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Section 1 Discretionary Permit(s) 
Form 1-1 Project Information 

Project Name Cedar Avenue Technology Park 

Project Owner Contact Name: Karen Hickey, McDonald Property Group 

Mailing 
Address:   

450 Newport Center Drive, Suite 625 
Newport Beach, CA 92661 

E-mail 
Address:   

 Telephone:   (949)655-8229 

Permit/Application Number(s):         
Tract/Parcel Map 
Number(s):   

      

Additional Information/ 
Comments: 

      

Description of Project: 
The overall site, which totals 9.8+/- acres will be developed into an industrial warehouse 
building. The project will consist of the construction of a 184,770+/- square foot warehouse 
building, associated landscaping, parking, and offsite improvements.  

Provide summary of Conceptual 
WQMP conditions (if previously 
submitted and approved). Attach 
complete copy. 

Not Applicable 
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Section 2 Project Description 
2.1 Project Information 
This section of the WQMP should provide the information listed below. The information provided for 
Conceptual/ Preliminary WQMP should give sufficient detail to identify the major proposed site design and LID 
BMPs and other anticipated water quality features that impact site planning. Final Project WQMP must 
specifically identify all BMP incorporated into the final site design and provide other detailed information as 
described herein.   

The purpose of this information is to help determine the applicable development category, pollutants of 
concern, watershed description, and long term maintenance responsibilities for the project, and any applicable 
water quality credits. This information will be used in conjunction with the information in Section 3, Site 
Description, to establish the performance criteria and to select the LID BMP or other BMP for the project or 
other alternative programs that the project will participate in, which are described in Section 4. 

Form 2.1-1  Description of Proposed Project 
1Development Category (Select all that apply): 

 Significant re-development 
involving the addition or 
replacement of 5,000 ft2or 
more of impervious surface on 
an already developed site 

New development involving 
the creation of 10,000 ft2 or 
more of impervious surface 
collectively over entire site 

Automotive repair shops 
with standard industrial 
classification (SIC) codes 
5013, 5014, 5541, 7532- 
7534, 7536-7539 

Restaurants (with SIC 
code 5812) where the land 
area of development is 
5,000 ft2 or more 

Hillside developments of 
5,000 ft2 or more which are 
located on areas with known 
erosive soil conditions or 
where the natural slope is 
25 percent or more 

Developments of 2,500 ft2 

of impervious surface or more 
adjacent to (within 200 ft) or 
discharging directly into 
environmentally sensitive areas 
or waterbodies listed on the 
CWA Section 303(d) list of 
impaired waters. 

Parking lots of 5,000 ft2 

or more exposed to storm 
water 

Retail gasoline outlets 
that are either 5,000 ft2 or 
more, or have a projected 
average daily traffic of 100 
or more vehicles per day 

Non-Priority / Non-Category Project   May require source control LID BMPs and other LIP requirements. Please consult with local 
jurisdiction on specific requirements. 

2 Project Area (ft2):   427,454 3 Number of Dwelling Units: 0 4 SIC Code:   4225 

5 Is Project going to be phased?  Yes   No If yes, ensure that the WQMP evaluates each phase as a distinct DA, requiring LID BMPs 
to address runoff at time of completion.   

6 Does Project include roads?  Yes No If yes, ensure that applicable requirements for transportation projects are addressed (see 
Appendix A of TGD for WQMP) 
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2.2 Property Ownership/Management 
Describe the ownership/management of all portions of the project and site.  State whether any infrastructure 
will transfer to public agencies (City, County, Caltrans, etc.) after project completion. State if a homeowners or 
property owners association will be formed and be responsible for the long-term maintenance of project 
stormwater facilities. Describe any lot-level stormwater features that will be the responsibility of individual 
property owners. 

Form 2.2-1 Property Ownership/Management 

Describe property ownership/management responsible for long-term maintenance of WQMP stormwater facilities: 

Maintenance of the WQMP facilities will be the sole responsibility of the property owner. The owner may choose to contract out 
the maintenance of the storm water facilities to a contractor with the proper equipment (i.e. Vac Truck). 
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2.3 Potential Stormwater Pollutants 
Determine and describe expected stormwater pollutants of concern based on land uses and site activities (refer 
to Table 3-3 in the TGD for WQMP). 

 

Form 2.3-1 Pollutants of Concern 

Pollutant 
Please check:   

E=Expected, N=Not 
Expected 

Additional Information and Comments 

Pathogens (Bacterial / Virus) E  N  Per Table 3-3 of TGD for WQMP 

Nutrients - Phosphorous E  N  Per Table 3-3 of TGD for WQMP 

Nutrients - Nitrogen E  N  Per Table 3-3 of TGD for WQMP 

Noxious Aquatic Plants E  N  The proposed development does not include any areas where water 
will be standing long enough to allow the growth of aquatic plants. 

Sediment E  N  Per Table 3-3 of TGD for WQMP 

Metals E  N  Per Table 3-3 of TGD for WQMP 

Oil and Grease E  N  Per Table 3-3 of TGD for WQMP 

Trash/Debris E  N  Per Table 3-3 of TGD for WQMP 

Pesticides / Herbicides E  N  Per Table 3-3 of TGD for WQMP 

Organic Compounds E  N  Per Table 3-3 of TGD for WQMP 

Other: Oxygen Demanding 
Compounds E  N  Per Table 3-3 of TGD for WQMP 

Other:       E  N        

Other:       E  N        

Other:       E  N        

Other:       E  N        
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2.4 Water Quality Credits 
A water quality credit program is applicable for certain types of development projects if it is not feasible to meet 
the requirements for on-site LID. Proponents for eligible projects, as described below, can apply for water 
quality credits that would reduce project obligations for selecting and sizing other treatment BMP or 
participating in other alternative compliance programs. Refer to Section 6.2 in the TGD for WQMP to 
determine if water quality credits are applicable for the project. 

Form 2.4-1 Water Quality Credits 
1 Project Types that Qualify for Water Quality Credits: Select all that apply 

Redevelopment projects that 
reduce the overall impervious 
footprint of the project site. 
[Credit = %impervious reduced] 

Higher density 
development projects 

Vertical density [20%] 
7units/acre[5%] 

Mixed use development, 
(combination of residential, 
commercial, industrial, office, 
institutional, or other land uses 
which incorporate design principles 
that demonstrate environmental 
benefits not realized through single 
use projects) [20%] 

Brownfield 
redevelopment 
(redevelop real property 
complicated by presence 
or potential of hazardous 
contaminants) [25%] 

Redevelopment projects in 
established historic district, 
historic preservation area, or 
similar significant core city center 
areas [10%] 

Transit-oriented 
developments (mixed use 
residential or commercial 
area designed to maximize 
access to public 
transportation)[20%] 

In-fill projects(conversion of 
empty lots & other underused 
spaces < 5 acres, substantially 
surrounded by urban land uses, into 
more beneficially used spaces, such 
as residential or commercial areas) 
[10%] 

Live-Work 
developments (variety of 
developments designed 
to support residential and 
vocational needs) [20%] 

2 Total Credit % 0(Total all credit percentages up to a maximum allowable credit of 50 percent) 

Description of Water Quality 
Credit Eligibility(if applicable) 

 
N/A 
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Section 3 Site and Watershed Description 
Describe the project site conditions that will facilitate the selection of BMPthrough an analysis of the physical 
conditions and limitations of the site and its receiving waters.Identify distinct drainage areas (DA) that collect 
flow from a portion of the site and describe how runoff from each DA (and sub-watershed DMAs) is conveyed 
to the site outlet(s). Refer to Section 3.2 in the TGD for WQMP. The form below is provided as an example.Then 
complete Forms 3.2 and 3.3 for each DA on the project site.If the project has more than one 
drainage area for stormwater management, then complete additional versions of 
these forms for each DA / outlet. 

 

Form 3-1  Site Location and Hydrologic Features 
Site coordinates take GPS 
measurement at  approximate 
center of site 

Latitude   34° 3'57.84"N 
Longitude: 
117°23'42.56"W 

Thomas Bros Map page  605 

1 San Bernardino County climatic region:     Valley  Mountain 

2 Does the site have more than one drainage area (DA):  Yes    No If no, proceed to Form 3-2. If yes, then use this form to show a 

conceptual schematic describing DMAs and hydrologic feature connecting DMAs to the site outlet(s). An example is provided below that can be 
modified for proposed project or a drawing clearly showing DMA and flow routing may be attached 

 
 

 

 

 

 

Example only – modify for project specific WQMP using additional form 

Conveyance Briefly describe on-site drainage features to convey runoff that is not retained within a DMA 

DA1 DMA A to BMP 1 
All drainage will be captured via onsite storm drain facilities and conveyed to an underground 
infiltration device (Storm Tech Chamber) where the DCV will be treated.  All additional flow will bypass 
the system and be discharged to the street, following its existing drainage path. 

DA2 DMAB to BMP 2 
All drainage will be captured via onsite storm drain facilities and conveyed to an underground 
infiltration device (Storm Tech Chamber) where the DCV will be treated.  All additional flow will bypass 
the system and be discharged to the street, following its existing drainage path. 

 
      

  

BMP 2 

DA2 DMA B DA1 DMA A 

BMP 1 
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Form 3-2 Existing Hydrologic Characteristics for Drainage Area1 
For Drainage Area 1’s sub-watershed DMA, 
provide the following characteristics DMA A DMA B DMA C DMAD 

1DMA drainage area (ft2) 178,475 67,816 212,888       

2Existing site impervious area (ft2) 0 0 0       

3 Antecedent moisture condition For desert 

areas, use 
http://www.sbcounty.gov/dpw/floodcontrol/pdf/2
0100412_map.pdf 

II II II       

4 Hydrologic soil group  Refer to Watershed 
Mapping Tool –  
http://permitrack.sbcounty.gov/wap/ 

A A A       

5Longest flowpath length (ft) 786 772 747       

6 Longest flowpath slope (ft/ft) 0.019 0.019 0.027       

7 Current land cover type(s)  Select from Fig C-3 

of Hydrology Manual 
Barren Barren Barren       

8Pre-developedpervious area condition: 
Based on the extent of wet season vegetated cover 
good >75%; Fair 50-75%; Poor  <50% Attach photos 
of site to support rating 

Poor Poor Poor       
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Form 3-3 Watershed Descriptionfor Drainage Area     

Receiving waters 
Refer to Watershed Mapping Tool - 
http://permitrack.sbcounty.gov/wap/ 
See ‘Drainage Facilities” link at this website 

Rialto Channel, Santa Ana River, Pacific Ocean 

Applicable TMDLs 
Refer to Local Implementation Plan 

None 

303(d) listed impairments  
Refer to Local Implementation Plan and Watershed 
Mapping Tool –  
http://permitrack.sbcounty.gov/wap/ and State 
Water Resources Control Board website – 
http://www.waterboards.ca.gov/santaana/water_iss
ues/programs/tmdl/index.shtml 

None 

Environmentally Sensitive Areas (ESA) 
Refer to Watershed Mapping Tool –  
http://permitrack.sbcounty.gov/wap/ 

None 

Unlined Downstream Water Bodies 
Refer to Watershed Mapping Tool –  
http://permitrack.sbcounty.gov/wap/ 

None 

Hydrologic Conditions of Concern 
 Yes Complete Hydrologic Conditions of Concern (HCOC) Assessment. Include Forms 

4.2-2 through Form 4.2-5 and Hydromodification BMP Form 4.3-10 in submittal 
 No 

Watershed–based BMP included in a RWQCB 
approved WAP 

 Yes Attach verification of regional BMP evaluation criteria in WAP  
•  More Effective than On-site LID 
•  Remaining Capacity for Project DCV  
•  Upstream of any Water of the US 
•  Operational at Project Completion 
•  Long-Term Maintenance Plan  

No 
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Section 4 Best Management Practices (BMP) 

4.1 Source Control BMP 

4.1.1 Pollution Prevention  
Non-structural and structural source control BMP are required to be incorporated into all new development 
and significant redevelopment projects. Form 4.1-1 and 4.1-2 are used to describe specific source control BMPs 
used in the WQMP or to explain why a certain BMP is not applicable. Table 7-3 of the TGDfor WQMP provides 
a list of applicable source control BMP for projects with specific types of potential pollutant sources or activities. 
The source control BMP in this table must be implemented for projects with these specific types of potential 
pollutant sources or activities. 

The preparers of this WQMP have reviewed the source control BMP requirements for new development and 
significant redevelopment projects. The preparers have also reviewed the specific BMP required for project as 
specified in Forms 4.1-1 and 4.1-2.All applicable non-structural and structural source control BMP shall be 
implemented in the project.
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Form 4.1-1 Non-Structural Source Control BMPs 

Identifier Name 
Check One 

Describe BMP Implementation OR, 
if not applicable, state reason Included 

Not 
Applicable 

N1 
Education of Property Owners, Tenants 
and Occupants on Stormwater BMPs 

  
General information will be provided to tenants on housekeeping practices that 

contribute to the protection of storm water. 

N2 Activity Restrictions   
Building operators shall restrict tenants from performing activities that would have a 

negative impact on water quality. 

N3 Landscape Management BMPs   
Building operators will identify on-going landscape maintenance requirements 

consistent with applicable local ordinances that may include fertilizer or pesticide. 

N4 BMP Maintenance   
The building operator shall prepare and implement a BMP Maintenance program in 

accordance with the recommendations of this WQMP. 

N5 
Title 22 CCR Compliance  
(How development will comply) 

  The proposed development does not include the use of hazardous materials. 

N6 Local Water Quality Ordinances   There are no additional local water quality ordinances applicable to this development. 

N7 Spill Contingency Plan   
Building operators shall prepare specific plans based on materials on-site for the 

cleanup of spills. Plans shall mandate stock piling of cleanup materials, notification of 
agencies, disposal, documentation, etc. 

N8 Underground Storage Tank Compliance   The proposed development does not include underground storage of materials. 

N9 
Hazardous Materials Disclosure 
Compliance 

  The proposed development does not include the use of hazardous materials. 
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Form 4.1-1 Non-Structural Source Control BMPs 

Identifier Name 
Check One 

Describe BMP Implementation OR, 
if not applicable, state reason Included Not 

Applicable 

N10 Uniform Fire Code Implementation   
This project will be developed and operated in accordance with Article 80 of the 

Uniform Fire Code. 

N11 Litter/Debris Control Program   
The building operator shall prepare and implement an employee training program. This 

program shall include but not be limited to instruction on spill cleanup, litter control, 
and material storage procedures. 

N12 Employee Training   The building operator shall prepare and implement and employee training program. 

N13 Housekeeping of Loading Docks   
Dock areas shall be swept regularly with litter control and cleanup procedures 

eliminating the use of water. 

N14 Catch Basin Inspection Program   
The building operator shall have the entire storm drain system inspected and cleaned a 

minimum of once annually prior to the start of the rainy season. 

N15 
Vacuum Sweeping of Private Streets and 
Parking Lots 

  
Parking and dock areas will be swept regularly using a vacuum assisted sweeper. 

Frequency will depend on waste accumulations with a minimum of once annually prior 
to the start of the rainy season. 

N16 Other Non-structural Measures for Public 
Agency Projects 

  The development is not part of a Public Agency Project. 

N17 Comply with all other applicable NPDES 
permits 

  SWPPP will be prepared and implemented as part of the construction. 
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Form 4.1-2 Structural Source Control BMPs 

Identifier Name 
Check One 

Describe BMP Implementation OR, 
If not applicable, state reason Included 

Not 
Applicable 

S1 Provide storm drain system stencilling and signage 
(CASQA New Development BMP Handbook SD-13) 

  All storm drain inlets shall have Stenciling illustrating an anti-dumping message. 

S2 
Design and construct outdoor material storage 
areas to reduce pollution introduction (CASQA 
New Development BMP Handbook SD-34) 

  This development does not include the storage of materials outdoors. 

S3 
Design and construct trash and waste storage 
areas to reduce pollution introduction (CASQA 
New Development BMP Handbook SD-32) 

  The project will incorporate lined dumpsters to reduce leaking of liquid waste.  
Trash storage areas shall be located away from storm drain inlets.  

S4 

Use efficient irrigation systems & landscape 
design, water conservation, smart controllers, and 
source control (Statewide Model Landscape 
Ordinance; CASQA New Development BMP 
Handbook SD-12) 

  Irrigation systems will be designed to each landscaped area’s specific water need.  
Irrigation controls shall include rain-triggered shutoff devices to prevent irrigation 

after precipitation.   

S5 
Finish grade of landscaped areas at a minimum of 
1-2 inches below top of curb, sidewalk, or 
pavement 

  Landscaped areas shall be below top of curb or walk. 

S6 
Protect slopes and channels and provide energy 
dissipation (CASQA New Development BMP 
Handbook SD-10) 

  All slopes shall be hard lined, rip-raped or vegetated to provide erosion protection 
and sediment transport.   

S7 
Covered dock areas (CASQA New Development 
BMP Handbook SD-31) 

  Unloading of trucks trailers at docks will occur under cover of the building. It is not 
feasible to cover the entire loading area as it would be cost prohibitive.  

S8 
Covered maintenance bays with spill containment 
plans (CASQA New Development BMP Handbook 
SD-31) 

  Maintenance bays are not proposed as part of this development. 

S9 
Vehicle wash areas with spill containment plans 
(CASQA New Development BMP Handbook SD-33) 

  Vehicle wash areas are not provided as part of this development. 

S10 
Covered outdoor processing areas (CASQA New 
Development BMP Handbook SD-36) 

  Outdoor processing is not associated with the proposed development. 
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Form 4.1-2 Structural Source Control BMPs 

Identifier Name 
Check One 

Describe BMP Implementation OR, 
If not applicable, state reason 

Included 
Not 

Applicable 

S11 
Equipment wash areas with spill containment 
plans (CASQA New Development BMP Handbook 
SD-33) 

  Outdoor equipment is not associated with the proposed development. 

S12 
Fueling areas (CASQA New Development BMP 
Handbook SD-30) 

  Fueling areas are not included as part of this development. 

S13 
Hillside landscaping (CASQA New Development 
BMP Handbook SD-10) 

  No hillsides will require re-vegetation as part of the proposed development. 

S14 Wash water control for food preparation areas   The proposed development does not include food preparation areas. 

S15 
Community car wash racks (CASQA New 
Development BMP Handbook SD-33) 

  The proposed development does not include community car wash areas. 
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4.1.2 Preventative LID Site Design Practices 
Site design practices associated with new LID requirements in the MS4 Permit should be considered in the 
earliest phases of a project. Preventative site design practices can result in smaller DCV for LID BMP and 
hydromodification control BMP by reducing runoff generation. Describe site design and drainage plan 
including: 

Refer to Section 5.2of the TGDfor WQMP for more details. 

Form 4.1-3Preventative LID Site Design Practices Checklist 
Site Design Practices 
If yes, explain how preventative site design practice is addressed in project site plan. If no, other LID BMPs must be selected to meet targets 

Minimize impervious areas: Yes    No  
Explanation:       

Maximize natural infiltration capacity: Yes No  
Explanation: The Storm Tech Chambers include gravel bedding to maximize the infiltration of the DCV. 

Preserve existing drainage patterns and time of concentration: Yes No  
Explanation: Drainage patterns will be preserved 

Disconnect impervious areas: Yes No  
Explanation:  

Protect existing vegetation and sensitive areas: Yes No  
Explanation:  

Re-vegetate disturbed areas: Yes No  
Explanation:  

Minimize unnecessary compaction in stormwater retention/infiltration basin/trench areas: Yes No  
Explanation: Areas under Storm Tech Chambers shall be native un-compacted material 

Utilize vegetated drainage swales in place of underground piping or imperviously lined swales: Yes No  
Explanation:   

Stake off areas that will be used for landscaping to minimize compaction during construction : Yes No  
Explanation:  

! A narrative of site design practices utilized or rationale for not using practices 

! A narrative of how site plan incorporates preventive site design practices 

! Include an attached Site Plan layout which shows how preventative site design practices are included in 
WQMP 
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4.2 Project Performance Criteria 
The purpose of this section of the Project WQMP is to establish targets for post-development hydrology based 
on performance criteria specified in the MS4 Permit. These targets include runoff volume for water quality 
control (referred to as LID design capture volume), and runoff volume, time of concentration, and peak runoff 
for protection of any downstream waterbody segments with a HCOC. If the project has more than one 
outlet for stormwater runoff, then complete additional versions of these forms for 
each DA / outlet. 

Methods applied in the following forms include: 

! For LID BMP Design Capture Volume (DCV), the San Bernardino County Stormwater Program requires use 
of the P6 method (MS4 Permit Section XI.D.6a.ii) – Form 4.2-1 

! For HCOC pre- and post-development hydrologic calculation, the San Bernardino County Stormwater 
Program requires the use of the Rational Method (San Bernardino County Hydrology Manual Section D). 
Forms 4.2-2 through Form 4.2-5 calculate hydrologic variables including runoff volume, time of 
concentration, and peak runoff from the project site pre- and post-development using the Hydrology 
Manual Rational Method approach. For projects greater than 640 acres (1.0 mi2), the Rational Method and 
these forms should not be used. For such projects, the Unit Hydrograph Method (San Bernardino County 
Hydrology Manual Section E) shall be applied for hydrologic calculations for HCOC performance criteria. 

Refer to Section 4 in the TGD for WQMPfor detailed guidance and instructions. 

Form 4.2-1a  LID BMP Performance Criteria for Design Capture Volume 
(DA 1) 

1Project area DA 1 (ft2): 
165,900 

2 Imperviousness after applying preventative 

site design practices (Imp%): 95.1% 

3 Runoff Coefficient (Rc):  0.81 
Rc = 0.858(Imp%)^3-0.78(Imp%)^2+0.774(Imp%)+0.04 

4 Determine 1-hour rainfall depth for a 2-year return period P2yr-1hr (in):  0.541http://hdsc.nws.noaa.gov/hdsc/pfds/sa/sca_pfds.html 
5 Compute P6, Mean 6-hr Precipitation (inches):  0.80 
P6 = Item 4 *C1, where C1 is a function of site climatic region specified in Form 3-1 Item 1 (Valley = 1.4807; Mountain = 1.909; Desert = 1.2371)   

6 Drawdown Rate 
Use 48 hours as the default condition. Selectionand use of the 24 hour drawdown time condition is subject to approval 
by the local jurisdiction. The necessary BMP footprint is a function of drawdown time. While shorter drawdown times 
reduce the performance criteria for LID BMP design capture volume, the depth of water that can be stored is also 
reduced. 

24-hrs  
48-hrs  

7 Compute design capture volume, DCV (ft3):  17,562 
DCV = 1/12 * [Item 1* Item 3 *Item 5 * C2], where C2 is a function of drawdown rate (24-hr  = 1.582; 48-hr = 1.963) 
Compute separate DCV for each outlet from the project site per schematic drawn in Form 3-1 Item 2 
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Form 4.2-1b  LID BMP Performance Criteria for Design Capture Volume 
(DA 2) 

1Project area DA 1 (ft2): 
187,680 

2 Imperviousness after applying preventative 

site design practices (Imp%): 94.7% 

3 Runoff Coefficient (Rc):  0.80 
Rc = 0.858(Imp%)^3-0.78(Imp%)^2+0.774(Imp%)+0.04 

4 Determine 1-hour rainfall depth for a 2-year return period P2yr-1hr (in):  0.541http://hdsc.nws.noaa.gov/hdsc/pfds/sa/sca_pfds.html 
5 Compute P6, Mean 6-hr Precipitation (inches):  0.80 
P6 = Item 4 *C1, where C1 is a function of site climatic region specified in Form 3-1 Item 1 (Valley = 1.4807; Mountain = 1.909; Desert = 1.2371)   

6 Drawdown Rate 
Use 48 hours as the default condition. Selectionand use of the 24 hour drawdown time condition is subject to approval 
by the local jurisdiction. The necessary BMP footprint is a function of drawdown time. While shorter drawdown times 
reduce the performance criteria for LID BMP design capture volume, the depth of water that can be stored is also 
reduced. 

24-hrs  
48-hrs  

7 Compute design capture volume, DCV (ft3):  19,719 
DCV = 1/12 * [Item 1* Item 3 *Item 5 * C2], where C2 is a function of drawdown rate (24-hr  = 1.582; 48-hr = 1.963) 
Compute separate DCV for each outlet from the project site per schematic drawn in Form 3-1 Item 2 
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Form 4.2-2a  Summary of HCOC Assessment (DA1) 

Does project have the potential to cause or contribute to an HCOC in a downstream channel:  Yes    No  
Go to:  http://permitrack.sbcounty.gov/wap/ 

If “Yes”, then complete HCOC assessment of site hydrology for 2yr storm event using Forms 4.2-3 through 4.2-5 and insert results 
below(Forms 4.2-3 through 4.2-5 may be replaced by computer software analysis based on the San Bernardino County Hydrology 
Manual) 
If “No,” then proceed to Section 4.3 Project Conformance Analysis 

Condition Runoff Volume (ft3) Time of Concentration (min) Peak Runoff(cfs) 

Pre-developed 
1 
Form 4.2-3 Item 12 

2 
Form 4.2-4 Item 13 

3 
Form 4.2-5 Item 10 

Post-developed 
4 
Form 4.2-3 Item 13 

5 
Form 4.2-4 Item 14 

6 
Form 4.2-5 Item 14 

Difference 
7 
Item 4 – Item 1 

8 
Item 2 – Item 5 

9 
Item 6 – Item 3 

Difference  
(as % of pre-developed) 

10 
Item 7 / Item 1 

11 
Item 8 / Item 2 

12 
Item 9 / Item 3 

Form 4.2-2b  Summary of HCOC Assessment (DA2) 

Does project have the potential to cause or contribute to an HCOC in a downstream channel:  Yes    No  
Go to:  http://permitrack.sbcounty.gov/wap/ 

If “Yes”, then complete HCOC assessment of site hydrology for 2yr storm event using Forms 4.2-3 through 4.2-5 and insert results 
below(Forms 4.2-3 through 4.2-5 may be replaced by computer software analysis based on the San Bernardino County Hydrology 
Manual) 
If “No,” then proceed to Section 4.3 Project Conformance Analysis 

Condition Runoff Volume (ft3) Time of Concentration (min) Peak Runoff(cfs) 

Pre-developed 
1 
Form 4.2-3 Item 12 

2 
Form 4.2-4 Item 13 

3 
Form 4.2-5 Item 10 

Post-developed 
4 
Form 4.2-3 Item 13 

5 
Form 4.2-4 Item 14 

6 
Form 4.2-5 Item 14 

Difference 
7 
Item 4 – Item 1 

8 
Item 2 – Item 5 

9 
Item 6 – Item 3 

Difference  
(as % of pre-developed) 

10 
Item 7 / Item 1 

11 
Item 8 / Item 2 

12 
Item 9 / Item 3 
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4.3 Project Conformance Analysis 
Complete the following forms for each project site DA to document that the proposed LID BMPsconform to the 
project DCV developed to meet performance criteria specified in the MS4 Permit (WQMP Template Section 
4.2).For the LID DCV, the forms are ordered according to hierarchy of BMP selection as required by the MS4 
Permit (see Section 5.3.1 in the TGD for WQMP). The forms compute the following for on-site LID BMP: 

! Site Design and Hydrologic Source Controls (Form 4.3-2) 

! Retention and Infiltration(Form 4.3-3)  

! Harvested and Use (Form 4.3-4) or  

! Biotreatment(Form 4.3-5).  

At the end of each form, additional fields facilitate the determination of the extent of mitigation provided by 
the specific BMP category, allowing for use of the next category of BMP in the hierarchy, if necessary. 

The first step in the analysis, using Section 5.3.2.1 of the TGD for WQMP, is to complete Forms 4.3-1 and 4.3-3) 
to determine if retention and infiltration BMPs are infeasible for the project. For each feasibility criterion in 
Form 4.3-1, if the answer is “Yes,” provide all study findings that includes relevant calculations, maps, data 
sources, etc.used to make the determination of infeasibility. 

Next, complete Forms 4.3-2 and 4.3-4 to determine the feasibility of applicable HSC and harvest and use BMPs, 
and, if their implementation is feasible, the extent of mitigation of the DCV. 

If no site constraints exist that would limit the type of BMP to be implemented in a DA, evaluate the use of 
combinations of LID BMPs, including all applicable HSC BMPs to maximize on-site retention of the DCV. If no 
combination of BMP can mitigate the entire DCV, implement the single BMP type, or combination of BMP 
types, that maximizes on-site retention of the DCV within the minimum effective area. 

If the combination of LID HSC, retention and infiltration, and harvest and use BMPs are unable to mitigate the 
entire DCV, then biotreatment BMPs may be implemented by the project proponent. If biotreatment BMPs are 
used, then they must be sized to provide sufficient capacity for effective treatment of the remainder of the 
volume-based performance criteria that cannot be achieved with LIDBMPs (TGD for WQMP Section 5.4.4.2). 
Under no circumstances shall any portion of the DCV be released from the site without effective 
mitigation and/or treatment. 
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Form 4.3-1 Infiltration BMP Feasibility (DA 1) 
Feasibility Criterion – Complete evaluation for each DA on the Project Site 

1Would infiltration BMP pose significant risk for groundwater related concerns? Yes   No  
Refer to Section 5.3.2.1 of the TGD for WQMP  

If Yes, Provide basis:(attach) 

2 Would installation of infiltration BMP significantly increase the risk of geotechnical hazards? Yes No  
(Yes, if the answer to any of the following questions is yes, as established by a geotechnical expert):  
• The location is less than 50 feet away from slopes steeper than 15 percent 
• The location is less than eight feet from building foundations or an alternative setback. 
• A study certified by a geotechnical professional or an available watershed study determines that stormwater infiltration 

would result in significantly increased risks of geotechnical hazards. 

If Yes, Provide basis: (attach) 

3 Would infiltration of runoff on a Project site violate downstream water rights?Yes No  

If Yes, Provide basis: (attach) 

4 Is proposed infiltration facility located on hydrologic soil group (HSG) D soils or does the site geotechnical investigation indicate 
presence of soil characteristics, which support categorization as D soils?Yes No  

If Yes, Provide basis: (attach) 

5 Is the design infiltration rate, after accounting for safety factor of 2.0, below proposed facility less than 0.3 in/hr (accounting for 
soil amendments)?Yes No  

If Yes, Provide basis: (attach) 

6 Would on-site infiltration or reduction of runoff over pre-developed conditions be partially or fully inconsistent with watershed 
management strategies as defined in the WAP, or impair beneficial uses?Yes No  
See Section 3.5 of the TGD for WQMP and WAP 

If Yes, Provide basis: (attach) 

7Any answer from Item 1 through Item 3 is “Yes”: Yes No  
If yes, infiltration of any volume is not feasible onsite. Proceed to Form 4.3-4, Harvest and Use BMP. If no, then proceed to Item 8 
below. 

8 Any answer from Item 4 through Item 6 is “Yes”: Yes No  
If yes, infiltration is permissible but is not required to be considered. Proceed to Form 4.3-2, Hydrologic Source Control BMP. 
If no, then proceed to Item 9, below. 

9 All answers to Item 1 through Item 6 are “No”:   
Infiltration of the full DCV is potentially feasible, LID infiltration BMP must be designed to infiltrate the full DCV to the MEP. 
Proceed to Form 4.3-2, Hydrologic Source Control BMP. 
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4.3.1 Site Design Hydrologic Source Control BMP 
Section XI.E. of the Permit emphasizes the use of LID preventative measures; and the use of LID HSC BMPs 
reduces the portion of the DCV that must be addressed in downstream BMPs. Therefore, all applicable HSC 
shall be provided except where they are mutually exclusive with each other, or with other BMPs. Mutual 
exclusivity may result from overlapping BMP footprints such that either would be potentially feasible by itself, 
but both could not be implemented. Please note that while there are no numeric standards regarding the use of 
HSC, if a project cannot feasibly meet BMP sizing requirements or cannot fully address HCOCs, feasibility of all 
applicable HSC must be part of demonstrating that the BMP system has been designed to retain the maximum 
feasible portion of the DCV. Complete Form 4.3-2 to identify and calculate estimated retention volume from 
implementing site design HSC BMP. Refer to Section 5.4.1 in the TGD for more detailed guidance. 
 

Form 4.3-2  Site Design Hydrologic Source Control BMPs (DA 1) 
1 Implementation of Impervious Area Dispersion BMP (i.e. 
routing runoff from impervious to pervious areas), excluding 
impervious areas planned for routing to on-lot infiltration 
BMP:  Yes No If yes, complete Items 2-5; If no, proceed 
to Item 6 

DA      DMA     
BMP Type      

DA      DMA     
BMP Type      

DA      DMA     
BMP Type     (Use 

additional forms for 
more BMPs) 

2 Total impervious area draining to pervious area (ft2)                   

3 Ratio of pervious area receiving runoff to impervious area                   

4 Retention volume achieved from impervious area 
dispersion (ft3) V = Item2 * Item 3 * (0.5/12), assuming retention 
of 0.5 inches of runoff 

                  

5 Sum of retention volume achieved from impervious area dispersion (ft3):       Vretention =Sum of Item 4 for all BMPs 

6 Implementation of Localized On-lot Infiltration BMPs (e.g. 
on-lot rain gardens):  Yes    No  If yes, complete Items 7-
13 for aggregate of all on-lot infiltration BMP in each DA; If no, 
proceed to Item 14 

DA      DMA     
BMP Type      

DA      DMA     
BMP Type      

DA      DMA     
BMP Type     (Use 

additional forms for 
more BMPs) 

7 Ponding surface area (ft2)                   

8 Ponding depth (ft)                   

9 Surface area of amended soil/gravel (ft2)                   

10 Average depth of amended soil/gravel (ft)                   

11 Average porosity of amended soil/gravel                   

12 Retention volume achieved from on-lot infiltration (ft3) 
Vretention = (Item 7 *Item 8) + (Item 9 * Item 10 * Item 11) 

                  

13 Runoff volume retention from on-lot infiltration (ft3):       Vretention =Sum of Item 12 for all BMPs 
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Form 4.3-2 cont. Site Design Hydrologic Source Control BMPs (DA 1) 

14 Implementation of evapotranspiration BMP (green, 

brown, or blue roofs):   Yes  No  
If yes, complete Items 15-20.  If no, proceed to Item 21 

DA      DMA     
BMP Type      

DA      DMA     
BMP Type      

DA      DMA     
BMP Type     (Use 

additional forms for 
more BMPs) 

15 Rooftop area planned for ET BMP (ft2)   
                  

16 Average wet season ET demand (in/day)   
Use local values, typical ~ 0.1 

                  

17 Daily ET demand (ft3/day)   
Item 15 * (Item 16 / 12) 

                  

18 Drawdown time (hrs)  
Copy Item 6 in Form 4.2-1 

                  

19 Retention Volume (ft3)   
Vretention = Item 17 * (Item 18 / 24) 

                  

20 Runoff volume retention from evapotranspiration BMPs (ft3):        Vretention=Sum of Item 19 for all BMPs 

21 Implementation of Street Trees:  Yes  No  

If yes, complete Items 22-25.  If no, proceed to Item 26 

DA      DMA     
BMP Type      

DA      DMA     
BMP Type      

DA      DMA     
BMP Type     (Use 

additional forms for 
more BMPs) 

22Number of Street Trees                   

23 Average canopy cover over impervious area (ft2) 
                  

24 Runoff volume retention from street trees (ft3) 
Vretention = Item 22 * Item 23 * (0.05/12)assume runoff retention of 
0.05 inches 

                  

25 Runoff volume retention from street tree BMPs (ft3):       Vretention = Sum of Item 24 for all BMPs 

26 Implementation of residential rain barrel/cisterns: Yes
No  If yes, complete Items 27-29; If no, proceed to Item 30 

DA      DMA     
BMP Type      

DA      DMA     
BMP Type      

DA      DMA     
BMP Type     (Use 

additional forms for 
more BMPs) 

27 Number of rain barrels/cisterns                   

28 Runoff volume retention from rain barrels/cisterns  (ft3)  
Vretention = Item 27 * 3 

                  

29 Runoff volume retention from residential rain barrels/Cisterns  (ft3):      Vretention =Sum of Item 28 for all BMPs 

30 Total Retention Volume from Site Design Hydrologic Source Control BMPs:  Sum of Items 5, 13, 20, 25 and 29 
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4.3.2 Infiltration BMPs 
Use Form 4.3-3 to compute on-site retention of runoff from proposed retention and infiltration BMPs. Volume 
retention estimates are sensitive to the percolation rate used, which determines the amount of runoff that can 
be infiltrated within the specified drawdown time. The infiltration safety factor reduces field measured 
percolation to account for potential inaccuracy associated with field measurements, declining BMP 
performance over time, and compaction during construction. Appendix Dof the TGD for WQMP provides 
guidance on estimating an appropriate safety factor to use in Form 4.3-3. 

If site constraints limit the use of BMPs to a single type and implementation of retention and infiltration BMPs 
mitigate no more than 40% of the DCV, then they are considered infeasible andthe Project Proponent may 
evaluate the effectiveness of BMPs lower in the LID hierarchy of use (Section 5.5.1 of the TGD for WQMP) 

If implementation of infiltrations BMPs is feasible as determined using Form 4.3-1, then LID infiltration 
BMPsshall be implemented to the MEP (section 4.1 of the TGD for WQMP).
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Form 4.3-3  Infiltration LID BMP - including underground BMPs 
1 Remaining LID DCV not met by site design HSC BMP (ft3):  0           Vunmet = Form 4.2-1 Item 7 - Form 4.3-2 Item 30 

BMP Type  Use columns to the right to compute runoff volume retention 
from proposed infiltration BMP (select BMP from Table 5-4 in TGD for 
WQMP) -  Use additional forms for more BMPs 

DA 1 DMA A 
BMP Type 

Underground 
Infiltration 

DA 2 DMA B 
BMP Type 

Underground 
Infiltration 

DA      DMA     
BMP Type       

(Use additional forms 
for more BMPs) 

2 Infiltration rate of underlying soils (in/hr) See Section 5.4.2 and 

Appendix D of the TGD for WQMP for minimum requirements for 
assessment methods 

6.0 6.0       

3 Infiltration safety factor  See TGD Section 5.4.2 and Appendix D 2 2       

4 Design percolation rate (in/hr) Pdesign = Item 2 / Item 3 3.0 3.0       

5 Ponded water drawdown time (hr) Copy Item 6 in Form 4.2-1 48 48       

6 Maximum ponding depth (ft)  BMP specific, see Table 5-4 of the TGD 
for WQMP for BMP design details 

6.75 6.75       

7Ponding Depth (ft) dBMP = Minimum of (1/12*Item 4*Item 5) or Item 6 6.75 6.75       

8 Infiltrating surface area, SABMP (ft2) the lesser of the area needed for 

infiltration of full DCV or minimum space requirements from Table 5.7 of 
the TGD for WQMP 

4,506 5,092       

9 Amended soil depth, dmedia (ft)  Only included in certain BMP types, 

see  Table 5-4 in the TGD for WQMP for reference to BMP design details 
N/A N/A       

10 Amended soil porosity N/A N/A       

11 Gravel depth, dmedia (ft) Only included in certain BMP types,  see 
Table 5-4 of the TGD for WQMP for BMP design details 

1.75 1.75       

12 Gravel porosity 35 35       

13 Duration of storm as basin is filling (hrs)  Typical ~ 3hrs 1 1       

14 Above Ground Retention Volume (ft3)  Vretention = Item 8 * [Item7 + 

(Item 9 * Item 10) + (Item 11 * Item 12)+ (Item 13 * (Item 4 / 12))] 

N/A N/A       

15 Underground Retention Volume (ft3)  Volume determined using 

manufacturer’s specifications and calculations 

17,617 19,785       

16Total Retention Volume from LID Infiltration BMPs:  37, 402 CF    (Sum of Items 14and 15 for all infiltration BMP included in plan) 

17 Fraction of DCV achieved with infiltration BMP: 100.3%   Retention% = Item 16 / Form 4.2-1 Item 7 
18Is full LID DCV retained onsite with combination of hydrologic source control and LID retention/infiltration BMPs?Yes   No  
If yes, demonstrate conformance using Form 4.3-10; If no, then reduce Item 3, Factor of Safety to 2.0 and increase Item 8, Infiltrating Surface Area, such that 
the portion of the site area used for retention and infiltration BMPs equals or exceeds the minimum effective area thresholds (Table 5-7 of the TGD for WQMP) 
for the applicable category of development and repeat all above calculations. 
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4.3.3 Harvest and Use BMP 
Harvest and use BMP may be considered if the full LID DCV cannot be met by maximizing infiltration BMPs. 
Use Form 4.3-4 to compute on-site retention of runoff from proposed harvest and use BMPs.  

Volume retention estimates for harvest and use BMPs are sensitive to the on-site demand for captured 
stormwater. Since irrigation water demand is low in the wet season, when most rainfall events occur in San 
Bernardino County, the volume of water that can be used within a specified drawdown period is relatively low. 
The bottom portion of Form 4.3-4 facilitates the necessary computations to show infeasibility if aminimum 
incremental benefit of 40 percent of the LID DCVwould not be achievable with MEP implementation of on-site 
harvest and use of stormwater (Section 5.5.4 of the TGD for WQMP). 

 

N/A – DCV has been fully addressed with infiltration BMPs. 

Form 4.3-4  Harvest and Use BMPs (DA 1) 
1 Remaining LID DCV not met by site design HSC or infiltration BMP (ft3):  0 
Vunmet = Form 4.2-1 Item 7 - Form 4.3-2 Item 30– Form 4.3-3 Item 16 

BMP Type(s)  Compute runoff volume retention from proposed 
harvest and use BMP(Select BMPsfromTable 5-4 of the TGD for 
WQMP) -  Use additional forms for more BMPs 

DA      DMA     
BMP Type      

DA      DMA     
BMP Type       

DA      DMA     
BMP Type       

(Use additional forms 
for more BMPs) 

2 Describe cistern or runoff detention facility 
                  

3 Storage volume for proposed detention type (ft3) Volume of 
cistern 

                  

4 Landscaped area planned for use of harvested stormwater 
(ft2)  

                  

5 Average wet season daily irrigation demand (in/day)  
Use local values, typical ~ 0.1 in/day 

                  

6 Daily water demand (ft3/day) Item 4 * (Item 5 / 12) 
                  

7 Drawdown time (hrs)  Copy Item 6 from Form 4.2-1 
                  

8Retention Volume (ft3) 
Vretention = Minimum of (Item 3) or (Item 6 * (Item 7 / 24))  

                  

9Total Retention Volume (ft3) from Harvest and Use BMP             Sum of Item 8 for all harvest and useBMP included in plan 

10 Is the full DCV retained with a combination of LID HSC, retention and infiltration, and harvest &use BMPs? Yes  No  
If yes, demonstrate conformance using Form 4.3-10.  If no, then re-evaluate combinations of all LID BMP and optimize their implementation 
such that the maximum portion of the DCV is retained on-site (using a single BMP type or combination of BMP types). If the full DCV cannot 
be mitigated after this optimization process, proceed to Section 4.3.4. 
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4.3.4 Biotreatment BMP 
Biotreatment BMPs may be considered if the full LID DCV cannot be met by maximizing retention and 
infiltration, and harvest and use BMPs. A key consideration when using biotreatment BMP is the effectiveness 
of the proposed BMP in addressing the pollutants of concern for the project (see Table 5-5 of the TGD for 
WQMP). 

Use Form 4.3-5 to summarize the potential for volume based and/or flow based biotreatment options to 
biotreat the remaining unmet LID DCV w. Biotreatment computations are included as follows: 

• Use Form 4.3-6 to compute biotreatment in small volume based biotreatment BMP (e.g. bioretention w/underdrains);  

• Use Form 4.3-7 to compute biotreatment in large volume based biotreatment BMP (e.g. constructed wetlands); 

• Use Form 4.3-8 to compute sizing criteria for flow-based biotreatment BMP (e.g. bioswales) 

N/A – DCV has been fully addressed with infiltration BMPs. 

 
  

Form 4.3-5 Selection and Evaluation of Biotreatment BMP(DA 1) 
1 Remaining LID DCV not met by site design HSC, 
infiltration, or harvest and use BMP for potential 
biotreatment (ft3):  0   Form 4.2-1 Item 7 - Form 4.3-2 Item 
30 – Form 4.3-3 Item 16- Form 4.3-4 Item 9 

List pollutants of concern   Copy from Form 2.3-1. 
Pathogens, Metals 
 

2 Biotreatment BMP Selected  
(Select biotreatment BMP(s) 
necessary to ensure all pollutants of 
concern are addressed through Unit 
Operations and Processes, described 
in Table 5-5 of the TGD for WQMP) 

Volume-based biotreatment  
Use Forms 4.3-6 and 4.3-7 to compute treated volume 

Flow-based biotreatment  
Use Form 4.3-8 to compute treated volume 

 Bioretention with underdrain 
 Planter box with underdrain 
 Constructed wetlands 
Wet extended detention 
 Dry extended detention 

Vegetated swale 
Vegetated filter strip 
Proprietary biotreatment 

3 Volume biotreated in volume based 
biotreatment BMP (ft3):  0Form 4.3-6 Item 
15 + Form 4.3-7 Item 13 

4 Compute remaining LID DCV with 
implementation of volume based biotreatment 
BMP (ft3):       Item 1 – Item 3 

5Remaining fraction of LID DCV for 
sizing flow based biotreatment BMP: 
     %  Item 4  / Item 1 

6 Flow-based biotreatment BMP capacity provided (cfs):  0Use Figure 5-2 of the TGD for WQMP to determine flow capacity required to 
provide biotreatment of remaining percentage of unmet LID DCV (Item 5), for the project’s precipitation zone (Form 3-1 Item 1) 

7Metrics for MEP determination:  
• Provided a WQMP with the portion of site area used for suite of LID BMP equal to minimum thresholds in Table 5-7 of the 

TGD for WQMP for the proposed category of development: If maximized on-site retention BMPs is feasible for partial capture, 
then LID BMP implementation must be optimized to retain and infiltrate the maximum portion of the DCV possible within the prescribed 
minimum effective area. The remaining portion of the DCV shall then be mitigated using biotreatment BMP. 
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N/A – DCV has been fully addressed with infiltration BMPs. 
 

  

Form 4.3-6 Volume Based Biotreatment (DA 1) –  
Bioretention and Planter Boxes with Underdrains 

Biotreatment BMP Type  
(Bioretention w/underdrain, planter box w/underdrain, other 
comparable BMP) 

DA      DMA     
BMP Type      

DA      DMA     
BMP Type       

DA      DMA     
BMP Type       

(Use additional forms 
for more BMPs) 

1 Pollutants addressed with BMPList all pollutant of concern that 

will be effectively reduced through specific Unit Operations and 
Processes described in Table 5-5 of the TGD for WQMP  

                  

2 Amended soil infiltration rate Typical ~ 5.0                   

3 Amended soil infiltration safety factor Typical ~ 2.0                   

4 Amended soil design percolation rate (in/hr) Pdesign = Item 2 / 

Item 3 

                  

5 Ponded water drawdown time (hr) Copy Item 6 from Form 4.2-1 
                  

6 Maximum ponding depth (ft)  see Table 5-6 of the TGD for WQMP 
for reference to BMP design details 

                  

7 Ponding Depth (ft) dBMP = Minimum of (1/12 * Item 4 * Item 5) or 
Item 6 

                  

8 Amended soil surface area (ft2)                   

9 Amended soil depth (ft)  see Table 5-6 of the TGD for WQMP for 

reference to BMP design details 

                  

10 Amended soil porosity, n                   

11 Gravel depth (ft)  see Table 5-6 of the TGD for WQMP for reference 
to BMP design details 

                  

12 Gravel porosity, n                   

13  Duration of storm as basin is filling (hrs)  Typical ~ 3hrs                   

14 Biotreated Volume (ft3)  Vbiotreated = Item 8 * [(Item 7/2) + (Item 9 * 
Item 10) +(Item 11 * Item 12)+ (Item 13 * (Item 4 / 12))] 

                  

15 Total biotreated  volume from bioretention and/or planter box  with underdrains BMP:        
Sum of Item 14 for all volume-based BMPs included in this form 
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N/A – DCV has been fully addressed with infiltration BMPs. 

 

Form 4.3-7 Volume Based Biotreatment (DA 1) –  
Constructed Wetlands and Extended Detention 

Biotreatment BMP Type  
Constructed wetlands, extended wet detention, extended dry detention, 
or other comparable proprietary BMP. If BMP includes multiple modules  
(e.g. forebay and main basin), provide separate estimates for storage 
and pollutants treated in each module. 

DA      DMA     
BMP Type      

DA      DMA     
BMP Type       

(Use additional forms 
for more BMPs) 

Forebay Basin Forebay Basin 

1 Pollutants addressed with BMP forebay and basin 
List all pollutant of concern that will be effectively reduced through 
specific Unit Operations and Processes described in Table 5-5 of the TGD 
for WQMP 

                        

2 Bottom width (ft) 
                        

3 Bottom length (ft) 
                        

4 Bottom area (ft2) Abottom = Item 2 * Item 3 
                        

5 Side slope (ft/ft)   
                        

6 Depth of storage (ft)  
                        

7 Water surface area (ft2)  
Asurface =(Item 2 + (2 * Item 5 * Item 6)) * (Item 3 + (2 * Item 5 * Item 6)) 

                        

8 Storage volume (ft3)For BMP with a forebay, ensure fraction of total 

storage is within ranges specified in BMP specific fact sheets, see Table 
5-6 of the TGD for WQMP for reference to BMP design details 
V =Item 6 / 3 * [Item 4 + Item 7 + (Item 4 * Item 7)^0.5]  

                        

9 Drawdown Time (hrs)  Copy Item 6 from Form 2.1 
            

10 Outflow rate (cfs) QBMP = (Item 8forebay + Item 8basin) / (Item 9 * 3600) 
            

11 Duration of design storm event (hrs) 
            

12 Biotreated Volume (ft3) 
Vbiotreated = (Item 8forebay + Item 8basin) +( Item 10 * Item 11 * 3600) 

            

13 Total biotreated volume from constructed wetlands, extended dry detention, or extended wet detention :        
(Sum of Item 12 for all BMP included in plan) 
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N/A – DCV has been fully addressed with infiltration BMPs. 

Form 4.3-8 Flow Based Biotreatment (DA 1) 

Biotreatment BMP Type 
Vegetated swale, vegetated filter strip, or other comparable proprietary 
BMP 

DA      DMA     
BMP Type      

DA      DMA     
BMP Type       

DA      DMA     
BMP Type       

(Use additional forms 
for more BMPs) 

1 Pollutants addressed with BMP 
List all pollutant of concern that will be effectively reduced through 
specific Unit Operations and Processes described in TGD Table 5-5 

                  

2 Flow depth for water quality treatment (ft)  
BMP specific, see Table 5-6 of the TGD for WQMP for reference to BMP 
design details 

                  

3 Bed slope (ft/ft)  
BMP specific, see Table 5-6 of the TGD for WQMP for reference to BMP 
design details 

                  

4 Manning's roughness coefficient 
                  

5 Bottom width (ft)  
bw = (Form 4.3-5 Item 6 * Item 4) / (1.49 * Item 2^1.67 * Item 3^0.5) 

                  

6 Side Slope (ft/ft)  
BMP specific, see Table 5-6 of the TGD for WQMP for reference to BMP 
design details 

                  

7 Cross sectional area (ft2)  
A = (Item 5 * Item 2) + (Item 6 * Item 2^2) 

                  

8 Water quality flow velocity (ft/sec) 
V =  Form 4.3-5 Item 6 / Item 7 

                  

9 Hydraulic residence time (min)  
Pollutant specific, see Table 5-6 of the TGD for WQMP for reference to 
BMP design details 

                  

10 Length of flow based BMP (ft) 
L = Item 8 * Item 9 * 60 

                  

11 Water surface area at water quality flow depth (ft2)  
SAtop = (Item 5 + (2 * Item 2 * Item 6)) * Item 10 
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4.3.5 Conformance Summary 
Complete Form 4.3-9 to demonstrate how on-site LID DCV is met with proposed site design hydrologic source 
control, infiltration, harvest and use, and/or biotreatment BMP. The bottom line of the form is used to describe 
the basis for infeasibility determination for on-site LID BMP to achieve full LID DCV, and provides methods for 
computing remaining volume to be addressed in an alternative compliance plan. If the project has more than 
one outlet, then complete additional versions of this form for each outlet.  

  

Form 4.3-9a Conformance Summary and Alternative  
Compliance Volume Estimate (DA 1) 

1 Total LID DCV for the Project DA-1(ft3): 17,562 Copy Item 7 in Form 4.2-1 

2 On-site retention with site design hydrologic source control LID BMP (ft3): 0   Copy Item 30 in Form 4.3-2 

3 On-site retention with LID infiltration BMP (ft3): 17,617 Copy Item 16 in Form 4.3-3 

4 On-site retention with LID harvest and use BMP (ft3): 0      Copy Item 9 in Form 4.3-4 

5 On-site biotreatment with volume based biotreatment BMP (ft3): 0   Copy Item 3 in Form 4.3-5 

6 Flow capacity provided by flow based biotreatment BMP (cfs): =- Copy Item 6 in Form 4.3-5 

7 LID BMP performance criteria are achieved if answer to any of the following is “Yes”: 

• Full retention of LID DCV with site design HSC, infiltration, or harvest and use BMP:   Yes   No  
If yes, sum of Items 2, 3, and 4 is greater than Item 1 

• Combination of on-site retention BMPs for a portion of the LID DCV and volume-based biotreatment BMP that 
address all pollutants of concern for the remaining LID DCV:  Yes  No  
If yes, a) sum of Items 2, 3, 4, and 5 is greater than Item 1, and Items 2, 3 and 4 are maximized; orb) Item 6 is greater than Form 
4.3--5 Item 6 and Items 2, 3 and 4 are maximized 

! On-site retention and infiltration is determined to be infeasible and biotreatment BMP provide biotreatment for all 
pollutants of concern for full LID DCV:  Yes   No  
If yes, Form 4.3-1 Items 7 and 8 were both checked yes 

8 If the LID DCV is not achieved by any of these means, then the project may be allowed to develop an alternative 
compliance plan. Check box that describes the scenario which caused the need for alternative compliance: 

• Combination of HSC, retention and infiltration, harvest and use, and biotreatment BMPs provide less than full LID DCV 
capture: Yes   No  
Checked yes for Form 4.3-5 Item 7, Item 6 is zero, and sum of Items 2, 3, 4, and 5 is less than Item 1. If so, apply water quality credits 
and calculate volume for alternative compliance,  Valt = (Item 1 – Item 2 – Item 3 – Item 4 – Item 5) * (100 - Form 2.4-1 Item 2)% 

• An approved Watershed Action Plan (WAP) demonstrates that water quality and hydrologic impacts of urbanization 
are more effective when managed in at an off-site facility: Yes   No  
Attach appropriate WAP section,including technical documentation,showing effectiveness comparisons for the project site and 
regional watershed 
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Form 4.3-9b Conformance Summary and Alternative  
Compliance Volume Estimate (DA 2) 

1 Total LID DCV for the Project DA-1(ft3): 19,719 Copy Item 7 in Form 4.2-1 

2 On-site retention with site design hydrologic source control LID BMP (ft3): 0   Copy Item 30 in Form 4.3-2 

3 On-site retention with LID infiltration BMP (ft3): 19,785 Copy Item 16 in Form 4.3-3 

4 On-site retention with LID harvest and use BMP (ft3): 0      Copy Item 9 in Form 4.3-4 

5 On-site biotreatment with volume based biotreatment BMP (ft3): 0   Copy Item 3 in Form 4.3-5 

6 Flow capacity provided by flow based biotreatment BMP (cfs): =- Copy Item 6 in Form 4.3-5 

7 LID BMP performance criteria are achieved if answer to any of the following is “Yes”: 

• Full retention of LID DCV with site design HSC, infiltration, or harvest and use BMP:   Yes   No  
If yes, sum of Items 2, 3, and 4 is greater than Item 1 

• Combination of on-site retention BMPs for a portion of the LID DCV and volume-based biotreatment BMP that 
address all pollutants of concern for the remaining LID DCV:  Yes  No  
If yes, a) sum of Items 2, 3, 4, and 5 is greater than Item 1, and Items 2, 3 and 4 are maximized; orb) Item 6 is greater than Form 
4.3--5 Item 6 and Items 2, 3 and 4 are maximized 

! On-site retention and infiltration is determined to be infeasible and biotreatment BMP provide biotreatment for all 
pollutants of concern for full LID DCV:  Yes   No  
If yes, Form 4.3-1 Items 7 and 8 were both checked yes 

8 If the LID DCV is not achieved by any of these means, then the project may be allowed to develop an alternative 
compliance plan. Check box that describes the scenario which caused the need for alternative compliance: 

• Combination of HSC, retention and infiltration, harvest and use, and biotreatment BMPs provide less than full LID DCV 
capture: Yes   No  
Checked yes for Form 4.3-5 Item 7, Item 6 is zero, and sum of Items 2, 3, 4, and 5 is less than Item 1. If so, apply water quality credits 
and calculate volume for alternative compliance,  Valt = (Item 1 – Item 2 – Item 3 – Item 4 – Item 5) * (100 - Form 2.4-1 Item 2)% 

• An approved Watershed Action Plan (WAP) demonstrates that water quality and hydrologic impacts of urbanization 
are more effective when managed in at an off-site facility: Yes   No  
Attach appropriate WAP section,including technical documentation,showing effectiveness comparisons for the project site and 
regional watershed 
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4.3.6 Hydromodification Control BMP 
Use Form 4.3-10 to compute the remaining runoff volume retention, after LID BMP are implemented, needed to 
address HCOC, and the increase in time of concentration and decrease in peak runoff necessary to meet targets 
for protection of waterbodies with a potential HCOC. Describe hydromodification control BMPthat address 
HCOC, which may include off-site BMP and/or in-stream controls.Section 5.6 of the TGD for WQMP provides 
additional details on selection and evaluation of hydromodification control BMP. 

 
 

  

Form 4.3-10 Hydromodification Control BMPs (DA 1) 
1 Volume reduction needed for HCOC 
performance criteria (ft3):  N/A 
(Form 4.2-2 Item 4 * 0.95) – Form 4.2-2 Item 1 

2 On-site retention with site design hydrologic source control, infiltration, and 
harvest and use LID BMP (ft3):       Sum of Form 4.3-9 Items 2, 3, and 4 Evaluate 
option to increase implementation of on-site retention in Forms 4.3-2, 4.3-3, and 4.3-4 in 
excess of LID DCV toward achieving HCOC volume reduction 

3 Remaining volume for HCOC 
volume capture (ft3):                            
Item 1 – Item 2 

4 Volume capture provided by incorporating additional on-site or off-site retention BMPs 
(ft3):             Existing downstream BMP may be used to demonstrate additional volume capture (if 
so, attach to this WQMP a hydrologic analysis showing how the additional volume would be retained 
during a 2-yr storm event for the regional watershed) 

5 If Item 4 is less than Item 3, incorporate in-stream controls on downstream waterbody segment to prevent impacts due to 
hydromodification  Attach in-stream control BMP selection and evaluation to this WQMPN/A 

6Is Form 4.2-2 Item 11 less than or equal to 5%:Yes   No  
If yes, HCOC performance criteria is achieved. If no, select one or more mitigation options below: 

• Demonstrate increase in time of concentration achieved by proposed LID site design, LID BMP, and additional on-site 
or off-site retention BMP   
BMPupstream of a waterbody segment with a potential HCOC may be used to demonstrate increased time of concentration through 
hydrograph attenuation (if so, show that the hydraulic residence time provided in BMP for a 2-year storm event is equal or greater 
thanthe addition time of concentration requirement in Form 4.2-4 Item 15) 

• Increase time of concentration by preserving pre-developed flow path and/orincrease travel time by reducing slope 
and increasing cross-sectional area and roughness for proposed on-site conveyance facilities  

• Incorporate appropriate in-stream controls for downstream waterbody segment to prevent impacts due to 
hydromodification, in a plan approved and signed by a licensed engineer in the State of California  

7 Form 4.2-2 Item 12 less than or equal to 5%:Yes   No  
If yes, HCOC performance criteria is achieved. If no, select one or more mitigation options below: 

• Demonstrate reduction in peak runoff achieved by proposed LID site design, LID BMPs, and additional on-site or off-
site retention BMPs   
BMPs upstream of a waterbody segment with a potential HCOC may be used to demonstrate additional peak runoff reduction 
through hydrograph attenuation (if so, attach to this WQMP, a hydrograph analysis showing how the peak runoff would be reduced 
during a 2-yr storm event) 

• Incorporate appropriate in-stream controls for downstream waterbody segment to prevent impacts due to 
hydromodification, in a plan approved and signed by a licensed engineer in the State of California   
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4.4 AlternativeCompliance Plan (if applicable) 
Describe an alternative compliance plan (if applicable) for projects not fully able to infiltrate, harvest and use, 
or biotreat the DCV via on-site LID practices. A project proponent must develop an alternative compliance plan 
to address the remainder of the LID DCV.Depending on project type some projects may qualify for water 
quality credits that can be applied to reduce the DCV that must be treated prior to development of an 
alternative compliance plan (see Form 2.4-1, Water Quality Credits). Form 4.3-9 Item 8 includes instructions on 
how to apply water quality credits when computing the DCV that must be met through alternative compliance. 
Alternative compliance plans may include one or more of the following elements: 

• On-site structural treatment control BMP - All treatment control BMP should be located as close to 
possible to the pollutant sources and should not be located within receiving waters; 

• Off-site structural treatment control BMP - Pollutant removal should occur prior to discharge of runoff to 
receiving waters; 

• Urban runoff fund or In-lieu program, if available 

Depending upon the proposed alternative compliance plan, approval by the executive officer may or may not be 
required (see Section 6 of theTGDfor WQMP).
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Section 5 Inspection and Maintenance Responsibility  
for Post Construction BMP 

 

All BMP included as part of the project WQMP are required to be maintained through regular scheduled 
inspection and maintenance (refer to Section 8, Post Construction BMP Requirements, in the TGD for WQMP). 
Fully complete Form 5-1 summarizing all BMP included in the WQMP.Attach additional forms as needed. The 
WQMP shall also include a detailed Operation and Maintenance Planfor all BMPand may require a 
Maintenance Agreement (consult the jurisdiction’s LIP). If a Maintenance Agreement is required, it must also 
be attached to the WQMP. 

Form 5-1 BMP Inspection and Maintenance 
(use additional forms as necessary) 

BMP ReponsibleParty(s) 
Inspection/ Maintenance 

Activities Required 
Minimum Frequency 

of Activities 

Inf-Basin Building Owner Visual Inspection & Debris Removal Monthly 

Storm 
Drain 
Piping 

Building Owner Inspection and Sediment Removal 
Yearly prior to 
rainy season 

Landscape Building Owner 
Maintenance landscape area vegetation, slope 
protection and grades adjacent to hardscape 

Weekly 

Litter 
Control 

Building Owner 
Maintain waste collection areas and vacuum 

drive aisles and parking areas 
Weekly/Monthly 

Loading 
Docks 

Building Owner 
Sweep and clear debris from dock areas to 

remove potential storm water contaminants 
Monthly 

Catch 
Basins 

Building Owner Visual Inspection and Debris Removal Monthly 
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Section 6 WQMP Attachments 
6.1. Site Planand Drainage Plan 
Include a site plan and drainage plan sheet set containing the following minimum information: 

6.2 Electronic Data Submittal 
Minimum requirements include submittal of PDF exhibits in addition to hard copies. Format must not require 
specialized software to open.If the local jurisdiction requires specialized electronic document formats (as 
described in their local Local Implementation Plan), this section will describe the contents (e.g., layering, 
nomenclature, geo-referencing, etc.) of these documents so that they may be interpreted efficiently and 
accurately. 

6.3 Post Construction  
Attach all O&M Plans and Maintenance Agreements for BMP to the WQMP. 

6.4 Other Supporting Documentation 
! BMP Educational Materials 
! Activity Restriction – C, C&R’s & Lease Agreements 

 

! Project location 

! Site boundary 

! Land uses and land covers, as applicable 

! Suitability/feasibility constraints 

! Structural Source ControlBMP locations 

! Site Design Hydrologic Source Control BMP locations 

! LID BMP details 

! Drainage delineations and flow information 

! Drainage connections 
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APPENDIX A 
VACINITY MAP and WQMP EXHIBIT 

 
 





FH

FH

 V

FH

FH

FH

 V
 V

FH

 V
 V

 V

 V

FH

X
X

X

X

X
X

X
X

X X

X
X

X

X

X

X X X X

X

 V



Water Quality Management Plan (WQMP)                            Cedar Avenue Technology Park 
 

 
 

 

APPENDIX B 
CONSTRUCTION PLANS 
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APPENDIX C 
STROMTECH CHAMBERS PRELIM. DESIGN, SPECS, AND 

MAINTENANCE RECOMMENDATIONS 
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ACCEPTABLE FILL MATERIALS: STORMTECH MC-4500 CHAMBER SYSTEMS

PLEASE NOTE:
1. THE LISTED AASHTO DESIGNATIONS ARE FOR GRADATIONS ONLY. THE STONE MUST ALSO BE CLEAN, CRUSHED, ANGULAR. FOR EXAMPLE, A SPECIFICATION FOR #4 STONE WOULD STATE: "CLEAN, CRUSHED,

ANGULAR NO. 4 (AASHTO M43) STONE".
2. STORMTECH COMPACTION REQUIREMENTS ARE MET FOR 'A' LOCATION MATERIALS WHEN PLACED AND COMPACTED IN 9" (230 mm) (MAX) LIFTS USING TWO FULL COVERAGES WITH A VIBRATORY COMPACTOR.
3. WHERE INFILTRATION SURFACES MAY BE COMPROMISED BY COMPACTION, FOR STANDARD DESIGN LOAD CONDITIONS, A FLAT SURFACE MAY BE ACHIEVED BY RAKING OR DRAGGING WITHOUT COMPACTION

EQUIPMENT. FOR SPECIAL LOAD DESIGNS, CONTACT STORMTECH FOR COMPACTION REQUIREMENTS.

NOTES:
1. MC-4500 CHAMBERS SHALL CONFORM TO THE REQUIREMENTS OF ASTM F2418 "STANDARD SPECIFICATION FOR POLYPROPYLENE (PP) CORRUGATED WALL STORMWATER COLLECTION CHAMBERS".

2. MC-4500 CHAMBERS SHALL BE DESIGNED IN ACCORDANCE WITH ASTM F2787 "STANDARD PRACTICE FOR STRUCTURAL DESIGN OF THERMOPLASTIC CORRUGATED WALL STORMWATER COLLECTION CHAMBERS".

3. "ACCEPTABLE FILL MATERIALS" TABLE ABOVE PROVIDES MATERIAL LOCATIONS, DESCRIPTIONS, GRADATIONS, AND COMPACTION REQUIREMENTS FOR FOUNDATION, EMBEDMENT, AND FILL MATERIALS.

4. THE "SITE DESIGN ENGINEER" REFERS TO THE ENGINEER RESPONSIBLE FOR THE DESIGN AND LAYOUT OF THE STORMTECH CHAMBERS FOR THIS PROJECT.

5. THE SITE DESIGN ENGINEER IS RESPONSIBLE FOR ASSESSING THE BEARING RESISTANCE (ALLOWABLE BEARING CAPACITY) OF THE SUBGRADE SOILS AND THE DEPTH OF FOUNDATION STONE WITH
CONSIDERATION FOR THE RANGE OF EXPECTED SOIL MOISTURE CONDITIONS.

6. PERIMETER STONE MUST BE EXTENDED HORIZONTALLY TO THE EXCAVATION WALL FOR BOTH VERTICAL AND SLOPED EXCAVATION WALLS.

7. ONCE LAYER 'C' IS PLACED, ANY SOIL/MATERIAL CAN BE PLACED IN LAYER 'D' UP TO THE FINISHED GRADE. MOST PAVEMENT SUBBASE SOILS CAN BE USED TO REPLACE THE MATERIAL REQUIREMENTS OF LAYER 'C'
OR 'D' AT THE SITE DESIGN ENGINEER'S DISCRETION.

MATERIAL LOCATION DESCRIPTION AASHTO  MATERIAL
CLASSIFICATIONS

COMPACTION / DENSITY
REQUIREMENT

D

FINAL FILL: FILL MATERIAL FOR LAYER 'D' STARTS
FROM THE TOP OF THE 'C' LAYER TO THE BOTTOM
OF FLEXIBLE PAVEMENT OR UNPAVED FINISHED
GRADE ABOVE. NOTE THAT PAVEMENT SUBBASE
MAY BE PART OF THE 'D' LAYER

ANY SOIL/ROCK MATERIALS, NATIVE SOILS, OR PER
ENGINEER'S PLANS. CHECK PLANS FOR PAVEMENT

SUBGRADE REQUIREMENTS.
N/A

PREPARE PER SITE DESIGN ENGINEER'S PLANS.
PAVED INSTALLATIONS MAY HAVE STRINGENT
MATERIAL AND PREPARATION REQUIREMENTS.

C

INITIAL FILL: FILL MATERIAL FOR LAYER 'C'
STARTS FROM THE TOP OF THE EMBEDMENT
STONE ('B' LAYER) TO 24" (600 mm) ABOVE THE
TOP OF THE CHAMBER. NOTE THAT PAVEMENT
SUBBASE MAY BE A PART OF THE 'C' LAYER.

GRANULAR WELL-GRADED SOIL/AGGREGATE MIXTURES, <35%
FINES OR PROCESSED AGGREGATE.

 MOST PAVEMENT SUBBASE MATERIALS CAN BE USED IN LIEU
OF THIS LAYER.

AASHTO M145¹
A-1, A-2-4, A-3

OR

AASHTO M43¹
3, 357, 4, 467, 5, 56, 57, 6, 67, 68, 7, 78, 8, 89,

9, 10

BEGIN COMPACTIONS AFTER 24" (600 mm) OF
MATERIAL OVER THE CHAMBERS IS REACHED.
COMPACT ADDITIONAL LAYERS IN 12" (300 mm)

MAX LIFTS TO A MIN. 95% PROCTOR DENSITY FOR
WELL GRADED MATERIAL AND 95% RELATIVE

DENSITY FOR PROCESSED AGGREGATE
MATERIALS.

B
EMBEDMENT STONE: FILL SURROUNDING THE
CHAMBERS FROM THE FOUNDATION STONE ('A'
LAYER) TO THE 'C' LAYER ABOVE.

CLEAN, CRUSHED, ANGULAR STONE, NOMINAL SIZE
DISTRIBUTION BETWEEN 3/4-2 INCH (20-50 mm)

AASHTO M43¹
3, 4

A
FOUNDATION STONE:  FILL BELOW CHAMBERS
FROM THE SUBGRADE UP TO THE FOOT (BOTTOM)
OF THE CHAMBER.

CLEAN, CRUSHED, ANGULAR STONE, NOMINAL SIZE
DISTRIBUTION BETWEEN 3/4-2 INCH (20-50 mm)

AASHTO M43¹
3, 4

PLATE COMPACT OR ROLL TO ACHIEVE A FLAT
SURFACE. ² ³

24"
(600 mm) MIN*

7.0'
(2.1 m)
MAX

12" (300 mm) TYP100" (2540 mm)

 ADS GEOSYNTHETICS 601T NON-WOVEN GEOTEXTILE ALL AROUND
CLEAN, CRUSHED, ANGULAR STONE IN A & B LAYERS

SUBGRADE SOILS
(SEE NOTE 5)

PAVEMENT LAYER (DESIGNED
BY SITE DESIGN ENGINEER)

MC-4500
END CAP

12" (300 mm) MIN

12" (300 mm) MIN 9"
(230 mm) MIN

D
C

B

A

PERIMETER STONE
(SEE NOTE 6)

EXCAVATION WALL
(CAN BE SLOPED OR VERTICAL) 60"

(1525 mm)

DEPTH OF STONE TO BE DETERMINED
BY DESIGN ENGINEER 9" (230 mm) MIN

*TO BOTTOM OF FLEXIBLE PAVEMENT. FOR UNPAVED
INSTALLATIONS WHERE RUTTING FROM VEHICLES MAY OCCUR,

INCREASE COVER TO 30" (750 mm).

NO COMPACTION REQUIRED.
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INSPECTION & MAINTENANCE
STEP 1) INSPECT ISOLATOR ROW FOR SEDIMENT

A. INSPECTION PORTS (IF PRESENT)
A.1. REMOVE/OPEN LID  ON NYLOPLAST INLINE DRAIN
A.2. REMOVE AND CLEAN FLEXSTORM FILTER IF INSTALLED
A.3. USING A FLASHLIGHT AND STADIA ROD, MEASURE DEPTH OF SEDIMENT AND RECORD ON MAINTENANCE LOG
A.4. LOWER A CAMERA INTO ISOLATOR ROW FOR VISUAL INSPECTION OF SEDIMENT LEVELS (OPTIONAL)
A.5. IF SEDIMENT IS AT, OR ABOVE, 3" (80 mm) PROCEED TO STEP 2. IF NOT, PROCEED TO STEP 3.

B. ALL ISOLATOR ROWS
B.1. REMOVE COVER FROM STRUCTURE AT UPSTREAM END OF ISOLATOR ROW
B.2. USING A FLASHLIGHT, INSPECT DOWN THE ISOLATOR ROW THROUGH OUTLET PIPE

i) MIRRORS ON POLES OR CAMERAS MAY BE USED TO AVOID A CONFINED SPACE ENTRY
ii) FOLLOW OSHA REGULATIONS FOR CONFINED SPACE ENTRY IF ENTERING MANHOLE

B.3. IF SEDIMENT IS AT, OR ABOVE, 3" (80 mm) PROCEED TO STEP 2. IF NOT, PROCEED TO STEP 3.

STEP 2) CLEAN OUT ISOLATOR ROW USING THE JETVAC PROCESS
A. A FIXED CULVERT CLEANING NOZZLE WITH REAR FACING SPREAD OF 45" (1.1 m) OR MORE IS PREFERRED
B. APPLY MULTIPLE PASSES OF JETVAC UNTIL BACKFLUSH WATER IS CLEAN
C. VACUUM STRUCTURE SUMP AS REQUIRED

STEP 3) REPLACE ALL COVERS, GRATES, FILTERS, AND LIDS; RECORD OBSERVATIONS AND ACTIONS.

STEP 4) INSPECT AND CLEAN BASINS AND MANHOLES UPSTREAM OF THE STORMTECH SYSTEM.

NOTES
1. INSPECT EVERY 6 MONTHS DURING THE FIRST YEAR OF OPERATION. ADJUST THE INSPECTION INTERVAL BASED ON PREVIOUS

OBSERVATIONS OF SEDIMENT ACCUMULATION AND HIGH WATER ELEVATIONS.

2. CONDUCT JETTING AND VACTORING ANNUALLY OR WHEN INSPECTION SHOWS THAT MAINTENANCE IS NECESSARY.

MC-4500 CHAMBER

18" (450 mm) MIN WIDTH

CONCRETE SLAB
8" (200 mm) MIN THICKNESS

PAVEMENT

FLEXSTORM CATCH IT
PART# 6212NYFX

WITH USE OF OPEN GRATE

12" (300 mm) NYLOPLAST INLINE
DRAIN BODY W/SOLID HINGED
COVER OR GRATE
PART# 2712AG06N
SOLID COVER: 1299CGC
GRATE: 1299CGS

CONCRETE COLLAR NOT REQUIRED
FOR UNPAVED APPLICATIONS

6" (250 mm) INSERTA TEE
PART#06N12ST45IP

INSERTA TEE TO BE CENTERED
ON CORRUGATION CREST

MC-4500 6" INSPECTION PORT DETAIL
NTS

6" (150 mm) ADS N-12
HDPE PIPE

CONCRETE COLLAR

SUMP DEPTH TBD BY
SITE DESIGN ENGINEER

(24" [600 mm] MIN RECOMMENDED)
24" (600 mm) HDPE ACCESS PIPE REQUIRED
USE FACTORY PRE-CORED END CAP
PART #: MC4500REPE24BC

TWO LAYERS OF ADS GEOSYNTHETICS 315WTM WOVEN
GEOTEXTILE BETWEEN FOUNDATION STONE AND CHAMBERS
10.3' (3.1 m) MIN WIDE CONTINUOUS FABRIC WITHOUT SEAMS

CATCH BASIN
OR

MANHOLE

COVER PIPE CONNECTION TO END
CAP WITH ADS GEOSYNTHETICS 601T

NON-WOVEN GEOTEXTILE
MC-4500 CHAMBER

MC-4500 END CAP

MC-4500 ISOLATOR ROW DETAIL
NTS

OPTIONAL INSPECTION PORT

STORMTECH HIGHLY RECOMMENDS
FLEXSTORM PURE INSERTS IN ANY UPSTREAM

STRUCTURES WITH OPEN GRATES
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UNDERDRAIN DETAIL
NTS

A

A

B B

SECTION A-A

SECTION B-B
NUMBER AND SIZE OF UNDERDRAINS PER SITE DESIGN ENGINEER
4" (100 mm) TYP FOR SC-310 SYSTEMS
6" (150 mm) TYP FOR SC-740, DC-780, MC-3500 & MC-4500 SYSTEMS

OUTLET MANIFOLD

STORMTECH
END CAP

STORMTECH
CHAMBERS

STORMTECH
CHAMBER

STORMTECH
END CAP

DUAL WALL
PERFORATED
HDPE
UNDERDRAIN

ADS GEOSYNTHETICS 601T
NON-WOVEN GEOTEXTILE

ADS GEOSYNTHETICS 601T
NON-WOVEN GEOTEXTILE

FOUNDATION STONE
BENEATH CHAMBERS

FOUNDATION STONE
BENEATH CHAMBERS

MC-4500 TECHNICAL SPECIFICATION
NTS

PART # STUB B C
MC4500REPE06T 6" (150 mm)

42.54" (1.081 m) ---
MC4500REPE06B --- 0.86" (22 mm)
MC4500REPE08T 8" (200 mm)

40.50" (1.029 m) ---
MC4500REPE08B --- 1.01" (26 mm)
MC4500REPE10T 10" (250 mm)

38.37" (975 mm) ---
MC4500REPE10B --- 1.33" (34 mm)
MC4500REPE12T 12" (300 mm)

35.69" (907 mm) ---
MC4500REPE12B --- 1.55" (39 mm)
MC4500REPE15T 15" (375 mm)

32.72" (831 mm) ---
MC4500REPE15B --- 1.70" (43 mm)

MC4500REPE18TC 18" (450 mm)
29.36" (746 mm) ---

MC4500REPE18BC --- 1.97" (50 mm)
MC4500REPE24TC 24" (600 mm)

23.05" (585 mm) ---
MC4500REPE24BC --- 2.26" (57 mm)
MC4500REPE30BC 30" (750 mm) --- 2.95" (75 mm)
MC4500REPE36BC 36" (900 mm) --- 3.25" (83 mm)
MC4500REPE42BC 42" (1050 mm) --- 3.55" (90  mm)

NOTE: ALL DIMENSIONS ARE NOMINAL

CUSTOM PRECORED INVERTS ARE AVAILABLE UPON REQUEST. INVENTORIED MANIFOLDS INCLUDE
12-24" (300-600 mm) SIZE ON SIZE AND 15-48" (375-1200 mm) ECCENTRIC MANIFOLDS.
CUSTOM INVERT LOCATIONS ON THE MC-4500 END CAP CUT IN THE FIELD ARE NOT RECOMMENDED
FOR PIPE SIZES GREATER THAN 10" (250 mm)
THE INVERT LOCATION IN COLUMN 'B' ARE THE HIGHTEST POSSIBLE FOR THE PIPE SIZE.

NOMINAL CHAMBER SPECIFICATIONS
SIZE (W X H X INSTALLED LENGTH) 100.0" X 60.0" X 48.3" (2540 mm X 1524 mm X 1227 mm)
CHAMBER STORAGE 106.5 CUBIC FEET (3.01 m³)
MINIMUM INSTALLED STORAGE* 162.6 CUBIC FEET (4.60 m³)
WEIGHT 130.0 lbs. (59.0 kg)

NOMINAL END CAP SPECIFICATIONS
SIZE (W X H X INSTALLED LENGTH) 90.2" X 59.4" X 30.7" (2291 mm X 1509 mm X 781 mm)
END CAP STORAGE 35.7 CUBIC FEET (1.01 m³)
MINIMUM INSTALLED STORAGE* 108.7 CUBIC FEET (3.08 m³)
WEIGHT 135.0 lbs. (61.2 kg)

*ASSUMES 12" (305 mm) STONE ABOVE, 9" (229 mm) STONE FOUNDATION AND BETWEEN CHAMBERS,
12" (305 mm) STONE PERIMETER IN FRONT OF END CAPS AND 40% STONE POROSITY.

STUBS AT BOTTOM OF END CAP FOR PART NUMBERS ENDING WITH "B"
STUBS AT TOP OF END CAP FOR PART NUMBERS ENDING WITH "T"

B

C

52.0"
(1321 mm)

48.3"
(1227 mm)

INSTALLED

60.0"
(1524 mm)

100.0" (2540 mm) 90.2" (2291 mm)

59.4"
(1509 mm)

30.7"
(781 mm)

INSTALLED

35.1"
(891 mm)

UPPER JOINT
CORRUGATION

WEB
CREST

CREST
STIFFENING RIB

VALLEY
STIFFENING RIB

BUILD ROW IN THIS DIRECTION

LOWER JOINT CORR.

FOOT

INSERTA TEE DETAIL
NTS

INSERTA TEE
CONNECTION

CONVEYANCE PIPE
MATERIAL MAY VARY

(PVC, HDPE, ETC.)

PLACE ADS GEOSYNTHETICS 315 WOVEN
GEOTEXTILE (CENTERED ON INSERTA-TEE
INLET) OVER BEDDING STONE FOR SCOUR

PROTECTION AT SIDE INLET CONNECTIONS.
GEOTEXTILE MUST EXTEND 6" (150 mm)

PAST CHAMBER FOOT

INSERTA TEE TO BE
INSTALLED, CENTERED

OVER CORRUGATION

SIDE VIEWSECTION A-A

A

A

DO NOT INSTALL
INSERTA-TEE AT
CHAMBER JOINTS

NOTE:
PART NUMBERS WILL VARY BASED ON INLET PIPE MATERIALS.
CONTACT STORMTECH FOR MORE INFORMATION.

CHAMBER MAX DIAMETER OF
INSERTA TEE

HEIGHT FROM BASE OF
CHAMBER (X)

SC-310 6" (150 mm) 4" (100 mm)

SC-740 10" (250 mm) 4" (100 mm)

DC-780 10" (250 mm) 4" (100 mm)

MC-3500 12" (300 mm) 6" (150 mm)

MC-4500 12" (300 mm) 8" (200 mm)

INSERTA TEE FITTINGS AVAILABLE FOR SDR 26, SDR 35, SCH 40 IPS
GASKETED & SOLVENT WELD, N-12, HP STORM, C-900 OR DUCTILE IRON

(X)
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MC-SERIES END CAP INSERTION DETAIL
NTS

NOTE: MANIFOLD STUB MUST BE LAID HORIZONTAL
FOR A PROPER FIT IN END CAP OPENING.

12" (300 mm)
MIN SEPARATION

12" (300 mm) MIN INSERTION

MANIFOLD HEADER

MANIFOLD STUB

STORMTECH END CAP

12" (300 mm)
MIN SEPARATION

12" (300 mm)
MIN INSERTION

MANIFOLD HEADER

MANIFOLD STUB
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ACCEPTABLE FILL MATERIALS: STORMTECH MC-4500 CHAMBER SYSTEMS

PLEASE NOTE:
1. THE LISTED AASHTO DESIGNATIONS ARE FOR GRADATIONS ONLY. THE STONE MUST ALSO BE CLEAN, CRUSHED, ANGULAR. FOR EXAMPLE, A SPECIFICATION FOR #4 STONE WOULD STATE: "CLEAN, CRUSHED,

ANGULAR NO. 4 (AASHTO M43) STONE".
2. STORMTECH COMPACTION REQUIREMENTS ARE MET FOR 'A' LOCATION MATERIALS WHEN PLACED AND COMPACTED IN 9" (230 mm) (MAX) LIFTS USING TWO FULL COVERAGES WITH A VIBRATORY COMPACTOR.
3. WHERE INFILTRATION SURFACES MAY BE COMPROMISED BY COMPACTION, FOR STANDARD DESIGN LOAD CONDITIONS, A FLAT SURFACE MAY BE ACHIEVED BY RAKING OR DRAGGING WITHOUT COMPACTION

EQUIPMENT. FOR SPECIAL LOAD DESIGNS, CONTACT STORMTECH FOR COMPACTION REQUIREMENTS.

NOTES:
1. MC-4500 CHAMBERS SHALL CONFORM TO THE REQUIREMENTS OF ASTM F2418 "STANDARD SPECIFICATION FOR POLYPROPYLENE (PP) CORRUGATED WALL STORMWATER COLLECTION CHAMBERS".

2. MC-4500 CHAMBERS SHALL BE DESIGNED IN ACCORDANCE WITH ASTM F2787 "STANDARD PRACTICE FOR STRUCTURAL DESIGN OF THERMOPLASTIC CORRUGATED WALL STORMWATER COLLECTION CHAMBERS".

3. "ACCEPTABLE FILL MATERIALS" TABLE ABOVE PROVIDES MATERIAL LOCATIONS, DESCRIPTIONS, GRADATIONS, AND COMPACTION REQUIREMENTS FOR FOUNDATION, EMBEDMENT, AND FILL MATERIALS.

4. THE "SITE DESIGN ENGINEER" REFERS TO THE ENGINEER RESPONSIBLE FOR THE DESIGN AND LAYOUT OF THE STORMTECH CHAMBERS FOR THIS PROJECT.

5. THE SITE DESIGN ENGINEER IS RESPONSIBLE FOR ASSESSING THE BEARING RESISTANCE (ALLOWABLE BEARING CAPACITY) OF THE SUBGRADE SOILS AND THE DEPTH OF FOUNDATION STONE WITH
CONSIDERATION FOR THE RANGE OF EXPECTED SOIL MOISTURE CONDITIONS.

6. PERIMETER STONE MUST BE EXTENDED HORIZONTALLY TO THE EXCAVATION WALL FOR BOTH VERTICAL AND SLOPED EXCAVATION WALLS.

7. ONCE LAYER 'C' IS PLACED, ANY SOIL/MATERIAL CAN BE PLACED IN LAYER 'D' UP TO THE FINISHED GRADE. MOST PAVEMENT SUBBASE SOILS CAN BE USED TO REPLACE THE MATERIAL REQUIREMENTS OF LAYER 'C'
OR 'D' AT THE SITE DESIGN ENGINEER'S DISCRETION.

MATERIAL LOCATION DESCRIPTION AASHTO  MATERIAL
CLASSIFICATIONS

COMPACTION / DENSITY
REQUIREMENT

D

FINAL FILL: FILL MATERIAL FOR LAYER 'D' STARTS
FROM THE TOP OF THE 'C' LAYER TO THE BOTTOM
OF FLEXIBLE PAVEMENT OR UNPAVED FINISHED
GRADE ABOVE. NOTE THAT PAVEMENT SUBBASE
MAY BE PART OF THE 'D' LAYER

ANY SOIL/ROCK MATERIALS, NATIVE SOILS, OR PER
ENGINEER'S PLANS. CHECK PLANS FOR PAVEMENT

SUBGRADE REQUIREMENTS.
N/A

PREPARE PER SITE DESIGN ENGINEER'S PLANS.
PAVED INSTALLATIONS MAY HAVE STRINGENT
MATERIAL AND PREPARATION REQUIREMENTS.

C

INITIAL FILL: FILL MATERIAL FOR LAYER 'C'
STARTS FROM THE TOP OF THE EMBEDMENT
STONE ('B' LAYER) TO 24" (600 mm) ABOVE THE
TOP OF THE CHAMBER. NOTE THAT PAVEMENT
SUBBASE MAY BE A PART OF THE 'C' LAYER.

GRANULAR WELL-GRADED SOIL/AGGREGATE MIXTURES, <35%
FINES OR PROCESSED AGGREGATE.

 MOST PAVEMENT SUBBASE MATERIALS CAN BE USED IN LIEU
OF THIS LAYER.

AASHTO M145¹
A-1, A-2-4, A-3

OR

AASHTO M43¹
3, 357, 4, 467, 5, 56, 57, 6, 67, 68, 7, 78, 8, 89,

9, 10

BEGIN COMPACTIONS AFTER 24" (600 mm) OF
MATERIAL OVER THE CHAMBERS IS REACHED.
COMPACT ADDITIONAL LAYERS IN 12" (300 mm)

MAX LIFTS TO A MIN. 95% PROCTOR DENSITY FOR
WELL GRADED MATERIAL AND 95% RELATIVE

DENSITY FOR PROCESSED AGGREGATE
MATERIALS.

B
EMBEDMENT STONE: FILL SURROUNDING THE
CHAMBERS FROM THE FOUNDATION STONE ('A'
LAYER) TO THE 'C' LAYER ABOVE.

CLEAN, CRUSHED, ANGULAR STONE, NOMINAL SIZE
DISTRIBUTION BETWEEN 3/4-2 INCH (20-50 mm)

AASHTO M43¹
3, 4

A
FOUNDATION STONE:  FILL BELOW CHAMBERS
FROM THE SUBGRADE UP TO THE FOOT (BOTTOM)
OF THE CHAMBER.

CLEAN, CRUSHED, ANGULAR STONE, NOMINAL SIZE
DISTRIBUTION BETWEEN 3/4-2 INCH (20-50 mm)

AASHTO M43¹
3, 4

PLATE COMPACT OR ROLL TO ACHIEVE A FLAT
SURFACE. ² ³

24"
(600 mm) MIN*

7.0'
(2.1 m)
MAX

12" (300 mm) TYP100" (2540 mm)

 ADS GEOSYNTHETICS 601T NON-WOVEN GEOTEXTILE ALL AROUND
CLEAN, CRUSHED, ANGULAR STONE IN A & B LAYERS

SUBGRADE SOILS
(SEE NOTE 5)

PAVEMENT LAYER (DESIGNED
BY SITE DESIGN ENGINEER)

MC-4500
END CAP

12" (300 mm) MIN

12" (300 mm) MIN 9"
(230 mm) MIN

D
C

B

A

PERIMETER STONE
(SEE NOTE 6)

EXCAVATION WALL
(CAN BE SLOPED OR VERTICAL) 60"

(1525 mm)

DEPTH OF STONE TO BE DETERMINED
BY DESIGN ENGINEER 9" (230 mm) MIN

*TO BOTTOM OF FLEXIBLE PAVEMENT. FOR UNPAVED
INSTALLATIONS WHERE RUTTING FROM VEHICLES MAY OCCUR,

INCREASE COVER TO 30" (750 mm).

NO COMPACTION REQUIRED.
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INSPECTION & MAINTENANCE
STEP 1) INSPECT ISOLATOR ROW FOR SEDIMENT

A. INSPECTION PORTS (IF PRESENT)
A.1. REMOVE/OPEN LID  ON NYLOPLAST INLINE DRAIN
A.2. REMOVE AND CLEAN FLEXSTORM FILTER IF INSTALLED
A.3. USING A FLASHLIGHT AND STADIA ROD, MEASURE DEPTH OF SEDIMENT AND RECORD ON MAINTENANCE LOG
A.4. LOWER A CAMERA INTO ISOLATOR ROW FOR VISUAL INSPECTION OF SEDIMENT LEVELS (OPTIONAL)
A.5. IF SEDIMENT IS AT, OR ABOVE, 3" (80 mm) PROCEED TO STEP 2. IF NOT, PROCEED TO STEP 3.

B. ALL ISOLATOR ROWS
B.1. REMOVE COVER FROM STRUCTURE AT UPSTREAM END OF ISOLATOR ROW
B.2. USING A FLASHLIGHT, INSPECT DOWN THE ISOLATOR ROW THROUGH OUTLET PIPE

i) MIRRORS ON POLES OR CAMERAS MAY BE USED TO AVOID A CONFINED SPACE ENTRY
ii) FOLLOW OSHA REGULATIONS FOR CONFINED SPACE ENTRY IF ENTERING MANHOLE

B.3. IF SEDIMENT IS AT, OR ABOVE, 3" (80 mm) PROCEED TO STEP 2. IF NOT, PROCEED TO STEP 3.

STEP 2) CLEAN OUT ISOLATOR ROW USING THE JETVAC PROCESS
A. A FIXED CULVERT CLEANING NOZZLE WITH REAR FACING SPREAD OF 45" (1.1 m) OR MORE IS PREFERRED
B. APPLY MULTIPLE PASSES OF JETVAC UNTIL BACKFLUSH WATER IS CLEAN
C. VACUUM STRUCTURE SUMP AS REQUIRED

STEP 3) REPLACE ALL COVERS, GRATES, FILTERS, AND LIDS; RECORD OBSERVATIONS AND ACTIONS.

STEP 4) INSPECT AND CLEAN BASINS AND MANHOLES UPSTREAM OF THE STORMTECH SYSTEM.

NOTES
1. INSPECT EVERY 6 MONTHS DURING THE FIRST YEAR OF OPERATION. ADJUST THE INSPECTION INTERVAL BASED ON PREVIOUS

OBSERVATIONS OF SEDIMENT ACCUMULATION AND HIGH WATER ELEVATIONS.

2. CONDUCT JETTING AND VACTORING ANNUALLY OR WHEN INSPECTION SHOWS THAT MAINTENANCE IS NECESSARY.

MC-4500 CHAMBER

18" (450 mm) MIN WIDTH

CONCRETE SLAB
8" (200 mm) MIN THICKNESS

PAVEMENT

FLEXSTORM CATCH IT
PART# 6212NYFX

WITH USE OF OPEN GRATE

12" (300 mm) NYLOPLAST INLINE
DRAIN BODY W/SOLID HINGED
COVER OR GRATE
PART# 2712AG06N
SOLID COVER: 1299CGC
GRATE: 1299CGS

CONCRETE COLLAR NOT REQUIRED
FOR UNPAVED APPLICATIONS

6" (250 mm) INSERTA TEE
PART#06N12ST45IP

INSERTA TEE TO BE CENTERED
ON CORRUGATION CREST

MC-4500 6" INSPECTION PORT DETAIL
NTS

6" (150 mm) ADS N-12
HDPE PIPE

CONCRETE COLLAR

SUMP DEPTH TBD BY
SITE DESIGN ENGINEER

(24" [600 mm] MIN RECOMMENDED)
24" (600 mm) HDPE ACCESS PIPE REQUIRED
USE FACTORY PRE-CORED END CAP
PART #: MC4500REPE24BC

TWO LAYERS OF ADS GEOSYNTHETICS 315WTM WOVEN
GEOTEXTILE BETWEEN FOUNDATION STONE AND CHAMBERS
10.3' (3.1 m) MIN WIDE CONTINUOUS FABRIC WITHOUT SEAMS

CATCH BASIN
OR

MANHOLE

COVER PIPE CONNECTION TO END
CAP WITH ADS GEOSYNTHETICS 601T

NON-WOVEN GEOTEXTILE
MC-4500 CHAMBER

MC-4500 END CAP

MC-4500 ISOLATOR ROW DETAIL
NTS

OPTIONAL INSPECTION PORT

STORMTECH HIGHLY RECOMMENDS
FLEXSTORM PURE INSERTS IN ANY UPSTREAM

STRUCTURES WITH OPEN GRATES
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UNDERDRAIN DETAIL
NTS

A

A

B B

SECTION A-A

SECTION B-B
NUMBER AND SIZE OF UNDERDRAINS PER SITE DESIGN ENGINEER
4" (100 mm) TYP FOR SC-310 SYSTEMS
6" (150 mm) TYP FOR SC-740, DC-780, MC-3500 & MC-4500 SYSTEMS

OUTLET MANIFOLD

STORMTECH
END CAP

STORMTECH
CHAMBERS

STORMTECH
CHAMBER

STORMTECH
END CAP

DUAL WALL
PERFORATED
HDPE
UNDERDRAIN

ADS GEOSYNTHETICS 601T
NON-WOVEN GEOTEXTILE

ADS GEOSYNTHETICS 601T
NON-WOVEN GEOTEXTILE

FOUNDATION STONE
BENEATH CHAMBERS

FOUNDATION STONE
BENEATH CHAMBERS

MC-4500 TECHNICAL SPECIFICATION
NTS

PART # STUB B C
MC4500REPE06T 6" (150 mm)

42.54" (1.081 m) ---
MC4500REPE06B --- 0.86" (22 mm)
MC4500REPE08T 8" (200 mm)

40.50" (1.029 m) ---
MC4500REPE08B --- 1.01" (26 mm)
MC4500REPE10T 10" (250 mm)

38.37" (975 mm) ---
MC4500REPE10B --- 1.33" (34 mm)
MC4500REPE12T 12" (300 mm)

35.69" (907 mm) ---
MC4500REPE12B --- 1.55" (39 mm)
MC4500REPE15T 15" (375 mm)

32.72" (831 mm) ---
MC4500REPE15B --- 1.70" (43 mm)

MC4500REPE18TC 18" (450 mm)
29.36" (746 mm) ---

MC4500REPE18BC --- 1.97" (50 mm)
MC4500REPE24TC 24" (600 mm)

23.05" (585 mm) ---
MC4500REPE24BC --- 2.26" (57 mm)
MC4500REPE30BC 30" (750 mm) --- 2.95" (75 mm)
MC4500REPE36BC 36" (900 mm) --- 3.25" (83 mm)
MC4500REPE42BC 42" (1050 mm) --- 3.55" (90  mm)

NOTE: ALL DIMENSIONS ARE NOMINAL

CUSTOM PRECORED INVERTS ARE AVAILABLE UPON REQUEST. INVENTORIED MANIFOLDS INCLUDE
12-24" (300-600 mm) SIZE ON SIZE AND 15-48" (375-1200 mm) ECCENTRIC MANIFOLDS.
CUSTOM INVERT LOCATIONS ON THE MC-4500 END CAP CUT IN THE FIELD ARE NOT RECOMMENDED
FOR PIPE SIZES GREATER THAN 10" (250 mm)
THE INVERT LOCATION IN COLUMN 'B' ARE THE HIGHTEST POSSIBLE FOR THE PIPE SIZE.

NOMINAL CHAMBER SPECIFICATIONS
SIZE (W X H X INSTALLED LENGTH) 100.0" X 60.0" X 48.3" (2540 mm X 1524 mm X 1227 mm)
CHAMBER STORAGE 106.5 CUBIC FEET (3.01 m³)
MINIMUM INSTALLED STORAGE* 162.6 CUBIC FEET (4.60 m³)
WEIGHT 130.0 lbs. (59.0 kg)

NOMINAL END CAP SPECIFICATIONS
SIZE (W X H X INSTALLED LENGTH) 90.2" X 59.4" X 30.7" (2291 mm X 1509 mm X 781 mm)
END CAP STORAGE 35.7 CUBIC FEET (1.01 m³)
MINIMUM INSTALLED STORAGE* 108.7 CUBIC FEET (3.08 m³)
WEIGHT 135.0 lbs. (61.2 kg)

*ASSUMES 12" (305 mm) STONE ABOVE, 9" (229 mm) STONE FOUNDATION AND BETWEEN CHAMBERS,
12" (305 mm) STONE PERIMETER IN FRONT OF END CAPS AND 40% STONE POROSITY.

STUBS AT BOTTOM OF END CAP FOR PART NUMBERS ENDING WITH "B"
STUBS AT TOP OF END CAP FOR PART NUMBERS ENDING WITH "T"

B

C

52.0"
(1321 mm)

48.3"
(1227 mm)

INSTALLED

60.0"
(1524 mm)

100.0" (2540 mm) 90.2" (2291 mm)

59.4"
(1509 mm)

30.7"
(781 mm)

INSTALLED

35.1"
(891 mm)

UPPER JOINT
CORRUGATION

WEB
CREST

CREST
STIFFENING RIB

VALLEY
STIFFENING RIB

BUILD ROW IN THIS DIRECTION

LOWER JOINT CORR.

FOOT

INSERTA TEE DETAIL
NTS

INSERTA TEE
CONNECTION

CONVEYANCE PIPE
MATERIAL MAY VARY

(PVC, HDPE, ETC.)

PLACE ADS GEOSYNTHETICS 315 WOVEN
GEOTEXTILE (CENTERED ON INSERTA-TEE
INLET) OVER BEDDING STONE FOR SCOUR

PROTECTION AT SIDE INLET CONNECTIONS.
GEOTEXTILE MUST EXTEND 6" (150 mm)

PAST CHAMBER FOOT

INSERTA TEE TO BE
INSTALLED, CENTERED

OVER CORRUGATION

SIDE VIEWSECTION A-A

A

A

DO NOT INSTALL
INSERTA-TEE AT
CHAMBER JOINTS

NOTE:
PART NUMBERS WILL VARY BASED ON INLET PIPE MATERIALS.
CONTACT STORMTECH FOR MORE INFORMATION.

CHAMBER MAX DIAMETER OF
INSERTA TEE

HEIGHT FROM BASE OF
CHAMBER (X)

SC-310 6" (150 mm) 4" (100 mm)

SC-740 10" (250 mm) 4" (100 mm)

DC-780 10" (250 mm) 4" (100 mm)

MC-3500 12" (300 mm) 6" (150 mm)

MC-4500 12" (300 mm) 8" (200 mm)

INSERTA TEE FITTINGS AVAILABLE FOR SDR 26, SDR 35, SCH 40 IPS
GASKETED & SOLVENT WELD, N-12, HP STORM, C-900 OR DUCTILE IRON

(X)
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MC-SERIES END CAP INSERTION DETAIL
NTS

NOTE: MANIFOLD STUB MUST BE LAID HORIZONTAL
FOR A PROPER FIT IN END CAP OPENING.

12" (300 mm)
MIN SEPARATION

12" (300 mm) MIN INSERTION

MANIFOLD HEADER

MANIFOLD STUB

STORMTECH END CAP

12" (300 mm)
MIN SEPARATION

12" (300 mm)
MIN INSERTION

MANIFOLD HEADER

MANIFOLD STUB
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Isolator® Row O&M Manual
StormTech® Chamber System for Stormwater Management

Save Valuable Land and
Protect Water Resources

Detention • Retention • Water Quality

A division of



1.1 INTRODUCTION
An important component of any Stormwater Pollution
Prevention Plan is inspection and maintenance. The
StormTech Isolator Row is a patented technique to
inexpensively enhance Total Suspended Solids (TSS)
removal and provide easy access for inspection and
maintenance.

1.2 THE ISOLATOR ROW 
The Isolator Row is a row of StormTech chambers, either
SC-310, SC-310-3, SC-740, DC-780, MC-3500 or MC-
4500 models, that is surrounded with filter fabric and con-
nected to a closely located manhole for easy access. The
fabric-wrapped chambers pro vide for settling and filtra-
tion of sediment as storm water rises in the Isolator Row
and ultimately passes through the filter fabric. The open
bottom chambers and perforated sidewalls (SC-310, SC-
310-3 and SC-740 models) allow storm water to flow both
vertically and horizon tally out of the chambers.
Sediments are cap tured in the Isolator Row protecting
the storage areas of the adjacent stone and chambers
from sediment accumulation.

Two different fabrics are used for the Isolator Row. A
woven geotextile fabric is placed between the stone
and the Isolator Row chambers. The tough geo textile
provides a media for storm water filtration and provides
a durable surface for maintenance operations. It is also
designed to prevent scour of the underlying stone and
remain intact during high pressure jetting. A non-woven
fabric is placed over the chambers to provide a filter
media for flows passing through the perforations in the
sidewall of the chamber. The non-woven fabric is not
required over the DC-780, MC-3500 or MC-4500 models
as these chambers do not have perforated side walls.

2 Call StormTech at 888.892.2694 or visit our website at www.stormtech.com for technical and product information. 

1.0 The Isolator® Row

The Isolator Row is typically designed to capture the
“first flush” and offers the versatility to be sized on a vol-
ume basis or flow rate basis. An upstream manhole not
only provides access to the Isolator Row but typically
includes a high flow weir such that storm water flowrates
or volumes that exceed the capacity of the Isolator Row
overtop the over flow weir and discharge through a
manifold to the other chambers. 

The Isolator Row may also be part of a treatment train.
By treating storm water prior to entry into the chamber
system, the service life can be extended and pollutants
such as hydrocarbons can be captured. Pre-treatment
best management practices can be as simple as deep
sump catch basins, oil-water separators or can be inno-
vative storm water treatment devices. The design of 
the treatment train and selection of pretreatment devices
by the design engineer is often driven by regulatory
requirements. Whether pretreatment is used or not, the
Isolator Row is recommended by StormTech as an
effective means to minimize maintenance requirements
and maintenance costs.

Note: See the StormTech Design Manual for detailed
information on designing inlets for a StormTech system,
including the Isolator Row.

ECCENTRIC
HEADER

MANHOLE
WITH

OVERFLOW
WEIR 

STORMTECH
ISOLATOR ROW

OPTIONAL 
PRE-TREATMENT

OPTIONAL 
ACCESS STORMTECH CHAMBERS

StormTech Isolator Row with Overflow Spillway 
(not to scale)

Looking down the Isolator Row from the manhole opening, woven
geotextile is shown between the chamber and stone base.



2.0 Isolator Row Inspection/Maintenance

Call StormTech at 888.892.2694 or visit our website at www.stormtech.com for technical and product information.  3

Maintenance is accomplished with the JetVac process.
The JetVac process utilizes a high pressure water noz-
zle to propel itself down the Isolator Row while scouring
and suspending sediments. As the nozzle is retrieved,
the captured pollutants are flushed back into the man-
hole for vacuuming. Most sewer and pipe maintenance
companies have vacuum/JetVac combination vehicles.
Selection of an appropriate JetVac nozzle will improve
maintenance efficiency. Fixed nozzles designed for cul-
verts or large diameter pipe cleaning are preferable.
Rear facing jets with an effective spread of at least 45”
are best. Most JetVac reels have 400 feet of hose allow-
ing maintenance of an Isolator Row up to 50 chambers
long. The JetVac process shall only be performed on
StormTech Isolator Rows that have AASHTO class 1
woven geotextile (as specified by StormTech) over
their angular base stone.

2.1 INSPECTION
The frequency of Inspection and Maintenance varies 
by location. A routine inspection schedule needs to be
established for each individual location based upon site
specific variables. The type of land use (i.e. industrial,
commercial, residential), anticipated pollutant load, per-
cent imperviousness, climate, etc. all play a critical role
in determining the actual frequency of inspection and
maintenance practices.

At a minimum, StormTech recommends annual inspec-
tions. Initially, the Isolator Row should be inspected every
6 months for the first year of operation. For sub sequent
years, the inspection should be adjusted based upon
previous observation of sediment deposition. 

The Isolator Row incorporates a combination of standard
manhole(s) and strategically located inspection ports
(as needed). The inspection ports allow for easy access
to the system from the surface, eliminating the need to
perform a confined space entry for inspection purposes. 

If upon visual inspection it is found that sediment has
accumulated, a stadia rod should be inserted to deter-
mine the depth of sediment. When the average depth 
of sediment exceeds 3 inches throughout the length of 
the Isolator Row, clean-out should be performed.

2.2 MAINTENANCE
The Isolator Row was designed to reduce the cost of
periodic maintenance. By “isolating” sediments to just
one row, costs are dramatically reduced by eliminating
the need to clean out each row of the entire storage
bed. If inspection indicates the potential need for main-
tenance, access is provided via a manhole(s) located
on the end(s) of the row for cleanout. If entry into the
manhole is required, please follow local and OSHA rules
for a confined space entries. 

StormTech Isolator Row (not to scale)

Examples of culvert cleaning nozzles appropriate for Isolator Row
maintenance. (These are not StormTech products.)

NOTE: NON-WOVEN FABRIC IS ONLY REQUIRED OVER THE INLET PIPE CONNECTION INTO THE END CAP FOR DC-780, MC-3500 AND
MC-4500 CHAMBER MODELS AND IS NOT REQUIRED OVER THE ENTIRE ISOLATOR ROW.



Step 1) Inspect Isolator Row for sediment
A) Inspection ports (if present)

i. Remove lid from floor box frame
ii. Remove cap from inspection riser
iii. Using a flashlight and stadia rod,

measure depth of sediment and
record results on maintenance log.

iv. If sediment is at, or above, 3 inch
depth proceed to Step 2. If not
proceed to step 3.

B) All Isolator Rows
i. Remove cover from manhole at

upstream end of Isolator Row 
ii. Using a flashlight, inspect down Isolator Row through outlet pipe

1. Mirrors on poles or cameras may be used to avoid a confined space entry
2. Follow OSHA regulations for confined space entry if entering manhole

iii. If sediment is at or above the lower row of sidewall holes (approximately 3 inches) proceed to Step 2. 
If not proceed to Step 3. 

Step 2) Clean out Isolator Row using the JetVac process
A) A fixed culvert cleaning nozzle with rear facing nozzle spread of 45 inches or more is preferable
B) Apply multiple passes of JetVac until backflush water is clean
C) Vacuum manhole sump as required

Step 3) Replace all caps, lids and covers, record observations and actions

Step 4) Inspect & clean catch basins and manholes upstream of the StormTech system

ADS “Terms and Conditions of Sale” are available on the ADS website, www.ads-pipe.com
Advanced Drainage Systems, the ADS logo, and the green stripe are registered trademarks of Advanced Drainage Systems.
Stormtech® and the Isolator® Row are registered trademarks of StormTech, Inc.
Green Building Council Member logo is a registered trademark of the U.S. Green Building Council.

© 2013 Advanced Drainage Systems, Inc.  

3.0 Isolator Row Step By Step Maintenance Procedures
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2
1) B) 1) A)

StormTech Isolator Row (not to scale)

Stadia Rod Readings
Fixed point Fixed point Sediment

Date to chamber to top of Depth Observations/Actions Inspector

bottom (1) sediment (2) (1) - (2)

3/15/01 6.3 ft. none New installation. Fixed point is Cl frame at grade djm
9/24/01 6.2 0.1 ft. Some grit felt sm
6/20/03 5.8 0.5 ft. Mucky feel, debris visible in manhole and in rv

Isolator row, maintenance due
7/7/03 6.3 ft. 0 System jetted and vacuumed djm

Sample Maintenance Log

70 Inwood Road, Suite 3     Rocky Hill     Connecticut     06067   

860.529.8188     888.892.2694     fax 866.328.8401 www.stormtech.com         
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Company Name Michael Baker International
Designed by
Project 154882 - Cedar Avenue Technology Park
Date 9/2/2016

DMA A Surface Type Area (SF)
Roof 97,950.00         
Concrete or Asphalt 59,741.00         
Ornamental Landscaping 8,209.00           
Total Area (SF) 165,900.00       
Total Area (Acres) 3.81                   

Impervious Ratio = (i) 95.1%
CBMP = Runoff Coefficient 0.858i3-0.78i2+0.774i+0.04 0.81                   
P2yr,1hr NOAA - 2-yr 1-hr rainfall depth 0.541                 

a1 = San Bernardino Climate Region 

Valley = 1.4807
Mountain = 1.909
Desert = 1.2371 1.4807

P6  - Mean Storm Rainfall Depth P6= a1 * P2yr,1hr 0.8011

a2 = Drawdown rate of Basin 
1.582 for 24-hr
1.963 for 48-hr 1.9630

Project Area (SF) (A) 165,900.00       
Design Capture Volume (cu.ft.) DCV = DA * CBMP* a2 * P6/12 17,561.51         
Volume Provided, cu. Ft. 17,617.00         

DMA B Surface Type Area (SF)
Roof 86,830.00         
Concrete or Asphalt 90,860.00         
Ornamental Landscaping 9,990.00           
Total Area (SF) 187,680.00       
Total Area (Acres) 4.31                   

Impervious Ratio = (i) 94.7%
CBMP = Runoff Coefficient 0.858i3-0.78i2+0.774i+0.04 0.80                   
P2yr,1hr NOAA - 2-yr 1-hr rainfall depth 0.541                 

a1 = San Bernardino Climate Region 

Valley = 1.4807
Mountain = 1.909
Desert = 1.2371 1.4807

P6  - Mean Storm Rainfall Depth P6= a1 * P2yr,1hr 0.8011

a2 = Drawdown rate of Basin 
1.582 for 24-hr
1.963 for 48-hr 1.9630

Project Area (SF) (A) 187,680.00       
Design Capture Volume (cu.ft.) DCV = DA * CBMP* a2 * P6/12 19,718.63         
Volume Provided, cu. Ft. 19,785.00         

Santa Ana Watershed
BMP Design Volume, VBMP 
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Preface
Soil surveys contain information that affects land use planning in survey areas. They
highlight soil limitations that affect various land uses and provide information about
the properties of the soils in the survey areas. Soil surveys are designed for many
different users, including farmers, ranchers, foresters, agronomists, urban planners,
community officials, engineers, developers, builders, and home buyers. Also,
conservationists, teachers, students, and specialists in recreation, waste disposal,
and pollution control can use the surveys to help them understand, protect, or enhance
the environment.

Various land use regulations of Federal, State, and local governments may impose
special restrictions on land use or land treatment. Soil surveys identify soil properties
that are used in making various land use or land treatment decisions. The information
is intended to help the land users identify and reduce the effects of soil limitations on
various land uses. The landowner or user is responsible for identifying and complying
with existing laws and regulations.

Although soil survey information can be used for general farm, local, and wider area
planning, onsite investigation is needed to supplement this information in some cases.
Examples include soil quality assessments (http://www.nrcs.usda.gov/wps/portal/
nrcs/main/soils/health/) and certain conservation and engineering applications. For
more detailed information, contact your local USDA Service Center (http://
offices.sc.egov.usda.gov/locator/app?agency=nrcs) or your NRCS State Soil
Scientist (http://www.nrcs.usda.gov/wps/portal/nrcs/detail/soils/contactus/?
cid=nrcs142p2_053951).

Great differences in soil properties can occur within short distances. Some soils are
seasonally wet or subject to flooding. Some are too unstable to be used as a
foundation for buildings or roads. Clayey or wet soils are poorly suited to use as septic
tank absorption fields. A high water table makes a soil poorly suited to basements or
underground installations.

The National Cooperative Soil Survey is a joint effort of the United States Department
of Agriculture and other Federal agencies, State agencies including the Agricultural
Experiment Stations, and local agencies. The Natural Resources Conservation
Service (NRCS) has leadership for the Federal part of the National Cooperative Soil
Survey.

Information about soils is updated periodically. Updated information is available
through the NRCS Web Soil Survey, the site for official soil survey information.

The U.S. Department of Agriculture (USDA) prohibits discrimination in all its programs
and activities on the basis of race, color, national origin, age, disability, and where
applicable, sex, marital status, familial status, parental status, religion, sexual
orientation, genetic information, political beliefs, reprisal, or because all or a part of an
individual's income is derived from any public assistance program. (Not all prohibited
bases apply to all programs.) Persons with disabilities who require alternative means
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for communication of program information (Braille, large print, audiotape, etc.) should
contact USDA's TARGET Center at (202) 720-2600 (voice and TDD). To file a
complaint of discrimination, write to USDA, Director, Office of Civil Rights, 1400
Independence Avenue, S.W., Washington, D.C. 20250-9410 or call (800) 795-3272
(voice) or (202) 720-6382 (TDD). USDA is an equal opportunity provider and
employer.
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How Soil Surveys Are Made
Soil surveys are made to provide information about the soils and miscellaneous areas
in a specific area. They include a description of the soils and miscellaneous areas and
their location on the landscape and tables that show soil properties and limitations
affecting various uses. Soil scientists observed the steepness, length, and shape of
the slopes; the general pattern of drainage; the kinds of crops and native plants; and
the kinds of bedrock. They observed and described many soil profiles. A soil profile is
the sequence of natural layers, or horizons, in a soil. The profile extends from the
surface down into the unconsolidated material in which the soil formed or from the
surface down to bedrock. The unconsolidated material is devoid of roots and other
living organisms and has not been changed by other biological activity.

Currently, soils are mapped according to the boundaries of major land resource areas
(MLRAs). MLRAs are geographically associated land resource units that share
common characteristics related to physiography, geology, climate, water resources,
soils, biological resources, and land uses (USDA, 2006). Soil survey areas typically
consist of parts of one or more MLRA.

The soils and miscellaneous areas in a survey area occur in an orderly pattern that is
related to the geology, landforms, relief, climate, and natural vegetation of the area.
Each kind of soil and miscellaneous area is associated with a particular kind of
landform or with a segment of the landform. By observing the soils and miscellaneous
areas in the survey area and relating their position to specific segments of the
landform, a soil scientist develops a concept, or model, of how they were formed. Thus,
during mapping, this model enables the soil scientist to predict with a considerable
degree of accuracy the kind of soil or miscellaneous area at a specific location on the
landscape.

Commonly, individual soils on the landscape merge into one another as their
characteristics gradually change. To construct an accurate soil map, however, soil
scientists must determine the boundaries between the soils. They can observe only
a limited number of soil profiles. Nevertheless, these observations, supplemented by
an understanding of the soil-vegetation-landscape relationship, are sufficient to verify
predictions of the kinds of soil in an area and to determine the boundaries.

Soil scientists recorded the characteristics of the soil profiles that they studied. They
noted soil color, texture, size and shape of soil aggregates, kind and amount of rock
fragments, distribution of plant roots, reaction, and other features that enable them to
identify soils. After describing the soils in the survey area and determining their
properties, the soil scientists assigned the soils to taxonomic classes (units).
Taxonomic classes are concepts. Each taxonomic class has a set of soil
characteristics with precisely defined limits. The classes are used as a basis for
comparison to classify soils systematically. Soil taxonomy, the system of taxonomic
classification used in the United States, is based mainly on the kind and character of
soil properties and the arrangement of horizons within the profile. After the soil
scientists classified and named the soils in the survey area, they compared the
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individual soils with similar soils in the same taxonomic class in other areas so that
they could confirm data and assemble additional data based on experience and
research.

The objective of soil mapping is not to delineate pure map unit components; the
objective is to separate the landscape into landforms or landform segments that have
similar use and management requirements. Each map unit is defined by a unique
combination of soil components and/or miscellaneous areas in predictable
proportions. Some components may be highly contrasting to the other components of
the map unit. The presence of minor components in a map unit in no way diminishes
the usefulness or accuracy of the data. The delineation of such landforms and
landform segments on the map provides sufficient information for the development of
resource plans. If intensive use of small areas is planned, onsite investigation is
needed to define and locate the soils and miscellaneous areas.

Soil scientists make many field observations in the process of producing a soil map.
The frequency of observation is dependent upon several factors, including scale of
mapping, intensity of mapping, design of map units, complexity of the landscape, and
experience of the soil scientist. Observations are made to test and refine the soil-
landscape model and predictions and to verify the classification of the soils at specific
locations. Once the soil-landscape model is refined, a significantly smaller number of
measurements of individual soil properties are made and recorded. These
measurements may include field measurements, such as those for color, depth to
bedrock, and texture, and laboratory measurements, such as those for content of
sand, silt, clay, salt, and other components. Properties of each soil typically vary from
one point to another across the landscape.

Observations for map unit components are aggregated to develop ranges of
characteristics for the components. The aggregated values are presented. Direct
measurements do not exist for every property presented for every map unit
component. Values for some properties are estimated from combinations of other
properties.

While a soil survey is in progress, samples of some of the soils in the area generally
are collected for laboratory analyses and for engineering tests. Soil scientists interpret
the data from these analyses and tests as well as the field-observed characteristics
and the soil properties to determine the expected behavior of the soils under different
uses. Interpretations for all of the soils are field tested through observation of the soils
in different uses and under different levels of management. Some interpretations are
modified to fit local conditions, and some new interpretations are developed to meet
local needs. Data are assembled from other sources, such as research information,
production records, and field experience of specialists. For example, data on crop
yields under defined levels of management are assembled from farm records and from
field or plot experiments on the same kinds of soil.

Predictions about soil behavior are based not only on soil properties but also on such
variables as climate and biological activity. Soil conditions are predictable over long
periods of time, but they are not predictable from year to year. For example, soil
scientists can predict with a fairly high degree of accuracy that a given soil will have
a high water table within certain depths in most years, but they cannot predict that a
high water table will always be at a specific level in the soil on a specific date.

After soil scientists located and identified the significant natural bodies of soil in the
survey area, they drew the boundaries of these bodies on aerial photographs and
identified each as a specific map unit. Aerial photographs show trees, buildings, fields,
roads, and rivers, all of which help in locating boundaries accurately.

Custom Soil Resource Report
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Soil Map
The soil map section includes the soil map for the defined area of interest, a list of soil
map units on the map and extent of each map unit, and cartographic symbols
displayed on the map. Also presented are various metadata about data used to
produce the map, and a description of each soil map unit.
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MAP LEGEND MAP INFORMATION

Area of Interest (AOI)
Area of Interest (AOI)

Soils
Soil Map Unit Polygons

Soil Map Unit Lines

Soil Map Unit Points

Special Point Features
Blowout

Borrow Pit

Clay Spot

Closed Depression

Gravel Pit

Gravelly Spot

Landfill

Lava Flow

Marsh or swamp

Mine or Quarry

Miscellaneous Water

Perennial Water

Rock Outcrop

Saline Spot

Sandy Spot

Severely Eroded Spot

Sinkhole

Slide or Slip

Sodic Spot

Spoil Area

Stony Spot

Very Stony Spot

Wet Spot

Other

Special Line Features

Water Features
Streams and Canals

Transportation
Rails

Interstate Highways

US Routes

Major Roads

Local Roads

Background
Aerial Photography

The soil surveys that comprise your AOI were mapped at 1:24,000.

Warning: Soil Map may not be valid at this scale.

Enlargement of maps beyond the scale of mapping can cause
misunderstanding of the detail of mapping and accuracy of soil line
placement. The maps do not show the small areas of contrasting
soils that could have been shown at a more detailed scale.

Please rely on the bar scale on each map sheet for map
measurements.

Source of Map:  Natural Resources Conservation Service
Web Soil Survey URL:  http://websoilsurvey.nrcs.usda.gov
Coordinate System:  Web Mercator (EPSG:3857)

Maps from the Web Soil Survey are based on the Web Mercator
projection, which preserves direction and shape but distorts
distance and area. A projection that preserves area, such as the
Albers equal-area conic projection, should be used if more accurate
calculations of distance or area are required.

This product is generated from the USDA-NRCS certified data as of
the version date(s) listed below.

Soil Survey Area:  San Bernardino County Southwestern Part,
California
Survey Area Data:  Version 7, Sep 3, 2015

Soil map units are labeled (as space allows) for map scales 1:50,000
or larger.

Date(s) aerial images were photographed:  Jan 5, 2015—Jan 18,
2015

The orthophoto or other base map on which the soil lines were
compiled and digitized probably differs from the background
imagery displayed on these maps. As a result, some minor shifting
of map unit boundaries may be evident.

Custom Soil Resource Report
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Map Unit Legend

San Bernardino County Southwestern Part, California (CA677)

Map Unit Symbol Map Unit Name Acres in AOI Percent of AOI

TuB Tujunga loamy sand, 0 to 5
percent slopes

11.9 100.0%

Totals for Area of Interest 11.9 100.0%

Map Unit Descriptions
The map units delineated on the detailed soil maps in a soil survey represent the soils
or miscellaneous areas in the survey area. The map unit descriptions, along with the
maps, can be used to determine the composition and properties of a unit.

A map unit delineation on a soil map represents an area dominated by one or more
major kinds of soil or miscellaneous areas. A map unit is identified and named
according to the taxonomic classification of the dominant soils. Within a taxonomic
class there are precisely defined limits for the properties of the soils. On the landscape,
however, the soils are natural phenomena, and they have the characteristic variability
of all natural phenomena. Thus, the range of some observed properties may extend
beyond the limits defined for a taxonomic class. Areas of soils of a single taxonomic
class rarely, if ever, can be mapped without including areas of other taxonomic
classes. Consequently, every map unit is made up of the soils or miscellaneous areas
for which it is named and some minor components that belong to taxonomic classes
other than those of the major soils.

Most minor soils have properties similar to those of the dominant soil or soils in the
map unit, and thus they do not affect use and management. These are called
noncontrasting, or similar, components. They may or may not be mentioned in a
particular map unit description. Other minor components, however, have properties
and behavioral characteristics divergent enough to affect use or to require different
management. These are called contrasting, or dissimilar, components. They generally
are in small areas and could not be mapped separately because of the scale used.
Some small areas of strongly contrasting soils or miscellaneous areas are identified
by a special symbol on the maps. If included in the database for a given area, the
contrasting minor components are identified in the map unit descriptions along with
some characteristics of each. A few areas of minor components may not have been
observed, and consequently they are not mentioned in the descriptions, especially
where the pattern was so complex that it was impractical to make enough observations
to identify all the soils and miscellaneous areas on the landscape.

The presence of minor components in a map unit in no way diminishes the usefulness
or accuracy of the data. The objective of mapping is not to delineate pure taxonomic
classes but rather to separate the landscape into landforms or landform segments that
have similar use and management requirements. The delineation of such segments
on the map provides sufficient information for the development of resource plans. If
intensive use of small areas is planned, however, onsite investigation is needed to
define and locate the soils and miscellaneous areas.

Custom Soil Resource Report
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An identifying symbol precedes the map unit name in the map unit descriptions. Each
description includes general facts about the unit and gives important soil properties
and qualities.

Soils that have profiles that are almost alike make up a soil series. Except for
differences in texture of the surface layer, all the soils of a series have major horizons
that are similar in composition, thickness, and arrangement.

Soils of one series can differ in texture of the surface layer, slope, stoniness, salinity,
degree of erosion, and other characteristics that affect their use. On the basis of such
differences, a soil series is divided into soil phases. Most of the areas shown on the
detailed soil maps are phases of soil series. The name of a soil phase commonly
indicates a feature that affects use or management. For example, Alpha silt loam, 0
to 2 percent slopes, is a phase of the Alpha series.

Some map units are made up of two or more major soils or miscellaneous areas.
These map units are complexes, associations, or undifferentiated groups.

A complex consists of two or more soils or miscellaneous areas in such an intricate
pattern or in such small areas that they cannot be shown separately on the maps. The
pattern and proportion of the soils or miscellaneous areas are somewhat similar in all
areas. Alpha-Beta complex, 0 to 6 percent slopes, is an example.

An association is made up of two or more geographically associated soils or
miscellaneous areas that are shown as one unit on the maps. Because of present or
anticipated uses of the map units in the survey area, it was not considered practical
or necessary to map the soils or miscellaneous areas separately. The pattern and
relative proportion of the soils or miscellaneous areas are somewhat similar. Alpha-
Beta association, 0 to 2 percent slopes, is an example.

An undifferentiated group is made up of two or more soils or miscellaneous areas that
could be mapped individually but are mapped as one unit because similar
interpretations can be made for use and management. The pattern and proportion of
the soils or miscellaneous areas in a mapped area are not uniform. An area can be
made up of only one of the major soils or miscellaneous areas, or it can be made up
of all of them. Alpha and Beta soils, 0 to 2 percent slopes, is an example.

Some surveys include miscellaneous areas. Such areas have little or no soil material
and support little or no vegetation. Rock outcrop is an example.

Custom Soil Resource Report
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San Bernardino County Southwestern Part, California

TuB—Tujunga loamy sand, 0 to 5 percent slopes

Map Unit Setting
National map unit symbol: hcl1
Elevation: 10 to 2,500 feet
Mean annual precipitation: 10 to 25 inches
Mean annual air temperature: 59 to 64 degrees F
Frost-free period: 250 to 350 days
Farmland classification: Farmland of statewide importance

Map Unit Composition
Tujunga, loamy sand, and similar soils: 85 percent
Minor components: 15 percent
Estimates are based on observations, descriptions, and transects of the mapunit.

Description of Tujunga, Loamy Sand

Setting
Landform: Alluvial fans
Landform position (three-dimensional): Tread
Down-slope shape: Linear
Across-slope shape: Linear
Parent material: Alluvium derived from granite

Typical profile
A - 0 to 6 inches: loamy sand
C1 - 6 to 18 inches: loamy sand
C2 - 18 to 60 inches: loamy sand

Properties and qualities
Slope: 0 to 5 percent
Depth to restrictive feature: More than 80 inches
Natural drainage class: Somewhat excessively drained
Runoff class: Very low
Capacity of the most limiting layer to transmit water (Ksat): High to very high (5.95

to 19.98 in/hr)
Depth to water table: More than 80 inches
Frequency of flooding: Rare
Frequency of ponding: None
Available water storage in profile: Low (about 4.2 inches)

Interpretive groups
Land capability classification (irrigated): 3e
Land capability classification (nonirrigated): 4e
Hydrologic Soil Group: A
Hydric soil rating: No

Minor Components

Tujunga, gravelly loamy sand
Percent of map unit: 10 percent
Landform: Alluvial fans
Landform position (three-dimensional): Tread
Down-slope shape: Linear

Custom Soil Resource Report
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Across-slope shape: Linear
Hydric soil rating: No

Hanford, sandy loam
Percent of map unit: 5 percent
Landform: Alluvial fans
Landform position (three-dimensional): Tread
Down-slope shape: Linear
Across-slope shape: Linear
Hydric soil rating: No

Custom Soil Resource Report
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3.2 FLOW-THROUGH PLANTER BOX 

 
Figure 1: Flow-through planter box (http://lateameffort.blogspot.com). 

Design criteria for a flow-through planter box include the following: 

• Design drawdown time = 48 hours (surface); 72 hours (total) 

• Factor of safety = 2 

• Max ponding depth = 18 inches 

• Soil depth = 2 feet (3 preferred)  

• Slotted PVC pipe (2 inches Minimum) within 6 inches of bottom of facility 

• The area (width * length) must equal 4% of the tributary area 

• Flows my outlet to a curb drain, rain garden, or equivalent 

• Cover must be dense, wet, and dry tolerant vegetation  
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9.2 Infiltration Gallery

Please read section 9.0 for important 
information applicable to all infiltration 
practices.

Description: Infiltration structures designed 
to deliver captured runoff to the subsoil 
through subsurface reservoirs usually 
composed of rock or gravel.

Planning Considerations: Below grade 
infiltration structures can provide innovative 
stormwater treatment in areas where space is 
limited.  As with other infiltration practices, 
percolation tests should be performed to 
ensure adequate infiltration rates.  It is 
important to consider possible pollutant 
loads and include pretreatment devices to 
help minimize maintenance cost.  High flow 
bypasses should also be included in the 
design.  Infiltration galleries are most 
appropriate as secondary treatment for 
runoff from impervious surfaces such as 
parking lots that have pretreatment 
structures in place.  Be aware runoff 
discharged to groundwater is subject to the 
maximum pollutant loads discussed in 
Section 1.0.  It is also important to consider 
potential impacts of structural subgrade 
materials and the possibility of surface 
instability caused by soil piping and/or slope 
destabilization.

Tips for Installation:
1. Consult a qualified soil scientist to 

determine if soil conditions are 
appropriate for infiltration.

Maintenance: Since infiltration galleries are 
below grade, they are extremely difficult to 
maintain.  Inlets should be inspected 
regularly for pine needles and other debris 
that may clog the system.  If infiltration 
rates have visibly diminished, the system 
must be dug up and rehabilitated. 

Where to Use: Infiltration galleries are 
appropriate for treating runoff from small 
impervious areas where space is limited.

Where NOT to Use: Avoid installation in 
larger areas with high sediment loads, high 
oil and grease accumulation, and in soils 
with limited permeability.  Like other 
infiltration methods, galleries should not be 
used in areas with high groundwater or 
shallow depth to an impervious layer.

Field Experience:
•� Washoe County installed a 4 foot by 48 

inch underground basin as part of a 
water quality improvement project.  Pine 
needles and other debris frequently plug
the inlet causing system bypass.
Maintaining the underground basin is 
extremely time consuming.

•� Infiltration facilities installed under 
roadways as part of California Tahoe 
Conservancy funded projects at Black 
Bart Avenue and Apache Street have not 
shown any apparent damage to roadway 
sections after several years of operation.

Underground Infiltration/
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Figure 2 - Typical Infiltration Gallery – Source: Metropolitan Washington Council of 
Governments, 1987

Figure 3 – Typical Dry Well – Source: TRPA Handbook of Best Management Practices, 1988









FEATURES

BENEFITS

FloGard®+PLUS Catch Basin Insert Filter

Catch Basin Insert Filter

GENERAL FILTER CONFIGURATION
®

FLOW CAPACITY

MATERIALS

FloGard®+PLUS TEST RESULTS SUMMARY
Testing Agency % TSS Removal % Oil and Grease Removal % PAH Removal
UCLA 80 70 to 80
U of Auckland
Tonking & Taylor Ltd. 78 to 95
(for city of Auckland)
U of Hawaii
(for city of Honolulu) 80  20 to 40

I n n o v a t i v e  s t o r m w a t e r  m a n a g e m e n t  p r o d u c t s



KriStar Enterprises, Inc. 
360 Sutton Place 
Santa Rosa, CA 95407 

PH: 800-579-8819 
FAX: 707-524-8186
www.kristar.com 

© 2004-2009 KriStar Enterprises, Inc.  
FGP-T 05.19.09.1M

FloGard® is a registered trademarks of 
KriStar Enterprises, Inc.

INSTALLATION AND MAINTENANCE

PERFORMANCE

FloGard®+PLUS COMPETITIVE FEATURE COMPARISON

Evaluation of FloGard+PLUS Units                 
(Based on flow-comparable units)  (Scale 1-10, 10 being best)      

FloGard+PLUS Other Insert Filter Types**
              

Flow Rate 10 7 
Removal Efficiency* 80% 45%
Capacity – Sludge and Oil 7 7
Service Life 10 3
Installation – Ease of Handling / Installation 8 6 
Ease of Inspections & Maintenance 7 7 
Value 10 2
*approximate, based on field sediment removal testing in urban street application   **average   

Long-Term Cost Comparison 
(Scale 1-10, 10 being lowest cost, higher number being best) 

FloGard+PLUS Other Insert Filter Types

Unit cost — initial ($/cfs treated) 10 4
Installation cost ($/cfs treated) 10 7
Adsorbent replacement (annual avg $/cfs treated) 10 2 
Unit materials replacement (annual avg $/cfs treated) 10 10
Maintenance cost (annual avg $/cfs treated) 10 7 
Total first yr ($/cfs treated) 10 5 
Total Annual Avg ($/cfs treated, avg over 20 yrs)* 10 5 
*assumes 3% annual inflation  

Catch Basin Insert Filter

I n n o v a t i v e  s t o r m w a t e r  m a n a g e m e n t  p r o d u c t s


