
EQIP Salinity/ Parallel Program – Ranking Criteria 2006 
 

Name:______________________________ Date: _____________________________ 
 
Project Acres:_______________________  Location:__________________________ 
 
A. Participant has control of the operating unit for the required contract period. 

Yes    No   N/A 
 

B. Participant agrees to obtain permission from Canal Company for any 
modifications to their delivery system. 

  Yes    No   N/A 
 
C. Has the participant made the resource decisions necessary to start construction 

within one year? 
  Yes    No   N/A 
 

D. If part of a group project, is there an Operation and Maintenance Plan? 
  Yes    No   N/A 
 

E. Have all existing and previous EQIP/Parallel contracts been kept on schedule 
 with all contract items being satisfactorily completed?  

  Yes    No   N/A 
 

F. The individual priority** is: 
  High     Medium   Low 
 **AS RECOMMENDED BY LOCAL WORKGROUP 
 
If no is answered on any of the above questions and the response in section F does 
not meet threshold set by the local workgroup, the NRCS will not complete further 
ranking of this application at this time.  Application rankings will be completed for 
medium and low priorities as funds are available. 
 
G. Cost share per ton of salt reduced     $___________._____/ton__ 
  (from Water and Salt Saving Worksheet v Oct. 05)    
     
H. Total tons of salt reduced       _________________tons__ 
  (Tie-breaking purposes only) 
 
 
 
__________________________________        __________________________________ 
Cooperator   Date   NRCS    Date 
 
 
Ranking Checked by ______________________________________________________ 



Definitions for Salinity EQIP/Parallel Ranking 2006 
 
The priorities set by the local workgroups separate out projects that have organized into 
groups, with additional consideration for those with non-USDA financial partners.  
Group planning achieves the following: 

1. The cost of the project is reduced by elimination of duplicate practices and 
by sharing of practices between landowners. 

2. It is more efficient use of the NRCS planners’ time which reduces the 
program related cost to the NRCS. 

3. It uses a watershed approach that is based on sound ecological principles 
which achieves more efficient and cost effective salt load reduction. 

 
 
Section F: 
 An applicant is high priority if they: 

• Are part of an organized group with delivery in place. 
Or 

• Are completing a new system with previously installed infrastructure. 
And 

• Agree to three years of contracted irrigation water management. 
 

 
 An applicant is medium priority if they: 

• Are an individual with no delivery in place and have written canal company 
approval. 

Or 
• Are part of a group with no delivery in place and at least 70% of the land base 

participation. 
And 

• Agree to at least two years of contracted irrigation water management. 
 

   
 An applicant is low priority if they: 

• Are rehabilitating a previously cost-shared system. 
Or 

• Any situation other than listed above. 
Or 

• Agree to at least one year of contracted irrigation water management. 
 
 



 
Fiscal Year 2006 Programmatic National Priorities 
Environmental Quality Incentives Program 
1. Reductions of nonpoint source pollution, such as nutrients, 
sediment, pesticides, or excess salinity in impaired 
watersheds consistent with TMDLs where available as well 
as the reduction of groundwater contamination and reduction 
of point sources such as contamination from confined animal 
feeding operations; 

 
2. Conservation of ground and surface water resources; 
 
3. Reduction of emissions, such as particulate matter, 
nitrogen oxides (Nox) , volatile organic compounds, and 
ozone precursors and depletors that contribute to air quality 
impairment violations of National Ambient Air Quality 
Standards; 

 
4. Reduction in soil erosion and sedimentation from 
unacceptable levels on agricultural land; and 
 
5. Promotion of at-risk species habitat conservation. 
 


