq.), for the: <Insert name of proposal>.  The <Insert title – Presiding Officer, President, Agency Manager, or other officer> of the <Insert name of agency, city, county, organization, or other > is hereby authorized and directed to prepare the necessary data, make investigations, execute, and file such application.

Passed and adopted at a meeting of the <Insert name of agency, city, county, organization, or other> on 
<Insert date>.

Authorized Original: __________________
Signature: ___________________________

Printed Name: _______________________

Title: _______________________________

Clerk/Secretary: ______________________

Attachment 2.
Eligible Applicant Documentation

The applicant must submit a written statement containing the appropriate information outlined in Exhibit B below.  Note:  Your project will be disqualified if you do not provide this documentation with your Project Application Form.  If applicable legal agreements are not yet in place, please describe a strategy and timeline for meeting these requirements.

EXHIBIT B
eligible applicant documentation

Public Agencies:

1. Is the applicant a public agency as defined in Section III of the Guidelines?

2. What is the statutory or other legal authority under which the applicant was formed and is authorized to operate?

3. Does the applicant have legal authority to enter into a grant agreement with the State of California, DWR or SWRCB?

4. Describe any legal agreements among partner agencies and/or organizations that ensure performance of the proposal and tracking of funds.

Non-Profit Organizations:

1. Is the applicant a non-profit agency as defined in Section III of the Guidelines?

2. Does the applicant have legal authority to enter into a grant agreement with the State of California, DWR or SWRCB?

3. Describe any legal agreements among partner agencies and/or organizations that ensure performance of the proposal and tracking of funds.

4. Include a copy of the certificate of incorporation for the organization.

Attachment 6.
Description of Project 

Applicants must provide a detailed description of the project for which grant funding is requested.  If the project description that was previously submitted is sufficiently detailed to provide all requested information, it may be re-submitted.  However, this description should be updated as necessary to provide any additional information or improvements that have been requested, or revisions based on consolidation of previously independent proposals.  The previous limitations of 100 words and 3 pages of supplemental information do not apply here.  However, please limit your project description and documentation only to that necessary to facilitate further review and consideration.

A described in Section I.A.1, all projects must support the attainment of one or more of the following IRWM Plan Regional Objectives:
· Facilitate the integration of programs and strategies for enhancing the region’s water supply, water quality and watersheds;

· Improve the reliability of the region’s imported and local water supplies;

· Reduce the region’s reliance on imported water;

· Protect and enhance the health and viability of the region’s watersheds; AND

· Support regional efforts to attain or be consistent with statewide regulatory standards and priorities.

Your project description must explain how any or all of these objectives will be supported through the completion of the proposed project.  Your explanation must be specific to each of the objectives that you are claiming will be supported by project implementation.
See also Section I.B for additional project selection preferences.  In particular, please note that preference will be given to projects that can demonstrate measurable water quality or quantity benefits.  Your project description should therefore include an explanation of such benefits, including quantification.  To the extent possible, provide and discuss the metrics that will be used to show measurable improvements.  In Step 2, applicants will be required to develop a “Project Assessment and Evaluation Plan” that will outline how improvements will be quantified.  Since preference will be given to projects with multiple benefits, and more specifically to those that are clearly defined and measurable, you should provide as much detail as possible on specific measurable benefits and strategies for measuring or demonstrating them.

The project must employ at least one of the water management strategies listed below, with preference being given to those utilizing multiple strategies.  The project description should identify strategies that the proposed project will employ and briefly describe how it will do so.
	· Ecosystem Restoration
	· Wetlands enhancement and creation

	· Environmental and habitat protection and improvement
	· Conjunctive use

	· Water Supply Reliability
	· Desalination

	· Flood management
	· Imported water

	· Groundwater management
	· Land use planning

	· Recreation and public access
	· NPS pollution control

	· Storm water capture and management
	· Surface storage

	· Water conservation
	· Watershed planning

	· Water quality protection and improvement
	· Water and wastewater treatment

	· Water recycling
	· Water transfers


An important additional factor in evaluating project proposals is their consistency with the priorities established in existing watershed management plans (or other relevant planning efforts).  While projects do not need to be explicitly identified in these plans, they may be stronger if they are.  At a minimum, applicants should attempt to identify the plans that are relevant to their efforts, as well as objectives or activities contained in them that support the proposed project.  Applicants should bear in mind that the final IRWM Plan is likely to rely heavily on the goals, objectives, and priorities already contained in existing plans.  Similarly, project proposals that are consistent with these aims are likely to be stronger.  Applicants may also consider including a discussion of how their proposal addresses the nine elements of a watershed-based plan, as stipulated by U.S. Environmental Protection Agency for the Clean Water Act Section 319(h) funding.  Although this is not required for the IRWM Program, it is complementary and it could provide flexibility to qualify for future funding of non-point source pollution control implementation projects.  Additional information on Section 319(h) funding is available on the SWRCB web site at: http://www.waterboards.ca.gov/funding/irwmgp/9elements.html
Another important factor in evaluating proposals is the degree to which the applicant can demonstrate that the project will be cost-effective.  Briefly describe how the total project cost (Attachment 7) compares to any project benefits identified (see above).

If the proposed project includes a land acquisition element, your project description should also include the following information regarding the acquisition portion of the proposal.

· Is the acquisition tied to other discrete project elements or activities (restoration, education, water supply, etc.)?  If so, how are these different elements related?

· How will the acquisition result in any or all of the following (briefly explain all that apply):

· Open space retention (how much? what quality?)

· Prevention of development or other less desirable uses (if so, how is it zoned?)

· Establishment or augmentation of a buffer for receiving waters or drinking water storage facilities

· Improvement or maintenance of surface water quality (treatment controls, etc.)

· Provision of surface water or groundwater storage capacity

· Improvement or maintenance of groundwater quality (infiltration, treatment, etc.)

· Prevention or mitigation of impacts from hydro-modification

· Other benefits (describe)

Finally, also note the following additional preferences described in Section I.B.  These should be addressed in Section II, or in the applicable Attachments rather than in the project description here.

· The project should have two or more public agencies or non–profits participating in the proposal; “participation” implies a significant role in funding, developing, or implementing the project, not just a letter of support (address in Section II.D).

· The project should be ready for implementation, or on a reasonable schedule to be ready within grant funding timelines; preference will be given to projects that have complete (or nearly complete) design and a plan for environmental clearances (complete Attachment 8).

· The applicant should have a plan for the 10% funding match (address in Section II.F and Attachment 7).

· The applicant can demonstrate the ability to front project costs prior to invoicing and receiving reimbursement from the state (address in Section II.F).

· The applicant can demonstrate project need (complete Section II.I).

· The applicant can demonstrate benefit(s) to a disadvantaged community (complete Attachment 10).

Begin Project Description Below this Line

Attachment 7
Cost Estimate

Applicants must submit a cost estimate in the format shown in Exhibit C below.  The description of work items shown in the cost estimate should match the work described in the description of the project (Attachment 6) and the work items shown on the schedule (Attachment 8).

EXHIBIT C
Cost Estimate Sheet

	Cost Estimate Sheet

Project Title:

	Budget Category
	Non-state Share
(Funding Match)
	State Share
(Grant Funding)
	Total 

	(a)
	Direct Project Administration Costs
	
	
	

	(b)
	Land Purchase/Easement
	
	
	

	(c)
	Planning/Design/Engineering/Environmental Documentation
	
	
	

	(d)
	Construction/Implementation
	
	
	

	(e)
	Environmental Compliance/Mitigation/Enhancement
	
	
	

	(f) 
	Project Summary [Sum (a) through (e) for each column]
	
	
	

	(g)
	Construction Administration
	
	
	

	(h)
	Other
	
	
	

	(i)
	Construction/Implementation Contingency
	
	
	

	(j)
	Grant Total [Sum (f) through (i) for each column]
	
	
	

	Source of funds for Non-State Share (Funding Match)
	


[image: image1.png]



Attachment 8
Schedule

Using the table provided below, applicants must submit a schedule showing the sequence and timing of project implementation activities.  The schedule should show May 1, 2006, as the assumed effective date of the grant agreement.  The table projects a three-year time period for the completion of all deliverables.  If additional time is required, the table may be modified accordingly.  Where applicable, the schedule should show the start and end dates for each milestone.  Work items are expected to overlap in many instances.  The schedule should contain at least the level of specificity contained in the Cost Estimate (Attachment 7), and address as applicable each of the items listed below.  It should also be internally consistent with both the Cost Estimate and the Project Description (Attachment 6).

The following work items should be included in the schedule:

· California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA)/National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) preparation and completion;

· Project design and bid solicitation process; 

· Acquisition of land, or rights of way, if required;

· Identification and acquisition of all necessary permits;

· Construction start and end dates;

· Environmental mitigation or enhancement efforts;

· Post implementation, construction, and monitoring efforts; and

· Any other work items that may be required but are not listed above.

	Month / Year
	Work Item / Deliverable (for each work item or deliverable, indicate both the start and completion dates unless they are the same)

	2006
	

	May
	May 1, 2006 – Grant agreement effective

	June
	

	July
	

	August
	

	September
	

	October
	

	November
	

	December
	

	2007
	

	January
	

	February
	

	March
	

	April
	

	May
	

	June
	

	July
	

	August
	

	September
	

	October
	

	November
	

	December
	

	2008
	

	January
	

	February
	

	March
	

	April
	

	May
	

	June
	

	July
	

	August
	

	September
	

	October
	

	November
	

	December
	

	2009
	

	January
	

	February
	

	March
	

	April
	

	May
	

	June
	


Attachment 10  Disadvantaged Community Supporting Information

As described in Section I.B, preference will be given to projects demonstrating benefit(s) to a disadvantaged community.  As defined in Appendix D of the Guidelines, a disadvantaged community is a community with an annual Median Household Income (MHI) that is less than 80% of the statewide annual MHI.  Using Census 2000 data, 80% of the statewide MHI is $37,994.

Attachment 10 must include information on the presence of any disadvantaged communities in the region, the percentage of the disadvantaged community(ies) population in the region compared to the total region population, and how much direct benefit each project in the proposal provides to the disadvantaged community(ies).  If meeting the 10% minimum funding match poses a hardship, then describe the difficulty or concern here also.

Applicants invited to submit proposals in Step 2 will have the option of applying for a funding match reduction.  The reduction will be based on the extent to which the proposal directly benefits the disadvantaged community.  The details and tools needed to apply for this reduction will be provided in the Implementation Grant, Step 2 PSP.

Attachment 11
State of California Program Preferences

As described in Section I.A.2, projects must be consistent with one or more of Statewide Program Preferences.  Please check all that apply, and for each checked Yes, provide a brief discussion of how the proposal is consistent with the Statewide Program Preference.

	Applicability (Yes/No)
	Statewide Program Preference
	Description (required for all Preferences checked Yes)

	
	· Include integrated projects with multiple benefits (see also Section I.B);
	

	
	· Support and improve local and regional water supply reliability;
	

	
	· Contribute expeditiously and measurably to the long-term attainment and maintenance of water quality standards;
	

	
	· Eliminate or significantly reduce pollution in impaired waters and sensitive habitat areas, including areas of special biological significance;
	

	
	· Include safe drinking water and water quality projects that serve disadvantaged communities;
	

	
	· Include groundwater management and recharge projects that are located 1) in San Bernardino or Riverside counties; 2) outside the service area of the Metropolitan Water District of Southern California; AND 3) within one mile of established residential and commercial development.
	


Attachment 12
Statewide Priorities

Additional consideration will be given to projects that address at least one of the State of California’s statewide priorities as described in the Prop 50, Chapter 8 guidelines.  Please check all that apply, and for each checked Yes, provide a brief discussion of how the proposal is consistent with the Statewide Priority.

	Applicability (Yes/No)
	Statewide Priorities
	Description (required for all Priorities checked Yes)

	
	· Reduce conflict between water users or resolve water rights disputes, including interregional water rights issues;
	

	
	· Implementation of Total Maximum Daily Loads that are established or under development;
	

	
	· Implementation of Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB) Watershed Management Initiative Chapters, plans, and policies;
	

	
	· Implementation of the SWRCB’s Non-point Source (NPS) Pollution Plan;
	

	
	· Assist in meeting Delta Water Quality Objectives;
	

	
	· Implementation of recommendations of the floodplain management task force, desalination task force, recycling task force, or state species recovery plan;
	

	
	· Address environmental justice concerns
	

	
	· Assist in achieving one or more goals of the CALFED Bay-Delta Program.
	


Attachment 13
Environmental Compliance

Submit a discussion, or plan, showing how the project will comply with all the applicable environmental review requirements including any CEQA, or, if applicable, NEPA obligations.  For any on-going CEQA or NEPA work, include these efforts in the schedule included in Attachment 8 (Schedule).  Also, if applicable, address how compliance with local, county, State, and federal permitting requirements will be obtained.

Any proposal that includes a project that modifies a river or stream channel must fully mitigate environmental impacts resulting from the modification.  The applicant must provide documentation that the environmental impacts resulting from such modification will be fully mitigated considering all of the impacts of the modification and any mitigation, environmental enhancement, and environmental benefit resulting from the project, and whether, on balance, any environmental enhancement or benefit equals or exceeds any negative environmental impacts of the project.  If during the review process, it is determined that such modification is not fully mitigated for environmental impacts, that portion of the project will not be eligible for grant funding.

� For Proposition 50 IRWM submittals, state guidelines distinguish between “Projects” and the IRWM “Proposal”.  The Proposal is a suite of projects and actions that are proposed for Chapter 8 funding.  A Project is an individual effort included within that proposal.


� In addition to the requirements described here, the project description should be consistent with the work items shown in the discussed in Attachment 7 (Cost Estimate) and Attachment 8 (Schedule) below.





22

