Workstream 1 — Promote human-rights-based approaches to water, sanitation, wastewater, and water quality across all contexts
Final Scoring (Voting Round 2) — Priority Actions Scoring Template
Interactive Dialogue (a): Water for People — 2026 United Nations Water Conference
Introduction
Dear colleagues, thank you for taking part in the scoring process for the Priority Actions under Workstream 1 of the 2026 United Nations Water Conference (Interactive Dialogue (a): Water for People).
This form has been designed to help participating organisations assess and rank the Priority Action submissions that have advanced to the final selection round. It contains the five shortlisted submissions, together with the agreed evaluation criteria and weighting system.
Each participating organisation is invited to review the submissions and provide its assessment by scoring each criterion on a scale from 1 (very weak) to 5 (very strong). A short description of each submission is provided, and the full submission can be accessed via the link included with each entry below. To ensure fairness and transparency, organisations should not score their own submissions.
Once all scoring forms have been received, the Secretariat will compile the results, apply the agreed weightings, calculate the weighted scores for each submission, and produce the final ranking. The highest-ranked Priority Actions will form the basis of the recommendations for the Workstream 1 outcomes.
Voting organisation
	Organisation
	

	Name of Authorised Representative
	

	Email of Authorised Representative
	

	Date
	


☐  I confirm that the scores provided reflect the official assessment of my organisation and that no scores have been assigned to proposals submitted by my own organisation.
Scoring rules
All submitting organisations are required to participate in the scoring process as a condition for their proposal to remain eligible.
Each organisation should (if possible) review and score all eligible Priority Action submissions.
Each organisation may submit only one consolidated scoring form. Multiple submissions from the same organisation will not be accepted.
Participating organisations may not score their own submissions. Any self-scoring should be marked as “Not Applicable (N/A)” and will be excluded from the final calculation.
Completed scoring forms should be submitted by 25 June 2026, 24:00 CET.
All scoring forms should be returned by email to susana@giz.de.
Only scores received before the submission deadline will be considered.
How to score
For each submission, please select one score (1–5) for every evaluation criterion, using the scoring scale provided beneath each table. The scoring scale is:
1 — Very weak:  Does not meet the criterion; very limited evidence.
2 — Weak:  Partially meets the criterion; notable gaps.
3 — Moderate:  Adequately meets the criterion; could be strengthened.
4 — Strong:  Meets the criterion well; only minor limitations.
5 — Very strong:  Fully meets the criterion; compelling evidence.
1. Realising the human right to water through women-centered, multi-sectoral approaches
	Serial number (internal record)
	P_1

	Submitting organisation
	World Vision

	Proposal title of submission
	Realising the human right to water through women-centered, multi-sectoral approaches

	Description of action
	

	Link to full proposal
	Click here


☐  Not applicable — our organisation submitted this proposal (left unscored).
How to enter a score: click the Score box for each criterion and choose a rating from 1 to 5 in the drop-down.
	Criterion
	Weight
	Score (1–5)

	Evidence base & proven effectiveness
Supported by credible evidence from existing projects, programmes, policies or initiatives; concrete examples, documented results, lessons learned and verifiable sources show the approach has been implemented and achieved measurable outcomes.
	30%
	Select

	Feasibility & implementability
Realistic, actionable and capable of being initiated or scaled up in the short-to-medium term; implementation arrangements, responsible actors, financing pathways and delivery mechanisms are clearly identified.
	30%
	Select

	Scalability & political support
Demonstrates potential for replication and scaling across contexts and geographies, and has — or can credibly secure — support from Member States.
	25%
	Select

	Human rights impact & inclusion
Contributes to the progressive realisation of the human rights to water and sanitation, addresses inequalities, prioritises vulnerable and marginalised groups, and supports leaving no one behind.
	15%
	Select


* Scoring scale —  1 Very weak: does not meet the criterion; very limited evidence.    2 Weak: partially meets the criterion; notable gaps.    3 Moderate: adequately meets the criterion; could be strengthened.    4 Strong: meets the criterion well; only minor limitations.    5 Very strong: fully meets the criterion; compelling evidence.
Comments (optional): _______________________________________________________________
2. Recognition and respect of Indigenous Peoples' Water Governance and Management
	Serial number (internal record)
	P_2

	Submitting organisation
	Consortium of Indigenous Peoples' Organizations and Networks

	Proposal title of submission
	Recognition and respect of Indigenous Peoples' Water Governance and Management

	Description of action
	

	Link to full proposal
	Click here


☐  Not applicable — our organisation submitted this proposal (left unscored).
How to enter a score: click the Score box for each criterion and choose a rating from 1 to 5 in the drop-down.
	Criterion
	Weight
	Score (1–5)

	Evidence base & proven effectiveness
Supported by credible evidence from existing projects, programmes, policies or initiatives; concrete examples, documented results, lessons learned and verifiable sources show the approach has been implemented and achieved measurable outcomes.
	30%
	Select

	Feasibility & implementability
Realistic, actionable and capable of being initiated or scaled up in the short-to-medium term; implementation arrangements, responsible actors, financing pathways and delivery mechanisms are clearly identified.
	30%
	Select

	Scalability & political support
Demonstrates potential for replication and scaling across contexts and geographies, and has — or can credibly secure — support from Member States.
	25%
	Select

	Human rights impact & inclusion
Contributes to the progressive realisation of the human rights to water and sanitation, addresses inequalities, prioritises vulnerable and marginalised groups, and supports leaving no one behind.
	15%
	Select


* Scoring scale —  1 Very weak: does not meet the criterion; very limited evidence.    2 Weak: partially meets the criterion; notable gaps.    3 Moderate: adequately meets the criterion; could be strengthened.    4 Strong: meets the criterion well; only minor limitations.    5 Very strong: fully meets the criterion; compelling evidence.
Comments (optional): _______________________________________________________________
3. Just Water Partnership Principles: Integrating justice-based principles into Water Compacts and Country Platforms
	Serial number (internal record)
	P_3

	Submitting organisation
	WaterAid

	Proposal title of submission
	Just Water Partnership Principles: Integrating justice-based principles into Water Compacts and Country Platforms

	Description of action
	

	Link to full proposal
	Click here


☐  Not applicable — our organisation submitted this proposal (left unscored).
How to enter a score: click the Score box for each criterion and choose a rating from 1 to 5 in the drop-down.
	Criterion
	Weight
	Score (1–5)

	Evidence base & proven effectiveness
Supported by credible evidence from existing projects, programmes, policies or initiatives; concrete examples, documented results, lessons learned and verifiable sources show the approach has been implemented and achieved measurable outcomes.
	30%
	Select

	Feasibility & implementability
Realistic, actionable and capable of being initiated or scaled up in the short-to-medium term; implementation arrangements, responsible actors, financing pathways and delivery mechanisms are clearly identified.
	30%
	Select

	Scalability & political support
Demonstrates potential for replication and scaling across contexts and geographies, and has — or can credibly secure — support from Member States.
	25%
	Select

	Human rights impact & inclusion
Contributes to the progressive realisation of the human rights to water and sanitation, addresses inequalities, prioritises vulnerable and marginalised groups, and supports leaving no one behind.
	15%
	Select


* Scoring scale —  1 Very weak: does not meet the criterion; very limited evidence.    2 Weak: partially meets the criterion; notable gaps.    3 Moderate: adequately meets the criterion; could be strengthened.    4 Strong: meets the criterion well; only minor limitations.    5 Very strong: fully meets the criterion; compelling evidence.
Comments (optional): _______________________________________________________________
4. From Commitments to Action: Scaling SWA's Mutual Accountability Mechanism (MAM)
	Serial number (internal record)
	P_4

	Submitting organisation
	Sanitation and Water for All

	Proposal title of submission
	From Commitments to Action: Scaling SWA's Mutual Accountability Mechanism (MAM)

	Description of action
	

	Link to full proposal
	Click here


☐  Not applicable — our organisation submitted this proposal (left unscored).
How to enter a score: click the Score box for each criterion and choose a rating from 1 to 5 in the drop-down.
	Criterion
	Weight
	Score (1–5)

	Evidence base & proven effectiveness
Supported by credible evidence from existing projects, programmes, policies or initiatives; concrete examples, documented results, lessons learned and verifiable sources show the approach has been implemented and achieved measurable outcomes.
	30%
	Select

	Feasibility & implementability
Realistic, actionable and capable of being initiated or scaled up in the short-to-medium term; implementation arrangements, responsible actors, financing pathways and delivery mechanisms are clearly identified.
	30%
	Select

	Scalability & political support
Demonstrates potential for replication and scaling across contexts and geographies, and has — or can credibly secure — support from Member States.
	25%
	Select

	Human rights impact & inclusion
Contributes to the progressive realisation of the human rights to water and sanitation, addresses inequalities, prioritises vulnerable and marginalised groups, and supports leaving no one behind.
	15%
	Select


* Scoring scale —  1 Very weak: does not meet the criterion; very limited evidence.    2 Weak: partially meets the criterion; notable gaps.    3 Moderate: adequately meets the criterion; could be strengthened.    4 Strong: meets the criterion well; only minor limitations.    5 Very strong: fully meets the criterion; compelling evidence.
Comments (optional): _______________________________________________________________
5. Institutionalizing the 0.5% GDP Minimum Baseline for Universal Sanitation Access
	Serial number (internal record)
	P_5

	Submitting organisation
	Sustainable Sanitation Alliance

	Proposal title of submission
	Institutionalizing the 0.5% GDP Minimum Baseline for Universal Sanitation Access

	Description of action
	

	Link to full proposal
	Click here


☐  Not applicable — our organisation submitted this proposal (left unscored).
How to enter a score: click the Score box for each criterion and choose a rating from 1 to 5 in the drop-down.
	Criterion
	Weight
	Score (1–5)

	Evidence base & proven effectiveness
Supported by credible evidence from existing projects, programmes, policies or initiatives; concrete examples, documented results, lessons learned and verifiable sources show the approach has been implemented and achieved measurable outcomes.
	30%
	Select

	Feasibility & implementability
Realistic, actionable and capable of being initiated or scaled up in the short-to-medium term; implementation arrangements, responsible actors, financing pathways and delivery mechanisms are clearly identified.
	30%
	Select

	Scalability & political support
Demonstrates potential for replication and scaling across contexts and geographies, and has — or can credibly secure — support from Member States.
	25%
	Select

	Human rights impact & inclusion
Contributes to the progressive realisation of the human rights to water and sanitation, addresses inequalities, prioritises vulnerable and marginalised groups, and supports leaving no one behind.
	15%
	Select


* Scoring scale —  1 Very weak: does not meet the criterion; very limited evidence.    2 Weak: partially meets the criterion; notable gaps.    3 Moderate: adequately meets the criterion; could be strengthened.    4 Strong: meets the criterion well; only minor limitations.    5 Very strong: fully meets the criterion; compelling evidence.
Comments (optional): _______________________________________________________________
