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Cdt~a Rank Description o I ~ :~ =~ ! ~ Comments/Clarifying Questions
E~ I High: Requlren~ents for "Medium’ rank are mei. Project �leady and comprehensiv;i~ ’ "J "

Biok)gic~ addresses a major water qualily issue in an impodant area. Project is located in an area
Benefits of documented high use (or potential use) by pdority species. Without the project,

existing, ongoing impacts to pdodty species are expected to be significant due to water ~ ~...[=.~,r" ~,~X p~-o~o(�-=~.. - ~’~-’~O’r"

¯ quality problems. ERP recognizf)s the wate~ quality concerns in the.area. Benefits would
be realized system -wide due to links to complementary phases/proposals/projects in the /

Medium: Project provides’clear bestirs to prk~dty species, or ad’dresses key data needs.

re.ddues or increased DO). Project location and size are consistent with
protection/enhancement for the species of interest. Project appears to be the most viable u’)

alternative for the site. Project is co~istent with ERP goals, and other CALFED Lou~ ~ ~-~.~0 i~0.~, o~cjv~" 0,)

Low: Benefits to Pdority species are ren~e, dubious, or unclear, site of project has ’ \
indirect connection to aquatic habitat for priodty species. Better alternatives to the project
are likely. Project potentially conflicts with other projects and/or CALFED objectives (such
as drinking water quality).

Technical     High:.,Requirements for "Medium" rank are met. Project type is of proven feasibility and
Feasibility and there are no obstacles to implementation. Project is ready for initiation. There are no
Timing       remaining implementation issues. Project timing complements or enhances other

phases/projects/programs. Environmental compliance needs are identified and already at
least pmlially addressed. Project is already identified as the best alternative.

Medium: Project is technically feasible and no major’obstacles to implementation are -
expected. Proposed tasks’are ready to be initiated. EnvironmentaJ compliance needsam
identit’ied. Any outstanding Implementation issues are identified and addressed.
Alternatives are evaluated. Proposed schedule is compatible with CALFED process.

Low: Technical feasibility is’ quastionabie. Potentially major o.bsta~les toimptementation
exist. Project tasks are not ready to be initiated. Altematives not considered.
Environmental documentation needs not identified. Proposed schedule is incompatible                                                     "
with CALFED process.
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EvalusUon                                                                                           _,    =E :~
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Low: Cost infoflnation incomplete or insufficiently detailed. Other resources not b~ing
used to maximize cost effectiveness. O&M funding sources not identified. Costs appear
unreasonably high, or are insufficient, to accomplish the proposed scope of work.
Administrative Costs not included or unreasonably high.

¯ Cos~Sha~ng High: Requirements for "Medium’ rank are met. At least half of the project cost is provided ....

Medium: Other entities and/or applicant(s) sharing in the cost are identified. Some cost
’share, or In-kind services, are Wovided. Status of other funding commitments is indicated. . ~,~,.$ prow~z~.t~ (-J~’J"
a.,,nd,an,y, relevant cost-shad ,ng require.’~m,, nts disclosed.
Low: No cost, share, or in-kind seryt, cas are provided. ,~

Applicant High: Requirements for "Medium" rank are met. Individuals or organ.izations have
~ !extens~e. successful experience in completing similar types of projects. Any previous

CALFED related contracts are being (or have been) successfully executed.

Medium: Organization of staff and participant organizations is dear. Respo~sibilibes’of’ ’           X
individuals and organizations are identified f~ technical, administrative, and management
roles. Biosketches are provided that indicate acceptable levels of expertise’for the project.
Potential conflicts of interest ar~ disclosed..                                                            .

,I~w:. Orgardzation of staff or participant orgardzatlons is not dear, Individual
responsibilities not clef’reed. Info~nation is Incomplete. Significant. or undisclosed,
confticts of interest exist.
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