
JPS Response:  In response to the
County Stormwater Review Comments
on Round #1 (see attached), we are no
longer modeling "PLD-A" and "PLD-B"
as ponds, so the pond discussion is no
longer relevant to this FDR



For Reference: 
County
Stormwater
Comments from
Review #1



JPS Response:  In response to the County Stormwater
Review Comments on Round #1, we are no longer modeling
"PLD-A" and "PLD-B" as ponds, so the pond discussion is
not relevant to this FDR



Supplemental geotechnical report
has been prepared by Entech as
requested (see Appendix E of
revised FDR)
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 BASIN SUMMARY TABLE 

 SUMMARY HYDROLOGY TABLE 

Please show and
label the emergency
spillway of existing
Pond A, ensuring it
meets current criteria.
Include calculations if
proposing or
upgrading.

Review C1: Provide
riprap outlet
protection at culvert.
Provide calculations
in appendix.
Review C2:
Unresolved. Please
call out ripraps
(Name, type, size).
Sizing calculations
are required.

Review C1: Please show erosion
protection and energy dissipaters
between the channels and the existing
ponds. 

Review C2: Unresolved. Please call out
permanent check dam and erosion
protection at each inflow point. Please
see comment in the text.

The flow from DP2 is
concentrated and during minor
storms, it exceeds existing
conditions. Please provide
erosion protection. Additionally,
how can this concentrated flow
downstream be  mitigated ?

Please upgrade the
emergency spillway
of the existing pond to
meet the current
criteria. Calculation is
required.

Review C1: Turn off
future improvements.
If you want this
information left in the
report, refer to it as
an "ultimate
condition" map. Need
to have proposed
drainage map
showing only existing
and proposed
conditions. Revise
any drainage basins
and routing as
needed for this
condition.

Review C2:
Unresolved. Review C1: List all storm

facilities/structures as public
or private

Review C2: Unresolved.

Review C1: Include
all basins and design
points on the
hydrology calculation
spreadsheets which
are shown on
drainage maps.
Review C2:
Unresolved.

Review C1: Silverado
Hill Loop per F1 plat
Review C2:
Unresolved.

Proposed runoff at DP1  exceeds the existing runoff
significantly. Please discuss on the safe management
of this increased runoff.

Please display the off-site
contour 50-100 feet beyond the
boundary or drainage basin
delineation line to illustrate how
the runoff diverges from the site.

Please discuss
discharge point at the
highlighted area.

Review C1: Easement lines
missing. Please turn on
Review C2: Unresolved.

JPS responses to comments in red text 
(County review comments in blue text)

"Silverado Hill View"
is correct per the
more recent "Filing
1A" Plat (VR237)

Not a part of the Flg.
2 drainage analysis

200'-0"
238'-8 3/4"

Existing contours are shown extending
over 200 feet beyond boundaries

Not a part of the
Filing 2 drainage
analysis

Sh. D1.2:  Filing 2
Developed Drainage
Plan" was previously
added in response to
this comment:  Title
for this sheet ahs
been udpated to
"Ultimate Conditions;
For Reference Only"

This comment was addressed
by adding a note at bottom of
Sh. D1.2  stating "All
Proposed Storm Facilities Are
Private (HOA-Maintained)

These comments will
be addressed with the
applicable future
phase; this area will
not be disturbed
during Filing No. 2

Approx. 1,200 LF of
existing grass buffer
area to remain
undisturbed with
Filing No. 2

Added RR call outs; RR calculations
provided in Appendix D2

Added permanent Rock Check Dam and
Riprap Apron call outs at each inflow point

Not part of current
Filing No. 2

All basins and design
points have been provided

Please show and
label the emergency
spillway of existing
Pond A, ensuring it
meets current criteria.
Include calculations if
proposing or
upgrading.

Review C1: Provide
riprap outlet
protection at culvert.
Provide calculations
in appendix.
Review C2:
Unresolved. Please
call out ripraps
(Name, type, size).
Sizing calculations
are required.

Review C1: Please show erosion
protection and energy dissipaters
between the channels and the existing
ponds. 

Review C2: Unresolved. Please call out
permanent check dam and erosion
protection at each inflow point. Please
see comment in the text.

The flow from DP2 is
concentrated and during minor
storms, it exceeds existing
conditions. Please provide
erosion protection. Additionally,
how can this concentrated flow
downstream be  mitigated ?

Please upgrade the
emergency spillway
of the existing pond to
meet the current
criteria. Calculation is
required.

Review C1: Turn off
future improvements.
If you want this
information left in the
report, refer to it as
an "ultimate
condition" map. Need
to have proposed
drainage map
showing only existing
and proposed
conditions. Revise
any drainage basins
and routing as
needed for this
condition.

Review C2:
Unresolved. Review C1: List all storm

facilities/structures as public
or private

Review C2: Unresolved.

Review C1: Include
all basins and design
points on the
hydrology calculation
spreadsheets which
are shown on
drainage maps.
Review C2:
Unresolved.

Review C1: Silverado
Hill Loop per F1 plat
Review C2:
Unresolved.

Proposed runoff at DP1  exceeds the existing runoff
significantly. Please discuss on the safe management
of this increased runoff.

Please display the off-site
contour 50-100 feet beyond the
boundary or drainage basin
delineation line to illustrate how
the runoff diverges from the site.

Please discuss
discharge point at the
highlighted area.

Review C1: Easement lines
missing. Please turn on
Review C2: Unresolved.

JPS responses to comments in red text 
(County review comments in blue text)

"Silverado Hill View"
is correct per the
more recent "Filing
1A" Plat (VR237)

Not a part of the Flg.
2 drainage analysis

200'-0"
238'-8 3/4"

Existing contours are shown extending
over 200 feet beyond boundaries

Not a part of the
Filing 2 drainage
analysis

Sh. D1.2:  Filing 2
Developed Drainage
Plan" was previously
added in response to
this comment:  Title
for this sheet ahs
been udpated to
"Ultimate Conditions;
For Reference Only"

This comment was addressed
by adding a note at bottom of
Sh. D1.2  stating "All
Proposed Storm Facilities Are
Private (HOA-Maintained)

These comments will
be addressed with the
applicable future
phase; this area will
not be disturbed
during Filing No. 2

Approx. 1,200 LF of
existing grass buffer
area to remain
undisturbed with
Filing No. 2

Added RR call outs; RR calculations
provided in Appendix D2

Added permanent Rock Check Dam and
Riprap Apron call outs at each inflow point

Not part of current
Filing No. 2

All basins and design
points have been provided
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