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Table 4 Sustainable Groundwater Criteria (RWMWD Goal 4)

Criteria Score Weight
Yes =1
Project promotes infiltration 2
No =0
. Score divided by 24 to normalize to
Groundwater recharge potential’ . 1
score range from feasibility study
"Recharge potential assigned based on Barr 2015 study
Table 5 Community Criteria (RWMWD Goal 5)
Criteria Score Weight
Is the project within a District ACP50 Area = 2 )
Priority Equity Area? ACP or District priority area = 1
Does the project have a planned
educational component, public art, Yes = 1 1
or other visible signage to increase No =0
awareness of the District's efforts?
Does the project improve Yes =1 1
community attractiveness or value? No =0
Does the project provide
opportunity for volunteer Yes f ! 1
engagement in the District? No =0
Does the project improve
community businesses or economic ves f ! 1
growth/benefit? No=0
Does project reduce any public Yes = .
health risk? No =0
Does the project minimize ambient Yes =1 1
pollution (noise, light, vibration)? No =0
Does the project provide leadership
opportunities for community Yes = 1 1
members (i.e. Citizens Advisory No =0
Commission involvement)?
Does the project foster
collaboration with cities, watershed
management organizations, Yes = 1
educational institutions, and other 2
stakeholders to develop and No=0
implement shared communication
and messaging strategies?
Is there a public demand for this Yes = 1 1
project? No =0
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Criteria

Does the project provide for v 1
es =
stakeholder engagement (comment, N 0 1
0 =
workshops, etc.)?

Table 6 Organization Management Criteria (RWMWD Goal 6)

Criteria Score Weight
Was a plan created for long term Yes =1 1
monitoring and maintenance? No =0
Does the project extend the useful Yes = 1 .
life of existing infrastructure? No =0
Does the project use recycled Yes = 1 1
materials? No =0
Does implementation/construction N
reduce excavated materials taken 1
off site No=0
Does design provide for Ves = 1
deconstruction/recycling of existing No = 0 1
infrastructure/materials
Does design address changing s
climate trends/prepare for long- N 2
term resiliency
Is the project innovative? Yes=1 1
No =0
Easy to construct/implement (i.e. Yes = 1
logistically easy, shovel ready 1
project) No=0
Who will be responsible for
maintenance (per project O&M District/Unknown = 0 1
agreement or anticipated Project Partner =1
agreement)?
Public = 1
Project Partner Willing = 0.5 1
Private = 0

In addition to the criteria outlined in Table 1 through Table 6, general project information is also included
in the tool including: the subwatershed the project is located in, its corresponding implementation activity
from the RWMWD Watershed Restoration and Protection Strategy report (where applicable), and the
report or memo from which the project was recommended.
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3.0 Prioritization Tool and Results

The prioritization tool exists as a Microsoft Excel spreadsheet that RWMWD can alter as needed. For
example, criteria weights can be changed, and scores are updated automatically. Figure 1 shows the tool

for a selection of projects. The projects included in the prioritization tool are shown by project type in
Figure 2.
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