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Glenn Reese - EPC Stormwater
SW - Textbox
Please sign this page and the next one electronically so that all pages of the report do not have to be scanned. It is much easier for us if the report is in the original state (ie: still a searchable pdf and not skewed from scanning).

Other option is just print, sign, and scan the two signature pages only and them insert them into the rest of the electronic (not scanned) pdf. 

For a tutorial on how to do this with Adobe, you can check out this video: 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=jPvzRRDd8ho





Glenn Reese - EPC Stormwater
SW - Highlight

Glenn Reese - EPC Stormwater
SW - Textbox with Arrow
This text is contradictory to each other. The area should be included in the LOD since drainage paths were adjusted and impervious surfaces were added. 

Glenn Reese - EPC Stormwater
SW - Highlight

Glenn Reese - EPC Stormwater
SW - Highlight

Daniel Torres
Callout
Please state whether or not the offsite flow was reverted to historic conditions by the addition of this retaining wall. If not then please analyze the conveyance to the outfall to ensure it is adequate.

Glenn Reese - EPC Stormwater
SW - Highlight

Glenn Reese - EPC Stormwater
Engineer

Glenn Reese - EPC Stormwater
Cloud+
Does not include 0.393ac tent site area that is shown on the drainage map. 



Glenn Reese - EPC Stormwater
SW - Textbox with Arrow
Unresolved previous comment:
Clarify that these flows are with the proposed/developed conditions since the sub-section heading is just "on-site runoff" it's unclear. 
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SW - Highlight
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SW - Highlight

Glenn Reese - EPC Stormwater
SW - Textbox with Arrow
For what purpose? Clarify that the SFBs are there to provide WQ treatment of the WQCV. 

Daniel Torres
Callout
Please clarify which culvert this is on the drainage map. 

Daniel Torres
Callout
provide the capacity of the Hwy 24 culvert that is accepting this flow. It is not clear if the above capacity listed is for the Hwy 24 culvert.

Daniel Torres
Text Box
Please clearly state whether or not detention is needed and why.

Daniel Torres
Callout
is this developments flows the only flows accepted by the Hwy 24 culverts? Concern is whether the existing culvert is capable of accepting this developments flows and other tributary areas. Please address. 
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SW - Highlight

Glenn Reese - EPC Stormwater
SW - Textbox with Arrow
Revise per comments on previous page regarding this area being considered part of the LOD since it is not fully reclaimed: grading changes and impervious surfaces added with the retaining walls. 



Glenn Reese - EPC Stormwater
SW - Textbox with Arrow
In this section, also discuss any applicable WQ exclusions. For areas that need WQ treatment (like the paved road for example) but don't appear to be tributary to either pond. So for the paved road, the recommended applicable exclusion is per ECM App I.7.1.C.1 (which allows for 20% not to exceed 1 acre of the applicable development site area to not be treated).



Daniel Torres
Callout
Is this the total impervious of the site?If so please show your work.





Daniel Torres
Text Box
please provide hydraulic calcs for the culverts and spillways



Glenn Reese - EPC Stormwater
SW - Textbox with Arrow
1.5ft here does not match what is shown on the plans. The plans show the bottom of the pond at 22ft elevation and inv of 4" pipe at connection to 18" pipe at 20.74ft. So something isn't right. Revise calcs and/or plans as needed to remove this discrepancy.  

Daniel Torres
Callout
Review 3: please provide calculation as to how the impervious % was determined.
Review 4: Unresolved
Review 5: unresolved

Glenn Reese - EPC Stormwater
SW - Textbox with Arrow
Delineate this area on the drainage map. It doesn't appear that the flows from the paved road (that need to be treated) are tributary to the pond. So we need to see this delineation in order to confirm which areas are being treated and are apart of this 129,700sq ft that is listed on this spreadsheet. See comment on page 6 above about possible exclusions. All areas within the LOD and/or disturbed since 2008 will need to with be shown as tributary to one of the ponds are shown to have an appropriate exclusion apply. 





Glenn Reese - EPC Stormwater
SW - Textbox with Arrow
Cannot confirm whether or now 1.5ft here does matches what is shown on the plans. The plans show the bottom of the pond at 28ft elevation and inv of 4" pipe at connection to inlet box is unknown (not shown in plans).  Revise calcs and/or plans as needed to clarify and to reflect this 1.5ft distance. 

Daniel Torres
Callout
Review 3: please provide calculation as to how the impervious % was determined.
Review 4: Unresolved
Review 5: unresolved

Glenn Reese - EPC Stormwater
SW - Textbox with Arrow
Delineate this area on the drainage map. It doesn't appear that the flows from the paved road (that need to be treated) are tributary to the pond. So we need to see this delineation in order to confirm which areas are being treated and are apart of this 136,300sq ft that is listed on this spreadsheet. See comment on page 6 above about possible exclusions. All areas within the LOD and/or disturbed since 2008 will need to with be shown as tributary to one of the ponds are shown to have an appropriate exclusion apply. 

















Daniel Torres
Callout
This appears to be a graph for curb inlets with 8" throat that should not be used for the spillway and grated inlets proposed. Refer DCMV1 ch7 for alternate graphs for grate inlet and/or provide alternative calculation.



Glenn Reese - EPC Stormwater
SW - Textbox
Per comment on UD-BMP spreadsheets above, delineate approximate areas tributary to each pond, with excluded areas also clearly delineated. 

It might be best to do this on a separate map so this map does not become too busy.




