
Conversion Project Proposal Review 

" " 
Working Group and 
support staff identify Perform additional analysis as necessa~ to provide 
projects and receive 

Screen out proposals & information to the Working Group & Imp ommlttee In 
applications solicited f---t other applications based on f-' the their review of potential projects (e.g. Engineering 

throuih other programs design, preliminary cost estimates, hydrologic modeling, 
(e.g. WEP) for review defined Eligibility Criteria. 

water rights review, coordination with project user an 
conveyance company) 

Develop recommendations 
for the Implementation 

Committee. 
Recommendations include Coordinate with other agencies 

Rank eligible proposals and identification of potential hroughout the process regarding 
I+-funding (e .~ CAMP, AWEP, ~ eligibility for fund ing other ~plicatlons based on 

20-25 US R Grant, etc.) , or other support(e.g. AWEP) define Ranking Criteria. 
details of the project, and 

potential water supply 
sources 



Conversion Project Eligibility Criteria 

Working Group and support staff screen project proposals based on the following Eligibilitv Criteria: 

West End 
ofA&B 

Hazelton H&P Irrigation 
Eli~ibilitv Criteria (Yes/No)' Butte Farms District 

1 
Wells associated with a conversion project must be located within the ESP A 

Yes Yes Yes 
boundary. 

2 
Conversion projects must result in a benefit to the ESPA th rough the reduction 

Yes Yes Yes 
of ground water pumping. ~ 

3 
Lands to receive conversion surface water must have valid ground water rights. 

Yes Yes Yes 2 

Lands to receive surface water through a conver,sion project may not injure 
4 other existing water rights or adversely impact existing shareholders on the Yes Yes Yes 

corresponding canal system. 

Conveyance Company has indicated it is willing to cooperate in delivering 
5 water to conversion projects (capacity and infrastructure requirements to be Yes Yes Yes 

determined). 

Yes Yes Yes 
Eligibility Determination 

1. Proposed Projects must qualify under all identified Eligibility Criteria (all Yes). 

2. A preliminary review shall be performed by support staff to determine eligibility. Aclion may be required by individual owners within a 
group system to clarify or resolve potential water right issues. 

Rockford Moreland 

Yes Yes 

Yes Yes 

Yes Yes 

Yes Yes 

Yes Yes 

Yes Yes 

I 



Conversion Project Ranking Table - Initial Score 
(Scores and data are provided for discussion purposes and do not illustrate the actual project scores) 

HBzll llon Butte Hazollon Butte Huetta n Butta 
{Short Ooslgn, (Long Design, (Long Design, Full H & P Farma 

Weat End of MB 
Rockford Moreland 

Examplo Small 

Reduc:ed Rate) Reduced Rale) Rala) 
Irrigatlo" Dis trict Projec t 

Project Projec t Project Project Project Project Project Projec t 

Ranki n Crllerla Seotin Points Information Score Information Score Information Score Information seato Inlormatlon Score Informallon Scor. Information Scoro Information Sco~ 

1 
Cost Benefit: Cost/ciS/Project Acres Prorate 

Lowest Cost Rallo 00' $18 $29 
projects to the nearest ten. 

400 250 '32 230 '31 240 $17 "0 '12 600 $34 220 $27 270 

I: 10,000 a , "'" 
Potential volume of reduced ground waler 

I: 5 000;;N, "" 2 pumping (al/yr) . I: 2.000 al r 200 9,600 400 9 ,600 400 17,200 600 2.400 200 9,600 400 13,980 600 4,400 200 1 ,BOO 100 

z: 1 000 al r '" < 1 000 ;fM 50 

3 Projac::ts involving muJlipie farms or group projects. 
Grou roO ct so, 

Yo, 500 Ve, 
rndMdua-;-;'::: 0 

500 Ve, 500 N, 0 Yo, 500 Ve, 500 Ve, 500 N, 0 

4 Availability 01 capacity in canal system. 
Full Season 500 

Full 500 Full 500 Full 500 Full 500 Full 500 Full 500 Partial 100 Full 500 
Panial Season 100 

5 l~dentllied environmental constraints? Score 
r-%h -500 

based on level 01 concern . Low ·200 None 0 None 0 None 0 None 0 None 0 None 0 None 0 None 0 

No~ 
, 

6 Ildenrilied enviroomental benefits? Score based 00 
~h 500 

level 01 concern. Low 200 None 0 None 0 None 0 None 0 None 0 None 0 None 0 None 0 

None 0 r 

Is surface water lor rhe project provided by project A" 400 

7 user? Panial 200 None 0 None 0 None 0 None 0 None 0 None 0 None 0 None 0 

None , 
Deprh 10 static ground water in the well(s) it 300 II 200 

8 
proposed to be shut down when surface water lor iI: 200 It 100 

iI: 300 It 200 il:300ft iI: 300 It iI: 300ft il:3oo ft 
conversion projects Is available (use greatest 

200 200 200 200 < 100ft 0 < 100ft 0 il:300ft 200 
it 100ft 50 

deplh). < 100 ft 0 \~ • 
100% 300 

Willingness to cosl share in projeCt construction 
75% 200 

9 or seek lunding /rom other sources? 50% '00 25% 50 25% 50 25% 50 25% 50 50% 100 25% 50 25% 50 100% 300 

25% 50 

0 0 

100% 300 .... , ... , 
75% 200 

10 
Will ingness to cost share in projecl O&M or 

50% 100 50% 100 50% 100 50% 100 0% 0 50% 100 50% 100 25% 50 100% 300 
Conveyance Fees? 

25% 50 

0% , 
il:15years 300 

11 
How long is the Project User willing to participate 

iI: 5 years '00 iI: 15 years 300 iI: 15 years 300 O!: 15 years 300 iI: 15years 300 iI: 15 years 300 it 15 years 300 iI: 15 years 300 iI: 5 years 100 
in the ESPA CAMP process? 

< 5 yeam 0 
< 1 m~e 200 

12 
Furthest distance 01 water delivery from source 

iI: 1 mile ' 00 il:5 mile 0 O!: 5 mile 0 it5 mile 0 iI: 1 mile 100 il:5rrile 0 it 1 mile 100 it 1 mile 100 < 1 mile 200 
canal. 

it 5 mila , 
Hi h 200 

13 Level of Project User Interest. Medium 100 High 200 High 200 High 200 Medium 100 High 200 Medium 100 Low 0 High 200 

Low 0 

"'" 100 

14 
Level 01 conveyance company's willingness to 

Medium 50 Medium 50 Medium 50 Medium 50 Medium 50 High 100 High 100 Low 0 High 100 
participate in delivery to proposed projects. 

Low 0 

Amount of responsibility required by the State lor ~h ·500 

15 operation and maintenance on the pumping plant Medium ·250 High -500 High ·500 High ·500 Low 0 Medium -250 Medium -250 High -500 Low 0 

and infrastructure. Low 0 

~h ,500 Low(owo 
16 

Level 01 administration required by the State lor 
Medium -250 High -500 High -500 High -500 High -500 Medium ·250 Medium -250 High -500 0 

water delivery. 
supply) 

Low 0 
TOTAL SCORE 



1 

2 

3 

FINAL RANKING 

• Additional considerations by the Working Group that may not be reasonable to 
score can be included in the final ranking. 

• Is additional information necessary to generate recommendations for the 
Implementation Committee? 

Hazelton Butte Hazelton Butte Hazelton Butte 
Basis for (Short Design, (Long Design, (Long Design, West End of A&B 

Rankina Criteria Selection/Rankina Reduced Rate) Reduced Rate! Full Rate) H & P Farms Irriaation District Rockford Moreland -

PROJECT RANKING BASED ON INITIAL SCORING - - 2 5 3 1 6 

Geographic: location (above and below American 
Select eq.JaI number above 
and below based on Below Below Below X Bek::lw Below Above X Abo", 

Falls). 
hi~1 tlitial ScOfes . 

Are there water right issues associated with the land No 

proposed for conversion that will require action by Yes· Not prohlbltilQ 

the project user and approval by the DWA? Yes - Pro/libitilo6 (Deny 
Proposal) 

Workllg Group Discretionary Criteria or 
Considerations. 

FINAL RANKING -- -- ----_ .. _ .. _-

-
.- Example Small 

Proiect -

4 

Below 



Administration of Selection, Construction and Long-Term Management of Conversion Projects 
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(I ) 
Project Review Process 
Working Group Identifies 

prqeclS, reviews proposals, NO Proposal or 
and reviews applicatioos Application Denied 

solicited through other 
programs (e.g. AWEP) 

YES 

(2) Review & Approval by 
Implementation COOlmittee Approve NO 
based on available budget Project 

YES 

(3) Review! 
Approval by the 

tWAB 
f--o 

(4) Develop pn (5) Issue Funding 
coordination with the (CAMP, AWEP, or 

AG's Office, Wor1cing other ~ture funding 
Group, elc.) and source) 

Execute Contract or 
MOU bIw the tWAB 

(Slale), Project User & 

Conveyance Company Construct approved ~ '-~~:"'+-----------------------------11 pr'Ojecl (could 
t inClude tWAB 
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participation) 
(7) 

Water Delivery 
Process 

Annual Water 
Accounting & 

Delivery 

r' 

I-

(' ) 
Long·term 

AdminiSlTation 
Process r---... 

Long·term Operation, 
Administration & 

Monitoring 

Benefits frem proiec'l 
applied 10 meet 

ESPA CAMP goals. 
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(Water District 01 & 
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