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2021 Project Rating for Erosion Control 
 

 
Project Code: 2021-APL-CW01_______________________ 
 
Project Type:  Erosion Control_________________________ 
 
Rep:  Jason Symington________________________ 
 

Criteria 
Evaluation of Criteria Total 

Available 
Points 

Project 
Score 

High Medium Low 

1. Type of 
watercourse 

Permanent Intermittent  
Private or 
roadside 

ditch 
2 1 

2. Evidence of 
erosion 

Severe, 
active  bank 

erosion 

Non-severe, 
active bank 

erosion 

Potential for 
bank 

erosion or 
upland 
erosion 

3 

 
3 

3. Bank slopes >5% 3% - 5% <2% 3 3 

4. Proposed 
project – SNC 
Engineering 
review 

Good 
solution 

proposed for 
site 

conditions 

Fair 
solution 

proposed 
for site 

conditions 

Poor 
solution 

proposed 
for site 

conditions 

5 

 
5 

5. Subwatershed 
health score 
and priority 
subwatershed/ 
watercourse 

Poor Fair Good  6 

No score 
available – 

subtotal 
prorated to 

compensate 
6.  Reps overall 

score 
   3 2.5 

Sub Total Score 22 19.93 
7. Committee’s 

overall project 
priority  

   5 
 

Total Score 27  
 

t Land Use:_____agricultural 
________________________________________________________ 

otes:___ _____________________________________________________________________ 

_____________________________________________________________________________ 
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2021 Project Rating for Erosion Control 
 
Project Code: 2021-APL-CW02_______________________ 
 
Project Type:  Erosion Control_________________________ 
 
Rep:  Jason Symington________________________ 
 

Criteria 
Evaluation of Criteria Total 

Available 
Points 

Project 
Score 

High Medium Low 

1. Type of 
watercourse 

Permanent Intermittent  
Private or 
roadside 

ditch 
2 0 

2. Evidence of 
erosion 

Severe, active  
bank erosion 

Non-severe, 
active bank 

erosion 

Potential for 
bank erosion 

or upland 
erosion 

3 

 
 

3 

3. Bank slopes >5% 3% - 5% <2% 3 2 

4. Proposed project 
– SNC 
Engineering 
review 

Good solution 
proposed for 

site conditions 

Fair solution 
proposed for 

site 
conditions 

Poor solution 
proposed for 

site 
conditions 

5 

 
 

3.5 

5. Subwatershed 
health score and 
priority 
subwatershed/ 
watercourse 

Poor Fair Good  6 

 
4 

6.  Reps overall 
score    3 

2 

Sub Total Score 22 14.5 
7. Committee’s 

overall project 
priority  

   5 
 

Total Score 27  
 
Notes: 
 
Adjacent Land 
Use:______residential__________________________________________________________
___ 
 
Other 
notes:_______________________________________________________________________
__ 

_____________________________________________________________________________

_____________________________________________________________________________

____________________________________________________________________________ 
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2021 Project Rating for Erosion Control 
 
Project Code: 2021-CAS-CW03_______________________ 
 
Project Type:  Erosion Control_________________________  
 
Rep:  Jason Symington_________________________  
 

Criteria 
Evaluation of Criteria Total 

Available 
Points 

Project 
Score 

High Medium Low 

1. Type of 
watercourse 

Permanent Intermittent  
Private or 
roadside 

ditch 
2 2 

2. Evidence of        
erosion 

Severe, active  
bank erosion 

Non-severe, 
active bank 

erosion 

Potential for 
bank erosion 

or upland 
erosion 

3 

 
 

2 

3. Bank slopes >5% 3% - 5% <2% 3 1 

4. Proposed project 
– SNC 
Engineering 
review 

Good solution 
proposed for 

site conditions 

Fair solution 
proposed for 

site 
conditions 

Poor solution 
proposed for 

site 
conditions 

5 

 
 

5 

5. Subwatershed 
health score and 
priority 
subwatershed/ 
watercourse 

Poor Fair Good  6 

 
 

4 

6.  Reps overall 
score    3 

1.5 

Sub Total Score 22 15.5 
7. Committee’s 

overall project 
priority  

   5 
 

Total Score 27  
 
Notes: 
 
Adjacent Land 
Use:___residential_____________________________________________________________
___ 
 
Other 
notes:_______________________________________________________________________
__ 

_____________________________________________________________________________ 
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2021 Project Rating for Erosion Control 
 
Project Code: 2021-APL-CW04 ___________________ 
 
Project Type:   Erosion Control_____________________ 
 
Rep:  Jason Symington_____________________ 
 

Criteria 
Evaluation of Criteria Total 

Available 
Points 

Project 
Score 

High Medium Low 

1. Type of 
watercourse 

Permanent Intermittent  
Private or 
roadside 

ditch 
2 1 

2. Evidence of 
erosion 

Severe, 
active  bank 

erosion 

Non-severe, 
active bank 

erosion 

Potential for 
bank 

erosion or 
upland 
erosion 

3  
2 

3. Bank slopes >5% 3% - 5% <2% 3 2 

4. Proposed 
project – SNC 
Engineering 
review 

Good 
solution 

proposed for 
site 

conditions 

Fair 
solution 

proposed 
for site 

conditions 

Poor 
solution 

proposed 
for site 

conditions 

5 
 

2 

5. Subwatershed 
health score 
and priority 
subwatershed/ 
watercourse 

Poor Fair Good  6 

No score 
available – 

subtotal 
prorated to 

compensate 
6.  Reps overall 

score 
   3 1.5 

Sub Total Score 22 11.69 
7. Committee’s 

overall project 
priority  

   5  

Total Score 27  
 
Notes: 

Adjacent Land 
Use:________residential________________________________________________________
___ 

Other notes:___ received funding in the past to install culverts. Estimate for ditch rehabilitation
is missing details however phone conversation states the applicant wishes to line ditch with 
rocks. This will help break up energy and velocity of the flows but water may continue to 
erode and undermine the newly 
placed rocks._________________________________________________________________
______ 
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2021 Project Rating for Erosion Control 
 
Project Code: 2021-APL-CW05____________________ 
 
Project Type:   Erosion Control_____________________ 
 
Rep:  Jason Symington_____________________ 
 

Criteria 
Evaluation of Criteria Total 

Available 
Points 

Project 
Score 

High Medium Low 

1. Type of 
watercourse 

Permanent Intermittent  
Private or 
roadside 

ditch 
2 1 

2. Evidence of 
erosion 

Severe, active  
bank erosion 

Non-severe, 
active bank 

erosion 

Potential for 
bank erosion 

or upland 
erosion 

3 
 
2 

3. Bank slopes >5% 3% - 5% <2% 3 2 

4. Proposed project 
– SNC 
Engineering 
review 

Good solution 
proposed for 

site conditions 

Fair solution 
proposed for 

site 
conditions 

Poor 
solution 

proposed for 
site 

conditions 

5 
 
2 

5. Subwatershed 
health score and 
priority 
subwatershed/ 
watercourse 

Poor Fair Good  6 

No score 
available – 

subtotal 
prorated to 

compensate 
6.  Reps overall 

score 
   3 1.5 

Sub Total Score 22 11.69 
7. Committee’s 

overall project 
priority  

   5  

Total Score 27  
 
Notes: 

Adjacent Land 
Use:________residential________________________________________________________ 
 
Other notes:_______received funding in the past to install culverts. Estimate for ditch 
rehabilitation is missing details however phone conversation states the applicant wishes to line 
ditch with rocks. This will help break up energy and velocity of the flows but water may 
continue to erode and undermine the newly placed 
rocks.__________________________________________________________________  

_____________________________________________________________________________ 
_____________________________________________________________________ 
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2021 Project Rating for Manure and Milkhouse Wastewater 
 
Project Code:  2021-NDU-CW11                                                 
 
Project Type:   Manure Storage___________________________ 
 
Rep:  Jackie Pemberton_____________________ 
 

Criteria 
Evaluation of Criteria Total 

Available 
Points 

Project 
Score 

High Medium Low 

1. Type of 
watercourse 

Permanent 
natural/wetland 

Intermittent  Private ditch 2 1 

2. Distance to 
watercourse or 
floodplain OR 
within Wellhead 
Protection Area 
(WHPA) A or B 
OR Intake 
Protection Zone 
(IPZ) 1 or 2 

<100m 
OR 

WHPA A 
OR 

IPZ 1 

100 – 300m 
OR 

WHPA B 
OR 

IPZ 2 

>300m 3 

 
 
 

1 

3. Evidence of 
contamination
  

Visible Potential No evidence 5 3.5 

4.  Phosphorus 
reduction 

>100 kg/yr 100 kg/yr – 
25 kg/yr 

<25 kg/yr 3 2 

5. Subwatershed 
health score and 
priority 
subwatershed 

Poor Fair Good 6 
 

6 

6.  Reps overall 
score 

   3 3 

Sub Total Score 22 16.5 
7. Committee’s 

overall project 
priority  

   5  

Total Score 27  
 
Notes: 
 
Adjacent Land Use: Tiled Agriculture Lands________________________________________ 
 
Other notes: Concern with ground water contamination older manure pit, as well as risk to 
surface water contamination due to winter spreading and risk of over flow if weather does not 
allow ability to spread____________________________________________ 
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