
Brazos G Regional Water Planning Group 
 

Interpretive Assumptions for Application of 

Uniform Standards for Prioritization of Projects 

in the 2016 Brazos G Regional Water Plan 

 

 

The following identifies specific standards and how the Brazos G Regional Water Planning 

Group chose to apply those standards when assigning points to strategies in the regional water 

plan. 

 

Potential SWIFT Funding Category 

Mainstream 

• All projects. 

Rural / Agricultural Conservation 

• Projects which will supply County-Other Water User Groups (WUGs) or which will 

supply WUGs serving less than 10,000 people in 2020 or located in a county with a 2020 

population less than 50,000 and Irrigation Conservation. 

Conservation / Reuse 

• All conservation and reuse projects. 

 

1. Decade of Need for Project 

A. What is the decade the Regional Water Plan (RWP) shows the project comes online? 

• For a project with multiple participants having different decades for initial needs, use the 

first decade of need of any of the participants for the entire project. 

B. In what decade is initial funding needed? 

• Use the Infrastructure Financing Report (IFR) response, if available. 

• If no IFR response is available, use one (1) decade prior to the decade at which the 

project comes online. 

 

2. Project Feasibility 

A. What supporting data are available to show that the quantity of water needed is available? 

• Groundwater strategies were given a lower predictability (3) than surface water and reuse 

strategies (5) since there is no guarantee that the supply will be physically present due to 

differences in regulations to protect the volume over time. 

B. If necessary, does the sponsor hold necessary legal rights, water rights and/or contracts to use 

the water that this project would require? 

• Account for updated permitting milestones reached since publication of the 2016 RWP, if 

known. 



• A permit for part of the planned project firm yield may receive 5 points. 

C. What level of engineering and/or planning has been accomplished for this project? 

• Account for updated engineering/planning milestones reached since publication of the 

2016 RWP, if known. 

 

3. Project Viability 

C. Is this project the only economically feasible source of new supply for the WUG, other than 

conservation? 

• If there is only one WMS or only one WMS in addition to Conservation recommended 

for the WUG, then answer “Yes” for 5 points.  Otherwise, answer “No” for 0 points. 

• Only projects listed as recommended or alternative strategies in the 2016 Plan will be 

considered. 

 

4. Project Sustainability 

A. Over what period of time is this project expected to provide water (regardless of the planning 

period)? 

• Groundwater production permits or other short-term source water contracts and leases are 

assumed to be renewed for more than 20 years. 

B. Does the volume of water supplied by the project change over the regional water planning 

period? 

• Focus on sustainability of supplies developed, not phased project implementation. 

• It is understood that the yield of many reservoir projects will decrease over time; 

however, these projects were assumed to have a contract yield during the planning 

period. 

 

5. Project Cost Effectiveness 

A. What is the expected unit cost of water supplied by this project compared to the median unit 

cost of all other recommended strategies in the region’s current RWP? 

• All unit costs used for prioritizing the 2016 RWP will be from the 2016 RWP. 

• For a project serving multiple WUGs, unique unit costs will be used for scoring each 

individual strategy’s  cost effectiveness for each participating WUG or Wholesale Water 

Provider (WWP).  This unit cost is calculated as the annual cost during the debt service 

period divided by the full planned firm yield of the project. 

• When calculating the median cost of projects in the plan, all projects with a zero cost 

were removed from the median calculation, but were still assigned points based upon 

their zero cost compared to the median.  

• Some strategies do not have a project yield and calculation of unit costs is impossible.  

These strategies were given zero points for this category 


