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Drinking Water Planning Grant
Letter of Interest
Fiscal Year 2018
Section I. Project Information
Please provide complete and accurate answers to receive the highest possible rating for your project. DEQ recommends that you work closely with your engineering consultant to complete this form.
A. System Identification
      Is system located primarily within incorporated city limits? 
        System Ownership:
B. Project Readiness
Decide if your community is interested in pursuing a DEQ Drinking Water planning grant by answering the following questions. At a minimum, the planning effort must address problems experienced by your drinking water system. For each YES, provide documentation on a separate sheet of paper.
1. Do you need to make improvements or upgrade your public drinking water system?
If you answered YES, your drinking water system is eligible to be rated and placed on the FY 2018 planning grant priority list. Complete section II. As an attachment, include a description of the proposed planning project and any known problems that need to be addressed. Label the description as section I.B.1.
If you answered NO, you will not be placed on the new fiscal year’s priority list. DEQ will notify you next year when the grant and loan process begins again. If you answered NO, do not complete or submit this form to DEQ.
2. If you have already contacted an engineer about your planning effort, indicate your status and provide contact information for the engineer (or firm):
3. What is the estimated total cost (DEQ + your match) to prepare your planning document (including an environmental document if one will be prepared as part of this grant)?
An Environmental Information Document (EID) may be required under the DEQ planning grant process if you plan to design or construct a project with SRF funds. If your system plans to avoid the use of SRF design/construction funds, you may choose to opt out of the EID. Contact the DEQ grant and loan program office for details. Preparation of an EID is considered grant eligible if you wish to prepare it as part of this planning process. You may also choose to defer the EID until completion of preliminary design. 
4. If this planning document will include an EID, how much of the total planning budget provided above is the estimated cost (DEQ + your match) of preparing an EID? (Initial EID costs need not include agency consultations--discuss with DEQ regional engineer.)
5. If interested in receiving a planning grant, will you have the 50% required match funds available?
If you answered NO, do not complete or submit this form to DEQ.
Section II. Integrated Priority Rating System
IDAPA 58.01.22.020 Projects are identified for placement on priority lists by surveying eligible entities directly on an annual basis. Information is also received from the Department and consulting engineers. Grant funds are awarded to projects based on priority ratings. Projects are rated by the Department on a standard priority rating form using public health, sustainability, water quality criteria, and condition of the existing system. 
Answer the questions below and provide the requested documentation. Applicants or their consultants are encouraged to contact DEQ regional engineering or state office grant and loan program staff prior to the submittal deadline for assistance in answering the questions. Rating will be done on the basis of the answers and documentation provided.
A. Public Health Hazard
IDAPA 58.01.22.020.02.a. Public Health Hazard. Any condition which creates, or may create, a danger to the consumer's health, which may include one or more of the following: i. Documented unresolved violations of the primary drinking water standards including maximum contaminant levels, action levels, and treatment techniques (to include maximum contaminant levels for acute and chronic contaminates); ii. Documented unresolved violations of pressure requirements; iii. Documented reduction in source capacity that impacts the system's ability to reliably serve water; or iv. Documented significant deficiencies (e.g., documented in a sanitary survey) in the physical system that is causing the system to not be able to reliably serve safe drinking water—up to 100 points. 
On a separate sheet, describe each item marked YES and attach documentation. Label each description/documentation as section II.A, part number(s).
1. In the last 12 months, has your system documented unresolved violations of  primary drinking water standards?
a. Microbial violations in the last 12 months (select one):
- E. coli MCL violation (pre- or post-RTCR)
- Total coliform only-RTCR Level 2 Assessment triggered within past 12 months 
b. Chemical or radiological violations in the last 12 months:
- Chronic chemical or radiological MCL exceeded or lead Action Level exceeded
- Copper Action Level exceeded
c. Surface water treatment technique violations (including GWUDI) OR newly discovered/designated water source under direct influence of surface water and source without filtration (not yet a violation within 18 months of discovery)
2. In the last 12 months, has your system documented frequent unresolved incidents of pressure below 20 psi? Provide copies of public notices that are required by the “Idaho Rules for Public Drinking Water Systems” and any related documentation.
3. Does your system currently have a documented reduction in source capacity (well or surface water intake, not pumps) that impacts the system's ability to reliably serve water? Provide documentation.
4. Does your system currently have other significant problems in the physical system (not otherwise listed in questions 1–3) that have been identified as a public health hazard as defined by the rule cited above? Provide documentation.
B. General Conditions of Existing Facilities
IDAPA 58.01.22.020.02.b. General Conditions of Existing Facilities. Points shall be given based on deficiencies (which would not constitute a public health hazard) for pumping, treating, storing, and delivering drinking water—up to 60 points. 
Select all that are true but do not rise to the level of a public health hazard as in section II.A and will be addressed by the proposed study. If available, provide documentation other than a sanitary survey (e.g., engineer’s evaluation). On a separate sheet, describe each item marked YES and attach documentation. Label each description/documentation as section II.B., part number(s).
Systems will be considered inadequate to meet current hydraulic demand if pressures are consistently between 20 and 40 psi (this section does not include occasional depressurization events below 20 psi that have been resolved).
Check all that will be addressed by the planning effort:
1. Treatment deficiencies:
a. Water treatment facilities do not meet the requirements of the “Idaho Rules for Public Drinking Water Systems” (other than MCLs).
b. Treatment facilities have inadequate capacity and cannot reliably meet current demand without extraordinary operational procedures.
c. Inadequate or lack of treatment results in exceedance of secondary MCLs.
2. Source deficiencies (do not include Distribution System items such as leaks and inadequate pipe size):
a. Sources are vulnerable to contamination (e.g., damaged casing, inadequate setbacks, proximity to contamination) and the vulnerabilities will be corrected as part of this project.
b. Source’s or combined sources’ capacity is inadequate to meet current demand, even if they are or could be equipped with adequately sized pumps. Provide a description and documentation, such as pressure readings or complaints received by operator.
c. Sources have adequate water, but well pumps or intake pumps are inadequate to meet current hydraulic demand. Provide a description and documentation, such as pressure readings or complaints received by operator.
3. Distribution system deficiencies (do not include well pumps):
a. Storage, pumping, or distribution facilities have inadequate capacity and cannot reliably meet current demand.
b. Existing storage tanks, pumping, or distribution facilities are leaking excessively or are structurally flawed or deteriorated. Provide documentation, such as maintenance logs.
4. Will the proposed study address redundancy and standby power?
C. Sustainability (Green) Infrastructure Efforts
IDAPA 58.01.22.020.02.c Sustainability Efforts (e.g., prospective efforts at energy conservation, water conservation, extending the life of capital assets, green building practices, and other environmentally innovative approaches to infrastructure repair, replacement and improvement)—up to 50 points. 
Answers to the following questions can improve your overall rating. If you earn Priority List points for your responses in this section, your project engineer will need to help DEQ (several hours) develop the needed information to report to the United States Environmental Protection Agency (EPA). 
Although only 50 points can be awarded under section II.C, DEQ will incorporate all sustainability items checked below into the scope of the grant agreement for inclusion in the planning document. All the items checked shall be addressed in the planning document.
For reference, some sustainability-related websites are provided under the relevant checklist items.
1. As part of your planning study, will you include sustainability efforts? 
 Check all that apply under #2-#4—5 or 10 points each as noted, up to a maximum of 50 points.
2. Management-based efforts—Explain the management-based sustainability initiative efforts your system will engage in as part of the project and the cost of the effort. Include documentation supporting the management-based efforts. Label the documentation as section II.C.3.  Management-based efforts could include, but would not be limited to the following:
3. Technology-based efforts—Explain the technology-based sustainability initiative efforts your system will evaluate as part of the planning effort and the cost of the effort. The items below are grouped according to the documentation required, which will be required at the time of final design. Technology-based efforts could include, but would not be limited to the following:
Provision of environmentally innovative drinking water system efforts such as the following (contact grant and loan program for requirements) (all 10 pts):
4. Construction practices—Evaluate green construction practices as part of the planning effort.
D. Consent Order, Compliance Agreement Schedule, or Court Order
IDAPA 58.01.22.020.02.d. Consent Order, Compliance Agreement Schedule, or Court Order. Points shall be given if the system is operating under and in compliance with a Consent Order, Compliance Agreement Schedule, or Court Order and the proposed construction project will address the Consent Order, Compliance Agreement Schedule, or Court Order—up to 30 points.
1. Is your planning effort directly related to the technical/managerial issues of the order or agreement?
2. If YES, on a separate sheet describe the issues and provide supporting documentation that will assist in understanding the problem(s). Discuss whether you are seeking funding for a phased approach to your system’s needs, and if the phasing strategy has been discussed with the DEQ regional engineer. Label the description as section II.D.
E. Bonus Points/Incentives
IDAPA 58.01.22.020.02.e. Incentives. Bonus points shall be awarded to systems that promote source water protection, conservation, economy, proper operation maintenance, and monitoring—up to 10 points.
Check all that apply: 
1. Do you have a current Drinking Water Protection Plan (less than 5 years old)?
         If no, will you create a Drinking Water Protection Plan with this grant?
2. Cross-connection:
Community Water System—Do you have an active Cross-Connection Control Plan (provide a copy or link to this plan), OR
Noncommunity Water System—Were potential backflow protection or cross-connection issues identified in the managerial module of your latest sanitary survey (provide date)?
3. Was the water system free of significant deficiencies on its last sanitary survey?
4. Do you have a predesignated, licensed, “Substitute Responsible Charge Operator” for your system as described in IDAPA 58.01.08.554?
5. Has your system received 1 or fewer Failure to Monitor violations for all analyses in the last 5 years? 
F. Affordability
IDAPA 58.01.22.020.02.f. Affordability. Points shall be given when current system user charges exceed state affordability guidelines—up to 10 points. 
/month/household
G. Authorized Signature
Are you willing to allow us to share your LOI with other federal funding agencies?
I understand that if awarded funding, costs incurred prior to the award are not eligible for reimbursement, unless written acceptance of the costs are received from DEQ.
                                                                                                     Initials
I certify that, to the best of my knowledge, all information provided here is valid and correct: 
Authorized Signature:
Title:
Print Name:
Date:
Return completed form by January 13, 2017, to:Idaho Department of Environmental QualityAttn: Charlie Parkins1410 North HiltonBoise, ID 83706charlie.parkins@deq.idaho.govPhone (208) 373-0577    Fax (208) 373-0576
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