Project Implementation Approval Packet
This packet is intended to facilitate the review and approval of projects for implementation using Multibenefit Land Repurposing Program funding. 
Instructions for grantee: Please complete all sections of this packet except for those marked “DOC Grant Manager Review”/greyed out. Once you’ve completed all sections, submit this packet in word format, along with any supplemental documents required, to your grant manager for review. 
When a completed packet is submitted, the grant manager will review the packet and either: approve the project for funding as is, reject the project as is, or return the packet to the grantee with a request for revisions and/or additional information. Once the packet is determined to be complete and a decision has been reached, the DOC grant manager will convert the document to a PDF and return it to the grantee with a final determination. If the project is approved, the grantee may proceed with the project using MLRP funds. If the project is rejected, the grant manager will note the reason(s) why. 
MLRP Project Implementation Review	Project Name

	Initials / Date		2

Review Summary
	Basic Information

	Project Name
	

	Grantee
	

	Sub-grantee (if applicable) 
	

	Project County
	

	Senate and Assembly Districts
	Senate: 
	Assembly:

	MLRP funding amount
	$

	Total project amount
	$

	DOC Grant Manager
	



DOC Grant Manager Review
	Packet complete:
	Yes ☐      No ☐

	Project approved for implementation:
		Yes ☐      No ☐      Revisions Required  ☐



Program Priorities
	Project provides meaningful benefits to a disadvantaged community:
	Yes ☐      No ☐

	Project will be conducted on lands least viable for agriculture:
	Yes ☐      No ☐

	Project contributes to resource connectivity:
	Yes ☐      No ☐



[bookmark: _Hlk71816110]Packet Completeness Checklist

Instructions for grantee: Complete the below checklist for each project. Grantees should provide all of the following for review unless a particular item is not relevant to the project. If an item is not relevant, the grantee must provide a justification to the grant manager describing why the item is not relevant. The grant manager may waive the requirement that a particular item should be submitted with management concurrence.

All Packets should include the following:
	DOC GM 
	Grantee
	Item

	☐	☐	Project summary

	☐	☐	Project designs

	☐	☐	Project maps

	☐	☐	Implementation timeline

	☐	☐	Budget 

	☐	☐	Proof of site access

	☐	☐	Best Practices for Disadvantaged Community Engagement Checklist

	☐	☐	Baseline documentation (at a minimum, before photos)

	☐	☐	Draft monitoring plan (at a minimum, should include a list of performance measures to track outcomes)

	☐	☐	Draft management plan (if available)

	☐	☐	CEQA/NEPA documentation

	☐	☐	GSA certification that groundwater recharge achieved will be subtracted from the groundwater available for extraction by water users (if applicable)

	☐	☐	Permits (if available)



DOC Grant Manager Review

For any unchecked items, initial below to certify that submission of the items has been waived:

______ 		______
Grant manager	Program Manager

Reviewer Comments:  Click or tap here to enter text. 
[bookmark: _Hlk71814863]Basic Project Information

Instructions for Grantee: When completing this section, please refer to Guidelines pages 7-9 for additional details regarding project types and requirements.
Briefly describe the project:  Click or tap here to enter text.

Project Type 
Check all that apply:
	☐	Rewilding landscapes

	☐	Creation of multi-benefit recharge areas

	☐	Restoring floodplains

	☐	Transitioning irrigated land to dryland farming or non-irrigated rangeland

	☐	Transitioning to less water intensive crops, including for native seed production

	☐	Planting cover crops or conservation cover 

	☐	Reestablishment of tribal land uses

	☐	Implementation of tribal cultural practices

	☐	Facilitation of renewable energy projects that have an overall net GHG reduction

	☐	Creation of parks or community recreation areas

	☐	Incentive payments to landowners, farmers, and ranchers 

	☐	Land acquisitions to facilitate land repurposing and protect repurposed land uses

	☐	Voluntary land transfers to tribes or qualified public entities to facilitate land repurposing and protect repurposed land uses

	☐	Easement acquisitions, including conservation easement and flood easement acquisitions, to facilitate land repurposing and protect repurposed land uses

	☐	Other: [describe]



DOC Grant Manager Review
If incentive payments to landowners, farmers, and ranchers is checked, are those payments linked to at least one other, non-acquisition project type?
	 ☐ Yes  	☐ No		☐ N/A

Only answer questions (a) and (b) if you checked “yes” above:
(a) Are those payments based on the conservation outcomes achieved and the duration of the benefit provided?								
 ☐ Yes 	☐ No 		☐ N/A

(b) Did the grantee work with DOC on the development of those incentive payments?
☐ Yes 	☐ No	 	☐ N/A

If an acquisition or land transfer box is checked, is the project linked to at least one non-acquisition project type?						    	
☐ Yes    	☐ No 	 	☐ N/A

Reviewer Comments: Click or tap here to enter text.
Program Goals

Instructions for Grantee: Complete this section to determine if your project is eligible for MLRP implementation funding. Projects do not need to support all of the program’s goals to be eligible for implementation, but rather they must be generally consistent with the program’s goals to be eligible. If you are unsure whether a project meets this requirement, you may check “unsure,” complete the rest of the packet, and submit the to your DOC grant manager for review and discussion.


Is the project consistent with the program’s goals?				
  ☐ Yes	☐ No	☐ Unsure
Briefly describe how: Click or tap here to enter text.

Check the goals that the project best supports:
	☐	Supports coordinated, regional and basin-scale efforts to achieve groundwater sustainability in critically overdrafted basins and in high and medium priority basins where a state emergency drought declaration has been declared 

	☐	Supports long-term repurposing of lands least viable for agriculture and multi-benefit opportunities that convert land to less intensive water uses while maintaining natural and working lands 

	☐	Provides short- and medium-term drought relief

	☐	Supports regional efforts to sustain land-based economies that are impacted by groundwater sustainability measures

	☐	Reduces groundwater use

	☐	Creates or restores wildlife habitat and wildlife connectivity, including seasonal wetland habitat to replenish aquifers

	☐	Improves groundwater supply, including through groundwater recharge, improved baseflows in rivers and streams, and groundwater supply improvement for fish and wildlife habitat

	☐	Supports nature-based solutions to reduce the impacts of hazards on lives, property, and the economy from overdrafted groundwater basins

	☐	[bookmark: _Hlk95311003]Provides benefits to disadvantaged communities and socially disadvantaged farmers and ranchers

	☐	Fosters partnerships and collaboration among diverse entities to enable regional scale leadership to meet this program’s goals 

	☐	Develops scalable, transferable land repurposing models 

	☐	Supports farmer, rancher, and farm worker leadership in multi-benefit land repurposing strategies and project implementation



DOC Grant Manager Review
Is the project consistent with the program goals?			 ☐ Yes  	☐ No

Reviewer Comments: Click or tap here to enter text.
 Project Benefits and Outcomes

Instructions for Grantee: Complete the following sections to determine if your project is eligible for MLRP implementation funding. You must check “yes” to all of the questions in the Project Benefits and Outcomes sections, unless otherwise specified, for the project to be eligible for implementation funding. If you are unsure whether a project meets a certain requirement, you may check “unsure,” complete the rest of the packet, and submit the to your DOC grant manager for review and discussion.
Project Benefits
	Benefits
	Yes
	No
	Unsure
	Describe
	DOC GM Initials

	Is the project consistent with the relevant GSP?
	☐	☐	☐	
	____

	Will the project result in groundwater sustainability benefits?
	☐	☐	☐	
	____

	Will the project result in at least one other community health, economic wellbeing, habitat, flood, renewable energy, or climate benefit?
	☐	☐	☐	
	_____



Duration of Benefits
Instructions for Grantee: Projects must result in multiple benefits lasting at least 10 years, unless they are directly responding to a state emergency drought declaration, in which case, benefits must be reasonably durable. 

Answer the following questions to determine if the duration of the benefits provided meets the requirements of the program. You must answer “yes” to question 1, or “yes” to both questions 2 and 3 for the project to be funded with MLRP dollars.

1. Will the multiple benefits last for at least ten years? ☐ Yes	☐ No		☐ Unsure

Briefly describe how long the benefits will be provided for, and how they will be maintained for at least 10 years: Click or tap here to enter text.

(Only answer questions 2 and 3 if you answered “no” to question 1.)

2. Does the project directly respond to a state emergency drought declaration?
☐ Yes		☐ No		☐ Unsure

Briefly describe how: Click or tap here to enter text.

3. Are the benefits provided reasonably durable?	 ☐ Yes		☐ No		☐ Unsure

Briefly describe how:  Click or tap here to enter text.
DOC Grant Manager Review
Does the project meet the Program requirements regarding project benefits and the duration of those benefits?						 ☐ Yes  	☐ No

Reviewer Comments: Click or tap here to enter text.


Project Outcomes
Does the proposal maximize project outcomes?  ☐ Yes	☐ No
Briefly describe how: Click or tap here to enter text.

Check all that apply:
	
	Outcome
	Performance Measure(s)

	☐	Reduced groundwater use
	

	☐	Increased groundwater recharge
	

	☐	Improved baseflows in rivers and streams
	

	☐	Transition of land to less water intensive, regenerative uses while maintaining natural and working lands
	

	☐	Creation and/or restoration of wildlife and pollinator habitat and/or migratory resources
	

	☐	Protection of cultural resources
	

	☐	Improved water quality
	

	☐	Land use agreements to accomplish prioritized opportunities
	

	☐	Quantified achievement of multiple benefits of the program
	

	☐	Incorporated participation from multiple partners, collaborators, and funding sources
	

	☐	Replicability and scalability 
	

	☐	Integrated benefits to disadvantaged communities and tribes
	

	☐	Increased community outreach, involvement, and education 
	

	☐	Increased regional workforce development opportunities and support of local business
	

	☐	Diversified economic opportunities
	



Does the grantee have a draft monitoring plan developed for the project? 	☐ Yes	  ☐ No

Does the grantee have a draft management plan developed for the project? ☐ Yes  ☐ No
DOC Grant Manager Review
Does the proposal maximize project outcomes?			 ☐ Yes  	☐ No

Are the performance measures sufficient to track project outcomes for the duration of the benefits provided?							 ☐ Yes  	☐ No

Reviewer Comments: Click or tap here to enter text.

Groundwater Recharge Assessment

Will groundwater recharge be achieved through the implementation of this project?   
☐ Yes		☐ No

Instructions for Grantee: Complete the following only if the project meets the program goals, project benefits, project duration, and project outcomes requirements, and the “yes” box is checked above. The GSA with jurisdiction over the project area must subtract the groundwater recharge achieved by the project from the groundwater available for extraction by water users for the duration of the benefits paid for by the program.

What is the estimated recharge that will be achieved for the duration of the benefits provided? Click or tap here to enter text.

Has the GSA with jurisdiction over the project area certified that the groundwater recharge to be achieved by the proposed project will be subtracted from the groundwater available for extraction by water users for the duration of the benefits paid for by the program?		
☐ Yes		☐ No

Is the GSA certification attached for inclusion in the project file?		  ☐ Yes	        ☐ No

DOC Grant Manager Review
Has the GSA certified that the groundwater recharge to be achieved by the proposed project will be subtracted from the groundwater available for extraction by water users for the duration of the benefits paid for by the program?	
	☐ Yes		☐ No

Is the GSA certification acceptable to DOC?				        ☐ Yes  	        ☐ No

Link to certification:

Reviewer Comments:  Click or tap here to enter text.


Program Priorities

Instructions for Grantees: Grantees must prioritize projects that:
· Meaningfully benefit disadvantaged communities
· Are conducted on lands that are least viable for irrigated agriculture
· Contribute to resource connectivity (e.g., connectivity of habitat, agricultural landscapes, renewable energy centers, etc.)

Complete the following sections to identify which priorities the project meets, if any.

Disadvantaged Community Benefits
Instructions for Grantees: Identify and describe each disadvantaged community near the proposed project and the benefit(s) the project will provide to that community. If more than one disadvantaged community is located near the proposed project, duplicate this section, including the Community Engagement and Benefit(s) Provided questions, and complete it for each relevant disadvantaged community. Supporting documentation demonstrating engagement of nearby disadvantaged communities is required. Supporting documentation may include meeting sign-in sheets, letters of support for the final project design from disadvantaged community members or representatives, etc.
	Community Name
	Census Tract(s)
	Description

	
	
	


Community Engagement
Did you or a subgrantee engage the above disadvantaged community in the project’s development? 									☐ Yes		☐ No

Did you or a subgrantee utilize best practices for Disadvantaged Community Engagement?  
		☐ Yes		☐ No

Is the Best Practices checklist attached? 				☐ Yes		☐ No
If the Best Practices checklist is not attached, describe how the disadvantaged community has been engaged in the project’s development:  Click or tap here to enter text.

Does the supporting documentation show disadvantaged community support for the project? 											☐ Yes		☐ No
Is supporting documentation attached? 					
☐ Yes		☐ No

Benefit(s) Provided
Does the project provide a meaningful benefit to the disadvantaged community described above? 										☐ Yes		☐ No	

If yes, describe the benefit(s) provided: Click or tap here to enter text.

If no, describe why:	Click or tap here to enter text.	

Agricultural Viability
Will the project be conducted on lands that are least viable for irrigated agriculture? 
	☐ Yes		☐ No

Briefly describe the methodology used to make this determination: Click or tap here to enter text.

Resource Connectivity
Will the project contribute to resource connectivity (e.g., connectivity of habitat, agricultural landscapes, renewable energy centers, etc.)? 					☐ Yes 		☐ No

If yes, describe:? Click or tap here to enter text.

Project Justification
Instructions: If the project is not conducted on lands least viable for agriculture, does not contribute to resource connectivity, and does not meaningfully benefit disadvantaged communities, answer the following questions.

Are there other land repurposing projects that meet the program priorities that have not yet been funded? 									☐ Yes		☐ No	

If yes 
Why is this project being brought forward before projects that better meet the program priorities? Click or tap here to enter text.

If this project is funded, would that impact the funding available for those projects that better meet the program priorities? Click or tap here to enter text.

If no
Why has the grantee not identified projects that meet the program’s priorities?
Click or tap here to enter text.

Why should this project be funded in lieu of projects that better meet the program’s priorities?
Click or tap here to enter text. 
DOC Grant Manager Review
Disadvantaged Community Engagement
Did the grantee identify each disadvantaged community near the proposed project?
 ☐ Yes  	☐ No
The grantee’s description of each disadvantaged community was: 
☐ Poor	 ☐ Fair 	☐ Good 	☐ Excellent
The grantee/subgrantee’s engagement of relevant disadvantaged communities was:  					☐ Poor	 ☐ Fair 	☐ Good 	☐ Excellent
Project Prioritization
Does the project provide a meaningful benefit to the disadvantaged communities described? 
	☐ Yes		☐ No	

If no, is the grantee’s justification for the lack of benefits sufficient to allow the project to move forward?										 ☐ Yes	☐ No	
Will the project be conducted on lands least viable for agriculture?		 ☐ Yes	☐ No
Will the project contribute to resource connectivity?				 ☐ Yes	☐ No

If you answered no to the above questions, is the grantee’s justification for this project sufficient to allow use of MLRP funds for this project at this time?		 ☐ Yes	☐ No
Reviewer comments: Click or tap here to enter text.



Project Permitting and Site Access

Instructions for Grantee: Complete the following sections to help your grant manager determine whether the project is ready for MLRP implementation funding, or whether additional project development work might be needed before the project proceeds to implementation. 

CEQA
Lead Agency: Click or tap here to enter text.

Is CEQA required for the project? 						☐ Yes  	☐ No

If yes
Document type: 	☐ NOE	☐ Neg Dec/Mitigated Neg Dec		☐ EIR 
Is CEQA complete?								☐ Yes  	☐ No
State Clearinghouse Number:  Click or tap here to enter text.
Link to relevant documents:  Click or tap here to enter text.

If no
Is the project exempt from CEQA?					 ☐ Yes  	☐ No
Is the project outside the definition of Project Choose an item.
Explain why:  Click or tap here to enter text.
Statutory exemption: Choose an item.
Categorical exemption: Choose an item.
If categorical, is there an unusual circumstance: Choose an item.
 If multiple:  Click or tap here to enter text.

Permits
Are any permits required for the project? 					☐ Yes  	☐ No
List permits:  Click or tap here to enter text.
Have all permits been acquired or does the grantee have a plan to acquire required permits before implementation begins? 					☐ Yes  	☐ No
Describe plan (if needed):  Click or tap here to enter text.
Site Access
Does the grantee or subcontractor have verified access to the site for the duration of the project and for maintenance and monitoring purposes for at least 10 years following project implementation? 							☐ Yes  	☐ No

DOC Grant Manager Review
Further action required by grantee to comply with CEQA?		 ☐ Yes  	☐ No
Further action required by grantee to obtain permits required?		 ☐ Yes  	☐ No
Further action required by grantee to verify site access?			 ☐ Yes  	☐ No
Reviewer comments:  Click or tap here to enter text.
