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Overview

+ Q
A yp— Overview
R D =
ol The Official Controls Water Toolkit is an interactive web
\\f P~ map that lets users explore a variety of official controls
v ' < communities are already using that align with regional
_ water policies in the 2050 Water Policy Plan.
2 g Purpose
5 1L | / 1. Help city planners understand what current strategies
A | | communities are utilizing that go above the minimum
- [ , : requirements for water in comprehensive plan updates.
7‘ 2. Improve collaborative water planning, management, and

practices across the Metro Area.

3. Respond to community need through community
collaboration, real-world examples, and more visual data.
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Methodology

« Data comes from 2040 Comprehensive Plans, Stormwater Management Plans
(SWMPs), Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plans (SWPPPs), Subregional Water
Supply Action Plans (2050 Water Policy Plan), Water Supply Planning Atlas, and city,
county, and watershed websites.

» Information can be filtered by 8 unique filters:
* Imagine 2050 Community Designation
« Focus area (surface water, water supply, wastewater, land use)
« Control type (ordinances, policies, design guidelines, fiscal tools—grants,
incentive programs, and capital investment plans-- and other regulations)
« Regional water policy (12 policies in the 2050 Water Policy Plan)
« Population
* |Implementation (Action or Plan)
« Green Steps Cities Rating
* Number Rating
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Ranking criteria

The Categories

1. Plan: Has the control been enacted or is in the process of being enacted?

2. Collaboration: Did the community work with other agencies, alone, or did other
agencies intervene without the community’s help?

3. Innovation: How unique is the policy?

4. Data: How much information is available on this control? Is it a goal, or a thorough
report?

5. Actionability: How easy would it be for a community with similar resources to enact
this control?

6. Impact

A. Site Impact: Does the control serve one site or many?

B. Effectiveness: To what extent did the control make change? l.e. how much
pollution was removed, how many wells were created, how many residents
served, etc.?
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Ranking System

Scoring Total Score
. Plan (0-1 points) —
. Collaboration (1-3 points) * =1 0'1 1

. Innovation (1-3 points)

. Data (1-3 points) * * —
. Actionability (1-3 points) — 1 2'1 3

. Impact

A. Site Impact (1-3 points) —
B. Effectiveness (1-3 — 1 4'1 5

points)
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Toolkit Demonstration and Access

Local Controls Water Toolklt Home Learn More Water Toolkit Community Highlights
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Questions

Questions

« Do you know of any controls in your region or
beyond that ought to be included?

« Did you have any user issues?
« Was anything confusing?

« Are there any controls for your region or beyond
that are listed and should not be?

« What can be strengthened to make this a useful
tool for planners?
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