COLUMBIA RIVER BASIN
WATER MANAGEMENT PROGRAM

Columbia River Unit Supervisor




PROGRAM OBJECTIVES

Funding Mandate is Broad (RCW 90.90.010):
v’ "...assess, plan, and develop new storage, improve or alter

operations of existing storage facilities, implement conservation .

projects, or any other actions designed to provide access to
new water supplies within the Columbia river basin for both
instream and out-of-stream uses.”

Funding Program is New.




GRANT FUNDING GOALS

Find projects that address the Program Criteria:




ELIGIBLE PROJECTS

First year will be “inclusive” as to projects:
* Feasibility studies or construction fo




Developing Water Supply for the Columbia River Basin Water Management Program
Draft Funding Process — First Cycle
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APPLICATION PROCESS

Step 1 - Pre-Application

Applicants file a Pre-Application with Ecology
to initiate the review process:
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APPLICATION PROCESS

Step 2 - Application

Following the Pre-Application, Ecology invites applicants
to file a formal Application with Ecology: =

Pt
[3.  Detailed Project Descriptions |

(PROVIDE EXPLANATICNS AS REQUESTED. ESTIMATE PROJECT AMOUNTS (COSTS, WATER
QUANTITIES, ETC. AS CLOSELY AS POSSIELE )

 Proposed Project Use

 Detailed descriptions Qeeee Do e —
v Costs and matching sources T —— e

1. Applicant Information

STREAM REACH MLE/LOCATION
PROJECT DESCRITION (T )
| FEAS®AITY STUGY BUCGET
CPERATIONS AND MAI
DVCATE DURATION OF AGREEMENT PROPOSED)
VATERIALS LABGR
ESTIMATED CONSTRUCTION COST
| oEsiGr FEES
| PROFESSIONAL FEES
|"sceT
FEES,

COMTIRGENCIES




APPLICATION PROCESS

Step 3 - Project Scoring

 Application Scoring (50 points total)
v Project Costs (10 points)
v Net Water Savings (10 points)
(10 points)

v Local Project Support




SCORING - PROJECT COSTS

1. PROJECT COSTS POTENTIAL SCORE: 10

Sub-Category Description Scoring Levels Points per Maximum
level Possible
Score

Percentage (of the Projects that can secure funding Oto 25% 0 2

entire project) of from local or “other” sources should | 25to 50% 1

matching funds or in- | be more attractive to Ecology. > 50% 2

kind match available Funding provided

to proponent

Total cost per acre Water procured at a lower cost $0 to 100 3 3
foot should score higher $101-1000 2

$1001-3000 1

> $3000 0

per acre foot
Total cost per acre Water procured at a lower cost $0 to 100 5 5
foot of consumptive should score higher $101-500 4
water $501-1000 3

$1001-3000 2

> $3000 1

per acre foot




SCORING - NET WATER SAVINGS

2. NET WATER SAVINGS POTENTIAL SCORE: 10

Sub-Category Description Scoring Levels Points per Maximum

level Possible
Score
Estimate total water Projects that put larger amounts of <1 cfs 0 2
placed in storage for | water in terms of acre feet should 110 10 cfs 1
State use or in trust be scored at a higher level > 10 cfs 2
through this project
Estimate total water <5% 0 4
added to a tributary 5 t010% 1
reach as a percent of 10 to 25% 2
low flow 25 to 50% 3
> 50% 4

Water can be Review of the water rights priority Yes 4 4
protected to the confirms either a yes or no here No 0

Columbia or Snake




SCORING - PROJECT SUPPORT

3. PROJECT SUPPORT POTENTIAL SCORE: 10
Sub-Category Description Scoring Levels Points per Maximum
level Possible
Score
Consistency with Projects that are consistent with, or | 1 point for each 1 point for 6
other local plans called for in, local planning planning each
documents receive a higher score. documentupto 6 | planning
(Separately from scoring, the points document
applicant will be required to submit upto6
a letter from the local WRIA points
attesting to the fact that the
Planning Unit is aware of the
project)
Local Support Projects accompanied by many 1 point for each 1 point for 4
letters of support score higher. letter of support each letter
up to 4 letters of support
upto 4

letters




SCORING - FISH & WATER

QUALITY BENEFITS

4. FISH & WATER QUALITY BENEFITS DERIVED FROM THE PROJECT POTENTIAL SCORE: 10
Sub-Category Description Scoring Levels Points per | Maximum
level Possible
Score *
Current Instream Consideration of presence & | Low number of species; 1 2.5
Species & Status status of salmonids, stafus is good; recch is
amphibians, & other aquatic | low priority
species, & prioritization of this | pedium value: reach is 2
stream reach for insiream mediurm priority i
flow restoration i -
High number of 2.5 -
specles; status is
crifical; reach is high -
priority Potential Future Water | Consideration of the Project is neutral or will 0.5 1.5
Current Instream Analysis of need for project | Neutral or slight need 1 30 Quantity or Quality project’s effect on flow slightly improve
Habitat Conditions in relation to reach length, Conditions &éﬁggég‘gﬂg:’gng% gs condifions
need for barrier removal, : Medium value 1
fiffle depth, distance to Medium value 2 water quality improvement
holding cover, & off-channel that is cnt!opcted as a result
habitat access Current habitat 3 of the project. Project will significantly 15
conditions are dire for improve instream
fish & wildlife conditions
Terrestrial Species, Consideration of local Low number of species; 0.5 1.5 Ecological Consideration of expected Harms fish & wildlife 0 (See 1.0
Habitat Conditions & | species & status, species stafus is good; habitat Considerations project effectiveness in (See note) Note)
Potential for richness, the terrestrial values neutral fo good relation to ecological
Improvement migration corridor, & connectivity, potential Neutral or slightly helps 0.25
anficipated improvement to Medium value 1 effects of climate change,
overall terrestrial habitat improvements in riparian "
values from the proposed condition & function, Improvs_.-s (_:ondmons for 0.5
project whether current or future fish & wilcllife
exempt wells affect project Provides huge benefits 1.0
High number of 15 effectiveness, & potential for fish & wildlife
species; species status effects of the planned
is critical; project will consfruction.
significantly improve Social & Human Potential effects of future Neutral or slightly helps 0.1 0.5

value for terrestrial
wildlife species

Aspects

development & land use
conversions on project
values to fish/wildlife; effects
on supplementation efforts &
fish & wildllife recreation; &
potenticl to confribute to
local goodwill.

Improves conditions for
fish & wildlife related
values

Provides huge benefits
for fish & wildlife-
related human values

*If the project is anficipated to impose mare than short-term negative construction effects on fish/wildlife (i.e. is likely
to cause harm fo fish & wildlife), the toial fish & wildlife value score will be zero.




SCORING - RESOURCES

5. CURRENT AND LONG TERM RESOURCES

POTENTIAL SCORE: 10

Sub-Category Description Scoring Levels Points per Maximum
level Possible
Score

Adequate resources | This category can be scoredwitha | Yes 4 4
currently committed | positive number if there are No 0
to ensure long-term resources listed to support O&M
performance of the and a zero if not.
proposed project
Proponent’s This category is based on the Range between Oto6 6

readiness to proceed

applicant’s progress is designing
and permitting the proposed project
prior to filing an application.

No Progress and
approved
Construction
Documents




APPLICATION PROCESS

Step 4: Project Weighting

v' Develop raw score based on 5 separate categories
v' Add weighting that can be changed based on program goals

SN R P Pk Gt

WEIGHTING TABLE

CATEGORIES MAXIMUM POSSIBLE | WEIGHTING FACTOR MAXIMUM POSSIBLE
CATEGORY SCORE WEIGHTED SCORE

Project Costs 10 2 20
Net Water Savings 10 3.3 a3
Project Support 10 1.5 19
Fish/ Water Quality 10 2.2 22
Benefits

Long Term Resources 10 1 10
TOTALS 50 100




FUNDING PROCESS (cont'd)

 Following review by TAG (or Ecology), Ecology will

develop recommended funding list

« Ecology matches supply / demand

e
« PAG input 'm“’mi’ ‘ l
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Consideration of the akilty of high-sconirg projects fo deliver water where and when it is needed
- supphyidemand consideralions
- permarent sounces matched io permanent uses

- iermporary sources maiched o intermuptibles/shoet-term demand
- WRIA considerations

~—_ __—

2
‘% Ecology prepares a list of proposed prionty projects for funding + Policy Advi



GRANT FUNDING TIMELINE

2007-2009

CRWMP GRANT APPLICATION ANNUAL FUNDING CYCLE

YEAR ONE TRUNCATED GRANT AWARD CYCLE < NORMAL GRANT AWARD CYCLE

2007 2008 2009

JAN FEB MAR APR MAY JUN JuL AUG SEP 0oCcT NOV DEC JAN FEB MAR APR MAY JUN JuL AUG SEP ‘ 0CT | NO\Il DEC JAN FEB MAR APR MAY JUN

PRE-APPLICATION PERIOD

ECOLOGY PRE-SCREENING

GRANT APPLICATION PERIOD

TAG REVIEW PERIOD

ECOLOGY PREPS FORPAG

PAG REVIEW AND COMMENT

ECOLOGY BUDGET PROCESS

GOVERNOR'S BUDGET PROCESS

LEGISLATIVE APPROVAL

NEGOTIATE GRANT AGREEMENTS

CONSTRUCTION WINDOW




INITIAL FUNDING PROCESS GOALS

e Value-balanced - Meets the directions of the statute

 Transparency - Repeatable and understandable

o Simple - Application process not a barrier




NEXT ACTIONS - Summer 2007

 Finalize Application package
v Instructions and Guidelines
v Web page development
v Finalize all forms and documents
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