

2019/2020 Grants and Cooperative Agreements Program
Factual Findings

Plumas County


The information provided below is the OHMVR Division Factual Findings for this Applicant. The information provided reflects the OHMVR Division’s review and determination of the Applicant’s final application.

For information regarding the appeal process, see Section 4970.17 of the Grants and Cooperative Agreements Program regulations at 
http://ohv.parks.ca.gov/pages/1140/files/2019-Regulations.pdf

General Evaluation Criteria


· #1d – OHV Opportunity Ratio. Add 1 point. 
· #6 – Applicant has been responsive. Add 3 points.
· #11b – Applicant did not provide enough information to support the selection, such as the frequency of events. Deduct 1 point.

Ground Operations, G19-03-84-G01


Project Description

· No comment.

Project Cost Estimate

· "Contracts #1 "Trail Maintenance Contract" – Contingent line item.  If funded, Applicant must provide additional information and cost basis for this line item. Typically, "Trail Maintenance" is a Ground Operations function.
· Contracts #3 “PNF Rec Staff” – Applicant did not clarify Project activities and/or how it is different from Contracts line item #2. Line item is deleted. Deduct $8,673 match. 
· Indirect – Applicant has now exceeded the 15% maximum allowable. Deduct $930 indirect match. 
· Match – Applicant has not met the selected 26% match requirement. Move $6,200 from direct Grant to direct match.

Revised Totals: 
Grant Request: $783,576 
Match: $275,329 
Total Project cost: $1,058,905

Evaluation Criteria

· #3 – Narrative does not support the selection of "Maintaining trails that provide for multi-use". Applicant did not provide examples of the activities performed to support the selection. Deduct 5 points.
· #4 – Narrative does not support the selection of "The Applicant held a meeting(s) with multiple distinct stakeholders...". Applicant did not explain how they are stakeholders to the Project. Deduct 1 point.
· #5 – Narrative does not support the selection. Applicant did not provide a detailed explanation (examples of work performed on the Project) how each partner will participate in the Project. Deduct 4 points.
· #6 – Project Description section does not support the selection of "Controlling OHV use". Applicant stated "N/A" for Project deliverable #4 "Fencing/Barriers". Narrative does not support the selection of "Protecting special-status species". Applicant did not list a special – status species the work being accomplished is protecting. Deduct 2 points.
· #7 – Project Description section does not support the selections "Signs, sign posts or education kiosk..." and "Paper used to for trail mails which includes recycled content". In addition, Plumas National Forest providing maps is not part of this Project and is not an eligible activity for this selection. Deduct 2 points.


Planning G19-03-84-P01


Project Description

· No comment.

Project Cost Estimate

· Staff #7 "Friends of Plumas Wilderness" – Applicant removed hours from staff #6 and created staff #7 without a Division or public comment. Line item is deleted.  Deduct $599 match. 
· Contracts #5, 8 & 9 – Applicant states that match will be provided by USFS Plumas and that no CA OHV funds will be used to support the position.  Applicant is reminded that the match provided from the USFS can only be counted toward one specific Project.

Revised Totals: 
Match: $38,485
Total Project cost: $146,532

Evaluation Criteria

· #2a/2b – Applicant did not respond to the division comment.  2b does not support the following items checked in 2a: Potential effects on water quality, Potential effects on OHV Recreation on other recreation uses, Potential effects on OHV Recreation on adjacent lands, Potential impact to relationships between OHV Recreation and local residents, Toxic or hazardous  materials within a Project Area and adjacent property that may impact OHV recreation, trail issues such as traffic patterns, trails closures, appropriate uses, etc. Deduct 1 point.



Development G19-03-84-D01


Project Description

· No comment.

Project Cost Estimate

· "Contracts #1 "Trail Maintenance Contract" – Contingent line item.  If funded, Applicant must provide additional information and cost basis for this line item. Typically, "Trail Maintenance" is a Ground Operations function.
· Contracts #3 “PNF Rec Staff” – Applicant did not clarify Project activities and/or how it is different from Contracts line item #2. Line item is deleted. Deduct $8,673 match. 
· Indirect – Applicant has now exceeded the 15% maximum allowable. Deduct $930 indirect match. Revised Indirect Costs total $117,536. 
· Match – Applicant has not met the selected 26% match requirement. Move $6,200 from direct Grant to direct match.

Revised Totals: 
Grant Request: $783,576 
Match: $275,329 
Total Project Cost: $1,058,905

Evaluation Criteria

· #2a – Applicant did not provide the name and date of Reference document that supports the selection.  Deduct 3 points.
· #2b – Applicant did not provide the name and date of Reference document that supports the selection.  Deduct 3 points.
· #2c – Applicant did not provide the name and date of Reference document that supports the selection.  Deduct 10 points.
· #3 – Narrative does not support the selection of "Well-documented evaluation and monitoring strategies (Provide name and date of reference document)." Deduct 2 points.
· [bookmark: _GoBack]#6 – Applicant did not provide adequate information on how it was determined that at least 50% of construction materials used for the Project will contain recycled content. Deduct 5 points.








Plumas County - Page 1 of 2

