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The purpose of this technical memorandum (TM) is to outline a plan for funding and financing the Merced Region Integrated Regional Water Management (IRWM) Plan (MIRWMP).  This TM will serve as the basis for the Finance section of the MIRWMP.

1 Finance
	Integrated Regional Water Management (IRWM) Plans must:

· List known, as well as, possible funding sources, programs and grant opportunities for the development and ongoing funding of the IRWM Plan

· List the funding mechanisms, including water enterprise funds, rate structures, and private financing options, for projects that implement the IRWM Plan

· Explain the certainty and longevity of known or potential funding for the IRWM Plan and projects the implement the Plan
· Explain how operation and maintenance (O&M) costs for projects that implement the IRWM Plan would be covered and the certainty of operation and maintenance funding


1.1.1 Funding Sources and Mechanisms for Planning and Implementation

As with many regions in the State, project funding is a major obstacle for the implementation of projects in the Merced IRWM Region.  Demands on limited local funds continue to increase, construction costs continue to rise, and existing infrastructure continues to require upgrades to meet growing demands.  In this economic climate, agencies are challenged to balance costs associated with ensuring the highest standards of water quality and supply reliability for existing customers while protecting and enhancing the sensitive ecosystems within the region.  Further, projects that benefit the environment but do not provide new water or a measurable improvement to water supply reliability and/or water quality are typically dependent upon public assistance for implementation.

Funding is particularly difficult for the Merced IRWM Region due to the economic distress of its communities.  Merced County’s poverty rate rose from 23 percent in 2010 to 27.4 percent in 2011, and the California Employment Development Department reported multiple communities within the Merced IRWM Region having unemployment rates greater than 20 percent in 2011.  Given the Merced IRWM Region’s economic conditions, the Regional Water Management Group (RWMG) and regional stakeholders are mindful of the need to implement the MIRWMP, including any projects or programs considered for implementation, in a cost-effective manner.  
This first MIRWMP was developed with funding from the Department of Water Resources (DWR) IRWM Grant Program in conjunction with significant time and resources from Merced Irrigation District, City of Merced and Merced County staff.  Going forward, the RWMG recognizes that most of the cost of maintaining the MIRWMP must come from its member agencies. The RWMG is committed to continuing to fund a useful and implementable IRWM Plan.  Using in-kind services performed by staff from their respective agencies, supplemented by grant funding when available, the RWMG’s member agencies intend to implement periodic plan performance reviews, continue coordination of and participation on the Regional Advisory Committee (RAC), organize stakeholder outreach efforts, and update the MIRWMP as needed in the future to help ensure it responds appropriately to current day conditions and issues.  The time commitment from the RWMG is estimated to be approximately 100-120 hours per year distributed among the staff of the RWMG member agencies for organization and attendance of quarterly RAC meetings and 40-60 hours per year distributed among elected officials and staff members to organize and attend biannual meetings of the Policy Committee (which is discussed in Chapter X, Governance).  

With regard to projects and programs which implement the MIRWMP, the estimated costs of projects included in the plan range from several tens of thousands of dollars to multi-million dollar projects.  A snapshot of projects including the estimated cost for each is included in Appendix X.  The list of projects in the appendix also identifies local funding sources and existing grants that have been secured by the project proponent; in most cases these amounts are not applicable.  The majority of the project proponents have not yet successfully identified local funding sources to support implementation of their proposed projects.  The combined estimated costs of the projects within the plan is approximately $350 million and of this amount only $7 million, or 2% of the total estimated costs, has been secured.  As illustrated by this snapshot of projects, funding is a real challenge for the region.  Many of the projects included within the MRIWMP were submitted with the hope of securing outside funding for implementation. 

The RWMG, RAC and regional stakeholders understand that in the long-run, project funding must be borne primarily by local entities.  However, outside funding provides an important impetus to move projects from planning to construction.  While grants and loans represent unsecured sources of funding, in a region where some water and sewer enterprise funds have been running at a significant deficit and the rate base is composed of disadvantaged communities (DACs), there is also uncertainty in local sources of funding. Due to lack of funding, some projects which are “shovel-ready” have not been completed. In other cases, projects to meet critical regional water management needs are unable to move beyond planning phases due to inadequate funding.  
The RWMG will fund oversight of the MIRWMP through in-kind time and material commitments, but outside sources of funding are needed to supplement locally available funds and to move forward some critical projects.
It should be recognized that each implementing organization has a unique set of revenue and financing methods and sources.  The MIRMWP does not provide an exhaustive list of funding sources available.  Many of the same funding sources and/or mechanisms would be used for continued development of the IRWM Plan and for project / program implementation.  Potential funding sources for furthering the MIRWMP and implementing projects are listed in Table 1, and the funding mechanisms are further described below. 
Table 1: Funding Sources for Development of the IRWM Plan and Implementation of Projects

	Funding Mechanisms
	Continued IRWM Plan
	Project / Program Implementation
	Certainty & Longevity of Funding

	User Rates / Recovery
	
	(
	Dependent upon rate structure adopted by project proponents 

	Capacity Fees
	
	(
	Dependent upon rate structure adopted by project proponents 

	User Fees
	
	(
	Dependent upon rate structure adopted by project proponents 

	Special Assessments
	
	(
	Dependent upon the ability to demonstrate direct and unique benefits to parcels.  Once in place this represents high certainty of funding.

	General or Capital Improvement Funds
	(
	(
	Dependent upon budgets adopted by project proponents and participating agencies

	Revenue Bonds
	
	(
	Dependent upon debt carried by project proponents & bond market

	Local, State, or Federal Grant Programs
	(
	(
	Dependent upon future local, state, and federal budgets, and success in application process

	Low-interest Loan Programs
	
	(
	Dependent upon future local, state, and federal budgets, and success in application process


· User Rates/Rate Recovery.  User rates or rate recovery pays for the operations and maintenance of a water agency or public utility’s system.  Within a water agency user rate, there is a fixed cost component that covers costs that do not vary with the amount of supplied water, such as labor and overhead expenses, and a variable cost component that covers costs that are based on the amount of pumping and applied chemicals to meet the water demands of the customers and vary with the amount of supplied water, such as the electrical and chemical costs.  A water agency customer pays a monthly fixed rate and a variable rate based on the metered usage.  In some cases, the variable rate includes an allowance for water use and the variable rate is charged only if the customer’s usage exceeds the fixed allowance.  In tiered water rates, the variable fee increases with water consumption.  For services without meters, a single monthly rate is assessed based on assumed consumption.  Unmetered customers may also be assessed miscellaneous fees, including charges for swimming pools.
Regional stakeholders understand the need to fully vet projects before passing the costs of projects onto ratepayers in the form of increased water and wastewater rates.  Additionally, regional stakeholders have expressed the need for projects designed to address existing water management needs to be economically sustainable given the current population/ratepayers. As such, the certainty of funding for projects which propose rate increases will be largely dependent on the support garnered for the project and ratepayers understanding of the project need. 

· Capacity Fees.  Capacity fees are charged to users who create new or additional demand on water or wastewater systems.  Capacity fees are used to achieve and maintain equity among its past, present and future customers.  They are typically charged per connection, measured in equivalent dwelling units (EDUs).  A single connection may encompass more than one EDU.  
California law requires that these charges comply with the Mitigation Act (AB1600, Government Code 66000 et seq.), which states that there needs to be nexus between the connection and costs, and that fees should be proportionate to the cost of providing service.
· User Fees.  Monthly user fees are assessed by water agencies when facilities are implemented that directly benefit existing customers.  This is particularly true for water agencies that are developing conjunctive use water systems in which existing customers may have paid for the groundwater component when they paid the development fee (through the purchase of the home).  The surface water and/or recycled water component is a new water supply for a water agency that is needed for conjunctive use with groundwater supplies. Income from this monthly revenue source may be used to pay debt service on debt financed assets.  
· Special Assessments.  When a government agency funds a public project that provides a direct and unique benefit to certain parcels, the agency can assess a charge against those parcels as compensation for the benefit. The amount of the assessment is limited by the measurable increase in value provided to the parcel.
As the region works to address critical flood management needs, it may benefit from the formation of a Flood Control District or a Joint Powers Authority (JPA) comprised of agencies with authority over flood management.  The Flood Control District or JPA could focus on the creation of drainage areas, flood control zones and other special assessment areas to support design, construction and maintenance of flood and stormwater management facilities.  
· General or Capital Improvement Funds.  General or capital improvement funds are monies that an agency sets aside to fund general operations and/or facility improvements, upgrades, and at times development.  These funds are usually part of the overall revenue stream and may or may not be project-specific.
· Revenue Bonds. In cases in which large facilities are needed to support current services and future growth, revenue bonds may be issued to pay for new capital.  In this way, large facilities can be paid for by bonded debt service at the time of construction with repayment of the debt service over a 20- to 30-year timeframe.  This is a preferred approach to paying for high-cost facilities because it avoids the perceived over-collection of fees from past customers that go toward facilities that serve present and future customers.  The drawback to bonded debt is that it cannot be accomplished with capacity fees alone due to the variability and uncertainty of new development over time.  A user rate is needed as a bond document covenant in the event that development fees are not adequate to make the required annual payment for the debt service.
· Local, State, and Federal Grant Programs.  Grant programs typically require that local matching funds be available.  The matching fund requirement demonstrates a local commitment to promoting and completing the study or project.  Grants typically carry relatively high administration costs because extensive grant reporting may be required, and typically only a relatively small portion of the grant may be used to cover grant administration.  The development of this MIRWMP was partially funded through a Proposition 84 Integrated Regional Water Management Planning Grant.  Grant programs that project proponents within the region have used in the past and/or may consider for the future include the following.
· Proposition 50
· DWR Water Use Efficiency Grant Programs

· Proposition 84

· DWR IRWM Grant Program

· DWR Flood Emergency Response Grant Program

· State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB) Storm Water Grant Program

· SWRCB Agricultural Water Quality Grant Program
· California Department of Public Health (CDPH) Emergency Grants
· Proposition 1E

· DWR Stormwater Flood Management Grant Program

· California State Parks Office of Grants and Local Service Annual Grant Programs

· Habitat Conservation Fund

· Land and Water Conservation Fund

· Recreational Trails Program

· U.S. Environmental Protection Agency Environmental Justice Grants and Cooperative Agreements
· U.S. Department of Agriculture Rural Development Grant Assistance
· U.S. Economic Development Administration Investment Programs

· U.S. Bureau of Reclamation Title XVI Water Reclamation and Reuse Program

· The Nature Conservancy

· Low-interest Loan Programs.  Several funding agencies provide low-interest loans for implementation of water resource-related projects. Low-interest loans can save the implementing agency significant amounts of money by reducing interest payments as compared to traditional bonds. The State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB) offers low-interest loans for wastewater and recycled water projects through its Clean Water State Revolving Fund (SRF) loan program. California Department of Public Health (CDPH) administers a similar Safe Drinking Water SRF loan program for drinking water-related projects. The California Infrastructure and Economic Development Bank (I-Bank) administers the Infrastructure SRF loan program for financing implementation projects such as sewage collection and treatment, water treatment and distribution, and water supply projects. 
The Clean Water SRF program generally has approximately $200 to $300 million available in loans each year to help cities, towns, districts, Native American tribal governments, and any designated and approved management agency under Section 208 of the Clean Water Act to construct publicly-owned facilities including wastewater treatment, local sewers, water reclamation facilities, nonpoint source projects, and development and implementation of estuary comprehensive conservation and management plans.  The interest rate is half of the most recent General Obligation (GO) Bond Rate at the time of the funding commitment. Over the last five years, the Clean Water SRF loan interest rate has ranged from 1.8% to 3.0%.  Amounts available through the CDPH Safe Drinking Water SRF loan program vary, but $100 to $200 million is typically available each year.  Available loan funding is dependent upon federal appropriations to each program.  
1.1.2 Operation and Maintenance Funding for Implemented Projects

Ongoing support and funding of the operation and maintenance (O&M) for projects included in the MIRWMP are expected to derive from many of the same sources that were identified to fund project implementation.  Support and funding will likely come primarily from local sources, including user rates, user fees and special assessments.  Since regional projects and programs often involve multiple partner agencies, the range of local sources available is broadened.  The details of funding and financing larger, multi-partner projects are typically worked out on a project-by-project basis.  Large multi-purpose projects typically adhere to standard cost accounting and cost of service principles which are typically described and codified in the agreements for ownership, and operation and maintenance of facilities is typically developed as part of a project financing package.  

O&M costs of proposed implementation projects must be evaluated as the overall viability of a particular project is determined.  Prior to advancing a project forward to implementation, an analysis must be completed to establish the ability to operate and maintain the project and project benefits following completion.  The annual fiscal impact on user rates, and the willingness of ratepayers to accept any increased cost of service as may be required for project implementation, must be included in this analysis.
To improve the region’s ability to provide ongoing support to priority projects, agencies and stakeholders in the region should work together to minimize associated O&M costs and gain savings from economies of scale.
Table for Appendix 

	Project Name
	Agency Submitting
	 Estimated Project Cost 
	Estimated O&M Cost

	Local cost match or in kind contributions / Sources
	Existing grants / Sources

	Planada Community Services District (PCSD) Wastewater Treatment Plant Improvement Project Pre-Construction Mitigation Measures
	Planada Community Services District
	 $ 10,037,600
	--
	None
	$482,735 / SWRCB SCWG for planning (secured);  

$6,000,000 / USDA  and SWRCB (applications are pending); $4,037,600 would come from SWRCB and USDA loan sources

	MID Le Grand / Planada Flood Control/ Conjuctive Use Expansion Study
	Merced Irrigation District
	$240,000 
	--   
	 $60,000 / Merced Irrigation District
	None

	Main Canal Offstream Regulating Reservoir Study
	Merced Irrigation District
	$240,000
	--   
	 $60,000.00 / Merced Irrigation District
	None

	Main Canal at Head Siesmic Rehab
	Merced Irrigation District
	$1,600,000
	$160,000 
	 $400,000 / Merced Irrigation District
	None

	Livingston Canal Lining Project
	Merced Irrigation District
	$3,100,000
	$310,000 
	None
	None

	McCoy Lateral Regulating Basin
	Merced Irrigation District
	$3,282,600
	$328,260 
	$821,000 / Merced Irrigation District
	None                                                                            

	Cressey Recharge Basin Expansion
	Merced Irrigation District
	$250,000
	$25,000 
	None
	None  

	Le Grand Athlone Water Supply Enhancement
	Merced Irrigation District
	$530,500
	$53,050 
	None  
	None

	Black Rascal Creek Flood Control Project
	Merced Streams Group (County of Merced, City of Merced, Merced Irrigation District)
	$32,800,759
	$3,280,076 
	None
	None  

	Flood Risk Management Project, City of Livingston
	City of Livingston
	$1,380,000
	$138,000 
	None
	None

	Merquin Groundwater Reduction Wells
	Merquin County Water District
	$1,300,000
	$130,000 
	None
	None

	Merced IRWM Digital Library Project
	University of California, Merced
	$100,000
	$35,000 
	$25,000.00 / Federal grant plus in-kind salary
	$1,500,000 / National Science Foundation Water, Sustainability and Climate Program.  (Award period:  Sept 1 2012 - Aug 30 2015)

	Highline Lateral Drainage Project
	Merquin county Water District
	$750,000
	$75,000 
	None
	None

	McCoy Lateral Rehabilitation
	Merced Irrigation District
	$2,125,928
	$212,593 
	None
	$1,000,000 / USBR Bay-Delta Restoration Program: CALFED Water Use Efficiency Grant

	Windmill Ditch Drainage
	Merquin County Water District
	$600,000
	$60,000 
	None
	None

	4th Avenue & Lander (Hwy 165) Drainage Project
	Merquin County Water District
	$150,000
	$15,000 
	None
	None

	Study for Potential Water System Intertie Facilities from Merced I.D. to LeGrand-Athelone W.D. and Chowchilla W.D.
	Chowchilla Water District
	$100,000
	 --   
	$25 / Project proponents
	None

	McCullough Road Drainage Project
	Merquin County Water District
	$750,000
	$75,000 
	None
	None

	Highlands II - A conjunctive Use Project
	Merced Irrigation DIstrict
	$1,765,500
	$176,550 
	$441,375 / MID and stakeholder growers
	None

	Cash for Grass Pilot Program to Eliminate Wasteful Pollution Containing Water Run-off
	City of Merced
	$65,680
	--
	$5,680 / 2012-2013 City's Budget for water operations and salary for the water conservation specialist
	None

	Planada Community Services District Wastewater Treatment Plant Improvement Design & Permitting Phase 
	Planada Community Services District
	$10,037,600 
	$232,000 
	None                                                                                
	$482,735 / The District has applied to USDA  and SWRCB for grant funding for a total of $6,000,000 (these applications are pending); the total project cost is $10,037,600, with approximately $4,037,600 coming from SWRCB and USDA loan sources, a $232000 grant from the IRWM grant program would reduce Planada CSD's overall loan load from these sources.

	Snelling Channel and Floodplain Restoration
	United States Fish and Wildlife Service (Anadromous Fish Restoration Program) Merced Irrigation District
	$1,020,000
	--   
	$50,000 / Merced Irrigation District
	None

	Bear Creek Siphon and Diversion Structure (BCSDS) Expansion
	Stevinson Water District and Community of Stevinson
	$80,000
	--   
	$8,000.00 / Stevinson WD
	  None

	Water Meter Conversion Project
	City of Merced
	$4,000,000
	--   
	None
	None

	Water Efficiencies Rebate Program
	City of Merced
	$100,000
	--
	None  
	None

	Surface and Groundwater Centralized Treatment, City of Livingston
	City of Livingston
	$3,000,000
	$300,000 
	$20,000 / In-kind contribution of City staff members: Public Works Director, City Manager, Finance Director, and City Engineer
	None

	Water Distribution System Improvements, City of Livingston
	City of Livingston
	$2,600,000
	$5,000 
	$260,000 / Water capital fund
	None

	Water Meter Project for Le Grand CSD
	Le Grand Community Service District
	$536,000
	$12,000 
	$24,000 / District funds
	None

	Ballico Community Water Service District 2nd Well Proposal funding
	Ballico Community Water Service District
	$250,000
	$25,000 
	None
	None

	Exchange Recycled Water for Surface Water in Parks
	City of Merced
	$80,000
	$8,000 
	None
	None

	Planada Community Services District Water Conservation Project
	Planada Community Services District
	$1,091,899
	$109,190 
	None
	$249,229 / The related project's grant source was Proposition 50 Water Use Efficiiency Drought Grant, administered through the State of California Department of Water Resources.  Planada used these monies for a water conservation project, namely, the installation of 382 water meters at existing residential connections.

	Lake Yosemite Recreational/Water Efficiency Project
	Lake Yosemite Sailing Association
	$800,000
	$80,000 
	None
	None

	Lower Merced River Recreational Boating Public Access Improvements
	Merced Irrigation District
	$328,625
	$45,625 
	$50 / Merced Irrigation District
	None

	Well 1A Generator
	Le Grand Community Service District
	$75,000
	$5,000 
	$10,000 / Le Grand CSD general funds
	None

	Bear Reservoir Enlargement and Downstream Levee and Channel Improvements
	Merced Streams Group (County of Merced, City of Merced, & Merced Irrigation District)
	$20,000,000 
	$2,000,000 
	None
	None

	Merced County Flood Control District
	TBD (Submitted by Consultant Team)
	$100,000
	--   
	None
	None

	Water Meter Conversion Phase 2, City of Livingston
	City of Livingston
	$1,065,000
	$106,500 
	$105,000 from Water Capital Fund

~$15,000 in-kind contributions by the City Manager, Public Works Director, Finance Director, and various public works staff).
	None

	Design and Construction of Fish Screens at Merced River Diversions
	United States Fish and Wildlife Service and Merced Irrigation District
	$184,000
	$18,400 
	None
	None

	Black Rascal Creek Detention Basin
	TBD (Submitted by Consultant Team)
	$30,000,000 
	$3,000,000 
	None  
	None

	Divert Flood Flows to Agricultural Lands
	TBD (Submitted by Consultant Team)
	$20,000,000 
	$2,000,000 
	None
	None

	Ecosystem Restoration Along Waterways
	TBD (Submitted by Consultant Team)
	$20,000,000 
	$2,000,000 
	None
	None

	Bear Creek Diversion Channel Feasibility Study
	TBD (Submitted by Consultant Team)
	$100,000
	--   
	None
	None

	Channel Dredging and/or Vegetation Removal
	TBD (Submitted by Consultant Team)
	$1,000,000
	$100,000 
	None
	None

	Construct Levees or Channel Widening Projects Along Creeks/Streams in the Region
	TBD (Submitted by Consultant Team)
	$100,000,000
	$10,000,000 
	None
	None

	Modify Land Use Designations
	TBD (Submitted by Consultant Team)
	unknown
	--   
	None
	None

	Weather Based Irrigation Controllers
	City of Merced
	$540,000
	 -- 
	None
	None

	Develop Emergency Response Plans
	TBD (Submitted by Consultant Team)
	$100,000
	--   
	None
	None

	Construct Ring Levees Around Flood Prone Areas
	TBD (Submitted by Consultant Team)
	$10,000,000 
	$1,000,000 
	None
	None

	Increase Public Awareness of Flooding
	TBD (Submitted by Consultant Team)
	$50,000
	--   
	None
	None

	El Nido Recharge Basin
	TBD (Submitted by Consultant Team)
	unknown
	--
	None
	None

	Drought Tolerant Landscape Conversion
	City of Merced
	$500,000
	 --   
	None
	None

	Le Grand Sewer Pipeline Replacement Project
	Le Grand Community Service District
	$690,000
	$69,000 
	None
	None

	Update Stormwater Design Standards for the City and Region
	City of Merced
	$80,000
	--   
	None
	None

	Indentification of Preferred Recharge Projects and Development of Preliminary Design
	TBD (Submitted by Consultant Team)
	unknown
	--   
	None
	None

	Merced Region Water Use Efficiency Program
	TBD (Submitted by Consultant Team)
	$500,000
	--   
	None
	None

	Monitor Creek Water Quality and Storm Drainage Discharges
	City of Merced
	$100,000
	--   
	None
	None

	Burns Reservoir Enlargement and Downstream Levee and Channel Improvements
	Merced Streams Group (County of Merced, City of Merced, Merced Irrigation District)
	$15,000,000 
	$1,500,000 
	None
	None

	Merced IRWM Region Climate Change Modeling
	TBD (Submitted by Consultant Team)
	$250,000
	--   
	None
	None

	Merced IRWM Regional GHG Emissions Inventory
	TBD (Submitted by Consultant Team)
	$150,000
	--   
	None
	None

	Filtration of Storm Water Discharge to Creeks for Priority Pollutants
	City of Merced
	$500,000
	--   
	None
	None

	Merced Region Programmatic Environmental Impact Report - Stream Bed and Vegetation Control
	Merced County
	$300,000
	--   
	None
	None

	Lower Merced River Stewardship Project
	East Merced Resource Conservation District
	$185,000
	--   
	None
	None

	Merced Region Climate Change Outreach and Education
	TBD (Submitted by Consultant Team)
	$100,000
	--   
	None
	None

	Promote LID Concepts and Professional Training
	City of Merced
	$30,000
	--   
	None
	None

	Water Wellhead Treatment for Nitrates and Arsenic
	City of Merced
	$5,000,000
	--   
	None
	None

	Power Generation from Biogas, Fats, Oils, and Grease
	City of Merced
	$3,000,000
	--   
	None
	None

	Tablet PC's for GIS Data Collection for Water Staff
	City of Merced
	$100,000
	--   
	None
	None

	Le Grand Replacement Well
	Le Grand Community Service District
	$365,000
	$45,000 
	$30,000 / District funds
	None

	Water Education and Public Information
	City of Merced
	$175,000
	$50,000 
	$15,000 / 2012-2013 budget for water advertising
	None

	Owens Reservoir Enlargement and downstream leveel and channel improvements
	Merced Streams Group (County of Merced, City of Merced, Merced Irrigation District)
	$15,000,000
	$1,500,000 
	None
	None

	Mary Lane Drainage Project
	City of Atwater
	$680,000
	$68,000 
	None
	None

	Mariposa Reservoir Enlargement and Downstream Levee and Channel Improvements
	Merced Streams Group (County of Merced, City of Merced, Merced Irrigation District)
	$15,000,000 
	$1,500,000 
	None
	None

	Real time snow depth measurements in Merced Basin
	UC Merced
	$70,000
	$20,000 
	None
	None

	Valley Water House - A Design Competition for Water Efficiency
	Fremming, Parson & Pecchenino Civil Engineers
	$25,000
	--   
	None
	None

	Big Sandy Creek Stream Gage
	UC Merced
	$100,000
	$20,000 
	None
	None

	Franklin County Water District (FCWD) Drainage Improvements
	Franklin County Water District (FCWD)
	$2,725,000
	$272,500 
	None
	None

	Replace Failing Sanitary Sewer Lines in the Planada Community Services District
	Planada Community Services District
	$3,300,000
	$330,000 
	None
	None

	Black Rascal and Bear Creek Flood Control Project
	Merced Streams Group (County of Merced, City of Merced, Merced Irrigation District)
	$1,000,000
	--   
	None
	None

	Merced River Education and Enhancement Project
	Merced Irrigation District
	$783,625
	--   
	None
	None
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