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Section 1

Frequently Asked Questions about
Watershed Plan Implementation Grant Requests
1. Which groups are eligible to apply for watershed plan implementation grants?
Two types of groups are eligible to apply for grants. Watershed planning groups, their lead agencies or other local governmental entities (counties, cities, special purpose districts and tribal nations) within one or more Water Resource Inventory Areas (WRIAs) where: 
· Group 1 – A watershed plan has been legally adopted by the board(s) of county commissioners having jurisdiction in the WRIA. The existence of a completed Detailed Implementation Plan (DIP) is an additional benefit but is not required.  
· Group 2 – It’s expected that the local watershed plan will be legally adopted by the board(s) of county commissioners having jurisdiction in the WRIA after July 1, 2011 but before July 1, 2012. In this case, eligibility for grant application would enable the planning group, lead agency or other local governmental entities to begin a project in time to finish it by the end of the biennium, June 30, 2013. 
2.  Are there priorities for which grant requests will be reviewed and considered for awards? 
· First priority for grant application review and award consideration will be for requests from watershed planning groups where a legally adopted watershed plan already exists. The existence of a finished DIP is beneficial but is not required for first priority grant review and award consideration.
· Second priority for grant application review and award consideration will be as funding allows for requests from watershed planning groups that expect their plan will be legally adopted by those boards of county commissioners having jurisdiction in the watershed after July 1, 2011 but before July 1, 2012.
3. Should different forms be used for Operating Project and Capital Project Grant Requests?
Yes. There are three different forms to use for grant requests depending on the nature of the proposal:
· The Operating Project Grant Request Form
· The Capital Project Grant Request Form
· The Stream Gaging Project Grant Request Form 
The Stream Gaging Project Grant Request Form is used since these projects can sometimes be funded by both the Operating and Capital Budgets. The WPIFAP can only fund gage purchase and installation costs when grant requests involve this kind of activity. The Operating Budget is for stream gaging operations and maintenance, such as development and maintenance of gage to flow rating curves, data retrieval and management and other stream gage operating costs for the duration of the grant.
All forms can be found in Section 2.


4. When will Ecology review grant requests? 
We plan to review and compile a list of all grant request titles and the funding requested for each title before or soon after the start of the 2011 Legislative Session. This process helps us inform the House Agriculture and Natural Resources Committee and the Senate Energy, Water and Environment Committee memberships about local watershed plan implementation project funding needs as Legislators deliberate over and prepare the 2011-13 Operating and Capital Budgets.
5. When will Ecology rank and prioritize grant requests? 
We anticipate preliminary ranking and prioritizing towards the end of the 2011 Legislative Session, when we may have a clearer picture of what our potential watershed plan development and implementation funding budget might be in both the 2011-13 Operating and Capital Budgets. Final ranking and prioritizing cannot realistically begin until we know exactly what our appropriated budget will be when the Legislature adjourns and the Governor signs off on both budgets packages. 
Biennial budget setting Legislative sessions typically end by late-April or early-May. If there is not an extended, special session to deal with the budget we plan to finally rank and prioritize all grant applications by mid-May 2011. This means we could announce final award decisions by late-May or early-June 2011.  If there is a special session to deal with the budget, our award decision timeframe would likely go into mid or late June 2011.
6. When will planning groups and other local partners receive grants for funded projects?
It depends on a variety of circumstances. For example, completion of a grant’s final scope of work, deliverables, timeframes and dollar amounts will go faster for well-written and clearly defined project grant requests than it will for project requests that are less clear, have missing information or need more definition and focus on all grant elements.
Operating Project Grants are planned to be issued between July 1 and October 30, 2011. If some project work needs to start on or soon after July 1, 2011, we plan to issue Pre-Authorization Letters in advance of issuing the complete grant agreement.
Capital Project Grants under the WPIFAP are planned to be issued by September 2012. These grants often require additional negotiation and research before they can be properly written, since they often involve review of water rights, certificates or claims, and can require extensive engineering analysis. We plan to continue issuing grants through the remainder of calendar year 2011, and into early 2012, as necessary. 
Timing on the issuance of both types of grants will take into account factors such as a project’s readiness to start, any activity sequencing needs before, during or after the life of the grant in relation to other dependent projects, and project specific seasonal opportunities or constraints.
To expedite review and issuance of Capital Project Grants we improved our internal review processes and timelines during the 2009-11 grant application and review period. We will use these same process improvements during our review of applications for the 2011-13 period. 
7. What if a single project has tasks and deliverables that could be funded by both the Operating and Capital Budgets?
Other than a Stream Gaging Project Grant, if your project has elements that could be funded by both Operating and Capital Budgets we will refer to that as a Blended Project. If this is the case, you’ll need to first determine which of the project’s elements best fit funding criteria from either the Operating or Capital Budgets. 
To request funding for a Blended Project please use one Operating Project Grant Request Form and one Capital Project Grant Request Form for the tasks and deliverables elements that pertain to each budget-fund source (Operating or Capital Budget, as described earlier. Be sure to cross reference the Blended Project’s title on each of the two forms used, noting the Operating Project Grant Request is the same as the title of the Capital Project Grant Request. If you have any questions about whether your project has both Operating Budget and Capital Budget eligible elements please contact us or the Ecology Watershed Lead assigned to your planning group.
8. What is the process will Ecology use to receive, review, rank, and make funding decisions for grant requests awards from watershed planning groups?
Grant requests are due at the Department of Ecology Headquarters Office by these dates:
· December 17, 2010 for Operating Projects (including Stream Gaging Projects)
· December 30, 2010 for Capital Projects
A. All Operating Project Grant Requests except Stream Gaging Project Grant Requests will first go to Ecology’s four Regional Offices for review, ranking, and funding recommendations by Water Regional Management Teams.[footnoteRef:1] Each team will make funding recommendations using three funding priority levels; High, Medium, and Low. The criteria for these funding priority levels are on page 9. [1: . There are four Ecology Water Regional Management Teams from the Central, Eastern, Southwest and Northwest Regional Offices. Each team includes the Regional Office Director, the Regional Section Managers from the Shorelands and Environmental Assistance, Water Resources, Water Quality, and Environmental Assessment Programs; and the regions’ resident Watershed Planning Leads.
] 

When each regional team is done reviewing Operating Project Grant Requests and making their funding priority recommendations their results will be sent to Ecology’s Water Advisory Group (WAG)[footnoteRef:2]. The WAG will look first at all High-Priority grant request recommendations from all regions and make preliminary and final statewide decisions based on the same criteria used by the regions. [2: . Members of the Water Advisory Group (WAG) include the Ecology Deputy Director; the Special Assistant to the Director on Water Policy; Program Mangers for the Shorelands and Environmental Assistance, Water Resources, Water Quality, and Environmental Assessment Programs and all four Regional Office Directors. A variety of staff from the above mentioned Ecology Programs support the WAG.
] 

If funds remain after all High-Priority grant requests are met, Medium-Priority grant requests, and then Low-Priority grant requests  will be considered for funding, in that order. The Water Advisory Group will make final decisions on Operating Project Grant awards.
B. All Capital Project Grant Requests will go to a Capital Project Grant Screening Team. This Team consists of staff from the Departments of Ecology and Fish and Wildlife. The team will screen each grant request to ensure it would be appropriate to fund under WPIFAP project eligibility requirements (see Question 3). This team will also apply the following screening questions to these requests.
What is the project’s:
· Long term ability to operate and maintain any project construction elements?
· Readiness to proceed (timelines, pre-project agreements, other readiness needs)?
· Extent of matching funds from other sources?
· Extent of water rights or water availability?  (If applicable to the project)
· Instream flow or fish habitat improvement benefits? (Only for conveyance projects)
· Projected water savings in cubic feet per second [CFS] or acre feet per year [AF]? (If applicable)
Other information may also be needed by the Screening Team to assist Ecology’s Water Regional Management Teams and the Water Advisory Group in making funding priority recommendations and decisions. Members of the Screening Team will contact planning group representatives who prepared requests and involve the appropriate watershed leads when more information is needed during the screening process.
After all Capital Project Grant Requests are screened they will be scored based on answers to the above questions.[footnoteRef:3] A screening summary table will be sent to each Water Regional Management Team (WRMT) to assist their review of these grant requests. Each WRMT team will make funding recommendations using three funding priority levels; High, Medium, and Low. The criteria for these funding priority levels are on page 9. [3: . Capital Project Grant Requests that receive a low score may be re-reviewed and discussed later in if any funds remain. Ecology staff may work with the grant request proponents to find solutions to improve the request, especially if it is evident that a stronger, modified or better defined project could provide instream flow benefits to meet statewide water management goals. 
] 

When each WRMT finishes reviewing Capital Project Grant Requests and makes their funding priority recommendations, their results will be sent to Ecology’s Water Advisory Group (WAG). The WAG will look first at all High-Priority grant request recommendations from all regions and make final award decisions based on the same criteria used by WRMTs.
C. Stream Gaging Project Grant Requests will first go to Ecology’s Stream Gaging Workgroup. This group will assess how well each request fits into our statewide stream gaging strategy, instream flow rule development and adoption priorities, as well as current or planned gage location(s) and existing gage networks and programs in Ecology or from other government entities such as the United States Geological Survey.
This team will also decide whether a project is technically sound and can meet the funding conditions of the WPIFAP as explained in Question 3. The team may also contact watershed planning group representatives if additional information is needed or the request can be improved by modifying the type(s), number or placement of gages and time(s) of gage installation in relation to desired project outcomes.
After the Stream Gaging Workgroup finishes their review grant requests will go through the same review processes outlined above at answer 10. A.

9. What criteria will Ecology use to receive, review, rank, and make funding decisions for grant requests awards from watershed planning groups?
The following criteria will be used by Ecology’s Water Regional Management Teams and the Water Advisory Group to make decisions on grant funding priorities. While not all criteria need to be met in grant requests in the High and Medium funding levels, the more criteria that are met the higher the grant request will be ranked for awards of a watershed plan implementation grant based on available funds.
The criteria are listed on the next page.


High Priority funding decisions will be based grant requests that:
1. Support or implement a legal agreement, a plan obligation, or a binding commitment made by ECY or another state agency through a finished watershed planning process.
2. Are consistent with and clearly implement a Detailed Implementation Plan or an approved watershed plan.
3. Have high benefits to support stream flow improvements or instream flow rule development or implementation, or have high benefits for meeting water supply/demand needs, water quality or fisheries management objectives. 
4. Support, leverage or match other Ecology or other entity funded water management projects.
5. Are ready to and need to start immediately (July 2011) according to the proposed task schedule and objectives.
6. Have a high likelihood to succeed. This includes high performance history on all aspects of grant management and completion for prior year implementation project grant recipients or high performance history on prior watershed grants for first time project implementation grant requests.
Medium Priority funding decisions will be based grant requests that:
1. Are consistent with and clearly implement a watershed plan expected to be adopted by June 30, 2011.- Have moderate benefits to support stream flow improvements or instream flow rule development or implementation, or have medium benefits for meeting water supply, water quality or fisheries management objectives.
2. Support, leverage or match other Ecology or other entity funded water management projects.
3. Could start or don’t need to start until later in the 2011-13 biennium according to the proposed task schedule and project objectives.
4. Have a medium likelihood to succeed. This includes moderate performance history on all aspects of grant management and completion for prior year implementation project grant recipients or moderate performance history on prior watershed grants for first time project implementation grant requests.
Low Priority funding decisions will be based grant requests that:
1. Are inconsistent with legal procedures for adopting a watershed plan, aren’t based on the adopted plan or could be better funded by other Ecology, state, or federal grant fund sources.
2. Don’t support, leverage or match other Ecology or other entity funded water management projects.
3. Are not ready to proceed or could potentially wait another cycle for funding.
4. Have low benefits to support stream flow improvements or instream flow rule development or implementation, or have low benefits for meeting water supply, water quality or fisheries management objectives.
5. Have a low likelihood to succeed. This includes low performance history on all aspects of grant management and completion for prior year implementation project grant recipients or low performance history on prior watershed grants for first time project implementation grant requests.
6. Are submitted after the December 17, 2010 deadline (for Operating and Stream Gaging Project Grant Requests) or after the December 30, 2010 deadline (for Capital Project Grant Requests), are missing critical information or are incomplete applications.


10. What are Ecology’s highest priorities for project awards in the 2011-13 biennium?
When evaluating grant requests from watershed planning units and lead agencies to implement adopted watershed plans and/or detailed implementation plans, we will give the highest priority to proposals that directly support activities or implement projects that:
· Integrate watershed plan implementation with the goals, objectives, or work plans of other local, regional, or statewide water resource, water quality, or fish recovery programs and plans
· Assist the department in the development of a new, or improvements to an existing, water budget[footnoteRef:4]   [4: . For example, the planning unit/lead agency could work with the department to identify any areas of substantive water management data gaps or technical gaps based on current information.  The planning unit/lead agency must coordinate with the department to prioritize future actions necessary to address any substantive data gaps or technical gaps in the water budget.  Planning units may list the improvement of its phase two watershed assessment as its highest priority when making any future decisions about watershed plan implementation.
] 

· Assist the department in developing strategies and setting priorities to improve instream flows or assisting in the development of new instream flow rules or amending previously adopted rules
· Assist the department in developing water supply and demand forecasts for current and future use
· In Phase Four, years six and nine, a review and update of the adopted watershed plan and the detailed implementation plan[footnoteRef:5] [5: . This priority will only apply if Ecology’s present effort to amend the Chap 90.82 RCW – The Watershed Planning Act to the ‘Watershed Management Act’ is successful and four more years are added to Phase 4. The purpose of this priority is to affirm after five years and after eight years since the plan was adopted the highest priority water resource management issues in the basin(s) are being addressed by the planning unit, initiating governments, the lead agency and other stakeholders.   As a final outcome, these plan reviews and updates must include a ranked ordering of the highest priority water quantity, water quality, and habitat projects or needs in the basin.
] 

Grants requests for plan implementation projects that aren’t aligned with the above priorities will be considered for additional awards as funding allows.


11. What are the sources of state funding Ecology uses to issue grants for watershed plan implementation projects?
Funding for plan implementation projects currently comes from two sources[footnoteRef:6]: [6:  As of this writing in October 2010, these are the two anticipated fund sources. Ecology is pursuing request legislation to overhaul the major sections of state water law, including a proposal to have a dedicated funding mechanism for long term state water management strategies and actions. Therefore, the funding sources for watershed plan implementation projects could change for 2011-13.] 

One source is the State General Fund (GF-S) which is used to fund a large portion of the state’s Operating Budget. Ecology issues Operating Project Grants to be used for a variety of projects that are broad in nature and don’t involve construction activities. Projects funded by the Operating Project Grants may include but are not limited to:
· Conducting assessments and studies related to water quantity management and plan implementation needs – Examples are surface and groundwater studies or projects to develop water budgets, water supply and demand forecasting tools, flow improvement strategies and information to inform the development and adoption of instream flow or water management rules
· Developing sustainable financial support mechanisms or tools to carry out long-term, local water management responsibilities, initiatives or operations
· Conducting other projects or studies to inform or guide the planning unit, stakeholders and the local community when implementing adopted plans
· Maintaining/operating stream gaging networks and equipment, and to manage and analyze collected data
The second source is the Watershed Plan Implementation and Flow Achievement Proviso (WPIFAP) from the state’s Capital Budget. The Capital Budget’s funding comes from the sale of bonds, and the level of bond selling authority is authorized by the Legislature and dependent on the state of the state’s economy. There is no guarantee the 2011 Legislature will continue to write and pass this proviso, but it has done so favorably for the past several sessions.  Only $4 million was appropriated in the 2009-11 Capital Budget which limited the number of fundable projects in the biennium to ten projects statewide. Ecology is requesting an appropriation of $11 $6 million for the 2011-13 biennium.
This proviso enables us to award Capital Project Grants. These grants are typically for very specific activity and must result in short- or long-term water use efficiency programs or reinvestments, equipment installation (surface or groundwater metering or monitoring, gages, water diversion or flow regulation devices, etc.), development of water banks or exchanges, or other water saving actions that will improve instream flows or aquatic habitat conditions in our watersheds 
Projects that can be funded by the WPIFAP must improve or increase instream flows now or over time. These projects include and are limited to: 
· Site specific feasibility studies to implement future surface or groundwater storage projects
· Infrastructure improvement or water management projects to resolve water-user conflicts – this includes increasing or improving instream flows by removing or modifying instream barriers to improve fish habitat and environmental conditions for target species 
· Purchase and installation of water measuring or metering devices, such as point of diversion metering, stream gaging equipment, or groundwater monitoring wells (NEW for 2011-13 cycle).
· Water right acquisitions for placement of the water rights in the state’s Trust Water Program.
· Development and management of water banks or water exchanges
12. Do the funds granted from the Operating and Capital Budgets have different spending timeframes?
Yes. Operating Budget funding must be fully spent by the end of the 2011-13 Biennium (June 30, 2013). Due to the way the state’s Operating Budget is managed, these funds must also be spent according to the fiscal year shown in the project’s proposed budget timelines. For example, if Tasks 1, 2, and 3 are timed and budgeted for FY 12 the work must be completed during this same period. 
Any grant funds awarded for but not spent within FY 12 cannot be carried over into FY 13 (July 1, 2012 to June 30, 2013). Awarded but unspent funds from Ecology’s FY 12 Operating Budget appropriation must be returned to the state’s General Fund.
Capital Budget funding can be spent consistent with the grant’s deliverables and timeframes. When making this appropriation the Legislature understands that Capital Budget funded projects can often have timeframes that go beyond the biennium in which the appropriation was made and the grant’s awards are issued.



Section 2

Project Grant Request Forms

Section 2.1:	Operating Project Grant Request Form

Section 2.2:	Capital Project Grant Request Form for Watershed Plan - Implementation and Flow Achievement Project

Section 2.3:	Stream Gaging Project Grant Request Form



· To allow the use the hyperlinks, this document is not protected for forms. Use F11 to navigate through the forms’ fill-in fields. 

· To place an X in a checkbox without deleting the checkbox, double click on the box and choose the “checked” option.
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ECY 070-336


Part 1: Project Title, Priority Rank, Applicant Information and Location

	1. Project Title and Priority Ranking (from the planning group)
Title: (NEW for 2011-13: Please label your electronic file the same as the title used here and begin with the WRIA #. Example: WRIA 64 Water Supply and Demand Forecasting)
Priority Rank: REQUIRED IF YOUR GROUP IS PROPOSING TWO OR MORE PROJECTS
 [If your Operating Project Grant Request is related to a Capital Project Grant Request (Watershed Plan Implementation and Flow Achievement Proviso) please cross-reference the name of the Capital Project here.]

	2. Applicant Name
[bookmark: Text20]     
	3. Federal Tax ID Number
     



	4. Applicant Staff Contact - Project Coordinator

	Name:       
	Title:       

	Telephone Number:       
	[bookmark: Text28]Fax Number:       
	[bookmark: Text29]E-Mail Address:       

	[bookmark: Text30]Address:       

	City:       
	State:       
	Zip Code:       



	5. Applicant Billing Contact

	Name:       
	Title:       

	Telephone Number:       
	Fax Number:       
	E-Mail Address:       

	Payment Address:       

	City:       
	State:       
	Zip Code:       

	State Vendor Registration Number (if known):       


	6. Applicant Signatory (the person who will sign the grant if awarded)

	Name:       
	Title:       



	County(ies) for the Project
	
	WRIA(s) for the project

	Name
	Percent
	
	Water Resource Inventory Area
	Percent

	Primary      
	     
	
	Primary      
	     

	     
	     
	
	     
	     

	     
	     
	
	     
	     

	Total
	100
	
	Total
	100



	Congressional District for the Project
	
	Legislative District(s) for the Project

	Number
	Percent
	
	Name
	Percent

	Primary      
	     
	
	Primary      
	     

	     
	     
	
	     
	     

	     
	     
	
	     
	     

	Total
	100
	
	Total
	100



[image: ECOLOGO-BW]		
		Section 2.1
Operating Project Grant Request Form




Part 2: Project Type, Description, Objectives, Location, Scope of Work, Tasks, Deliverables, Estimated Costs, Budget and Grant Submittal Process
	7. Project Type
Please check all the boxes that best fit your grant request: 
[bookmark: Check23]|_| Monitoring, modeling, data collection for water quantity assessments
|_| Monitoring, modeling, data collection for water quality assessments
|_| Instream flow rule development preparation (local costs only)
|_| Water supply management initiatives or related program development/support 
|_| Other administrative or services-type project to implement the plan (briefly describe):
     




	8. Project Description, Objectives and Location
Project Objectives:
Project Description: 
Project Location: 



	9. 
Scope of Work
FY12 = July 1, 2011 to June 30, 2012       FY13 = July 1, 2012 to June 30, 2013       
If this project proposal is a continuance of work that was funded from the Operating Budget in 2009-11, please include the project’s title and grant number. 
     




	10. Project Tasks, Deliverables and Estimated Costs

[bookmark: Text140]Task 1:	     
	1.1	     
	1.2	     
	1.3	     
Deliverable(s):
	FY 12	     
· Due Date(s):     
	FY 13	     
· Due Date(s):     
Estimated Costs:
	FY 12	     
	FY 13	     
 [Copy the above and repeat on additional pages for Tasks 2, 3, 4 etc. if applicable]
 
If this project involves the collection or analysis of environmental information, an Ecology approved Quality Assurance Project Plan (QAPP) must be completed.  The QAPP can be funded as a task under the grant.   The plan shall be conducted in accordance with ECOLOGY’S Guidelines and Specifications for Preparing Quality Assurance Project Plans for Environmental Studies, current edition, (Ecology Publication No.04-03-030).  



	11. 
Budget
Project implementation funds are appropriated by fiscal year. You must budget and spend carefully for both FY10 and FY11. Ecology cannot guarantee that any granted but unspent project funds from FY10 will be re-appropriated by the legislature to FY11.

FY12 = July 1, 2011 to June 30, 2012FY13 = July 1, 2012 to June 30, 2013



	
	Budget by Element
	FY 12
	FY 13
	Total

	1.
	Salaries
	[bookmark: Text137]$       
	$       
	$       

	2.
	Benefits
	$       
	$       
	$       

	3.
	Contracted services
	$       
	$       
	$       

	4.
	Travel
	$       
	$       
	$       

	5.
	Equipment [footnoteRef:7] (see footnote) [7:  Itemize all equipment and explain why the equipment is needed.] 

	$       
	$       
	$       

	6.
	Goods/services [footnoteRef:8] (see footnote) [8:  Itemize all Goods and Services] 

	$       
	$       
	$       

	7.
	Overhead
	$       
	$       
	$       

	
	
	
	
	

	
	Total Budget by Element
	$       
	$       
	$       

	
	
	
	
	

	
	Budget by Task
	FY 12
	FY 13
	Total

	1.
	     
	$       
	$       
	$       

	2.
	     
	$       
	$       
	$       

	3.
	     
	$       
	$       
	$       

	4.
	     
	$       
	$       
	$       

	5.
	     
	$       
	$       
	$       

	6.
	     
	$       
	$       
	$       

	7.
	     
	$       
	$       
	$       

	
	     
	
	
	

	
	Total Budget by Task
	$       
	$       
	$       

	
	
	
	
	

	
	Total Budget by Fiscal Year
	$       
	$       
	$       





		12. 
Grant Submittal Process
The grant request submittal deadline is 5 PM PDT, Friday, December 17, 2010.
Project submittals received AFTER the deadline will be put on a waiting list for later review and funding consideration. These will be considered a low priority if submitted late (see page 9)

What to Include: 
· Grant application
· Cover letter(s)
· Additional supporting documents

How to Submit: 
· Prepare your application electronically in Microsoft Word 2003 or 2007 (preferred), or Adobe PDF.
· Send your application materials to:
· Bill Zachmann, Watershed Policy and Planning Coordinator at bzac461@ecy.wa.gov 
· Optional: You may also mail a hard copy of your submittal to Ecology Headquarters to arrive before or after the 5:00 p.m. Friday, December 17, 2010 deadline. This is not required and can be in addition to but not instead of an electronic submittal.





	

		U.S. Postal Mailing Address: 
Department of Ecology
Shorelands and Environmental Assistance Program
P.O. Box 47600
Olympia, WA  98504-7600



		Overnight Mail or Hand Delivery Address:
Department of Ecology
Shorelands and Environmental Assistance Program
300 Desmond Drive
Lacey, WA  98503




	For any questions, assistance, or more information on how to submit your grant application contact:

	· Bill Zachmann (360) 407-6548 or bzac461@ecy.wa.gov
· Cathy Hubbard (360) 407-6491or  cahu461@ecy.wa.gov
· Amy Krause (360) 407-7107or amkr461@ecy.wa.gov


	For specific questions about current watershed planning and implementation grants, please contact Grant Contract Officers Cathy Hubbard or Amy Krause according to your WRIA Number:

	WRIAs 1-29a
	Cathy Hubbard (360) 407-6491, e-mail cahu461@ecy.wa.gov

	WRIAs 29b-62
	Amy Krause (360) 407-7107, e-mail amkr461@ecy.wa.gov
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ECY 070-336
Introduction and Grant Request Program Overview
The Watershed Planning Implementation and Flow Achievement Proviso is seeking grant applications for the 2011-13 Grant Funding Cycle. Applications are made through Ecology. Funding under this program requires flow achievement, through either 1) increased flows below the project, or, 2) instream improvements such as enhanced fish passage, habitat restoration or improvements, or riparian reclamation. Additional features may include rationalization and concentrating existing points of diversion.
This application packet contains the grant request:
· Program overview
· Eligibility requirements
· Submittal instructions and deadlines
· Form and contact information
Background
The Legislature has provided funding for projects that improve water supplies by implementing watershed plans, or that improve stream flows, or instream habitat conditions.
Eligible Projects
Eligible projects include (limitations on eligibility apply): 
· Infrastructure Projects: Funding covers construction costs plus final design and engineering costs.  Funding is limited to those construction projects that improve instream flow by protecting the net water saving in the State Trust Water Right Program, or that provide other instream benefits, such as habitat improvements that remove instream barriers or otherwise improve instream habitat.
· Water Storage Feasibility Studies: Funding is limited to studies that address water supply projects.  These studies should address water supply availability, site location, preliminary engineering and design, necessary permits, cost estimates, and funding options.
· Water Acquisition: Funding for water right acquisition is limited to the fair market price of the portion of the water right that has been put to beneficial use.  This category can also include set-up costs for approved water banking/exchange programs. (Set-up costs include: developing an outreach plan; conducting a market survey of potential interest of water supply availability; preparing a water exchange strategy and funding structure; preparing a water exchange design; testing the practicability of buying and selling water; and developing a mechanism for negotiating agreements to buy water.
· Water Metering: Funding for water metering is limited to providing cost share for the purchase and installation of water sources meters for existing water right holders to meet the settlement agreement to measure 80% of the water use in fish critical river basins or to measure exempt well use in river basins that require exempt wells to be measure in the adopted instream flow rule.
· Monitoring Wells: Funding for monitoring wells is limited to the cost of purchase and installation of monitoring wells where there is insufficient data to determine the effect of groundwater withdrawals of surface water flows.
Ineligible Projects
· Projects considered Operations and Maintenance, including administration, monitoring, and oversight.
· Projects that do not improve both water supplies and instream habitat conditions.
Grant Request Eligibility
Watershed planning groups, local government partners, tribal nations, and other political subdivisions of the state, within a State of Washington Watershed Resource Inventory Area (WRIA) where Watershed Planning under Chapter 90.82 RCW is or has been active. 
Ecology will prioritize grant requests s as follows:
First priority:
· Grant requests from watershed planning groups with watershed plans that were legally adopted by a board of county commissioners having jurisdiction in the watershed.
· Grant requests from watershed planning groups that expect a watershed plan will be adopted by board(s) of county commissioners before July 1, 2012. (See Frequently Asked Questions in Section 1 for more information on grant request review processes and ranking criteria.)
Second priority:
· Grant requests from local governments that worked with a watershed planning group where a draft watershed plan was completed but was not acted on by a board of county commissioners having jurisdiction in the WRIA.

Grant Request Due Dates
· Application materials are due to the Department of Ecology by 5 p.m. December 30, 2010.
· Application materials submitted after the due date will receive a lower priority for funding or will be referred to the next biennium’s funding cycle.
Application Submittal
Applications must be submitted electronically in MS Office 2003 or 2007 or Adobe PDF to Dave Burdick at:
dbur461@ecy.wa.gov.
Since this application requires a signature in block #8, please send in an original signature, before or after the submittal deadline, using one of the following methods:
Regular Mail:
Department of Ecology - Water Resources Program
PO Box 47600
Olympia, WA  98504-7600
Overnight or Hand Delivery Physical Address:
Department of Ecology Headquarters
Water Resources Program
300 Desmond Drive 
Lacey, WA   98503 
For More Information Contact:
Dave Burdick
Voice: (360) 407-6094
Email: dbur461@ecy.wa.gov

Availability of Forms:
All forms required for grant requests are also available online at:
http://www.ecy.wa.gov/watershed/index.html

Key Grant Application and Award Timelines:
· October 12 through December 30, 2010: Application filing period. Grant application forms available. Interested applicants submit grant application documents to the Ecology. 
· January through mid-April 2011: Ecology and Washington State Department of Fish and Wildlife staff conducts technical merit reviews of project submittals, including assessing existing water rights, site visits, map studies, and consultations with the applicant, affected Lead Agencies, or local governments and watershed planning groups.
· April through May, 2011: Ecology funding review.
· June 2011: Formal announcement of approved funding list.
· July 2011 and ongoing: Funded projects grant/contract writing and signing, project work and deliverables, performance monitoring, billing, etc.
Title: (NEW for 2011-13: Please label your electronic file the same as the title used here and begin with the WRIA #. Example: WRIA 64 Alta Vista Irrigation District Improvements)

Priority Rank: REQUIRED IF YOUR GROUP IS PROPOSING TWO OR MORE PROJECTS

[If your Capital Project Grant Request (Watershed Plan Implementation and Flow Achievement Proviso) is related to or part of an Operating Project Funding Request for 2011-13 please cross-reference the name of that project in parenthesis above]

County: 

WRIA: 

If more space is needed attach additional sheets
	1. Applicant Information

	Applicant name
[bookmark: Text1]     
	Phone no.
[bookmark: Text6][bookmark: Text7](   )      
	Fax no.
[bookmark: Text8][bookmark: Text9](   )      

	Address
[bookmark: Text2]     

	City
[bookmark: Text3]     
	State
[bookmark: Text4]     
	Zip code
[bookmark: Text5]     

	Email address
     

	Water right holder name (If applicable and if other than applicant)
     
	Phone Number
(   )      
	Fax Number
(   )      

	Mailing address
     

	City
     
	State
     
	Zip code
     



	2. Project Location

	Project name
[bookmark: Text10]     

	Project location
[bookmark: Text11]     

	Stream reach mile or location
[bookmark: Text12]     



	3. Project Type and Description

	(Check all that apply)
Conservation and/or infrastructure improvement 
[bookmark: Check13](pumps and pipes)	|_|
[bookmark: Check14]Water storage feasibility study	|_|
[bookmark: Check15]Water exchange or water right acquisition	|_|
Water Metering                                                                                    |_|
Monitoring Wells                                                                                 |_|

	Please describe your project in detail
     

	Use this box to make any other comments regarding the project and water rights involved
     

	Describe the project by task (statement of work)
     

	4. Project Budget

	Project Budget
     

	Total budget by project task or by expenditure
     




	5. 
Funding Source Information

	Total project amount expected to be provided by sources other than this program (dollar total and percent of project budget)
     

	Identify sources and type of funding other than through this program grant. Include expected dates of participation. Include as an attachment; letters of commitment, offer letters, application approvals, etc. 
Source and type of funding:      
Amount:      
Percent:      
Status:      
Dates of participation:      
Source and type of funding:      
Amount:      
Percent:      
Status:      
Dates of participation:      
Source and type of funding:       
Amount:      
Percent:      
Status:      
Dates of participation:      
Source and type of funding:       
Amount:      
Percent:      
Status:      
Dates of participation:      
Source and type of funding:       
Amount:      
Percent:      
Status:      
Dates of participation:      




	6. Instream Flow and other Instream Habitat Benefits 


	A. Water Right Information - Attach Water Right documents
(You may skip this section if this application is for Storage Feasibility Study funding)

	Water right holder’s name (if other than applicant)
     
	Phone no:
(   )       
	Fax no:
(   )        

	Address  
     

	City 
      
	State 
     
	Zip code
     

	Complete legal description of the property attached to this water right:
     

	Water right number:     

	Parcel number associated with this water right:
     

	Do you own the property proposed for this project? If not, please explain:
     

	If the grant applicant is not the water right holder, please explain the reason:
     

	Water source (Stream name).     



	B. Water Usage 

	Has water been put to beneficial use in the past five years?  

[bookmark: Check20][bookmark: Check21][bookmark: Check22]Yes  |_|     No  |_|     I don’t know  |_|

Describe that use in terms of the specific beneficial use during that period: 
      
 (Please attach any available documents that verify that use during the last five years. Include aerial photographs, power company records, flow meter records, crop type records, NRCS documentation or FSA records)

	Has beneficial use of this water ceased for a period of five or more years during any period since 1967?
Yes |_|       No |_|

	Please describe the beneficial use for the water quantified under the water right discussed above. Describe the following: purpose (examples: domestic, irrigation, municipal); system type; if irrigation, describe crop type.       


	Quantify as nearly as possible current water use: 

Instantaneous rate (QI) of use:	       CFS
	
Annual rate (QA) of use	        ACRE- FEET

	Historic beneficial use quantity of the water right (highest of the last 5 years/ irrigation seasons in instantaneous and annual quantities)

           CFS                   ACRE-FEET


	If irrigation, how many acres are irrigated under this water right?       




	Are there other water rights associated with this specific water right?       




	In order to process this pre-application ecology requires the following information (include for the previous five years; please attach copies of all documents and maps)

· Power data (contact local power utility for pump records, etc.)
· Historical crop type data (contact local FSA office)
· Flow meter records (contact local power utility)
· Aerial photos (contact local FSA office)






	C. Estimated Total Water Savings

	
Infrastructure projects:  Estimate the water to be conserved through this project.  Provide engineering or technical analysis to support this estimate.

	MONTH
	JAN
	FEB
	MAR
	APR
	MAY
	JUN
	JUL
	AUG
	SEP
	OCT
	NOV
	DEC
	TOT

	QA 
(ACRE-FEET)
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     

	QI (CFS)
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     






	D. Additional Instream Benefits

	Describe other instream benefits envisioned as a result of funding this project:
     






	7. Resources currently committed to ensure long-term performance of the proposed project (operation and maintenance).

		Who is responsible for long-term operation and maintenance of the project? 
     

	Have operation and maintenance costs been identified?  Yes |_|    No |_| 
 If yes, please describe:     

	Summarize these costs on an annual basis below:
     

	Are measurement devices other than diversion source meters necessary to monitor compliance with the project intent or plan?   Yes |_|    No |_| 
[bookmark: Text132]If yes, please describe:      

	Does a water measurement device exist on the source and downstream of the proposed project?   
       |_| yes	       |_| no 

	If no, will a water measurement device be installed as part of this project?  Yes |_|    No |_|	
If yes, describe location and operating entity:      


If yes, provide the river mile:      

	What is the nearest stream gage downstream of the proposed project?    Source name 
     
River mile :      









	8. 
Proponent’s Readiness to Proceed

	Describe status of feasibility reports, engineering design, and permits. Provide documentation for these deliverables and describe the project effort timeline as appropriate (submit two (2) copies of all required documents).
[bookmark: Text116]     

	Does the project proponent own the land for the proposed project? If not, does the proponent have documented access to the right of way or owns an easement to the property proposed (please attach appropriate documentation including title report as applicable).
[bookmark: Text117]     


	Design/Engineering Status:

[bookmark: Text118]Pre-planning (pre - permitting)	|_|	Status:      
[bookmark: Text119]Pre-design (design reports) (10%)	|_| 	Status:      
Schematic design (30%)	|_| 	Status:      
[bookmark: Check4]Design development (75%)	|_| 	Status:      
[bookmark: Check5]Construction documents (95%)	|_| 	Status:      
[bookmark: Check6]Bid documents (ready for bid)	|_| 	Status:      


	Permit Status

SEPA       	|_| 	Status:      
401           	|_| 	Status:      
Dept. of Fish and Wildlife consultation	|_| 	Status:      
Storage and/or Secondary Use Permit	|_| 	Status:      
[bookmark: Check7]Other: (     	)	|_| 	Status:      
Other:(     	)	|_| 	Status:      
Other: (     	)	|_| 	Status:      




	9. Signatures (send this sheet electronically and by original signature in surface mail)



I certify that the information above is true and accurate to the best of my knowledge.
I understand that in order to process my application, I am here by granting staff from the Department of Ecology access to the above site(s) for inspection and monitoring purposes.
If assisted in the preparation of the above application, I understand that all responsibility for the accuracy of the information rests with me.
I also understand that I may rescind this application at any time prior to signing the Agreement with no other obligations or requirements.


_______________________________________	_____/_____/_____
(Applicant/ Grant Recipient) 	(Date)


_______________________________________	_____/_____/_____
(Water Right Holder) 	(Date)


_______________________________________	_____/_____/_____
(Land Owner(s) of Existing Place of Use) 	(Date)



For More Information Contact: 	Dave Burdick
Voice:		(360) 407-6094
Email: 	dbur461@ecy.wa.gov
Web:		http://www.ecy.wa.gov/watershed/Index.html








If you need this document in an alternate format, please call the Water Resources Program at 360-407-6600.  Persons with hearing loss can call 711 for Washington Relay Service.  Persons with a speech disability can call 877-833-6341.
[image: ECOLOGO-BW]Section 2.2
Capital Budget Grant Request Form
Watershed Plan Implementation and Flow Achievement Proviso
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Frequently Asked Questions about Elements of a Successful
Stream Gaging Project Grant Request
1. How will Stream Gage Installation and Operation/Maintenance Grants be funded?
Successful grant applicants may receive funding from two sources, depending on the request:
· The Capital Budget’s ‘Watershed Plan Implementation and Flow Achievement Appropriation’ will be used exclusively to fund gage purchase and installation work. Funds from this appropriation cannot be used for rating curve development and calibration.
· The Operating Budget’s General Fund-State (GF-S) will be used to fund all Operating tasks, such as: developing the initial rating curves and maintaining them over the life of the project; routine operation and maintenance; gage calibration; long-term monitoring; and data collection, retrieval, compilation and reporting. Building local stream gaging capacity is very important to us, so proposals can include tasks or elements to train public sector staff or other local partners in stream gaging practices and techniques. Ecology gage operation training and certification, plus a program plan to ensure routine quality assurance and control of local gage operators may be part of the grant.
Based on the above, stream gaging grant requests must clearly differentiate between the project’s tasks meant for Capital Budget or Operating Budget funding.
2. Can stream gaging projects fulfill the goal of shared governance for watershed plan implementation?
Yes. We think these kinds of projects provide a good example of shared governance. For example, stream gaging responsibilities and outcomes can be shared between Ecology, a watershed planning group or other local partners. It is reasonable to expect that Ecology and watershed planning groups will be jointly responsible for these projects to meet local and statewide stream gaging strategies and to share stream gaging data and outcomes.
3. Are there any special considerations or pieces of information needed for Stream Gaging Project Grant Requests?
The following information should be included or addressed in your request:
· How many gages are you requesting? The number and the placement of stream gages in the watershed must be proportionate to the management needs and hydrological characteristics of the basin. Please describe how your project will meet this condition.
If your project is funded, the proposed number and placement of gages may be modified. Ecology stream gaging staff will meet with project proponents to determine if more or fewer gages than proposed are needed to meet project objectives.
· How will you collect, store, manage, and share data?
Stream gaging projects must provide accurate, credible data that can be readily shared with Ecology and the interested public. Grantees will need to show that:
· Stream gaging equipment purchases will be approved by Ecology to ensure equipment compatibility, quality, accuracy, and durability. Equipment must be equivalent to gages installed by the Department of Ecology or the U.S. Geological Survey (see attached document). For successful grant applicants, we will purchase all locally installed equipment as part of the grant award.
· Gages must be operated according to an approved Quality Assurance Project Plan or Standard Operating Procedures approved by Ecology  (http://www.ecy.wa.gov/biblio/0503204.html).
· Data must be stored and managed in an approved, shareable data management system using basic data formats and data definitions provided by Ecology. We use software program called Environmental Information Management (EIM). 
· The link to EIM is at: (http://www.ecy.wa.gov/eim/submitdata.htm). If you are awarded a stream gaging grant and you are not familiar with this system, Ecology staff will train you to use this site if needed for your project.
· What are the proposed timeframes for the overall stream gaging project and the planned timeframe of use for each gage? For example, will the gage site and use be:
· Temporary (estimate the years) to support development of an in-stream flow rule?
· Temporary (estimate the years) to support development of a basin flow model?
· Needed for a finite timeframe (estimate the years) or a permanent timeframe (with a start time but no foreseen end time) to implement specific water management schemes, such as water transfers, or water exchanges or banks?
· Permanent to monitor an approved in-stream flow rule? 
· Permanent to support other compliance or local management needs?
· Are there any proposed sources of local funding that will be used for any on-going operation and maintenance costs?  A local entity’s reference of local resources (public or private) to offset costs will improve the project’s ranking and chances for funding. This could include the use of equipment to manually measure flows to establish discharge rating curves, etc.
· 
Who will install gages and who will handle Operations and Maintenance?
· The Department of Ecology (may include a local partnership grant for local participation and to build local stream gaging capacity). For the 2011-13 grant cycle this is our most preferred installation and O/M option in most cases.
· The U.S. Geological Survey
· Local entities (County, City, Special District, or Tribal Nations)
· Private sector contractors or non-profit entities. For the 2011-13 grant cycle this is our least preferred installation and O/M option in most cases.
For c) and d) above, applicants must show whether a capital grant, an Operating grant, or both types of grants are requested.
When the lead agency proposes to install and/or operate and maintain one or more gages by consultants or local public sector resources, what are the gage installer’s and operation/maintenance staff’s qualifications and demonstrated experience in?
· Installing and operating stream gages.
· Performing manual stream discharge measurements and associated surveying.
· Managing projects or contracts involving stream gaging activities.
· Data retrieval, compilation and sharing of data with governmental agencies.
· Are there any limits on the maximum amount of funding that can be requested for stream gaging projects?
Yes. During our review we’ll look at specific project costs proposals for gage purchase(s) and installation plus operations/maintenance costs. We’ll compare the proposed costs to Ecology Benchmark Costs for statewide stream gaging activities. These Benchmark Costs include experience from past and current stream gaging grants and partnerships with local entities. To assist those who may be new to submitting stream gaging grant requests, we’ve included our Benchmark Costs for your reference. 
Local project cost proposals or estimates can be 120% of Benchmark Costs to account for proposals to use a contractor’s or consultant’s services for installation, operation, and maintenance. A grant request and subsequent award may exceed the 120% limit if it is determined that Ecology and the lead agency or another local public sector partner don’t have the internal capacity (personnel and resources) to effectively carry out the project, and private sector resources are needed and justified.
Ecology Benchmark Costs are on the next page.

Additional technical information about stream gages can be found in 
Attachment 1 at the end of this application.


Ecology Benchmark Costs for 
Stream Gaging Purchase, Installation and Operations/Maintenance
1) Gage Purchase and Installation
a) Continuous Recording Gages
(This doesn’t include costs for permitting. These average costs vary by county. Stand Alone Bubbler and Real Time Telemetry Gages need JARPA permits)
Gage cost and installation, one time:
· Stand Alone with Wet Transducer 	= $3,700
· Stand Alone with Bubbler		= $6,500
· Real Time Telemetry Radio		= $3,500
Total Cost Range	= $7,200 to $13,500 (depending on gage type)
Note: Stand Alone Bubbler and Real Time Telemetry Gages require JARPA permits
b) Staff Gages 
(JARPA permits usually not needed)
· Gage cost	= $100
· Installation 	= $200
· Site Survey	= $1,500 
Total 	= $1,800
2) Gage Operations and Maintenance (based on current grants)
a) Continuous Recording Gages
· Local Field O/M = $2 K/year + Ecology O&M which is about $3-4K/year/gage
· Local Data Management (only for non-telemetry type gages). This includes all aspects of data management including:
· Downloading data and entering data into database
· QA data and developing flow curve
· Finalizing data and making the data available to the public
The total cost could be from $11,000 to 13,000 per year/gage (O/M only)
b) Staff Gages

· Local Field O/M = $2.5 K/year/gage + our O&M which is about $2-3K/year/gage
· Local Data Management = $500/year
· Flow Curve Development = $1-2K/year/gage
The total cost could be from $6,000 to 8,000 per year/gage (O/M only)


[image: ECOLOGO-BW]Section 2.3: 
Stream Gaging Project Grant Request Form
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Part 1: Project Title, Priority Rank, Applicant Information and Location

	1. Project Title and Priority Ranking (from the Planning Group)
Title: (NEW for 2011-13: Please label your electronic file the same as the title used here and begin with the WRIA #. Example: WRIA 64 Stream Gaging Proposal)
Priority Rank: REQUIRED IF YOUR GROUP IS PROPOSING TWO OR MORE PROJECTS
[If your Operating Project Grant Request is related to a Capital Project Grant Request -Watershed Plan Implementation and Flow Achievement Proviso please cross-reference the name of that project here]

	2. Applicant Name
     
	3. Federal ID Number
     

	4. Applicant Staff Contact - Project Coordinator

	Name:       
	Title:       

	Telephone Number:       
	Fax Number:       
	E-Mail Address:       

	Address:       

	City:       
	State:       
	Zip Code:       

	5. Applicant Billing Contact

	Name:       
	Title:       

	Telephone Number:       
	Fax Number:       
	E-Mail Address:       

	Payment Address:       

	City:       
	State:       
	Zip Code:       

	State Vendor Registration Number (if known):       


	6. Applicant Signatory (the person who will sign the grant if awarded)

	Name:       
	Title:       


	County(ies) for the Project
	
	WRIA(s) for the project

	Name
	Percent
	
	Water Resource Inventory Area
	Percent

	Primary      
	     
	
	Primary      
	     

	     
	     
	
	     
	     

	     
	     
	
	     
	     

	Total
	100
	
	Total
	100

	Congressional District for the Project
	
	Legislative District(s) for the Project

	Number
	Percent
	
	Name
	Percent

	Primary      
	     
	
	Primary      
	     

	     
	     
	
	     
	     

	     
	     
	
	     
	     

	Total
	100
	
	Total
	100




Part 2: Project Type, Description, Objectives, Location, Scope of Work, Tasks,
 Deliverables, Estimated Costs, Budget and Grant Submittal Process
	7. Project Type
Please check all the boxes that best fit your Stream Gaging Project Grant Request: 
|_| Monitoring, modeling, data collection for water quantity assessments
|_| Monitoring, modeling, data collection for water quality assessments
|_| Instream flow rule development preparation (local costs only)
|_| Water supply/demand initiatives or related program development/support 
|_| Other administrative or services-type project to implement the plan (briefly describe):
     



	8. Project Description, Objectives and Location
Project Description:      
Project Objectives:      
Project Location:      



	9. 
Scope of Work
FY12 =-July 1, 2011 to June 30, 2012       
FY13 = July 1, 2012 to June 30, 2013      
If this is a continuation of a project that received funding from Watershed Planning Operating Funds in 2009-11, please include the project title and grant number. 
     




	10. Project Tasks, Deliverables and Estimated Costs

Task 1:	     
	1.1	     
	1.2	     
	1.3	     
Deliverable(s):
	FY 12	     
· Due Date(s):     
	FY 13	     
· Due Date(s):     
Estimated Costs:
	FY 12	     
	FY 13	     
 [Copy the above and repeat on additional pages for Tasks 2, 3, 4 etc. if applicable]
  



	11. 
Budget
Project implementation funds are appropriated by fiscal year. You must budget and spend carefully for both FY10 and FY11. Ecology cannot guarantee that any granted but unspent project funds from FY10 will be re-appropriated by the legislature to FY11.

FY12 = July 1, 2011 to June 30, 2012 FY13 = July 1, 2012 to June 30, 2013



	
	Budget by Element
	FY 12
	FY 13
	Total

	1.
	Salaries
	$       
	$       
	$       

	2.
	Benefits
	$       
	$       
	$       

	3.
	Contracted services
	$       
	$       
	$       

	4.
	Travel
	$       
	$       
	$       

	5.
	Equipment[footnoteRef:9] [9:  Itemize all equipment and explain why the equipment is needed.] 

	$       
	$       
	$       

	6.
	Goods/services [footnoteRef:10] [10:  Itemize all Goods and Services] 

	$       
	$       
	$       

	7.
	Overhead
	$       
	$       
	$       

	
	
	
	
	

	
	Total Budget by Element
	$       
	$       
	$       

	
	
	
	
	

	
	Budget by Task
	FY 12
	FY 13
	Total

	1.
	     
	$       
	$       
	$       

	2.
	     
	$       
	$       
	$       

	3.
	     
	$       
	$       
	$       

	4.
	     
	$       
	$       
	$       

	5.
	     
	$       
	$       
	$       

	6.
	     
	$       
	$       
	$       

	7.
	     
	$       
	$       
	$       

	
	     
	
	
	

	
	Total Budget by Task
	$       
	$       
	$       

	
	
	
	
	

	
	Total Budget by Fiscal Year
	$       
	$       
	$       





		12. 
Grant Submittal Process
The grant request submittal deadline is 5 PM PDT, Friday, December 17, 2010.
Project submittals received AFTER the deadline will be put on a waiting list for later review and funding consideration.

What to Include: 
· Grant application
· Cover letter(s)
· Additional supporting documents

How to Submit: 
· Prepare your application electronically in Microsoft Office 2003 or 2007, or Adobe PDF only.
· Send your application materials to:
· Bill Zachmann, Watershed Policy and Planning Coordinator at bzac461@ecy.wa.gov 
· Optional: You may also mail a hard copy of your submittal to Ecology Headquarters to arrive before or after the 5:00 p.m. Friday, December 17, 2010 deadline. This is not required and can be in addition to but not instead of an electronic submittal.





	

		U.S. Postal Mailing Address: 
Department of Ecology
Shorelands and Environmental Assistance Program
P.O. Box 47600
Olympia, WA  98504-7600



		Overnight Mail or Hand Delivery Address:
Department of Ecology
Shorelands and Environmental Assistance Program
300 Desmond Drive
Lacey, WA  98503




	For any questions, assistance, or more information on how to submit your grant application contact:

	· Brad Hopkins, (360) 407-6686 or bhop461@ecy.wa.gov (first point of contact for technical questions)
· Bill Zachmann (360) 407-6548 or bzac461@ecy.wa.gov
· Cathy Hubbard (360) 407-6491or  cahu461@ecy.wa.gov
· Amy Krause (360) 407-7107or amkr461@ecy.wa.gov

	For specific questions about current watershed planning and implementation grants, please contact Grant Contract Officers Cathy Hubbard or Amy Krause according to your WRIA Number:

	WRIAs 1-29a
	Cathy Hubbard (360) 407-6491, e-mail cahu461@ecy.wa.gov

	WRIAs 29b-62
	Amy Krause (360) 407-7107, e-mail amkr461@ecy.wa.gov


[image: ECOLOGO-BW]		
		Section 2.3
Stream Gaging Project Grant Request Form
THIS FORM IS FOR BRAND NEW PROJECTS OR
ENHANCEMENTS TO CURRENT GAGING PROJECTS ONLY




Attachment 1
Stream Gaging Project Grant Request
Equipment Specifications
1. A Data Logger must meet or exceed the following requirements:
· Multiple analog input
· SDI-12 compatible
· Terminal block connector to provide interface for SDI-12 sensors with individual wires, plus connection points for non SDI-12 analog and digital signals
· Scalable and programmable 4-20 mA output
· Capable of logging 4 MB of data using nonvolatile internal storage
· PCMCIA Card Slot for data dumps or equivalent
· Built-in keypad and GUI that can be used for complete system configuration and or viewing current data.  Or system interface with PDA
· Compatible with high data rate GOES transmitters and standard modems
2. A Submersible Pressure Transducer must meet or exceed the following requirements:
· It should be an SDI-12 sensor
· Must have a base accuracy of 0.02% FSO over 0.0 to 40.0 C
· Must have the electrical interface cable inside the atmospheric vent tube to correct for barometric pressure
· Must have a lung type dry air system to provide the barrier against humidity
· It is required that the sensor have a media isolation barrier as a sensing element protector from silt and corrosive materials
· It must have a resolution of 1 part in 250,000 (0.004%)
· Calibration ranges should be from 0.0 – 15.0 PSI


3.  Self Contained Bubbler Data Collection Platforms must meet or exceed the following requirements:
a) A Self-Contained Gas Bubbler with Internal Compressor:
· Battery powered
· Low power consumption (can be powered at least 6 months by a 12-Volt 80-Amp hour battery and 10-Watt solar panel in ambient sunlight levels typically encountered in western Washington.  Calculations based on a 60 per minute bubble rate in 15.0 feet of water and a transmit rate of every 1 to 3 hours)
· Controlled purge cycle (automatic or manual)
· Adjustable bubble rates (30 to 120 per minute)
· Adjustable bubble control over wide stage range
b) Data Logger with Built in Pressure Transducer:
· Pressure transducer accurate to +/- 0.01 from 0.0 – 32.0 ft
· Multiple analog input
· SDI-12 compatible
· Terminal block connector to provide interface for SDI-12 sensors with individual wires, plus connection points for non SDI-12 analog and digital signals
· Scalable and programmable 4.0 – 20.0 mA output
· Capable of logging 4 MB of data using nonvolatile internal storage
· PCMCIA Card Slot for data dumps or equivalent
· Built-in keypad and GUI that can be used for complete system configuration and or viewing current data, or a system interface with a PDA
· Compatible with high data rate GOES transmitters and standard modems
· Pressure transducer accuracy less than or equal to 0.02% of full scale or + 0.007 feet from 0.0 –15.0 PSI
· Pressure transducer resolution of 1 part in 500,000
· Pressure transducer range 0.0 – 15.0 PSI
c) High Data Rate GOES Transmitter (300 baud):
· Proven compatible with data logger
· Internal GPS timer
· Type N to BNC connector for GOES transmission
d) Manual Desiccant Dryer for Compressor Air Intake:
· 4400 scoff total air flow
· Wall mount
· Removable metal bowl
· Replaceable desiccant
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Section 3

This section is provided as a resource guide to inform planning groups of other potential sources of watershed plan implementation funding. 

The list may not be complete and Ecology cannot guarantee these internet sites or links will continue to work during the grant application period. 

The sites and links were all functional in August, 2010. If you have any questions about each site’s content and funding sources, please attempt to contact the organization on your own.
If any links are broken or not working please send an e-mail message to bzac461@ecy.wa.gov.
State Funds
· Agricultural Water Supply Grant Program  
· Centennial Clean Water Fund, State Revolving Fund and Clean Water Act Sect. 319   
· Coastal Protection Fund (Husseman Account) [No website: An ECY internal fund to seed local projects, please contact the Watershed Planning Lead assigned to your Watershed Planning Group) 
· Columbia River Basin Water Management Grant Program
· Community Development Block Grants (CTED)
· Department of Agriculture Grant Programs 
· Public Works Trust Fund and State Drinking Water Revolving Fund (CTED and DOH)
· EPA Targeted Watersheds Program
· Irrigation Efficiency Grants Program (Conservation Commission)
· On-Site Septic System Repair Grant Program (Puget Sound only)  
· Reclaimed Water Grants Program  
· Salmon Recovery Funding Board Grants (WDFW)
· Water Acquisition Program
· Water Metering Program (cost share with Conservation Districts)
Federal Funds

· EPA National Estuary Project Funding
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