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GRANT PROGRAM
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Project Name: _Water for Irrigation, Streams and Economy (WISE)

Type of Grant Requested: D Water Conservation ] Reuse [J Above Ground Storage
[] Storage Other Than Above-Ground [Including Aquifer Storage and Recovery (ASR)]

Program Funding Dollars Requested: $ $500,000 Total cost of planning study: $ $1,000,000

Note: Request may not exceed $3500,000

Applicant Name: Jim Hill Co- Applicant Name: ]
Organization:  City of Medford, Water Reclamation Division Organization: |
Address 411 West 8" Street Address: \
Medford, Oregon 97501 ]
Phone (541) 774-2108 Phone: ]
Fax: (541) 774-2552 Fax:
Email: Jim.Hill@ci.medford.or.us Email:
Fiscal Officer Name: Tom Suttle Principle Contact: ]
Organization:  City of Medford, Water Reclamation Division Organization:
Address: 1100 Kirtland Road Address:
Central Point, Oregon 97502
Phone: (541) 774-2757 Phone:
Fax: (541) 774-2797 Fax:
Email: Tom.Suttle@ci.medford.or.us Email:
Certification:

I certify that this application is a true and accurate representation of the proposed work for a project planning study and that I am
authorized to sign as the Applicant or Co-Applicant. By the following signature, the Applicant certifies that they are aware of the
requirements of an Oregon|Water Resources Department grant and are prepared to implement the project if awarded.

Applicant Signature: Date: __ 8/29/2008

Print Name: Jim Hill Title: Medford WRD Administrator

Please give a brief summary of the planning study using no more than 150 words.
The WISE Project is conducting a Feasibility Study and Environmental Impact Statement (FS/EIS) to provide long term integrated
water resource management in the Little Butte Creek and Bear Creek watersheds. Conservation alternatives that have been
developed include replacing existing earthen canals with pipelines, using reclaimed effluent for irrigation and using conserved
water to improve stream flows. The Little Butte Creek watershed provides prime coho salmon spawning habitat for the Rogue
River basin, and the Bear Creek watershed is famous for its agriculture. The WISE Project Advisory Committee (PAC), with 19
members representing instream, agricultural, irrigation and municipal interests, is leading this effort, which includes public
outreach beyond the requirements of the FS/EIS. This planning study grant will fund is designed to gather and analyze the relevant
data and information to develop the best possible product and provide all stakeholders the opportunity to participate in the project
development and planning.
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Section A. Common Criteria

Instructions: Answer all questions in this section by typing the answer below the question. It is anticipated
that completed applications will result in additional pages.

1. Describe how the planning study will be performed. Include:

a. A description of the planning schedule/timeline, which includes identifying all key tasks. (Section VI
provides an opportunity for a “graphical” representation of the schedule.)

The WISE Feasibility Study and Environmentak Impact Statement (FS/EILS) includes the
following major tasks - pre-scoping, scoping, engineering studies, environmental studies,
economic studies, analysis of alternatives, preparation of a draft EIS, preparation of a final
EIS and public outreach. The first phase of the FS/EIS, which was initiated in 2004, is funded
through an $894,000 EPA grant to the City of Medford. The National Environmental Policy
Act (NEPA) requires that a federal agency be the lead for the WISE FS/EIS. Work was
delayed as Congressional Authorization was sought for the Bureau of Reclamation (BoR) to
act as lead agency. BoR lead agency authorization became official through Bill 2737 (P.L.
110-229) on May 8, 2008. Work has resumed on the FS/EIS as of June 2008. With final
Jfunding, the FS/EIS is anticipated to be completed by October 2010.

The work to be completed under this OWRD grant includes evaluation of five major areas of
concern identified within the FS/EIS:

1. Stormwater management

2. Stream temperature and water quality

3. Water distribution and on farm conservation
4. Key environmental factors

5. The economic impact of each alternative

Work on these technical studies will begin with the availability of the OWRD grant funds and
will be completed by June 2010.

b. When the planning study could begin.

Work on the WISE FS/EIS is already under way. However, the technical work to be funded
through this grant program can begin January I*, 2009 or as soon as the grant funding
becomes available.

2. Provide a description of the relevant professional qualifications and/or experience of the person(s) that will
play key roles in performing the planning study. If the personnel have not been decided upon, include a
description of the professional qualifications and/or experience of the person(s) you anticipate will play
key roles in performing the planning study.

HDR Engineering Inc. (HDR) has been under contract with the City of Medford since 2004 to
complete the FS/EIS. HDR is a nationwide environmental engineering firm with over 8,000
employees, including registered professional engineers with expertise in hydraulics, hydrology, civil
works and power generation, NEPA experts, environmental planners, and agricultural economists.
The HDR environmental division alone has over 1,800 employees, and has completed NEPA studies
for projects ranging from 3500,000 to $250 million.
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3. What local, state or federal project permitting requirements/issues do you anticipate in order for the
planning study to be conducted?

For this planning study (FS/FEIS) no local, state or federal permits will be required. Permits will
be required during the design and implementation phase of the WISE Project once the FS/EIS is
complete.

4. Are permits/governmental approvals required for the planning study? If yes, indicate whether you have
obtained the necessary permits/governmental approval. If you have not obtained the necessary
permits/governmental approval, describe the steps you have taken to obtain them.

Congressional Authorization for the Bureau of Reclamation to act as lead agency for the FS/EIS is
required and as of May, 2008 has been officially acquired.

5. Describe your goal (which must be based on evaluating the feasibility of developing a water conservation,
reuse or storage project) and how this study helps to achieve the goal.

The goal of the WISE project is to improve stream flow and water quality in Bear Creek, Little
Butte Creek and their tributaries while securing irrigation water reliability and availability for Talent,
Medford and Rogue River Valley Irrigation Districts (TID, MID, RRVID). The basic concept is to
conserve water within the delivery systems of TID, MID and RRVID through piping of the delivery
canals. The conserved water will be split appropriately between in-stream and irrigation needs in
order to meet the stated goals of the WISE Project.

The scope of this FS/EIS is required in order to meet NEPA requirements. This FS/EIS has been
designed in order to efficiently and effectively evaluate potential alternatives for conserving water by
piping the aging and leaky irrigation infastructure, including assessing the economic and
environmental impacts and benefits of those alternatives. The planning study will determine how
much conserved water will become available and how best to disperse the conserved water to meeted
the projects goals.

6. Describe the technical aspects of the planning study and why your approaches are appropriate for
accomplishing the goal of the planning study.

The technical studies to be evaluated under this grant include storm water management,
evaluation of stream temperatures and water quality, and evaluation of water distribution and on
farm water conservation. This project will have large scale ramifications for the Rogue Valley region
and all the potential benefits and impacts need to be evaluated to determine the ability of the project to
meet the stated goals. The techniques proposed to evalute the issues below will provide the
information needed in order to effectively evaluate the potential success of the WISE Project

To evaluate the impacts of the piping of the irrigation infrastructure (the cities in the Bear Creek
watershed have grown up around the irrigation canals over the last 100 years, incorporating the
canals as part of the existing stormwater management infrastructure), a generalized basin-wide
stormwater analysis will be performed to study existing and future conditions for each of the project
alternatives. Stormwater discharges will be estimated using regional regression equations or
approximate rainfall-runoff methods for the 10, 50, and 100-year storm events. Simplified
hydrographs will be developed using synthetic unit hydrograph methods at key concentration points in
the system.

The following subtasks will be completed in order to assess the stream temperature impacts and
benefits for each project alternative: verify the current and proposed stream temperature regulations
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and policies for the basin, collect and assimilate available temperature data for Bear and Little Butte
Creeks, collect and assimilate temperature data for Bear and Little Butte Creeks and key basin
reservoirs, assess the thermal effects under existing conditions and for each of the project alternatives
using Heat Source v 7.0 model, assess the thermal conditions of Emigrant Lake and Fish Lake using a
vertical layer reservoir such as CE-QUAL-W?2 model (other upstream reservoirs will not be
evaluated), evaluate how the WISE improvements will be impacted by stream temperature regulations,
and address options for enhancing compliance for stream channels that currently are not regulated,
but may be in the future, and document other known and potential water quality issues in the basin.

For the evaluation of water delivery, the FS/EIS will investigate the possible cost savings as a
result of the conversion from open waterway conveyance to pipelines. Positive energy values will be
calculated using the flows and pressures expected and converting to water horsepower, to kilowatt-
hours and to dollars per selected time period. Benefits to be evaluated include the reduced costs
currently expended for maintenance of aquatic weeds in earthen canals, percentage of water delivered
to farms that would be conserved through piping, and the economic value of providing gravity
pressure to each irrigated tax lot.

For the evaluation of on-farm conservation, the FS/EIS will evaluate the estimated water savings
through potential irrigation efficiency improvements on a holistic basis for each irrigation district.
The Consultant will formulate on-farm improvements that have the goal of improving the efficiencies
to 80%. This is based on the increased ability and willingness of irrigators to switch from flood
irrigation to a more efficient pressure irrigation system with implementation of the project.

For the economic analysis, the BoR four-account analysis will be used to develop and evaluate
benefits for WISE alternatives. The four accounts that will be evaluated are National Economic
Development (NED), Environmental Quality (EQ), Regional Economic Development (RED), and
Other Social Effects (OSE). This allows analysis of:

1. Changes in the economic value of the national output of goods and services (NED).

2. Non-monetary effects on ecological, cultural, and aesthetic resources including the positive
and adverse effects of ecosystem restoration plans (EQ).

3. Changes in the distribution of regional economic activity (e.g., income) (RED).

4. Effects from perspectives relevant to the planning process, but not reflected in the other three
accounts (e.g., energy conservation) (OSE).

This task will develop estimates of the benefits (both monetary and non-monetary) and costs
associated with attributes of the alternatives. These benefits and costs will be used for refining and
evaluating the alternatives. Areas of economic benefits and costs that will be considered include
irrigation benefits, municipal and industrial benefits, recreation, and environmental benefits. Benefits
analyzed will include, but aren’t limited to:

1. Irrigation benefits

2. Economic benefits

3. Effluent reuse benefits

4. Benefits resulting from increases in in-stream flows

This task will answer questions relating to the potential financing, phasing, and revenues critical
to the feasibility of alternatives. Economic studies will also consider potential changes to water and
sewer rates, irrigation water rates, and other long-term costs associated with alternatives.

Early in the process, the types of benefits and the methods for estimating benefits will be
established. Also early in the process, HDR, in coordination with the Project Team, will decide
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whether to use a cost-effectiveness approach or a net benefit approach to express the economic
viability of project attributes and the alternatives. Cost effectiveness would evaluate the project cost
on a dollars per acre-foot basis, while the net benefit approach would evaluate the potential uses of
the water and their respective benefits.

The environmental analysis will assess the type and degree of impacts to each project alternative.
HDR will identify and quantify trade-offs among competing alternatives components and policies. The
results of the environmental studies will be the foundation for knowledge-based decision-making that
will be used to select the most feasible project alternative.

7. Describe the level of involvement, interest and/or commitment of different entities associated with the
planning study (attach letters of support). Describe how these entities will benefit or be impacted by the
planning study.

The WISE Project is a regional project looking at improving water resources in the entire Rogue
Valley inlcuding irrigation water reliability and availability, improving in-stream flows and water
quality, improving water based recreation opportunities,and strengthening water resource economies
including rafting and sportfishing. In order for this regional wholistic project to be successful, it was
recognized that it was essential to garner the support and participation of entities with a wide range of
interests.

To that end, the WISE Prject Advisory Committee (PAC) was formed and includes the formal
participation of nineteen (19) entities: City of Medford, Medford Water Commission, Oregon Water
Resources Department, Oregon Watershed Enhancement Board, Bureau of Reclamation, Jackson
County, Rogue Valley Council of Governments, Rogue Valley Sewer Services, Talent Irrigation
District, Medford Irrigation District, Rogue River Valley Irrigation District, Jackson Soil and Water
Conservation District, Jackson County Farm Bureau, Oregon Water Trust, Waterwatch, Bear Creek
Watershed Council, Little Butte Creek Watershed Council, Rogue Basin Coordinating Council, and
Bear Creek Corporation.

Each of these members participates in monthly PAC meetings to coordinate and participate in the
development of the WISE Project including the FS/EIS. Members also participate in sub-committees to
provide technical advice on specific task within the FS/EIS. A subset of the PAC, including the City of
Medford, Medford Water Commission, Jackson County, TID, MID, and RRVID, provide financial
assistance to fund the coordination of the WISE PAC.

All of these 19 entities have a role in managing water resource in the Rogue Valley. The
completion of the planning study will help determine the future of the irrigation infrastructure for TID,
MID and RRVID. Local municipalities inlcuding the City of Medford and Jackson County will benfit
from the improvements of the stormwater management as well as the improvements to water quality
and stream flows.
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Section B. Unique Criteria

Instructions: Answer the set of questions below that applies to the type of planning study that this grant
will fund.

X! Water Conservation or | | Reuse

l.

Water Conservation or Reuse projects that may result from this planning study are requested to be
included in the Water Resources Department’s “Inventory of Potential Conservation Opportunities’.
Though you may have already submitted this information earlier in the year through a separate survey,
we ask that all applicants complete the information on the form provided at the end of this application.
[X] I have filled out the application or [_] I have not filled out the application.

Describe the water supply need(s) that the project associated with the planning study is intended to
meet. Applicant should reference supporting documentation that would be available upon request.

The three irrigation districts (TID, MID and RRVID) operate at a water deficit during most
irrigation seasons. The WISE Project will conserve water to improve water reliability and
availability to meet the demands of the three irrigation districts (see 1. Agricultural Water Use
Inventory for the Bear Creek Basin: A Portion of the "2050" Regional Water Resources Plan,
Eric Dittmer, 1993; 2. Jackson County Water Resources Study, Bill Ryan and Eric Dittmer,
November 7" 2001: 3. Talent Irrigation District, Water Management/Conservation Plan,
6.15.01).

Stream flows in Little Butte Creek and Bear Creek during the irrigation season (April 1 5
through October 1*) do not meet the instream needs as determined by ODFW based on OWRD
modeling and measurements.

During the irrigation season water quality in Little Butte and Bear Creek, including
temperature, exceeds many parameters of the Oregon DEQ TMDLs for each stream ( 1. DEQ,
2007. Bear Creek Watershed TMDL. State of Oregon, Department of Environmental Quality,
Water Quality Division. Medford Office. July 2007; 2. DEQ, 2008. Draft Rogue River TMDL.
State of Oregon, Department of Environmental Quality, Water Quality Division. Medford
Office.; 3. DEQ, 2004. Oregon's 2004 Water Quality Assessment, Section 305(b) Report. State
of Oregon, Department of Environmental Quality, Water Quality Division. July 2004.).

Thus, there is not enough water to meet instream and agriculural needs. And the water that
remains in the streams is of poor water quality.

Explain how the associated project will mitigate the need to develop new water supplies and/or use
water more efficiently. Reference documentation and/or examples of the success of similar or
comparable water conservation/reuse projects that would be available upon request.

This planning study will evaluate the ability of the WISE Project to mitigate these water needs.
The project will conserve water by piping the infrastructure and then disperse the conserved
water to meet irrigation needs, improve stream flows, and improve water quality.

Irrigation water reliability and availability will be improved by piping the earthen canal
infrastructure. The existing infrastructre loses water, as much as 50% in some canal reaches,
through leakage and to a smaller extent evaporation (ET). These losses will be completely
eliminated by piping the canal infrastructure. Some of the conserved water will be used to
make the irrigation districts "whole" by meeting their water requirements through the entire
irrigation season. Piping projects have been proven successful at eliminating leakage and ET
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losses (Fiscal Year 2001 Report for Water Conservation, Pacific Northwest Region, Bureau of
Reclamation, December 2002).

In-stream flows will be improved by releasing conserved water into Little Butte Creek and
Bear Creek. These releases will be high up in the repective stream systems (and with older
priority date water rights), providing protected increased stream flows. Water quality in the
streams will be improved both by the increased flows (the additional conserved water flows
will be cleaner and colder than existing conditions) and reducing return flows from irrigated
lands by on-farm irrigation efficiency improvements. Adding flows to streams has been proven
to improve water quality and stream flows in numerous project .

4. Explain how the project associated with the planning study will meet the water supply need(s), and
indicate what percentage of that need will be met. (For example: If your water supply need is 20,000
acre-feet of additional water and the project will supply 10,000 additional acre-feet, 50% of your need
will be met).

The three irrigation districts (TID, MID and RRVID) divert an average of 122,500 acre-feet of
water into their canals every year. Due to losses in the earthen canal infrastructure, it is
estimated that 24,400 acre-feet (20%) are lost through leakage and ET during delivery to the
farms. By piping the canals, 24,400 acre-feet (100%) of the water loss will be conserved. A
portion of this conserved water will be used to make the irrigation districts "whole".

The instream flow needs of Little Butte Creek and Bear Creek are currently defined by existing
instream water rights. These instream-rights have very junior priority dates and are not met
during the irrigation season. The remaining conseived water will be released into the streams
to help meet these in-stream needs. The instream needs for flow in Little Butte Creek and Bear
Creek will be evaluated in this planning study. The goal of the project is to improve stream
flows and water quality. If the flow needs and water quality improvements can be satisfied to
the level of the Oregon DEQ standards can be met, they will be. However, the goal of the
project is to improve these issues, not completely resolve them. It is assumed that up to 75% of
the conserved water will be used for instream improvements (based on how the water
conservation statutes are applied to this project.

5. Provide data and information on the associated project and the project’s sources of water supply:
a. The location of the associated project. (Include the basin, county, township, range and section.)

This is a very large project geographically. It includes the area within the Bureau of
Reclamation's Rogue River Basin Project, Talent Division. The project is located in Southwest
Oregon in the Rogue Basin and includes over 35,000 acres of irrigated lands. This includes water
and land in the Little Butte Creek and Bear Creek Watersheds, the Klamath Basin, and to a very
small extent, the Applegate River Watershed.

The project is located almost entirely in Jackson County. There are some parts of the
infrastructure located in Klamath County (Fourmile Reservoir and the Cascade Canal).

b. The name(s) and river mile(s) of the source water and what they are tributary to, if applicable.

Water for TID, MID and RRVID, (from which the conserved water will be derived) comes
Jfrom four main sources: Fourmile reservoir at the headwaters of Fourmile Creek, rivermile
1 for both North and South Forks of Little Butte Creek, Howard Prairie and Hyatt
Reservoirs in the Jenny Creek watershed, and rivermile 1 of Emigrant Creek which is the
headwaters of Bear Creek.
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c. Environmental flow needs and water quality requirements of supply source water bodies and water
bodies downstream of associated and/or affected return flows.

As stated above, one of the goals of the project is to improve the instream flow needs and
water quality requirements of Bear Creek and Little Butte Creek. These stream are listed for
numerous parameters on the Oregon DEQs 303d list: including temperature, e. coli, flow, and
nutrients.

Return flows are prevalent in this system and the implementation of the WISE Project
should eliminate or greatly reduce most of the return flows within the irrigation district
boundaries. This will help improve water quality as well as return the streams to more natural
hydrologic conditions and flow patterns.

d. Reliance on return flows by downstream water right holders.

The three irrigation districts were designed to take advantage of return flows by collecting
them in downslope canals and streams. The WISE Project will be designed so that the
elimination/reduction of return flows will not impact water delivery within the districts. These
Sflows will be addressed in the delivery capacity of the piped conveyance system.

Non-irrigation district water rights will not be injured by the project. The FS/EIS will
include a complete evaluation of impacts to water rights while determining the total amount of
conserved water that will be availabe to meet the instream needs of Little Butte Creek and Bear
Creek.
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Applicants must demonstrate a minimum dollar-for-dollar match based on the total funding request. The match may include a)
secured resources, b) previously expended resources, and/or ¢) pending resources. For secured funding, you must attach a letter of
support from the match funding source that specially mentions the dollar amount shown in the “Amount/Dollar Value” column.
For pending resources, documentation showing a request for the matching funds must accompany the application. For resources
that have been previously expended, the expenditure must have occurred on or after July 1, 2005. Resources expended prior to
July 1, 2005 are not eligible for match purposes.

The Type of matching funds may include:

The Status of matching funds may include:

o The value of in-kind labor, equipment rental and materials
essential to the planning study provided by the applicant or
partner*.

¢ Secured funding commitments from other sources.

o Cash is direct expenditures made in support of the planning
study by the applicant.

o Associated and documented expenditures for the
planning study from non-program sources incurred
on or after July 1, 2005.

¢ Pending commitments of funding from other
sources. In such instances, Department funding
will not be released prior to securing a
commitment of the funds from other sources.
Pending commitments of the funding must be
secured within 12 months from the date of the
award.

*Partner” means a non-governmental or governmental person or entity that has committed funding, expertise, materials, labor, or
other assistance to a proposed planning study. OAR 690-600-0010.

Match Funding Source Type Status Amount/ Dollar Date Match Funds Available
(if in-kind, briefly describe the nature of the contribution) (¥ One) (¥ One) Value (Month/Year)
EPA Grant funding made available by BJ cash [X] secured $500,000 July 05
congressional earmark through VA HUD O in kind B expended
[ pending
[ cash [ secured
O in kind [ expended
[ pending
[ cash [ secured
O in kind [ expended
gpending
[J cash [ secured
[1in kind [ expended
[ pending
[J cash [ secured
[ in kind [ expended
[1 pending
[ cash [ secured
[ in kind [J expended
[ pending
[ cash [J secured
[ in kind [ expended
[J pending
[ cash [ secured
[ in kind [ expended
[J pending
cash [ secured
[ inkind [ expended
[ pending
[ cash [ secured
[0 in kind [ expended
[ pending
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Estimated Project Duration: January 1, 2009 to June 30, 2010

Place an “X” in the appropriate column to indicate when each element (key task) of the project will take place.

Project Planning Study Element (Key Tasks)

Stormwater Management Evaluation

Stream Temperature/Water Quality

Water Distribution and On-farm Irrigation Conservation

Environmental Studies

Economic Stuies

-

-

=

—

-
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Section A

Please provide an estimated line item budget for the project planning study. An example would include: labor, materials,
equipment, contractual services and administrative costs.

Line Items Unit Unit Cost In-Kind Cash Match OWRD Grant Total Cost
Note: Administrative costs may not exceed 10% of Number (e.g. | (e.g howly Match Funds Funds
the total funding requested by the Department. # of hours) rate)
Contractual Services - expended 4350 | $115.94 3500,000 3500,000
Contractual Services - to be completed 4000 | 3125.00 $500,000 $500,000
(W/OWRD funds)
Administrative Costs 30.00
Total for Section A j $500,000 | $500,000 L$1 ,000,000
Percentage for Section A j 50% I 50% | 100%

Section B

If Grant amount requested is $50,000 or greater, you MUST complete Section B. Elements (key tasks) in Section B should be
the same as the elements (key tasks) in Section VI (Project Planning Study Schedule).

In-Kind Cash Match OWRD Total Cost

Project Planning Study Element (Key Tasks) Match Funds Grant Funds
Pre-scoping Activities 323,104 323,104
Scoping Activities $83,085 $83,085
Identification, Screening and Analysis of Conceptual Alternatives 375,797 375,797
Engineering Studies $234,238 $234,238
Conduct Preliminary EnvironmentalTechnical Investigations and $18,302 $83,776
Analysis
Stormwater Management Evaluation $70,000 370,000
Stream Temperature/Water Quality 3150,000 $150,000
Water Distribution and On-farm Irrigation Conservation 330,000 330,000
Environmental Studies $150,000 $150,000
Economic Studies $100,000 $100,000

Total for Section B | 8500000 |  3500,000)]  $1,000,000

Totals in Section B must match the totals in Section A
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To add a project to the inventory of potential conservation opportunities, please provide the following
information for each conservation project.

This is a [X] Capital Conservation Project [ ] Programmatic Conservation Project

Project #/Name

Water for Irrigation Streams and Economy (WISE)

Project Description

Pipe Rogue River Basin Project irrigation infrastructure (>300 miles of canals)

Estimated Future Savings

>24,000 acre-feet of water per year

Seasonality

Water conservation will occur during the irrigation season.

Estimated Future Costs

The total cost of the FS/EIS will be approximately $3,400,000

Implementation Schedule

With completion of FS/EIS i 2010, implementation of WISE Project could begin in
2012.

What are the barriers to
implementation, e.g. funding?

Funding for FS/EIS is most immediate barrier to completion.

Thisis a [] Capital Conservation Project [ ] Programmatic Conservation Project

Project #/Name

Project Description

Estimated Future Savings

Seasonality

Estimated Future Costs

Implementation Schedule

What are the barriers to
implementation, e.g. funding?

- Include this form with your application -
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RO GU

E
VALLEY Natural Resources Department

Rogue Valley Council of Governments

(541) 664-6674 - FAX (541) 664-7927 - www.rvcog.org

COUNCIL

OF GOVERNMENTS

The Rogue Valley
Council of
Governments

is a voluntary
association of
these local
governments and
special districts
in our region:
Jackson County
Josephine County
City of Ashland
Town of Butte Falls
City of Cave Junction
City of Central Point
City of Eagle Point
City of Gold Hill

City of Grants Pass
City of Jacksonville
City of Medford

City of Phoenix

City of Rogue River
City of Shady Cove
City of Talent

Applegate Valley
Rural Fire Protection
District N= 9

Jackson Soil & Water
Conservation District

Rogue Community
College (RCC)

Rogue Valley Sewer
Services (RVS)

Rogue Valley
Transportation
District (RVTD)

Southern Oregon
Regional Economic
Development, Inc.
(SOREDI)

Southern Oregon
Regional
Communications
(SORQC)

Southern Oregon
University (SOU)

August 26, 2008

Bob Rice

Oregon Water Resources Department
723 Summer Street NE, Suite A
Salem, OR 97301

The Rogue Valley Council of Governments (RVCOG) fully supports the WISE
project application for grant funding from the OWRD’s Water Conservation and
Storage Initiative. The funding is needed to fund a portion of the FS/EIS for the
WISE project focused on water conservation.

RVCOG has been an active participant in the WISE project as a member of the
Project Advisory Committee since the inception of the project, and we fully
support the goals of the project. The WISE project is vital to sustainable water
resource management here in the Rogue Valley, and shows great promise to
improve water quality conditions and water supply availability in the Rogue
River Basin.

RVCOG strongly encourages OWRD Water Supply and Conservation Initiative
funding for this important project.

Sincerely,
&‘wfr ﬁ”af/e/‘

Craig Harper
Natural Resources Program Manager

155 North 1st Street - P.O. Box 3275 - Central Point, OR 97502



TALENT IRRIGATION DISTRICT

P.O. Box 467 Phone: 541-535-1529
104 Valley View Ave Website: Fax: 541-535-4108
Talent OR 97540-0467 www.talentid.org Email: tid@talentid.org
August 26, 2008
Bob Rice

Oregon Water Resources Department
723 Summer Street NE  Suite A
Salem, Oregon 97307

Dear Mr. Rice:

Talent Irrigation District has been a member of the WISE Project Advisory Committee since the
inception of the WISE Project. We fully support the goals and objectives of the project. Water,
whether it is potable or irrigation, is vital to the continued sustainability of water resources in the
Rogue Basin. The only way additional water is going to be made available in the basin for future
needs is through conservation efforts such as the WISE Project. We see the work being done in
the Feasibility Study and Environmental Impact Statement as an essential part of the future of the
Rogue Basin.

Sincerely,

L

Jim Pendieton
Manager



August 29, 2008

Bob Rice

Oregon Water Resources Department
725 Summer Street NE Suite A
Salem OR 97301

RE: LETTER OF SUPPORT
Dear Mr. Rice:

The City of Ashland is please to write this letter of support for the
Water for Irrigation, Streams and Economy (WISE) Water
Conservation, Reuse and Storage Grant application. WISE's mission
to improve water quantity and quality for native anadromous
salmonides in the Little Butte Creek and Bear Creek watersheds is
constituent with the City of Ashland’s “Right Water for the Right Use”
goals.

Sincerely,

sl Q“\fu
Michael R. Faught
Director of Public Works

Ashland, Oregon 97520 TTY: 800/735-2000
www.ashland.or.us

Engineering Tel: 541/488-5347
20 E. Main Street Fax: 541-/488-6006 .‘
an



e 522 SW Fifth Avenue, Suite 825
“ Portland, Oregon 97204
’ i phone (503) 226-9055
whaf fax (503) 226-3480
OREGON www.owt.org
WATER
TRUST
August 29, 2008

Oregon Water Resources Department
Attention: Bob Rice

723 Summer Street NE, Suite A
Salem, Oregon 97301

Re: WISE Grant Proposal

Dear Mr. Rice,

The Oregon Water Trust (OWT) is a member of the WISE Project Advisory Committee and supports the
goals of the WISE Project to use the communities’ water resources as effectively as possible and to
improve water quality and quantity in local streams.

OWT fully supports the grant proposal being submitted to your program. OWT will continue to provide
staff support to WISE and, as you know, we are actively leading the development of the Jackson County
Water Bank. The water bank is a fixed element of the WISE Project and so will be incorporated into

whichever alternative is ultimately selected for implementation following development of the feasibility
study.

Please contact Steve Parrett at (503) 525-0141 or steve @owt.org if you care to discuss this further.

Sincerely,

Oregon Water Trust



OFFICE OF CITY OF MEDFORD TELEPHONE (541) 774-2000

E il T.tHE CITy MAfo%‘;f dorus 411 WEST 8TH STREET FAX: (541) 618-1700
-mail: citymanager@ci.medford.or. MEDFORD, OREGON 97501 www.ci.medford.or.us

August 28, 2008

Bob Rice

Oregon Water Resources Department
725 Summer Street NE Suite A
Salem OR 97301

RE: WISE Project OWRD Grant Funding Support
Dear Mr. Rice:

The Water for Irrigation, Streams and Economy (WISE) Project is a proposed integrated water
management program to improve the Bear Creek and Little Butte Creek watersheds by using water
wisely to benefit agriculture, irrigation, municipalities, the environment, recreation and fishery
interests.

The City of Medford has been a member of the WISE Project Advisory Committee since the
beginning of the WISE Project, and enthusiastically supports OWRD grant funding for the
Feasibility Study and Environmental Impact Statement currently underway. The WISE Project is the
type of long range water resources management program that will ensure sustainable agricultural,
instream and municipal water supplies well into the 21* century.

Sincerely,

m,dm’@//
Michael Dyal
City Manager

Continuous Improvement — Customer Service



Economic and Special
Development

Lin Bernhardt
Natural Resources Manager

10 8. Oakdale Ave., Room 214

Medford, Oregon 97501
Phone: (541)774-6086
Fax: (541)774-6455

bernhald @jacksoncounty.org

O r e g 0 n www.jacksoncounty.org

August 27, 2008

Bob Rice

OWRD

723 Summer Street NE, Suite A
Salem, OR 97301

RE: WISE Project Letter of Support

Dear Mr. Rice:
This letter is to state Jackson County’s support for the OWRD water conservation and storage

initiative grant to the WISE Project.

As you know, this area of the state is faced with serious water shortages. Jackson County has
been a partner in the WISE project from its inception and fully supports the goals of the project
and development of the Feasibility Study and Environmental Impact Statement. We feel this
project is vital to sustainable water resource management here in the Rogue Valley and request
that you award this grant to the WISE project.

Sincerely,
K-\ e S l?l
Bernhardt

Natural Resources Manager



Oregon Watershed Enhancement Board
Southwest Oregon Regional Office

221 Stewart Avenue, Suite 201

Medford, Oregon 97501

(541) 776-6010 Ext. 231

FAX: (541) 776-6262

August 27, 2008

Bob Rice

723 Summer Street NE, Suite A
Salem, OR 97301

(503) 986-0927

Dear Mr. Rice,

This letter is in support of the goals of the Water for Irrigation Stream and Economies
(WISE) Project located in the Rogue Valley. The WISE Project is being proposed to
address the problems of unreliable irrigation water supplies and degraded water quantity
and quality for native anadromous salmonids in the Bear Creek and Little Butte Creek
watersheds by improving irrigation reliability and aquatic habitat in an economically and
environmentally feasibly manner. The goals of the WISE Project are to increase stream
flows and improve water quality in Bear Creek and Little Butte Creek during irrigation
season, improve reliability, efficiency, and effectiveness of water delivery to irrigation
districts, improve the raw water supply quality for municipal treatment and distribution
and improve aquatic habitat for native anadromous salmonids and riparian species.

As a member of the WISE Project Advisory Committee since the project’s inception,
OWEB is fully supportive of the goals of the WISE Project. This project is vital to
sustainable water resource management here in the Rogue Valley. Currently, the project
needs to complete a Feasibility Study and Environmental Impact Statement in order to
move forward into actual project construction. This phase is critical to the WISE project’s
ability to move forward and I urge your agency to support this vital work.

I appreciate the opportunity to provide a letter for support for this proposal. Please
contact me if I can provide any additional information.

B Region2 Program Representative
(541) 776-6010 x 231
Grenbemer.mark@deq.state.or.us

Central Office: 775 Summer Street NE, Suite 360 ¢ Salem, Oregon 97301-1290 ¢ (503) 986-0178 ¢ FAX (503) 986-0199



200 South Ivy Street - Room 177 Medford, Oregon 97501
Customer Service (541) 774-2430 ® Administration (541) 774-2440
Fax (541)774-2555 ® wtrcom@ci.medford.or.us
www.medfordwater.org

MEDFORD WATER COMMISSION

August 27,2008

Bob Rice

Oregon Department of Water Resources
725 Summer Street NE, Suite A

Salem, OR 97301

RE: Support for the WISE Project Grant to OWRD.

The Medford Water Commission fully supports the goals of the WISE
Project. We have been participating in the project as members of the
WISE Project Advisory Committee since the project inception. We feel
that this project provides a long-term solution for the future water needs
of all beneficial uses within the Rogue Valley. We are in complete support of
the work being conducted in the Feasibility Study and Environmental Impact
Statement and of the Water conservation, Reuse and Storage Grant being
submitted to the Oregon Water Resources Department.

Sincefely, .
A

Larry @E

Manager

Committed to
Excellence in Water Quality * Professionalism  Customer Satisfaction ¢ System Reliability



ROGUE VALLEY SEWER SERVICES

Location: 138 West Vilas Road, Central Point - Mailing Address: P.O. Box 3130, Central Point,OR 97502-0005
Tel. (541) 664-6300 or (541) 779-4144 FAX (541) 664-7171 www.RVSS.us

&
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August 26, 2008

Bob Rice
723 Summer Street NE, Suite A
Salem, OR 97301

RE:  Grant Funding through the OWRD Water Conservation and Storage Initiative
Dear Mr. Rice:

Rogue Valley Sewer Services supports the goals of the WISE Project. This project is
important to sustainable water resource management in the Rogue Valley and we fully

support the work being conducted in the Feasibility Study and Environmental Impact
Statement.

o,

“Chuck Root, Manager
ROGUE VALLEY SEWER SERVICES

CR:bh



Jackson Soil & Water Conservation District
573 Parsons Drive, Suite 102, Meadford, Oregon 97501
Telephone: (541) 734-3143 FAX: (541) 776-4295
web-site: www jswed.ore

August 26, 2008

Bob Rice
723 Summer Street NE, Suite A
Salem, OR 97301

Mr. Rice,

Jackson Soil and Water Conservation District (JSWCD) has been a part of the Advisory
Committee for the WISE project since it started. As such JSWCD strongly supports the goals of
WISE. Jackson County continues to grow and its’ dependence on irrigation water is continually
stretched to the limit. The District feels that this project is fundamental to the sustainability and
continued wise management of this critical resource in the Rogue Valley. Consequently, on behalf
of the District I am sending you this letter in support of the work being completed on the
Feasibility Study and Environmental Impact Statement.

Sincerely,

(’iéau’a.a X . /607//’

Charles Boyer, District Chair

Jackson SWCD prohibits discrimination in its programs on the basis of race, color, national origin, gender, religion, age, disability,
political beliefs, sexual orientation, and marital of familial status. (Not all prohibited bases apply to all programs.) Jackson SWCD
is an equal opportunity employer.



... 1340 MYERS LANE
TELEPHONE 779-1462
MEDFORD, OREGON 97501

Bob Rice
723 Summers Street NE, Suite A
Salem, Oregon 97301

Subject: WISE Grant Application August 28, 2008

Dear Bob,

Medford Irrigation District has been a participating member of the WISE Project Advisory
Committee since the beginning of the Project. The WISE project demonstrates the willingness of
different interests, including agricultural and environmental, to work together to meet the needs of
everyone involved. Therefore, the District fully supports the goals of the WISE Project.

Sincerely,
M%&Z/
Carol Bradford

District Manager
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ASSISTANCE 1D NO.

S T, U.S. ENVIRONMENTAL [ PRG T _DOCID__ [AMENDE| DATEOFAWARD,

) PROTECTION AGENCY |- 37074801 -0

S i
w New MY N o0
“‘d‘&g Grant Agreement PAYMENT METHOD: ACH#

RECIPIENT TYPE: : Send Payment Request to:
Municipal EPA Flinance Unit, OMP-146
FAX # 206-553-6525
RECIPIENT: PAYEE:
City of Medford . ] City of Medford
411 West 8th Street 411 West 8th Street
Medford, OR 97501 Medford, OR 97501
EIN: 93-6002207
PROJECT MANAGER EPA PROJECT OFFICER EPA GRANT SPECIALIST
Mr.James Uloyd Hill Alan Henning Michael Adler
411 West 8th Street 1102 Lincoln St, Suite 210 1200 Sixth Avenue,
Medford, OR 97501 Eugene, OR 97041 OMP-145
E-Mall: Jim.hill@ci.medford.or.us E-Mall: Henning.Alan@epa.gov Seattle, WA 98101
Phone: 541-774-2108 Phone: 541-886-7838 EXT. 251 E-Mall: Adler.Michae!l@epa.gov
Phone: 206-553-2952

PROJECT TITLE AND DESCRIPTION
Water for lrrigation, Streams and Economy (WISE) Scoping and Feasibility Study

To scope out the environmental, engineering and economic feaslbllity of comprehensive watershed improvements In two watersheds in Jackson County,
OR. Improvements target irrigation, water quantity, water quality, water reuse, recreation and fisheries.

BUDGET PERIOD PROJECT PERIOD TOTAL BUDGET PERIOD COST | TOTAL PROJECT PERIOD COST
06/01/2004 - 12/31/2005 06/01/2004 - 12/31/2005 $894,200.00 $894,200.00

"'OTE: The Agreement must be completed In duplicate and the Original returned to the appropriate Grants Management Office listed below,

j within 3 calendar weeks after recelpt or within any extension of time as may be granted by EPA. Recelpt of a written refusal or
fallure to return the properly executed document within the prescribed time, may result in the withdrawal of the offer by the Agency.
Any change to the Agreement by the Recipient subsequent to the document being signed by the EPA Award Officlal, which the
Award Official determines to materially alter the Agreement, shall vold the Agreement.

OFFER AND ACCEPTANCE

The United States, acting by and through the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), hereby offers
Assistance/Amendment to the City of Medford for __100.00_% of all approved costs incurred
up to and not exceeding $894,200 for the support of approved budget period effort described in apptication (including
all application modifications) cited in the Project Titie and Description abovo, signed 02/19/2004 Included herein
by reference.

ISSUING OFFICE (GRANTS MANAGEMENT OFFICE) AWARD APPROVAL OFFICE

ORGANIZATION / ADDRESS ORGANIZATION / ADDRESS

EPA Region 10 U.S. EPA, Reglon 10

Mail Code, OMP-145 Office of Ecosystems Tribal and Public Affairs
1200 Sixth Avenue 1200 Sixth Avenue

Seattie, WA 98101 Seattle, WA 98101

, THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA BY THE U.S. ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY

TYPED NAME AND TITLE DATE
) | Michelle Pirzadeh, Director - Office of Ecosystems and Communities D & MAY 2004

This agreement Is subject to applicable U.S. Environmenta! Protection Agency statutory provislons and assistance regulations. in
accepting this award or amendment and any payments made pursuant thereto, (1) the undersigned represents that he s duly
authorized to act on behalf of the recipient organization, and (2) the reciplent agrees (a) that the award [s subject to the applicable
provisions of 40 CFR Chapter 1, Subchapter B and of the provisions of this agreement (and all attachments), and (b) that
acceptance of any payments constitutes an agreement by the payee that the amounts, If any found by EPA to have been overpaild
wiil be refunded or credited In full to EPA.

BY AND ON BEHALF OF THE DESIGNATED RECIPIENT ORGANIZATION

SJENATYRE TYPED NAME AND TITLE é
/. — Lindsay Berryman, Mayor, Clty of Medford -/ §-0




( EPA Funding Information

X-97074801-0 Page2

FUNDS FORMER AWARD THIS ACTION AMENDED TOTAL
EPA Amount This Action S $ 894,200 $ 894,200
EPA In-Kind Amount $ $ $0
Unexpended Prior Year Balance $ S 50
Other Federal Funds $ $ $0
Reclplent Contribution S $ $0
State Contribution $ s $0
Local Contribution $ H $0
Other Contribution $ $ s$o0
Allowable Project Cost $0 $ 894,200 $ 894,200
Assistance Program (CFDA) Statutory Authority Regulatory Authority
66.606 - Surveys - Studles - Investigations and Clean Water Act: Sec. 104(b)X3) 40 CFR PART 31
Special Purpose Grants
[-/ Fiscal
Site Name DCN Approp. Budget PRC Object | Site/Project Cost Obligation /
Code | Organization Class Organization | Deobligation
- UZG003| 0304 B 10UCQNI 203018 4183 - - 894,200
[ - . 894,200
/s
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Budget Summary Page

X-97074801-0 Page 3

Table A - Object Class Category Total Approved Aliowable
{Non-construction) Budget Period Cost
1. Personnel $0
2. Fringe Benefits $0
3. Travel $0
4. Equipment $0
5. Supplles $0
6. Contractual $894,200
7. Construction $0
8. Other $0
9. Total Direct Charges — —— - - —- — —.-- - —— ——— Joomie e o §894.200( . L
10. Indirect Costs: % Base $0
11. Total (Share: Reciplent 0.00 % Federal 100,00 %.) $894,200
12. Total Approved Assistance Amount $§894,200
13. Program income $0

Page 3



. . . X-97074801-0 Page 4
Administrative Conditions

1. Payment Information

a. Electronic Funds Transfer (EFT) systems: There are two EFT payment systems available to
recipients, whereby payments are sent directly to the recipient's financial institution within 3-5 business
days. Recipients may use either EPA's EFT-IFMS system or ASAP, as follows:

Under EPA's EFT-IFMS, your payment request must be made on the EPA Region 10 EFT-Payment
Request Form.

Under the Automaled Standard Application for Payment (ASAP), the recipient follows Department of
Treasury ASAP instructions.

To enroll in either system (if not currently enrolied), or if you have questions, please call Dennis
Thurston at {206) 553-2918 or Jean Alexander (206) 5§53-2114.

b. Treasury check by mail: Recipients not receiving electronic funds transfer payments will be paid by
Treasury check. Recipients must submit a "Request for Advance or Reimbursement,” Standard
Form-270, via FAX to EPA Region 10 Finance Unit at FAX # 206-553-6525, OR mail to EPA Region 10
Finance Unit, 1200 Sixth Ave, OMP-146, Seattle, WA 98101. Recipients will normally receive payment
within 30 days of EPA’s receipt of a correct SF-270.

Under any of the above payment mechanisms, recipients may request/draw down advances for
their immediate cash needs, provided the recipient meets the requirements of 40 CFR 30.22(b) or
40 CFR 31.21(c), as applicable. Additionally, recipients must liquidate all obligations incurred within 90
calendar days of the project period end date. Therefore, recipients must submit the final request for
payment, and refund to EPA any balance of unobligated cash advanced within 90 calendar days after the
end of the project period.

2. Cost Princlples/Indirect Costs Not Included (All Organizations)

The cost principles of OMB Circular A-21 {(Educational Institutions), A-87 (State, Local or Indian Tribal
Governments), or A-122 (Non-Profit Organizations) are applicable, as appropriate, to this award. Since
there are no indirect costs inciuded in the assistance budget, they are not allowable under this Assistance
Agreement.

3. Financial Status Reports (FSRs) - Yearly

The Financial Status Report (FSR), Standard Form 269, for this award shall be submitted to the Grants
Administration Unit, OMP-1456, within 90 days after the end of the budget penod. If the budget period is
longer than one year, or if the agreement Is revised to extend the budget period beyond one year, the
recipient must submit an annual FSR within 90 days after the end of each anniversary of the agreement.

For agreements with multiple budget activities, separate FSRs must be provided for each of the actlvmes
—-giles,-or-budgets-as-applicable-- - - - —-- —-rmoom = B e

4. Audit Requirements

The recipient agrees to comply with the requirements of OMB Circular A-133, "Audits of States, Local
Governments, and Non-Profit Organizations.”

5. Hotel and Mote} Fire Safety Act

Effective October 1, 1994, the recipient agrees to ensure that all conference, meeting, convention, or
training space funded in whole or in part with Federal funds, complies with the Hotel and Motel Fire Safety
Act of 1990.

Page 4



6. Recycled Paper

ALL APPLICANTS:

In accordance with EPA Order 1000.25 and Executive Order 13101, Greening the Government Through
Waste Prevention, Recycling, and Federal Acquisition, the recipient agrees to use recycled paper for all
reports which are prepared as a part of this agreement and delivered to EPA. This requirement does not
apply to reports prepared on forms supplied by EPA, or to Standard Forms, which are printed on recycled
paper and are available through the General Services Administration. Please note that Section 901 of
E.O. 13104, dated September 14, 1998, revoked E.O. 12873, Federal Acquisition, Recycling, and Waste
Prevention in its entirety.

STATE AGENCIES AND POLITICAL SUBDIVISIONS:

Any State agency or agency of a political subdivision of a State which is using appropriated Federal funds
shall comply with the requirements set forth in Section 6002 of the Resource Conservation and Recovery
Act (RCRA) (42 U.S.C. 6962). Regulations issued under RCRA Section 6002 apply to any acquisition of
an item where the purchase price exceeds $10,000 or where the quantity of such items acquired in the
course of the preceding fiscal year was $10,000 or more. RCRA Section 6002 requires that preference be
given in procurement programs to the purchase of specific products containing recycled materials
identified in guidelines developed by EPA. These guidelines are listed in 40 CFR 247.

STATE AND LOCAL INSTITUTIONS OF HIGHER EDUCATION, HOSPITALS, AND NON-PROFIT
ORGANIZATIONS:

Pursuant to 40 CFR 30.16, State and local institutions of higher education, hospitals, and non-profit
organizations that receive direct Federal funds shall give preference in their procurement programs
funded with Federal funds to the purchase of recycled products pursuant to EPA’s guidelines.

7. Lobbying

ALL RECIPIENTS:

The recipient agrees to comply with Title 40 CFR Part 34, New Restrictions on Lobbying. The recipient
shall include the language of this provision in award documents for all subawards exceeding $100,000,
and require that subrecipients submit certification and disclosure forms accordingly.

In accordance with the Byrd Anti-Lobbying Amendment, any recipient who makes a prohibited expenditure
under Title 40 CFR Part 34 or fails to file the required certification or lobbying forms shall be subject to a
civil penaity of not less than $10,000 and not more than $100,000 for each such expenditure.

PART 30 RECIPIENTS:

All contracts awarded by a recipient shall contain, when applicable, the anti-lobbying provision as
stipulated in the Appendix at Title 40 CFR Part 30.

Pursuant to Section 18 of the Lobbying Disclosure Act, the recipient affirms that it is not a nonprofit
organizalion described in Section 501(c)(4) of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986; or that it is a nonprofit
organization described in Section 501(c)(4) of the Code but does not and will not engage in lobbying
activities as defined in Section 3 of the Lobbying Disclosure Act.

8. Lobbying and Litigation

ALL RECIPIENTS:

Pursuant to EPA's annual Appropriations Act, the chief executive officer of this recipient agency shall
require that no grant funds have been used to engage in lobbying of the Federal Government or in
litigation against the United States unless authorized under existing law. As mandated by this Act, the
recipient agrees to provide certification to the award official via EPA Form 5700-53, Lobbying and
Litigation Certificate, within 90 days after the end of project period.

Recipient shall abide by its respective OMB Circular (A-21, A-87, or A-122), which prohibits the use of
federal grant funds for litigation against the United States. Any Part 30 recipient shall abide by its
respective OMB Circular (A-21 or A-122), which prohibits the use of Federal grant funds to participate in
various forms of lobbying or olher political activities.

Page 5



9. Small and Disadvantaged Business Utllization Requirements (Non-SRF Reclpients)

The recipient agrees to comply with the requirements of EPA’s Program for Utilization of Small, Minority
and Women's Business Enterprises in procurement under assistance agreements:

{a) The recipient accepts the applicable FY39 Minority Business Enterprise (MBE¥Womens' Business
Enterprise (WBE) "fair share” goals/objectives negotiated with EPA by the Oregon Depariment of
Environmental Quality as follows:

Supplies: 2.70% MBE  1.93% WBE
Services: 5.39% MBE  2.23% WBE
Equipment:  0.00% MBE  1.47% WBE

(b) The recipient agrees to ensure, to the fullest extent possible, that at least the applicable "fair share”
objectives of Federal funds for prime contracts or subcontracts for supplies, construction, equipment or
services are made available to organizations owned or controlled by socially and economically
disadvantaged individuals, women and Historically Black Colleges and Universities.

(c) The recipient agrees to Include in its bid documents the applicable "fair share” objectives and require
all of its prime contractors to include in their bid documents for subcontracts the negotiated *fair share”
percentages.

(d) The recipient agrees to follow the six affirmative steps or positive efforts stated in 40 CFR 30.44(b), 40
CFR 31.36(e), or 40 CFR 35.6580, as appropriate, and retain records documenting compliance.

(e} The recipient agrees to submit an EPA form 5700-52A, “MBE/WBE Utilization Under Federal Grants,
Cooperative Agreements and Interagency Agreements” as follows:

For grants awarded under 40 CFR Part 35, Subpart A (refer to the Regulatory Authority box
shown in the middle of Page 2 of the Assistance Agreement/Amendment), reports are due
annually by October 30 of each year (covers the Federal Fiscal Year October 1 - September 30).

~-For Assistance Agreements/Amendments with institutions of higher education, hospitals and other
non-profit organizations awarded under the Regulatory Authority of 40 CFR Part 30, reports are
due annually by October 30 of each year (covers the Federal Fiscal Year October 1 - September
30).

Grants awarded under any other Regulatory Authority are due Quarterly. These reports are due
beginning with the Federal Fiscal Year quarter the recipient recelves the award and continuing
until the project period ends. These reports must be submitted within 30 days of the end of the

Federal-Fiscal-Quarter-(due dates are January 30, April 30, July 30, and October 30).

All reports must be submitted to the Grants Administration Unit, OMP-145, 1200 Sixth Avenue,
Seattie, WA 98101. For further information, please contact Marie McPeak at (206) 553-2894, email:
mcpeak.marie@epa.qov.

¥ racé and]dr' génder neutral efforts prove inadequaié to achieve a "fair share” ob]ebtive. the recipient

agrees to notify EPA in advance of any race and/or gender conscious action it plans to take to more
closely achleve the “fair share” objective.

EPA may take corrective action under 40 CFR Parts 30, 31, and 35, as appropriate, if the recipient fails to
comply with these term and conditions.

10. Small Business in Rural Areas (SBRA)

If a contract is awarded under this assistance agreement, the recipient is also required to utilize the
following affirmative steps:

Page 6



best carry out the purposes of this assistance agreement. Accordingly, the reciplent and EPA agree that
the recipient may, at its discretion, submit more frequent reports to the Project Officer. Such reports could
include:

a) A copy of the weekly status reports (as proposed in the February 2004 Project Proposal).

b) Monthly project status reports and accompanying invoices {as proposed in the February Project
Proposal). The reports could include updates to the project schedule, graphs showing planned versus
actual costs and planned versus actual work accomplished, and an overview of the cornpleted and
planned projects. The report could also include, if appropriate, an explanation why established goals
were not met.

Where appropriate, these reports may be submitted electronically.

If the recipient chooses not to report monthly per above, the recipient shall submit quarterly
performance reports during the life of the project. In the case of quarterly reports, reports are due 30
calendar days after the end of each reporting period. Reports shall be submitted to the EPA Project

Officer and may be provided electronically. The reports shall generally contain brief information on each
of the following:

(a) A comparison of actual accomplishments with the goals and objectives established for the
reporting period.

(b) Reasons why established goals were not met, if appropriate.
{c) Other pertinent information on progress of the project.

The recipient shall immediately notify the EPA Project Officer of developments that have a significant
impact on the award-supported activities. Also, notification shall be given in the case of problems, delays,
or adverse conditions which materlally impair the ability to meet the objectives of the award. This
notification shall include a statement of the action taken or contemplated, and any assistance needed to
resolve the situation.

3. Seml-Annuai Performance Reports

The recipient shall submit performance reports every six (6) months during the life of the project. Reports
are due 30 calendar days after the end of each reporting period. Reports shall be submitted to the EPA
Project Officer and may be provided electronically. The reports shall generaliy contain brief information on
each of the following:

(a) A comparison of actual accomplishments with the goals and objectives established for the
reporting period.

{b) Reasons why established goals were not met, if appropriate.
(c) Other pertinent information on progress of the project.

In addition to the semi-annual performance reports, the recipient shall immediately notify the EPA Project
Officer of developments that have a significant impact on the award-supported activities. Also, notification
shall be given in the case of problems, delays, or adverse conditions which materially impair the ability to
meet the objectives of the award. This notification shall include a statement of the action taken or
contemplated, and any assistance needed to resolve the situation.

4. Finai Performance Report

In addition to the periodic performance reports, the recipient shall submit a final performance report, which
Is due 90 calendar days after the expiration or termination of the award. The report shall be submitted to
the EPA Project Officer and may be provided electronically. The report shall generally contain the same
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(a) Place SBRAs on solicitation lists.
(b) Make sure that SBRAs are soliciled whenever there are potential sources.

(c) Divide total requirements, when economically feasible, into small tasks or quantities to permit
maximum participalion by SBRAs.

(d) Establish delivery schedules, where the requirements of work permit, which would encourage
participation by SBRAs.

(e) Use the services of the Small Business Adminisiration and the Minority Business Development
Agency of the U.S. Department of Commerce, as appropriate.

(f) Require the contractor to comply with the affirmative steps outlined above.

There is no formal reporting requirement for SBRAs at this time; it is recommended that the recipient keep
records of SBRA participation.

11. Consultant Services

EPA participation in the salary rate (excluding overhead) paid to individual consultants retained by
recipients or by a recipient's contractors or subcontractars shall be limited to the maximum daily rate for a
Level IV of the Executive Schedule (formerly GS-18), to be adjusted annually. This limit applies to
consultation services of designated individuals with speclalized skills who are paid at a daily or hourly rate.
As of January 1, 2004, the limit is $524.77 per day ($65.60 hourly). This rate does not include
transportation and subsistence costs for travel performed (recipient will pay these in accordance with their
normal travel reimbursement practices).

Subagreements with firms for services which are awarded using the procurement requirements in this part
are not affected by this limitation. The recipient may refer to 40 CFR 30.27(b) or 40 CFR 31.36(j}(2), as
applicable, for additional information.

NOTE: For future years' limits, the recipient may find the annual salary for Level IV of the Executive
Schedule on the following Internet site: http://www.opm.gov/oca, select "Salary and Wages”, and select
"Executive Schedule". The annual salary is divided by 2087 hours to determine the maximum hourly rate,
which is then multiplied by 8 to determine the maximum daily rate.

Programmatic Conditions

1. Quality Assurance Requirements

Acceptable Quality Assurance documentation must be submitted to the EPA Project Officer within 30 days
of the acceptance of this agreement or another date as negotiated with the EPA Project Officer. No work
involving direct measurements or data generation, environmental modeling, compilation of data from
literature or electronic media, and data supporting the design, construction, and operation of
environmental technology shall be initiated under this project until the EPA Project Officer, in concert with
the EPA Quality Assurance Manager, has approved the quality assurance document. (See 40 CFR 30.54
or 31.45, as appropriate.) Additional information on these requirements can be found at the EPA Office of
Grants and Debarment website: http://www.epa.gov/ogd/qa.htm.

2. Special Reporting Option

Although 40 CFR Part 31, subpart 31.40(b)(1) states that performance requirements will not be required
more frequently than quarterly, the recipient and EPA agree that more frequent reports are appropriate to
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information as in the periodic reports, but should cover-the entire project period. After completion of the
3 project, the EPA Project Officer may waive the requirement for a final performance report if the EPA
Project Officer deems such a report is inappropriate or unnecessary.

w+End of Assistance Agreement X 97074801-0****
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" Initiate Payment Requests Page 1 of 1

BUILD: 2008.06.03(6.1.0A04) | CLONE: (ASAPGov_Cluster_Clone3) | Current Cycle Date: 08/01/20

*gov JIM HILL
Working For 4129591

TR Ve Kavs SOOI You Trp e

© Agency Reports Inquines

Funetions

* Bayment.

nroflments Redue st

Initiate Payment Requests (PR)

Step 4 of 4
Payment Transaction Confirmation

Payment Request Sequence Number : 08-01-2008 43316496

Payment Request Type : Individual
Payment Method : ACH
Bank Relationship : 325070760******8459
Requested Settlement Date : 08/04/2008
Requested Date and Time : 08/01/2008:19:18

Total Items : 1

[Recipient : CITY OF MEDFORD ( 4129591)
|Federa| Agency : ENVIRONMENTAL PROT. AGENCY (68128933)
ash on Hand : Total : $21,124.12
?teq #1 Account ID Account Requestor Available Amount Remittance ;aezr:::tt
em # Status Reference Number Balance Requested Data Status
Queued to
00002/1 X97074801 Open WISEINV0027778H $349,932.71 $21,124.12 :%:lent to

%e!p for this
; Step

https://www.asap.gov/ASAPGov/ 8/1/2008



YA # 189197
Pro et Lo 9408

I’_m ONE COMPANY ||‘|V0|ce
Many Solusions Phase send ramittance with copy of invoice o
"'OR Engineering, inc. P.O. Box 3480
stiand, OR 97204-1134 . Omaha, NE 68103-0480
hone: (503) 423-3700
Tom Suttie Iyvoice No. 00027778-H
CITY OF MEDFORD Invoice Date June 11, 2008
Public Works Department Period Ending April 26, 2008
1100 Kirttand Road '
Central Point, OR 97502
Project No, Task 1- 008530:000000000084295 $ 2,769.68
Task 2- 008530:000000000084296 $ 1,522.10
Task 3- 008530:000000000084296 $ -
Task 4- 008530:000000000084296 $ 2,886.00
Task 5 008530:000000000084296 $ 459.30
Task 6- 008530.000000000084296 § -
Task 7- 008530:000000000084296 $ 13,487.05
Amount Dus This Invoics $§ 21,124.12
For professional services related to Caty of Bedford "WISE” Proset Apr 1270 2060 rouah June 242008
CURRENT PROJECT TO DATE
I s> SRS O - e E T Sodi
TOTAL TASK 1.1 LABOR - - 495.87
TOTAL TASK 1.1 EXPENSES $ - $ 109.83
TOTAL TASK 1.1 SUBCONSULTANT S $ 1 964.34
b T P A e L o AT VAT oo T ITEGITAOIN
TOTAL TASK 1.2 LABOR ’

TOTAL TASK 1.2 EXPENSES
TOTN. TASK 1 2 SUBCONSULTANT S

TG U CUR IR

=
R.Im Deputy Proj. Manager 14.00 314900 § 2,086.00

T. Turano Cierical 1025 $ 5700 $ 58425 :

TOTAL TASK 1.3, LABOR 2425 § 2670.25 32525 § 35,499.07
EXPENSES
Technology Fee $ 0843

TOTAL TASK 1.3 EXPENSES $ 09.43 $ 3,393.93

TOTALTASK13SUBCONSULTANTS I S S 362,16

S OTAL TASK T4 LABOR. SRS B
TOTAL TASK 1.4 EXPENSES $ . $ -
TOTAL TASKA 4SUBCONSULTANTS _

5
TOTAL TASK 1.5 EXPENSES
TOTAL TASK 1.5 SUBCONSULTANTS

TOTAL TASK 1 A
TOTAL TASK 2.1 LABOR . - == m— —
TOTAL TASK 2.1 EXPENSES $ - $ 2219
JOTAL TASK 2 SUBCONSULTANTS o I $ -

~OTALTASK22 LABOR s
TOTAL TASK 2.2 EXPENSES : $ . $
TOTAL TASK 2.2 SUBCONSULTANTS $ s




Initiate Payment Request By Requestor

[Payment Request Sequence Number : 07-08-2005 43316496

Payment Request Type :

Individual

Payment Method :

ACH

Banking Relationship :

ACHFEDWIRE#1

Requested Settlement Date :

07/11/2005

Request Date and Time :

07/08/2005:12:32

Total ltems :

1

Recipient : CITY OF MEDFORD (4129591)

Federal Agency : U.S. ENVIRON. PROTECT AGENCY (68128910)

Cash On Hand :

Sum of Amounts :$21,667.69

Seq #/ [Account ID|Account| Request Available Remittance|Remittance| Payment Payment
item # Status | Reference Balance Code Amount Request Request
Number Amount Status
00001/1  [X97074801 Open  [WISEINVM- $651,607.16 Queued to be
112514 sent to ACH
X97074801- Open $21,667.69
UzZGoo3

0304 B

10U0QNI

203018

07/08/2005, ASAPGov Confirmation Page: 1




ONE COMPANY
Many Solutions™

Englneering, Inc.
APortland, OR 97204-1134
Phone: (503) 423-3700

Tom Suttle

CITY OF MEDFORD

Public Works Department

1100 Kirtland Road

Central Point, OR 97502

\r)w T\wdwer D
Payed 2 LWL OY4 DSrmweren e

Fy-04-0<

Invoice

copy of invoice to
P.O. Box 3480

Omaha, NE 68103-0480

Involce No. M-112514

Project No. Task 1- 008530:000000000015350 $
Task 2- 008530:000000000016332 $
Task 3- 008530:000000000016393 $
Task 4- 008530:000000000016395
Task 5- 008530:000000000016397
Task 6- 008530:000000000016237
Task 7- 008530,000000000016238

Jones & Stokes: 000000000016400
Golder: 000000000016401

Squier: 000000000016402

West Yost: 000000000016403

E. Dittmer. 000000000016404

NW Bio: 000000000016406

J. Shrader. 000000000016407

For professional services related to City of Medford "WISE" Project through June 25, 2005

TASK 1.1 - REG COMPLIANCE WORK GROUP

LABOR HOURS
TOTAL TASK 1.1 LABOR
EXPENSES
TOTAL TASK 1.1 EXPENSES

SUBCONSULTANTS
TOTAL TASK 1.1 SUBCONSULTANTS

RATE

TASK 1.2 - SCREENING CRITERIA FOR CONCEPTUAL ALTS.

' 9R HOURS
TAL TASK 1.2 LABOR
EXPENSES

TOTAL TASK 1.2 EXPENSES

SUBCONSULTANTS
TOTAL TASK 1.2 SUBCONSULTANTS

RATE

TASK 1.3- IDENTIFY & SCREEN CONCEPTUAL ALTERNATIVES

LABOR HOURS
TOTAL TASK 1.3. LABOR
EXPENSES
TOTAL TASK 1.3 EXPENSES

SUBCONSULTANTS
TOTAL TASK 1.3 SUBCONSULTANTS

RATE

TASK 1.4- PREPARE PRELIM. ENVIROMENTAL COMPLIANCE PLAN

LABOR ~.  HOURS
TOTAL TASK 1.4 LABOR
EXPENSES

TOTAL TASK 1.4 EXPENSES

SUBCONSULTANTS
TOTAL TASK 1.4 SUBCONSULTANTS

RATE

CURRENT PROJECT TO DATE
HOURS $ HOURS $

- $ - 3.00 § 495.87
$ - $ 109.83
$ - $ 1,964.34
- $ - 108.00 $ 13,780.76
$ - $ 1,139.12
- $ 2,265.49
- $ - 301.00 $ 32,828.82
$ - $ 3,294.50
- $ 4,962.15

S - - 3 -

$ - $ -
$ - $ 105.00

Amount Due This Invoice

$

PPN AANNAN

Invoice Date July 1, 2005
Period Ending June 25, 2005

129
12,147.94

8,985.96
§32.50

21,667.69



ACOb[2. 04

m  J
United States Department of the Interior
P NS

BUREAU OF RECLAMATION
TAKE PRIDE’

Pacific Northwest Region INAMERICA
Lower Columbia Area Office
N REPLY REFER TO- 1201 NE Lloyd Boulevard, Suite 750
Portland, Oregon 97232
LCA-6000
ADM-13.00 RECEIVED
AUG 2 7 2008
AUG 29 2008
WATER RESOURGES DEPT
: SALEM, OREGON
Mr. Bob Rice

Senior Water Resources Coordinator
Oregon Water Resources Department
723 Summer Street NE, Suite A
Salem, OR 97301

Subject: Water for Irrigation, Streams and the Economy (WISE) Project Grant Application
Dear Mr. Rice:

Along with numerous state and local entities in the Bear Creek/Little Butte Creek Basins, the
Bureau of Reclamation serves as a member of the WISE Project Advisory Committee. Recently,
Federal legislation was enacted to provide Reclamation with the authority to act as the lead
Federal agency in the development of the WISE Project Feasibility Study/Environmental Impact
Statement. The comprehensive water management goals of the WISE Project are consistent with
Reclamation’s mission to manage, develop, and protect water and related resources in an
environmentally and economically sound manner in the interest of the American public. Thus,
Reclamation supports the WISE Project’s application for grant funding through the Oregon
Water Resources Department’s water conservation and storage initiative.

Sincerely,

ATy

actnaror  Ronald J. Eggers
Area Manager



