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Comparing Remedies for Rouge Problems: 
A Community Action Scoring Approach 

Introduction 
 
Recently all subwatersheds of the Rouge River were evaluated with respect to condition quality 
(chemical, physical and biological health) and use quality (suitability for public enjoyment).  Indicator 
measurements at monitoring stations were used to rate the quality of river conditions.  Public use quality 
was rated for river segments.  Color-coded maps were then used to express ranges of condition and 
use quality in reports on Rouge status for each subwatershed. 
 
Now that subwatershed communities are planning local actions to improve Rouge quality, the potential 
of these actions to solve condition and use problems should be evaluated as well.  The effectiveness of 
community actions -- effect quality -- will be highly dependent on where and when actions occur, and 
how well they address river quality problems.  In general, the most beneficial actions are those which 
have the most direct effects.  Other less beneficial actions have indirect or only potential effects.  
Some actions may be highly effective in one location or season and ineffective in another.  Moreover, an 
action may improve one kind of river condition or use, and have no effect or even undesirable effects on 
others.  In short, the effectiveness (or cost-effectiveness) of community actions can be evaluated only in 
the context of local river conditions and public uses. 
 
The effects of community actions on Rouge quality can best be measured at monitoring stations where 
historical conditions are known.  Prior data for river quality indicators at these stations provide a 
yardstick for monitoring future trends in condition or use quality.  The data provide a basis for gauging 
the long-term effectiveness of community actions as well.  Site-specific ratings of various actions can 
help communities to design local programs which yield the greatest returns for their money and effort. 
 
Attached are lists of community actions planned for the each subwatershed.  The actions are rated for 
four values of “effect quality” or effectiveness:  value “3”actions are those most likely to have direct 
effects; “2” actions have indirect effects; “1” actions are just potentially effective; “0” actions have no 
effect.  Each action in the subwatershed is rated along with ratings for the river condition indicators it is 
relevant to, and the use categories which it impacts.  The latter ratings are based on data from stations 
in the subwatershed. 
 
The action ratings proposed here can be combined with condition and use ratings, as shown below, to 
produce an overall “action score” which is location-specific.  The result of multiplying the ratings for 
effects quality, condition quality and use quality determines the action score.  Logically, the highest 
score should represent a case where the most appropriate action has the greatest beneficial effect on the 
worst river condition and use problems.  Rating values have been assigned accordingly.  Action scoring 
of this type is necessarily based on “expert opinion”, not hard data; but the score numbers should 
provide a useful scale for comparing the likely benefits of applying different actions to different problems 
in different watershed situations.   



Evaluating Rouge Community Actions: 
Scoring Action Quality 

 ARE AFFECTED BY...ÚÚ ÙAFFECT... 

Public 
Uses 

River 
Conditions 

Community 
Actions 

Community Action Effect Ratings: 
                                                                                Rating Value 
Highest        Direct  (most effective action)                      3 
                    Indirect  (somewhat effective action)           2 
                    Potential  (possibly effective action)            1 
Lowest         No Effect  (irrelevant action)                        0        

Concept: 
 

            Use        x       Condition     x       Effect         =        Action           
Rating             Rating                Rating                  Score     

Highest Score  (greatest benefit or cost-benefit): 
 
          Restricted      x        Poor         x        Direct         =           Highest 
               Use                   Condition               Effect                   Action Score 

Lowest Score  (least benefit or cost-benefit): 
 
                    Full      x          Good       x       Potential      =          Lowest 
                    Use                Condition               Effect                 Action Score 

No Score  (not relevant): 
 
“No Effect” rating where action is irrelevant to condition or use. 
                                                                                                                                                                                                        
 

                                                                                                                                                                                                              Concept_1/6/01 



Evaluating Rouge Community Actions: 
Action Scoring System 

 ARE AFFECTED BY...ÚÚ ÙAFFECT... 

Public 
Uses 

River 
Conditions 

Community 
Actions 

            Use                 Condition              Effect                    Action           
Rating       x      Rating       x      Rating      =        Score     
  (1-3)                   (1-3)                   (3-0)                     (1-27) 

Use Category 
 
1. Fishing 
2. Canoeing & Boating 
3. Wading & Swimming 
4. Aesthetics 

Use Quality 
 
• Full 
• Limited 
• Restricted 

Rating Value 
 
1 
2 
3 

Effect Quality 
 
• Direct effect 
• Indirect effect 
• Potential effect 
• No effect 

Community Actions 
(Effects) 
 
1. BMPs 
2. Etc…. 

Rating Value 
 
3 
2 
1 
0 

Condition Quality 
 
• Good 
• Fair 
• Poor 

Condition Indicators 
 
1. DO 
2. Flow 
3. Bacteria 
4. Aquatic Life 
5. Stream Habitat 

Rating Value 
 
1 
2 
3 

 Scoring_1/7/01  



L06
Lower 1 Subwatershed at Station(s)

Evauating Remedies for Rouge Problems: Summary of Average Impact Scores by Activity

Fishery Quality Wading/Swimming
 Quality

Canoeing/Boating 
Quality

Aesthetic

Channel Restoration/Stabilization
Habitat Restoration 11 0 0 8Average Score:

46% 0% 0% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

Log Jam  Removal 6 6 2 4Average Score:

25% 33% 8% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Outlet Stabilization 6 0 0 8Average Score:

25% 0% 0% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

Outlet Stabilization, Required per Ordinance 6 0 0 8Average Score:

25% 0% 0% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

River Day 3 0 0 4Average Score:

13% 0% 0% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Stream  Bank Stabilization 9 0 0 12Average Score:

38% 0% 0% 100%Percent of Possible Score:

Stream  Bank Stabilization - Bioengineered 9 0 0 12Average Score:

38% 0% 0% 100%Percent of Possible Score:

Stream  Bank Stabilization - Bioengineered, 
Recommended per Ordinance

9 0 0 12Average Score:

38% 0% 0% 100%Percent of Possible Score:

Stream  Bank Stabilization - Biotechnical 9 0 0 12Average Score:

38% 0% 0% 100%Percent of Possible Score:

Stream  Bank Stabilization - Biotechnical, 
Recommended per Ordinance

9 0 0 12Average Score:

38% 0% 0% 100%Percent of Possible Score:

Stream  Bank Stabilization - Engineered 9 0 0 12Average Score:

38% 0% 0% 100%Percent of Possible Score:

Stream  Bank Stabilization - Engineered, 
Recommended per Ordinance

9 0 0 12Average Score:

38% 0% 0% 100%Percent of Possible Score:

Construction Erosion and Sediment Control
SESC Adm inistration 11 6 2 12Average Score:

46% 33% 8% 100%Percent of Possible Score:

SESC Control Implementation 11 6 2 12Average Score:

46% 33% 8% 100%Percent of Possible Score:

SESC Education 5 0 0 4Average Score:

21% 0% 0% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

SESC Program Communication Between 
Agencies

11 6 2 12Average Score:

46% 33% 8% 100%Percent of Possible Score:

Public Education and Participation

Page 1 of 55 Wednesday, June 06, 2001Note: A blank score for an activity indicates that not enough detail w as provided by 
the municipality to assign an effect rating for score calculation.



L06
Lower 1 Subwatershed at Station(s)

Evauating Remedies for Rouge Problems: Summary of Average Impact Scores by Activity

Fishery Quality Wading/Swimming
 Quality

Canoeing/Boating 
Quality

Aesthetic

Association/School Presentations 8 6 6 4Average Score:

33% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Billboard Displays 8 6 6 4Average Score:

33% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Cable Broadcasts 8 6 6 4Average Score:

33% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Detention Basin Maintenance Education 8 0 5 4Average Score:

33% 0% 25% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Displays 8 6 6 4Average Score:

33% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Email messages 8 6 6 4Average Score:

33% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Fliers and Newsletters 8 6 6 4Average Score:

33% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

General Permit PEP Activities 8 6 6 4Average Score:

33% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Goose Control at Golf Courses 2 0 14 12Average Score:

8% 0% 75% 100%Percent of Possible Score:

Hire Consultant/Staff 8 6 6 4Average Score:

33% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Home Lawn and Garden Maintenance 5 0 0 4Average Score:

21% 0% 0% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Homeowner Association Handbook Average Score:

Percent of Possible Score:

IDEP Hotline, Promotion 12 0 14 4Average Score:

50% 0% 75% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Incentive Program s 8 6 6 4Average Score:

33% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Land Use Demonstration 8 0 5 4Average Score:

33% 0% 25% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Land Use Planning Education 8 6 6 4Average Score:

33% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

OSDS Maintenance Education 13 0 14 8Average Score:

54% 0% 75% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

Outdoor Classroom 8 6 6 4Average Score:

33% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Page 2 of 55 Wednesday, June 06, 2001Note: A blank score for an activity indicates that not enough detail w as provided by 
the municipality to assign an effect rating for score calculation.



L06
Lower 1 Subwatershed at Station(s)

Evauating Remedies for Rouge Problems: Summary of Average Impact Scores by Activity

Fishery Quality Wading/Swimming
 Quality

Canoeing/Boating 
Quality

Aesthetic

Partners for Clean Streams Program 8 6 6 4Average Score:

33% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Pet Waste Disposal 5 0 5 4Average Score:

21% 0% 25% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Planning Commission Education 8 6 6 4Average Score:

33% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Public Service Announcements 8 6 6 4Average Score:

33% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Recreational Signage 8 0 5 4Average Score:

33% 0% 25% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Residential BMP 8 6 6 4Average Score:

33% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

River Friendly Business Program 8 6 6 4Average Score:

33% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

River Signage 0 0 0 4Average Score:

0% 0% 0% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Rouge Education Project 8 6 6 4Average Score:

33% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

SESC for Homeowners 5 0 0 4Average Score:

21% 0% 0% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Storm Drain Labeling 5 0 5 4Average Score:

21% 0% 25% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Storm w ater Engineering Guidance 17 6 6 4Average Score:

71% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Subw atershed Plan-Community Meetings 8 6 6 4Average Score:

33% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Support Local Conservation/ Protection 
Groups

8 6 6 4Average Score:

33% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Town Meetings 8 6 6 4Average Score:

33% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Video Tapes 8 6 6 4Average Score:

33% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Web Site 8 6 6 4Average Score:

33% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Wetlands Literature 8 6 6 4Average Score:

33% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Page 3 of 55 Wednesday, June 06, 2001Note: A blank score for an activity indicates that not enough detail w as provided by 
the municipality to assign an effect rating for score calculation.



L06
Lower 1 Subwatershed at Station(s)

Evauating Remedies for Rouge Problems: Summary of Average Impact Scores by Activity

Fishery Quality Wading/Swimming
 Quality

Canoeing/Boating 
Quality

Aesthetic

Treatment Control
CSO Control Implementation 24 0 14 12Average Score:

100% 0% 75% 100%Percent of Possible Score:

Detention Basin - Extended Dry 19 0 9 8Average Score:

79% 0% 50% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

Detention Basin - Wet 19 0 9 8Average Score:

79% 0% 50% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

Detention Basin Retrofit 19 0 9 8Average Score:

79% 0% 50% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

Detention Basin Retrofit - Evaluation 19 0 9 8Average Score:

79% 0% 50% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

Media Filters 10 0 5 8Average Score:

42% 0% 25% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

Retention - Off Channel 18 0 0 4Average Score:

75% 0% 0% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Sediment Ponds 16 6 11 12Average Score:

67% 33% 58% 100%Percent of Possible Score:

Storm w ater Infiltration Basin 20 12 12 12Average Score:

83% 67% 67% 100%Percent of Possible Score:

Sw ales and Filter Strips 20 12 12 12Average Score:

83% 67% 67% 100%Percent of Possible Score:

Treatment Basins - Investigate 8 6 6 4Average Score:

33% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Vegetated Sw ales, Encourage Use of 8 6 6 4Average Score:

33% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Wetland Conservation 20 0 5 12Average Score:

83% 0% 25% 100%Percent of Possible Score:

Wetland Inventory/Assessment 8 6 6 4Average Score:

33% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Wetlands - Constructed 20 12 12 12Average Score:

83% 67% 67% 100%Percent of Possible Score:

Uncategorized
Field Inspection Apprenticeship Average Score:

Percent of Possible Score:

Page 4 of 55 Wednesday, June 06, 2001Note: A blank score for an activity indicates that not enough detail w as provided by 
the municipality to assign an effect rating for score calculation.



L06
Lower 1 Subwatershed at Station(s)

Evauating Remedies for Rouge Problems: Summary of Average Impact Scores by Activity

Fishery Quality Wading/Swimming
 Quality

Canoeing/Boating 
Quality

Aesthetic

Well Testing Program 0 0 0 0Average Score:

0% 0% 0% 0%Percent of Possible Score:

Urban Source Control
Agricultural Manure Management 12 0 14 12Average Score:

50% 0% 75% 100%Percent of Possible Score:

Catch Basin Inspection/Cleaning/Repair 10 0 9 8Average Score:

42% 0% 50% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

Chemical Audit 5 0 5 4Average Score:

21% 0% 25% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Control runoff from new development 20 6 6 8Average Score:

83% 33% 33% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

Deicing Practices Review 3 0 0 0Average Score:

13% 0% 0% 0%Percent of Possible Score:

General Permit IDEP Activities 12 0 14 4Average Score:

50% 0% 75% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

GIS Data, Develop 8 0 5 4Average Score:

33% 0% 25% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Golf Course/ Recreation Area Management 14 0 5 4Average Score:

58% 0% 25% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Golf Course/Recreation Area Management 14 0 5 4Average Score:

58% 0% 25% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Goose Control Program 2 0 14 12Average Score:

8% 0% 75% 100%Percent of Possible Score:

Greenway Plan 11 12 8 12Average Score:

46% 67% 42% 100%Percent of Possible Score:

HHW Collection 3 0 0 4Average Score:

13% 0% 0% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

IDEP Database 12 0 14 4Average Score:

50% 0% 75% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

IDEP Hotline 12 0 14 4Average Score:

50% 0% 75% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

IDEP Inspection of Publicly owned Facilities 12 0 14 4Average Score:

50% 0% 75% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

IDEP Staff Training 12 0 14 4Average Score:

50% 0% 75% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Page 5 of 55 Wednesday, June 06, 2001Note: A blank score for an activity indicates that not enough detail w as provided by 
the municipality to assign an effect rating for score calculation.



L06
Lower 1 Subwatershed at Station(s)

Evauating Remedies for Rouge Problems: Summary of Average Impact Scores by Activity

Fishery Quality Wading/Swimming
 Quality

Canoeing/Boating 
Quality

Aesthetic

Illegal Dumping Prevention 5 0 5 4Average Score:

21% 0% 25% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Illicit Discharge Investigation and Correction 12 0 14 4Average Score:

50% 0% 75% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Oil and Grease Traps 10 0 9 8Average Score:

42% 0% 50% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

Ordinaince - Fertilizer 13 0 0 8Average Score:

54% 0% 0% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

Ordinance - Illegal Dumping, Enforcement 5 0 5 4Average Score:

21% 0% 25% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Ordinance - Misc. 8 6 6 4Average Score:

33% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Ordinance - Native Vegetation Use 5 0 5 12Average Score:

21% 0% 25% 100%Percent of Possible Score:

Ordinance - Natural Features 8 6 6 4Average Score:

33% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Ordinance - OSDS 13 0 14 8Average Score:

54% 0% 75% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

Ordinance - PRD 14 12 8 12Average Score:

58% 67% 42% 100%Percent of Possible Score:

Ordinance - Retention/Detention 22 18 14 8Average Score:

92% 100% 75% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

Ordinance - Storm w ater 22 18 14 8Average Score:

92% 100% 75% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

Ordinance - Wetland 20 12 8 12Average Score:

83% 67% 42% 100%Percent of Possible Score:

Ordinance - Zoning 15 6 2 4Average Score:

63% 33% 8% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

OSDS Disposal Reporting 8 0 9 4Average Score:

33% 0% 50% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

OSDS Inspections at Time of Sale 8 0 9 4Average Score:

33% 0% 50% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Pet Waste Disposal Program 5 0 14 12Average Score:

21% 0% 75% 100%Percent of Possible Score:

Pollution Prevention Initiative 8 6 6 4Average Score:

33% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Page 6 of 55 Wednesday, June 06, 2001Note: A blank score for an activity indicates that not enough detail w as provided by 
the municipality to assign an effect rating for score calculation.



L06
Lower 1 Subwatershed at Station(s)

Evauating Remedies for Rouge Problems: Summary of Average Impact Scores by Activity

Fishery Quality Wading/Swimming
 Quality

Canoeing/Boating 
Quality

Aesthetic

Public Facilities Management 5 0 5 4Average Score:

21% 0% 25% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Purchase Land to Designate as "Open Space" 14 12 8 12Average Score:

58% 67% 42% 100%Percent of Possible Score:

Rain Barrel Program  - Develop 6 0 0 4Average Score:

25% 0% 0% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Rain Barrel Program  - Implement 12 6 2 4Average Score:

50% 33% 8% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Regional Septage Disposal Facility 8 0 9 4Average Score:

33% 0% 50% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Revised Stream Jurisdiction, Explore 8 6 6 4Average Score:

33% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Sewer System Cleaning 10 0 14 8Average Score:

42% 0% 75% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

Source Controls - Investigate 8 6 6 4Average Score:

33% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Spill Response 3 0 0 4Average Score:

13% 0% 0% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Storm w ater Management Program , Update 17 0 5 4Average Score:

71% 0% 25% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Storm w ater System Master Planning/GIS 8 6 6 4Average Score:

33% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Street Sweeping Program 3 0 5 4Average Score:

13% 0% 25% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Street Waste Transfer Facility 10 0 9 8Average Score:

42% 0% 50% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

Tree Planting 8 0 0 12Average Score:

33% 0% 0% 100%Percent of Possible Score:

Unpaved Road TSS Control Program 6 0 0 12Average Score:

25% 0% 0% 100%Percent of Possible Score:

Waste Reduction/Recycling 3 0 0 4Average Score:

13% 0% 0% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Water Sampling - Evaluate Available Data 2 0 0 4Average Score:

8% 0% 0% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Water Sampling Program 5 0 5 4Average Score:

21% 0% 25% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Page 7 of 55 Wednesday, June 06, 2001Note: A blank score for an activity indicates that not enough detail w as provided by 
the municipality to assign an effect rating for score calculation.



L05
Lower 2 Subwatershed at Station(s)

Evauating Remedies for Rouge Problems: Summary of Average Impact Scores by Activity

Fishery Quality Wading/Swimming
 Quality

Canoeing/Boating 
Quality

Aesthetic

Channel Restoration/Stabilization
Bridge Repair/Replacement 0 0 0 0Average Score:

0% 0% 0% 0%Percent of Possible Score:

Creek O/M Average Score:

Percent of Possible Score:

Habitat Restoration 11 0 0 8Average Score:

61% 0% 0% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

Log Jam  Removal 5 6 2 4Average Score:

28% 33% 8% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Outlet Stabilization 6 0 0 8Average Score:

33% 0% 0% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

Outlet Stabilization, Required per Ordinance 6 0 0 8Average Score:

33% 0% 0% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

Park Improvements Average Score:

Percent of Possible Score:

River Day 3 0 0 4Average Score:

17% 0% 0% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Stream  Bank Stabilization 9 0 0 12Average Score:

50% 0% 0% 100%Percent of Possible Score:

Stream  Bank Stabilization - Bioengineered 9 0 0 12Average Score:

50% 0% 0% 100%Percent of Possible Score:

Stream  Bank Stabilization - Bioengineered, 
Recommended per Ordinance

9 0 0 12Average Score:

50% 0% 0% 100%Percent of Possible Score:

Stream  Bank Stabilization - Biotechnical 9 0 0 12Average Score:

50% 0% 0% 100%Percent of Possible Score:

Stream  Bank Stabilization - Biotechnical, 
Recommended per Ordinance

9 0 0 12Average Score:

50% 0% 0% 100%Percent of Possible Score:

Stream  Bank Stabilization - Engineered 9 0 0 12Average Score:

50% 0% 0% 100%Percent of Possible Score:

Stream  Bank Stabilization - Engineered, 
Recommended per Ordinance

9 0 0 12Average Score:

50% 0% 0% 100%Percent of Possible Score:

Stream  Bank Stabilization Inventory 9 0 0 12Average Score:

50% 0% 0% 100%Percent of Possible Score:

Stream  Bank Study 3 0 0 4Average Score:

17% 0% 0% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Page 8 of 55 Wednesday, June 06, 2001Note: A blank score for an activity indicates that not enough detail w as provided by 
the municipality to assign an effect rating for score calculation.



L05
Lower 2 Subwatershed at Station(s)

Evauating Remedies for Rouge Problems: Summary of Average Impact Scores by Activity

Fishery Quality Wading/Swimming
 Quality

Canoeing/Boating 
Quality

Aesthetic

Construction Erosion and Sediment Control
SESC Adm inistration 11 6 2 12Average Score:

61% 33% 8% 100%Percent of Possible Score:

SESC Control Implementation 11 6 2 12Average Score:

61% 33% 8% 100%Percent of Possible Score:

SESC Enforcement 11 6 2 12Average Score:

61% 33% 8% 100%Percent of Possible Score:

SESC Program 11 6 2 12Average Score:

61% 33% 8% 100%Percent of Possible Score:

Public Education and Participation
Association/School Presentations 7 6 6 4Average Score:

39% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Billboard Displays 7 6 6 4Average Score:

39% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Business BMP 5 0 5 4Average Score:

28% 0% 25% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Cable Broadcasts 7 6 6 4Average Score:

39% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Cable Broadcasts/Web Site 7 0 5 4Average Score:

39% 0% 25% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Citizens Survey 5 0 5 4Average Score:

28% 0% 25% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Council Meetings 7 6 6 4Average Score:

39% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Displays 7 6 6 4Average Score:

39% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Education Center 7 6 6 4Average Score:

39% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Email messages 7 6 6 4Average Score:

39% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Fliers and Newsletters 7 6 6 4Average Score:

39% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Flooding 5 6 2 0Average Score:

28% 33% 8% 0%Percent of Possible Score:

Page 9 of 55 Wednesday, June 06, 2001Note: A blank score for an activity indicates that not enough detail w as provided by 
the municipality to assign an effect rating for score calculation.



L05
Lower 2 Subwatershed at Station(s)

Evauating Remedies for Rouge Problems: Summary of Average Impact Scores by Activity

Fishery Quality Wading/Swimming
 Quality

Canoeing/Boating 
Quality

Aesthetic

General Permit PEP Activities 7 6 6 4Average Score:

39% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Hire Consultant/Staff 7 6 6 4Average Score:

39% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Home Lawn and Garden Maintenance 5 0 0 4Average Score:

28% 0% 0% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

IDEP Hotline, Promotion 12 0 14 4Average Score:

67% 0% 75% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

OSDS Maintenance Education 13 0 14 8Average Score:

72% 0% 75% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

Public Participation Program 7 6 6 4Average Score:

39% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Public Service Announcements 7 6 6 4Average Score:

39% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

RAP Development 7 6 6 4Average Score:

39% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Residential BMP 7 6 6 4Average Score:

39% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Riparian Landowners 7 6 6 4Average Score:

39% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

River Friendly Business Program 7 6 6 4Average Score:

39% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

River Signage 0 0 0 4Average Score:

0% 0% 0% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Rouge Education Project 7 6 6 4Average Score:

39% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

SESC for Homeowners 5 0 0 4Average Score:

28% 0% 0% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Storm Drain Labeling 5 0 5 4Average Score:

28% 0% 25% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Storm w ater Engineering Guidance 14 6 6 4Average Score:

78% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Subw atershed Plan-Community Meetings 7 6 6 4Average Score:

39% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Support Local Conservation/ Protection 
Groups

7 6 6 4Average Score:

39% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Page 10 of 55 Wednesday, June 06, 2001Note: A blank score for an activity indicates that not enough detail w as provided by 
the municipality to assign an effect rating for score calculation.



L05
Lower 2 Subwatershed at Station(s)

Evauating Remedies for Rouge Problems: Summary of Average Impact Scores by Activity

Fishery Quality Wading/Swimming
 Quality

Canoeing/Boating 
Quality

Aesthetic

Video Tapes 7 6 6 4Average Score:

39% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Web Site 7 6 6 4Average Score:

39% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Treatment Control
BMPs in Municipal Projects 7 6 6 4Average Score:

39% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

BMPs in Redevelopment 7 6 6 4Average Score:

39% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Control Runoff at DPS 17 6 6 8Average Score:

94% 33% 33% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

CSO Control Implementation 21 0 14 12Average Score:

117% 0% 75% 100%Percent of Possible Score:

CSO Inspection 7 0 5 4Average Score:

39% 0% 25% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

CSO Lining 7 0 5 4Average Score:

39% 0% 25% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

CSO Monitoring 7 0 5 4Average Score:

39% 0% 25% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

CSO Perform ance Certification 7 0 5 4Average Score:

39% 0% 25% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

CSO Responsibility 7 0 5 4Average Score:

39% 0% 25% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

CSO/SSO Study 2 0 0 4Average Score:

11% 0% 0% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Detention Basin - Extended Dry 16 0 9 8Average Score:

89% 0% 50% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

Detention Basin - Regional 16 0 9 8Average Score:

89% 0% 50% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

Detention Basin - Wet 16 0 9 8Average Score:

89% 0% 50% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

Detention Basin Maintenance 7 0 5 4Average Score:

39% 0% 25% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Detention Basin Retrofit 16 0 9 8Average Score:

89% 0% 50% 67%Percent of Possible Score:
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L05
Lower 2 Subwatershed at Station(s)

Evauating Remedies for Rouge Problems: Summary of Average Impact Scores by Activity

Fishery Quality Wading/Swimming
 Quality

Canoeing/Boating 
Quality

Aesthetic

Media Filters 10 0 5 8Average Score:

56% 0% 25% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

Pond Construction/Restoration 17 12 12 12Average Score:

94% 67% 67% 100%Percent of Possible Score:

Retention - Off Channel 15 0 0 4Average Score:

83% 0% 0% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Sediment Ponds 15 6 11 12Average Score:

83% 33% 58% 100%Percent of Possible Score:

Storm w ater Infiltration Basin 17 12 12 12Average Score:

94% 67% 67% 100%Percent of Possible Score:

Sw ales and Filter Strips 17 12 12 12Average Score:

94% 67% 67% 100%Percent of Possible Score:

Treatment/ Control BMPs 14 12 12 8Average Score:

78% 67% 67% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

Wetlands - Constructed 17 12 12 12Average Score:

94% 67% 67% 100%Percent of Possible Score:

Uncategorized
Drainage Program Average Score:

Percent of Possible Score:

Grant Application 7 6 6 4Average Score:

39% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Urban Source Control
Catch Basin Inspection/Cleaning/Repair 10 0 9 8Average Score:

56% 0% 50% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

Chemical Audit 5 0 5 4Average Score:

28% 0% 25% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Composting Program 0 0 0 0Average Score:

0% 0% 0% 0%Percent of Possible Score:

Control runoff from new development 17 6 6 8Average Score:

94% 33% 33% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

Cost Estim ates - Develop General Permit 0 0 0 0Average Score:

0% 0% 0% 0%Percent of Possible Score:

Deicing Materials - Storage Containment 
Construction

9 0 0 0Average Score:

50% 0% 0% 0%Percent of Possible Score:
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L05
Lower 2 Subwatershed at Station(s)

Evauating Remedies for Rouge Problems: Summary of Average Impact Scores by Activity

Fishery Quality Wading/Swimming
 Quality

Canoeing/Boating 
Quality

Aesthetic

Deicing Practices Review 3 0 0 0Average Score:

17% 0% 0% 0%Percent of Possible Score:

Downspout Disconnection Program 15 18 5 4Average Score:

83% 100% 25% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Drainage District Assessment 7 6 6 4Average Score:

39% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Flood Mitigation 0 0 0 0Average Score:

0% 0% 0% 0%Percent of Possible Score:

General Permit IDEP Activities 12 0 14 4Average Score:

67% 0% 75% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

GIS Data, Develop 7 0 5 4Average Score:

39% 0% 25% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Golf Course/ Recreation Area Management 13 0 5 4Average Score:

72% 0% 25% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Goose Control Program 2 0 14 12Average Score:

11% 0% 75% 100%Percent of Possible Score:

Green Roof 10 0 0 4Average Score:

56% 0% 0% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

HHW Collection 3 0 0 4Average Score:

17% 0% 0% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

IDEP Hotline 12 0 14 4Average Score:

67% 0% 75% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

IDEP Inspection of Publicly owned Facilities 12 0 14 4Average Score:

67% 0% 75% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

IDEP Staff Training 12 0 14 4Average Score:

67% 0% 75% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Illegal Dumping Prevention 5 0 5 4Average Score:

28% 0% 25% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Illicit Discharge Investigation and Correction 12 0 14 4Average Score:

67% 0% 75% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Infiltration - Increase 17 18 9 4Average Score:

94% 100% 50% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Leaf Removal 5 0 0 4Average Score:

28% 0% 0% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Manhole Evaluation and Rehabilitation 7 6 6 4Average Score:

39% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:
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L05
Lower 2 Subwatershed at Station(s)

Evauating Remedies for Rouge Problems: Summary of Average Impact Scores by Activity

Fishery Quality Wading/Swimming
 Quality

Canoeing/Boating 
Quality

Aesthetic

Oil and Grease Traps 10 0 9 8Average Score:

56% 0% 50% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

Ordinance - Illegal Dumping, Enforcement 5 0 5 4Average Score:

28% 0% 25% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Ordinance - Illicit Connection 5 0 5 4Average Score:

28% 0% 25% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Ordinance - Retention/Detention 19 18 14 8Average Score:

106% 100% 75% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

Ordinance - RV 13 0 14 4Average Score:

72% 0% 75% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Ordinance - Storm w ater 19 18 14 8Average Score:

106% 100% 75% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

Ordinance - Tree 10 0 0 8Average Score:

56% 0% 0% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

OSDS Disposal Reporting 8 0 9 4Average Score:

44% 0% 50% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

OSDS Inspections at Time of Sale 8 0 9 4Average Score:

44% 0% 50% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

OSDS Program 8 0 9 4Average Score:

44% 0% 50% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

OSDS Removal 13 0 14 8Average Score:

72% 0% 75% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

Outfall Identification-Pictures 5 0 5 4Average Score:

28% 0% 25% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Outfall Identification-Signage 5 0 5 4Average Score:

28% 0% 25% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Pollution Prevention Initiative 7 6 6 4Average Score:

39% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Public Facilities Management 5 0 5 4Average Score:

28% 0% 25% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Purchase Land to Designate as "Open Space" 12 12 8 12Average Score:

67% 67% 42% 100%Percent of Possible Score:

Rain Barrel Program  - Implement 10 6 2 4Average Score:

56% 33% 8% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Regional Septage Disposal Facility 8 0 9 4Average Score:

44% 0% 50% 33%Percent of Possible Score:
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L05
Lower 2 Subwatershed at Station(s)

Evauating Remedies for Rouge Problems: Summary of Average Impact Scores by Activity

Fishery Quality Wading/Swimming
 Quality

Canoeing/Boating 
Quality

Aesthetic

Sanitary and Storm Sewer Inspections 5 0 9 4Average Score:

28% 0% 50% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Sanitary Sewer Certification 5 0 9 4Average Score:

28% 0% 50% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Sanitary Sewer Extension 10 0 14 8Average Score:

56% 0% 75% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

Sanitary Sewer Lining 9 0 9 8Average Score:

50% 0% 50% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

Sanitary Sewer Maintenance 7 0 5 4Average Score:

39% 0% 25% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Sanitary Sewer Relief 10 0 14 8Average Score:

56% 0% 75% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

Sanitary Sewer Repairs 5 0 9 4Average Score:

28% 0% 50% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Sanitary Sewer Replacement 10 0 14 8Average Score:

56% 0% 75% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

Sanitary Sewer Storage 10 0 14 8Average Score:

56% 0% 75% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

Sewer Capacity - Increase 10 0 14 8Average Score:

56% 0% 75% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

Sewer System Cleaning 10 0 14 8Average Score:

56% 0% 75% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

SSO Identification/Control 10 0 14 8Average Score:

56% 0% 75% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

SSO Lift Station 10 0 14 8Average Score:

56% 0% 75% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

Staff Training Average Score:

Percent of Possible Score:

Staff Training - GIS 7 0 5 4Average Score:

39% 0% 25% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Storm Sewer Inspection 5 0 0 4Average Score:

28% 0% 0% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Storm Sewer Repair 0 0 0 0Average Score:

0% 0% 0% 0%Percent of Possible Score:

Storm w ater System Master Planning/GIS 7 6 6 4Average Score:

39% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:
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L05
Lower 2 Subwatershed at Station(s)

Evauating Remedies for Rouge Problems: Summary of Average Impact Scores by Activity

Fishery Quality Wading/Swimming
 Quality

Canoeing/Boating 
Quality

Aesthetic

Street Sweeping Program 3 0 5 4Average Score:

17% 0% 25% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Street Sweeping, Study 5 0 5 4Average Score:

28% 0% 25% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Street Waste Transfer Facility 10 0 9 8Average Score:

56% 0% 50% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

Subw atershed Plan 7 6 6 4Average Score:

39% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Tree Planting 8 0 0 12Average Score:

44% 0% 0% 100%Percent of Possible Score:
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US5, US6, M05, M10 & M15
Main 1/2 Subwatershed at Station(s)

Evauating Remedies for Rouge Problems: Summary of Average Impact Scores by Activity

Fishery Quality Wading/Swimming
 Quality

Canoeing/Boating 
Quality

Aesthetic

Channel Restoration/Stabilization
Bridge Repair/Replacement 0 0 0 0Average Score:

0% 0% 0% 0%Percent of Possible Score:

Creek O/M Average Score:

Percent of Possible Score:

Culvert - Improve Crossing Average Score:

Percent of Possible Score:

Habitat Restoration 7 0 0 8Average Score:

61% 0% 0% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

Log Jam  Removal 3 6 2 4Average Score:

28% 33% 8% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Outlet Stabilization 4 0 0 8Average Score:

33% 0% 0% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

River channel restoration 7 0 0 8Average Score:

61% 0% 0% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

River Day 2 0 0 4Average Score:

17% 0% 0% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Stream  Bank Stabilization 6 0 0 12Average Score:

50% 0% 0% 100%Percent of Possible Score:

Construction Erosion and Sediment Control
Ordinance - SESC 7 6 2 8Average Score:

61% 33% 8% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

SESC Adm inistration 7 6 2 12Average Score:

61% 33% 8% 100%Percent of Possible Score:

SESC Program 7 6 2 12Average Score:

61% 33% 8% 100%Percent of Possible Score:

Public Education and Participation
Cable Broadcasts 5 6 6 4Average Score:

39% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Community Events 5 6 6 4Average Score:

39% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Construction BMP 2 0 0 4Average Score:

17% 0% 0% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Displays 5 6 6 4Average Score:

39% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:
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US5, US6, M05, M10 & M15
Main 1/2 Subwatershed at Station(s)

Evauating Remedies for Rouge Problems: Summary of Average Impact Scores by Activity

Fishery Quality Wading/Swimming
 Quality

Canoeing/Boating 
Quality

Aesthetic

Education Center 5 6 6 4Average Score:

39% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Environmental Programs 5 6 6 4Average Score:

39% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Fliers and Newsletters 5 6 6 4Average Score:

39% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

HHW Management 3 0 0 4Average Score:

28% 0% 0% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Home Lawn and Garden Maintenance 3 0 0 4Average Score:

28% 0% 0% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

IDEP Hotline, Promotion 8 0 14 4Average Score:

67% 0% 75% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

List of Riparian Land Ow ners 3 0 5 4Average Score:

28% 0% 25% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

OSDS Maintenance Education 9 0 14 8Average Score:

72% 0% 75% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

Public Participation Program 5 6 6 4Average Score:

39% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Recreation - Establish 0 0 0 4Average Score:

0% 0% 0% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Riparian Landowners 5 6 6 4Average Score:

39% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

River Day, Promotion 2 0 0 4Average Score:

17% 0% 0% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

River Friendly Business Program 5 6 6 4Average Score:

39% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

River Signage 0 0 0 4Average Score:

0% 0% 0% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Rouge Education Project 5 6 6 4Average Score:

39% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Storm Drain Labeling 3 0 5 4Average Score:

28% 0% 25% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Storm w ater Education 5 6 6 4Average Score:

39% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Subw atershed Plan-Community Meetings 5 6 6 4Average Score:

39% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:
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US5, US6, M05, M10 & M15
Main 1/2 Subwatershed at Station(s)

Evauating Remedies for Rouge Problems: Summary of Average Impact Scores by Activity

Fishery Quality Wading/Swimming
 Quality

Canoeing/Boating 
Quality

Aesthetic

Support Local Conservation/ Protection 
Groups

5 6 6 4Average Score:

39% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Survey 5 6 6 4Average Score:

39% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Trout Derby 5 6 6 4Average Score:

39% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Video Tapes 5 6 6 4Average Score:

39% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Web Site 5 6 6 4Average Score:

39% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Workshops 5 6 6 4Average Score:

39% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Treatment Control
CSO Control Implementation 14 0 14 12Average Score:

117% 0% 75% 100%Percent of Possible Score:

Detention Basin - Regional 11 0 9 8Average Score:

89% 0% 50% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

Detention Basin Inventory 11 0 9 8Average Score:

89% 0% 50% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

Detention Basin Retrofit 11 0 9 8Average Score:

89% 0% 50% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

Infiltration Basins 13 18 14 8Average Score:

106% 100% 75% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

Media Filters 7 0 5 8Average Score:

56% 0% 25% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

Pond & Wetlands Restoration 11 12 12 12Average Score:

94% 67% 67% 100%Percent of Possible Score:

Pond Construction/Restoration 11 12 12 12Average Score:

94% 67% 67% 100%Percent of Possible Score:

Sediment Ponds 10 6 11 12Average Score:

83% 33% 58% 100%Percent of Possible Score:

Sw ales and Filter Strips 11 12 12 12Average Score:

94% 67% 67% 100%Percent of Possible Score:

Sw ales Maintenance/ Improvement 8 6 6 8Average Score:

67% 33% 33% 67%Percent of Possible Score:
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US5, US6, M05, M10 & M15
Main 1/2 Subwatershed at Station(s)

Evauating Remedies for Rouge Problems: Summary of Average Impact Scores by Activity

Fishery Quality Wading/Swimming
 Quality

Canoeing/Boating 
Quality

Aesthetic

Wetland Inventory/Assessment 5 6 6 4Average Score:

39% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Wetlands - Constructed 11 12 12 12Average Score:

94% 67% 67% 100%Percent of Possible Score:

Urban Source Control
Buffer Strips 3 0 0 4Average Score:

28% 0% 0% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Catch Basin Inspection/Cleaning/Repair 7 0 9 8Average Score:

56% 0% 50% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

Chemical Audit 3 0 5 4Average Score:

28% 0% 25% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Composting Program 0 0 0 0Average Score:

0% 0% 0% 0%Percent of Possible Score:

Control runoff from new development 11 6 6 8Average Score:

94% 33% 33% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

Deicing Materials - Storage Containment 
Construction

6 0 0 0Average Score:

50% 0% 0% 0%Percent of Possible Score:

Deicing Practices Program 6 0 0 0Average Score:

50% 0% 0% 0%Percent of Possible Score:

Deicing Practices Review 2 0 0 0Average Score:

17% 0% 0% 0%Percent of Possible Score:

Downspout Disconnection Program 10 18 5 4Average Score:

83% 100% 25% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Footing Drain Disconnection Program 10 18 5 4Average Score:

83% 100% 25% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

General Permit IDEP Activities 8 0 14 4Average Score:

67% 0% 75% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

GIS Data, Develop 5 0 5 4Average Score:

39% 0% 25% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Golf Course/ Recreation Area Management 9 0 5 4Average Score:

72% 0% 25% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Goose Control Program 1 0 14 12Average Score:

11% 0% 75% 100%Percent of Possible Score:

HHW Collection 2 0 0 4Average Score:

17% 0% 0% 33%Percent of Possible Score:
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US5, US6, M05, M10 & M15
Main 1/2 Subwatershed at Station(s)

Evauating Remedies for Rouge Problems: Summary of Average Impact Scores by Activity

Fishery Quality Wading/Swimming
 Quality

Canoeing/Boating 
Quality

Aesthetic

IDEP Hotline 8 0 14 4Average Score:

67% 0% 75% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Illicit Discharge Investigation and Correction 8 0 14 4Average Score:

67% 0% 75% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Inflow & Infiltration Study 11 6 15 4Average Score:

94% 33% 83% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Lake Dredging 2 0 0 0Average Score:

17% 0% 0% 0%Percent of Possible Score:

Land Use Planning 8 12 3 8Average Score:

67% 67% 17% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

Leaf Removal 3 0 0 4Average Score:

28% 0% 0% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Meadow brook Lake Restoration 2 0 0 0Average Score:

17% 0% 0% 0%Percent of Possible Score:

Modeling - H&H 3 6 2 0Average Score:

28% 33% 8% 0%Percent of Possible Score:

Native Vegetation Use 2 0 5 12Average Score:

17% 0% 25% 100%Percent of Possible Score:

Oil and Grease Traps 7 0 9 8Average Score:

56% 0% 50% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

Ordinaince - Fertilizer 9 0 0 8Average Score:

72% 0% 0% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

Ordinance - Downspout Disconnection 10 18 5 4Average Score:

83% 100% 25% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Ordinance - Environmental 5 6 6 4Average Score:

39% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Ordinance - Illegal Dumping 3 0 5 4Average Score:

28% 0% 25% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Ordinance - Natural Features 5 6 6 4Average Score:

39% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Ordinance - OSDS 9 0 14 8Average Score:

72% 0% 75% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

Ordinance - Retention/Detention 13 18 14 8Average Score:

106% 100% 75% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

Ordinance - Tree 7 0 0 8Average Score:

56% 0% 0% 67%Percent of Possible Score:
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US5, US6, M05, M10 & M15
Main 1/2 Subwatershed at Station(s)

Evauating Remedies for Rouge Problems: Summary of Average Impact Scores by Activity

Fishery Quality Wading/Swimming
 Quality

Canoeing/Boating 
Quality

Aesthetic

Ordinance - Wetland 11 12 8 12Average Score:

94% 67% 42% 100%Percent of Possible Score:

Ordinance - Wetland/ Woodland 11 12 8 12Average Score:

94% 67% 42% 100%Percent of Possible Score:

OSDS Inspection/ Maintenance 5 0 9 4Average Score:

44% 0% 50% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

OSDS Program 5 0 9 4Average Score:

44% 0% 50% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

OSDS Removal 9 0 14 8Average Score:

72% 0% 75% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

Public Facilities Management 3 0 5 4Average Score:

28% 0% 25% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Regional Septage Disposal Facilities 5 0 9 4Average Score:

44% 0% 50% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Sanitary and Storm Sewer Inspections 3 0 9 4Average Score:

28% 0% 50% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Sanitary Sewer Extension 7 0 14 8Average Score:

56% 0% 75% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

Sanitary Sewer Maintenance 5 0 5 4Average Score:

39% 0% 25% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Sanitary Sewer Metering 3 0 5 4Average Score:

28% 0% 25% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Sanitary Sewer Relief 7 0 14 8Average Score:

56% 0% 75% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

Sewer System Cleaning 7 0 14 8Average Score:

56% 0% 75% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

SSO Identification/Control 7 0 14 8Average Score:

56% 0% 75% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

Staff Training - IDEP Inspectors 8 0 14 4Average Score:

67% 0% 75% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Storm Sewer Inspection 3 0 0 4Average Score:

28% 0% 0% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Storm Sewer Projects 0 0 0 0Average Score:

0% 0% 0% 0%Percent of Possible Score:

Storm Sewer Repair 0 0 0 0Average Score:

0% 0% 0% 0%Percent of Possible Score:
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Evauating Remedies for Rouge Problems: Summary of Average Impact Scores by Activity

Fishery Quality Wading/Swimming
 Quality

Canoeing/Boating 
Quality

Aesthetic

Storm w ater Division 5 6 6 4Average Score:

39% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Storm w ater Management Office 5 6 6 4Average Score:

39% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Storm w ater System Master Planning/GIS 5 6 6 4Average Score:

39% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Street Sweeping Program 2 0 5 4Average Score:

17% 0% 25% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Study Average Score:

Percent of Possible Score:

Tree Planting 5 0 0 12Average Score:

44% 0% 0% 100%Percent of Possible Score:

Water Sampling Program 3 0 5 4Average Score:

28% 0% 25% 33%Percent of Possible Score:
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Evauating Remedies for Rouge Problems: Summary of Average Impact Scores by Activity

Fishery Quality Wading/Swimming
 Quality

Canoeing/Boating 
Quality

Aesthetic

Channel Restoration/Stabilization
Bridge Repair/Replacement 0 0 0 0Average Score:

0% 0% 0% 0%Percent of Possible Score:

Creek O/M Average Score:

Percent of Possible Score:

Habitat Restoration 12 0 0 18Average Score:

57% 0% 0% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

Log Jam  Removal 5 6 2 9Average Score:

24% 33% 8% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Outlet Stabilization 6 0 0 18Average Score:

29% 0% 0% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

Outlet Stabilization, Required per Ordinance 6 0 0 18Average Score:

29% 0% 0% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

Park Improvements Average Score:

Percent of Possible Score:

River channel restoration 12 0 0 18Average Score:

57% 0% 0% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

River Day 3 0 0 9Average Score:

14% 0% 0% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Stream  Bank Stabilization 9 0 0 27Average Score:

43% 0% 0% 100%Percent of Possible Score:

Stream  Bank Stabilization - Bioengineered 9 0 0 27Average Score:

43% 0% 0% 100%Percent of Possible Score:

Stream  Bank Stabilization - Bioengineered, 
Recommended per Ordinance

9 0 0 27Average Score:

43% 0% 0% 100%Percent of Possible Score:

Stream  Bank Stabilization - Biotechnical 9 0 0 27Average Score:

43% 0% 0% 100%Percent of Possible Score:

Stream  Bank Stabilization - Biotechnical, 
Recommended per Ordinance

9 0 0 27Average Score:

43% 0% 0% 100%Percent of Possible Score:

Stream  Bank Stabilization - Engineered 9 0 0 27Average Score:

43% 0% 0% 100%Percent of Possible Score:

Stream  Bank Stabilization - Engineered, 
Recommended per Ordinance

9 0 0 27Average Score:

43% 0% 0% 100%Percent of Possible Score:

Stream  Bank Study 3 0 0 9Average Score:

14% 0% 0% 33%Percent of Possible Score:
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Evauating Remedies for Rouge Problems: Summary of Average Impact Scores by Activity

Fishery Quality Wading/Swimming
 Quality

Canoeing/Boating 
Quality

Aesthetic

Construction Erosion and Sediment Control
SESC Adm inistration 12 6 2 27Average Score:

57% 33% 8% 100%Percent of Possible Score:

SESC Control Implementation 12 6 2 27Average Score:

57% 33% 8% 100%Percent of Possible Score:

Public Education and Participation
Association/School Presentations 8 6 6 9Average Score:

38% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Billboard Displays 8 6 6 9Average Score:

38% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Cable Broadcasts 8 6 6 9Average Score:

38% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Citizens Survey 6 0 5 9Average Score:

29% 0% 25% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Council Meetings 8 6 6 9Average Score:

38% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Displays 8 6 6 9Average Score:

38% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Education Center 8 6 6 9Average Score:

38% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Email messages 8 6 6 9Average Score:

38% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Fliers and Newsletters 8 6 6 9Average Score:

38% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Flooding 5 6 2 0Average Score:

24% 33% 8% 0%Percent of Possible Score:

General Permit PEP Activities 8 6 6 9Average Score:

38% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Hire Consultant/Staff 8 6 6 9Average Score:

38% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Home Lawn and Garden Maintenance 6 0 0 9Average Score:

29% 0% 0% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

OSDS Maintenance Education 15 0 14 18Average Score:

71% 0% 75% 67%Percent of Possible Score:
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Public Service Announcements 8 6 6 9Average Score:

38% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

RAP Development 8 6 6 9Average Score:

38% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Recreation - Establish 0 0 0 9Average Score:

0% 0% 0% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Residential BMP 8 6 6 9Average Score:

38% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Riparian Landowners 8 6 6 9Average Score:

38% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

River Friendly Business Program 8 6 6 9Average Score:

38% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

River Signage 0 0 0 9Average Score:

0% 0% 0% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Rouge Education Project 8 6 6 9Average Score:

38% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

SESC for Homeowners 6 0 0 9Average Score:

29% 0% 0% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Storm Drain Labeling 6 0 5 9Average Score:

29% 0% 25% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Storm w ater Education 8 6 6 9Average Score:

38% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Storm w ater Engineering Guidance 15 6 6 9Average Score:

71% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Subw atershed Plan-Community Meetings 8 6 6 9Average Score:

38% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Support Local Conservation/ Protection 
Groups

8 6 6 9Average Score:

38% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Video Tapes 8 6 6 9Average Score:

38% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Web Site 8 6 6 9Average Score:

38% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Treatment Control
CSO Control Implementation 24 0 14 27Average Score:

114% 0% 75% 100%Percent of Possible Score:
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CSO Inspection 8 0 5 9Average Score:

38% 0% 25% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

CSO Lining 8 0 5 9Average Score:

38% 0% 25% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

CSO Monitoring 8 0 5 9Average Score:

38% 0% 25% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

CSO Responsibility 8 0 5 9Average Score:

38% 0% 25% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Detention Basin - Extended Dry 18 0 9 18Average Score:

86% 0% 50% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

Detention Basin - Regional 18 0 9 18Average Score:

86% 0% 50% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

Detention Basin - Wet 18 0 9 18Average Score:

86% 0% 50% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

Media Filters 12 0 5 18Average Score:

57% 0% 25% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

Pond Construction/Restoration 18 12 12 27Average Score:

86% 67% 67% 100%Percent of Possible Score:

Retention - Off Channel 15 0 0 9Average Score:

71% 0% 0% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Sediment Ponds 17 6 11 27Average Score:

81% 33% 58% 100%Percent of Possible Score:

Storm w ater Infiltration Basin 18 12 12 27Average Score:

86% 67% 67% 100%Percent of Possible Score:

Sw ales and Filter Strips 18 12 12 27Average Score:

86% 67% 67% 100%Percent of Possible Score:

Wetlands - Constructed 18 12 12 27Average Score:

86% 67% 67% 100%Percent of Possible Score:

Uncategorized
Grant Application 8 6 6 9Average Score:

38% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Urban Source Control
Buffer Strips 6 0 0 9Average Score:

29% 0% 0% 33%Percent of Possible Score:
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Catch Basin Inspection/Cleaning/Repair 12 0 9 18Average Score:

57% 0% 50% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

Chemical Audit 6 0 5 9Average Score:

29% 0% 25% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Composting Program 0 0 0 0Average Score:

0% 0% 0% 0%Percent of Possible Score:

Control runoff from new development 18 6 6 18Average Score:

86% 33% 33% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

Deicing Materials - Storage Containment 
Construction

9 0 0 0Average Score:

43% 0% 0% 0%Percent of Possible Score:

Deicing Practices Review 3 0 0 0Average Score:

14% 0% 0% 0%Percent of Possible Score:

Downspout Disconnection Program 15 18 5 9Average Score:

71% 100% 25% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Drainage District Assessment 8 6 6 9Average Score:

38% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Flood Mitigation 0 0 0 0Average Score:

0% 0% 0% 0%Percent of Possible Score:

General Permit IDEP Activities 15 0 14 9Average Score:

71% 0% 75% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

GIS Data, Develop 8 0 5 9Average Score:

38% 0% 25% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Golf Course/ Recreation Area Management 14 0 5 9Average Score:

67% 0% 25% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Goose Control Program 3 0 14 27Average Score:

14% 0% 75% 100%Percent of Possible Score:

Green Roof 10 0 0 9Average Score:

48% 0% 0% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

HHW Collection 3 0 0 9Average Score:

14% 0% 0% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

IDEP - Dye Testing/ Smoke Testing 15 0 14 9Average Score:

71% 0% 75% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

IDEP Hotline 15 0 14 9Average Score:

71% 0% 75% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

IDEP Inspection of Publicly owned Facilities 15 0 14 9Average Score:

71% 0% 75% 33%Percent of Possible Score:
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IDEP Staff Training 15 0 14 9Average Score:

71% 0% 75% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Illegal Dumping Prevention 6 0 5 9Average Score:

29% 0% 25% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Illicit Discharge Investigation and Correction 15 0 14 9Average Score:

71% 0% 75% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Infiltration - Increase 18 18 9 9Average Score:

86% 100% 50% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Leaf Removal 6 0 0 9Average Score:

29% 0% 0% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Oil and Grease Traps 12 0 9 18Average Score:

57% 0% 50% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

Ordinance - Downspout Disconnection 15 18 5 9Average Score:

71% 100% 25% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Ordinance - Illegal Dumping, Enforcement 6 0 5 9Average Score:

29% 0% 25% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Ordinance - Illicit Connection 6 0 5 9Average Score:

29% 0% 25% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Ordinance - Retention/Detention 21 18 14 18Average Score:

100% 100% 75% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

Ordinance - RV 15 0 14 9Average Score:

71% 0% 75% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Ordinance - Storm w ater 21 18 14 18Average Score:

100% 100% 75% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

OSDS Disposal Reporting 9 0 9 9Average Score:

43% 0% 50% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

OSDS Inspections at Time of Sale 9 0 9 9Average Score:

43% 0% 50% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

OSDS Program 9 0 9 9Average Score:

43% 0% 50% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Pollution Prevention Initiative 8 6 6 9Average Score:

38% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Public Facilities Management 6 0 5 9Average Score:

29% 0% 25% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Purchase Land to Designate as "Open Space" 13 12 8 27Average Score:

62% 67% 42% 100%Percent of Possible Score:
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Rain Barrel Program  - Implement 10 6 2 9Average Score:

48% 33% 8% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Regional Septage Disposal Facility 9 0 9 9Average Score:

43% 0% 50% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Sanitary and Storm Sewer Inspections 6 0 9 9Average Score:

29% 0% 50% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Sanitary Sewer Lining 11 0 9 18Average Score:

52% 0% 50% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

Sanitary Sewer Relief 12 0 14 18Average Score:

57% 0% 75% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

Sewer Capacity - Increase 12 0 14 18Average Score:

57% 0% 75% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

Sewer System Cleaning 12 0 14 18Average Score:

57% 0% 75% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

SSO Identification/Control 12 0 14 18Average Score:

57% 0% 75% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

SSO Lift Station 12 0 14 18Average Score:

57% 0% 75% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

SSO Storage Tank 12 0 14 18Average Score:

57% 0% 75% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

Staff Training Average Score:

Percent of Possible Score:

Storm Sewer Inspection 6 0 0 9Average Score:

29% 0% 0% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Storm w ater System Master Planning/GIS 8 6 6 9Average Score:

38% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Street Sweeping Program 3 0 5 9Average Score:

14% 0% 25% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Street Sweeping, Study 6 0 5 9Average Score:

29% 0% 25% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Street Waste Transfer Facility 12 0 9 18Average Score:

57% 0% 50% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

Subw atershed Plan 8 6 6 9Average Score:

38% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Tree Planting 9 0 0 27Average Score:

43% 0% 0% 100%Percent of Possible Score:
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Channel Restoration/Stabilization
Habitat Restoration 12 0 0 8Average Score:

44% 0% 0% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

Log Jam  Inventory 6 8 3 4Average Score:

22% 33% 13% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Log Jam  Removal 6 8 3 4Average Score:

22% 33% 13% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Outlet Stabilization 6 0 0 8Average Score:

22% 0% 0% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

Outlet Stabilization, Required per Ordinance 6 0 0 8Average Score:

22% 0% 0% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

River Day 3 0 0 4Average Score:

11% 0% 0% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Stream  Bank Stabilization 9 0 0 12Average Score:

33% 0% 0% 100%Percent of Possible Score:

Stream  Bank Stabilization - Bioengineered 9 0 0 12Average Score:

33% 0% 0% 100%Percent of Possible Score:

Stream  Bank Stabilization - Bioengineered, 
Recommended per Ordinance

9 0 0 12Average Score:

33% 0% 0% 100%Percent of Possible Score:

Stream  Bank Stabilization - Biotechnical 9 0 0 12Average Score:

33% 0% 0% 100%Percent of Possible Score:

Stream  Bank Stabilization - Biotechnical, 
Recommended per Ordinance

9 0 0 12Average Score:

33% 0% 0% 100%Percent of Possible Score:

Stream  Bank Stabilization - Engineered 9 0 0 12Average Score:

33% 0% 0% 100%Percent of Possible Score:

Stream  Bank Stabilization - Engineered, 
Recommended per Ordinance

9 0 0 12Average Score:

33% 0% 0% 100%Percent of Possible Score:

Stream  Bank Stabilization Inventory 9 0 0 12Average Score:

33% 0% 0% 100%Percent of Possible Score:

Construction Erosion and Sediment Control
Ordinance - SESC 12 8 3 8Average Score:

44% 33% 13% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

SESC Adm inistration 12 8 3 12Average Score:

44% 33% 13% 100%Percent of Possible Score:
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SESC Control Implementation 12 8 3 12Average Score:

44% 33% 13% 100%Percent of Possible Score:

SESC Program 12 8 3 12Average Score:

44% 33% 13% 100%Percent of Possible Score:

SESC Program Communication Between 
Agencies

12 8 3 12Average Score:

44% 33% 13% 100%Percent of Possible Score:

SESC Research 6 8 3 4Average Score:

22% 33% 13% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Public Education and Participation
Adopt-A-Road Program 0 0 0 8Average Score:

0% 0% 0% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

Association/School Presentations 9 8 8 4Average Score:

33% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Billboard Displays 9 8 8 4Average Score:

33% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Business BMP 6 0 5 4Average Score:

22% 0% 20% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Cable Broadcasts 9 8 8 4Average Score:

33% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Cable Broadcasts/Web Site 9 0 5 4Average Score:

33% 0% 20% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Certification - Law n Care Service 6 0 0 4Average Score:

22% 0% 0% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Commercial Lawn Care 6 0 0 4Average Score:

22% 0% 0% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Creek Group 9 8 8 4Average Score:

33% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Detention Basin Maintenance Education 9 0 5 4Average Score:

33% 0% 20% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Displays 9 8 8 4Average Score:

33% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Email messages 9 8 8 4Average Score:

33% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Environmental Programs 9 8 8 4Average Score:

33% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:
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Fliers and Newsletters 9 8 8 4Average Score:

33% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

General Permit PEP Activities 9 8 8 4Average Score:

33% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Goose Control at Golf Courses 3 0 14 12Average Score:

11% 0% 60% 100%Percent of Possible Score:

HHW Management 6 0 0 4Average Score:

22% 0% 0% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Hire Consultant/Staff 9 8 8 4Average Score:

33% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Home Lawn and Garden Maintenance 6 0 0 4Average Score:

22% 0% 0% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Homeowner Association Handbook Average Score:

Percent of Possible Score:

IDEP Hotline, Promotion 15 0 14 4Average Score:

56% 0% 60% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Incentive Program s 9 8 8 4Average Score:

33% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Land Use Demonstration 9 0 5 4Average Score:

33% 0% 20% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Land Use Planning Education 9 8 8 4Average Score:

33% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

List of Riparian Land Ow ners 6 0 5 4Average Score:

22% 0% 20% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Messages on Water Bills 9 8 8 4Average Score:

33% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Native Vegetation/Landscaping 3 0 0 4Average Score:

11% 0% 0% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Newspaper Articles 9 8 8 4Average Score:

33% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

OSDS Maintenance Education 15 0 14 8Average Score:

56% 0% 60% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

Outdoor Classroom 9 8 8 4Average Score:

33% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Partners for Clean Streams Program 9 8 8 4Average Score:

33% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:
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Planning Commission Education 9 8 8 4Average Score:

33% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Public Participation Program 9 8 8 4Average Score:

33% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Public Service Announcements 9 8 8 4Average Score:

33% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Rain Barrels 6 0 0 4Average Score:

22% 0% 0% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Recreational Signage 9 0 5 4Average Score:

33% 0% 20% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Residential BMP 9 8 8 4Average Score:

33% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Riparian Landowners 9 8 8 4Average Score:

33% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

River Day, Promotion 3 0 0 4Average Score:

11% 0% 0% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

River Friendly Business Program 9 8 8 4Average Score:

33% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

River Friendly Neighborhood Program 9 8 8 4Average Score:

33% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

River Signage 0 0 0 4Average Score:

0% 0% 0% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Rouge Education Project 9 8 8 4Average Score:

33% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

SESC for Homeowners 6 0 0 4Average Score:

22% 0% 0% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Storm Drain Labeling 6 0 5 4Average Score:

22% 0% 20% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Storm w ater Engineering Guidance 18 8 8 4Average Score:

67% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Subw atershed Plan-Community Meetings 9 8 8 4Average Score:

33% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Support Local Conservation/ Protection 
Groups

9 8 8 4Average Score:

33% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Town Meetings 9 8 8 4Average Score:

33% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:
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Video Tapes 9 8 8 4Average Score:

33% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Volunteer stream monitoring & stew ardship 
program

9 8 8 4Average Score:

33% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Web Site 9 8 8 4Average Score:

33% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Wetlands Literature 9 8 8 4Average Score:

33% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Workshops 9 8 8 4Average Score:

33% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Treatment Control
CSO Control Implementation 27 0 14 12Average Score:

100% 0% 60% 100%Percent of Possible Score:

Detention Basin - Extended Dry 21 0 9 8Average Score:

78% 0% 40% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

Detention Basin - Wet 21 0 9 8Average Score:

78% 0% 40% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

Detention Basin Inventory 21 0 9 8Average Score:

78% 0% 40% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

Detention Basin Retrofit 21 0 9 8Average Score:

78% 0% 40% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

Detention Basin Retrofit - Evaluation 21 0 9 8Average Score:

78% 0% 40% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

Media Filters 12 0 5 8Average Score:

44% 0% 20% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

Porous Pavement BMP 6 8 3 0Average Score:

22% 33% 13% 0%Percent of Possible Score:

Retention - Off Channel 18 0 0 4Average Score:

67% 0% 0% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Sediment Ponds 18 8 12 12Average Score:

67% 33% 53% 100%Percent of Possible Score:

Storm w ater Infiltration Basin 21 15 15 12Average Score:

78% 67% 67% 100%Percent of Possible Score:

Sw ales and Filter Strips 21 15 15 12Average Score:

78% 67% 67% 100%Percent of Possible Score:
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Treatment Basins - Investigate 9 8 8 4Average Score:

33% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Wetland Buffer Strips, Enforce use of 12 8 8 8Average Score:

44% 33% 33% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

Wetland Conservation 21 0 5 12Average Score:

78% 0% 20% 100%Percent of Possible Score:

Wetland Inventory/Assessment 9 8 8 4Average Score:

33% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Wetlands - Constructed 21 15 15 12Average Score:

78% 67% 67% 100%Percent of Possible Score:

Uncategorized
Field Inspection Apprenticeship Average Score:

Percent of Possible Score:

Grant Application 9 8 8 4Average Score:

33% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Well Testing Program 0 0 0 0Average Score:

0% 0% 0% 0%Percent of Possible Score:

Urban Source Control
Agricultural Manure Management 15 0 14 12Average Score:

56% 0% 60% 100%Percent of Possible Score:

Catch Basin Cleaning Study 6 0 5 4Average Score:

22% 0% 20% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Catch Basin Inspection/Cleaning/Repair 12 0 9 8Average Score:

44% 0% 40% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

Chemical Audit 6 0 5 4Average Score:

22% 0% 20% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Composting Program 0 0 0 0Average Score:

0% 0% 0% 0%Percent of Possible Score:

Control runoff from new development 21 8 8 8Average Score:

78% 33% 33% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

Deicing Materials - Storage Containment 
Construction

9 0 0 0Average Score:

33% 0% 0% 0%Percent of Possible Score:

Deicing Practices - Train Staff 3 0 0 0Average Score:

11% 0% 0% 0%Percent of Possible Score:
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Deicing Practices Program 9 0 0 0Average Score:

33% 0% 0% 0%Percent of Possible Score:

Deicing Practices Review 3 0 0 0Average Score:

11% 0% 0% 0%Percent of Possible Score:

Ditch cleaning 0 0 0 0Average Score:

0% 0% 0% 0%Percent of Possible Score:

Downspout Disconnection Program 18 23 9 4Average Score:

67% 100% 40% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Downspout Disconnection Program  - Field 
Verify

18 23 9 4Average Score:

67% 100% 40% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Engineered Plan for Site Grading 6 0 0 4Average Score:

22% 0% 0% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

General Permit IDEP Activities 15 0 14 4Average Score:

56% 0% 60% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

GIS - Use for Illicit Connection Tracking 6 0 5 4Average Score:

22% 0% 20% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

GIS Data, Develop 9 0 5 4Average Score:

33% 0% 20% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Golf Course/ Recreation Area Management 15 0 5 4Average Score:

56% 0% 20% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Golf Course/Recreation Area Management 15 0 5 4Average Score:

56% 0% 20% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Goose Control Program 3 0 14 12Average Score:

11% 0% 60% 100%Percent of Possible Score:

Greenway Plan 12 15 11 12Average Score:

44% 67% 47% 100%Percent of Possible Score:

HHW Collection 3 0 0 4Average Score:

11% 0% 0% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

HHW Collection - Study program 3 0 0 4Average Score:

11% 0% 0% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

IDEP Database 15 0 14 4Average Score:

56% 0% 60% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

IDEP Hotline 15 0 14 4Average Score:

56% 0% 60% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

IDEP Inspection of Publicly owned Facilities 15 0 14 4Average Score:

56% 0% 60% 33%Percent of Possible Score:
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IDEP Staff Training 15 0 14 4Average Score:

56% 0% 60% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Illegal Dumping Prevention 6 0 5 4Average Score:

22% 0% 20% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Illicit Discharge Investigation and Correction 15 0 14 4Average Score:

56% 0% 60% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Interagency Coordination 9 8 8 4Average Score:

33% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Land Use Planning 15 15 6 8Average Score:

56% 67% 27% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

Meadow brook Lake Restoration 3 0 0 0Average Score:

11% 0% 0% 0%Percent of Possible Score:

Native Vegetation Use 3 0 5 12Average Score:

11% 0% 20% 100%Percent of Possible Score:

Oil and Grease Traps 12 0 9 8Average Score:

44% 0% 40% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

Ordinaince - Fertilizer 15 0 0 8Average Score:

56% 0% 0% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

Ordinance - Buffer Strip 18 8 8 12Average Score:

67% 33% 33% 100%Percent of Possible Score:

Ordinance - Environmental 9 8 8 4Average Score:

33% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Ordinance - Illegal Dumping, Enforcement 6 0 5 4Average Score:

22% 0% 20% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Ordinance - Illicit Connection 6 0 5 4Average Score:

22% 0% 20% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Ordinance - Misc. 9 8 8 4Average Score:

33% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Ordinance - Native Vegetation Use 6 0 5 12Average Score:

22% 0% 20% 100%Percent of Possible Score:

Ordinance - Natural Features 9 8 8 4Average Score:

33% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Ordinance - OSDS 15 0 14 8Average Score:

56% 0% 60% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

Ordinance - Storm w ater 24 23 18 8Average Score:

89% 100% 80% 67%Percent of Possible Score:
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Evauating Remedies for Rouge Problems: Summary of Average Impact Scores by Activity

Fishery Quality Wading/Swimming
 Quality

Canoeing/Boating 
Quality

Aesthetic

Ordinance - Wetland/ Woodland 21 15 11 12Average Score:

78% 67% 47% 100%Percent of Possible Score:

Ordinance - Zoning 15 8 3 4Average Score:

56% 33% 13% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

OSDS Correction, Enforcement 15 0 14 8Average Score:

56% 0% 60% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

OSDS Disposal Reporting 9 0 9 4Average Score:

33% 0% 40% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

OSDS Identification 6 0 5 4Average Score:

22% 0% 20% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

OSDS Inspection 9 0 9 4Average Score:

33% 0% 40% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

OSDS Inspection/ Maintenance 9 0 9 4Average Score:

33% 0% 40% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

OSDS Inspections at Time of Sale 9 0 9 4Average Score:

33% 0% 40% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Pet Waste Disposal Program 6 0 14 12Average Score:

22% 0% 60% 100%Percent of Possible Score:

Pollution Prevention Initiative 9 8 8 4Average Score:

33% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Public Facilities Management 6 0 5 4Average Score:

22% 0% 20% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Purchase Land to Designate as "Open Space" 15 15 11 12Average Score:

56% 67% 47% 100%Percent of Possible Score:

Rain Barrel Program  - Implement 12 8 3 4Average Score:

44% 33% 13% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Rain Barrel Program  - Investigate 6 0 0 4Average Score:

22% 0% 0% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Regional Septage Disposal Facilities 9 0 9 4Average Score:

33% 0% 40% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Regional Septage Disposal Facility 9 0 9 4Average Score:

33% 0% 40% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Review  of New Construction Plans 21 23 14 12Average Score:

78% 100% 60% 100%Percent of Possible Score:

Revised Stream Jurisdiction, Explore 9 8 8 4Average Score:

33% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:
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Fishery Quality Wading/Swimming
 Quality

Canoeing/Boating 
Quality

Aesthetic

Sanitary and Storm Sewer Inspections 6 0 9 4Average Score:

22% 0% 40% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Sanitary Sewer Construction 12 0 14 8Average Score:

44% 0% 60% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

Sewer System Cleaning 12 0 14 8Average Score:

44% 0% 60% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

Source Controls - Investigate 9 8 8 4Average Score:

33% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Spill Response 3 0 0 4Average Score:

11% 0% 0% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

SSO Identification/Control 12 0 14 8Average Score:

44% 0% 60% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

Staff Training Average Score:

Percent of Possible Score:

Staff Training - GIS 9 0 5 4Average Score:

33% 0% 20% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Staff Training - IDEP Inspectors 15 0 14 4Average Score:

56% 0% 60% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Staff Training - OSDS 6 0 5 4Average Score:

22% 0% 20% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Storm Sewer Repair 0 0 0 0Average Score:

0% 0% 0% 0%Percent of Possible Score:

Storm w ater Management Program , Update 18 0 5 4Average Score:

67% 0% 20% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Storm w ater Master Plan 9 8 8 4Average Score:

33% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Storm w ater System Master Planning/GIS 9 8 8 4Average Score:

33% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Street Sweeping Program 3 0 5 4Average Score:

11% 0% 20% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Street Sweeping, Study 6 0 5 4Average Score:

22% 0% 20% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Street Waste Transfer Facility 12 0 9 8Average Score:

44% 0% 40% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

Subw atershed Plan 9 8 8 4Average Score:

33% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:
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Fishery Quality Wading/Swimming
 Quality

Canoeing/Boating 
Quality

Aesthetic

Tree Planting 9 0 0 12Average Score:

33% 0% 0% 100%Percent of Possible Score:

Unpaved Road TSS Control Program 6 0 0 12Average Score:

22% 0% 0% 100%Percent of Possible Score:

Waste Reduction/Recycling 3 0 0 4Average Score:

11% 0% 0% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Water Sampling Program 6 0 5 4Average Score:

22% 0% 20% 33%Percent of Possible Score:
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Channel Restoration/Stabilization
Creek O/M Average Score:

Percent of Possible Score:

Habitat Restoration 12 0 0 8Average Score:

44% 0% 0% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

Log Jam  Removal 6 8 3 4Average Score:

22% 33% 13% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Outlet Stabilization 6 0 0 8Average Score:

22% 0% 0% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

Outlet Stabilization, Required per Ordinance 6 0 0 8Average Score:

22% 0% 0% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

Park Improvements Average Score:

Percent of Possible Score:

River Day 3 0 0 4Average Score:

11% 0% 0% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Stream  Bank Stabilization 9 0 0 12Average Score:

33% 0% 0% 100%Percent of Possible Score:

Stream  Bank Stabilization - Bioengineered 9 0 0 12Average Score:

33% 0% 0% 100%Percent of Possible Score:

Stream  Bank Stabilization - Bioengineered, 
Recommended per Ordinance

9 0 0 12Average Score:

33% 0% 0% 100%Percent of Possible Score:

Stream  Bank Stabilization - Biotechnical 9 0 0 12Average Score:

33% 0% 0% 100%Percent of Possible Score:

Stream  Bank Stabilization - Biotechnical, 
Recommended per Ordinance

9 0 0 12Average Score:

33% 0% 0% 100%Percent of Possible Score:

Stream  Bank Stabilization - Engineered 9 0 0 12Average Score:

33% 0% 0% 100%Percent of Possible Score:

Stream  Bank Stabilization - Engineered, 
Recommended per Ordinance

9 0 0 12Average Score:

33% 0% 0% 100%Percent of Possible Score:

Construction Erosion and Sediment Control
SESC Adm inistration 12 8 3 12Average Score:

44% 33% 13% 100%Percent of Possible Score:

SESC Control Implementation 12 8 3 12Average Score:

44% 33% 13% 100%Percent of Possible Score:
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Fishery Quality Wading/Swimming
 Quality

Canoeing/Boating 
Quality

Aesthetic

SESC Education 6 0 0 4Average Score:

22% 0% 0% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

SESC Enforcement 12 8 3 12Average Score:

44% 33% 13% 100%Percent of Possible Score:

SESC Program 12 8 3 12Average Score:

44% 33% 13% 100%Percent of Possible Score:

Public Education and Participation
Association/School Presentations 9 8 8 4Average Score:

33% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Billboard Displays 9 8 8 4Average Score:

33% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Business BMP 6 0 5 4Average Score:

22% 0% 20% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Cable Broadcasts 9 8 8 4Average Score:

33% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Cable Broadcasts/Web Site 9 0 5 4Average Score:

33% 0% 20% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Citizens Survey 6 0 5 4Average Score:

22% 0% 20% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Council Meetings 9 8 8 4Average Score:

33% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Displays 9 8 8 4Average Score:

33% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Education Center 9 8 8 4Average Score:

33% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Email messages 9 8 8 4Average Score:

33% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Fliers and Newsletters 9 8 8 4Average Score:

33% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Flooding 6 8 3 0Average Score:

22% 33% 13% 0%Percent of Possible Score:

General Permit PEP Activities 9 8 8 4Average Score:

33% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

HHW Management 6 0 0 4Average Score:

22% 0% 0% 33%Percent of Possible Score:
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Fishery Quality Wading/Swimming
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Canoeing/Boating 
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Hire Consultant/Staff 9 8 8 4Average Score:

33% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Home Lawn and Garden Maintenance 6 0 0 4Average Score:

22% 0% 0% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

IDEP Hotline, Promotion 15 0 14 4Average Score:

56% 0% 60% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

OSDS Maintenance Education 15 0 14 8Average Score:

56% 0% 60% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

Public Participation Program 9 8 8 4Average Score:

33% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Public Service Announcements 9 8 8 4Average Score:

33% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

RAP Development 9 8 8 4Average Score:

33% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Residential BMP 9 8 8 4Average Score:

33% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

River Friendly Business Program 9 8 8 4Average Score:

33% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

River Signage 0 0 0 4Average Score:

0% 0% 0% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Rouge Education Project 9 8 8 4Average Score:

33% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

SESC for Homeowners 6 0 0 4Average Score:

22% 0% 0% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Storm Drain Labeling 6 0 5 4Average Score:

22% 0% 20% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Storm w ater Engineering Guidance 18 8 8 4Average Score:

67% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Subw atershed Plan-Community Meetings 9 8 8 4Average Score:

33% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Support Local Conservation/ Protection 
Groups

9 8 8 4Average Score:

33% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Video Tapes 9 8 8 4Average Score:

33% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Web Site 9 8 8 4Average Score:

33% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:
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Fishery Quality Wading/Swimming
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Treatment Control
Control Runoff at DPS 21 8 8 8Average Score:

78% 33% 33% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

CSO Control Implementation 27 0 14 12Average Score:

100% 0% 60% 100%Percent of Possible Score:

CSO Inspection 9 0 5 4Average Score:

33% 0% 20% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

CSO Monitoring 9 0 5 4Average Score:

33% 0% 20% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

CSO Perform ance Certification 9 0 5 4Average Score:

33% 0% 20% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

CSO Responsibility 9 0 5 4Average Score:

33% 0% 20% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

CSO/SSO Study 3 0 0 4Average Score:

11% 0% 0% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Detention Basin - Extended Dry 21 0 9 8Average Score:

78% 0% 40% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

Detention Basin - Regional 21 0 9 8Average Score:

78% 0% 40% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

Detention Basin - Wet 21 0 9 8Average Score:

78% 0% 40% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

Detention Basin Maintenance 9 0 5 4Average Score:

33% 0% 20% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Media Filters 12 0 5 8Average Score:

44% 0% 20% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

Pond Construction/Restoration 21 15 15 12Average Score:

78% 67% 67% 100%Percent of Possible Score:

Retention - Off Channel 18 0 0 4Average Score:

67% 0% 0% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Sediment Ponds 18 8 12 12Average Score:

67% 33% 53% 100%Percent of Possible Score:

Storm w ater Infiltration Basin 21 15 15 12Average Score:

78% 67% 67% 100%Percent of Possible Score:

Sw ales and Filter Strips 21 15 15 12Average Score:

78% 67% 67% 100%Percent of Possible Score:
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Fishery Quality Wading/Swimming
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Treatment/ Control BMPs 18 15 15 8Average Score:

67% 67% 67% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

Wetlands - Constructed 21 15 15 12Average Score:

78% 67% 67% 100%Percent of Possible Score:

Uncategorized
Drainage Program Average Score:

Percent of Possible Score:

Grant Application 9 8 8 4Average Score:

33% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Urban Source Control
Catch Basin Inspection/Cleaning/Repair 12 0 9 8Average Score:

44% 0% 40% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

Chemical Audit 6 0 5 4Average Score:

22% 0% 20% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Composting Program 0 0 0 0Average Score:

0% 0% 0% 0%Percent of Possible Score:

Control runoff from new development 21 8 8 8Average Score:

78% 33% 33% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

Cost Estim ates - Develop General Permit 0 0 0 0Average Score:

0% 0% 0% 0%Percent of Possible Score:

Deicing Practices Review 3 0 0 0Average Score:

11% 0% 0% 0%Percent of Possible Score:

Downspout Disconnection Program 18 23 9 4Average Score:

67% 100% 40% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Drainage District Assessment 9 8 8 4Average Score:

33% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Flood Mitigation 0 0 0 0Average Score:

0% 0% 0% 0%Percent of Possible Score:

General Permit IDEP Activities 15 0 14 4Average Score:

56% 0% 60% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

GIS Data, Develop 9 0 5 4Average Score:

33% 0% 20% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Golf Course/ Recreation Area Management 15 0 5 4Average Score:

56% 0% 20% 33%Percent of Possible Score:
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Goose Control Program 3 0 14 12Average Score:

11% 0% 60% 100%Percent of Possible Score:

HHW Collection 3 0 0 4Average Score:

11% 0% 0% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

IDEP Hotline 15 0 14 4Average Score:

56% 0% 60% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

IDEP Inspection of Publicly owned Facilities 15 0 14 4Average Score:

56% 0% 60% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

IDEP Staff Training 15 0 14 4Average Score:

56% 0% 60% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Illegal Dumping Prevention 6 0 5 4Average Score:

22% 0% 20% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Illicit Discharge Investigation and Correction 15 0 14 4Average Score:

56% 0% 60% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Leaf Removal 6 0 0 4Average Score:

22% 0% 0% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Manhole Evaluation and Rehabilitation 9 8 8 4Average Score:

33% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Oil and Grease Traps 12 0 9 8Average Score:

44% 0% 40% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

Ordinance - Illegal Dumping, Enforcement 6 0 5 4Average Score:

22% 0% 20% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Ordinance - Illicit Connection 6 0 5 4Average Score:

22% 0% 20% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Ordinance - Misc. 9 8 8 4Average Score:

33% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Ordinance - Retention/Detention 24 23 18 8Average Score:

89% 100% 80% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

Ordinance - RV 15 0 14 4Average Score:

56% 0% 60% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Ordinance - Storm w ater 24 23 18 8Average Score:

89% 100% 80% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

Ordinance - Tree 12 0 0 8Average Score:

44% 0% 0% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

OSDS Disposal Reporting 9 0 9 4Average Score:

33% 0% 40% 33%Percent of Possible Score:
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OSDS Inspections at Time of Sale 9 0 9 4Average Score:

33% 0% 40% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

OSDS Program 9 0 9 4Average Score:

33% 0% 40% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

OSDS Removal 15 0 14 8Average Score:

56% 0% 60% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

Outfall Identification-Pictures 6 0 5 4Average Score:

22% 0% 20% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Outfall Identification-Signage 6 0 5 4Average Score:

22% 0% 20% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Pollution Prevention Initiative 9 8 8 4Average Score:

33% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Public Facilities Management 6 0 5 4Average Score:

22% 0% 20% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Purchase Land to Designate as "Open Space" 15 15 11 12Average Score:

56% 67% 47% 100%Percent of Possible Score:

Regional Septage Disposal Facility 9 0 9 4Average Score:

33% 0% 40% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Sanitary and Storm Sewer Inspections 6 0 9 4Average Score:

22% 0% 40% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Sanitary Sewer Certification 6 0 9 4Average Score:

22% 0% 40% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Sanitary Sewer Extension 12 0 14 8Average Score:

44% 0% 60% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

Sanitary Sewer Lining 12 0 9 8Average Score:

44% 0% 40% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

Sanitary Sewer Maintenance 9 0 5 4Average Score:

33% 0% 20% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Sanitary Sewer Relief 12 0 14 8Average Score:

44% 0% 60% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

Sanitary Sewer Repairs 6 0 9 4Average Score:

22% 0% 40% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Sanitary Sewer Storage 12 0 14 8Average Score:

44% 0% 60% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

Sewer Capacity - Increase 12 0 14 8Average Score:

44% 0% 60% 67%Percent of Possible Score:
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Sewer System Cleaning 12 0 14 8Average Score:

44% 0% 60% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

SSO Identification/Control 12 0 14 8Average Score:

44% 0% 60% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

SSO Lift Station 12 0 14 8Average Score:

44% 0% 60% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

Staff Training Average Score:

Percent of Possible Score:

Staff Training - GIS 9 0 5 4Average Score:

33% 0% 20% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Storm Sewer Inspection 6 0 0 4Average Score:

22% 0% 0% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Storm Sewer Repair 0 0 0 0Average Score:

0% 0% 0% 0%Percent of Possible Score:

Storm w ater System Master Planning/GIS 9 8 8 4Average Score:

33% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Street Sweeping Program 3 0 5 4Average Score:

11% 0% 20% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Street Sweeping, Study 6 0 5 4Average Score:

22% 0% 20% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Street Waste Transfer Facility 12 0 9 8Average Score:

44% 0% 40% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

Subw atershed Plan 9 8 8 4Average Score:

33% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Tree Planting 9 0 0 12Average Score:

33% 0% 0% 100%Percent of Possible Score:
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Channel Restoration/Stabilization
Habitat Restoration 7 0 0 8Average Score:

46% 0% 0% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

Log Jam  Inventory 4 9 3 4Average Score:

25% 33% 13% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Log Jam  Removal 4 9 3 4Average Score:

25% 33% 13% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Outlet Stabilization 4 0 0 8Average Score:

25% 0% 0% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

Outlet Stabilization, Required per Ordinance 4 0 0 8Average Score:

25% 0% 0% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

River Day 2 0 0 4Average Score:

13% 0% 0% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Stream  Bank Stabilization - Bioengineered 6 0 0 12Average Score:

38% 0% 0% 100%Percent of Possible Score:

Stream  Bank Stabilization - Bioengineered, 
Recommended per Ordinance

6 0 0 12Average Score:

38% 0% 0% 100%Percent of Possible Score:

Stream  Bank Stabilization - Biotechnical 6 0 0 12Average Score:

38% 0% 0% 100%Percent of Possible Score:

Stream  Bank Stabilization - Biotechnical, 
Recommended per Ordinance

6 0 0 12Average Score:

38% 0% 0% 100%Percent of Possible Score:

Stream  Bank Stabilization - Engineered 6 0 0 12Average Score:

38% 0% 0% 100%Percent of Possible Score:

Stream  Bank Stabilization - Engineered, 
Recommended per Ordinance

6 0 0 12Average Score:

38% 0% 0% 100%Percent of Possible Score:

Stream  Bank Stabilization Inventory 6 0 0 12Average Score:

38% 0% 0% 100%Percent of Possible Score:

Construction Erosion and Sediment Control
Ordinance - SESC 8 9 3 8Average Score:

50% 33% 13% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

SESC Adm inistration 7 9 3 12Average Score:

46% 33% 13% 100%Percent of Possible Score:

SESC Control Implementation 7 9 3 12Average Score:

46% 33% 13% 100%Percent of Possible Score:
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SESC Education 3 0 0 4Average Score:

21% 0% 0% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Public Education and Participation
Association/School Presentations 5 9 8 4Average Score:

33% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Billboard Displays 5 9 8 4Average Score:

33% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Cable Broadcasts 5 9 8 4Average Score:

33% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Cable Broadcasts/Web Site 5 0 5 4Average Score:

33% 0% 20% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Certification - Law n Care Service 3 0 0 4Average Score:

21% 0% 0% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Displays 5 9 8 4Average Score:

33% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Email messages 5 9 8 4Average Score:

33% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Fliers and Newsletters 5 9 8 4Average Score:

33% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

General Permit PEP Activities 5 9 8 4Average Score:

33% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

HHW Management 3 0 0 4Average Score:

21% 0% 0% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Hire Consultant/Staff 5 9 8 4Average Score:

33% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Home Lawn and Garden Maintenance 3 0 0 4Average Score:

21% 0% 0% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Messages on Water Bills 5 9 8 4Average Score:

33% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

OSDS Maintenance Education 9 0 14 8Average Score:

54% 0% 60% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

Outdoor Classroom 5 9 8 4Average Score:

33% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Public Service Announcements 5 9 8 4Average Score:

33% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:
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Fishery Quality Wading/Swimming
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Canoeing/Boating 
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Aesthetic

Recreational Signage 5 0 5 4Average Score:

33% 0% 20% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

River Day, Promotion 2 0 0 4Average Score:

13% 0% 0% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

River Friendly Business Program 5 9 8 4Average Score:

33% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

River Friendly Neighborhood Program 5 9 8 4Average Score:

33% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

River Signage 0 0 0 4Average Score:

0% 0% 0% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Rouge Education Project 5 9 8 4Average Score:

33% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

SESC for Homeowners 3 0 0 4Average Score:

21% 0% 0% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Storm Drain Labeling 3 0 5 4Average Score:

21% 0% 20% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Storm w ater Education 5 9 8 4Average Score:

33% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Storm w ater Engineering Guidance 11 9 8 4Average Score:

71% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Subw atershed Plan-Community Meetings 5 9 8 4Average Score:

33% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Support Local Conservation/ Protection 
Groups

5 9 8 4Average Score:

33% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Video Tapes 5 9 8 4Average Score:

33% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Volunteer stream monitoring & stew ardship 
program

5 9 8 4Average Score:

33% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Web Site 5 9 8 4Average Score:

33% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Treatment Control
CSO Control Implementation 16 0 14 12Average Score:

100% 0% 60% 100%Percent of Possible Score:

Detention Basin - Extended Dry 13 0 9 8Average Score:

79% 0% 40% 67%Percent of Possible Score:
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Detention Basin - Wet 13 0 9 8Average Score:

79% 0% 40% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

Detention Basin Retrofit 13 0 9 8Average Score:

79% 0% 40% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

Media Filters 7 0 5 8Average Score:

42% 0% 20% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

Porous Pavement BMP 4 9 3 0Average Score:

25% 33% 13% 0%Percent of Possible Score:

Retention - Off Channel 12 0 0 4Average Score:

75% 0% 0% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Sediment Ponds 11 9 12 12Average Score:

67% 33% 53% 100%Percent of Possible Score:

Storm w ater Infiltration Basin 13 18 15 12Average Score:

83% 67% 67% 100%Percent of Possible Score:

Sw ales and Filter Strips 13 18 15 12Average Score:

83% 67% 67% 100%Percent of Possible Score:

Wetlands - Constructed 13 18 15 12Average Score:

83% 67% 67% 100%Percent of Possible Score:

Uncategorized
Grant Application 5 9 8 4Average Score:

33% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Urban Source Control
Catch Basin Inspection/Cleaning/Repair 7 0 9 8Average Score:

42% 0% 40% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

Chemical Audit 3 0 5 4Average Score:

21% 0% 20% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Control runoff from new development 13 9 8 8Average Score:

83% 33% 33% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

Deicing Practices Review 2 0 0 0Average Score:

13% 0% 0% 0%Percent of Possible Score:

General Permit IDEP Activities 8 0 14 4Average Score:

50% 0% 60% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Golf Course/ Recreation Area Management 9 0 5 4Average Score:

58% 0% 20% 33%Percent of Possible Score:
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Goose Control Program 1 0 14 12Average Score:

8% 0% 60% 100%Percent of Possible Score:

HHW Collection 2 0 0 4Average Score:

13% 0% 0% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

IDEP Hotline 8 0 14 4Average Score:

50% 0% 60% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

IDEP Inspection of Publicly owned Facilities 8 0 14 4Average Score:

50% 0% 60% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

IDEP Staff Training 8 0 14 4Average Score:

50% 0% 60% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Illicit Discharge Investigation and Correction 8 0 14 4Average Score:

50% 0% 60% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Land Use Planning 9 18 6 8Average Score:

58% 67% 27% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

Meadow brook Lake Restoration 2 0 0 0Average Score:

13% 0% 0% 0%Percent of Possible Score:

Oil and Grease Traps 7 0 9 8Average Score:

42% 0% 40% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

Ordinance - Buffer Strip 11 9 8 12Average Score:

67% 33% 33% 100%Percent of Possible Score:

Ordinance - Illegal Dumping, Enforcement 3 0 5 4Average Score:

21% 0% 20% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Ordinance - Illicit Connection 3 0 5 4Average Score:

21% 0% 20% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Ordinance - Misc. 5 9 8 4Average Score:

33% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Ordinance - OSDS 9 0 14 8Average Score:

54% 0% 60% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

Ordinance - Storm w ater 15 27 18 8Average Score:

92% 100% 80% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

Ordinance - Wetland/ Woodland 13 18 11 12Average Score:

83% 67% 47% 100%Percent of Possible Score:

OSDS Disposal Reporting 5 0 9 4Average Score:

33% 0% 40% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

OSDS Inspections at Time of Sale 5 0 9 4Average Score:

33% 0% 40% 33%Percent of Possible Score:
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OSDS Maintenance 9 0 14 8Average Score:

54% 0% 60% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

Public Facilities Management 3 0 5 4Average Score:

21% 0% 20% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Rain Barrel Program  - Implement 8 9 3 4Average Score:

50% 33% 13% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Regional Septage Disposal Facilities 5 0 9 4Average Score:

33% 0% 40% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Regional Septage Disposal Facility 5 0 9 4Average Score:

33% 0% 40% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Sewer System Cleaning 7 0 14 8Average Score:

42% 0% 60% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

SSO Identification/Control 7 0 14 8Average Score:

42% 0% 60% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

Staff Training Average Score:

Percent of Possible Score:

Storm Sewer Inspection 3 0 0 4Average Score:

21% 0% 0% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Storm w ater Master Plan 5 9 8 4Average Score:

33% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Storm w ater System Master Planning/GIS 5 9 8 4Average Score:

33% 33% 33% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Street Sweeping Program 2 0 5 4Average Score:

13% 0% 20% 33%Percent of Possible Score:

Street Waste Transfer Facility 7 0 9 8Average Score:

42% 0% 40% 67%Percent of Possible Score:

Water Sampling Program 3 0 5 4Average Score:

21% 0% 20% 33%Percent of Possible Score:
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