Appendix A

Site Area Scoring and Ranking Results



Coquina Coast Seawater Desalination Project
Siting Evaluation Report

Siting Evaluation Scores and Ranking - PALM COAST
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SCORE AND RANKING SUMMARY - PALM COAST

Raw Scores Weighted Scores for Each Weighting Scenario Site Area Rankings
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Area ID - & S a = & Area ID fr} fr} 3 fr} 3 fr} fr] fr] ArealD | Ex1 | Ex2 | Ex3 | Ex4 | Ex5 | Ex6 | Ex7 | Ex8 | Rank | Min | Max
D2 4 2 4 3 4 D2 3.40 3.60 | 3.13 | 3.38 | 2.70 | 3.09 | 3.40 | 3.55 D2 11 12 12 12 12 12 12 13 12 1 13
E1l 3 2 4 4 E1l 3.20 3.00 | 2.61 | 3.08 | 2.46 | 2.71 | 3.10 | 3.15 E1l 10 10 7 10 10 10 10 10 9.625 7 10
F1 5 3 4 3 4 F1 3.80 435 3.78 | 3.87 | 3.10 | 3.63 | 3.90 | 4.10 F1 17 17 17 16 16 17 17 17 16.75 16 17
H1 3 3 4 3 4 H1 3.40 3.15| 2.74 | 3.27 | 2.62 | 2.87 | 3.30 | 3.30 H1 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 1 1 1
11 3 3 3 3 3 11 3.00 3.00 | 2.61 | 3.00 | 2.40 | 2.67 | 3.00 | 3.00 11 7 7 7 7 7 7 7 7 7 7 7
J 3 3 3 3 3 J 3.00 3.00 | 2.61 | 3.00 | 2.40 | 2.67 | 3.00 | 3.00 J 7 7 7 7 7 7 7 7 7 7 7
K1 2 2 2 3 3 K1 2.40 211 | 184|228 | 1.82 | 196 | 2.30 | 2.30 K1 2 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1.125 1 2
L 3 2 2 2 3 L 2.40 261|227 | 234188219 | 240 | 2.55 L 1 4 4 3 3 4 3 4 3.25 1 4
M 3 2 2 3 3 M 2.60 271|236 | 258 | 2.06 | 2.34 | 2.60 | 2.70 M 4 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 4.875 4 5
N1 4 3 4 3 3 N1 3.40 3.74 | 3.25 | 3.53 | 2.82 | 3.22 | 3.50 | 3.55 N1 11 14 14 13 13 13 13 12 12.88 1 14
(6] 3 2 2 3 3 (6] 2.60 271|236 | 258 | 2.06 | 2.34 | 2.60 | 2.70 (6] 4 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 4.875 4 5
P 2 2 2 3 3 P 2.40 211 184|228 1.82 | 1.96 | 2.30 | 2.30 P 2 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1125 1 2
Ql 4 4 4 4 3 Ql 3.80 3.99 (347396 | 3.16 | 3.53 | 3.90 | 3.85 Ql 16 16 16 17 17 16 16 16 16.25 16 17
R 4 3 4 4 3 R 3.60 3.84 | 3.34 | 3.77 | 3.00 | 3.37 | 3.70 | 3.70 R 14 15 15 15 15 15 14 14 14.63 14 15
S 4 3 3 4 5 S 3.80 3.72 | 3.24 | 3.62 | 290 | 3.26 | 3.70 | 3.85 S 15 13 13 14 14 14 14 15 14 13 15
U1 2 2 3 3 3 U1 2.60 225|196 | 2.51 | 2.00 | 2.13 | 2.50 | 2.45 U1l 4 3 3 4 4 3 4 3 35 3 4
V1 3 3 3 3 3 V1 3.00 3.00 | 2.61 | 3.00 | 2.40 | 2.67 | 3.00 | 3.00 V1 7 7 7 7 7 7 7 7 7 7 7
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Coquina Coast Seawater Desalination Project
Siting Evaluation Report

Siting Evaluation Scores and Ranking - LEESBURG

Siting Area Composite Ratings by Weighting Scenario - Leesburg
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SCORE AND RANKING SUMMARY - LEESBURG

Raw Scores Weighted Scores for Each Weighting Scenario Site Area Rankings
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Area ID s & 3 a x 2 Area ID ] ] ] ] ] ] ] ] ArealD | Ex1 | Ex2 | Ex3 | Ex4 | Ex5 | Ex6 | Ex7 | Ex8 | Rank | Min | Max
D2 4 2 3 4 D2 3.20| 3.02 | 2.63 | 3.00 | 242 | 2.69 | 3.10 | 3.15 D2 12 11 11 10 11 11 11 11 1 10 12
E1 4 3 3 4 E1 3.40 | 3.16 | 2.75| 3.23 | 2.60 | 2.86 | 3.30 | 3.30 E1 14 12 12 13 13 12 13 13 12.75 12 14
F1 4 3 3 4 F1 3.40| 3.16 | 2.75| 3.23 | 2.60 | 2.86 | 3.30 | 3.30 F1 14 12 12 13 13 12 13 13 12.75 12 14
H1 3 2 3 4 H1 3.00 | 2.87 | 2.50 | 2.81 | 2.26 | 2.53 | 2.90 | 3.00 H1 9 9 9 9 9 9 9 10 9.125 9 10
11 2 2 3 4 11 260|212 185|232 186|199 240 2.45 11 6 3 3 3 3 3 5 3 3.625 3 6
J 2 2 2 3 J 220201 175|204 164|181 2.10]| 2.15 J 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
K1 3 2 3 3 K1 2.80| 286|249 | 277|222 | 2.50 | 2.80 | 2.85 K1 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 3
L 2 2 3 4 L 260|212 185|232 186|199 2.40| 2.45 L 6 3 3 3 3 3 5 3 3.625 3 6
M 2 2 2 3 M 240|261 | 2.27 (234|188 | 219 2.40| 2.55 M 3 6 6 5 5 6 3 6 5 3 6
N1 2 2 2 3 N1 240|261 | 2.27 | 234|188 | 2.19| 2.40| 2.55 N1 3 6 6 5 5 6 3 6 5 3 6
o 2 2 2 2 (0} 2.00| 2.00 | 1.74 | 2.00 | 1.60 | 1.78 | 2.00 | 2.00 (0} 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
P 2 3 3 3 P 2.60| 225|196 | 251|200 | 2.13 | 2.50 | 2.45 P 5 5 5 7 7 5 7 3 55 3 7
Ql 4 3 3 2 3 Q1 3.00 | 3.50 | 3.04 | 3.06 | 2.46 | 2.90 | 3.10 | 3.25 Ql 9 14 14 12 12 14 12 12 12.38 9 14
R 4 4 3 3 3 R 3.40 | 3.75| 3.26 | 3.49| 2.80 | 3.21 | 3.50 | 3.55 R 14 16 16 16 16 16 16 16 15.75 14 16
S 4 4 3 3 3 S 3.40| 3.75| 3.26 | 3.49| 2.80 | 3.21 | 3.50 | 3.55 S 14 16 16 16 16 16 16 16 15.75 14 16
Ul 4 3 3 3 3 Ul 3.20| 3.60 | 3.13 | 3.30| 2.64 | 3.05| 3.30 | 3.40 Ul 12 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 14.63 12 15
V1 3 3 3 3 3 V1 3.00 | 3.00 | 2.61 | 3.00 | 2.40 | 2.67 | 3.00 | 3.00 V1 11 10 10 10 10 10 10 9 10 9 11
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Coquina Coast Seawater Desalination Project
Siting Evaluation Report

Siting Evaluation Scores and Ranking - DELAND

Siting Area Composite Ratings by Weighting Scenario - DeLand
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SCORE AND RANKING SUMMARY - DELAND

Raw Scores Weighted Scores for Each Weighting Scenario Site Area Rankings
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Area ID s & 3 a x 2 Area ID ] ] ] ] ] ] ] ] ArealD | Ex1 | Ex2 | Ex3 | Ex4 | Ex5 | Ex6 | Ex7 | Ex8 | Rank | Min | Max
D2 3 2 3 4 D2 3.00 | 2.87 | 2.50 | 2.81 | 2.26 | 2.53 | 2.90 | 3.00 D2 12 11 11 12 12 12 12 14 12 1 14
E1 3 2 3 4 E1 3.00 | 2.87 | 2.50 | 2.81 | 2.26 | 2.53 | 2.90 | 3.00 E1 12 11 11 12 12 12 12 14 12 1 14
F1 4 2 3 3 F1 3.00 | 3.01 | 2.62 | 296 | 2.38 | 2.66 | 3.00 | 3.00 F1 14 14 14 14 14 14 14 12 13.75 12 14
H1 4 2 3 3 H1 3.00 | 3.01 262|296 | 238 | 2.66 | 3.00 | 3.00 H1 14 14 14 14 14 14 14 12 13.75 12 14
11 2 3 2 4 11 280|276 | 240 | 2.61 | 2.10 | 2.39 | 2.70 | 2.85 11 6 7 7 7 7 7 7 8 7 6 3
J 3 2 2 3 J 240 2.16 | 1.88 | 2.23 | 1.80 | 1.97 | 2.30 | 2.30 J 4 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3.125 3 4
K1 2 3 2 2 2 K1 220 215|187 (219|176 194 2.20| 2.15 K1 1 2 2 2 2 2 2 1 1.75 1 2
L 3 3 3 2 3 L 280|290 | 252 (276|222 | 252|280 2.85 L 8 13 13 8 8 11 8 7 9.5 7 13
M 3 2 2 2 2 M 2.20| 260 | 2.26 | 2.30| 1.84 | 2.16 | 2.30 | 2.40 M 1 6 6 4 4 6 3 4 4.25 1 6
N1 2 3 2 3 3 N1 2.60| 226 | 1.97 | 2.47 | 1.98 | 2.12 | 2.50 | 2.45 N1 5 4 4 5 5 4 5 5 4.625 4 5
o 2 2 2 2 3 (0} 220|201 175|204 164|181 210 2.15 (0} 3 1 1 1 1 1 1 2 1375 1 3
P 2 3 2 3 4 P 2.80| 2.27 | 1.98 | 2.51 | 2.02 | 2.15 | 2.60 | 2.60 P 6 5 5 6 6 5 6 6 5625 5 6
Ql 3 3 2 3 3 Q1 2.80| 286|249 | 277|222 | 250 2.80| 2.85 Ql 8 8 8 9 8 8 8 9 8.25 8 9
R 3 3 2 3 3 R 2.80| 2.86 | 249|277 | 222 | 2.50 | 2.80 | 2.85 R 8 8 8 9 8 8 8 9 8.25 3 9
S 3 4 3 3 3 S 3.20| 3.15| 2.74 | 3.19 | 2.56 | 2.83 | 3.20 | 3.15 S 16 16 16 17 17 17 16 16 16.38 16 17
U1 3 3 2 3 3 Ul 2.80| 286|249 277|222 | 250 2.80 | 2.85 U1 8 8 8 9 8 8 8 9 8.25 3 9
V1 3 5 2 3 3 V1 3.20| 3.16 | 2.75| 3.15| 2.54 | 2.82 | 3.20 | 3.15 V1 16 17 17 16 16 16 16 16 16.25 16 17
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Coquina Coast Seawater Desalination Project
Siting Evaluation Report

Siting Evaluation Scores and Ranking - ST. JOHNS CO.

Siting Area Composite Ratings by Weighting Scenario - St Johns Co
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SCORE AND RANKING SUMMARY - ST. JOHNS

Raw Scores Weighted Scores for Each Weighting Scenario Site Area Rankings
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Area ID s & 3 a x 2 Area ID ] ] ] ] ] ] ] ] ArealD | Ex1 | Ex2 | Ex3 | Ex4 | Ex5 | Ex6 | Ex7 | Ex8 | Rank | Min | Max
D2 3 2 3 3 D2 2.80| 286|249 | 277|222 | 250 2.80| 2.85 D2 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6
E1 3 2 3 3 E1 2.80| 2.86 | 249|277 | 222 | 2.50 | 2.80 | 2.85 E1 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6
F1 3 3 3 3 F1 3.00 | 3.00 | 2.61 | 3.00 | 2.40 | 2.67 | 3.00 | 3.00 F1 9 9 9 10 10 10 9 9 9.375 9 10
H1 3 3 3 3 H1 3.00 | 3.00 | 2.61 | 3.00 | 2.40 | 2.67 | 3.00 | 3.00 H1 9 9 9 10 10 10 9 9 9.375 9 10
11 3 2 2 2 11 220 215|187 (219|176 1.94 | 2.20| 2.15 11 2 3 3 2 2 3 2 2 2.375 2 3
J 2 2 2 2 J 2.00| 2.00 | 1.74 | 2.00 | 1.60 | 1.78 | 2.00 | 2.00 J 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
K1 4 2 3 3 K1 3.00 | 3.01 | 2.62 | 296 | 2.38 | 2.66 | 3.00 | 3.00 K1 9 15 15 9 9 9 9 9 10.5 9 15
L 3 2 2 2 L 220 215|187 (219|176 | 1.94 | 2.20 | 2.15 L 2 3 3 2 2 3 2 2 2.375 2 3
M 3 2 3 3 M 2.80| 2.86| 249 | 277|222 | 250 2.80 | 2.85 M 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6
N1 2 2 3 2 N1 220 210 1.83 | 2.24 | 178 | 1.93 | 2.20| 2.15 N1 4 2 2 4 4 2 2 2 2.75 2 4
o 3 3 3 3 (0} 3.00 | 3.00 | 2.61 | 3.00 | 2.40 | 2.67 | 3.00 | 3.00 (0} 9 9 9 10 10 10 9 9 9.375 9 10
P 2 3 3 3 P 2.60| 225|196 | 251|200 | 2.13 | 2.50 | 2.45 P 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5
Ql 4 3 4 3 2 Q1 3.20| 3.73 | 3.24 | 3.49| 2.78 | 3.19 | 3.40 | 3.40 Ql 16 17 17 17 16 17 16 16 16.5 16 17
R 3 3 3 3 R 3.00 | 3.00 | 2.61 | 3.00 | 2.40 | 2.67 | 3.00 | 3.00 R 9 9 9 10 10 10 9 9 9.375 9 10
S 3 3 3 3 S 3.00 | 3.00 | 2.61 | 3.00 | 2.40 | 2.67 | 3.00 | 3.00 S 9 9 9 10 10 10 9 9 9.375 9 10
U1 3 3 3 3 3 Ul 3.00 | 3.00 | 2.61 | 3.00 | 2.40 | 2.67 | 3.00 | 3.00 U1 9 9 9 10 10 10 9 9 9.375 9 10
V1 3 4 3 4 4 V1 3.60 | 3.26 | 2.84 | 3.47 | 2.78 | 3.01 | 3.50 | 3.45 V1 17 16 16 16 16 16 17 17 16.38 16 17
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