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Conversion Project Proposal Review
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Conversion Project Eligibility Criteria

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

West End
of A&B
Hazelton H&P Irrigation
Eligibility Criteria (Yes/No) ! Butte Farms District | Rockford | Moreland
] Wells associated with a conversion project must be located within the ESPA Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
boundary.
5 Conversion projects must result in a benefit to the ESPA through the reduction Yag Yes ik Yes o
of ground water pumping.
3 é.ands to receive conversion surface water must have valid ground water rights. - - Vo . Vag

Lands to receive surface water through a conversion project may not injure
4 | other existing water rights or adversely impact existing shareholders on the Yes Yes 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 Yes Yes
determined).

Yes Yes 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. Action may be required by individual owners within a
group system to clarify or resolve potential water right issues.



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

Hazelton Butte

Hazelton Butte

Hazelton Butte

(Short Design, (Long Design, (Long Design, Full H &P Farms :v‘;" 5:: ;L:ft Rockford Moreland E"’:"’" ;"“‘"
Reduced Rate) Reduced Rate) Rate) rion rojs
Project Project Project Project Project Project Project Project
Ranking Criteria Scoring Points || Information | Score | Information | Score || Information | Score Score || Information | Score | Informati Score || Information | Score || Information | Score
Cost Benefit: Cost/cfs/Project Acres Prorate
1 nroledistoihe ricarastio; Lowest Cost Ratio| 600 $18 400 $29 250 532 230 $31 240 $17 430 $12 600 $34 220 27 270
= 10,000 af/yr 600
: 2 5,000 afiyr 400
2 ;3;?;“‘1;' ("a‘;:‘;f;e ofeckiced groundiiverar > 2,000 atiyr 200 9600 | 400 | 9600 | 400 | 17200 | 600 | 2400 | 200 | 9600 | 400 | 13980 | eoo | 4400 | 200 | 1.800 | 100
= 1,000 afiyr 100
< 1,000 aftyr 50
3 |Projects invalving multiple farms or group projects.|SrouB project D Yes 500 Yes 500 Yes 500 No 0 Yes 500 Yes 500 Yes 500 No 0
Individual project 0
4 |availabitity of capacity in canal system. full Seasan 200 Full 500 Full 500 Full 500 Full 500 Full 500 Full 500 | Parial | 100 Full 500
Parlial Season 100
Identified environmental constraints? Score High )
5 Sasdd arn lGval 61 eonee. Low -200 None 0 None 0 None 0 None 0 None 0 None 0 None o] None 0
None 0
Identified envi tal benefits? Score based on [l i
g |\dentified environmen nefits ore ba on! i 200 None 0 None 0 None 0 None 0 None 0 None 0 None (] None o
level of concern.
None 0
i : . All 400
7 Lsszl::tace walerfor.theproject provisfe! by projact Partial 200 None 0 None o None 0 None 0 None 0 None o] None 0 None 0
) None 0
Depth to static ground water in the well(s) 23001t 200
;| |Rropdsadicibe shut downiwheny sustagewetaqfory £ 800 i 10 1 .300ft | 200 | =300 | 200 | =300% | 200 | =300t | 200 | =300%t | 200 | <100ft | o | <1008t | o | =zazoom | 200
conversion projects is available (use greatest > 100 ft 50
depth). <1001t 0
100% 300
- X n " 75% 200
g [Wikingnsss o coat shara In projact construction [0 100 25% 50 25% 50 25% 50 25% 50 50% | 100 | 25% 50 25% so | 100% | 300
or seek funding from other sources?
25% 50
Q [¢]
100% 300
; | ! 75% 200
10 Willingness to cost share in project O&M or S0% 100 50% 100 50% 100 50% 100 0% 0 50% 100 50% 100 25% 50 100% 300
Conveyance Fees?
25% 50
0% 0
How | the Project U: illing t rlicipats =18 years 200
ow long is roject User willing to participate 1 300 | =15 years | 300 | = 15years | 300 || =15 years | 300 | =15years | 300 | =15years | 300 | =5years | 100
1 in the ESPA CAMP process? z 5 years 100 =15 years | 300 || =15 years year: y yi yi yi
< 5 years 0
. cs < 1 mile 200
12 A from source™ . [ mile 700 1 =5mie | o | 25mie | o | 2smie | o | =1mie | 100 | 25mite | o | =1mie | 100 | 21mie | 100 | <1mie | 200
1 pa 2 5 mile 0
[High 200 ' 5
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
A [High 100 :
14/ |LOveYof conveyance.company's willingness:tor =3 rerem 50 | Medium | 50 | Medium | 50 | Medium | 50 | Medium | s0 High 100 | High 100 Low o High 100
participate in delivery to proposed projects. 7 =
ow
Amount of responsibility required by the State for [High -600 ) N .
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
PR : High 500 ; Low (own
16 [Level of administration required by the Statefor. I\ 250 High | -s00 | migh |-so0| wigh |-s00| Hign | -500 | Medium | -250 | Medium | -250 | High | -s00 | “ZEUTER |0
water delivery. T = PRy
ow

TOTAL SCORE|
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FINAL RANKING

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

* |s 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 Example Small
Ranking Criteria Selection/Ranking Reduced Rate) | Reduced Rate) Full Rate) H & P Farms Irrigation District Rockford Moreland Project
PROJECT RANKING BASED ON INITIAL SCORING| - - 2 5 3 1 6 4
- X . Select equal number above

1 Geagraphlc location(above and below Arnerican and below based on Below Below Below X Below Below Above X Above Below

Falls). ] e

highest Initial Scores.

Are there water right issues associated with the land b
2 |proposed for conversion that will require action by Yes - Not prohibitive

the project user and approval by the IDWR? Yes - Prohibitive (Deny

Proposal)

Working Group Discretionary Criteria or
Considerations.

FINAL RANKING
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Administration of Selection, Construction and Long-Term Management of Conversion Projects
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