
Please wait... 
  
If this message is not eventually replaced by the proper contents of the document, your PDF 
viewer may not be able to display this type of document. 
  
You can upgrade to the latest version of Adobe Reader for Windows®, Mac, or Linux® by 
visiting  http://www.adobe.com/go/reader_download. 
  
For more assistance with Adobe Reader visit  http://www.adobe.com/go/acrreader. 
  
Windows is either a registered trademark or a trademark of Microsoft Corporation in the United States and/or other countries. Mac is a trademark 
of Apple Inc., registered in the United States and other countries. Linux is the registered trademark of Linus Torvalds in the U.S. and other 
countries.


Idaho Department of Environmental Quality
Clean Water State Revolving Fund
Form 6-A January 2015
Checklist for Plans and Specifications Review
Page  of 
Form 6-A Checklist for Plans and Specifications Review
Y = yes      N = no       NA = not applicable
A. GENERAL INFORMATION
1. Is the project consistent with an approved engineering report or facility plan, and environmental assessment?
2. Has a categorical exclusion or Finding of No Significant Impact      (FONSI) been issued? 
3. Has an environmental impact statement (EIS) been prepared on this project?
4. Is the treatment process suitable for the character and volume of wastewater to be treated?
5. Have the wastewater system components been properly sized, based on population projections?
6. Will a minimum of primary treatment and disinfection be provided during construction?
7. If the present level of treatment cannot be provided during   construction, list all safeguards in the box below (e.g., boil water advisory).
8. Has an organized, systematic, readily understood basis of design been provided?
9. Has an infiltration/inflow analysis been completed?
10. If an infiltration/inflow analysis has not been completed, has DEQ certified that the contributing sewer lines do not have excessive infiltration/inflow? 
11. Is the project, as it is proposed, located in the 100-year floodplain as identified using a Flood Insurance Rate Map (FIRM)?  
12. Has reasonable protection against flooding been provided for in the construction design?
13. Is the design capable of meeting the required effluent limitations and design criteria?
14. Does the design contain adequate operational flexibility and access  to equipment?
15. Has the user charge system been prepared?
16. Has the sewer use ordinance been enacted?
17. Is the site title opinion available? If N or NA is marked, provide an explanation in the space below.
18. Have easements, rights-of-way, and permits been acquired? If N or NA is marked, provide an explanation in the space below.
19. Have environmental mitigation measures been incorporated into construction designs?
B. SPECIFICATIONS: BID ADVERTISEMENT
1. Has Executive Order 11246 (Equal Employment), as amended,     been mentioned?
2. Have Davis Bacon, American iron and steel, and other federal requirements that will be delineated in the contract documents been mentioned?
C. BONDING
The following items are documented: 
1. 5% bid bond or equal
2. 100% performance bond 
3. 100% payment bond
D. INSURANCE
The following items are documented: 
1. Workmen's compensation
2. Public liability 
3. Property damage
4. Fire and extended coverage
5. Flood insurance
E. OTHER REQUIREMENTS
1. Is materials testing information included?
2. Has information about treatment during construction been included?
3. Have clear descriptions and maps of where the project is located been included?
4. Are specifications inserts included (forms 6-C through 6-Y)?
5. Do the specifications address protests made by bidders?
6. Has the latest applicable wage determination been included? (applicable if Davis-Bacon wage provisions apply for a particular loan)
7. Has American Iron and Steel contract language been included (Form 6-X, Attachment 2)?
F. BIDDABILITY
1. Is the procedure for bid evaluation clear and defensible?
2. Are there provisions for a construction schedule and a breakdown from the winning bidder?
G. CONSTRUCTABILITY
1. Are the documents compatible? (For example, are the blue-lines compatible with the specifications? Do the electrical drawings match the mechanical drawings? Are the exterior drawings of the building consistent with the spaces/equipment required internally? Are the plans complete?)
2. Are there errors, omissions, or ambiguities?
3. Are any special limitations that are imposed by the site addressed?
4. Are the construction documents compatible with generally accepted construction procedures and equipment?
5. Are the electrical, mechanical, and structural features certified by a registered professional engineer?
H. ENGINEERING DRAWINGS AND DETAIL SPECIFICATIONS
1. If a brand name has been used, was it followed by an "or equal" clause? 
2. If only one brand name is used, has the loan recipient (if a political subdivision) provided justification showing they are in compliance with Idaho Code 67-2808(2)? Note: Homeowners' associations are not governed by Title 67, Chapter 28. 
I. BUILDINGS
1. Is an adequately equipped laboratory provided?
2. Is the space provided in the various buildings adequate?
3. Are heating, lights, and sanitary facilities adequate in all buildings?
4. Are chemical storage and machine locations safe?
5. Does design emphasize heating and energy conservation methods?
J. ENVIRONMENTAL CONSIDERATIONS
1. Have the environmental mitigation measures from the Loan Offer Acceptance and Agreement been incorporated into the plans and specifications? (If the agreement does not have a specific section that lists the required environmental mitigation measures, the list will be found in the categorical exclusion, finding of no significant impact, or environmental impact statement. If you need assistance, contact the State Office reviewer of the environmental information document.)
K. RELIABILITY
1. Is standby power provided?
2. If no standby power is provided, describe on an attachment the means of assuring continuous operation.
3. Have redundant units and equipment been provided to the maximum extent possible? 
4. Can individual plant units be bypassed?
5. Are provisions for operational flexibility adequate?
6. Is piping color-coded and suitably identified? (This is an OSHA
    requirement.
7. Is the plant fenced or otherwise enclosed?
8. Is the public water supply protected by a backflow preventer?
9. Is mechanical ventilation provided where required?
10. Are railings and machine guards provided?
11. Is outdoor lighting adequate?
12. Does the project address all OSHA design standards?
L. GREEN PROJECT RESERVE
A technical memorandum has been submitted and fully justifies each item identified as a Green Project Reserve (GPR) component in the Letter of Interest. Each memorandum fully justifies the GPR designation according to the current EPA guidance for determining project eligibility and the examples provided on the SRF website. 
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