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	Evaluator:

	Project Title:

	Evaluation Item
	Points Awarded
	Reason For Award

	Benefit to Restoring Anadromous Fish Populations (50 points)  
	


	

	Technical Merit (30 points)
	


	

	Project Costs (10 points)
	



	

	Overall Qualification of Applications (10 points)
	



	

	Optional Participation in Cost Sharing ( up to 5 points)
	


	

	Optional Implementation Bonus (up to 5 points)
	
	

	Total
	
	


Evaluation Criteria
Applications will be evaluated against the Evaluation Criteria described in this Section V, which comprise 100 points of the total evaluation weight.  Please note there are additional points available should one choose to participate in optional cost sharing. Projects may be prioritized to ensure balance among the program Task Areas and to ensure that the projects address the goals of the Trinity River Restoration Program.  

1.  Benefit to Restoring Anadromous Fish Populations (50 points).  
The proposal addresses a restoration need documented for the target species, age-class, and location (site, reach, watershed) and the beneficial response of anadromous fish species will be maintained over a reasonable duration.  Applications will be evaluated on clear identification of project goals and objectives and applicability of those goals and objectives to conservation and recovery goals for anadromous species, improved fish habitat connectivity and fine sediment reduction and prevention.  Reviewers will also score the proposal based on their consideration of the contribution of potential outcomes, results, or products to species conservation and management goals; whether milestones and products are clearly identified; and whether performance measures for evaluating effectiveness of the completed project were clearly identified.  Score: 10-50 points
A. Proximity to current anadromous populations including riparian corridors (0-10 points)
B.  Addresses primary limiting factors of anadromous fish populations (0-10 points)
C.  Project improves ecological function of watershed (0-10 points)
D. Fiscal year priorities: low flows, Brown’s Creek Watershed, Weaver Creek Watershed (0-20 points)

2. Technical Merit (30 points).  
The proposal addresses whether the approach is appropriate for achieving the stated goals and objectives, whether the approach will result in successful execution of the project, and if the anticipated results can be achieved in the time line specified. Reviewers will consider whether sufficient information is provided to evaluate the design of the project relative to the stated goals/objectives.  

A. Sufficient information provided for proposal review (0-20 points)
B. Feasibility ie. likelihood project proposal will achieve objectives within the timeline (0-10 points)


3. Project Costs (10 points). 
This criterion evaluates the budget to determine if it is sufficiently detailed, realistic and commensurate with the project needs and time-frame, and the extent to which this project leverages funds from other sources. The itemized costs and the overall budget must be adequately justified and appropriately allocated.  The proposal identifies cost share source(s), type (cash or in-kind), the status of the cost share (secured, pending [if pending, the date a decision is expected to be made]), and the dollar amount/percent share of total cost.

A. Detailed budget (0-5 points)
B. Allowable, Allocable,  and Reasonable (0-5 points)

4. Overall Qualification of Applications (10 points). 
This criterion addresses whether the applicant possesses the necessary expertise, experience, facilities, and administrative resources to accomplish the project. Reviewers will consider previous related experience and qualifications of the project's Program Manager (PM) or Principle Investigator (PI), Co-Manager(s) or Co-Investigator(s) and other personnel, including designated contractors, consultants, and cooperators. Reviewers will also consider past award performance of the applicant(s) and PM/PI. 

A. Past performance (deliverables provided, completed projects, reporting timely) (0-5 points) 
B. Qualifications (professional experience, resume, past projects) (0-5 points)

5. Optional Participation in Cost Sharing (0- 5 bonus points).
This criterion is not required for consideration but can increase the overall evaluation score. As stated in section III.B, this generally refers to situations where an applicant proposes to provide its own additional funds/ resources or those from third party sources to support or complement the project they are awarded under the competition which are above and beyond the Reclamation grant or cooperative agreement funds awarded. Based on the amount volunteered and its enhancement to the overall value of the project, this criterion could result in up to an additional 5 points.  

6. Implementation (0-5 bonus points)
This criterion acknowledges that implementation projects will benefit anadromous fish greater than projects focused on planning.   

