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Pesticide Research and Identification of Source, and Mitigation (PRISM) GRANTS 

INTRODUCTION

The Division of Water Quality, State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB) intends to offer PRISM grants in calendar year 2003 with funds made available through the passage of the Costa-Machado Water Act of 2000 (Proposition 13).  Current fiscal year (2002-03) funding available for award under this RFP is ten million dollars ($10,000,000). 

Eight million dollars ($8,000,000) is available as Grants for PRISM Mitigation Projects.  The minimum and maximum amount that may be requested for Mitigation Projects is, respectively, $250,000 and $1,000,000. 

Two million dollars ($2,000,000) will be available as PRISM Research and Source Identification Grants.  The minimum and maximum amount that may be requested for Research and Source Identification Projects is, respectively, $50,000 and $200,000. 

This announcement pertains to subaccount Chapter 7, Article 2, Nonpoint Source Pollution Control Program, section 79117, of the Water Code.  Please read the enclosed information and application carefully and contact your Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB) to determine your eligibility for funding by this program.

Applicants are required to complete and submit the attached Application Forms 

(Attachment 1) and Project Questionnaire (Attachment 2) to be considered for PRISM Grants.  After reading these materials and while preparing your proposal you must contact a 

Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB) representative.  A list of contacts is included.

The electronic forms are available at http://www.swrcb.ca.gov/funding/index.html.

PROPOSAL IDENTIFICATION NUMBER

Prior to submitting a proposal all applicants must obtain a Proposal Identification Number (PIN) number by calling 1-866-415-3561 where a SWRCB staff person will assign PIN.  Applications submitted without a PIN will be considered non-responsive to the RFP and returned to the sender.

DEADLINE FOR PROPOSALS

All proposals must be received by the SWRCB no later than the close of business (5:00 p.m.) March 6, 2003.  Please note that unlike prior RFPs, postmarks will no longer be used to determine valid delivery dates.  Late proposals that arrive after 5:00 p.m.  March 6, 2003 will be returned unopened.

PROPOSAL SUBMITTAL

Please follow these instructions carefully.  Failure to meet requirements will result in applications being deemed non-responsive to the RFP and disqualified from consideration for funding.  After reading these materials, if you have any questions or need further assistance, please contact your RWQCB or other representative in the contact list.  If you are unable to reach a contact, you may call 1-866-415-3561 where a SWRCB staff person will assist you.  You may also send an E-Mail to DWQ_GRANTS@SWRCB.CA.GOV.

E-Mail Submittal

Applicants are encouraged to submit proposals by E-Mail.  All RFP E-Mails must contain the assigned PIN number in the subject line of the E-Mail.  All attached files should contain the PIN, including leading zeros, at the beginning of the file name.  Each attached file should not be larger than 2 megabytes.  Check with your E-mail provider for other limitations.  

Attachment 1 files must be submitted in MS Excel format.  No wet signature will be required for E-Mail submittals. Attachment 2 files must be either MS Word or a plain text (.txt) format. Maps can be an object in MS Word or graphic files formatted in pdf, jpeg, or gif.  Graphic file sizes can be minimized by restricting color resolution to 256 colors.  Send E-Mail submittals to DWQ_GRANTS@SWRCB.CA.GOV.

The SWRCB will send a reply confirming receipt of the applicant’s E-Mail. The confirmation only acknowledges receipt of the E-Mail and does not address the integrity, completeness, or timeliness of the attachments.  Applicants may call 1-866-415-3561 to inquire about the status of E-Mailed files.

Hard Copy Submittal

Applicants not submitting through E-Mail, must submit one original and 2 paper copies, and a digital copy of their proposal package to the SWRCB.  The package will include the completed forms in this RFP and a project map as appropriate.

Digital copies can be on either a CDROM or 1.44 MB floppy disk.  Digital files in MS Word 97, or later, format are preferred; however, this is not a requirement.  Applicants that cannot comply with this request must call their SWRCB or RWQCB representative for assistance prior to submitting an application.

Do not include support letters with the proposals.  Instead, send any support letters to DWQ - GRANTS, Watershed Project Support Section, Division of Water Quality, State Water Resources Control Board, 1001 I Street, 15th Floor, Sacramento, California 95814.  Support letters should include the complete proposal title and the application number.

This document, attachments, and appendix are available from the RWQCBs, SWRCB, or electronically from SWRCB web site at http://www.swrcb.ca.gov/funding/index.html.

Proposals must be sent or delivered to: 

DWQ - GRANTS

Watershed Project Support Section

Division of Water Quality

State Water Resources Control Board

Division of Water Quality

1001 I Street, 15th Floor

Sacramento, California 95814

All proposals will become public information once the solicitation has closed and program staff has determined that they are complete and responsive to this RFP.  When an applicant signs and submits a proposal for consideration, the applicant waives any rights to privacy and the confidentiality of the proposal. 

PROCESS

The steps are as follows:

1. RFP document is released to the public in December 2002.

2. Applicant contacts SWRCB, RWQCB staff to determine eligibility.

3. Project proponents must submit application package by March 6, 2003.

4. The Pesticide Technical Advisory Committee (PTAC) and other agency staff will review all responsive proposals and evaluate them based on the level of responsiveness to respective PRISM grant criterion and by the number of criteria met.  SWRCB staff will notify in writing all applicants of ineligible projects, if any.

5. The PTAC will then rank in priority order all projects and develop a priority list for each type of PRISM grant. 

6. SWRCB considers the final recommended priority lists from the PTAC at a SWRCB workshop and adopts final consolidated priority lists of Grant program projects at a SWRCB meeting.

7. Grant recipients will receive a notice of award and shall negotiate with the SWRCB an agreement to implement the project.  After notice of award the negotiation and execution of a contract may take 6 to 12 months. 

SCHEDULE

1)
Request for Proposals released 




      December 6, 2002
2)
Proposal coordination and development 

December 6, 2002 – March 6, 2003

3)
Proposal Due to SWRCB






  March 6, 2003

4)
Proposal reviews by program staff



     March – April, 2003

5)
Proposal ranking and selection for each program


mid - April 2003

6)
Management review of project selection and ranking

        April – May, 2003

7)
SWRCB approves project priority list




  June 18, 2003

GRANT PROGRAM REQUIREMENTS

Eligibility For Prism Grant Funds

The PRISM grant funds are available to local public agencies or nonprofit organizations with members directly benefiting from the project.  Federal and State agencies and departments, and political subdivisions are not eligible to apply directly for funds under this subaccount.  They may co-operate or partner with other eligible applicants.

PRISM grants can be used to fund urban pesticide pollution  projects, work related to the regulation of aquatic pesticide use and agricultural wastewater discharges, and other pesticide pollution projects related to water quality.

No project shall receive a PRISM grant if it also receives Coastal Nonpoint Source Pollution Control Program funds pursuant to Article 5, section 79148 of the Water Code.
Project proposals must meet one or more of the following criteria:

1. Consistent with local watershed management plans including species recovery and regional water quality control plans.

2. A broad-based nonpoint source project, including a project identified in the SWRCB's "Initiatives in NPS Management," dated September 1995, and nonpoint source technical advisory committee reports.

3. Consistent with the "Integrated Plan for Implementation of the Watershed Management Initiative" prepared by SWRCB and RWQCBs.

4. Ability to implement management measures and practices or other needed projects identified by SWRCB pursuant to its nonpoint source pollution control program's 15-year implementation strategy and five-year implementation plan that meets the requirements of section 6217(g) of the federal Coastal Zone Act Reauthorization Amendments of 1990.

Projects, Capital Costs, and Cost Match 
Mitigation grants that are “capital cost projects” must provide matching sources of funding for a project.

A “capital cost project” or ‘mitigation project’ typically involves construction and implementation of a project.  An engineering feasibility and design study that leads to construction of a project is an eligible capital cost project.
Examples of capital cost projects include projects that encompass grading, dredging, excavation, revegetation, watershed restoration activities, and projects involving the purchase of land or any interest thereof.

A capital cost match of 15 percent will be required for the entire cost of the project.  The percent match requirement is most easily calculated as in the following example:

$250,000 
Total Project Cost 

     x 0.15      
Required Match Factor (15%)

$  37,500 
Required Cost Match

Project Monitoring and Assessment

In the Project Questionnaire (Attachment 2) applicants must address how their project will measure water quality or watershed improvements resulting from the project.  This is an important criterion reflecting a priority goal for our grant programs.  The goal is to better demonstrate regional and statewide benefits, if any, and the success of projects.  This will allow us to identify project types that have a high likelihood of success in achieving their intended goals in addition to satisfying various statutory reporting requirements.  To achieve this goal, ‘Project Monitoring and Assessment’ will be required after a project is awarded funding and implemented in accordance with a negotiated contract. 

The details of a plan for project monitoring and assessment are not required in the Project Questionnaire for this RFP.  However, all proposals must identify appropriate methods for measuring and identifying project success.  Project proponents can show the success of the project through water quality measurements (before and after), estimates of pollution load reductions, number of individuals trained, number of acres on which management practices were implemented or other quantitative measures or indicators.  These measures and indicators should be used to fit the needs of a particular project.

Laboratory Analysis
An analytical laboratory that will perform chemical analyses or assays must be on the current Environmental Laboratory Accreditation Program list of certified laboratories.  The list is available from the California Department of Health Services and can be viewed on the internet at http://www.dhs.ca.gov/ps/ls/elap/elapindex.htm. A laboratory that is a California Department of Health Services reference laboratory may also be used for analysis.

Data Quality

Quality Assurance Project Plans (QAPP) will be required of awarded projects.  Projects should budget for Data Quality Assurance Costs.  Costs related to QAPP development are  eligible for grant funding.
Projects that include ambient water quality monitoring must include, in the project QAPP, appropriate elements of the QAPP established by the SWRCB for the Surface Water Ambient Monitoring Program (SWAMP).  Information on SWAMP and the QAPP can be viewed on the internet at http://www.swrcb.ca.gov/swamp.

CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT (CEQA)

California law requires projects likely to have potentially significant environmental effects to comply with CEQA (Public Resource Code §21000 et seq.).  CEQA applies to “projects” proposed to be undertaken or requiring approval by the State and local government agencies.

SWRCB’s selection of a project for a PRISM grant does not foreclose appropriate consideration of alternatives or mitigation measures that would reduce or eliminate adverse environmental effects of that project during the CEQA review process.  Complete information on CEQA can be found at http://ceres.ca.gov/ceqa/.
ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE

SWRCB/RWQCBs conduct their programs, policies, and activities that substantially affect human health or the environment in a manner that ensures the fair treatment of people of all races, cultures, and income levels, including minority populations and low-income populations of the State.  The PRISM Grant Program will be administered in accordance with 

Public Resources Code section 72000 (d).  This section of the code requires applicable programs to improve research and data collection related to the health of and environment of people of all races, cultures, and income levels, including minority populations and 

low-income populations of the State.

APPLICATION FORMS AND PROJECT QUESTIONNAIRE

Your submittal will consist of 2 parts, the 2-page Application Form in Attachment 1, and the Project questionnaire to be completed using the format in Attachment 2.  The length of response to each question can be adjusted provided all relevant questions are answered and the adjusted Project Questionnaire does not exceed ten (10) pages using a font size no smaller than 10 pitch.  The project evaluation and selection criteria outlined in Appendix A will be used by reviewers and should be considered in your responses to the questionnaire.
Electronic copies can be on either a CDROM or 1.44 MB floppy disk.  Electronic files in MS Word 97 format are preferred; however, this is not a requirement.  A blank copy of Attachment 1 can be obtained at the web site http://www.swrcb.ca.gov/funding/index.html. This form is in Microsoft EXCEL for Windows format and, the completed form should also be submitted in that format.  Applicants that cannot meet this request must call their SWRCB or RWQCB representative at 1-866-415-3561 for assistance prior to submitting an application. 

This RFP (with the forms) is available electronically on the Internet at the SWRCB's Internet Homepage at http://www.swrcb.ca.gov/funding/index.html

.
PRISM contacts for Assistance or Information

Regional Water Quality Control Board Contacts



NORTH COAST REGION (1)

Janet Blake or Bernadette Reed

5550 Skylane Boulevard, Suite A

Santa Rosa, CA 95403

(707) 576-2805 – Janet Blake

(707) 576-2678 – Bernadette Reed

FAX:  (707) 523-0135

Pam Buford (Tulare Lake Bed)

CENTRAL VALLEY REGION
FRESNO OFFICE (5F)

3614 East Ashlan Avenue

Fresno, CA 93726

(559) 445-5576

FAX:  (559) 445-5910



Carrie Austin or Bill Johnson
SAN FRANCISCO BAY REGION (2)

1515 Clay Street, Suite 1400

Oakland, CA 94612

(510) 622-1015

FAX:  (510) 622-2460


Cindy Wise

LAHONTAN REGION (6SLT)

2501 South Lake Tahoe Blvd.

South Lake Tahoe, CA 96150

(530) 542-5408

FAX:  (530) 544-2271

Alison Jones or Sorrel Marks

CENTRAL COAST REGION (3)
81 Higuera Street, Suite 200

San Luis Obispo, CA 93401-5427

(805) 542-4646 – Alison Jones

(805) 549-3695 – Sorrel Marks

FAX:  (805) 543-0397


Doug Wylie
COLORADO RIVER BASIN REGION (7)

73-720 Fred Waring Drive, Suite 100

Palm Desert, CA 92260

(760) 346-6585

FAX:  (760) 341-6820



Raymond Jay (Nonpoint Source [NPS] and 

  Coastal NPS)

LOS ANGELES REGION (4)
320 West 4th Street, Suite 200

Los Angeles, CA 90013

(213) 576-6689

FAX:  (213) 576-6686


Kelly Briggs (NPS)

Jeanne Chilcott (San Joaquin)

Lori Webber (Lower Sacramento)

CENTRAL VALLEY REGION (5S)
3443 Routier Road, Suite A

Sacramento, CA 95827-3098

(916) 255-3090 – Kelly Briggs

(916) 255-3088 – Jeanne Chilcott

(916) 255-0745 – Lori Webber

FAX:  (916) 255-3015



Mark Adelson

SANTA ANA REGION (8)

3737 Main Street, Suite 500

Riverside, CA 92501-3339

(909) 782-3234

FAX:  (909) 781-6288
Bruce Posthumus

SAN DIEGO REGION (9)
9771 Clairemont Mesa Blvd., Suite A

San Diego, CA 92124

(619) 467-2964

FAX:  (619) 571-6972



Dennis Heiman (Upper Sacramento)

CENTRAL VALLEY REGION

REDDING OFFICE (5R)
415 Knollcrest Drive

Redding, CA 96002

(530) 224-4851

FAX:  (530) 224-4857


Steven Rodriguez

STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD

DIVISION OF WATER QUALITY

1001 I Street, 15th Floor 

Sacramento, CA 94244-2130

(916) 324-9944

FAX:  (916) 341-5470

ATTACHMENT 1

APPLICATION FORM

(Download MS Excel 97 Spreadsheet from 

http://www.swrcb.ca.gov/funding/index.html)
ATTACHMENT 2

PROJECT QUESTIONNAIRE

The PROJECT QUESTIONNAIRE serves as your proposal and must be completed. The project proposal shall not exceed ten pages and shall use a font size of at least 10 pitch.  The questionnaire is designed to be a summary of the project.  If any of the questions are not applicable provide a brief explanation. Reponses should reference the number from the questionnaire and be in a minimum font size of 10 pitch.  The total length of all responses shall not exceed ten pages and shall use a font size of at least 10 pitch.
1. STATE THE PURPOSE OF THE PROJECT.


2. IF THE PROJECT INVOLVES RESEARCH OR SOURCE IDENTIFICATION, STATE THE HYPOTHESIS TO BE TESTED.

3. PROVIDE A BRIEF PROCEDURAL OUTLINE OF THE PROJECT ACTIVITIES.

4. IF THE PROJECT INVOLVES RESEARCH AND SOURCE IDENTIFICATION, DESCRIBE HOW THE HYPOTHESIS WILL BE TESTED.

5. BRIEFLY DESCRIBE ANY MONITORING OR SAMPLING AND ANALYSIS PLAN FOR THE PROJECT, INCLUDING SPECIFIC SITES AND PARAMETERS TO BE MONITORED; APPROPRIATE LOCATION, TIMING AND FREQUENCY OF SAMPLING; AND APPLICABLE QUALITY CONTROL PROVISIONS.  INDICATE WHETHER THE PROJECT INCLUDES CITIZEN MONITORING.

6. INDICATE WHETHER THE PROPOSED ACTIVITY INVOLVES ANALYSIS, MEASUREMENT, OR MITIGATION OF:


· UNKNOWN SOURCES OF PESTICIDE POLLUTION,


· KNOWN SOURCES OF PESTICIDE POLLUTION,


· SINGLE PESTICIDE PRODUCT,


· MULTIPLE PESTICIDE PRODUCTS,


· PESTICIDE BREAKDOWN PRODUCTS,


· ADDITIVE EFFECTS OF PESTICIDES OR PESTICIDE BREAKDOWN PRODUCTS, OR 


· PARTITIONING AMONG VARIOUS SOURCES OF PESTICIDE POLLUTION;

7. IDENTIFY THE LAND USE IMPACTED OR TARGETED BY THE PROJECT AND PROVIDE THE POPULATION (LATEST CENSUS) AND AREA (IN ACRES) ASSOCIATED WITH EACH LAND USE.  THE LAND USES SHOULD BE SPECIFIED AS FOLLOWS:

SINGLE-FAMILY RESIDENTIAL; MULTI-FAMILY RESIDENTIAL; APARTMENT RESIDENTIAL; IRRIGATED AGRICULTURE BY CROP TYPE; DRYLAND AGRICULTURE BY CROP TYPE; WETLANDS; VERNAL POOLS; FOREST; PARKS; GOLF COURSES; LAKES; RIVERS AND STREAMS; RESERVOIRS; GROUNDWATER; COMMERCIAL; OR INDUSTRIAL.

8. IDENTIFY THE WATER QUALITY OBJECTIVES AND BENEFICIAL USES ADDRESSED BY THE PROJECT.

9. PROVIDE ESTIMATES OF THE AREAL OR LINEAR EXTENT, OR VOLUME OF IMPAIRED WATER (IN APPROPRIATE UNITS) THAT WILL BE ADDRESSED BY THE PROJECT.


10. PROVIDE A BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE METHODOLOGIES THAT WILL BE USED TO MEASURE WATER QUALITY IMPROVEMENTS AND INTERPRET OTHER DATA OR RESULTS FROM THE PROJECT.

11. DESCRIBE HOW THE RESEARCH OR SOURCE IDENTIFICATION PROJECT WILL PROVIDE WATER QUALITY BENEFITS FOR A PERIOD OF 20 YEARS BEYOND PROJECT IMPLEMENTATION.

12. PROVIDE THE NAME OF ANY ENTITY THAT APPLICANT INTENDS TO USE TO CONDUCT SAMPLING OR MONITORING FOR THE PROJECT.


13. PROVIDE THE NAME OF THE ANALYTICAL LABORATORY THAT APPLICANT INTENDS TO USE TO PERFORM CHEMICAL ANALYSES OR ASSAYS.  INDICATE WHETHER SUCH LABORATORY IS OPERATED BY THE APPLICANT, A LABORATORY OR AGENCY DESIGNATED AS A COOPERATING AGENCY TO THE PROJECT, OR OTHER LABORATORY.

14. PROVIDE THE STARTING AND ENDING DATES FOR THE ACTIVITIES PROPOSED FOR FUNDING UNDER THIS GRANT.

15. INDICATE WHETHER THIS IS A PHASED PROJECT OR PART OF A LARGER PROJECT;


16. PROVIDE A SUMMARY OF THE PRODUCTS, STATUS, RESULTS, AND SIGNIFICANCE OF PREVIOUS WORK THAT ADDRESSES THE PESTICIDE SUBJECT DESCRIBED IN THE PROJECT PROPOSAL.


17. PROVIDE AN 8 ½ X 11 MAP DEPICTING THE PROJECT AREA IF THE PROJECT INVOLVES MONITORING SITES, TRIAL PLOTS, OR OTHER FIELD ACTIVITY.

18. LIST ANY FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE RECEIVED OR PENDING FOR WORK IN THIS WATERSHED.  LIST ALL FUNDING SOURCES AND SPECIFIC TYPES OF ASSISTANCE THAT HAVE BEEN USED OR ARE CURRENTLY BEING USED TO SUPPORT WORK IN THIS WATERSHED. 

19. STATE THE MOST EFFECTIVE MEANS FOR DISSEMINATION OF THE RESEARCH FINDINGS AND DESCRIBE HOW THE PROJECT WILL RESULT IN IMPLEMENTATION OR ACCEPTANCE OF RESEARCH RESULTS OR PRODUCTS THROUGHOUT THE PROJECT AREA, REGION, OR STATE.

20. PROVIDE A DESCRIPTION OF THE PROJECT’S READINESS TO PROCEED THAT INCLUDES THE STATUS OF PERMIT ACQUISITIONS PREREQUISITE TO THE WORK.

APPENDIX A

PROJECT EVALUATION AND SELECTION CRITERIA

Project Evaluation and selection criteria

Research, Identification of Source, and Mitigation Projects (All Projects)

1. Project proposals will be evaluated for technical and scientific soundness. Project proposals should establish a likelihood of mitigating the degradation of water quality or restoring water quality.

2. Project proposals will be evaluated for the level of reliance on additional funding sources.  If other funding sources are necessary to make the project fully functional, the applicant shall identify these funding sources and demonstrate a strong likelihood that these funds will be available within the one year time frame for commitment of the funding from this program.

3. Project proposals will be evaluated for readiness to proceed.

Pesticide Mitigation Grants

For pesticide mitigation grants, the SWRCB shall prioritize project proposals received during each filing period using the following criteria:

1. Likely effect on nonpoint sources of pesticide pollution that poses immediate or widespread threats to State waters;


2. Likely effect on pesticide pollution problems that have been considered resistant to treatment or mitigation;


3. Likely benefit to water quality over a wide area;


4. Benefit/cost ratio;


5. Ability to facilitate compliance with action levels, permitting thresholds, toxicity, allocations, numeric standards, narrative standards, and other characterizations of allowable pesticide concentrations in water;


6. Level of cooperation with recognized pesticide research institutions or agencies;


7. Likelihood of measurable water quality improvement;


8. Consistency with an established watershed plan, habitat conservation plan, Total Maximum Daily Load (TMDL), watershed restoration action strategy, general plan, resource management plan, or other plan that will contribute to more effective watershed management;


9. Level of assistance to pesticide users in meeting TMDL guidelines for their respective watersheds;


10. Likely effect on 303(d) listed water body;


11. Level of collaboration and coordination among multiple stakeholders, agencies, or interest groups; and


12. Focus on mitigation activities that achieve measurable water quality improvements.

Pesticide Research and Identification of Source Grants

For pesticide research and source identification grants, the SWRCB shall prioritize project proposals received during each filing period using the following criteria:

1. Potential to benefit a broad spectrum of pesticide users, researchers, and the citizens and environment of the State;


2. Potential to reduce nonpoint pesticide pollution that poses immediate or widespread threats to State waters;


3. Potential to augment the existing economically feasible remediation, management, or treatment options available for the prevention and mitigation of pesticide pollution of the State’s waters;


4. Identification of previously undetected sources of pesticide pollution;


5. Development of assays and analytical methods that contribute to the improvement  of pesticide detection in environmental samples;


6. Development of assays and analytical methods that establish the effects of pesticides on the biological resources and beneficial uses of the State’s waters;


7. Identification of specific pesticides that impact water quality and beneficial uses of the State’s waters;


8. Use of source or loading analysis that provides more information on partitioning of pesticide pollutants individually or collectively within the watershed;


9. Use of monitoring that supports development of action levels, permitting thresholds, allocations, and other characterizations of pesticide impacts on water quality;


10. Support for TMDL development for pesticides that exceed State water quality standards;


11. Likelihood of providing immediate, broad-based reduction of risks associated with pesticide use;


12. Potential to provide new or more accurate information about the health and environmental risks of registered pesticides and pesticides in testing or development phases; and


13. Level of cooperation with recognized pesticide research institutions or agencies.


