


























For SRF Fiscal Year Beginning: 1-Jul-11 Ending: 30-Jun-12

ARRA: This is the

Phone No.  

Core Review Team:

Role

Project Officer

Grants Officer Gwen Brown

EPA SRF Team Josh Amaris

EPA SRF Team

Project files and 

transaction review:

Second Team Meeting

Estimated Date: ____/____/____

_
Actual Date: ____/____/____

This report utilizes the following abreviations to clearly note which program the answers refer too

DW: Drinking Water Program

____/____/____

24-Sep-13

____/____/____

__13__/_Dec___/_2012___

____/____/____

Transactions - Base

1 Jan 2012: $4,396,592; 16 Mar 

2012: $1,160,032.65
27 Apr 2012: $1,641,966;   1 

Aug: $1,113,082

Final PERDraft PEROn-Site Visit

12 Sept 2012: $2,216,998.19;   

27 Sept 2012: $1,544,001

ARRA - Project Files

City of Big Bear #5710-110

City of Plymouth #4556-120

Transactions - ARRA 

14 Mar 2012: $1,648,268

12 Sept 2012: $1,798,646

Base: Audit Year:

15-Aug-13

Base - Project Files

City of Sausalito #5354-110

First Team Meeting

____/____/____

City of Techachapi #5563-110

____/____/____

Kelly Valine

State Staff Interviewed

Heather  Bell

both review in this fiscal year

Chrispher Stevens

28-Sep-12

916-341-5835

Christine GordonState Contact:  

Name

(4 projects and 4 

transactions per 

program once a year 

for base, 4 projects and 

4 transactions per 

program twice a year 

for ARRA)

28-Sep-12
SFY 2012

Base: Annual / Biennial Report Received:
Base: Annual Audit Received:

SRF Annual or Mid-Year Review Information Sheet

Bola Odusoga

Doug Wilson
Juanita Licata

State Under Review:                                       

DW or CW Program? 

ARRA or Base review?

California 

CWSRF

SecondFirst



Comments Follow up Y/N PER Citation

Yes No N/A Yes No N/A

1.1 Operating Agreement

1
Is the State's Operating Agreement up to date reflecting current 

operating practices? Y

OA was recently updated, November 2012, 

to capture administrative changes and 

current practices.

Operating 

Agreement

a.  Program administration Y

b.  Memoranda of Agreement Y

c.  Description of responsible parties Y

d.  Standard operating procedures Y

1.2 Annual / Biennial Report

1
Was the Annual / Biennial Report submitted on time? Y Y

Annual Report was submitted by SWRCB on 

Oct 1, 2012

Annual/Biannual 

Report

2 Does the State's Annual / Biennial Report meet the following 

requirements:

a. Reports on progress towards goals and objectives Y Y Reported in Annual Report (AR)

b. Reports on use of funds and binding commitments Y Y Reported in Annual Report (AR)

c. Reports on the timely and expeditious use of funds Y Y Reported in Annual Report (AR) pg 15

d. Identifies projects and types of assistance provided.
Y Y

Additional spreadsheets were provided to 

identify types of assistance (add subsidy, 

GPR,etc) 

e. Includes financial statements and cross-references independent 

audit report Y Y Reported in AR

f. Provides assessment of the SRF's financial position and long-term 

financial health Y Y Reported in AR (short and long term goals)

g. Demonstrates compliance with all SRF assurances Y Y

h. Demonstrates compliance with SRF program grant conditions Y  Y

i. DWSRF: Demonstrates that the highest priority projects listed in the 

IUP were funded NA NA

j. DWSRF: Documents why priority projects were bypassed in 

accordance with state bypass procedures and whether state complied 

with bypass procedures. NA NA

k. DWSRF: Documents use of set-aside funds (see set-aside sheet for 

details) NA NA

l. Documents Green Reserve eligible projects that were funded (N/A 

for reports that do not include ARRA, FY 2010, or more recently 

appropriated funds) Y Y

m. Documents projects that received principal forgiveness, negative 

interest loans, grants, or a combinations of these? (N/A for reports that 

do not include ARRA, FY 2010, or more recently appropriated funds)

Y Y

65% of ARRA funds were used for additional 

subsidization in the form of principal 

forgiveness.  CA provided principal 

forgiveness (PF) in the amount of 

$64.5million using FY 2010 funds.  During 

this period, CA provided a total of $29.6 

million in PF. 

Required Program Elements

Base ARRA
Review Item and Questions to Answer

Data Sources



Comments Follow up Y/N PER Citation

Yes No N/A Yes No N/A

Required Program Elements

Base ARRA
Review Item and Questions to Answer

Data Sources

n. Documents whether additional subsidy went to "fix-it-first" projects 

and, if not, gives an explanation for why this decision was made

Y Y

CA CWSRF does not have an explicit "fix it 

first" project priority classification.  Most 

CWSRF funded projects upgrade, expand or 

rehabilitate existing wastewater 

infrastructure.  CWSRF staff believes that the 

majority of CWSRF funded projects could be 

considered as "fix it first" projects.  Future 

Annual Report will provide a discussion 

concerning sustainable infrastructure and 

"fix it first" projects.

3
If the State assesses the environmental and public health benefits of 

projects, are the benefits discussed in the Annual/Biennial Report? Y Y

Multiple environmental and water quality 

benefits are detailed and tracked in CBR and 

in the Annual Report.

Annual/Biannual 

Report



Comments Follow up Y/N PER Citation

Yes No N/A Yes No N/A

Required Program Elements

Base ARRA
Review Item and Questions to Answer

Data Sources

1.3 Funding Eligibility

1 Are all funded projects eligible to receive SRF assistance? Y Y All funded projects were eligible Project Files

2 Are projects that received ARRA assistance eligible for funding? Y Project Files

a. No funds were used for any casino, gambling establishment, 

aquarium, zoo, golf course or swimming pool? Y

b. CWSRF: no ARRA funds were used for land purchase Y

c. Were ARRA funds used to refinance a project? (allowable only if the 

initial debt was incurred between October 1, 2008 and February 17, 

2009) N

3
Is documentation being received from assistance recipients to support 

the amount and eligibility of disbursement requests?

Y Y

As agreed upon in the Resolution Plan dated 

April 7, 2011, ARRA projects that contain 

force accounts must submit final budgets 

detailing the amount and nature of the 

disbursement request. Project Files

4
Does the State have controls over SRF disbursements to ensure that 

funds are used for eligible purposes? Y Y

Disbursement requests are reviewed by 

project engineer and program staff for 

eligibility. Staff Interviews

5 DWSRF: Is the state meeting the 15% small system requirement? NA Project Files

6

DWSRF: Does the State have procedures to ensure that systems in 

significant noncompliance with any NPDWR are not receiving 

assistance, except to achieve compliance? NA Staff Interviews

1.4 DWSRF Withholding Determinations

1 DWSRF: Did the State document ongoing implementation of its 

program for ensuring demonstration of new system capacity? NA

2 DWSRF: Did the State document ongoing implementation of its 

capacity development strategy? NA

3 DWSRF: Did the State document ongoing implementation of its 

operator certification program? NA

1.5 Reporting

1 Has the State entered data for all projects into the CWSRF Benefits 

Reporting (CBR) database or Drinking Water Project Benefits Reporting 

System (PBR)? Y Y CBR/PBR database

a. Were projects entered into the database by the end of the week of 

loan closing? Y Y

b. Are the records complete, to the extent possible? Y Y

2
Are 1512 jobs created and retained reporting fields up to date? Y CBR/PBR database



Comments Follow up Y/N PER Citation

Yes No N/A Yes No N/A

Required Program Elements

Base ARRA
Review Item and Questions to Answer

Data Sources

1.6 Staff Capacity

1
Does the State have staff, in terms of numbers and capability, to 

effectively implement the SRF programs? Y Y Full capacity Program Budget

a.  Accounting & Finance Y Y

b.  Engineering and field inspection Y Y

c.  Environmental review / planning Y Y

d.  Management Y Y

e.  DWSRF: Management of set-asides NA NA

2
Was the State able to add staff as needed to effectively implement 

ARRA?
Y

Staffing resources were primarily redirected 

from the State Bond Program to SRF-ARRA State Interviews

1.7 Compliance with Environmental Review Requirements

1
Are environmental reviews being conducted in accordance with the 

State's approved environmental review procedures (SERP)?

Y Y

State Clearing House is used in 

environmental review process.  Project 

environmental documents kept in files 

maintained by Environmental Unit w/in Div 

of Financial Assistance. Project Files

2
Does the State document the information, processes, and premises 

leading to decisions during the environmental review process? Y Y Project Files

a.  Decisions that projects meet requirements for a categorical 

exclusion (CE) or the State equivalent? Y Y

b.  Environmental Assessment (EA)/Findings of No Significant Impacts 

(FONSI) or the state equivalent. Y Y

c.  Decisions to reaffirm or modify previous SERP decisions. Y Y

d.  Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)/Records of Decisions (ROD) 

or the State equivalent. Y Y

3
Are public notices and meetings, as required by the SERP, provided 

during the environmental review process? Y Y

State public notices are issued for 30 day 

comment period. Project Files

4
Are documented public concerns being addressed/resolved by the 

State in the environmental review process? Y Y

Follow-up actions conducted by 

Environmental Unit staff. Project Files

5
Do environmental reviews document the anticipated environmental 

and public health benefits of the project? Y Y Project Files

1.8 Compliance with Federal Cross-Cutting Authorities (Cross-Cutters)

1
Does the state maintain adequate documentation of compliance with 

with applicable federal cross-cutting authorities? Y Y State Interviews

2
Is the State ensuring that assistance recipients comply with all 

applicable federal cross-cutting authorities? Y Y

State requires recipient to certify compliance 

with cross-cutting authorities. Project Files

3

Does the State have a process in place to address the applicability of 

federal cross-cutting authorities to nonpoint source projects or projects 

that received Categorical Exclusions from environmental review 

requirements? Y Y

NPS projects follow same procedures used 

by State for point source projects.

4

Were there any issues which required consultation with other State or 

Federal agencies?  (Note in Comments section conclusion of any 

consultations) N N Staff Interviews



Comments Follow up Y/N PER Citation

Yes No N/A Yes No N/A

Required Program Elements

Base ARRA
Review Item and Questions to Answer

Data Sources

1.9 Compliance with DBE Requirements

1
Is the State complying with all DBE requirements (setting goals, six 

affirmative steps and reporting)? Y Y Positive efforts were made to meet goal. Staff Interviews

2 Are assistance recipients complying with all DBE requirements? Y Y

Certifications from assistance recipients kept 

in project files. Project Files

1.10 Green Project Reserve Requirements

1 Did the State comply with Green Project Reserve requirements? 

Y Y

FY 11 CWSRF capitalization funds in the 

amount of $137.4 million were used to fund 

GPR projects representing 130% of the FY11 

allocation.  State exceeded the 20% GPR 

ARRA requirement.  A total of 28% of ARRA 

funds were used for GPR projects. Intended Use Plan

a. Do projects funded by the Green Project Reserve contain 

documentation or a business case showing the project type/project 

components to be consistent with the intent of the GPR? 

Y Y

ARRA GPR projects were all categorical.  

Likewise, FY 2011 funded projects were 

water reuse type projects that categorically 

meet the water use efficiency category 

requirements established for GPR under the 

FY 2011 guidance. Project Files

2
Does State documentation demonstrate a timely and concerted effort 

to solicit projects for the Green Project Reserve? Y Y

 Active steps were taken to meet the 20% 

GPR requirement with these funds during 

the 2010 grant budget period.

3

Did the State provided a written certification if it was unable to meet 

the 20% Green Project Reserve requirement, including the steps the 

State used to identify and/or solicit Green Project Reserve projects? NA NA

4
Did the state post business cases for green projects on the state 

website? NA

The use of business cases was not required 

since projects categorically met the GPR 

requirements. State records

1.11 Davis-Bacon Requirements

1 Did the State include Davis-Bacon requirements, including applicable 

wage determinations, in assistance agreements? Y Y

Assistance 

agreement

2 Has the state implemented a process for the collection of certifications 

of compliance with Davis-Bacon for all assistance recipients for each 

week? Y Y Project Files
a. Has the state collected these certifications as specified in the state 

process? Y Y

1.12 Buy American Requirements

1
Did the State include Buy American requirements in ARRA assistance 

agreements? 
Y

Assistance recipient receive weekly payroll 

information from contractors.  Such 

documentation shall be available upon 

request by the State or EPA per DB guidance 

dtd Nov 20, 2009.

Assistance 

agreement



Comments Follow up Y/N PER Citation

Yes No N/A Yes No N/A

Required Program Elements

Base ARRA
Review Item and Questions to Answer

Data Sources

2
Do project files contain a certification or waiver demonstrating that the 

assistance recipient has complied with Buy American requirements?

Y

Each funding recipient provides a contact 

person for Davis Bacon compliance and 

collects weekly payroll certifications.  CA has 

a Davis Bacon staff specialist that 

administers and tracks Davis Bacon 

requirements for the CWSRF program.  This 

includes issuing qtrly self-certification 

reminders to those recipients who are 

subject to Davis Bacon. State followed 

protocol for collecting certifications for all 

ARRA projects.

Staff interviews 

and follow-up 

emails.



Comments Follow up Y/N PER Citation

Yes No N/A Yes No N/A

2.1 Binding Commitment Requirements

1

Are binding commitment requirements being met (cumulative 

binding commitments greater than or equal to cumulative 

grant payments and accompanying State match within one 

year of payment receipt? Y

State exceeds the binding commitment 

requirement as noted and documented in 

Annual Report.  Binding commitments equal 

250% of the federal payments received.

2
Do the dates of binding commitments as documented in the 

files match those reported in the Annual/Biannual Report? Y

3

Do projects that receive binding commitments execute a loan 

within a reasonably short amount of time? (Note the average 

lag between commitment and project start  in the Comments 

section) Y

Binding commitment = executed loan 

agreement

a. If this is a significant time lag, is it recurring?  (If so, note 

steps  the State is taking to correct the situation in the 

Comments section) NA

2.2 Assistance Terms

1
Are the terms of assistance consistent with SRF program 

requirements? Y Y

Assistance 

agreement

a.  Are interest rates charged between 0% and market rate 

except as allowed for principal forgiveness)?
Y Y

A range of assistance terms were available, such 

as combo base and ARRA: 1% ARRA w/ 1/2 GO 

bond rate; ARRA 0% loan; Base at 1/2 GO bond 

rate.

b. Do principal repayments start within one year of project 

completion and end within 20 years, for all projects with non-

extended loan repayment terms? Y Y

c. Does the program use extended terms or principal 

forgiveness to the extent it is allowable?  (If so report the 

percentage of project funding in these categories)

Y

Program uses both extended terms and 

principal forgiveness.  Four disadvantaged 

entities received extended term financing along 

with principal forgiveness in SFY 11/12 : 1)  

Heber Public Utilities District for ETF of $4.9 

million; 2) City of Rio Dell for ETF of $6.98 

million; 3) Cityof Colfax for ETF of $7.76 million; 

and 4) Placer County Sewer Maintenance 

District for ETF of $52.4 million.  The dollar 

amount and percentage of FY 2011 funds used 

in SFY 12 to provide  additional subsidy was 

$29.6 million or 28% of the total allotment.  

These amounts are within the required range of 

more than $9.8m but less than $32.6 m for 

additional subsidy.

d. Did the state provide more than 30% (DWSRF) or more than 

14.98% and less than 49.92% (CWSRF) of funds to eligible 

recipients in the form of principal forgiveness, negative 

interest loans, grants, or a combination of these?  (Report the 

percentage of project funding in each of these categories in 

the Comments section) Y

CA provide 28% of FY 2011 CWSRF funds to 

eligible recipients in the form of principal 

forgiveness.

Required Financial Elements

Base ARRA
Review Item and Questions to Answer Data Sources



Comments Follow up Y/N PER Citation

Yes No N/A Yes No N/A

Required Financial Elements

Base ARRA
Review Item and Questions to Answer Data Sources

2

Does the State periodically evaluate terms of assistance 

offered relative to the supply and demand for funds and the 

fund's long-term financial health?

Y

Quarterly finance/audit committee meetings 

are held to review cashflow projections and 

project funding activity. The State also contracts 

with Public Financial Management Inc (PFM), a 

financial advisor, to provide the CWSRF 

additional financial expertise. Staff Interviews

3
Are the terms of assistance consistent with SRF program and 

ARRA requirements? Y IUP

a.  Did the State provide at least 50% of ARRA funds to eligible 

recipients in the form of principal forgiveness, negative 

interest loans, grants, or combinations of these? Report the 

percentage of project funding in each of these categories in 

the Comments section. Y

State provided 65% of ARRA funds in the form 

of principal forgiveness.

b. Do ARRA principal repayments end within the agreed-upon 

period for CWSRF extended-term financing agreements and 

DWSRF disadvantaged community agreements (if applicable)? Y

City of William received ETF ARRA funds at 0% 

interest. 

Assistance 

agreement

4

Did the State evaluate the impact of the ARRA subsidy 

provided relative to the supply and demand for funds and the 

long-term financial health of the fund?
Y

Extensive evaluation of impacts was performed 

by staff. Staff interviews 



Comments Follow up Y/N PER Citation

Yes No N/A Yes No N/A

Required Financial Elements

Base ARRA
Review Item and Questions to Answer Data Sources

2.3 Use of Fees

1

Does the State assess fees on assistance? If so, note the fee 

rate charge and on what basis (e.g., percentage of closing 

amount, principal outstanding, principal repaid, etc.) in the 

comments section

Y NA

The service charge is established each year 

when the CA State Water Resource Control 

Board approves the IUP.  The service charge 

may not exceed 1% of the outstanding principal 

balance.  The service charge may be applied at 

any time during the term of the loan, and once 

applied, shall remain unchanged for the 

duration. Fees are not applied to loans funded 

with bond proceeds or to loans that provide the 

local  match. IUP

a.  Are fees being used in accordance with program 

requirements?
Y NA

The proceeds from the service charges are used 

to administer the fund and provide wastewater 

grants to small disadvantaged communities.  

b. Does the State periodically evaluate the use of fees relative 

to loan terms to set appropriate total charges to assistance 

recipients and assess long-term funding needs for program 

operation? Y

Fees relative to program activities is assessed 

periodically.

d. Does the State have procedures for accounting and 

reporting fee use?

Y

Tracking of fees by the finance and accounting 

staff through LGTS. Y

PER 

recommenda

tion 

requesting 

additional 

details

2.4 Assessment of Financial Capability and Loan Security

1

Does the State have the procedures for assessing the financial 

capability (CW) or the technical, financial, and managerial 

capability (DW) or assistance recipients?
Y Y

State contracts with California Municipal 

Statistics Inc. to prepare a credit analysis on 

projects over $5 million.  State staff also review 

credit risk of potential recipients.

Financial 

Capability Review 

Procedures

a. Are these  financial capability policies and procedures being 

followed? Y Y

2

Do assistance recipients have a dedicated source of revenue 

for repayment or, for privately-owned systems, adequate 

security to assure repayment? Y Y

Financial 

Capability Review 

Procedures

3
Do assistance recipients have access to additional funding 

sources, if necessary, to ensure project completion? Y Y

Project Files, Staff 

interviews

2.5 Cash Draws

1

Has the State correctly adhered to the "Rules of Cash Draw" ?

Y Y

 States has banked excess match in the SRF in 

prior years and disbursed these amounts prior 

to drawing federal funds the Federal 

proportional share is 100%

State accounting 

records

2 Have any erroneous payments/cash draws/disbursements 

been discovered by the State? (If so , note corrective actions 

that have been taken in the Comments section) N N Not during this reporting period



Comments Follow up Y/N PER Citation

Yes No N/A Yes No N/A

Required Financial Elements

Base ARRA
Review Item and Questions to Answer Data Sources

3 Does a review of Project and Administrative cash draw 

transactions confirm the use of federal funds for eligible 

purposes? Y Y

4 For jointly-funded projects (ARRA and base program) was only 

the ARRA portion drawn from the ARRA grant? Y

Audit confirmed draws were done 

appropriately. IFMS



Comments Follow up Y/N PER Citation

Yes No N/A Yes No N/A

Required Financial Elements

Base ARRA
Review Item and Questions to Answer Data Sources

2.6 State Match

1

Has the State provided match equal to 20 percent of the grant 

amount? (Note in comments the source of match funds - e.g. 

appropriation, State GO bonding, revenue bonds, etc.) Y

State match provided through local match or 

appropriation.

State accounting 

records

a. If bonds are issued for state match, and the SRF is used to 

retire these bonds, do the bond documents clearly state what 

funds are being used for debt service and security? NA

b. Has the state match structure been approved by 

Headquarters? NA

2
Were match funds deposited at or before applicable federal 

cash draws? Y

State accounting 

records

a. Are match funds held outside the SRF until the time of cash 

draws? Y

b. Is the state match bond activity consistent with the 

approved state match structure? NA

2.7 Transaction Testing for Erroneous Payments

1
Are state records of Federal funds received consistent with 

Federal records of Federal funds disbursed? Y Y

State accounting 

records and 

FSR/IFMS reports

2
Do project invoices confirm that disbursements are for eligible 

expenses? Y Y Project files

3
Are funds disbursed to assistance recipients in a timely manner 

following request for reimbursement and cash draw? Y Y

Funds to assistance recipients are typically 

disbursed within 30 days of reimbursement 

request.

State accounting 

records

4

Were invoices reviewed for the required number cash draws?  

(Note the number of cash draws reviewed and the dollar 

amount of each cash draw in the Comments section) Y Y See cover sheet

5

Does a review of specific cash draw transactions confirm use of 

correct proportionality percentages? (For leveraged states, 

note the proportionality ratio being used for Federal cash 

draws in the Comments section) Y State used correct proportionality percentages.

State accounting 

records

6
Were any erroneous payments/cash draws/disbursements 

identified? N N Audit report

a.  Has the State taken action to correct identified erroneous 

payment? If so, please describe in the Comments section NA NA

b. Does the State have internal controls to safeguard against 

erroneous payments during the cash draw and disbursement 

processes? Y Y

Procedures 

manuals 



Comments Follow up Y/N PER Citation

Yes No N/A Yes No N/A

Required Financial Elements

Base ARRA
Review Item and Questions to Answer Data Sources

2.8 Timely and Expeditious Use of Funds

1
Is the State using SRF funds in a timely and expeditious 

manner? Y

Cumulative fund utilization for SFY 2012 is 

113%, which exceeds the national average.

State accounting 

records

a.  Does the fund have large uncommitted balances? N

b.  Does the fund have large balances of undrawn federal and 

state funds? N

Federal unliquidated balance at end of SFY 2012 

was 16%, a decrease from previous year.

c. Are the uncommitted balances growing at a faster annual 

percentage rate than the growth of the total assets of the SRF?
N

2

Does the State need to improve its use of funds to ensure 

timely and expeditious use?  Has the state developed a plan to 

address the issue? N

State needs to reaccess plan to improve 

pipeline and secure sufficient projects for long-

term as discussed in PER. Y

See 

comments in 

PER

a. If the state was required to develop a plan demonstrating 

timely and expeditious use of funds, is progress being made on 

meeting this plan? NA

3
Were all ARRA funds under contract or construction by 

February 17th, 2010? Y Project Files

4
Is the State disbursing ARRA funds in a timely and expeditious 

manner?
Y

 During SFY 2012, the State drew approximately 

$270 million in ARRA funds which represents 

96% of the total ARRA allotment. Project Files

2.9 Financial Management

1
Is the SRF program's financial management designed to 

achieve both short- and long -term financial goals? Y

Financial advisor is assisting with long-term 

planning and review of fiscal impacts. Staff interviews

a.  Do Financial Indicators show progress in the program in 

funding the maximum amount of assistance to achieve 

environmental and public health objectives? Y

State is providing subsidy to SRF recipients 

without compromising health of fund.

2
Does the State have a long-term financial plan to direct the 

program? Y

Financial advisor has developed plan with 

ongoing updates. Staff interviews

a.  Was financial modeling used to develop the plan? Y

b.  Is the plan periodically reviewed and updated? Y

c.  Does planning address types of assistance and terms, use of 

leveraging, and transfers or cross-collateralization between 

programs? Y State may leverage in the near term.

3

If the State leverages, is its leveraging activity consistent with 

the accepted leveraging structure? (N/A if the State does not 

leverage) Y State has not leveraged since 2002.

a. Are leverage and state match bond documents consistent 

with SRF regulations? Y

4
Does the State have a financial plan that incorporates the long-

term impacts of ARRA? Y

Long-term impacts of ARRA are considered in 

future program planning. Staff interviews

a. If the State leveraged its ARRA funds, are the ARRA 

requirements being applied to the loans made from the 

leveraged bond proceeds? NA Project files

5
Are net bond proceeds, interest earnings, and repayments 

being deposited into the fund?

Y

NA



Comments Follow up Y/N PER Citation

Yes No N/A Yes No N/A

Required Financial Elements

Base ARRA
Review Item and Questions to Answer Data Sources

6 Are ARRA repayments being deposited into the base SRF fund? Y State accounts

7

Has the State resolved any issues related to loan restructuring, 

the potential for defaults, and the timeliness of loan 

repayments? Y NA

The CWSRF has two bad debts totaling $9.356 

million.  The State is seeking payment through 

legal means and the restructuring of the 

assistance agreement. Staff interviews



Comments Follow up Y/N PER Citation

Yes No N/A Yes No N/A

Required Financial Elements

Base ARRA
Review Item and Questions to Answer Data Sources

2.10 Compliance with Audit Requirements

1
Are annual audits being conducted by an independent 

auditor? Y Y Unqualified audit opinion. Audit report

a.  Who conducted the most recent audit?
CliftonLarsonAllen CPA Firm for year ending 

June 30, 2012

b.  Did the program receive an unqualified opinion? Y Y

c.  Were there any significant findings?  (Briefly discuss the 

findings.) N N

d.  Is the program in compliance with GAAP? Y Y

2
Has the program implemented prior audit recommendations 

and/or recommendations in the “management” letter? NA NA

Audit report/Staff 

Interviews

3
Did the most recent audit confirm compliance with State laws 

and procedures? Y Y Audit report

a.  Did the audit include any negative comments on the state's 

internal control structure? N N

b.  Did the audit identify any erroneous payments/cash 

draws/disbursements? N N

c.  Has the State taken action to recover the improperly paid 

funds? NA NA

4

Did the most recent audit find that state cash management 

and investment practices consistent with State law, policies, 

and any applicable bond requirements? Y Y

The California State Treasurer's Ofc administers 

a pooled investment program for the State. Audit report

a.  Is the SRF earning a reasonable rate of return on invested 

funds? Y Y

Investment Fund administered by State 

Treasurer's Ofc and adheres to State investment 

policies.

5
Did the most recent audit  find State accounting procedures 

adequate for managing the SRF? Y Y

Internal controls and accounting procedures 

appear adequate. Audit report

a.  Do the State's accounting procedures include internal 

control procedures for state-purchased equipment? Y Y

State has SOP for the procurement of 

equipment.

6
Is the State managing and accounting for ARRA funds 

separately from the base SRF program funds? Y Separate fund maintained for ARRA funds. State accounts

a. Are State accounting procedures adequate for managing 

ARRA? Y Staff interviews

7

Did the State notify assistance recipients of the requirement to 

provide a single audit if they receive more than $500,000 in 

Federal funds? Y Y

This requirement is stated in the Assistance 

Agreement. Staff interviews

a.  Are assistance recipients providing single audit reports? 
Recipient Single Audit Reports sent to DAS for 

review. Project files

b.  Is the State reviewing assistance recipients' audits and 

resolving issues? Y Y Project files





Cash Draw Testing Checklist: For Regional Review of State CWSRF and DWSRF 

Yes No N/A Descriptions/Comments

X

X

X

X

X

X

Project Number: Loan C-06-5100-

110, Contract No.: 08-845-550

Invoice Date Invoice Number Invoice Amount

6-Mar-12 08845550-0/13 $1,684,268.00

$1,684,268.00

$1,684,268.00

Project Number:  same as above

Invoice Date Invoice Number Invoice Amount

$0.00

Amount Paid from SRF ARRA or 

base funds (as applicable):

Invoiced Total

Amount Paid from Other Sources

Project Name:  same as above

Explanation If Paid Amount is Different from Invoiced Total:

Additional Notes:  Construction costs: $1,340,129; Construction Mgt costs: $308,139. See notes to invoice (12 pgs)

Amount Paid from Other Sources

Disbursement Request Date: 01/24/2012 Erroneous Payment (Yes/No?): No

Disbursement Request Date: Erroneous Payment (Yes/No?):

Notes on Invoice

Payee Notes on Invoice

2. State accounting records accurately reflect the cash draw

Grant Number: 2W-060002-09

State:  CA

Indicate CW/DW and Base/ARRA Review:  CW ARRA SRF

Reviewer:  Gwen Brown

Cash Draw Date: 03/13/2012

Purpose of Cash Draw (Loan, Admin or Set-Aside):  Loan

Cash Draw Amount:  $1,648,268 (Draw #2) (Schedule #6172317)

1. The State is reviewing and approving invoices in a timely manner

3. Funds are being disbursed to recipients in a timely manner following requests for reimbursement and cash 

draw

6. Base: State used the correct proportionality ratio to calculate value drawn

Project Name: Eastern Municipal WaterDistrict, Moreno Valley Reg. WW 

Facility File 2of2, Section F

Review Date:  Dec 11, 2012

Invoiced Total

Review Item

Explanation If Paid Amount is Different from Invoiced Total:

4. ARRA: Disbursements were only made for ARRA-eligible costs (no casino, gambling establishment, zoo, 

aquarium, golf course or swimming pool, or for CWSRF only, land purchase)

See Pymt 13, JE 004107 and JE B0041988

Payee

Eastern Municipal Water District

5. ARRA: Cash draws were only drawn from the ARRA grant



Appendix D Transaction Testing Worksheet: For Regional Review of State CWSRF and DWSRF 

Cash Draw Amount:  

Yes No N/A Descriptions/Comments

X

X

X

X 100% Fed

Invoice Date Invoice Number Invoice Amount

$1,690,107.00

$101,072.00

$7,467.00

$1,798,646.00

$1,798,646.00

Project Number:

Invoice Date Invoice Number Invoice Amount

$0.00

$1,798,646 

Invoiced Total Explanation If Paid Amount is Different from Invoiced Total:

Amount Paid from Other Sources

Payee Notes on Invoice

J.R. Filance Contract Project Estimates

J.R. Filance

3. Funds are being disbursed to recipients in a timely manner following requests for reimbursement and cash 

draw

Project Name: Eastern Municipal Water District

Disbursement Request Date: Improper Payment (Yes/No):  No

Project Number: C-06-5100-110 (08-845-550) Sect E, Draw #14

J.R. Filance

Admin Allowances

Valve Engineering

State:  CA

Indicate CW/DW Review:  DW ARRA Review Cash Draw Date:  9/12/12

Reviewer:  Gwen Brown Purpose of Cash Draw (Loan, Admin or Set-Aside):  Loan

Review Date:  April 2-3, 2013 Grant Number: 2W-06000209

Review Item

1. The State is reviewing and approving invoices in a timely manner

2. State accounting records accurately reflect the cash draw

Disbursement Request Date: Improper Payment (Yes/No):

Payee Notes on Invoice

5. If State is drawing 100% federal funds, the entire state match was disbursed prior to federal draws

4. State used the correct proportionality ratio to calculate value drawn (enter the proportionality ratio from the 

State's IUP or grant application in the Comments section)

Amount Paid from SRF funds: Additional Notes:

Project Name: 

Invoiced Total Explanation If Paid Amount is Different from Invoiced Total:

Improper Payment Resolution: 

Improper Payment Resolution: 



Appendix D Transaction Testing Worksheet: For Regional Review of State CWSRF and DWSRF 

$0.00

Project Number:

Invoice Date Invoice Number Invoice Amount

$0.00

$0.00

$1,798,646.00

$1,798,646.00

Improper Payment Amount (if 

applicable): 

Amount Paid from SRF funds: Additional Notes:

Project Name: 

Amount Paid from Other Sources

Amount Paid from SRF funds: Additional Notes:

Explanation If Paid Amount is Different from Invoiced Total:

Amount Paid from Other Sources

Disbursement Request Date: Improper Payment (Yes/No):

Payee Notes on Invoice

Total Cash Draw Amount:

State Match Amount(if 

applicable): 

Improper Payment Resolution: 

Total SRF  Disbursements 

Invoiced Total Explanation If Paid Amount is Different from Invoiced Total:



J.R. Filance Construction Invoices:

Number: Amount: Date: Notes:

1103_30 $123,050 20-Nov-11 MVRWRF SCATT Project, Moreno Valley Regional Water Reclamation Facility

1103_31 $113,489 1-Dec-11 MVRWRF SCATT Project, Secondary Clarifiers and Tertiary Treatment

1103_32 $1,453,568 6-Jan-12 (supported by 18 pages of costs)

$1,690,107



C-06-5100-110, Eastern MWD, SCATT

Admin Costs:

Page Vendor Amount Invoice # Date Notes:

Admin Costs: 

5 Consultants - Engineering/Carollo Engineerings $14,261.60 122595 12-Jun-12 14261.6

2172.03

6 Consultants - Engineering/Elan Associates LTD $230.89 5007-02K-10CG 30-Nov-11 (Part of $4,082.50) 4547.17

$319.50 5007-02K-11CG 31-Dec-11 (Part of $3,514.50) 1792.45

$727.75 5007-02K-01CG 31-Jan-12 (Part of $6,070.50) 950

$417.48 5007-02K-03CG 31-Mar-12 (Part of $4,544) 16062.64

$14.20 5007-02K-03CG 30-Apr-12 (Part of $4,153.50) 2,877.00

$89.46 5007-02K-03CG 31-May-12 (Part of $2,662.50) 11,611.68

$372.75 5007-02K-03CG 30-Jun-12 (Part of $5,964) 46962.09

$2,172.03 (cumulative) -164.84

101071.82

7 Consultants - Engineering/Converse Consultants $4,547.17 06-81211-30-00 2-Dec-11

8 Consultants - Engineering/3QC Inc. Consultant $896.22 55351 30-Nov-11

$448.12 55397 12-Dec-11

$448.11 55435 31-Jan-12

$1,792.45 (cumulative)

9 Consultants - Engineering/Kazarians & Associates $950 5306.42.01 3-Apr-12

10 Outside Svcs - Others/Minders Protective Svcs $1,046.89 0808-2720 12-Dec-11 (Part of $2,093.90)

1,021.77 0808-2729 17-Dec-11 (Part of 2,043.64)

837.52 0808-2737 10-Jan-12 (Part of 2.043.64)

$1,046.89 0808-2745 23-Jan-12 (Part of $2,093.90)

$1,046.89 0808-2756 6-Feb-12 (Part of $2,093.90)

$1,046.89 0808-2765 20-Feb-12 (Part of $2,093.90)

$1,046.89 0808-2774 5-Mar-12 (Part of $2,093.90)

$1,046.89 0808-2782 19-Mar-12 (Part of $2,093.90)

$1,046.89 0808-2790 2-Apr-12 (Part of $2,093.90)

$1,046.89 0808-2800 16-Apr-12 (Part of $2,093.90)

$1,046.89 0808-2810 30-Apr-12 (Part of $2,093.90)

$1,046.89 0808-2822 14-May-12 (Part of $2,093.90)

$1,046.89 0808-2831 29-May-12 (Part of $2,093.90)

$942.20 0808-2840 11-Jun-12 (Part of $2,093.90)

$1,221.88 0808-2851 25-Jun-12 (Part of $2,443.90)

$523.48 0808-2861 9-Jul-12 (Part of $1,884.51)

$16,062.64

($164.84) (discounts)

$15,897.80 (cumulative)

11 Outside Svcs - Others/Goodwin Insurance Agency $2,877 0808-4258 13-Apr-12

12 Water Quality Treatment & Solutions $7,860.50 12-1811 9-Jan-12

$3,751.18 12-1825 2-Feb-12

$11,611.68 (cumulative)

13 Engineering Labor (From 12/1/11 - 6/30/12)

Direct Labor $14,853.45

Engineering Labor 4,089.41

Construction Admin Labor 3,714.86

Project Spec. Labor 10,847.69



Inspection Labor 13,456.68

$46,962.09 (Cumulative)

15 Valve Engineering Costs Accrued

Consultants Engineering /Elan Assoc LTD $7,466.76 5007-02G-02 21-Feb-08 (Part of $14,933.51)



Materials on Hand = $146,049 J.R. Filance Construction Co.

Construction Invoices (cumulative) $357,837

Item # Description Amount Location

9 By-Pass Pumping $50,000 Pg 1 of 13

26 Area 44 Sc Eq Hand Rail Drawing $17,335 Pg 2 of 13

67 Instrument Loop $15,000 Pg 3 of 13

71 Curb & Gutter Sidewalk Culverts $5,457 Pg 4 of 13

74 Misc sitework $12,300 Pg 4 of 13

87 6" Utility Water $28,546 Pg 4 of 13

104 54" FE(future) 25 $8,219 Pg 5 of 13

120 Set Manholes & PB's in Tertiary Area $2,161 Pg 6 of 13

121 Install Duct Banks 08 & 09 $2,400 Pg 6 of 13

131 Pull Wire in Duct Banks $2,500 Pg 6 of 13

132 Pull Wire in Duct Banks $2,500 Pg 6 of 13

133 Pull Wire in Duct Banks $1,000 Pg 6 of 13

134 Pull Wire in Duct Banks $1,500 Pg 6 of 13

135 Pull Wire in Duct Banks $500 Pg 6 of 13

140 Mechanical $5,346 Pg 7 of 13

141 Area 13 Conduit/Spts $516 Pg 7 of 13

146 Mechanical $2,404 Pg 7 of 13

149 Area 14 Pull Wire, Test and Loop Check $500 Pg 7 of 13

156 Ara 20 Pull Wire, Test and Loop Check $500 Pg 7 of 13

168 Existing Clarifiers No 1 an 2 $2,717 Pg 8 of 13

170 Area 24 Pull Wire/Set Instruments/Terminate Loop Check $655 Pg 8 of 13

175 Area 25 Above Ground Conduit/Supports $1,750 Pg 8 of 13

183 Area 26 Set Electrical Equipment $1,000 Pg 9 of 13

190 Area 27 Set Electrical Equipment $400 Pg 9 of 13

191 Area 27, Pull Wire, Test and Loop Check $450 Pg 9 of 13

195 Area 31, Set Electrical Equipment $3,700 Pg 9 of 13

197 Area 31, Pull Wire, Test and Loop Check $3,100 Pg 9 of 13

202 Area 32, Set Electrical Equipment $1,500 Pg 10 of 13

203 Area 32, Pull Wire, Test and Loop Check $1,100 Pg 10 of 13

211 Area 35, Lighting fixtures, conduit, wire, complete system $2,500 Pg 10 of 13

212 Area 35, Pull Wire, Test and Loop Check $1,675 Pg 10 of 13

218 Area 35, Pull Wire, Test and Loop Check $2,100 Pg 10 of 13

223 Mechanical $3,546 Pg 11 of 13 Note: Cumulative categories…

226 Area 40, Pull Wire, Test and Loop Check $1,250 Pg 11 of 13 Contract Item Subtotal: 357,837

232 Area 41, Set Electrical Equip $600 Pg 11 of 13 Material on Hand:  $1,461,049

233 Area 41, Pull Wire, Test and Loop Check $1,450 Pg 11 of 13 Less Retention: ($128,779)

236 Area 44 Demo/Shutdowns 11,212 Pg 11 of 13 Total Construction Costs: 1,690,107

237 Area 44 Excavation/Base/Backfill 29,692 Pg 11 of 13

238 Area 44 Structure 83,042 Pg 11 of 13

239 Area 44 Mechanical 26,000 Pg 11 of 13

240 Area 44 Finishes, coatings, special construction, misc 1,600 Pg 11 of 13

242 Area 45 Conduit/supports 600 Pg 11 of 13

243 Area 45, Pull Wire, Test and Loop Check 1,000 Pg 11 of 13

245 Area 70, Mechanical 2,855 Pg 12 of 13

246 Area 70, Conduits, Tray/Supports 3,000 Pg 12 of 13

250 Area 70, Pull Wire, Test and Loop Check 1,965 Pg 12 of 13

253 Area 71, Mechanical 2,440 Pg 12 of 13

257 Area 71, Lighting Fixtures, Conduit, Wire, Complete system 960 Pg 12 of 13

258 Area 71, Pull Wire, Test and Loop Check 1,100 Pg 12 of 13

259 Finishes, coating, special construction, misc 2,208 Pg 12 of 13

261 Area 72, Mechanical 1,071 Pg 12 of 13

266 Ara 72, Pull Wire, Test and Loop Check 915 Pg 13 of 13

$357,837 (cumulative)



Construction Invoices:

Invoices for 1103S_30

Line Item Description Costs Location

7600 Misc Site Work 12300 Pg 4 of 18

12200 Set manholes 2161 Pg 6 of 18

12300 Install ductbank 2400 Pg 6 of 18

13300 Pull Wire, Test and Loop Check 2500 Pg 7 of 18

13400 Pull Wire, Test and Loop Check 2500 Pg 7 of 18

13700 Pull Wire, Test and Loop Check 500 Pg 7 of 18

14400 Mechanical 3346.2 Pg 7 of 18

15100 Mechanical 2404 Pg 8 of 18

16200 Area 20 Pull Wire, Test and Loop Check 500 Pg 8 of 18

17600 Existing Clarifiers No 1 &2 2716.7 Pg 9 of 18

17800 Area 24 Pull Wire/Set Instrument/

Terminate Loop Check 655 Pg 9 of 18

18400 Area 25 Above Ground Conduit 1750 Pg 9 of 18

19300 Area 26 Set Elect Equip 1000 Pg 10 of 18

20200 Area 27, Pull Wire, Test and Loop Check 400 Pg 10 of 18

20300 Finishes, Coating, Special Construction 450 Pg 10 of 18

20700 Area 31 conduit/Supports 3700 Pg 10 of 18

20900 Area 31, Pull Wire, Test and Loop check 1500 Pg 11 of 18

21600 Area 31, Pull Wire, Test and Loop check 1500 Pg 11 of 18

21700 Area 32, Finishes, Coating, & Special Construction 1100 Pg 11 of 18

22500 Area 35, Lighting Fixtures, Conduit, Wire… 2500 Pg 11 of 18

22600 Area 35, Pull Wire, Test and Loop check 675 Pg 11 of 18

23900 Mechanical 3546.2 Pg 12 of 18

24300 Finishes, Coating, Special Construction 1250 Pg 12 of 18

24900 Area 41 Set Electrical Equip 600 Pg 12 of 18

25000 Area 41 Pull Wire, Test and Loop Check 1450 Pg 13 of 18

25400 Demo/Shutdowns 11212 Pg 13 of 18

25500 Excavation/Base/Backfill 26692 Pg 13 of 18

25600 Structure 83042 Pg 13 of 18

25700 Mechanical 26000 Pg 13 of 18

25800 Finishes, Coating, Special Construction 1600 Pg 13 of 18

26100 Area 45, Set Electical Equipment 600 Pg 13 of 18

26200 Area 45, Pull Wire Test and Loop Check 1000 Pg 13 of 18

26500 Mechanical 2855 Pg 13 of 18

26600 Area 70 Conduits, Tray/Spts 3000 Pg 13 of 18

27400 Mechanical 2440 Pg 14 of 18

27800 Area 71 Lighting Fixtures, Conduit, Wire 960 Pg 14 of 18

28000 Finishes, Coating, Special Construction 2208.5 Pg 14 of 18

28300 Mechanical 1071 Pg 14 of 18

28800 Area 72 Pull Wire Test and Loop Check 915 Pg 14 of 18

41510 PCO #26A - Misc/Unknown Conditions (T&M) 20000 Pg 17 of 18

42510 CO#31A - Delete Inlet Structure at EQ Ponds -124,352 Pg 18 of 18

42610 CO#31B - Diff btwn COE63 & PCO29, 15Cal Day Ext 10406 Pg 18 of 18

123053.6

Note:  Amount of invoices exceeds the amount that was paid.



Construction Invoices:

Invoices for 11035_31

Line Item Description Costs Location

2700 Area 44 Basins Misc 17335 Pg 2 of 18

6800 Instrument Loop Drawings 15000 Pg 4 of 18

7300 Curb & Gutter/Sidewalk/Culverts $5,457 pg 4 of 18

8900 6" Utility Water 28546 Pg 5 of 18

10600 54" FE (Future) 25 8219 Pg 6 of 18

13500 Pull Wire, Test and Loop Check 1000 Pg 7 of 18

13600 Pull Wire in Ductbank 1500 Pg 7 of 18

14400 Mechanical 2000 Pg 7 of 18

14500 Area 13 Conduit/Spts 516 pg 8 of 18

15550 Finishes, coatings, spec construction misc 500 pg 8 of 18

20900 Area 31 Pull wire, test and loop check 1600 pg 11 of 18

22600 Area 35 Pull wire, test and loop check 1000 pg 11 of 18

23300 Area 36 Pull wire, test and loop check 2100 pg 12 of 18

25500 Excavation/base/backfill 3000 pg 13 of 18

27000 Area 70, pull wire test and loop check 1965 Pg 13 of 18

27900 Area 71, pull wire test and loop check 1100 pg 14 of 18

42010 CO#28B - Provide Alum. Trad Plate over Open Trench 843 pg 18 of 18

42710 CO#32A-Rewire & provide contacts to Elim Latching 5163 Pg 18 of 18

42810 CO#32B Wiring for Ext San Filter Flash Mix Pump 16684 pg 18 of 18

113528.3

Note: Amount of invoices exceed the amount paid.

Amount paid was $113,489.

Invoice for 1103S_32 for $1,453,568 = remaining costs due for 100% completion of project.



Cash Draw Testing Checklist: For Regional Review of State CWSRF and DWSRF 

$0.00

Project Number:

Invoice Date Invoice Number Invoice Amount

$0.00

$0.00

$1,684,268.00

Explanation If Paid Amount is Different from Invoiced Total:

Amount Paid from SRF ARRA or 

base funds (as applicable):

Disbursement Request Date: 

Project Name: 

Payee

Erroneous Payment (Yes/No?):

Amount Paid from Other Sources

Total ARRA or SRF  Disbursements 

(as applicable):

Invoiced Total

Amount Paid from SRF ARRA or 

base funds (as applicable):

Additional Notes:

Additional Notes:

Notes on Invoice



Page 1 of 12 pages (Construction Costs Transaction Testing; Tracking Report Items to EMWD's invoices/spt docs (27-29)

Pre-negotiated Contract Bid Items: Cost: Note:  Recipient Agency:  Eastern Municipal Water District

Item 2 5,748 Contractor:  J.R. Filanc Construction Company Inc.

Item 5 15,000.00 Project:  C-06-5100-110

Item 7 40,320 Agreement:  8-845-550

Procurement Items: Estimates (pgs 27-29)

Item 15 1983

Item 16 383

Item 17 4200 Pg 1: 76293

Item 21 1402 Pg 2: 36854

Item 22 7257 Pg 3: 473426

76,293 Pg 4: 35472

Pg 5: 39961

Pg 6: 67085

Page 2 of 12 pages Pg 7: 84176

Contract Bid Items: Pg 8: 86,810

Item 24 3020 Pg 9: 117151

Item 25 4015 Pg 10: 142548

Item 30 3115 Pg 11: 134022

Item 40 10000 Pg 12: 54048

Item 42 2594 1347846

Item 43 7,594.00

Item 44 6516 Note:  $1,347,846 less $7,717 retention = $1,340,129

36854

Page 3 of 12 pages

Contract Bid Items:

Item 49 42,908

Item 52 44149

Item 53 22980

Item 65 14500

Item 66 6651

Item 68 24000

Civil/Site

Item 69 16008

Item 70 268,000.00

Item 71 30030

Item 72 4200

473,426

Page 4 of 12 pages

Contract Bid Items:

Item 74 12300

Item 83 1829

Item 84 13445

Item 91 5928

Item 94 187

Item 95 1783

35472

Page 5 of 12 pages

Contract Bid Items:

Item 102 9268

Item 103 1825

Item 105 2269

Item 107 8240

Item 109 3980

Item 115 10149

Item 122 4230

39961



Page 6 of 12 pages

Contract Bid Items:

Item 123 9500

Item 126 1300

Item 132 17500

Item 133 4000

item 134 8500

Item 136 1500

Structure by Area 8

Filter M/H/INF/SP/Drain PS:

Line 137 679

Line 138 2268

Plant 1 Aeration Basin:

Line 139 1840

Line 140 19578

Line 144 420

67085

Page 7 of 12 Pages

Area 14 Plan 1 Blower Bldg:

Line 145 2887

Line 146 1500

Line 150 1125

Area 20 Plant 1 Secondary Polyner Facility:

Line 154 19895

Line 155 3100

Line 156 500

Line 157 15088

Area 21 Plant 2 Aeration Basin Effluent Splitter Box:

Line 160 1835

Line 161 9686

Line 162 5600

Area 23-24 Secondary Claifiers:

Line 164 11480

Line 165 11480

84176

Page 8 of 12 Pages

Area 23-24 Secondary Claifiers:

Line 166 476

Lline 167 3289

Line 168 31617

Line 169 1470

Line 171 700

Line 172 21578

Area 25 RAS/WAS Pump Station:

Line 174 3941

Line 175 2000

Line 177 1500

Line 178 13200

Area 26 Plan 2 Secondary Polymer Facility:

Line 180 1930

Line 181 875

Line 182 675

Line 183 1000

Line 185 2559

86810

Page 9 of 12 Pages

Area 26 Plan 2 Secondary Polymer Facility:

Line 189 3818



Line 192 638

Area 31 Filter Influent Pump Station:

Line 193 1400

Line 194 25448

Line 195 8500

Line 196 5800

Line 198 7200

Area 32 Flow Control Valve Station:

Line 199 5190

Line 200 6053

Line 201 7200

Line 202 2000

Line 203 1000

Line 204 5600

Area 35 Tertiary Filters:

Line 205 3200

Line 206 7499

Line 207 9962

Line 208 13318

Line 209 3325

117151

Page 10 0f 12 Pages

Area 35 Tertiary Filters:

Line 211 7500

Line 212 4000

Line 213 26745

Area 36 Tertiary Chemical Bldg Modification:

Line 215 7473

Line 216 2600

Line 217 3280

Line 218 6000

Line 219 3085

Area 40 Chlorine Induction Box/Splitter Box:

Line 220 3976

Line 222 4617

Line 223 3000

Line 224 16550

Line 225 6600

Line 226 1250

Line 227 4000

Area 41 Chlorine Contact Basins:

Line 228 730

Line 229 10232

Line 230 5395

Line 231 25515

142548

Page 11 of 12 Pages

Area 41 Chlorine Contact Basins:

Line 232 13600

Line 233 5450

Line 234 10120

Line 235 23800

Area 45 Tertiary Effluent Pump Station:

Line 241 2550

Line 242 950

Line 243 3100

Area 70 Tertiary Filter Electrical Bldg:

Line 244 6096

Line 245 5000

Line 246 12900



Line 247 7300

Line 249 2550

Line 250 12815

Line 251 24054

Area 71 Secondary Clarifer Electrical Bldg:

Line 252 3737

134022

Page 12 of 12 Pages

Area 71 Secondary Clarifer Electrical Bldg:

Line 253 2500

Line 254 5490

Line 256 900

Line 257 2000

Line 258 1000

Line 259 16217

Area 72 RAS/WAS Electrical Bldg:

Line 260 1993

Line 261 8500

LIne 267 15448

54048



EMWD's Invoices for Pymt #13:

Invoice #: Amount: Check # Date:

1103-27 594020.22 494011 9/12/2011

1103-28 455158.49 495352 10/20/2011

1103-29 290950.06 496846 11/21/2011

Note:  All 3 payments were for Contract Progress Estimates for JR Filanc Construction Company.

Allowance = contractor's version of our administrative costs.

Allowances/Construction Management Cost for Pymt 13:

Ref Pg: Amount: Contractor/Purpose: Invoice # Amount: Date: Check #:

3 171261.9 Carollo Engineering for Consultants -Engineering 117841 same Sep 7 2011

4 1702 Elan Assoc LTD for Consultants- Engineering 5007-02K-07CG 568 n/a 494579

Elan Assoc LTD for Consultants- Engineering 5007-02K-08 34.5 n/a 494579

Elan Assoc LTD for Consultants- Engineering 5007-02K-08CG 887.5 n/a 495710

Elan Assoc LTD for Consultants- Engineering 5007-02K-09CG 177.5 n/a 497035

Elan Assoc LTD for Consultants- Engineering 5007-02K-10 34.5 n/a 497175

5 7700.21 Converse Consultants for Consultants-Engineering 06-81211-30-0000026 4761.07 n/a 494434

Converse Consultants for Consultants-Engineering 06-81211-30-0000027 2939.14 n/a 497175

6 5376.87 3QC Inc for Consultants- Engineering 55118 1792.33 n/a 494496

3QC Inc for Consultants- Engineering 55154 1792.27 n/a 495580

3QC Inc for Consultants- Engineering 55246 1792.27 n/a 496990

7 2156.25 Cox Industrial Service for Outside Services 16053-3 same n/a 494953

8 6872.1 Minders Protective Svcs for Outside Services - others Note: $6941.58 less $69,48 for discounts…

Minders Protective Svcs for Outside Services - others` 0808-2656 1058.6 n/a 494227

Minders Protective Svcs for Outside Services - others 0808-2664 947.72 n/a 494786

Minders Protective Svcs for Outside Services - others 0808-2673 1064.88 n/a 495214

Minders Protective Svcs for Outside Services - others 0808-2682 1046.05 n/a 496051

Minders Protective Svcs for Outside Services - others 0808-2691 1046.05 n/a 496506

Minders Protective Svcs for Outside Services - others 0808-2700 941.44 n/a 497069

Minders Protective Svcs for Outside Services - others 0808-2711 836.84 n/a 497487

9 13,197.29 Water Quality & Treatment Solutions (WQTS) 11-1748 6940 n/a 493975

Water Quality & Treatment Solutions (WQTS) 11-1759 560 n/a 494754

Water Quality & Treatment Solutions (WQTS) 11-1776 3897.4 n/a 496078

Water Quality & Treatment Solutions (WQTS) 11-1787 1799.89 n/a 497118

Note:  Pg 10 shows Engineering labor costs.  Project Cost Tracking System Report shows the following columns:

Direct Labor: 15,258.47 Date, ID, Description of Item (name of person), Hours, Amount, plus balance due.

Engineering Labor: 7625.06 Chart of Account Numbers precedes each category…



Construction Admin Labor: 3906.31

Project Spec. Labor 14691.77 15150 = Direct Labor

Inspection Labor: 58390.57 15151 = Engineering Labor

99,872.18 15154 = Construction Admin Labor

15156 = Project Specialist Labor

15157 = Inspection Labor





Appendix D Transaction Testing Worksheet: For Regional Review of State CWSRF and DWSRF 

Cash Draw Amount:  

Yes No N/A Descriptions/Comments

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes State drew 100% fed as State Match was 

already 100% drawn down. 

Yes

Invoice Date Invoice Number Invoice Amount

31-Aug-12 6 $661,093.00

$661,093.00

$330,547.00

$330,546.00

Project Number:5302-110

Invoice Date Invoice Number Invoice Amount

12 $1,161,762.00

$51,693.00

 $          1,544,001.00 

Invoiced Total Explanation If Paid Amount is Different from Invoiced Total: 1/2 SRF draw 1/2 paid from other source

Amount Paid from Other Sources

Payee Notes on Invoice

Wahlrud Construction

3. Funds are being disbursed to recipients in a timely manner following requests for reimbursement and cash 

draw

Project Name: Rio Dell

Disbursement Request Date: 8/29/12 Improper Payment (Yes/No): No

Project Number: 7401-110

State:  CA

Indicate CW/DW Review:  CW Cash Draw Date: 9/27/12

Reviewer:  Josh Amaris Purpose of Cash Draw (Loan, Admin or Set-Aside):  loan

Review Date:  4/3/13 Grant Number: cs06000110

Review Item

1. The State is reviewing and approving invoices in a timely manner

2. State accounting records accurately reflect the cash draw

Disbursement Request Date: 9/12/12 Improper Payment (Yes/No): No

Payee Notes on Invoice

5. If State is drawing 100% federal funds, the entire state match was disbursed prior to federal draws

4. State used the correct proportionality ratio to calculate value drawn (enter the proportionality ratio from the 

State's IUP or grant application in the Comments section)

W. M. Lyles Co. for Construction costs

for CM

Amount Paid from SRF funds: Additional Notes:

Project Name: Heber PUD

Improper Payment Resolution: 

Improper Payment Resolution: 



Appendix D Transaction Testing Worksheet: For Regional Review of State CWSRF and DWSRF 

$1,213,455.00

$1,213,455.00

Project Number: 

Invoice Date Invoice Number Invoice Amount

$0.00

$0.00

$1,544,001.00

Improper Payment Amount (if 

applicable): 

Amount Paid from SRF funds: Additional Notes:

Project Name: 

Amount Paid from Other Sources

Amount Paid from SRF funds: Additional Notes:

Invoiced Total Explanation If Paid Amount is Different from Invoiced Total:

Amount Paid from Other Sources

Disbursement Request Date: Improper Payment (Yes/No):

Payee Notes on Invoice

Total Cash Draw Amount:

State Match Amount(if 

applicable): 

Improper Payment Resolution: 

Total SRF  Disbursements 

Invoiced Total Explanation If Paid Amount is Different from Invoiced Total:



Appendix D Transaction Testing Worksheet: For Regional Review of State CWSRF and DWSRF 

Cash Draw Amount:  

Yes No N/A Descriptions/Comments

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes 100% fed draw b/c 100% of state match 

already drawn

Yes

Invoice Date Invoice Number Invoice Amount

4-Jan-12 $1,630,354.00

$31,390.00

$561,786.00

$224,290.00

$18,285.00

$2,466,105.00

$1,233,053.00

$1,233,052.00

Invoice Date Invoice Number Invoice Amount

24-Oct-11 $3,100,130.00

$22,723.00

$2,322,937.00

$86,212.00

$8,562.00

$5,540,564.00

$2,770,282.00

$2,770,282.00

Project Number: 7132-110 Draw 3

Invoice Date Invoice Number Invoice Amount

1-Nov-11 $365,167.00

$24,571.00

$6,323.00

$396,061.00

$198,030.00

$198,031.00

Project Number: 5727-110 Draw 7

Invoice Date Invoice Number Invoice Amount

13-Dec-11 $363,430.00

$24,538.00

$2,487.00

$390,455.00

$195,228.00

Project Number: 4971-240 Draw 1

Allowance Planning

Allowance Design

RTA Construction

Invoiced Total Explanation If Paid Amount is Different from Invoiced Total:1/2 Principal Forgiveness, 1/2 Repayment 

Amount Paid from Other Sources

Amount Paid from SRF funds: Additional Notes:

Allowance CM

Allowance Admin

Improper Payment Resolution: 

Improper Payment Resolution: 

Improper Payment Resolution: 

Allowance CM

Allowance Admin

Invoiced Total Explanation If Paid Amount is Different from Invoiced Total: 1/2 Principal Forgiveness, 1/2 Repayment 

Amount Paid from Other Sources

Invoiced Total Explanation If Paid Amount is Different from Invoiced Total: 1/2 Principal Forgiveness, 1/2 Repayment 

Amount Paid from Other Sources

Disbursement Request Date: Improper Payment (Yes/No): No

Payee Notes on Invoice

Project Name: Redding Contract # 11-800-550

5. If State is drawing 100% federal funds, the entire state match was disbursed prior to federal draws

4. State used the correct proportionality ratio to calculate value drawn (enter the proportionality ratio from the 

State's IUP or grant application in the Comments section)

Amount Paid from SRF funds: Additional Notes:

Project Name: Susanville Contract # 10-824-550

Teichert Construction

Allowance CM

Allowance Admin

Amount Paid from SRF funds: Additional Notes:

Project Name: Santa Nella Contract #11-823-550

Disbursement Request Date: Improper Payment (Yes/No): No

Payee Notes on Invoice

Allowance Admin

State:  CA

Indicate CW/DW Review:  CW Cash Draw Date: 1/31/12

Reviewer:  Josh Amaris Purpose of Cash Draw (Loan, Admin or Set-Aside):  Loan

Disbursement Request Date: Improper Payment (Yes/No): No

Project Number: 5835-110 Draw 1

Review Date:  4/2/13 Grant Number: cs06000110

Review Item

1. The State is reviewing and approving invoices in a timely manner

2. State accounting records accurately reflect the cash draw

 $          4,396,592.00 

Invoiced Total Explanation If Paid Amount is Different from Invoiced Total:1/2 Principal Forgiveness, 1/2 Repayment 

Amount Paid from Other Sources

Payee Notes on Invoice

Axner Excavating

Allowance CM

Allowance Planning

3. Funds are being disbursed to recipients in a timely manner following requests for reimbursement and cash 

draw

Project Name: Redding Contract # 10-807-550

Disbursement Request Date: Improper Payment (Yes/No):

Improper Payment Resolution: 

Payee Notes on Invoice

F & H Construction

Allowance Design



Appendix D Transaction Testing Worksheet: For Regional Review of State CWSRF and DWSRF 

$195,227.00

$4,396,592.00

Total Cash Draw Amount:

State Match Amount(if 

applicable): 

Total SRF  Disbursements 

Amount Paid from SRF funds: Additional Notes:

Improper Payment Amount (if 

applicable): 



Appendix D Transaction Testing Worksheet: For Regional Review of State CWSRF and DWSRF 

Cash Draw Amount:  

Yes No N/A Descriptions/Comments

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes State drew 100% fed as State Match was 

already 100% drawn down. 

Yes

Invoice Date Item Number Invoice Amount

6/30/2012 1 $297,393.00

2 $238,390.00

7 $18,761.00

8 $81,817.00

9 $412,980.00

12 $255,303.00

14 $557,046.00

$1,861,690.00

$1.00

$1,861,689.00

Invoice Date Invoice Number Invoice Amount

19-Jun-12 1141295 $119,740.54

7/3/2012 1141993 $110,502.11

7/5/2012 1207A020 $164,403.43

5/11/2012 1138801 $159,583.25

4. State used the correct proportionality ratio to calculate value drawn (enter the proportionality ratio from the 

State's IUP or grant application in the Comments section)

Invoiced Total Explanation If Paid Amount is Different from Invoiced Total: Amount previously paid $1 Held by agency

Amount Paid from Other Sources

McCarthy Const

Additional Notes:$1 Rounding error caused by Construction Contract Spreadsheet

Project Name: Orange County: CM    

Disbursement Request Date: 8/6/12 Improper Payment (Yes/No): No

McCarthy Const

Review Date:  4/2/13 Grant Number: cs0600010

Review Item

1. The State is reviewing and approving invoices in a timely manner

2. State accounting records accurately reflect the cash draw

Project Number: 4463-110

McCarthy Const

McCarthy Const

3. Funds are being disbursed to recipients in a timely manner following requests for reimbursement and cash 

draw

Project Name: Orange County: Construction

Payee Notes on Invoice

5. If State is drawing 100% federal funds, the entire state match was disbursed prior to federal draws

State:  CA

Indicate CW/DW Review:  CW Cash Draw Date: 9/12/12

Reviewer:  Josh Amaris Purpose of Cash Draw (Loan, Admin or Set-Aside):  Loan

 $          2,216,998.19 

From Paymnet 7: Black and Veatch

McCarthy Const

McCarthy Const

McCarthy Const

Disbursement Request Date: Improper Payment (Yes/No): No

Payee Notes on Invoice

Project Number: 4463-110

Amount Paid from SRF funds:

Black and Veatch

Black and Veatch

Parsons Water and Infrastructure Inc

Improper Payment Resolution: 

Improper Payment Resolution: 



Appendix D Transaction Testing Worksheet: For Regional Review of State CWSRF and DWSRF 

5/30/2012 1205A984 $129,416.02

$683,645.35

$683,645.35

Invoice Date Invoice Number Invoice Amount

$63,453.37

$62,145.83

$125,599.20

$125,599.20

$2,670,933.55

Improper Payment Amount (if 

applicable): 

SRFFED 2010: $2,216,998.19 SRFFED 2011: $453,933.81

From Paymnet 7: Parsons Water and Infrastructure Inc   

Amount Paid from Other Sources

Amount Paid from SRF funds: Additional Notes:

Invoiced Total Explanation If Paid Amount is Different from Invoiced Total:

Amount Paid from Other Sources

Disbursement Request Date: Improper Payment (Yes/No): No

Payee Notes on Invoice

Project Number: 4463-110

Amount Paid from SRF funds: Additional Notes:

Project Name: Orange County: Admin

Total Cash Draw Amount:

State Match Amount(if 

applicable): 

Payment 8 Admin

Improper Payment Resolution: 

Total SRF  Disbursements 

From Payment 7 Admin costs not prior claimed

Invoiced Total Explanation If Paid Amount is Different from Invoiced Total:



Appendix D Transaction Testing Worksheet: For Regional Review of State CWSRF and DWSRF 

Cash Draw Amount:  Disbursement #2 -  $10,361,020.00

Yes No N/A Descriptions/Comments

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes State drew 100% fed as State Match was 

already 100% drawn down. 

Yes

Invoice Date Invoice Number Invoice Amount

2/23/2012 PRN 2 $900,000.00

6-Dec-10 19731 $1,416,468.75

2/23/2012 PRN 2 $3,654,124.10

2/23/2012 PRN 2 $3,368,937.00

2/23/2012 PRN 2 -$81,149.80

$14,102.77

$754,390.62

$334,146.88

$10,361,020.32

Reduction Factor -0.8688852384%

Admin

ALLOWANCES (Soft Costs)

Design

Management

Improper Payment Resolution: 

Siemens Low Pressure MicroFiltration System Bid 4 ($5,070,592.85)

Trojan Ultraviolet Light System Bid 5 ($3,368,937.00)

5. If State is drawing 100% federal funds, the entire state match was disbursed prior to federal draws

4. State used the correct proportionality ratio to calculate value drawn (enter the proportionality ratio from the 

State's IUP or grant application in the Comments section)

Disbursement Request Date: Mar 06 2012 Improper Payment (Yes/No):

Project Number: 4463-110

Siemens Membrane - $1,416,468.75

Bid 1 ($900,000.00)

Review Date:  April 2, 2013 Grant Number: CS06000110

Review Item

1. The State is reviewing and approving invoices in a timely manner

2. State accounting records accurately reflect the cash draw

State:  California 

Indicate CW/DW Review:  CW (Waterboard - Cal EPA) Cash Draw Date: 3/16/2013

Reviewer:  Abimbola Odusoga Purpose of Cash Draw (Loan, Admin or Set-Aside):  

$1,160,032.65 

Invoiced Total Explanation If Paid Amount is Different from Invoiced Total:

Payee Notes on Invoice

CONSTRUCTION (McCarthy Building Company)- $9,258,380.00

MicroFiltration system - $3,654,124.10

Mobilization/Demobilization - Contract 

3. Funds are being disbursed to recipients in a timely manner following requests for reimbursement and cash 

draw

Project Name: Orange County Water District



Appendix D Transaction Testing Worksheet: For Regional Review of State CWSRF and DWSRF 

$10,361,020.32

$10,361,020.32

$10,361,020.00

$0.00

$0.00

Total Cash Draw Amount:

State Match Amount(if 

applicable): 

Total SRF  Disbursements 

100% Federal Draw.  State has over matched due to local credits.  As shown on page 14 (Note 6, Table 2 - Capital contribution of 

Match disbursed shows $279,587M of Local match and $346,541M of State match).

Amount Paid from SRF funds:
Additional Notes:

Improper Payment Amount (if 

applicable): 

Split between FY10 ($1,160,032.65) and FY11 ($9,200,987.35) resulting from FIFO

Explanation If Paid Amount is Different from Invoiced Total:

Amount Paid from Other Sources



Appendix D Transaction Testing Worksheet: For Regional Review of State CWSRF and DWSRF 

Draw $10,361,020.00

Split FY10 and FY 11 FIFO

20%

FY 10 $1,160,032.65 $232,006.53

FY11 $9,200,987.35 $1,840,197.47
$10,361,020.00 $2,072,204.00

$7,819.97 $892,180.03

$5,070,592.85









































Project File Review Checklist

for the Clean Water and Drinking Water State Revolving Funds (SRFs)

State:  ARRA

Comments Follow up Y/N PER Citation

Yes No N/A Yes No N/A

1.1

1 Y
Application submitted April 20, 2009 by the City N

2 Y Assistance to municipality for the modification and improvements 

of lift station to prevent SSO N

3 Y
N

4 Y

On Sept 24, 2009 SWRCB issued a Facility Plan Approval letter to 

the City based on the plans/specs and project information sent by 

the City. N

5 Y
Executed construction contract dtd Jan 25, 2010 between the City 

and Cora Construction in the amount of $627,838, which was later 

amended to $721,408 per Amended Assistance Agreement dtd Jan 

14, 2010 to accommodate higher bid than anticipated. N

6 NA

1.2

1 NA
Not green

NA

NA

2 NA

3 NA

1.3

1
Y EPA Form 4700-4 is completed by State for all programs N

2 Certification of compliance with all federal authorities for 

projects receiving ARRA funding rec'd by SWRCB from City on 

Aug 10, 2009

Y All certifications contained in the assistance agreement N

Y All certifications contained in the assistance agreement N

Review Item and Question to Answer
Base ARRA

Funding Eligibility

File contains an application submitted by the recipient

The assistance recipient and project is eligible for CWSRF/DWSRF assistance

The project and recipient are eligible for ARRA funding (e.g. no zoos, casinos, golf courses, land 

purchases, etc.)

Socio-Economic and Other Cross-Cutters

b. That no contract will be entered into with a Federally suspended or debarred individual or 

company

All technical documents required by the state for the type of project have been submitted 

(preliminary engineering reports, plans & specs, etc.) and reviewed

All funds are under contract or construction by February 17, 2010 [note values of signed 

contracts and dates those contracts were signed in Comments section]

For refinance projects, the initial debt was incurred between October 1, 2008 and February 17, 

2009

Project file includes a completed EPA Form 4700-4

12/11/2012Project or Borrower:  City of Big Bear Lake 5710-110 $721,408

Reviewer: JlicataCA CWSRF Base or ARRA Review:

Required Program Elements

Review Date: 

Project file includes certifications from the assistance recipient confirming: [note: 

certifications may be included in the assistance agreement or application ]

a. Compliance with Equal Employment Opportunity requirements

Green Project Reserve (GPR)

Project file indicates that any portion of the project designated to receive GPR funding is 

either:

a. Categorically qualified for the GPR

b. Supported as GPR eligible by a State-approved business case

Project file includes EPA concurrence with conclusion that project is GPR eligible

Business case has been posted on State website

1



Project File Review Checklist

for the Clean Water and Drinking Water State Revolving Funds (SRFs)

Comments Follow up Y/N PER Citation

Yes No N/A Yes No N/A
Review Item and Question to Answer

Base ARRA

Required Program Elements

1.4

1

NA
None

Y Project alternatives were considered with this one be the one 

choosen. N

2

NA
Project was determined categorically exempt by SWRCB.

3

Y
Project was determined categorically exempt by SWRCB in the 

Facility Plan Approval dtd Aug 25, 2009 N

Y
N

NA

4 NA

5 Y
Public Hearing was held on Nov 17, 2005 per minutes from City 

Council mtg notes and public hearing notification in Amador Public  

Ledger newspaper issued Oct 5-7, 2005. N

Y
The City filed a Notice of Exemption  with the State Clearinghouse 

on June 22, 2009 per project file and SWRCB determined this 

review satisfies the public participation requirement.  Adequate 

public participation was provided through the CEQA process. N

NA

NA

Project File includes the following, as appropriate [note: may be included in the Preliminary 

Engineering Report or Facilities Plan]:

The project is subject to the State Environmental Review Process (SERP) [N/A for nonpoint 

source projects] :

a. Discussion of required mitigation measures

b. Analysis of other sites and/or other projects considered

File contains the state's decision memo (with environmental assessment, as applicable) 

documenting one of the following:

a.  Decision to classify the project as a Categorical Exclusion (CE or CatEx)

c.  Decision to require an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) 

File includes Environmental Impact Statement and accompanying Record of Decision [N/A for 

projects receiving a Categorical Exclusion or Finding of No Significant Impact]

File includes evidence of public notification, as required:

b.  Decision to grant a Finding of No Significant Impact (FNSI or FONSI)

State Environmental Review

a. For projects subject to the SERP, file includes an Environmental Information Document (EID) 

from the assistance recipient [N/A for projects receiving a Categorical Exclusion] :

c.  The state addressed all comments appropriately

b. The comment period was in accordance with state procedures [N/A for projects receiving a 

Categorical Exclusion ]

a. State environmental decision memo received public notification or an announcement was 

distributed to a list of interested parties and agencies, as specified in the SERP

2



Project File Review Checklist

for the Clean Water and Drinking Water State Revolving Funds (SRFs)

Comments Follow up Y/N PER Citation

Yes No N/A Yes No N/A
Review Item and Question to Answer

Base ARRA

Required Program Elements

1.4

1 Y
Finding of no effect by the SWRCB per Environmental Review 

Summary dtd Aug 25, 2009.
N

Y
Finding of no effect by the SWRCB per Environmental Review 

Summary dtd Aug 25, 2009. N

Y
Finding of no effect by the SWRCB per Environmental Review 

Summary dtd Aug 25, 2009. N

2

Y No historic properties affected per Environmental Review 

Summary dtd Aug 5, 2009.  N

Y Native American respondents had no concerns for construction of 

the Project per Env. Review Summary dtd Aug 25, 2009 N

3

Y None in Project area N

e NA

4

Y
Project not within coastal zone. N

NA

5

Y Project will not result in the conversion of farmland. N

NA

6

Y
No riparian or wetland habitat exists with the Project area. N

NA

Y The Project is not within a 100 year floodplain. N

NA

8

Y

Project construction air emissions are below the federal de 

minimis levels, therefore an air quality conformity determination is 

not required for the Project. N

Y contained in CEQA documents N

a. File documents state determination of "no effect" on flood plains

b. File includes concurrence from appropriate State agency

Clean Air Act

a. File documents state determination of "no effect" on air quality

a. File documents state determination of "no effect" on important farmland

b. File includes concurrence from appropriate State agency

Farmland Protection Policy Act

Environmental Cross-Cutters [required for all projects, including projects not subject to the 

SERP and projects receiving a categorical exclusion; for each item, either a finding of "no 

effect" by the State, or a concurrence letter from the applicable cross-cutting agency is 

required]:

National Historic Preservation Act

b. File includes concurrence from appropriate State agency

b. File includes concurrence from appropriate Federal or State Agencies

Wetland Protection (Executive Order 11990)

a. File documents state determination of "no effect" on wetlands

b. File includes concurrence from appropriate State agency

Flood Plain Management (Executive Order 11988)

b. File includes concurrence from State Coastal Zone Management agency

Coastal Zone Management and Coastal Barriers Resources Act

a. File documents state determination of "no effect" on coastal zones or coastal barrier 

resources

a. File documents state determination of "no effect" on endangered species of protected 

habitat

b. File includes concurrence from US Fish and Wildlife Service or National Marine Fisheries 

Service

a. File documents state determination of "no effect" on historic properties

b. File includes concurrence from State or Tribal Historic Preservation Office

Wild and Scenic Rivers Act

a. File documents state determination of "no effect" on wild or scenic rivers

Endangered Species Act and Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation and Management Act 

(essential fish habitat)

3



Project File Review Checklist

for the Clean Water and Drinking Water State Revolving Funds (SRFs)

Comments Follow up Y/N PER Citation

Yes No N/A Yes No N/A
Review Item and Question to Answer

Base ARRA

Required Program Elements

9

Y No impacts N

NAb. File includes concurrence from appropriate Federal or State agency

a. File documents state determination of "no effect" on sole source aquifers

Sole-source Aquifers (Safe Drinking Water Acct

4



Project File Review Checklist

for the Clean Water and Drinking Water State Revolving Funds (SRFs)

Comments Follow up Y/N PER Citation

Yes No N/A Yes No N/A
Review Item and Question to Answer

Base ARRA

Required Program Elements

5



Project File Review Checklist

for the Clean Water and Drinking Water State Revolving Funds (SRFs)

State:  ARRA

Comments Follow up Y/N

Yes No N/A Yes No N/A

2.1

1 Y Proof of Publication of Notice of Invitation to Bid 

in Project file and issued in Oct 26, 2009 N

2 Y Proof of Publication of Notice of Invitation to Bid 

in Project file and issued in Oct 26, 2009 N

3 Y
Contract agreement includes documentation that 

specifications or construction contracts include all 

required socio-economic cross cutter and ARRA 

specific requirements. N

4 Outlined and specified in Assistance 

Agreement and bid document.

Y In bid document per project file N

NA forms being revised

Y N

Y
N

Y
In contract agreement and assistance agreement. N

Y
In contract agreement and assistance agreement. N

Y
In contract agreement and assistance agreement. N

5 Y

Contract was signed by the City and awarded to 

Cora Construction Inc. on January 25, 2010 in the 

amount of $708,945 which was later increased to 

$721,408 as stated in the amended  Assistance 

Agreement Summary dtd Feb 2, 2010. N

6 NA

Required Technical Elements

Review Item and Question to Answer
Base ARRA

Bid, Procurement, and Construction Contracts

c. Equal Employment Opportunity requirements

d. Prohibition of the use of contractors or subcontractors who have been suspended or 

debarred by the Federal government

File contains a copy of specifications or construction contracts [N/A if file includes 

documentation that specifications or construction contracts include all required socio-

economic cross-cutter and ARRA-specific language and forms, as listed in Section 2.1.4]

a. Disadvantage Business Enterprise (DBE) requirements

File contains documentation that specifications or construction contracts  contain the 

following required socio-economic cross-cutter and ARRA-specific language and forms:

File contains request for proposals or bid announcement

Project file contains documentation showing the amount of the contract and the winning 

bidder (record date in comments) [Note: Construction contract, selected bid, or notice to 

proceed may include this information]

File contains evidence that request for proposals or bid announcement was advertised 

according to state rules

b. DBE forms 6100-2, 6100-3 and 6100-4

e. Applicable EPA Davis-Bacon grant term and condition [N/A for project funded with non-

ARRA funds prior to October 1, 2009]

f. Applicable Davis-Bacon wage determination(s) [N/A for project funded with non-ARRA 

funds prior to October 1, 2009]

g. Reference to Buy American requirements

For assistance recipients that are non-governmental entities: 

File includes documentation that state obtained and reviewed wage determinations prior to 

bid advertisements to ensure compliance with Davis-Bacon requirements

CA CWSRF Base or ARRA Review: Reviewer: Jlicata

Project or Borrower:  City of Big Bear Lake 5710-110 $721,408 Review Date: 12/11/2012

6



Project File Review Checklist

for the Clean Water and Drinking Water State Revolving Funds (SRFs)

Comments Follow up Y/N

Yes No N/A Yes No N/A

Required Technical Elements

Review Item and Question to Answer
Base ARRA

2.2

1 Y
Project data entered into CBR. N

2 Y
N

3 Y

SWRCB verified DB against wage determination 

and daily wage reports from construction 

foreman. N

4 Y N

5

6

Y Inspection reports in file document compliance 

with Buy American requirements dtd 9/13/10 N

NA

NA

2.3

1 Y
Maintained in project file along with CD N

2 Y
Projects inspected typically 3 times (i.e., beginning 

of construction, during construction and final 

construction). N

3

Y N

Y N

Y Qtrly reports submitted by recipient on payroll 

hours and job manhours. N

Y

 Photo of ARRA logo poster in project file.  First 

inspection report indicated whistleblower poster 

not yet installed.  Recipient later posted and sent 

photo of whistleblower poster to State.

NA Not designated a green project

File includes information to support project data entered into the CWSRF Benefits Reporting 

or DWSRF Project Benefits Reporting databases

Reporting and Ongoing Compliance (* required section for repeat reviews)

Project file includes semi-annual DBE reports on subcontracting procurement  [DBE form 

5700-52A or equivalent] [note: may be kept elsewhere]

State Inspections (*required section for repeat reviews)

Project file includes applicable Buy American forms

c. For projects that have received a project-specific Buy American waiver, documentation of 

compliance with the requirements of the waiver [may be included in inspection reports]

a. Documentation from the assistance recipient on utilization of the Buy American de 

minimis waiver 

b. For projects covered by a Buy American national waiver, documentation of qualification 

for that waiver

Project file includes reports on job creation and retention [quarterly at minimum]

Project file includes Federal Funds Accountability and Transparency Act (FFATA) reports 

[note: N/A for projects funded by non-Federal funds or Federal funds received prior to 

October 1, 2010]

Project file includes documentation from the assistance recipient indicating compliance with 

Davis-Bacon for each weekly payroll [N/A for project funded with non-ARRA funds prior to 

October 1, 2009]

Inspections were performed at intervals in accordance with the state’s procedures (e.g., 

monthly during construction, quarterly, etc.)

Project file includes copies of inspection reports prepared by the state or its representative

e. Green Project reserve eligibility (when applicable)

a. Davis-Bacon requirements

b. Buy American requirements

c. Requirement to report jobs created or retained (e.g. assistance recipients has maintained 

documentation to show that job data reported to the states is being compiled and 

calculated accurately)

d. Requirement to post ARRA logo and whistleblower poster onsite

Inspection reports indicate project is in compliance with:

7



Project File Review Checklist

for the Clean Water and Drinking Water State Revolving Funds (SRFs)

Comments Follow up Y/N

Yes No N/A Yes No N/A

Required Technical Elements

Review Item and Question to Answer
Base ARRA

e Y
Good followup and resolution by State of any 

issues N
All issues and concerns identified in inspection reports were adequately resolved

8



Project File Review Checklist

for the Clean Water and Drinking Water State Revolving Funds (SRFs)

Comments Follow up Y/N

Yes No N/A Yes No N/A

Required Technical Elements

Review Item and Question to Answer
Base ARRA

9



Project File Review Checklist

for the Clean Water and Drinking Water State Revolving Funds (SRFs)

State:  ARRA

Comments Follow up Y/N PER Citation

Yes No N/A Yes No N/A

3.1

1

Y
Credit review determined project eligible for 

principal forgiveness. N

2 Y
N

3.2

1

Y
Assistance agreement between SWRCB and City 

signed on Sept 29, 2009 N

Y Final plan and spec incorporated in Assistance 

Agreement N

Y
0% interest rate; principal forgiveness N

NA 0 fee rate

NA

Y

Assistance Agreement, para. 2.12 N

Y
Assistance Agreement pg 11 3.7 N

2

NA principal forgiveness

NA

3

Y Exhibit H of Assistance Agreement N

Y Exhibit E of Assistance Agreement N

Y Exhibit E of Assistance Agreement N

The loan agreement or bond purchase document:

a.  Is signed by the state and assistance recipient (record date in comments)

b.  Includes a budget and/or description of eligible costs

c.  Includes the interest rate

c. Requirement to report jobs created or retained

a.  Davis-Bacon requirements

c.  Buy American requirements

e.  Includes an amortization schedule or includes the repayment period and the date when 

repayments must begin [N/A for projects receiving 100% grant or principal forgiveness]

f. Includes requirement for the assistance recipient to submit Single Audit Reports [note: 

N/A for non-governmental assistance recipients]

g. Requires the assistance recipient to maintain accounting practices in accordance with 

Generally Accepted Accounting Principals

The assistance agreement's repayment period is in accordance with the state's policies and 

procedures:

The loan or bond purchase document makes reference to:

d.  Includes the fee rate [if applicable]

a. For loan agreements, repayment period does not exceed 20 years.

b. For bond purchase documents, repayment periods exceeding 20 years are in accordance 

with a state extended term financing program approved by EPA.

Required Financial Elements

Review Item and Question to Answer
Base ARRA

Financial Review

File includes documentation of applicable review of assistance recipient:

For projects receiving only partial SRF or ARRA SRF funding, the state ensured that the 

recipient obtained funding to allow for the project to be completed

Loan or Bond Purchase Agreement

b. For DWSRF projects, a technical, managerial, and financial capability review

a. For CWSRF projects, a financial capability review [note: in some states, N/A for projects 

receiving 100% principal forgiveness or grant]

Reviewer: Jlicata

Project or Borrower:  City of Big Bear Lake 5710-110 $721,408 Review Date: 12/11/2012

CA CWSRF Base or ARRA Review:

6



Project File Review Checklist

for the Clean Water and Drinking Water State Revolving Funds (SRFs)

Comments Follow up Y/N PER Citation

Yes No N/A Yes No N/A

Required Financial Elements

Review Item and Question to Answer
Base ARRA

3.3

2 y
N

Y
N

d. Federal Funds Accountability and Transparency Act (FFATA) reporting requirements 

[note: N/A for projects funded by non-Federal funds or Federal funds received prior to 

October 1, 2010]

a.  The state ensured that the assistance recipient resolved any issues identified in a Single 

Audit Report

The assistance recipient is submitting Single Audit Reports [note: N/A for a fiscal year if 

assistance recipients has not received more than $500,000 in Federal funds from all sources 

in that fiscal year]

Single Audit Act compliance (*required section for repeat reviews)

6



Project File Review Checklist

for the Clean Water and Drinking Water State Revolving Funds (SRFs)

Comments Follow up Y/N PER Citation

Yes No N/A Yes No N/A

Required Financial Elements

Review Item and Question to Answer
Base ARRA

6



Project File Review Checklist

for the Clean Water and Drinking Water State Revolving Funds (SRFs)

State:  ARRA

Comments Follow up Y/N PER Citation

Yes No N/A Yes No N/A

1.1

1 Y
Application submitted April 23, 2009 by the City N

2 Y

WWTP improvements and sewer collection system rehabilitation. N

3 Y
N

4 Y

On Sept 21, 2009 SWRCB issued a Facility Plan Approval letter to 

the City based on the plans/specs and project information sent by 

the City. N

5 Y

Approval to award contract to Ford Construction and Twain Harte 

Construction was issued by SWRCB on Jan 6, 2010 in the amounts 

of $1,154,500 and $1,101,830 respectively (total $2,256,330).  

Assistance Agreement was later amended to include $$567,274 in 

additional ARRA funding to pay for additional construction costs 

under the Ford contract and additional construction managment 

costs.  Assistance Agreement amended on Jan 28, 2010.  Contract 

agreements signed on Jan 14, 2010 between City and contractors. N

6 NA
N

1.2

1 NA
Not green N

NA N

NA N

2 NA N

3 NA N

1.3

1 Y EPA Form 4700-4 is completed by State for all programs N

2 Certification of compliance with all federal authorities for 

projects receiving ARRA funding rec'd by SWRCB from City on 

Aug 10, 2009

Y All certifications contained in the assistance agreement N

Y All certifications contained in the assistance agreement N

Review Item and Question to Answer
Base ARRA

Funding Eligibility

File contains an application submitted by the recipient

The assistance recipient and project is eligible for CWSRF/DWSRF assistance

The project and recipient are eligible for ARRA funding (e.g. no zoos, casinos, golf courses, land 

purchases, etc.)

Socio-Economic and Other Cross-Cutters

b. That no contract will be entered into with a Federally suspended or debarred individual or 

company

All technical documents required by the state for the type of project have been submitted 

(preliminary engineering reports, plans & specs, etc.) and reviewed

All funds are under contract or construction by February 17, 2010 [note values of signed 

contracts and dates those contracts were signed in Comments section]

For refinance projects, the initial debt was incurred between October 1, 2008 and February 17, 

2009

Project file includes a completed EPA Form 4700-4

12/11/2012Project or Borrower:  City of Plymouth 4556-120 $2,817,274

Reviewer: JlicataCA CWSRF Base or ARRA Review:

Required Program Elements

Review Date: 

Project file includes certifications from the assistance recipient confirming: [note: 

certifications may be included in the assistance agreement or application ]

a. Compliance with Equal Employment Opportunity requirements

Green Project Reserve (GPR)

Project file indicates that any portion of the project designated to receive GPR funding is 

either:

a. Categorically qualified for the GPR

b. Supported as GPR eligible by a State-approved business case

Project file includes EPA concurrence with conclusion that project is GPR eligible

Business case has been posted on State website

1



Project File Review Checklist

for the Clean Water and Drinking Water State Revolving Funds (SRFs)

Comments Follow up Y/N PER Citation

Yes No N/A Yes No N/A
Review Item and Question to Answer

Base ARRA

Required Program Elements

1.4

1

NA
None N

Y
Non-feasible alternatives were assessed and determined infeasible 

because of the need to correct violations and meet the 

requirements of the CDO and WDR. N

2

NA
Project was determined categorically exempt by SWRCB. N

3

Y
Project was determined categorically exempt by SWRCB in the 

Facility Plan Approval dtd Aug 9, 2009 N

NA

NA

4 NA

5 Y
Public Hearing was held on Nov 17, 2005 per minutes from City 

Council mtg notes and public hearing notification in Amador Public  

Ledger newspaper issued Oct 5-7, 2005. N

Y
The City filed a Notice of Exemption  with the State Clearinghouse 

on May 27, 2009 per project file and SWRCB determined this 

review satisfies the public participation requirement.  Adequate 

public participation was provided through the CEQA process. N

NA

NA

Project File includes the following, as appropriate [note: may be included in the Preliminary 

Engineering Report or Facilities Plan]:

The project is subject to the State Environmental Review Process (SERP) [N/A for nonpoint 

source projects] :

a. Discussion of required mitigation measures

b. Analysis of other sites and/or other projects considered

File contains the state's decision memo (with environmental assessment, as applicable) 

documenting one of the following:

a.  Decision to classify the project as a Categorical Exclusion (CE or CatEx)

c.  Decision to require an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) 

File includes Environmental Impact Statement and accompanying Record of Decision [N/A for 

projects receiving a Categorical Exclusion or Finding of No Significant Impact]

File includes evidence of public notification, as required:

b.  Decision to grant a Finding of No Significant Impact (FNSI or FONSI)

State Environmental Review

a. For projects subject to the SERP, file includes an Environmental Information Document (EID) 

from the assistance recipient [N/A for projects receiving a Categorical Exclusion] :

c.  The state addressed all comments appropriately

b. The comment period was in accordance with state procedures [N/A for projects receiving a 

Categorical Exclusion ]

a. State environmental decision memo received public notification or an announcement was 

distributed to a list of interested parties and agencies, as specified in the SERP

2



Project File Review Checklist

for the Clean Water and Drinking Water State Revolving Funds (SRFs)

Comments Follow up Y/N PER Citation

Yes No N/A Yes No N/A
Review Item and Question to Answer

Base ARRA

Required Program Elements

1.4

1 Y
Finding of no effect by the SWRCB per Environmental Review 

Summary dtd Aug 5, 2009.
N

Y
Finding of no effect by the SWRCB per Environmental Review 

Summary dtd Aug 5, 2009. N

Y
Finding of no effect by the SWRCB per Environmental Review 

Summary dtd Aug 5, 2009. N

2

Y No historic properties affected per Environmental Review 

Summary dtd Aug 5, 2009.  N

Y Native American respondents had no concerns for construction of 

the Project per Env. Review Summary dtd Aug 5, 2009 N

3

Y None in Project area N

e NA

4

Y
Project not within coastal zone. N

NA

5

Y Project will not result in the conversion of farmland. N

NA

6

Y
No riparian or wetland habitat exists with the Project area. N

NA

Y The Project is not within a 100 year floodplain. N

NA

8

Y
Project construction air emissions are less than the significance 

thresholds established for Sacramento and El Dorado counties and 

below federal de minimis levels.  Therefore a conformity 

determination is not required for the Project. N

a. File documents state determination of "no effect" on flood plains

b. File includes concurrence from appropriate State agency

Clean Air Act

a. File documents state determination of "no effect" on air quality

a. File documents state determination of "no effect" on important farmland

b. File includes concurrence from appropriate State agency

Farmland Protection Policy Act

Environmental Cross-Cutters [required for all projects, including projects not subject to the 

SERP and projects receiving a categorical exclusion; for each item, either a finding of "no 

effect" by the State, or a concurrence letter from the applicable cross-cutting agency is 

required]:

National Historic Preservation Act

b. File includes concurrence from appropriate Federal or State Agencies

Wetland Protection (Executive Order 11990)

a. File documents state determination of "no effect" on wetlands

b. File includes concurrence from appropriate State agency

Flood Plain Management (Executive Order 11988)

b. File includes concurrence from State Coastal Zone Management agency

Coastal Zone Management and Coastal Barriers Resources Act

a. File documents state determination of "no effect" on coastal zones or coastal barrier 

resources

a. File documents state determination of "no effect" on endangered species of protected 

habitat

b. File includes concurrence from US Fish and Wildlife Service or National Marine Fisheries 

Service

a. File documents state determination of "no effect" on historic properties

b. File includes concurrence from State or Tribal Historic Preservation Office

Wild and Scenic Rivers Act

a. File documents state determination of "no effect" on wild or scenic rivers

Endangered Species Act and Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation and Management Act 

(essential fish habitat)

3



Project File Review Checklist

for the Clean Water and Drinking Water State Revolving Funds (SRFs)

Comments Follow up Y/N PER Citation

Yes No N/A Yes No N/A
Review Item and Question to Answer

Base ARRA

Required Program Elements

Y contained in CEQA documents N

9

Y No impacts N

NAb. File includes concurrence from appropriate Federal or State agency

a. File documents state determination of "no effect" on sole source aquifers

Sole-source Aquifers (Safe Drinking Water Acct

b. File includes concurrence from appropriate State agency

4



Project File Review Checklist

for the Clean Water and Drinking Water State Revolving Funds (SRFs)

Comments Follow up Y/N PER Citation

Yes No N/A Yes No N/A

Required Technical Elements

Review Item and Question to Answer
Base ARRA

6 NA

For assistance recipients that are non-governmental entities: 

File includes documentation that state obtained and reviewed wage determinations prior to 

bid advertisements to ensure compliance with Davis-Bacon requirements

5



Project File Review Checklist

for the Clean Water and Drinking Water State Revolving Funds (SRFs)

Comments Follow up Y/N PER Citation

Yes No N/A Yes No N/A

Required Technical Elements

Review Item and Question to Answer
Base ARRA

2.2

1 Y
Project data entered into CBR. N

2 Y
N

3 Y

SWRCB verified DB against wage determination 

and daily wage reports from construction 

foreman. N

4

5

6

Y
Inspection reports in file document Buy American N

Y
Project adequately documented qualifying for 

waiver. N

NA

2.3

1 Y
N

2 Y
Projects inspected typically 3 times (i.e., beginning 

of construction, during construction and final 

construction). N

3

Y N

Y N

Y
N

N
Did not see evidence in file of ARRA logo or 

whistle blower poster onsite but is stated as a 

requirement in assistance agreement. N

NA Not designated a green project N

e Y N

File includes information to support project data entered into the CWSRF Benefits Reporting 

or DWSRF Project Benefits Reporting databases

Reporting and Ongoing Compliance (* required section for repeat reviews)

Project file includes semi-annual DBE reports on subcontracting procurement  [DBE form 

5700-52A or equivalent] [note: may be kept elsewhere]

State Inspections (*required section for repeat reviews)

Project file includes applicable Buy American forms

c. For projects that have received a project-specific Buy American waiver, documentation of 

compliance with the requirements of the waiver [may be included in inspection reports]

a. Documentation from the assistance recipient on utilization of the Buy American de 

minimis waiver 

b. For projects covered by a Buy American national waiver, documentation of qualification 

for that waiver

Project file includes reports on job creation and retention [quarterly at minimum]

Project file includes Federal Funds Accountability and Transparency Act (FFATA) reports 

[note: N/A for projects funded by non-Federal funds or Federal funds received prior to 

October 1, 2010]

Project file includes documentation from the assistance recipient indicating compliance with 

Davis-Bacon for each weekly payroll [N/A for project funded with non-ARRA funds prior to 

October 1, 2009]

Inspections were performed at intervals in accordance with the state’s procedures (e.g., 

monthly during construction, quarterly, etc.)

Project file includes copies of inspection reports prepared by the state or its representative

e. Green Project reserve eligibility (when applicable)

All issues and concerns identified in inspection reports were adequately resolved

a. Davis-Bacon requirements

b. Buy American requirements

c. Requirement to report jobs created or retained (e.g. assistance recipients has maintained 

documentation to show that job data reported to the states is being compiled and 

calculated accurately)

d. Requirement to post ARRA logo and whistleblower poster onsite

Inspection reports indicate project is in compliance with:

6



Project File Review Checklist

for the Clean Water and Drinking Water State Revolving Funds (SRFs)

State:  ARRA

Comments Follow up Y/N PER Citation

Yes No N/A Yes No N/A

3.1

1

Y
Credit review determined project eligible for 

principal forgiveness. N

2 Y
N

3.2

1

Y
Assistance agreement between SWRCB and City 

signed on Sept 28, 2009 N

Y Final plan and spec incorporated in Assistance 

Agreement N

Y
0% interest rate; principal forgiveness N

NA 0 fee rate

NA

Y

Assistance Agreement, para. 2.12 N

Y
Assistance Agreement pg 11 3.7 N

2

NA principal forgiveness

NA

3

Y Exhibit H of Assistance Agreement N

Y Exhibit E of Assistance Agreement N

Y Exhibit E of Assistance Agreement N

The loan agreement or bond purchase document:

a.  Is signed by the state and assistance recipient (record date in comments)

b.  Includes a budget and/or description of eligible costs

c.  Includes the interest rate

c. Requirement to report jobs created or retained

a.  Davis-Bacon requirements

c.  Buy American requirements

e.  Includes an amortization schedule or includes the repayment period and the date when 

repayments must begin [N/A for projects receiving 100% grant or principal forgiveness]

f. Includes requirement for the assistance recipient to submit Single Audit Reports [note: 

N/A for non-governmental assistance recipients]

g. Requires the assistance recipient to maintain accounting practices in accordance with 

Generally Accepted Accounting Principals

The assistance agreement's repayment period is in accordance with the state's policies and 

procedures:

The loan or bond purchase document makes reference to:

d.  Includes the fee rate [if applicable]

a. For loan agreements, repayment period does not exceed 20 years.

b. For bond purchase documents, repayment periods exceeding 20 years are in accordance 

with a state extended term financing program approved by EPA.

Required Financial Elements

Review Item and Question to Answer
Base ARRA

Financial Review

File includes documentation of applicable review of assistance recipient:

For projects receiving only partial SRF or ARRA SRF funding, the state ensured that the 

recipient obtained funding to allow for the project to be completed

Loan or Bond Purchase Agreement

b. For DWSRF projects, a technical, managerial, and financial capability review

a. For CWSRF projects, a financial capability review [note: in some states, N/A for projects 

receiving 100% principal forgiveness or grant]

Reviewer: Jlicata

Project or Borrower:  City of Plymouth Review Date: 12/11/2012

CA CWSRF Base or ARRA Review:

6



Project File Review Checklist

for the Clean Water and Drinking Water State Revolving Funds (SRFs)

Comments Follow up Y/N PER Citation

Yes No N/A Yes No N/A

Required Financial Elements

Review Item and Question to Answer
Base ARRA

3.3

2 NA
As applicable. N

Y
N

d. Federal Funds Accountability and Transparency Act (FFATA) reporting requirements 

[note: N/A for projects funded by non-Federal funds or Federal funds received prior to 

October 1, 2010]

a.  The state ensured that the assistance recipient resolved any issues identified in a Single 

Audit Report

The assistance recipient is submitting Single Audit Reports [note: N/A for a fiscal year if 

assistance recipients has not received more than $500,000 in Federal funds from all sources 

in that fiscal year]

Single Audit Act compliance (*required section for repeat reviews)

6



Project File Review Checklist

for the Clean Water and Drinking Water State Revolving Funds (SRFs)

Comments Follow up Y/N PER Citation

Yes No N/A Yes No N/A

Required Financial Elements

Review Item and Question to Answer
Base ARRA

6





Project File Review Checklist

for the Clean Water and Drinking Water State Revolving Funds (SRFs)

State:  Base

Comments Follow up Y/N PER Citation

Yes No N/A Yes No N/A

1.1

1 Y
Application submitted April 23, 2010, 2009 by the City N

2 Y
Capital improvement project - sewer and pump station 

rehabilitation N

3

4 y

On Aug 4, 2011 SWRCB issued a Facility Plan Approval letter to the 

City based on the plans/specs and project information sent by the 

City. N

5

6

1.2

1 NA

2

3 NA

1.3

1 Y EPA Form 4700-4 is completed by State for all programs N

2
Y

N

Y All certifications contained in the assistance agreement N

Y All certifications contained in the assistance agreement N

Review Item and Question to Answer
Base ARRA

Funding Eligibility

File contains an application submitted by the recipient

The assistance recipient and project is eligible for CWSRF/DWSRF assistance

The project and recipient are eligible for ARRA funding (e.g. no zoos, casinos, golf courses, land 

purchases, etc.)

Socio-Economic and Other Cross-Cutters

b. That no contract will be entered into with a Federally suspended or debarred individual or 

company

All technical documents required by the state for the type of project have been submitted 

(preliminary engineering reports, plans & specs, etc.) and reviewed

All funds are under contract or construction by February 17, 2010 [note values of signed 

contracts and dates those contracts were signed in Comments section]

For refinance projects, the initial debt was incurred between October 1, 2008 and February 17, 

2009

Project file includes a completed EPA Form 4700-4

12/11/2012Project or Borrower:  City of Sausalito C-06-53554-110 $1,100,000

Reviewer: JlicataCA CWSRF Base or ARRA Review:

Required Program Elements

Review Date: 

Project file includes certifications from the assistance recipient confirming: [note: 

certifications may be included in the assistance agreement or application ]

a. Compliance with Equal Employment Opportunity requirements

Green Project Reserve (GPR)

Project file indicates that any portion of the project designated to receive GPR funding is 

either:

a. Categorically qualified for the GPR

b. Supported as GPR eligible by a State-approved business case

Project file includes EPA concurrence with conclusion that project is GPR eligible

Business case has been posted on State website

1



Project File Review Checklist

for the Clean Water and Drinking Water State Revolving Funds (SRFs)

Comments Follow up Y/N PER Citation

Yes No N/A Yes No N/A
Review Item and Question to Answer

Base ARRA

Required Program Elements

1.4

1

Y

A special condition was added to the assistance agreement to 

address compliance with the Migratory Bird Treaty Act.  The 

recipient will ensure a biologist will conduct pre-construction 

surveys for nesting birds and take appropriate actions per 

recommendations of the biologist. N

Y Other alternatives were considered and included in SWRCB 

Environmental Review Summary, dtd Jan 6, 2011. N

2
 

NA
Project was determined categorically exempt by SWRCB.

3

Y
Project was determined categorically exempt by SWRCB in the 

Facility Plan Approval dtd Aug 4, 2011 N

NA

NA

4 NA

5 Y
Public Hearing was held on June 16, 2009 per ltr from City to 

SWRCB dtd Jan 31, 2011 N

Y
The City filed a Notice of Exemption  with the State Clearinghouse 

on Apr 29, 2010 per project file and SWRCB determined this review 

satisfies the public participation requirement.  Adequate public 

participation was provided through the CEQA process. N

NA

NA

Project File includes the following, as appropriate [note: may be included in the Preliminary 

Engineering Report or Facilities Plan]:

The project is subject to the State Environmental Review Process (SERP) [N/A for nonpoint 

source projects] :

a. Discussion of required mitigation measures

b. Analysis of other sites and/or other projects considered

File contains the state's decision memo (with environmental assessment, as applicable) 

documenting one of the following:

a.  Decision to classify the project as a Categorical Exclusion (CE or CatEx)

c.  Decision to require an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) 

File includes Environmental Impact Statement and accompanying Record of Decision [N/A for 

projects receiving a Categorical Exclusion or Finding of No Significant Impact]

File includes evidence of public notification, as required:

b.  Decision to grant a Finding of No Significant Impact (FNSI or FONSI)

State Environmental Review

a. For projects subject to the SERP, file includes an Environmental Information Document (EID) 

from the assistance recipient [N/A for projects receiving a Categorical Exclusion] :

c.  The state addressed all comments appropriately

b. The comment period was in accordance with state procedures [N/A for projects receiving a 

Categorical Exclusion ]

a. State environmental decision memo received public notification or an announcement was 

distributed to a list of interested parties and agencies, as specified in the SERP

2



Project File Review Checklist

for the Clean Water and Drinking Water State Revolving Funds (SRFs)

Comments Follow up Y/N PER Citation

Yes No N/A Yes No N/A
Review Item and Question to Answer

Base ARRA

Required Program Elements

1.4

1

Y
Finding of no effect by the SWRCB per Environmental Review 

Summary dtd Jan 5, 2011 N

Y
Finding of no effect by the SWRCB per Environmental Review 

Summary dtd Jan 5, 2011 N

2

Y No historic properties affected per Environmental Review 

Summary dtd Jan 5, 2011.  N

Y Native American respondents had no concerns for construction of 

the Project per Env. Review Summary dtd Jan 5, 2011 N

3

Y None in Project area N

e NA

4

Y
Project is in Coastal Zone and coastal permit was obtained on June 

29, 2010. N

NA Permit obtained from Bay Conservation and Development 

Commission on Jun 29, 2010.

5

Y Project will not result in the conversion of farmland. N

NA

6

Y
No riparian or wetland habitat exists with the Project area. N

NA

Y The Project is not within a 100 year floodplain. N

NA

8

Y Conformance with the federal Clean Air Act, therefore, an air 

quality conformity determination is not required. N

Y N

9

a. File documents state determination of "no effect" on flood plains

b. File includes concurrence from appropriate State agency

Clean Air Act

a. File documents state determination of "no effect" on air quality

a. File documents state determination of "no effect" on important farmland

Environmental Cross-Cutters [required for all projects, including projects not subject to the 

SERP and projects receiving a categorical exclusion; for each item, either a finding of "no 

effect" by the State, or a concurrence letter from the applicable cross-cutting agency is 

required]:

National Historic Preservation Act

Sole-source Aquifers (Safe Drinking Water Acct

b. File includes concurrence from appropriate State agency

b. File includes concurrence from appropriate Federal or State Agencies

Wetland Protection (Executive Order 11990)

a. File documents state determination of "no effect" on wetlands

b. File includes concurrence from appropriate State agency

Flood Plain Management (Executive Order 11988)

b. File includes concurrence from State Coastal Zone Management agency

Coastal Zone Management and Coastal Barriers Resources Act

a. File documents state determination of "no effect" on coastal zones or coastal barrier 

resources

b. File includes concurrence from appropriate State agency

Farmland Protection Policy Act

a. File documents state determination of "no effect" on endangered species of protected 

habitat

b. File includes concurrence from US Fish and Wildlife Service or National Marine Fisheries 

Service

a. File documents state determination of "no effect" on historic properties

b. File includes concurrence from State or Tribal Historic Preservation Office

Wild and Scenic Rivers Act

a. File documents state determination of "no effect" on wild or scenic rivers

Endangered Species Act and Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation and Management Act 

(essential fish habitat)

3



Project File Review Checklist

for the Clean Water and Drinking Water State Revolving Funds (SRFs)

Comments Follow up Y/N PER Citation

Yes No N/A Yes No N/A
Review Item and Question to Answer

Base ARRA

Required Program Elements

NA No impacts

NAb. File includes concurrence from appropriate Federal or State agency

a. File documents state determination of "no effect" on sole source aquifers

4



Project File Review Checklist

for the Clean Water and Drinking Water State Revolving Funds (SRFs)

State:  Base

Comments Follow up Y/N PER Citation

Yes No N/A Yes No N/A

2.1

1 NA

Notice of Invitation to Bid has not yet been issued. 

2 NA
Notice of Invitation to Bid has not yet been issued. 

3 NA
Notice of Invitation to Bid has not yet been issued. 

Assistance Agreement includes copy of 

specifications or required cross-cutter language.

4 Outlined and specified in Assistance 

Agreement.

Y N

NA forms being revised

Y N

Y
N

Y
N

Y

5

6 NA

Required Technical Elements

Review Item and Question to Answer
Base ARRA

Bid, Procurement, and Construction Contracts

c. Equal Employment Opportunity requirements

d. Prohibition of the use of contractors or subcontractors who have been suspended or 

debarred by the Federal government

File contains a copy of specifications or construction contracts [N/A if file includes 

documentation that specifications or construction contracts include all required socio-

economic cross-cutter and ARRA-specific language and forms, as listed in Section 2.1.4]

a. Disadvantage Business Enterprise (DBE) requirements

File contains documentation that specifications or construction contracts  contain the 

following required socio-economic cross-cutter and ARRA-specific language and forms:

File contains request for proposals or bid announcement

Project file contains documentation showing the amount of the contract and the winning 

bidder (record date in comments) [Note: Construction contract, selected bid, or notice to 

proceed may include this information]

File contains evidence that request for proposals or bid announcement was advertised 

according to state rules

b. DBE forms 6100-2, 6100-3 and 6100-4

e. Applicable EPA Davis-Bacon grant term and condition [N/A for project funded with non-

ARRA funds prior to October 1, 2009]

f. Applicable Davis-Bacon wage determination(s) [N/A for project funded with non-ARRA 

funds prior to October 1, 2009]

g. Reference to Buy American requirements

For assistance recipients that are non-governmental entities: 

File includes documentation that state obtained and reviewed wage determinations prior to 

bid advertisements to ensure compliance with Davis-Bacon requirements

CA CWSRF Base or ARRA Review: Reviewer: Jlicata

Project or Borrower:  City of Sausalito C-06-53554-110 $1,100,000 Review Date: 12/11/2012
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Project File Review Checklist

for the Clean Water and Drinking Water State Revolving Funds (SRFs)

Comments Follow up Y/N PER Citation

Yes No N/A Yes No N/A

Required Technical Elements

Review Item and Question to Answer
Base ARRA

2.2

1 Y
Project data entered into CBR…screen shot of CBR 

entry in project file, tab 11 N

2 NA
Project not yet initiated therefore no data

3 NA
Project not yet initiated therefore no data

4

5 NA

6

2.3

1 NA
Project not yet initiated therefore no data

2 NA
Project not yet initiated therefore no data

3

NA Project not yet initiated therefore no data

N Not designated a green project

4 NA Project not yet initiated therefore no data

File includes information to support project data entered into the CWSRF Benefits Reporting 

or DWSRF Project Benefits Reporting databases

Reporting and Ongoing Compliance (* required section for repeat reviews)

Project file includes semi-annual DBE reports on subcontracting procurement  [DBE form 

5700-52A or equivalent] [note: may be kept elsewhere]

State Inspections (*required section for repeat reviews)

Project file includes applicable Buy American forms

c. For projects that have received a project-specific Buy American waiver, documentation of 

compliance with the requirements of the waiver [may be included in inspection reports]

a. Documentation from the assistance recipient on utilization of the Buy American de 

minimis waiver 

b. For projects covered by a Buy American national waiver, documentation of qualification 

for that waiver

Project file includes reports on job creation and retention [quarterly at minimum]

Project file includes Federal Funds Accountability and Transparency Act (FFATA) reports 

[note: N/A for projects funded by non-Federal funds or Federal funds received prior to 

October 1, 2010]

Project file includes documentation from the assistance recipient indicating compliance with 

Davis-Bacon for each weekly payroll [N/A for project funded with non-ARRA funds prior to 

October 1, 2009]

Inspections were performed at intervals in accordance with the state’s procedures (e.g., 

monthly during construction, quarterly, etc.)

Project file includes copies of inspection reports prepared by the state or its representative

e. Green Project reserve eligibility (when applicable)

All issues and concerns identified in inspection reports were adequately resolved

a. Davis-Bacon requirements

b. Buy American requirements

c. Requirement to report jobs created or retained (e.g. assistance recipients has maintained 

documentation to show that job data reported to the states is being compiled and 

calculated accurately)

d. Requirement to post ARRA logo and whistleblower poster onsite

Inspection reports indicate project is in compliance with:
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Project File Review Checklist

for the Clean Water and Drinking Water State Revolving Funds (SRFs)

State:  Base

Comments Follow up Y/N PER Citation

Yes No N/A Yes No N/A

3.1

1

Y
Credit review conducted of City, Project file CD 

credit review package N

NA

2 Y
N

3.2

1

Y
Assistance agreement between SWRCB and City 

signed on Oct 26,  2011 N

Y replacement of sewer pipe, install new grease 

interceptor and rehabilitate pump station. N

Y
Interest rate is 2.6% on $1.1 million 20 year term 

loan. N

NA 0 fee rate

Y

Financial Assistance Agreement includes 

repayment period, schedule and date exhibit C of 

Assistance Agreement. N

Y

Assistance Agreement, para. 3.8 N

Y
Assistance Agreement pg 13 3.9 N

2

Y 20 year loan N

NA

3

Y Exhibit G of Assistance Agreement N

The loan agreement or bond purchase document:

a.  Is signed by the state and assistance recipient (record date in comments)

b.  Includes a budget and/or description of eligible costs

c.  Includes the interest rate

c. Requirement to report jobs created or retained

a.  Davis-Bacon requirements

c.  Buy American requirements

e.  Includes an amortization schedule or includes the repayment period and the date when 

repayments must begin [N/A for projects receiving 100% grant or principal forgiveness]

f. Includes requirement for the assistance recipient to submit Single Audit Reports [note: 

N/A for non-governmental assistance recipients]

g. Requires the assistance recipient to maintain accounting practices in accordance with 

Generally Accepted Accounting Principals

The assistance agreement's repayment period is in accordance with the state's policies and 

procedures:

The loan or bond purchase document makes reference to:

d.  Includes the fee rate [if applicable]

a. For loan agreements, repayment period does not exceed 20 years.

b. For bond purchase documents, repayment periods exceeding 20 years are in accordance 

with a state extended term financing program approved by EPA.

Required Financial Elements

Review Item and Question to Answer
Base ARRA

Financial Review

File includes documentation of applicable review of assistance recipient:

For projects receiving only partial SRF or ARRA SRF funding, the state ensured that the 

recipient obtained funding to allow for the project to be completed

Loan or Bond Purchase Agreement

b. For DWSRF projects, a technical, managerial, and financial capability review

a. For CWSRF projects, a financial capability review [note: in some states, N/A for projects 

receiving 100% principal forgiveness or grant]

Reviewer: Jlicata

Project or Borrower:  City of Sausalito Review Date: 12/11/2012

CA CWSRF Base or ARRA Review:
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Project File Review Checklist

for the Clean Water and Drinking Water State Revolving Funds (SRFs)

Comments Follow up Y/N PER Citation

Yes No N/A Yes No N/A

Required Financial Elements

Review Item and Question to Answer
Base ARRA

Y
Para. 11. of Assistance Agreement N

3.3

2 NA
Audit not yet required.

NA
Audit not yet required.

d. Federal Funds Accountability and Transparency Act (FFATA) reporting requirements 

[note: N/A for projects funded by non-Federal funds or Federal funds received prior to 

October 1, 2010]

a.  The state ensured that the assistance recipient resolved any issues identified in a Single 

Audit Report

The assistance recipient is submitting Single Audit Reports [note: N/A for a fiscal year if 

assistance recipients has not received more than $500,000 in Federal funds from all sources 

in that fiscal year]

Single Audit Act compliance (*required section for repeat reviews)

6



Project File Review Checklist

for the Clean Water and Drinking Water State Revolving Funds (SRFs)

Comments Follow up Y/N PER Citation

Yes No N/A Yes No N/A

Required Financial Elements

Review Item and Question to Answer
Base ARRA

6



Project File Review Checklist

for the Clean Water and Drinking Water State Revolving Funds (SRFs)

State:  Base

Comments Follow up Y/N PER Citation

Yes No N/A Yes No N/A

1.1

1 Y
Application submitted Aug 31, 2009 by the City of Tehachapi

2 Y

Upgrade and improvements of WWTP; goal of project is to reduce 

the level of nitrates in the treated effluent; improve the sludge 

drying and handling practices; and update the pumping facilities 

supervisory Control and data acquisition system and 

programmable logic controller.

3

4 y
On May 26, SWRCB approved the facility plans of the project.

5

6

1.2

1 N

2

3 NA

1.3

1 Y EPA Form 4700-4 is completed by State for all programs N

2
Y

Attachmt in project file yellow tab 6 N

Y N

Y
N

Review Item and Question to Answer
Base ARRA

Funding Eligibility

File contains an application submitted by the recipient

The assistance recipient and project is eligible for CWSRF/DWSRF assistance

The project and recipient are eligible for ARRA funding (e.g. no zoos, casinos, golf courses, land 

purchases, etc.)

Socio-Economic and Other Cross-Cutters

b. That no contract will be entered into with a Federally suspended or debarred individual or 

company

All technical documents required by the state for the type of project have been submitted 

(preliminary engineering reports, plans & specs, etc.) and reviewed

All funds are under contract or construction by February 17, 2010 [note values of signed 

contracts and dates those contracts were signed in Comments section]

For refinance projects, the initial debt was incurred between October 1, 2008 and February 17, 

2009

Project file includes a completed EPA Form 4700-4

12/11/2012Project or Borrower:  City of Tehachapi C-065563-110 $4,242,060

Reviewer: JlicataCA CWSRF Base or ARRA Review:

Required Program Elements

Review Date: 

Project file includes certifications from the assistance recipient confirming: [note: 

certifications may be included in the assistance agreement or application ]

a. Compliance with Equal Employment Opportunity requirements

Green Project Reserve (GPR)

Project file indicates that any portion of the project designated to receive GPR funding is 

either:

a. Categorically qualified for the GPR

b. Supported as GPR eligible by a State-approved business case

Project file includes EPA concurrence with conclusion that project is GPR eligible

Business case has been posted on State website

1



Project File Review Checklist

for the Clean Water and Drinking Water State Revolving Funds (SRFs)

Comments Follow up Y/N PER Citation

Yes No N/A Yes No N/A
Review Item and Question to Answer

Base ARRA

Required Program Elements

1.4

1

Y
The City adopted a Mitigation Monitoring Program (MMP) which is 

mentioned in the Project file , SWRCB Environmental Review 

Summary, yellow tab 5, dtd Mar 24, 2011 N

Y Other alternatives were considered and included in SWRCB 

Environmental Review Summary, dtd Mar 24, 2011, yellow tab 5 N

2

Y
N

3

NA

Y
SWRCB decision to grant FONSI included in Environmental Review 

Summary dtd Mar 24, 2011 N

NA

4 NA

5 Y
City issued Notice of Intent to the public Sept 16-Oct 1, 2007 N

Y

The public was given the opportunity to review the EIR under CEQA 

requirements, and circulated from Jan 25-March 11, 1991.  

Additionally, the City prepared an Initial Study (IS) and NOI to 

evaluate the current conditions because the EIR is older than 5 

years.  The City distributed the IS and NOI for public review from 

Sept 16-Oct 1, 2007 through the State Clearinghouse.. N

Y
Complied with CEQA. N

Y

Written comments were received by the City from the CA Dept of 

Fish and Game and CA Dept of Transportation.  The City did not 

provide formal written responses but did perform a biological 

survey as recommended by DFG.  The City concluded that no new 

significant impacts will occur from the Project.  The SWRCB staff 

reviewed and considered the EIR, final EIR, the IS and NOI and 

associated documents and determined that the Project will not 

result in any significant adverse water quality impacts.  Included in 

Project file under Environmental Review Summary. N

Project File includes the following, as appropriate [note: may be included in the Preliminary 

Engineering Report or Facilities Plan]:

The project is subject to the State Environmental Review Process (SERP) [N/A for nonpoint 

source projects] :

a. Discussion of required mitigation measures

b. Analysis of other sites and/or other projects considered

File contains the state's decision memo (with environmental assessment, as applicable) 

documenting one of the following:

a.  Decision to classify the project as a Categorical Exclusion (CE or CatEx)

c.  Decision to require an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) 

File includes Environmental Impact Statement and accompanying Record of Decision [N/A for 

projects receiving a Categorical Exclusion or Finding of No Significant Impact]

File includes evidence of public notification, as required:

b.  Decision to grant a Finding of No Significant Impact (FNSI or FONSI)

State Environmental Review

a. For projects subject to the SERP, file includes an Environmental Information Document (EID) 

from the assistance recipient [N/A for projects receiving a Categorical Exclusion] :

c.  The state addressed all comments appropriately

b. The comment period was in accordance with state procedures [N/A for projects receiving a 

Categorical Exclusion ]

a. State environmental decision memo received public notification or an announcement was 

distributed to a list of interested parties and agencies, as specified in the SERP

2



Project File Review Checklist

for the Clean Water and Drinking Water State Revolving Funds (SRFs)

Comments Follow up Y/N PER Citation

Yes No N/A Yes No N/A
Review Item and Question to Answer

Base ARRA

Required Program Elements

 

1

Y
Enviromental Review Summary dtd Mar 24, 2011 N

NA

2

NA

No historic properties affected per Environmental Review 

Summary dtd Mar 24, 2011.  City will develop mitigation plan if 

archaeological sites are discovered and implement measures for 

appropriate sites.

Y Native American respondents had no concerns for construction of 

the Project per Env. Review Summary dtd Mar 24, 2011 N

3

Y None in Project area N

e Y N

4

Y
Project is no located in a Coastal Zone N

NA

5

Y Project will not result in the conversion of farmland. N

NA

6

Y
No riparian or wetland habitat exists with the Project area. N

NA

Y
The Project will occur within the flood plain.  However, all Project 

related-structures will be built on pads elevated above the 100  

year flood plan.  Project will not affect drainage patterns. N

Y Contained in SERP document files N

8

Y

An Air quality conformity determination is not required and steps 

will be taken to test influent and implement dispersion 

mechanisms as needed for odors. N

Y Contained in SERP document files N

a. File documents state determination of "no effect" on flood plains

b. File includes concurrence from appropriate State agency

Clean Air Act

a. File documents state determination of "no effect" on air quality

a. File documents state determination of "no effect" on important farmland

Environmental Cross-Cutters [required for all projects, including projects not subject to the 

SERP and projects receiving a categorical exclusion; for each item, either a finding of "no 

effect" by the State, or a concurrence letter from the applicable cross-cutting agency is 

required]:

National Historic Preservation Act

b. File includes concurrence from appropriate State agency

b. File includes concurrence from appropriate Federal or State Agencies

Wetland Protection (Executive Order 11990)

a. File documents state determination of "no effect" on wetlands

b. File includes concurrence from appropriate State agency

Flood Plain Management (Executive Order 11988)

b. File includes concurrence from State Coastal Zone Management agency

Coastal Zone Management and Coastal Barriers Resources Act

a. File documents state determination of "no effect" on coastal zones or coastal barrier 

resources

b. File includes concurrence from appropriate State agency

Farmland Protection Policy Act

a. File documents state determination of "no effect" on endangered species of protected 

habitat

b. File includes concurrence from US Fish and Wildlife Service or National Marine Fisheries 

Service

a. File documents state determination of "no effect" on historic properties

b. File includes concurrence from State or Tribal Historic Preservation Office

Wild and Scenic Rivers Act

a. File documents state determination of "no effect" on wild or scenic rivers

Endangered Species Act and Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation and Management Act 

(essential fish habitat)

3



Project File Review Checklist

for the Clean Water and Drinking Water State Revolving Funds (SRFs)

Comments Follow up Y/N PER Citation

Yes No N/A Yes No N/A
Review Item and Question to Answer

Base ARRA

Required Program Elements

9

Y Part of CEQA review. N

b. File includes concurrence from appropriate Federal or State agency

a. File documents state determination of "no effect" on sole source aquifers

Sole-source Aquifers (Safe Drinking Water Acct

4



Project File Review Checklist

for the Clean Water and Drinking Water State Revolving Funds (SRFs)

Comments Follow up Y/N PER Citation

Yes No N/A Yes No N/A
Review Item and Question to Answer

Base ARRA

Required Program Elements

5



Project File Review Checklist

for the Clean Water and Drinking Water State Revolving Funds (SRFs)

State:  Base

Comments Follow up Y/N PER Citation

Yes No N/A Yes No N/A

2.1

1 Y
Notice of Invitation to Bid issued Feb 3, 2011; with 

proof of publication from the Bakersfield 

Californian Newspaper

2 Y

3 Y

Financial assistance agreements specifies 

construction contracts must include all required 

socio-economic cross-cutter forms and 

requirements.

4
Contained in Project file and specs

Y

NA

Y

Y

Y

Y

5

6 NA

Required Technical Elements

Review Item and Question to Answer
Base ARRA

Bid, Procurement, and Construction Contracts

c. Equal Employment Opportunity requirements

d. Prohibition of the use of contractors or subcontractors who have been suspended or 

debarred by the Federal government

File contains a copy of specifications or construction contracts [N/A if file includes 

documentation that specifications or construction contracts include all required socio-

economic cross-cutter and ARRA-specific language and forms, as listed in Section 2.1.4]

a. Disadvantage Business Enterprise (DBE) requirements

File contains documentation that specifications or construction contracts  contain the 

following required socio-economic cross-cutter and ARRA-specific language and forms:

File contains request for proposals or bid announcement

Project file contains documentation showing the amount of the contract and the winning 

bidder (record date in comments) [Note: Construction contract, selected bid, or notice to 

proceed may include this information]

File contains evidence that request for proposals or bid announcement was advertised 

according to state rules

b. DBE forms 6100-2, 6100-3 and 6100-4

e. Applicable EPA Davis-Bacon grant term and condition [N/A for project funded with non-

ARRA funds prior to October 1, 2009]

f. Applicable Davis-Bacon wage determination(s) [N/A for project funded with non-ARRA 

funds prior to October 1, 2009]

g. Reference to Buy American requirements

For assistance recipients that are non-governmental entities: 

File includes documentation that state obtained and reviewed wage determinations prior to 

bid advertisements to ensure compliance with Davis-Bacon requirements

CA CWSRF Base or ARRA Review: Reviewer: Jlicata

Project or Borrower:  City of Tehachapi C-065563-110 $4,242,060 Review Date: 12/11/2012
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Project File Review Checklist

for the Clean Water and Drinking Water State Revolving Funds (SRFs)

Comments Follow up Y/N PER Citation

Yes No N/A Yes No N/A

Required Technical Elements

Review Item and Question to Answer
Base ARRA

2.2

1

2 Y
Recipient is to report on subcontracting 

procurement EPA Form 6100-4 N

3

4

5 NA

SWRCB determines which projects will serve to 

meet the FFATA requirement in advance of 

funding and reports accordingly.

6

2.3

1 N
N

2 Y
N

3

Y
Certification received from City that project is in 

compliance with DB requirements. N

NA

4

File includes information to support project data entered into the CWSRF Benefits Reporting 

or DWSRF Project Benefits Reporting databases

Reporting and Ongoing Compliance (* required section for repeat reviews)

Project file includes semi-annual DBE reports on subcontracting procurement  [DBE form 

5700-52A or equivalent] [note: may be kept elsewhere]

State Inspections (*required section for repeat reviews)

Project file includes applicable Buy American forms

c. For projects that have received a project-specific Buy American waiver, documentation of 

compliance with the requirements of the waiver [may be included in inspection reports]

a. Documentation from the assistance recipient on utilization of the Buy American de 

minimis waiver 

b. For projects covered by a Buy American national waiver, documentation of qualification 

for that waiver

Project file includes reports on job creation and retention [quarterly at minimum]

Project file includes Federal Funds Accountability and Transparency Act (FFATA) reports 

[note: N/A for projects funded by non-Federal funds or Federal funds received prior to 

October 1, 2010]

Project file includes documentation from the assistance recipient indicating compliance with 

Davis-Bacon for each weekly payroll [N/A for project funded with non-ARRA funds prior to 

October 1, 2009]

Inspections were performed at intervals in accordance with the state’s procedures (e.g., 

monthly during construction, quarterly, etc.)

Project file includes copies of inspection reports prepared by the state or its representative

e. Green Project reserve eligibility (when applicable)

All issues and concerns identified in inspection reports were adequately resolved

a. Davis-Bacon requirements

b. Buy American requirements

c. Requirement to report jobs created or retained (e.g. assistance recipients has maintained 

documentation to show that job data reported to the states is being compiled and 

calculated accurately)

d. Requirement to post ARRA logo and whistleblower poster onsite

Inspection reports indicate project is in compliance with:
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Project File Review Checklist

for the Clean Water and Drinking Water State Revolving Funds (SRFs)

State:  Base

Comments Follow up Y/N PER Citation

Yes No N/A Yes No N/A

3.1

1

Y
Credit review conducted of City, Project file yellow 

tab 7 N

NA

2 Y
Split funded project between base and additional 

subsidy N

3.2

1

Y
Assistance agreement between SWRCB and City 

signed on Sept 30, 2011 N

Y N

Y
Interest rate is 2.6% on $2,121,030 and principal 

forgiveness on @2,121,030. N

NA N

Y Financial Assistance Agreement includes 

repayment period, schedule and date N

Y
Assistance agreemt states audit 

requirements...Recipient must  comply with audit 

standards. Pg 8 (2.12) N

Y
Assistance Agreement pg 13 3.9 N

2

Y 20 year loan N

NA

3

Y N

The loan agreement or bond purchase document:

a.  Is signed by the state and assistance recipient (record date in comments)

b.  Includes a budget and/or description of eligible costs

c.  Includes the interest rate

c. Requirement to report jobs created or retained

a.  Davis-Bacon requirements

c.  Buy American requirements

e.  Includes an amortization schedule or includes the repayment period and the date when 

repayments must begin [N/A for projects receiving 100% grant or principal forgiveness]

f. Includes requirement for the assistance recipient to submit Single Audit Reports [note: 

N/A for non-governmental assistance recipients]

g. Requires the assistance recipient to maintain accounting practices in accordance with 

Generally Accepted Accounting Principals

The assistance agreement's repayment period is in accordance with the state's policies and 

procedures:

The loan or bond purchase document makes reference to:

d.  Includes the fee rate [if applicable]

a. For loan agreements, repayment period does not exceed 20 years.

b. For bond purchase documents, repayment periods exceeding 20 years are in accordance 

with a state extended term financing program approved by EPA.

Required Financial Elements

Review Item and Question to Answer
Base ARRA

Financial Review

File includes documentation of applicable review of assistance recipient:

For projects receiving only partial SRF or ARRA SRF funding, the state ensured that the 

recipient obtained funding to allow for the project to be completed

Loan or Bond Purchase Agreement

b. For DWSRF projects, a technical, managerial, and financial capability review

a. For CWSRF projects, a financial capability review [note: in some states, N/A for projects 

receiving 100% principal forgiveness or grant]

Reviewer: Jlicata

Project or Borrower:  City of Tehachapi C-065563-110 $4,242,060 Review Date: 12/11/2012

CA CWSRF Base or ARRA Review:
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Project File Review Checklist

for the Clean Water and Drinking Water State Revolving Funds (SRFs)

Comments Follow up Y/N PER Citation

Yes No N/A Yes No N/A

Required Financial Elements

Review Item and Question to Answer
Base ARRA

NA

3.3

2 NA
Audit is in process at time of review.

NA
Audit is in process at time of review.

d. Federal Funds Accountability and Transparency Act (FFATA) reporting requirements 

[note: N/A for projects funded by non-Federal funds or Federal funds received prior to 

October 1, 2010]

a.  The state ensured that the assistance recipient resolved any issues identified in a Single 

Audit Report

The assistance recipient is submitting Single Audit Reports [note: N/A for a fiscal year if 

assistance recipients has not received more than $500,000 in Federal funds from all sources 

in that fiscal year]

Single Audit Act compliance (*required section for repeat reviews)
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