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EXISTING SITE/ STORMWATER MANAGEMENT
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Land Use: [JPublic [Private [] Unknown:

[CISingle Family Residential [_]Multi-Fam. Residential I:ISchool |:|Golf Course [ |Park [ JAgricultural [[JRoad

[_ICommercial/Industrial [ JResort [ ]Marina [Other: 11 110, o facrle Az

Is the site a hotspot? [ | Yes |:|N0 [MUnknown: (oAl d b2 Sowvie N A&
Sources/pollutants observed? ] No [_]Sediment []Nutllents/orgamcs [:|011/grease DTrash/Floatables

Existing Stormwater BMP on site? [ | Yes &No [] Unknown:

Soils: [] Unknown [Epoor infiltration [ Jgood infiltration

Describe Existing Stormwater Conditions, lncludmg Exnstmg Slte Dramage and Conveyance:
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PROPOSED RETROFIT CONCEPT (CONT. ON BACK)

Proposed Retrofit Practice(s): [ ] existing BMP upgrade \new BMP

-island bio/rain garden [}swale [ ] planter [ Jtree pits [] infiltration [_] permeable paver [ ] sand filter [_] pond
[ Jconstructed wetland ~ [] proprietary practice [ ]soil amendments [ reforestation [ |impervious cover removal
[rainwater harvesting [ddisconnection [_] Other (describe): '

Area Draining to Retrofit Drainage Area to retrofit = acres/sq ft

[] Hotspot [] Individual rooftop
'] Parking Lot [] other small impervious area Imperviousness = %
4] Street [] Pervious area

[] Other (describe):

Benefits of Retrofit (primary & secondary): [f{\Storage Water Quality [ ] Recharge [] Gut Protection
Demonstration / Education [ | Repair [ ] Other:

Possible Conflicts due to:[_] Soils [_] Access
[] Adjacent Land Use [ ] Existing Utilities T

Impervious Area = acres/sq ft

=

Describe conflicts:

. \ l ’ 1\ 0 M XN (
[IContamination [] High water table PR U — o AT \},\; / !
[[] Limited access to water [_] Other: D - e )
NEXT STEPS

Candidate for pilot project Eyep, loveit [ ]OK []undecided []no,butkeep listed [ ] no way

Follow-up needed to Complete Field Concept
[] Confirm property ownership
4 Confirm drainage area/impervious cover

[] Obtain existing as-builts/site plans [ ] Obtain utility mapping
[] Obtain detailed topography [[] Confirm soil types

[4] Confirm volume computations
Complete concept sketch

[] Confirm storm drain invert elevations
[] Other:
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& SITE AERIAL INCLUDED

PROPOSED RETROFIT CONCEPT (CONT.)

Narrative Description (Including key elements, aprox. surface area/ depth of treatment, conveyance structures):
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Sketch and/or Sizing Calcs:

Qe oan X

Existing Head Available/Where Measured:
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Initial Feasibility and Construction Considerations/ Design or Delivery Notes:

Thoughts on Maintenance Burden: [E\Low [] Medium [] High /
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EXISTING SITE/STORMWATER MANAGEMENT

Site Contact Info: ATy e 5
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W Laune [Paule— o e
Land Use: [X] Public [ |Private [ ] Unknown:

[[ISingle Family Residential [_JMulti-Fam. Residential [ ]School [ ]Golf Course [JPark [JAgricultural [ JRoad
[PdCommercial/Industrial [ JResort [ |Marina [ ]Other:

(j’) L
KEeS7aura

Is the site a hotspot? [X] Yes [] No [] Unknown:
Sources/pollutants observed? [ ] No []Sediment [ |Nutrients/organics [{Oil/grease [Jarash/Floatables

Existing Stormwater BMP on site? [_] Yes [dNo [] Unknown: ci4ier NS

Soils: [] Unknown ‘Epoor infiltration [_]good infiltration

Describe Existing Stormwater Conditions, Including Existing Site Drainage and Conveyance:
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PROPOSED RETROFIT CONCEPT (CONT. ON BACK)

Proposed Retrofit Practice(s): [_] existing BMP upgrade Enew BMP

[ island bio/rain garden [ swale [ ] planter [ |tree pits [ ] infiltration [ ] permeable paver [ ] sand filter [] pond
[ ]constructed wetland ~ [] proprietary practice [ Jsoil amendments [ Jreforestation [Jimpervious cover removal
[rainwater harvesting [ _]disconnection [] Other (describe):

Area Draining to Retrofit Drainage Area to retrofit =~ 2 acres/sq ft
Hotspot [ Individual rooftop .

P-Parking Lot [[] other small impervious area Imperviousness~ (7 O %

[] Street [] Pervious area .

[[] Other (describe): Impervious Area = / Q‘ acres/sq ft

Benefits of Retrofit (primary & secondary): [ ] Storage [X] Water Quality  [] Recharge B’\Gut Protection lﬁ\
Demonstration / Education [ ] Repair [] Other: ]

Possible Conflicts due to:[_| Soils [ ] Access Describe conflicts:
Adjacent Land Use Existing Utilities ~ L/, 7
D ! D & /l//»' A0 . (J»Qi e f [ O\ L /’\ ur\

[ ]Contamination [_] High water table
[] Limited access to water [ ] Other:

NEXT STEPS
Candidate for pilot project [ yep, loveit [ ]OK [ ] undecided [[] no, but keep listed [ ] no way

Follow-up needed to Complete Field Concept

[L] Confirm property ownership ~ Obtain existing as-builts/site plans [ ] Obtain utility mapping
Confirm drainage area/impervious cover <] Obtain detailed topography Conﬁrm soil types
Confirm volume computations [ ] Confirm storm drain invert elevations

[>] Complete concept sketch [[] Other:
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O SITE AERIAL INCLUDED

PROPOSED RETROFIT CONCEPT (CONT.)

Narrative Description (Including key elements, aprox. surface area/ depth of treatment, conveyance structures):
‘ ‘
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Sketch and/or Sizing Calcs:
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Existing Head Available/Where Measured:

Initial Feasibility and Construction Considerations/ Design or Delivery Notes:

Thoughts on Maintenance Burden: [ ] Low [] Medium [ ] High

Site ID Page 2 of 2




\\(l\ ) \ a‘c_'\\
STX EE WATERSHEDS o5 N ,\\" RETROFlTS QU )
Site Name/ID: -0 (/€ (™ \\ ooy S Ko Watershed: ol tuddl \VL'}
Date: L[5/ | Assessed by: _ (| )/ £ |2

EXISTING SITE/STORMWATER MANAGEMENT

Site Contact Info:

Land Use: [ Public [<]Private [ ] Unknown: '”{‘\\[1 JaXe (o don N , l Bllc Easa

.»Smgle Family Residential [ ]Multi-Fam. Residential [_]School [_]Golf Course [ |Park [ |Agricultural &Road
[DJCommercial/Industrial [ JResort [ ]Marina [ ]Other:

Is the site a hotspot? []Yes No [] pnknown:
Sources/pollutants observed? [ ] No Sediment [INutrients/organics [_|Oil/grease [_]Trash/Floatables

Existing Stormwater BMP on site? [ ] Yes ‘BNO [_] Unknown:

Soils: [_] Unknown [Xpoor infiltration [_]good infiltration

Describe Existing Stormwater Conditions, Including Existing Site Drainage and Conveyance:

PROPOSED RETROFIT CONCEPT (CONT. ON BACK)

Proposed Retrofit Practice(s): [ existing BMP upgrade [}-new BMP

[] island bio/rain garden [ PFswale [] planter [ ]tree pits [ ] infiltration [] permeable paver [ ] sand filter Iﬁlpond
[Jconstructed wetland [ ] proprietary practice [ ]soil amendments [ Jreforestation [ Jimpervious cover removal
[rainwater harvesting [ _]disconnection [_| Other (describe):

Area Draining to Retrofit Drainage Area to retrofit = acres/sq ft
] Hotspot [] Individual rooftop

<] Parking Lot other small impervious area Imperviousness = %

[ Street [] Pervious area

[[] Other (describe): Impervious Area = acres/sq ft

Benefits of Retrofit (primary & secondary): [}-Storage [“}Water Quality [ ] Recharge [} ‘Gut Protection B\
Demonstration / Education -Repair [ ] Other: i

Possible Conflicts due to:[ | Soils E}Access Describe conflicts:
&l Adjacent Land Use [ ] Existing Utilities
[IContamination [ ] High water table

[] Limited access to water [_] Other:

NEXT STEPS
Candidate for pilot project [*yep, loveit [ ]OK []undecided [] no, but keep listed [ ] no way

Follow-up needed to Complete Field Concept

[] Confirm property ownership [] Obtain existing as-builts/site plans  [_] Obtain utility mapping
[4 Confirm drainage area/impervious cover [[] Obtain detailed topography [] Confirm soil types
[7]-Confirm volume computations [_] Confirm storm drain invert elevations

[} Complete concept sketch [] Other:
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O SITE AERIAL INCLUDED

PROPOSED RETROFIT CONCEPT (CONT.)

Narrative Description (Including key elements, aprox. surface area/ depth of treatment, conveyance structures):
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Sketch and/or Sizing Calcs:

Existing Head Available/Where Measured:

Initial Feasibility and Construction Considerations/ Design or Delivery Notes:

Thoughts on Maintenance Burden: [ ] Low [ ] Medium [ ]| High
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STX EE WATERSHEDS - RETROFITS “I% ® N
Site Name/ID: 55 L2-0Y _ [aS-KRot) Watershed: Soldwe l';
Date: __| | =S /1 Assessed by: _p A (v I I £

EXISTING SITE/STORMWATER MANAGEMENT

Site Contact Info: ‘\/\\\1,"9 WA 4 C-)) v 5 ,}) - 2\ 5% D)

Land Use: [ ] Public [<]Private [ ] Unknown:
[ ]Single Family Residential [ ]Multi-Fam. Residential [_]School []Golf Course [ |Park [ JAgricultural [ JRoad
[xJCommercial/Industrial [JResort [[JMarina [JOther:

[ . ,
OAaS Syrah o

Is the site a hotspot? ] Yes [ | No [] Unknown:
Sources/pollutants observed? [_] No [{]Sediment [ [Nutrients/organics [<]Oil/grease [ | Trash/Floatables

Existing Stormwater BMP on site? [ | Yes [-JNo [] Unknown:

Caxtne haSn

Soils: [_] Unknown [poor infiltration [_]good infiltration

Describe Existing Stormwater Conditions, Including Existing Site Drainage and Conveyance:
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PROPOSED RETROFIT CONCEPT (CONT. ON BACK)

Proposed Retrofit Practice(s): [_] existing BMP upgrade [% new BMP

[] island bio/rain garden [] swale [] planter [ Jtree pits [] infiltration [ ] permeable paver [ ] sand filter [ ] pond
[ Iconstructed wetland  [] proprietary practice [ ]soil amendments [ Jreforestation DPdimpervious cover removal
[ Jrainwater harvesting [ ]disconnection [_] Other (describe):

Area Draining to Retrofit Drainage Area to retrofit ~ acres/sq ft
Hotspot [] Individual rooftop

Parking Lot [] other small impervious area Imperviousness = % ,
Street [ Pervious area L
[C] Other (describe): Impervious Area = acres/sq ft

Benefits of Retrofit (primary & secondary): [ | Storage Water Quality [ ] Recharge [ ] Gut Protection
Demonstration / Education [ | Repair [_| Other:

Possible Conflicts due to:[_] Soils [_] Access Describe conflicts:

[] Adjacent Land Use [] Existing Utilities - (V\{uL/}2¢ Trxshnry o b \o f
fzlContamination [_] High water table

‘[] Limited access to water ] Other: ()

YUor

NEXT STEPS

Candidate for pilot project [ ]yep, loveit [XJ/OK []undecided [] no, but keep listed [ no way

Follow-up needed to Complete Field Concept

[[] Confirm property ownership [[] Obtain existing as-builts/site plans [~] Obtain utility mapping
Confirm drainage area/impervious cover B Obtain detailed topography [] Confirm soil types
Confirm volume computations [ Confirm storm drain invert elevations

Complete concept sketch [[] Other:
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( D\SITE AERIAL INCLUDED

PROPOSED RETROFIT CONCEPT (CONT.)

Narrative Description (Including key elements, aprox. surface area/ depth of treatment, conveyance structures):

Sketch and/or Sizing Calcs:

Existing Head Available/Where Measured:

Initial Feasibility and Construction Considerations/ Design or Delivery Notes:

Thoughts on Maintenance Burden: [ Low [] Medium [] High
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site Name/iD: _ S5 [L = 05 (OG0 Watershed: __ || hn & L 1R v}
pate: ___ |/ 200/ nssessed by: {10 /£ e

EXISTING SITE/STORMWATER MANAGEMENT

Site Contact Info: L_ v C Q)C ( ,//\g‘/.y'/ - \)(y\fz‘ NN \( \"V\a‘,‘v YA (,'\ QL . Pc’\ M (;{)‘_ e ’/\

l i '/\k AN/ STa W W v Ty L”/ “ON \N\' «"\) s> \ oW (’S O H VAL e ‘l’v‘\/ {
240-373-9400 O 0

Land Use: [ ] Public [XPrivate [_] Unknown:

[[]Single Family Residential [IMulti-Fam. Residential [ ]JSchool [[]Golf Course [JPark [ ]Agricultural [ JRoad

[JCommercial/Industrial [ |Resort [ ]Marina [ ]Other:

Is the site a hotspot? [ ] Yes o [] Unknown:

Sources/pollutants observed? [} No [ ]|Sediment [ |Nutrients/organics [_]Oil/grease [ | Trash/Floatables

Existing Stormwater BMP on site? E Yes [ JNo [] Unknown: C & e T Q_Naaun ino- AN

Soils: [_] Unknown [Jpoor infiltration [ ]good infiltration ?»3 /' £

Describe Existing Stormwater Conditions, Including Existing Site Drainage and Conveyance:
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PROPOSED RETROFIT CONCEPT (CONT. ON BACK)

Proposed Retrofit Practice(s): [<] existing BMP upgrade 'E‘~new BMP

island bio/rain garden []swale [ ] planter [Jiree pits [] infiltration [ ] permeable paver [ ] sand filter [ ] pond
[Jconstructed wetland ~ [] proprietary practice [ ]soil amendments [ reforestation [ Jimpervious cover removal
[Jrainwater harvesting  []disconnection ’E] Other (describe): iy (1‘, Nt (( @ Lo 1 =

Area Draining to Retrofit Drainage Area to retrofit = / acres/sq ft
[C] Hotspot [] Individual rooftop

[>]-Parking Lot [[] other small impervious area Imperviousness ~ %

[] Street [] Pervious area

[[] Other (describe): Impervious Area = acres/sq ft

Demonstration / Education [\ Repair [] Other:

Possible Conflicts due to:[_| Soils [4] Access Describe conflicts:
[} Adjacent Land Use [ Existing Utilities
[ ]Contamination [] High water table

[] Limited access to water [_] Other:

NEXT STEPS
Candidate for pilot project [ ]yep,loveit []OK []undecided []no, butkeep listed [ ] no way

Follow-up needed to Complete Field Concept

[[] Confirm property ownership [T Obtain existing as-builts/site plans  [Z] Obtain utility mapping
[ Confirm drainage area/impervious cover [-] Obtain detailed topography Confirm soil types

[ Confirm volume computations [ ] Confirm storm drain invert elevations

[} Complete concept sketch [] Other:

Benefits of Retrofit (primary & secondary): [ | Storage [ Water Quality =[] Recharge [ ] Gut Protection B\

Site ID Page 1 of 2




(1 SITE AERIAL INCLUDED

PROPOSED RETROFIT CONCEPT (CONT.)

Narrative Description (Including key elements, aprox. surface area/ depth of treatment, conveyance structures):

Sketch and/or Sizing Calcs:

Existing Head Available/Where Measured:

Initial Feasibility and Construction Considerations/ Design or Delivery Notes:

Thoughts on Maintenance Burden: [] Low [ ] Medium [] High

Site ID Page 2 of 2
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C \\> - (/ 0 \ | h v () ‘\'-, Ve \ 71 ( v : \ H‘ = )
Site Name/ID: % LD \\ (OAN ATLIA T & 8 Watershed: 8 \i TUA \ L L W
i 1 T Cate Wy B , - A —
Date: __ | / - O/ ) [ J Assessed by: Mwy/ i € /[ A( K

EXISTING SITE/STORMWATER MANAGEMENT

Site Contact Info:

Land Use: \«Eublic [IPrivate [ ] Unknown:
[ISingle Family Residential ["JMulti-Fam. Residential [ISchool []Golf Course Park []Agricultural Boad
[_]Commercial/Industrial []Resort [ ]Marina [ ]Other: - N~

Is the site a hotspot? [ ] Yes [7-No [] Unknown:
Sources/pollutants observed? [_] No [Sediment [ ]Nutrients/organics [ |Oil/grease [ ] Trash/Floatables

Existing Stormwater BMP on site? [_| Yes o [] Unknown:

Soils: [_] Unknown poor infiltration [_|good infiltration

Describe Existing Stormwater Conditions, Including Existing Site Drainage and Conveyance:
. X A w ( 0\ \ ) V) { A \iz ‘ i P~

PROPOSED RETROFIT CONCEPT (CONT. ON BACK)

Proposed Retrofit Practice(s): [_] existing BMP upgrade [_] new BMP

[] island bio/rain garden [ .swale [] planter [ Jtree pits [] infiltration [ ] permeable paver [_] sand filter [] pond
[ ]constructed wetland  [] proprietary practice [ ]soil amendments [ Jreforestation [ Jimpervious cover removal

[[rainwater harvesting [ _]disconnection [Z] Other (describe): ACSS bl Zahon /<ana 2
Area Draining to Retrofit Drainage Area to retrofit = acres/sci ft

[] Hotspot [] Individual rooftop

[] Parking Lot [_] other small impervious area Imperviousness ~ %

Street [] Pervious area

{1 Other (describe): | &ae Cond O ¢ \) e ,'"(:/ 10y || Impervious Area ~ acres/sq ft

| ’ . . /
Benefits of Retrofit (primary & secondary): [ | Storage [*J Water Quality [ ] Recharge [ ] Gut Protection [XL
Demonstration / Education [ERepair [] other:

Possible Conflicts due to:[_] Soils [] Access Describe conflicts:
[}-Adjacent Land Use [ Existing Utilities
[ ]Contamination [] High water table

[] Limited access to water [_] Other:

NEXT STEPS

Candidate for pilot project _yep, loveit [JOK []undecided []no, butkeep listed [ ] no way

Follow-up needed to Complete Field Concept

[.] Confirm property ownership [ ] Obtain existing as-builts/site plans Obtain utility mapping
[X]-Confirm drainage area/impervious cover [_] Obtain detailed topography [_] Confirm soil types
Confirm volume computations [] Confirm storm drain invert elevations

Complete concept sketch [] Other:

Site ID Page 1 of 2




O SITE AERIAL INCLUDED

PROPOSED RETROFIT CONCEPT (CONT.)

Narrative Description (Including key elements, aprox. surface area/ depth of treatment, conveyance structures):
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Sketch and/or Sizing Cales:

Existing Head Available/Where Measured:

Initial Feasibility and Construction Considerations/ Design or Delivery Notes:

Thoughts on Maintenance Burden: [ ] Low [ | Medium [ ] High
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Site Name/ID: D\ - \\ =& 1} Watershed: 0!/ "V A U \ L&V’:/}/
Date: | (U /) Assessed by: __(\\L1) KR ] "N

EXISTING SITE/STORMWATER MANAGEMENT

Site Contact Info:

Land Use: [_] Public [jf]ﬁrivate [] Unknown:

Smgle Family Residential [*}Multi-Fam. Residential [_]School [_]Golf Course [ _]Park [ ]Agricultural
[JCommercial/Industrial [JResort [ |Marina [_|Other:

&Road

Is the site a hotspot? [ | Yes [INo [] Unknown:
Sources/pollutants observed? [ | No [.4Sediment [ |Nutrients/organics [ ]Oil/grease [_|Trash/Floatables

Existing Stormwater BMP on site? []] Yes [ INo [] Unknown: ( A |/ | my

Soils: [] Unknown [Tpoor infiltration [_]good infiltration |

Describe Existing Stormwater Conditions, Including Existing Site Drainage and Conveyance:

——

PROPOSED RETROFIT CONCEPT (CONT. ON BACK)

Proposed Retrofit Practice(s): E] existing BMP upgrade [*] new BMP

B\island bio/rain garden [ ] swale [ ] planter [ ]tree pits [] infiltration [ ] permeable paver [ ] sand filter [ ] pond
[lconstructed wetland ] proprietary practice [ ]soil amendments [ Jreforestation [ Jimpervious cover remoyal

[Crainwater harvesting [ ]disconnection [iJ] Other (describe): M NN (L O f FAdnd / Nad W ‘\
Area Draining to Retrofit Drainage Area to retrofit = acres/sq ft

(] Hotspot Individual rooftop

[AParking Lot [[] other small impervious area Imperviousness = %

[>J-Street [ ] Pervious area

[] Other (describe): Impervious Area = acres/sq ft

Demonstration / Education [<] Repair [] Other:

Benefits of Retrofit (primary & secondary): Storage Water Quality [ ] Recharge [ ] Gut Protection

Possible Conflicts due to:[ | Soils [_] Access Describe conflicts:

[} Adjacent Land Use [] Existing Utilities i ANy
[[IContamination [ ] High water table £ 20 ¢ 0
[[] Limited access to water [_] Other: ¢ = \ot+(<) U

7\

NEXT STEPS

Candidate for pilot project [ ] yep, love it ;OK [] undecided [ ] no, but keep listed [] no way

Follow-up needed to Complete Field Concept

[] Confirm property ownership [[] Obtain existing as-builts/site plans [ _] Obtain utility mapping
[*} Confirm drainage area/impervious cover [ Obtain detailed topography [] Confirm soil types
Confirm volume computations [] Confirm storm drain invert elevations
Complete concept sketch [] Other:

Site ID Page 1 of 2




O SITE AERIAL INCLUDED

PROPOSED RETROFIT CONCEPT (CONT.)

Narrative Description (Including key elements, aprox. surface area/ depth of treatment, conveyance structures):

Sketch and/or Sizing Calcs:

Existing Head Available/Where Measured:

Initial Feasibility and Construction Considerations/ Design or Delivery Notes:

Thoughts on Maintenance Burden: [ | Low [ | Medium [] High

Site ID Page 2 of 2
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\ /00 4 \ ‘a\d \Viuc,,g
STX EE WATERSHEDS RETROFITS 2/ /%
Site Name/ID: /> & — ) Watershed: _ )" 2 A\ /}
Date: | /DS / ) Assessed by: __ [(1uJ/ = £

EXISTING SITE/STORMWATER MANAGEMENT

Site Contact Info:

Land Use: [ ] Public [F|Private [ ] Unknown:

[1Single Family Residential Multi-Fam. Residential [ ]School [[]Golf Course [_]Park [_]Agricultural [_JRoad
[|Commercial/Industrial [ |Resort [ |Marina [ ]Other:

Is the site a hotspot? [ ] Yes [FNo [] Unknown:
Sources/pollutants observed? [} No []Sediment [ |Nutrients/organics [_]Oil/grease [ ] Trash/Floatables

Existing Stormwater BMP on site? [_] Yes [[JNo [ | Unknown:

Soils: [_] Unknown [“Jpoor infiltration [_]good infiltration

Describe Existing Stormwater Conditions, Including Existing Site Drainage and Conveyance:

/AN Jl"( { L D A (_\ _ y’ | A { (A ! (\ YA (‘7

~1 \’_':\, X

PROPOSED RETROFIT CONCEPT (CONT. ON BACK)

Proposed Retrofit Practice(s): [ | existing BMP upgrade [/ new BMP

[F}island bio/rain garden [ swale [] planter [Jtree pits [ ] infiltration [] permeable paver [ ] sand filter [_] pond
[ Jconstructed wetland [ ] proprietary practice [ ]soil amendments [ reforestation [ Jimpervious cover removal
[ Jrainwater harvesting [ |disconnection [_] Other (describe):

Area Draining to Retrofit Drainage Area to retrofit = acres/sq ft
[] Hotspot [] Individual rooftop

Parking Lot [[] other small impervious area Imperviousness = %

Street [] Pervious area

[[] Other (describe): Impervious Area = acres/sq ft

Benefits of Retrofit (primary & secondary): [ | Storage [2] Water Quality [ ] Recharge [ ] Gut Protection
Demonstration / Education [ | Repair [_] Other: :

Possible Conflicts due to:[_] Soils [_] Access Describe conflicts:
[] Adjacent Land Use [ | Existing Utilities A ~
[ |Contamination [ ] High water table VO *~
[] Limited access to water [_] Other:

NEXT STEPS
Candidate for pilot project [ Jyep, loveit [ ] OK []undecided []no, butkeep listed [ ] no way

Follow-up needed to Complete Field Concept

[] Confirm property ownership [_] Obtain existing as-builts/site plans  [] Obtain utility mapping
[J-Confirm drainage area/impervious cover [5] Obtain detailed topography Conﬁrm soil types

[} Confirm volume computations [] Confirm storm drain invert elevations

[“] Complete concept sketch [] Other:

Site ID Page 1 of 2




O SITE AERIAL INCLUDED

PROPOSED RETROFIT CONCEPT (CONT.)

Narrative Description (Including key elements, aprox. surface area/ depth of treatment, conveyan

DNDNASN AL T ,

= il ‘ ) S A C 9
| (A A% V) VD \ i

R Y\ '\\i" \ k \f O ( \ D Y ‘\1\ ‘\(

ce structures):

|

Sketch and/or Sizing Calcs:

Existing Head Available/Where Measured:

Initial Feasibility and Construction Considerations/ Design or Delivery Notes:

Thoughts on Maintenance Burden: [ | Low [ | Medium [ ] High

Site ID

Page 2 of 2



STX EE WATERSHEDS o RESIDENTIAL 3¢
Site Name/ID: S-RES-O! Watershed: ___ >0 [} ud b \
Date: f AL TAL Assessed by: _ "\, > /£ (R ]
EXISTING CONDITIONS
Homeowners Association? [ ]No [] Yes iUnknown If yes, name and contact information:
Main Road Names: <, o o Vewds L4 Buwna Vil Policane  Pajamar W siger
. . G | . «f N
Approximate Neighborhood Area (acres) %45 #oflots __ Yy (# or % undeveloped M@) o7 /
[] Single Family Attached (Duplexes, Row Homes) <V % V4 JA ‘4 acre [ ]Multifamily (Apts., Condos)
{ Single Family Detached < Y% %(1)>1 acre [ Other Lo

Index of Infill, Redevelopment, and Remodeling [.No Evidence [] <5% of existing units [ ] 5-10% [_] >10%

Waste water Management? [_| Public sewer (X On-site septic [_] Small package plant
Problems observed with septic systems?‘?@ No [] Yes (describe):

AVERAGE ROAD CONDITION |
Pavement: Type [] All Paved [X] mixed, mostly paved [ ] mixed, mostly unpaved [ ] all unpaved

Condition Eﬂﬁood/mostly good (new, few areas requiring regrading or maintenance)
[[] Some road sections need attention (minor erosion, pavement repair needed, limited)
(] Significant maintenance issues (most of road network in bad shape)

Drainage: Type [] Curb/gutter [ ] Mixed, mostly curbed [_] Mixed, mostly open section [X] Open drainage

Drain Inlets/Catch basins: [ | None [ Clean []Blocked [] Other:

Waterbars/dips/crossdrains: [_] None @Functioning [[] Need maintenance [_] Other:

Ditches: [ A None [] Shallow ] Well-defined [ ] Stable [ ] Eroded [[] Full of thick vegetation [ ] Other:
Discharge locations: @\Stable [[] Some erosion [ ] Eroded [ ] Other:

Existing Stormwater BMPs on site? [_| Unknown @No [1 Yes, describe:

Woe RN Cors  asiron

Average Lot Cover:  %bare =0 % turf %Eﬁ__%landscape(include trees) _[U %rooftop 'O %driveway
Average Driveway: [X| Impervious [ [Pervious [] Eroded [ Drain to road [ ] Too variable
Evidence of rooftop or driveway runoff to road/drainage network?: [ JNo [X] Yes, describe:
yﬁwi EYeY ffwﬁéﬁw}
Evidence of residential encroachment on riparian/wetland buffer? @No [] Yes, describe:

Ak raadh
1]

Evidence of Residential Pollution? j ,
[dLimited [] Likely [_] Observed for sediment loading

[EILimited [] Likely [] Observed for oil/grease

E Severity: [ Low []Medium []High

I .

;
[£Limited [ ] Likely [] Observed for trash and yard waste :

}

|

i

1

i

Describe source:

t R T TP
gk NG NSy

&

{onc |

Limited [1Likely [] Observed for nutrient loading
[F]Limited [] Likely [] Observed for bacteria
[L]Limited [ Likely [] Observed for other:

NEXT STEPS

~ e £ y 3\\

S
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O SITE AERIAL INCLUDED

PROPOSED RESTORATION ACTIVITIES

Neighborhood-wide Actions:

/(,n—site retrofit potential individual lots? [] Better lawn/landscaping practices? [J Other action(s):
A IE} Street ROW retrofit [] Pond retrofit [] Household hazardous waste

[] Parking Lot retroﬁt\ [ Septic improvements

PO 0y 2 g N - o o bt 4 Y R
=2 OOV WS oo e NC O WA ﬁw?‘ié {Dg- g}xb

Narrative description: ) . N g& L ) \ - N L
onL aCR g UL VY =R QA0S0 Qurd (Do Wi o S 6"
?MJ&%&&%’XS‘T ' / LIOYT NS Nan W
5\, ) o . 3 P o i \y < Cy, &
NS R Sl S N AL LN SV A £ oo \‘L&Lé’\:};} o\ Wod ”\*}ME\}' er
/‘1

d

TOs

5 #
H [ N R ATV
S LS %wv; A INZ e

Sketch
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STX EE WATERSHEDS

Site Name/ID: _ > (¢ <
H N E

Date: (/24 /1|

Watershed:
Assessed by:

EXISTING CONDITIONS

Homeowners Association? [ | No [ ] Yes E'Unknown If yes, name and contact information:
B S 0 O Mops and Cacton

Main Road Names: Yollow L ee: =Tl [ ,bi‘;%\,i%u Q\,z/\m}ew~

Approximate Neighborhood Area (acres) L. #toflots__ J s (#or % undevefoped I3/ LS & )

[] Single Family Attached (Duplexes, Row Homes) <% ‘% Y ' ' acre [] Multifamily (Apts., Condos)

[} Single Family Detached <Ya Y Y% (1)>1 acre [ ] Other

Index of Infill, Redevelopment, and Remodeling @No Evidence [ ] <5% of existing units [ ] 5-10% [] >10%

§ e

PR BN

Vhdac. e Oy
CTORSO AT

2
S

Waste water Management? [ | Public sewer [;E On-site septic [_] Small package plant
Problems observed with septic systems? E_No [] Yes (describe):

AVERAGE ROAD CONDITION
Pavement: Type [] All Paved [] mixed, mostly paved Mmixed, mostly unpaved  [] all unpaved

Condition [_] Good/mostly good (new, few areas requiring regrading or maintenance)
[] Some road sections need attention (minor erosion, pavement repair needed, limited)
@-Signiﬁcant maintenance issues (most of road network in bad shape)

Drainage: Type [ | Curb/gutter [_] Mixed, mostly curbed [_] Mixed, mostly open section [X] Open drainage
2

Drain Inlets/Catch basins: mvNone []Clean [] Blocked [] Other: 4
Waterbars/dips/crossdrains: [] None [] Functioning [}-Need maintenance [ ] Other: lo? (/Z;
Ditches: [] None [7] Shallow [] Well-defined [ ] Stable [}-Eroded [] Full of thick vegetation [ ] Other:
Discharge locations: [ ] Stable [ ] Some erosion [ ] Eroded [ ] Other:

Existing Stormwater BMPs on site? [_| Unknown [_]No [A Yes, describe:

[P P
Cant

Average Lot Cover: %bare 30 %turf S %landscape(include trees) /S %rooftop A %driveway
Average Driveway: [A.Impervious [ JPervious [ ] Eroded [H Drain to road [] Too variable

Evidence of rooftop or driveway runoff to road/drainage network?: [ [No . Yes, describe:

Evidence of residential encroachment on riparian/wetland buffer? @No [] Yes, describe:

Evidence of Residential Pollution? : Severity: [ | Low /K[‘Medium [] High
Limited [] Likely [] Observed for sediment loading :

[FLimited [] Likely [] Observed for oil/grease
Limited [] Likely [] Observed for trash and yard waste

i Describe source:

|

i
[/ ILimited [ ] Likely [ ] Observed for nutrient loading :

|

i

i

i

N
%‘x "«/E s
IR s

4Limited [] Likely [] Observed for bacteria
[S]Limited [ ] Likely [] Observed for other:

NEXT STEPS

£
£
-
LA

Site ID Page 1 of 2




O SITE AERIAL INCLUDED

PROPOSED RESTORATION ACTIVITIES
Neighborhood-wide Actions: .
[] On-site retrofit potential individual lots? [C] Better lawn/landscaping practices? [ Other action(s):
] Street ROW-retrofit [[] Pond retrofit [] Household hazardous waste
[] Parking Lot retrofit ] Septic improvements
Narrative description: v
S Cormd A pay e {06 1S/ (Do d WA fengd
S :}1 ooy T ’ A (\
o % § AP - 5 Y W3
Sketch
Site ID

Page 2 of 2



e Wittey, o

STXEE WATERSHEDS || |
Site Name/ID: S-%5c3 | M7 Watershed:
Date: F/| | Assessed by: (VLU / KR

EXISTING CONDITIONS

Homeowners Association? [_| No E,[»Yes [[] Unknown If yes, name and contact information:

Y Lo . g N SRk 4 Y -y =
T T ot ok @ chavi  com Zondun S - ST N ps|ae
. P i = 7

o~
&) 1 .
eamaa

7

AA YR

" s
- ./ n
e \5/5’-
P P

; .o~ ST AT AT
Main Road Names: ( 5 (\é LT

i
¥ H

L Lt P
Approximate Neighborhood Area (acres) (/O #oflots _ j 34 (# or % undeveloped _7 &/ (v 0’5;0)
[_] Single Family Attached (Duplexes, Row Homes) <% % Y Ys s acre  [] Multifamily (Apts., Condos)
[] Single Family Detached < Vo Y%(1)>1 acre [ Other

Index of Infill, Redevelopment, and Remodeling [ ] No Evidence <] <5% of existing units [ ] 5-10% [ ] >10% %\)

Waste water Management? [ | Public sewer [_¥On-site septic [ ] Small package plant
Problems observed with septic systems? @/ No [] Yes (describe):

AVERAGE ROAD CONDITION ,
Pavement: Type [ ] All Paved [] mixed, mostly paved [ | mixed, mostly unpaved E all unpaved

Condition %\good/mostly good (new, few areas requiring regrading or maintenance)

p™M

Drain Inlets/Catch basins: [J None [ ] Clean [ ] Blocked ] Other: . )
Waterbars/dips/crossdrains: [ ] None [] Functioning [ Need maintenance [ ] Other: ¢ N
Ditches: [ ] None l%lallow (] Well-defined [_] Stable ﬁEroded [] Full of thick vegetation [_] Other: -
Discharge locations: [ | Stable [ ] Some erosion [ ] Eroded [ ] Other:

NI

ome road sections need attention (minor erosion, pavement repair needed, limited) ,{5;2
[] Significant maintenance issues (most of road network in bad shape) A
‘3
Drainage: Type [_] Curb/gutter [ ] Mixed, mostly curbed [_] Mixed, mostly open section ,@Open drainage {&:@’”"; i

w

Existing Stormwater BMPs on site? [ | Unknown [ |No [] Yes, describe:
C L ey

Average Lot Cover: %bare SO %turf _3D %landscape(include trees) /O % rooftop /C  %driveway
Average Driveway: Impervious [ |Pervious [ ] Eroded [ ] Drain to road [ ] Too variable ﬂ%’ S e At

Evidence of robftop or driveway runoff to road/drainage network?: [ |No IE Yes, describe:

Evidence of residential encroachment on riparian/wetland buffer? [_|No Ej Yes, describe:

) N :\ oy . 3 ’y\'} . & L P i
norse %M PN }\;Ué“é? 7 YOy (b | coffon Vadln,
7 17 fi ¢
Evidence of Residential Pollution? ., i Severity: [ ]Low []Medium %\High
[Limited [] Likely {Z] Observed for sediment loading ““ Lo !
Limited [ ] Likely [] Observed for oil/grease | Describe source:

<

[Limited [] Likely [] Observed for trash and yard waste :

Limited [ ] Likely [ ] Observed for nutrient loading i
[ JLimited [-Likely [ ] Observed for bacteria s <~ v@ff%
[ALimited [] Likely [] Observed for other: :

NEXT STEPS

Site ID Page 1 of 2




[0 SITE AERIAL INCLUDED

PROPOSED RESTORATION ACTIVITIES

e N
Neighborhood-wide Actions: AY; Nl al .
[T On-site retrofit potential individual lots? [] Better lawn/landscaping practices? [] Other action(s):
4. Street ROW retrofit, l:l Pond retrofit ¢ OJ Household hazardous waste .
[] Parking Lot retrofit N o L M\; NS ] Septic improvements N s{“” ( Ay
ﬁ {DEP ¢

Narrative description:

!
o 'ﬁx;&m},\ jgf\/&\éij ;3!}\ {\J‘«
|

> o 1‘ DX b T SRV N

5

{ ; -
. ,} (}; f
- N
- \‘}fi IR S g\%’ (o0
¢ o s &\,a{»"
- % k%:/ﬁ‘i IS 3 {/"‘\ /a‘%v’ §

Sketch

- Spoles I / Tosh Tak | TIOA prest rdenct

; " A 4 ik NYTD %%‘A WS
Lot ifhe 5 ¢ © 120 b {\'f”}s’i}f V1dtind PTB IO
—jues w2/ 2e My Uw; \ {

Uer  <edmend R 4 U Tr cudvert arfa
o (rrrda (DS S‘f’\;w;“ FUISVAIEE 1’4‘“’5}“5)@‘%

X H .
- (i‘/g’% SE ‘Cf LEN AR ‘ Mﬁffwg o C}U ?“gjv‘; {)@f\ 5§ e { o Fﬁﬁ""’{ﬁ

o e
i

Crpd - . b
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Witte,
a4 1Q,

STX EE WATERSHEDS - L o RESIDENTIAL
LY g‘"‘x«*’ j,ﬁ 2??, 3 < Lk B -

Site NameIlD 9S-Res-04 LeTTon Vall “\ﬁ Watershed: .\l 0y A f

Date: | [ R/ |\ Assessedby: _ [\\ () /L ¥

EXISTING CONDITIONS

Homeowners Association? [ ] No [] Yes K] Unknown If yes, name and contact information:

Main Road Names: (7, 44 ~ (/s | wﬁ/ ir L A N\ 1;‘5;’;\&{% 1% )

i

Approximate Neighborhood Area (acres) } gg iU # of lots LA Z v (# or % undeveloped ﬁ/z gg “)

[] Single Family Attached (Duplexes, Row Homes) <& Y% Y !4 ' acre [] Multifamily (Apts., Condos)
j Single Family Detached <Vi V4 @1 >1 acre [_] Other

Index of Infill, Redevelopment, and Remodeling [ ] No Evidence [ ] <5% of existing units @\5-10% []>10%

Waste water Management? [_| Public sewer ‘On site septic [_] Small package plant
Problems observed with septic systems? lNo [] Yes (describe):

AVERAGE ROAD CONDITION 4
Pavement: Type [ ] All Paved mixed, mostly paved Ewmixed, mostly unpaved [] all unpaved

Condition [_] Good/mostly good (new, few areas requiring regrading or maintenance)
[9.Some road sections need attention (minor erosion, pavement repair needed, limited)
[] Significant maintenance issues (most of road network in bad shape)

Drainage: Type [ ] Curb/gutter [_] Mixed, mostly curbed [ ] Mixed, mostly open section @‘Open drainage

Drain Inlets/Catch basins: <} None [ ] Clean [ ] Blocked [ Other:

Waterbars/dips/crossdrains: one [ Functioning [] Need maintenance [ ] Other:

Ditches: [ | None [ ] Shallow [ ] Well-defined [ ] Stable [ ] Eroded ["] Full of thick vegetation [ ] Other:
Discharge locations: [_| Stable [ ]| Some erosion [_] Eroded [ ] Other:

Existing Stormwater BMPs on site? [_| Unknown [ |No [ ] Yes, describe:

sy S

Average Lot Cover: Y%bare MO %twf A4 %landscape(include trees) 3> < % rooftop 1o %driveway
Average Driveway: @Impeerous I:lPerwous [ Eroded [] Drain to road [] Too variable
Evidence of rooftop or dlflveway runoff to road/drainage network?: [ |No .Yes describe:

Evidence of residential encroachment on riparian/wetland buffer? []No JB\YeS, describe:

Oy w\}“w ¥/ J,Ez
Evidence of Residential Pollution? Severity: [ | Low [ ] Medium E{High
[JLimited [] Likely [] Observed for sediment loading ’
[JLimited [7] Likely [] Observed for oil/grease Describe source:

[Limited [] Likely [<] Observed for trash and yard waste

[ALimited [] Likely [] Observed for nutrient loading f&‘“
@LmnedELleely [[] Observed for bacteria [~ 0%
[ALimited [ ] Likely [] Observed for other: ./ |

I

NEXT STEPS plaf pd ¥ gt
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PROPOSED RESTORATION ACTIVITIES

O SITE AERIAL INCLUDED

Neighborhood-wide Actions:

[] On-site retrofit potential individual lots?
[Q Street ROW retrofit Epend retrofit
[] Parking Lot retroﬁt%iz (

ARt

e
SN
A
i\;{ ~ W

[] Better lawn/landscaping practices?
[] Household hazardous waste

TA. Septic improvements /<.~ |

%

\ Other action(s):

Narrative description:

- S oy o
B L £ - {
ey W A %
R
o sy IR

H §
S T

i

Sketch

Site ID
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STX EE WATERSHEDS (Sehmcle Novin) RESIDENTIAL

Site Name/ID: % ﬁ{’ § - C»‘g Watershed: “M‘}usw ff,zz
Date: { ,} Y Assessed by: Mo | v &
EXISTING CONDITIONS '

Homeowners Association? [ ] No [] Yes ] Unknown If yes, name and contact information:

Main Road Names:

Approximate Neighborhood Area (acres) S S #oflots S (# or % undeveloped %1 / 7 %
[] Single Family Attached (Duplexes, Row Homes) <% Y% Y % !4 acre [ ] Multifamily (Apts., Condos)
£ Single Family Detached <Y4 Y Y% 1 1/ acre []Other

Index of Infill, Redevelopment, and Remodeling @No Evidence [ ] <5% of existing units [ | 5-10% [ ] >10%

Waste water Management? [ ] Public sewer @ On-site septic [ ] Small package plant
Problems observed with septic systems? [{ No [ ] Yes (describe):

AVERAGE ROAD CONDITION
Pavement: Type [] All Paved [X{ mixed, mostly paved [ | mixed, mostly unpaved [] all unpaved

Condition %Good/mostly good (new, few areas requiring regrading or maintenance)
Some road sections need attention (minor erosion, pavement repair needed, limited)
[] Significant maintenance issues (most of road network in bad shape)

Drainage: Type [_] Curb/gutter [] Mixed, mostly curbed [] Mixed, mostly open section [5J] Open drainage

Drain Inlets/Catch basins: 2§ None [ ] Clean [ ] Blocked [ ] Other:

Waterbars/dips/crossdrains: [>] None [] Functioning [ ] Need maintenance [ | Other:

Ditches: [_] None [ ] Shallow [ | Well-defined [ ] Stable [ ] Eroded [] Full of thick vegetation [_] Other:
Discharge locations: [Y] Stable [ ] Some erosion [ | Eroded [ ] Other:

Existing Stormwater BMPs on site? [_| Unknown [ﬂNo [] Yes, describe:

O <A
Average Lot Cover: Y%bare SO % turf L0 %landscape(include trees) 32> %rtooftop AL Y%driveway

Average Driveway: [/] Impervious [ ]Pervious [ ] Eroded [] Drain toroad [] Too variable

Evidence of rooftop or driveway runoff to road/drainage network?: E]No [] Yes, describe:

Evidence of residential encroachment on riparian/wetland buffer? [<]No [ | Yes, describe:

Evidence of Residential Pollution? : Severity: D Low []Medium [] High
[AlLimited [ ] Likely [] Observed for sediment loading :
[ALimited [ ] Likely [] Observed for oil/grease i Describe source:

[Limited [ ] Likely [] Observed for trash and yard waste :

Limited [_] Likely [] Observed for nutrient loading :
E/]Limited [ ] Likely [] Observed for bacteria ;
Limited [] Likely [] Observed for other: - :

NEXT STEPS

Site ID Page 1 of 2




O SITE AERIAL INCLUDED

PROPOSED RESTORATION ACTIVITIES
Neighborhood-wide Actions: i )
[] On-site retrofit potential individual lots? [] Better lawn/landscaping practices? Other actio
[] Street ROW retrofit [ ] Pond retrofit [] Household hazardous waste s G
(] Parking Lot retrofit [] Septic improvements
Narrative description:
MSY v pads -avecd epndihan, | Ao Gt e pood Condutygvr—
ik w\ (e, ‘s?éﬁ&w
Sketch
{
Site ID

Page 2 of 2




P - ] - st Witk G
STXEE WATERSHEDS  ( Sever ((149)5) RESIDENTIAL
Site Name/ID: >~ €5~ [81W Watershed: Lol el
Date: i ,i Y [ i Assessed by: M{,uf Lo

EXISTING CONDITIONS

Homeowners Association? [_] No (] Yes Unknown If yes, name and contact information:
l o g
(N eGinbevimcocd adcin Sacpas

Main Road Names:

Approximate Neighborhood Area (acres) 51343 # of lots Z? (# or % undeveloped G/ sl )
[] Single Family Attached (Duplexes, Row Homes) <5 % Y Y% Y% acre [ Multifamily (Apts., Condos)
B Single Family Detached < U W l@ acre  [] Other

Index of Infill, Redevelopment, and Remodeling P9 No Evidence [] <5% of existing units [ ] 5-10% [1>10%

Waste water Management? [_] Public sewer On-site septic [_] Small package plant
Problems observed with septic systems?.’<] No [] Yes (describe):

AVERAGE ROAD CONDITION :
Pavement: Type (] All Paved $<P mixed, mostly paved [_] mixed, mostly unpaved [ ] all unpaved
Condition PF Good/mostly good (new, few areas requiring regrading or maintenance)
(] Some road sections need attention (minor erosion, pavement repair needed, limited)
L] Significant maintenance issues (most of road network in bad shape)

Drainage: Type [ ] Curb/gutter [ ] Mixed, mostly curbed [_] Mixed, mostly open section Open drainage

Drain Inlets/Catch basins: @None [ ] Clean (] Blocked [] Other:

Waterbars/dips/crossdrains: P None L] Functioning [ ] Need maintenance ] Other:

Ditches: [_] None [ Shallow [ Well-defined [ Stable [[] Eroded [T Eull of thick vegetation [_] Other:
Discharge locations: [x}Stable [ ] Some erosion ] Eroded ] Other:

Existing Stormwater BMPs on site? [_] Unknown [ |No [ ] Yes. describe: ‘ e
. ; W Yo 2L D S fﬁ)i ke

O“{‘b'}fi//nc% P "_7 B - g { Jeii,
v o AnvEUWay S

_ %bare [ (.)m% turf f&%lanulsea pe(include trees) _;21}_% rooftop ﬁ_i%drivewa
I I Y

Average Lot Cover: __

Average Driveway: @Impervious [ JPervious [] Eroded (] Drain to road U] Too variable
Evidence of rooftop or driveway runoff to road/drainage network?: E’No [] Yes, describe:

Evidence of residential encroachment on riparian/wetland buffer? [E"No [] Yes, describe:

Evidence of Residential Pollution? : Severity: P Low (] Medium [] High
[Limited [] Likely [[] Observed for sediment loading |
PILimited [] Likely [] Observed for oil/grease : Describe source:
[ALimited [ ] Likely [] Observed for trash and yard waste i
QLimiled []Likely [] Observed for nutrient loading :
P imited ] Likely [] Observed for bacteria :

|

}

[MLimited [] Likely [] Observed for other:

NEXT STEPS

S e Flogsy 12 cod  reShachcon / A vty
(i poiri e Ty
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PROPOSED RESTORATION ACTIVITIES

Neighborhood-wide Actions:

H-0On-site retrofit potential individual lots?
4 Street ROW retrofit [] Pond retrofit
[ Parking Lot retrofit

[] Better lawn/landscaping practices?
[] Household hazardous waste
] Septic improvements

Narrative description:

Cpp T8 .
’:} {«w/ o ) o n k\;«ﬁy;}{“‘}
dof >

Sketch

L

Site ID

0 SITE AERIAL INCLUDED

[J Other action(s):

]
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Witte,
e R ey

STX EE WATERSHEDS RESIDENTIAL
Site Name/lD: _ > — (115 ~f— HF Watershed: __ <.~ [/ v A0

Date: __ [/ 24/ Assessed by: [\ / /L2
EXISTING CONDITIONS

Homeowners Association? [ | No [{ Yes [ ] Unknown Ifyes, name and contact information:
= e
Sownvin (w2
Main Road Names: <, |, i, /.

&)

Approximate Neighborhood Area (acres) 7‘“} #oflots  IE (# or % undeveloped . S% Z iﬁ(ﬁ)
[] Single Family Attached (Duplexes, Row Homes) <% % % ' % acre [ ]| Multifamily (Apts., Condos)
[4 Single Family Detached <Vs Y %{1.>1 acre []Other

Index of Infill, Redevelopment, and Remodehng [] No Evidence [ ] <5% of existing units &5 10% []1>10%

Waste water Management? [ | Public sewer [}{] On-site septic [ ] Small package plant
Problems observed with septic systems? [ | No Yes (describe):

AL hosust col 4 unsAianedole ',,wf b — 9 phy e
AVERAGE ROAD CONDITION | ?
Pavement: Type [] All Paved [ mixed, mostly paved [ ] mixed, mostly unpaved [ ] all unpaved

Condition ﬁGood/mostly good (new, few areas requiring regrading or maintenance)
(] Some road sections need attention (minor erosion, pavement repair needed, limited)
[] Significant maintenance issues (most of road network in bad shape)

Drainage: Type [ | Curb/gutter [ | Mixed, mostly curbed [ ] Mixed, mostly open sectionpen drainage

Drain Inlets/Catch basins: ﬁENone []Clean [ ]Blocked [ ] Other:
Waterbars/dips/crossdrains: [>{'None [ ] Functioning [_] Need maintenance [ ] Other:
Ditches: [ ] None [Z] Shallow [] Well-defined [ Stable [ Eroded [] Full of thick vegetation [] Other:
Discharge locations: E Stable [ | Some erosion [ Eroded [ ] Other:
i

Existing Stormwater BMPs on site? [_| Unknown [ [No [ ] Yes, describe:

Average Lot Cover: %bare HC % turf HS “S  %landscape(include trees) ) (O % rooftop /S %driveway
Average Driveway: [ Impervious [ |Pervious [ ] Eroded I:I Drain to road [ ] Too variable

5 oAb @RI
Evidence of rooftop or drlveway runoff to rbad/dramagé network" [INo lYes describe:

Evidence of residential encroachment on rlparlan/wetland buffer? [ |No .X es, describe:

CALs SANEIVE ﬂ*;«(\ Lo
- : 1
Evidence of Residential Pollution? | Severity: @\Low [I Medium [] High
-Lumted [] Likely [T] Observed for sediment loading :
[ALimited [] Likely [] Observed for oil/grease | Describe source:

IZILhnited A Likely [] Observed for trash and yard waste
[Limited [] Likely [] Observed for nutrient loading
[FLimited [ ] Likely [] Observed for bacteria

[ALimited [ ] Likely [] Observed for other:

NEXT STEPS
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O SITE AERIAL INCLUDED

PROPOSED RESTORATION ACTIVITIES

Neighborhood-wide Actions:

@m On-site retrofit potential individual lots?
Street ROW retrofit [ ] Pond retrofit
[:I Parking Lot retrofit

AL AU | {“?Uf

" Better lawn/landscaping practices? [ Other actlon(s?:

[] Household hazardous waste
[] Septic improvements

Narrative description: ) - el AN '3
(D) iah -ony fases g o € ARL Lokl
T ol codS ot o P N ”‘“‘\‘:\3‘”‘“’%‘{‘ O pod does - BT

- . 7 ol e

ooeu VDS (Santn La
() Pleasnt W - 24 -&A %}\ o few MO T TS S e
\;;/f; ! R oy g g ; T { 5 . T 44

% t . & e g AT A ™ - A LA aAA A ;(,3 VAT NPENY. J
ey oS N d W IXLS o \o \ SOV
Ny 3; {2 {B&@‘(
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At

STXEE WATERSHEDS (e Ay | cardie [eef Cancd 5)resipenTiaL <
Site Name/ID: _ N~ P ¢ (- /% Watershed: 1) lwf\/wZ ‘
Date: f/,w}i& .[H Assessed by: /170 / l{/[/’

¢ Witiey,

EXISTIN G CONDITIONS

i
%,
5

Homeowners Association? [ ] No [] Yes B Unknown If yes, name and contact information:

Pl Some road sections need attention (minor crosion, pavement repair needed, limited) 0{(./% v
L Significant maintenance issucs (most of road network in bad shape)

Drainage: Type [] Curb/gutter [ ] Mixed, mostly curbed [_] Mixed, mostly open section PhOpen drainage

Drain Inlets/Catch basins: @Nonc ] Clean [ Blocked "] Other:

Waterbars/dips/crossdrains: [ ] None | Functioning [_] Need maintenance ] Other:

Ditches: ] None [ ] Shallow [ Well-defined (] Stable [] Eroded (] Full of thick vegetation |_] Other:
Discharge locations: B Stable [] Some erosion [] Eroded [] Other:

Lt iuﬂd((/}, Condle Peed T - by reen 118154y

Main Road Names: [)V’{f@f’} C(,ka ’ /
Approximate Neighborhood Area (acres) Ile; # of lots *(_Z% (# or % undeveloped i /UY 4 <)
(] Single Family Attached (Duplexes, Row Homes) <% % Y% 4 V5 acre  DdMultifamily (Apts., (fc}ndob}
/@bsmgle Family Detached <4 U 1/\41/} >1 acre  [] Other ~
Index of Infill, Redevelopment, and Remodeling [ ] No Evidence E <5% of existing units [ ] 5-10% [ ] >10%
Waste water Management? [_] Public sewer B4 On-site septic [_] Small package plant
Problems observed with septic systems? ENO [ Yes (describe):
AVERAGE ROAD CONDITION
Pavement: Type (] All Paved P mixed, mostly paved [ ] mixed, mostly unpaved [ ] all unpaved

Condition [] Good/mostly good (new. few areas requiring regrading or maintenance) Serle (SYLe s Lof

[['&(!»f 5\

Existing Stormwater BMPs on site? (] Unknown [ INo [T Yes. describe:
CA SHENMA

Average Lot Cover: ____%bare I &69% wnf 20 %landsca pe(include trees) f%‘;zg% rooftop ﬂ?&%drivewa/
g oA 0 s .8 P Y

Average Driveway: ]Z? Impervious [ [Pervious [ Eroded (] Drain to road (] Too variable

Evidence of rooftop or driveway runoff to road/drainage network?: [ No Joves, describe:

Evidence of residential encroachment on riparian/wetland buffer? BINo [ Yes, describe:

Evidence of Residential Pollution? : Severity: P9 Low [ Medium [ ] High
[E]:imiled [ Likely [] Observed for sediment loading ;
@Limited L] Likely [] Observed for oil/grease : Describe source:
BLimited [JLikely [] Observed tor trash and yard waste i
PILimited [] Likely [ ] Observed for nutrient loading :
@Limiled ] Likely [] Observed for bacteria :
i
|

IdLimited [] Likely [ ] Observed for other:

NEXT STEPS

A {:&,\_} (ﬁy,» avel ¢ [OV{“‘VS SHr s ‘5&/{( ‘?‘\D e cicin ar€ S y
AN ar e Ccontdes S cul- Al - §AaC TGN U Coeter Fiag)

LreadC] am S50 . | of] ¢f lancls Pl e T e g ]
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0 SITE AERIAL INCLUDED

PROPOSED RESTORATION ACTIVITIES

Neighborhood-wide Actions: ‘
F3-On-site retrofit potential individual lots? [A- Better lawn/landscaping practices?
[A-Street ROW retrofit ["] Pond retrofit "] Household hazardous waste

] Parking Lot retrofit [] Septic improvements

[] Other action(s):

Narrative description:

Sketch

Site ID ) Page 2 of 2




STX EE WATERSHEDS /| y¢ Wty T 4oTSPOT/POLLUTION PREVENTION

Site Name/ID: S— | - O | Watershed: D0 || oAy
Date: _ | /o < [ Assessed by: e ler
EXISTING CONDITIONS

Contact Information/location:

See  Rewoft Hean

Land Use: [ Commercial [] Industrial [] Institutional [] Municipal [ ] Golf Course [] Transport-Related
[] Marina [] Animal Facility [ Other:
Basic Description of Operation:

P Starant / Delr

Existing stormwater management on-site? [ | Unknown B9 No [] Yes, describe:
Condition of drain inlets on-site: 7] None [ ] Good [] Need maintenance

Evidence of riparian/wetland buffer encroachment: [_] Unknown ] No E Yes, describe:

Gut” sn S =~ Dranaze overdnd Gus v Site oot

Potential pollutants associated with: Pollutant of concern?
[] Vehicular operations (fueling, storage, maintenance) KLimited [Likely [JObserved for sediment loading
Waste management (dumping) [ILimited {Z]Likely [FObserved for oil/grease
‘T Outdoor material storage (uncovered, leaking, no [ILimited =] Likely {.4Observed for trash
secondary containment) E4Limited [JLikely PObserved for nutrient loading
[[] Landscaping (over fertilizing, irrigation) H]Limited [JLikely [JObserved for bacteria . —
% Building/parking lot maintenance (washdowns) [JLimited [JLikely []Observed for other:
Other:

T
yz ;‘ﬁftﬁaj
Flosd)

pﬁ‘STbL{

Severity of Problem: [ |Low [ JMedium [XHigh
Describe Conditions: " . 3
DurmpSter yuuee - u,ﬂ(&"'vaf(C’/ 6%/’1/0?/&*’7%‘76/ }9‘4 e e
. madenel  Sporage
Clearursy Aveo. pt<adie
Potcrinal  Sephc  (SFred

PROPOSED RESTORATION ACTIVITIES

= gd@(&dﬁm/\ / C e tfEU LIS y [:)g//(,(/-bm ﬁ'evc/z,ﬁz&

NEXT STEPS

~ DiscuNs  wdf oS
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[0 SITE AERIAL INCLUDED

Sec phd 5
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¢ Wiltey,

&c‘b (,}G
STX EE WATERSHEDS S~ Hedy - HOTSPOT/POLLUTION PREVENTION ‘z’ ) N
Site Name/ID: Coftan Valley Duvghcs st Watershed: _ Solihucle. E&!"
Date: WY Assessed by: () (R -
EXISTING CONDITIONS

Contact Information/location: <57 . (X Foundahan [V A‘Pcfé)/ Fire Saha~

Land Use: [ ] Commercial [ ] Industrial [ ] Institutional lX] Municipal [_] Golf Course [] Transport-Related
[] Marina [] Animal Facility [_] Other: Guasi

Basic Description of Operation: ;

Existing stormwater management on-site? [ ] Unknown [d/No [] Yes, describe:
Condition of drain inlets on-site: E None [ ] Good [] Need maintenance

Evidence of riparian/wetland buffer encroachment: [_] Unknown [ | No E Yes, describe: " .
adja et  fo gt - iy (/[/Gu Y C/:)]Mf

Potential pollutants associated with: Pollutant of concern?

[*J Vehicular operations (fueling, storage, maintenance) PdLimited [Likely [JObserved for sediment loading

3 Waste management (dumping) [ILimited [JLikely PlObserved for oil/grease

(> Outdoor material storage (uncovered, leaking, no [JLimited [JLikely [JObserved for trash
secondary containment) [JLimited fd]Likely [JObserved for nutrient loading

[ Landscaping (over fertilizing, irrigation) [JLimited [dLikely [[JObserved for bacteria

E Building/parking lot maintenance (washdowns) [JLimited [JLikely [JObserved for other:
Other:

Severity of Problem: [ JLow [JMedium [dHigh
Describe Conditions:

- Complte {"7 ; mp{i;q/}é/uﬂ A veel A W NS e
“wnovered dumpsters ’_ |

- Veny Aar stkc - ey flaw curectly 1> gudt o
fo Shveet , evervhiodig o Guot

PROPOSED RESTORATION ACTIVITIES

E Aacach o 4 o NFCand o

NEXT STEPS

X Contact N\M’\aﬁiu_g ;

X

Site ID Page 1 of 2




ﬁ SITE AERIAL INCLUDED

/
SKETCH [
\
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Koh -~ o POMLLTS
STX EE WATERSHEDS Qb oA HOTSPOTIPOLLUTION PREVENTION
Site Name/ID: S-r-063 Watershed: _ Solirude
Date: \,\ 25 1! Assessed by: _\w) | K

EXISTING CONDITIONS

Contact Information/location:

Land Use: WCommercia] (L] Industrial [ Institutional [_] Municipal [ ] Golf Course [] Transport-Related

[] Marina [] Animal Facility [_] Other: - ; e :
Basic Description of Operation: LS Sh d’hc‘/\'_) D(’h { A no\wid\f\ %A""'”P

(Verucinee Soce, Prihvoorns—

Al \iC-

Existing stormwater management on-site? [_| Unknown IE No [] Yes, describe:
Condition of drain inlets on-site: [ | None [ | Good [] Need maintenance
Evidence of riparian/wetland buffer encroachment: [_] Unknown /E No [] Yes, describe:
Potential pollutants associated with: Pollutant of concern? . .
[[] Vehicular operations (fueling, storage, maintenance) KLimited [Likely [JObserved for sediment loading
[] Waste management (dumping) [ILimited [HLikely [JObserved for oil/grease
[_] Outdoor material storage (uncovered, leaking, no ILimited [JLikely [[JObserved for trash

secondary containment) [dLimited [JLikely [[JObserved for nutrient loading
[] Landscaping (over fertilizing, irrigation) QLimited [(Likely [[JObserved for bacteria
E Building/parking lot maintenance (washdowns) [JLimited [JLikely []JObserved for other:

Other:

Severity of Problem: [XiLow [JMedium [JHigh
Describe Conditions:

R (/u{im,} \\/\/\;wu) Seerns to e well
L wncoeced € S FQMM(J

Maudcuyec A

PROPOSED RESTORATION ACTIVITIES
- See ety fortA

NEXT STEPS
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O SITE AERIAL INCLUDED

SKETCH .
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STX EE WATERSHEDS

£ Si€vra. JErdg -

AR

ROADS & CULVERTS

Site/Road Name/ID: 5~ jemiar Gl Watersk Solhude
“ter | /l;}"ﬂi ! Ly Assessed by: Mol kL £
EXISTING CONDITION
SHAPE: #BARRELS: | MATERIAL: | ALIGNMENT: DIMENSIONS: (if variable,
[JArch  [Bottomless | [] Single [] Concrete | [] Flow-aligned sketch)
H gf)x | [ Eltiptical E DO“{)IC ] Metal [[] Not flow-aligned
ircular Triple .
[] Other: W Otl?er: [ Other: [ Do not know Barrel diameter: (ft)
CONDITION: (Evidence of..) [] In good condition CULVERT SLOPE;: Height: _(f)
[ Cracking/chipping/corrosion [ ] Downstream scour hole ] Flfit .
[JCULVERTS [[] Sediment deposition [7] Upstream erosion L Sllghtv(2 —5%)
M Blockage [] Failing embankment [ Steeper Culvert length: —
[] Threatened infrastructure [] Other (describe): IS IT FLOWING? Width: ()
[(No [ Yes
BLOCKAGE SEVERITY: [] none [ ] minor [] partial [] significant [] complete Roadway elevation: @)

Potential barrier to aquatic species? [_] No [] Yes [] Unknown

Is it acting as grade control? [] No[] Yes [ ] Unknown

?ﬁOAD
EGMENTS

SURFACE:

] Concrete

[ Asphalt

£ Unpaved: >gravel
[] Unpaved: >dirt
[] Other

STEEPNESS:

[ Pretty flat

[l Slight (around 5:1, 20%)
-Steep (more like 2:1, 50%)
Big time steep (> 75%)

ACCESS/USE:
Private

[] Public

] Unknown

Total ROW Width: 3‘ (ft)
Drive lane:;__ | 2 (ft)

Shoulder: > (@)  of]f
e

Length of interest:

Surface: [_] good condition @mmor maintenance needed [ ] large gullies and potholes HA & e
Drain Inlets/Catch basins: [>24 None [ ] clean []blocked [] other:

Waterbars/dips/cross drains: [ None [] functioning [ ] need maintenance [ | other:

C PAEL

W/M /’zf‘

Ditches: [_] none [ ] shallow [ ] well-defined [] stable eroded}%@xcess vegetation [_] other:
Discharge locations: [ ] Stable [ ] some erosion [ eroded [] other:

SEVERITY OF PROBLEM: [ ] High [3Med []Low (Explain):

POTENTIAL FOR SEDIMENT LOADING TO RESOURCE AREA: [ JHicn [IMep []Low

DESCRIPTION OF EXISTING CONDITIONS:

6{ WES  as

? A i€ e \uj

"«f&’” (}L}%hzfm m/wﬁ (¢

— wadtr Crosse S ot

> e s-

/el o pendl

NEXT STEPS

Potential Repair Candidate?

[1Yes [INo [[]Ortusr:

CONTACT[] DPWf LANDOWNER [_| HOA; [ JOTHER;

Site Name

Page 1 of 2



O SITE AERIAL INCLUDED
REPAIR/IMPROVEMENT CONCEPT ; ’

Narrative:

Sketch:

Initial Feasibility and Construction Considerations/ Design or Delivery Notes:

Thoughts on Maintenance Burden: [ | Low [ ] Medium [ ] High

Site Name_ < - (- ¢\ Page 2 of 2




STX EE WATERSHEDS

ROADS & CULVERTS
Site/Road Name/ID: S— 2 C-00- [ Unngmtudd \ Watershed: _ 001/«
ster (/4] Assessed by: _[NW) y £
EXISTING CONDITION V
SHAPE: # BARRELS: | MATERIAL: | ALIGNMENT: DIMENSIONS: (if variable,
[JArch  [JBottomless | [] Single [] Concrete | [[] Flow-aligned sketch)
L1Box  []Eliptical | 4 Double B Metal [ Not flow-aligned |, /3
B Circular L] Triple [ Other: [1 Do not know B ; 1Y "L )
[] Other: [] Other: : /A = Ol o7t Barrel diameter: - 1 (ft)
CONDITION: (Evidence of...) JZPIn good condition CULVERT SLOPE: Height: _~  (f})
[] Cracking/chipping/corrosion BDownstream scour hole D Flflt .
@CULVERTS [] Sediment deposition [[] Upstream erosion H Stight 2 - 5%) , ; e
[] Blockage [] Failing embankment L] Stecper Culvert length: > ()
[T] Threatened infrastructure [] Other (describe): IS IT FLOWING? "y Width: (ft)
DINo L[] Yes D;“ o
BLOCKAGE SEVERITY: [ none [ minor [] partial [] significant [ ] complete Roadway elovation: @)
Potential barrier to aquatic species? ] No [ ] Yes [ ] Unknown
Is it acting as grade control? []No [ Yes [] Unknown yﬁ‘xﬁ\
SURFACE: STEEPNESS: ACCESS/USE: Total ROW Width: /(2 (f)
[[] Concrete [] Pretty flat B Private Drive lane: | i ) (R)
L] Asphalt [ Slight (around 5:1, 20%) [ Public O &
[] Unpaved: >gravel ~ . [] Unknown Shoulder: ) 7 0./
Unpaved: >dirt wErSteep (more like 2:1, 50%) . ) N I — SaatiyTa
Other [ Big time steep (> 75%) (e da et {f&f?{ji Length of interest: (515 7Pt o
STRNE

A Roap
SEGMENTS

Surface: [_] good condition [_] minor maintenance needed
Drain Inlets/Catch basins: [*PNone [ ] clean [ ] blocked [] other:
Waterbars/dips/cross drains: [} None [ ] functioning [ | need maintenance [ ] other:

Ditches: [_] none [ | shallow [ ] well-defined [] stable [ eroded [ ] excess vegetation [ | other:
Discharge locations: [ | Stable [ | some erosion [ | eroded [] other:

large gullies and potholes

SEVERITY OF PROBLEM: [ ] High [3/Med [ Low (Explain):

POTENTIAL FOR SEDIMENT LOADING TO RESOURCE AREA: [] HiGH ﬁ Mep []Low

DESCRIPTION OF EXISTING CONDITIONS:

NEXT STEPS

Potential Repair Candidate?

[dYes [INo []OtHER:

CONTACT [] DPW; [[] LANDOWNER [ ] HOA; [ JOTHER:

Site Name

Page 1 of 2



O SITE AERIAL INCLUDED
REPAIR/IMPROVEMENT CONCEPT ’

Narrative:

Sketch:

Initial Feasibility and Construction Considerations/ Design or Delivery Notes:

Thoughts on Maintenance Burden: [ ] Low [] Medium [] High

Site Name Page 2 of 2




Vs d ; . | T e A
‘ ‘ Fiﬁ?/iif Uul Ty | L ivert
STX EE WATERSHEDS

ROADS & CULVERTS
Site/Road NamellD: _ >~ £ ( — (> Watershed: _ )L |
te: L Assessed by: vl v £
EXISTING CONDITION
SHAPE: # BARRELS: MATERIAL: ALIGNMENT: DIMENSIONS: (if variable,
[J Arch  [IBottomless %/Single ] Concrete | [[] Flow-aligned sketch)
] gpx | [] Elliptical a Dou?le  Metal [ Not flow-aligned
‘Circular Tri \ b
%Other: _ 0 Otlfere: Other@, [ Do not know Barrel diameter: "%2 U ()
CONDITION: (Evidence of..) [] In good condition CULVERT SLOPE: Height: __ (f))
[ Cracking/chipping/corrosion [ Downstream scour hole [ Flat
T 1 0,
ﬁ?cULVERTS [[] Sediment deposition [J Upstream erosion B slight (2 -5%) % ,,,k,"\@
[ABlockage [ Failing embankment [] Steeper Culvert length: D¢ ®
[] Threatened infrastructure [] Other (describe): IS IT FLOWING? Width: (ft)
&fNo [ Yes
BLOCKAGE SEVERITY: Einone [ minor [] partial [] significant [_] complete Roadway elevation: @)
Potential barrier to aquatic species?-£=ENo [E?Yes [] Unknown :
Is it acting as grade control? [ ] No [] Yes [] Unknown
SURFACE: STEEPNESS: ACCESS/USE: Tot2l ROW Width: ()
[J Concrete [ Pretty flat O Private Drive lane: (ft)
[] Asphalt . ) o [1 Public
[] Stight (around 5:1, 20%)
[] Unpaved: >gravel oo A [] Unknown Shoulder: ()
[] Unpaved: >dirt [] Steep (more like 2:1, 50%) E—
[] Other [] Big time steep (= 75%) Length of interest:

Surface: [_] good condition [_| minor maintenance needed [ ] large gullies and potholes

Drain Inlets/Catch basins: [_| None [ | clean [ | blocked [ ] other:

Waterbars/dips/cross drains: [_| None [_] functioning [ ] need maintenance [ ] other:

Ditches: [ | none [ | shallow [] well-defined [ ] stable [ | eroded [ ] excess vegetation [_| other:
Discharge locations: [] Stable [ | some erosion [ ] eroded [ ] other:

[1 RoAD
SEGMENTS

SEVERITY OF PROBLEM: [ | High []Med []Low (Explain):

POTENTIAL FOR SEDIMENT LOADING TO RESOURCE AREA: [ |HicH [ IMep [ |Low

DESCRIPTION OF EXISTING CONDITIONS:
nett T pent Loy Wi z LA e o

o £ . ‘ - ! 7y
15" dup Scanr }@‘zz; whal

e dumprs,

NEXT STEPS
Potential Repair Candidate? [ ]Yss [ INo []OrsEr:

CONTACT [ ] DPW; [[] LANDOWNER [] HOA; [ JOTHER:

]

Site Name . Page 1 of 2




0O SITE AERIAL INCLUDED
REPAIR/IMPROVEMENT CONCEPT ; _‘

Narrative:

Sketch:

Initial Feasibility and Construction Considerations/ Design or Delivery Notes:

Thoughts on Maintenance Burden: [ ] Low [ ] Medium [] High

Site Name Page 2 of 2




iiriﬁﬁ:‘ﬂz’% Val by yar ft@mfwi

STX EE WATERSHEDS

ROADS & CULVERTS
Site/Road Name/ID: S-_C- oM Watershed: - %‘v« ;{f
te: \ FU i Assessed by: 1A A2
EXISTING CONDITION
SHAPE: # BARRELS: MATERIAL: ALIGNMENT: DIMENSIONS: (if variable,
) [JArch  []Bottomless Single [ Concrete | [[] Flow-aligned sketch)
f%;:{ %Iépx 1 [ Elliptical %Dou})le i Metal .| [ Not flow-aligned g
Y ircular Triple e : J
Q%? [ Other: [] Other: O Othe@V [ Do not know Barrel diameter: _4  (ft)
\Q;ﬁg  CONDITION: (Evidence of...) [ In good condition | CULVERT SLOPE: Height: ______ (f)
N ‘ﬁ&acking/chipping/cormsion Downstream scour hole LF l?t .
@;CULVERTS [1 Sediment deposition [] Upstream erosion £ Slight 2 - 5%) N
[[] Blockage [] Failing embankment L] Steeper Culvert length: —&Q—(ﬁ)
[T Threatened infrastructure [[] Other (describe): IS IT FLOWING? Width: (f)
FINo [ Yes
BLOCKAGE SEVERITY: &) none [ ] minor [7] partial [] significant [ ] complete Roadway elevation: @)
Potential barrier to aquatic species? [ ] No [} Yes [_] Unknown
Is it acting as grade control? []No [] Yes [] Unknown
SURFACE: STEEPNESS: ACCESS/USE: Total ROW Width: __(ft)
EI ggnlcxr?tte L] Pretty flat E I;rlt;/la}te Drive lane: )
pha (1 Slight (around 5:1, 20%) ublic
[] Unpaved: >gravel . [] Unknown Shoulder: (ft)
‘Unpaved: >dirt [] Steep (more like 2:1, 50%) ‘ —_—
{7 Other [ Big time steep (> 75%) Length of interest:
| Surface: [ | good condition [_] minor maintenance needed [ ] large gullies and potholes
1 RoAD Drain Inlets/Catch basins: [ None [ | clean [_] blocked [] other:
g GMENTS Waterbars/dips/cross drains: [_] None [ ] functioning [ | need maintenance [ ] other:

Ditches: [] none [ ] shallow [] well-defined [ ] stable [ ] eroded [ ] excess vegetation [_] other:
Discharge locations: [ ] Stable [_] some erosion [ ] eroded [ ] other:

'SEVERITY OF PROBLEM: [ ] High [[JMed []Low (Explain):

POTENTIAL FOR SEDIMENT LOADING TO RESOURCE AREA: [ |HicH [JMep []Low

DESCRIPTION OF EXISTING CONDITIONS:

NEXT STEPS

]

Potential Repair Candidate?

O vyss [INo []OruEer:

CONTACT ] DPW; [] LANDOWNER [ ] HOA; [ JOTHER:

Site Name

Page 1 of 2




[0 SITE AERIAL INCLUDED

REPAIR/IMPROVEMENT CONCEPT

Narrative:

Sketch:

Initial Feasibility and Construction Considerations/ Design or Delivery Notes:

Thoughts on Maintenance Burden:

[ Low []Medium [ ] High

Site Name

Page 2 of 2
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STX EE WATERSHEDS

Site/Road Name/ID:

W
S-gcopS 05

1te: ij:‘}uxgv

Watershed:

Naogteagt
ROADS & CULVERTS

Assessed by: M) i 2

EXISTING CONDITION
SHAPE: # BARRELS: MATERIAL: ALIGNMENT: DIMENSIONS: (if variable,
[] Arch  [IBottomless | [] Single [ Concrete | [[] Flow-aligned sketch)
%BOX | O Elliptiﬁcal % Double EdMetal [ Not flow-aligned
Circular v 11 =3 <\ Triple . . 3y "
[ Other: V7 {077,219 \’El Other: - Oer o | [ Do not know Barrel diameter: =1 (f)
CONDITION: (Evidence of..) [] In good condition " | cuLverT sLopE: Height: ___ ()
Cracking/chipping/corrosion ] Downstream scour hole O Fl?t ' ?‘/0 o
/'@CULVERTS [<]'Sediment deposition ‘4 Upstream erosion P Slight (2 - 5%) z) C »f
/ . [ABlockage [[] Failing embankment L] Steeper Culvertlength: . (ft)
. "| [ Threatened infrastructure 1 Other (descrzbe) g‘ IS IT FLOWING? Width: (ft)
et e o
BLOCKAGE SEVERITY: "} none [] minor lzrpartl significant [_| complete Roadway elevation: @)
Potential barrier to aquatic species? [ ] No [}iYes [] Unknown
Is it acting as grade control? [ ] No[] Yes [[] Unknown
SURFACE: STEEPNESS: ACCESS/USE: Total ROW Width:_(ft)
[[] Concrete [ Pretty flat [] Private Drive lane: (ft)
{71 Asphalt . . o [] Public
[ Slight (around 5:1, 20%)
[ Unpaved: >gravel . [7 Unknown Shoulder: (ft)
(] Unpaved: >dirt [[] Steep (more like 2:1, 50%) —_—
[] Other L1 Big time steep (= 75%) Length of interest:
Surface: [_] good condition [ | minor maintenance needed [ | large gullies and potholes
R Drain Inlets/Catch basins: [ None [ | clean [_| blocked [ ] other:
'SE% G;[)g;),rs Waterbars/dips/cross drains: [_] None [_] functioning [ ] need maintenance [ ]| other:
Ditches: [ | none [ | shallow [] well-defined [_] stable [_| eroded [ ] excess vegetation [ | other:
Discharge locations: [ ] Stable [ ] some erosion [ ] eroded [ ] other:
SEVERITY OF PROBLEM: [_] High [|Med []Low (Explain):
POTENTIAL FOR SEDIMENT LOADING TO RESOURCE AREA: [ JHica [JMep []Low

DESCRIPTION OF EXISTING CONDITIONS:
Pl DG M Urdad - (e il

; { { s, 0
Y > Ve ek N g o S g
o < geakd ol [n dadt Tnat Jneee
s ‘ - S
SLownng gs’ww’% AT AN
; R Y ST
7 N Loy y ; b A e AT T J
TN ol %‘*%af}(’ﬁ Skd z’} a9l A Dundid N e K o

NEXT STEPS
Potential Repair Candidate?

[1Yes [INo [] OtHer:

CONTACT [] DPW; [] LaNpOowNER [ ] HOA; [ JOTHER:

Site Name Page 1 of 2




[J SITE AERIAL INCLUDED

REPAIR/IMPROVEMENT CONCEPT

Narrative:

Sketch:

Initial Feasibility and Construction Considerations/ Design or Delivery Notes:

Thoughts on Maintenance Burden:

[ Low []Medium [ ] High

Site Name

Page 2 of 2



STXEEWATERSHEDS S0l Tudt Nortia
 ND, NumBER

ROADS & CULVERTS

Watershed: <=0 7 ol

Site/Road Name/ID:

ye: ! ;«‘! ANl Assessed by: _ i o] B2
EXISTING CQNDmON
SHAPE: | # BARRELS: | MATERIAL: | ALIGNMENT: DIMENSIONS: (if variable,
CJArch  [IBottomless | [ Single & Concrete | [] Flow-aligned sketch)
% Box | [ Elliptical | T Double [ Metal [[] Not flow-aligned
Bl Circular Triple . N
‘[] Other: E Otlfer [ Other: [ Do not know Barrel diameter: o/ (f)
CONDITION (Bvidence of..) /@ In good condition CULVERT SLOPE: Height: (1)
[ Cracking/chipping/corrosion [ ] Downstream scour hole L1 Flat 7
4 M (1)
ECULVERTS N Sedlment deposition [[] Upstream erosion [ Slight (2 - 5%) e
[] Blockage [[] Failing embankment (] Steeper Culvert length: "~ L0 < (f})
| Threaténgd infrastructure [] Other (describe): IS IT FLOWING? Width: (ft)
. BdNo [ Yes

BLOCKAGE SEVERITY: [ none [ minor [] partial [ significant [] complete
Potential barrier to aquatic species? [ ] No [ ] Yes [ | Unknown
Is it acting as grade control? [ ] No [] Yes [] Unknown

Roadway elevation: (ft)

SURFACE: STEEPNESS® ACCESS/USE: Total ROW Width:__ />{  (ft)
[ Concrete BYPretty flat Private Drive lane: /% @)
/E Asphalt ) [ Slight (around 5:1, 20%) [ Public -
, E 323:323; Sgravel ] Steep (more like 2:1, 50%) | ) Unknown Shoulder:_ 0 (f)
[ Other L Big time steep (> 75%) Length of interest:

| Surface:j@] good condition [ ] minor maintenance needed [ | large gullies and potholes

Drain Inlets/Catch basins: [ ] None [ ]clean [ ] blocked [ ] other:

Waterbars/dips/cross drains: [ | None [_] functioning [ | need maintenance [_] other:
Ditches: [ | none [] shallow [ ] well-defined [_] stable [ | eroded [ | excess vegetation [ ] other:
Discharge locations: [ ]| Stable [] some erosion [ ] eroded [] other:

[1RoAD
SEGMENTS

SEVERITY OF PROBLEM: [ ] High [] Med [] Low (Explain):

POTENTIAL FOR SEDIMENT LOADING TO RESOURCE AREA: [ JHicH [ JMep [JLow

DESCRIPTION OF EXISTING CONDITIONS:

NEXT STEPS
Potential Repair Candidate? [ ]Yes [JNo []Otuer:

CONTACT [] DPW; [[] LANDOWNER [_] HOA; [ |OTHER:

Site Name ) ' Page 1 of 2




0O SITE AERIAL INCLUDED

REPAIR/IMPROVEMENT CONCEPT

Narrative:

Sketch:

Initial Feasibility and Construction Considerations/ Design or Delivery Notes:

Thoughts on Maintenance Burden:

[OJLow [] Medium [] High

Site Name

Page 2 of 2



‘ ‘ DwW
STXEEWATERSHEDS S _ p, - /7 U ROADS & CULVERTS

3 3 g o —~ < 1A %
Site/Road Name/ID: C(/L virt {( TM{ 't B Watershed: __ D | fV%{Y{Z{ -
te: FESWAT Assessed by: /¥ i) [ £
EXISTING CONDITION
SHAPE: # BARRELS: MATJQR!AL ALIGNMENT: DIMENSIONS: (if variable,
(] Arch  [IBottomless | [I'Single E}Concrete :, [ Flow-aligned sketch)
Hiptical ] Double / .
/%;éf’x | [ Eltip 5 Oul B3 Metal [ Not flow-aligned
4 ircular Triple thé/‘/ Do not kn: .
‘?\(NP :.z,ﬂg socnts [ Other: ] other; r [1 Do not know Barrel diameter:
CONDITION: (Evidence of..) [x¥In good condition CULVERT SLOPE: Height: (")
B\Crackmg/chlppmg/corrosmn ] Downstream scour hole AbFlat
1 0,
[NCULVERTS [k Sediment deposition [ Upstream erosioft "~ L] Slight (2 - 5%) Sy /
] Blockage [] Failing embankment [] Steeper Culvert length: - )
E@neatened infrastructure ] Other (describe): IS IT FLOWING? Width: (f)
@WNO [ Yes
) b H i) i i ieni .
BLOCKAGE SEVERITY: /ﬁmone [ minor [ partial [] significant [] complete Roadway elevation: 1O )

Potential barrier to aquatic species? E}No [ Yes [] Unknown
Is it acting as grade control? [ ] No [}.Yes [] Unknown {4\ 4 ][ 1» i
! s

SURFACE: STEEPNESS: " | ACCESS/USE: ~
Concrete ] Pretty flat [ Private
. Asphalt (51 Stight (around 5:1, 20%) ’%’ Public .
] Unpaved: Sdirt [ Steep (more like 2:1, 50%) ow Shoulder: [ 7 ()
[7] Other L] Big time steep (> 75%) Length of interest:

} Surface: }<| good condition [] minor maintenance needed [ ] large gullies and potholes

e Drain Inlets/Catch basins: [<] None [ ] clean [ | blocked [ ] other:
L(/I)I?I:I)TS Waterbars/dips/cross drains: IENone [] functioning [ | need maintenance [ | other: _
Ditches: [.none [] shallow [ | well-defined [] stable [ ] eroded [ | excess vegetation [ | other:
Discharge locations: [ ] Stable [ | some erosion [ | eroded [_] other:

SEVERITY OF PROBLEM: [ ] High [] Med B\Low (Explain);

POTENTIAL FOR SEDIMENT LOADING TO RESOURCE AREA: [JHica [IMep [SfLow

DESCRIPTION OF EXISTING CONDITIONS:

) 7 5{ A1l fi 5’%’;’;}{2{/57} { Sl €0 e j
3 exohns cindveds « -

rorFie el

g NI o f::f SR e jore e 1 7 -

m/’S (?:/’4" f{;‘jf m;m}% ggilgr

)

e

fn

e o E R A N ”:‘,mﬂ{/%)ﬂ,f}\ [

NEXT STEPS

Potential Repair Candidate? g Yes [[INo [] OTHER;

CONTACT @DPW ‘@/LANDOWNER [1HOA; []OTHER:

FAREN

- P o O - N, IS f}/g\ Ao P
CoA Y PV S o ,L \ & oG, Conn —7 IR é\&/ \hw/ nA N &

Site Name ' . Page 1 of 2




Yﬁ: SITE AERIAL INCLUDED |

REPAIR/IMPROVEMENT CONCEPT

Narrative:
L 1SBALS
1S5S Se At vpie it 5 -
5\ jzﬁ,ﬁ/,mﬁft;f g%@” L,;j/z.&}mg&j\ il & g { e 5 1.4 AE &{} %:;;%A 7 wm% }
SEA et Ao / 57 s

(25
Ny

N L o ga o s M acs ouﬂz}}f/“%j}féf'w«z (2" Y )
OVed vlavs  In o Scosle on ?ﬁ(} rephy
7

£y

/099

. - - Co : "
LAVLS y LAY Ty A g b W i&f e SR oaadD T L OERN T o
Sketch: o , /

Initial Feasibility and Construction Considerations/ Design or Delivery Notes:
o o AR Culuef <

- enlorgn ApreSsiom | island WO

H

Thoughts (;n Maintenance Burden: Low [] Medium [ ] High

Site Name Page 2 of 2
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STX EE WATERSHEDS L;//} C wh i v; g,f(t;’/ ROADS & CULVERTS
- Site/Road Name/ID: ~RC 7L Watershed: %’i‘\»%r‘f%&tﬂ
e U] Assessed by: i | AT
EXISTING CONDITION
SHAPE: # BARRELS: | MATERIAL: | ALIGNMENT: DIMENSIONS: (if variable,
] Arch  [[JBottomless | [} Single B Concrete | [[] Flow-aligned sketch) ‘
Box [ Elliptical | {] Double [] Metal [] Not flow-aligned
Circular L] Triple [] Other: [1 Do not know ; T
Other: [] Other: : - Barrel diameter: /& ()
CONDITION: (Evidence of..) [X In good condition i{%ﬁgﬁCU{VERT SLOPE: Height: _ (ft)
[] Cracking/chipping/corrosion [ ] Downstream scour hole O F lf‘t 7 &g%@ RS :
FICULVERTS [ Sediment deposition [ Upstream erosion {4 Slight (2 - 5%) -
P . A ¥ o
’ [] Blockage [[] Failing embankment L1 Steeper Culvert length: Ak (f)
[] Threatened infrastructure [ Other (describe): IS IT FLOWING? Width: (fr)
@No [ Yes
BLOCKAGE SEVERITY: [_| none [_] minor -L__] partial ] significant @ complete Roadway elevation: @)
Potential barrier to aquatic species? [ ] No ¢ Yes [] Unknown
Is it acting as grade control? ?ﬁsNo [] Yes [[] Unknown
SURFACE: STEEPNESS: ACCESS/USE: Total ROW Width:_{<-JD(f)
[] Concrete [FPretty flat Ll Private Drive lane: ()
[/ Asphatt [ Slight (around 5:1, 20%) "%P“bhc
O Unpaved: >gravel i : Unknown Shoulder: ()
[ Unpaved: >dirt [] Steep (more like 2:1, 50%) —
] Other L] Big time steep (= 75%) Length of interest:

Surface: @ good condition [_] minor maintenance needed [ ] large gullies and potholes

Drain Inlets/Catch basins: [_| None [ | clean [ ] blocked [ ] other:

Waterbars/dips/cross drains: [_] None [_| functioning [ | need maintenance [ ] other:
Ditches: [ | none [ ] shallow [_] well-defined [ ] stable [ ] eroded [ ] excess vegetation [ ] other:
Discharge locations: [ | Stable [ ] some erosion [ ] eroded [ ] other:

[T ROAD
SEGMENTS

SEVERITY OF PROBLEM}@High [OMed [ Low (Explain):

POTENTIAL FOR SEDIMENT LOADING TO RESOURCE AREA: [ JHice [ |Mep [ ]Low

DESCRIPTION OF EXISTING CONDITIONS: )
; j U L ] e Lt AN s A e i Tavad | A OCA
- Ple viec ,&;.,.fg'ij yoodh A lpocki i OB = LNty 4 (g oMred

{ﬁﬁf« %m««fv 3%3 vTrts

/
[ty
2

i~ Coans
Vg~ (ol v et ool eV

-~ NIY ¢d s  maindlnanta [clédn Sy

NEXT STEPS ‘
Potential Repair Candidate? IzYEs [INo [[] OtHEr:

CONTACT ] DPW; %ANDOWNER [JHOA; [JOTHER: {: wid ol &

Cwed e )

| 23 Cetlorn vl Moy

Site Name ' . Page 1 of 2




O SITE AERIAL INCLUDED

REPAIR/IMPROVEMENT CONCEPT

Narrative:

.

Sketch:

Initial Feasibility and Construction Considerations/ Design or Delivery Notes:

Thoughts on Maintenance Burden:

[JLow []Medium [] High

Site Name

Page 2 of 2



STX EE WATERSHEDS

Site/Road Name/ID: _ [

—p (-6

‘j \Vltten G,

ROADS & CULVERTS
S0l }"vz A

Watershed:

4 e g 3 7 Ao/ 3
tte: \/ 24/ H Assessed by: MUy K JQM

EXISTING CONDITION
SHAPE: # BARRELS: | MATERIAL: | ALIGNMENT: DIMENSIONS: (if variable,
[JArch  [JBottomless | [] Single [[] Conerete | [] Flow-aligned sketch)
E Iéf’x | [ Elliptical E Double ] Metal [ Not flow-aligned

ircular Triple .

] Other: O Ot}?er: [] Other: [ Do not know Barrel diameter: (1)
CONDITION: (Evidence of...) []In good condition CULVERT SLOPE: Height: _ (fi)
[[] Cracking/chipping/corrosion [ ] Downstream scour hole Ll Fl‘f’lt .

[JCULVERTS [] Sediment deposition [[] Upstream erosion [ Slight (2 - 5%)
7] Blockage [] Failing embankment [] Steeper Culvertlength: — ______(f)
[[] Threatened infrastructure [] Other (describe): IS IT FLOWING? Width: ()

[ONo [ Yes '
BLOCKAGE SEVERITY: [] none [ '] minor [] partial [] significant [ ] complete Roadway elevation: @)
Potential barrier to aquatic species? [ ] No [ ] Yes [[] Unknown
Is it acting as grade control? [_]No [] Yes [] Unknown
SURFACE: STEEPNESS: ACCESS/USE: Total ROW Width: .y  (ft)
[] Concrete [ Pretty flat Priv:%te Drive lane: (f)
I:l»Asphalt [ Slight (around 5:1, 20%) Public . :
[Xd Unpaved: >gravel . ] Unknown Shoulder: ()
D} Unpaved: >dirt [ Steep (more like 2:1, 50%)
[ Other &Blg time steep (> 75%) Length of interest:
Surface: [_] good condition [:] minor maintenance needed Edarge gullies and potholes

- i Drain Inlets/Catch basins: [None [ ] clean [ ] blocked [] other:

N([)]?;)TS Waterbars/dips/cross drains: D None [ ] functioning @f\need maintenance [ | other:
Ditches: [E none [ ] shallow [ ] well-defined [ ] stable [_] eroded [ ] excess vegetation [_] other:
Discharge locations: [ | Stable [ ] some erosion EQ eroded [Jother: L T~ | .1 o -

4 PiAal {“»Ua% ifb /
SEVERITY OF PROBLEM: mlgh [OMed []Low (Explain): o
%\é Ko /}\ § x_ﬂ.}' {./ é; i‘"’: ;j‘ /g /\ 3 A /V?{’ﬁ / f 7" - \\1\;/; L%Kd{’;

POTENTIAL FOR SEDIMENT LOADING TO RESOURCE AREA: @\HIGH [IMep [JLow

DESCRIPTION OF EXISTING CONDITIONS: ‘ .

NEXT STEPS

Potential Repair Candidate? lYES [No [ OtHEer:

CONTACT . IQPW ] LANDOWNER [E HOA:; []OTHER:

Site Name

Page 1 of 2




0O SITE AERIAL INCLUDED

REPAIR/IMPROVEMENT CONCEPT

Narrative:

Sketch:

Initial Feasibility and Construction Considerations/ Design or Delivery Notes:

Thoughts on Maintenance Burden:

[l Low [] Medium [] High

Site Name

Page 2 of 2



« Witte
yet G
& e 'b,/
STX EE WATERSHEDS < ROADS & CULVERTS Q 2
Fic 42/ |
Site/Road Name/ID: S 2 ¢ -] (otfon \fﬂzf £~/  Watershed: Solchaol e
I 3 AA '
Date: WA \ Tz Assessed by: A i i
EXISTING CONDITION
SHAPE: # BARRELS: | MATERIAL: | ALIGNMENT: DIMENSIONS: (if variable,
[J Arch - [[]Bottomless ,@Single [MConcrete [] Flow-aligned sketch)
J%g?x | [] Elliptical % Double | fg] Metal [ Not flow-aligned Y
ircular Triple .
] Other: O Othper: [ Other: [ Do not know Barrel diameter: .2~ ()
CONDITION: (Evidence of...) []In good condition CULVERT SLOPE: Height: (fo)
[ Cracking/chipping/corrosion  [_] Downstream scour hole u| Flfn
E}CULVERTS [] Sediment deposition 1 Upstream erosion L] Slight (2 - 5%) o
X Blockage ’ O Failing embankment [ Steeper Culvert length: — (i)
kil Threatened infrastructure [] Other (describe): IS 1T FLOWING? Width: (ft)
B No [] Yes
BLOCKAGE SEVERITY: [ ] none [_] minor '[:] partial [ significant ] complete Roadway elevation: (0
Potential barrier to aquatic species? [] No ™ Yes [] Unknown
Is it acting as grade control? [ ] No[] Yes [} Unknown
SURFACE: : STEEPNESS: ACCESS/USE: Total ROW Width: __(ft)
[] Concrete [] Pretty flat [ Private Drive lane: (f0)
[ Asphalt [] Stight (around 5:1, 20%) L] Public
[] Unpaved: >gravel . ] Unknown Shoulder: (fO
(] Unpaved: >dirt [] Steep (more like 2:1, 50%) _—
[] Other [ Big time steep (= 75%) Length of interest: o

Surface: [_] good condition [_] minor maintenance needed [] large gullies and potholes

Drain Inlets/Catch basins: [ | None [ ] clean [ ] blocked [ ] other: ’
Waterbars/dips/cross drains: [_| None [ ] functioning [] need maintenance [ | other:
Ditches: [_] none [ | shallow [ ] well-defined [] stable [ ] eroded [ excess vegetation [ ] other:
Discharge locations: [] Stable [] some erosion Jeroded []other:

[1 RoAD
SEGMENTS

SEVERITY OF PROBLEM: [ | High []Med [ Low (Explain):

POTENTIAL FOR SEDIMENT LOADING TO RESOURCE AREA: [ JHiGH [ IMep []Low

DESCRIPTION OF EXISTING CONDITIONS:

| o S L NPT
& CwiverD Ju mCP|cmr | culve™ on
; ) £ e (VR |
' - SECA N |
. C¢MF L Tl ik Ao
A AN
V?(fﬂ/\ b ) < L{C s ( ‘/l i L Hfgﬁ % &i}ﬁﬁ !’}%A{ % g{
NEXT STEPS \0 looer

Potential Repair Candidate? KJYes [INo [ OtHer:

CONTACT/[XEDPW; [J LanpownNER ] HOA; [JOTHER:

Site Name . Page 1 of 2




O SITE AERIAL INCLUDED

REPAIR/IMPROVEMENT CONCEPT

Narrative:

Sketch:

Initial Feasibility and Construction Considerations/ Design or Delivery Notes:

Thoughts on Maintenance Burden:

[JLow [ Medium [] High

Site Name

Page 2 of 2



STX EE WATERSHEDS

Site/Road Name/ID:

SA -

L(-10

SOL ol

Date: 1 /3571

},’;’ CMKCJ

Watershed:
Assessed by:

ROADS & CULVERTS pE
haole

Wittey, F

\@
'NQ

Mu; A<

EXISTING CONDITION

SHAPE: # BARRELS: | MATERIAL: | ALIGNMENT: DIMENSIONS: (if variable,
LJ Arch  []Bottomless | [ Single [] Concrete [] Flow-aligned sketch)
] g9x | [] Elliptical E Double 3 Metal [[] Not flow-aligned

ircular Triple " iy o M
EI Other: D O(l’ll)el‘l I:l Other: D Do not know Barrel diameter: “%/i ;‘ (f0)
CONDITION: (Evidence of...) [ In good condition CULVERT SLOPE: Heightt: __ (f
[ Cracking/chipping/corrosion [ ] Downstream scour hole [ Flat

3 [/
B]CULVERTS &Sediment deposition B?Upstream erosion [ Slight (2 - 5%) ‘
&_’Blockage [] Failing embankment [ Steeper Culvert length: —(®
4 Threatened infrastructure (] Other (describe): IS IT FLOWING? Width: (ft)
[ No l:l Yes

BLOCKAGE SEVERITY: L_J none [:] mmolﬁ partial D significant [:[ complete Roadway elevation: )
Potential barrier to aquatic species? [ ] No P4 Yes [[] Unknown
Is it acting as grade control? [] No [] Yes [] Unknown
SURFACE: STEEPNESS: ACCESS/USE: Total ROW Width: _(1)
E i(‘mﬁ,“?te [ Pretty flat % lP)’l'llvlz}le Drive lane: (ft)

sphalt [ ] Stight (around 5:1, 20%) ublic
[] Unpaved: >gravel . [] Unknown Shoulder: (ft)
[T Unpaved: >dirt [ Steep (more like 2:1, 50%)
(] Other U Big time steep (> 75%) Length of interest:
Surface: [_] good condition [_] minor maintenance needed [ ] large gullies and potholes

[ Roa Drain Inlets/Catch basins: [ ] None [ clean [} blocked [ ] other:
OAD . . . .
SEGMENTS Waterbars/dips/cross drains: []None [] functioning ["] need maintenance [ ] other:

Ditches: | ] none [ ] shallow [] well-defined [ ] stable [ ] eroded [ ] excess chcta[mn [] other:
Discharge locations: [_] Stable [ ] some erosion [ ] eroded [ ] other:

SEVERITY OF PROBLEM: [ ] High

] Med

] Low (Explain):

POTENTIAL FOR SEDIMENT LOADING TO RESOURCE AREA: [ JHigH [ JMep [ ]Low

DESCRIPTION OF EXISTING CONDITIONS:

7% oulverts

R ——

-

L}’ﬁ%i/\

%507 P

NEXT STEPS

Potential Repair Candidate?

PYes [JNo []OTHER:

CONTACT/, DPW; [] Lanpowner [ ] HOA: [ JOTHER:

Site Name

Page 1 of 2



O SITE AERIAL INCLUDED

REPAIR/IMPROVEMENT CONCEPT

Narrative:

Sketch:

Initial Feasibility and Construction Considerations/ Design or Delivery Notes:

Thoughts on Maintenance Burden:

[l Low [ Medium [ ] High

Site Name

Page 2 of 2



East Bnd &dl. i

STX EE WATERSHEDS ulaxr” ROADS & CULVERTS Foo b
. ; ey g . 1
Site/Road Name/ID: S/ - )2¢ (4 DM S Watershed: _ D0\ it Ae
Date: /2SI Assessed by: _pA L [\
EXISTING CONDITION
SHAPE: #BARRELS: | MATERIAL: | ALIGNMENT: DIMENSIONS: (if variable,
[JArch  [JBottomless | XI Single [ Concrete | [ Flow-aligned skeich)
0 Box | (] Elliptical Double ¥Metal [] Not tflow-aligned
Eﬂfll‘cu ar Triple . L
[] Other: ‘ 0 OL}?er: [ Other: [] Do not know Barrel diameter: 50 (f1)
CONDITION: (Evidence of...) [_] In good condition CULVERT SLOPE: Height __ (f
[] Cracking/chipping/corrosion  [] Downstream scour hole [ Fla
H [
KJCULVERTS ediment deposition [] Upstream erosion L] Slight (2 - 5%) )
Blockage ,ZfFailing embankment [ Steeper Culvert length: — (W
gThreatene&d infL‘ast}'Llcg}Jl'e E Othex ((/esmzbe) IS 1T FLOWING? Width: (fty
/i 72 ' % -~ E}NO [ Yes

BLOCKAGE SEVERITY: [ ] none [:I minor [ ] p’ll tial PPsignificant [] complete
Potential barrier to aquatic species? [_] No [[] Yes [_] Unknown
Is it acting as grade control? [ ] No[] Yes [ ] Unknown

Roadway elevation: (fy

Total ROW Width: (fv)

SURFACE: STEEPNESS: ACCESS/USE:
[ Conerete [ Pretty flat [ Privq{e Drive lane: (ft)
[ Asphalt “| [ Stight (around 5:1, 20%) L] Public

O Unpaved: >gravel [1 Unknown Shoulder: (ft)
(7] Unpaved: >dirt

[ Other

[ Steep (more like 2:1, 50%)

[ Big time steep (> 75%) Length of interest:

Surface: [_] good condition [] minor maintenance needed [ ] large gullies and potholes

Drain Inlets/Catch basins: [ ] None []clean [] blocked [ ] other:

Waterbars/dips/cross drains: [_] None [] functioning [ ] need maintenance [:I other:

Ditches: [ | none [ ] shallow [] well-defined [ ] stable [Jeroded []excess vegetation [] other:
Discharge locations: [ ] Stable [_] some erosion [Jeroded []other:

[J RoAD
SEGMENTS

SEVERITY OF PROBLEM: [ | High []Med []Low (Explain):

POTENTIAL FOR SEDIMENT LOADING TO RESOURCE AREA: [ Hicn [JMep []Low

DESCRIPTION OF EXISTING CONDITIONS:

BHowtveS= AU 3t oMmp
Sedinindt +« Aibsns Aoae Solhuols  roeced
Clogenmy  Cuciver TS — require  ré€ I e e

NEXT STEPS
Potential Repair Candidate?  []Yes [[JNo []OtHER:

CONTACT [ ] DPW; [] LANDOWNER [_] HOA; [JOTHER:

Site Name . Page 1 of 2




O SITE AERIAL INCLUDED

REPAIR/IMPROVEMENT CONCEPT

Narrative:

Sketch:

Initial Feasibility and Construction Considerations/ Design or Delivery Notes:

Thoughts on Maintenance Burden: [ | Low [ ] Medium [] High

Site Name : Page 2 of 2




STX EE WATERSHEDS

(Z

Site/Road Name/ID:

SH-RC—] 3} f’ 5
AVLY

b

o Cunlve
L 67 (eus BW?
3 16"‘3‘1 V\}atershed

ROADS & ‘CULVERTS

R V-EE i

Wit
BN

o s,

Mo/ ke

Date: L /2> Assessed by:

EXISTING CONDITION
SHAPE: #  BARRELS: | MATERIAL: | ALIGNMENT: DIMENSIONS: (if variable,
O Arch  [JBottomless | 9 Single ] Concrete | [] Flow-aligned sketch)
%EPX | [] Edliptical % Double P Metal [] Not flow-aligned

ircular Triple . PR N

[ Other: O Otl’ll)él'Z [] Other: [J Do not know Barrel diameter: ii o (ft)
CONDITION: (Evidence of...) [_]In good condition CULVERT SLOPE: Height: (fv)
[] Cracking/chipping/corrosion  [] Downstream scour hole LIF lfu

PICULVERTS E’Sediment deposition l:] Upstream erosion L1 Stight (2 - 5%) ,
PdBlockage B Failing embankment [] Steeper Culvert length: — (1
E Threatened infrastructure P4 Other (describe): IS IT FLOWING? Width: (ft)

mahel<  covers nusnims CINo [ Yes

BLOCKAGE SEVERITY: [ ] none [] minor [] partial Pdsignificant [[] complete Roadway elevation: )
Potential barrier to aquatic species? [ ] No ¥ Yes [] Unknown
Is it acting as grade control? [] No[] Yes [[] Unknown
SURFACE: STEEPNESS: ACCESS/USE: Total ROW Width:__(f0)
[7] Concrete [ Pretty flat il Private Drive lane: (0
[ Asphalt [ Slight (around 5:1, 20%) LI Public
[[] Unpaved: >gravel . ] Unknown Shoulder: (ft)
0 Unpaved: >dirt I:] Steep (more like 2:1, 50%) ——
[7] Other [ Big time steep (> 75%) Length of interest:
Surface: [_] good condition [_] minor maintenance needed [ large gullies and potholes
Drain Inlets/Catch basins: [ ] None [] clean [ blocked [ ] other:

[1 ROAD . . L .

SEGMENTS Waterbars/dips/cross drains: []None [ functioning [ ] need maintenance ] other:
Ditches: || none [] shallow [7] weli-defined [] stable [Jeroded [} excess vegetation [ ] other:
Discharge locations: [ | Stable [] some erosion [] eroded [] other:
SEVERITY OF PROBLEM: [ ] High [JMed [] Low (Explain):
POTENTIAL FOR SEDIMENT LOADING TO RESOURCE AREA: [ JHicd [JMep []Low

DESCRIPTION OF EXISTING CONDITIONS:
it
4g cmr
putlet b nergeet
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NEXT STEPS
Potential Repair Candidate? J@YES [INo [ Other:

CONTACT)@ DPW; [] Lanpowner [ HOA; [JOTHER:
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O SITE AERIAL INCLUDED

REPAIR/IMPROVEMENT CONCEPT

Narrative:

Sketch:

Initial Feasibility and Construction Considerations/ Design or Delivery Notes:

Thoughts on Maintenance Burden:

[JLow []Medium [] High

Site Name
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¢ Witzey,
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STX EE WATERSHEDS ) S ROADS & CULVERTS ¥ S
npear” Fy e . L
Site/Road Name/ID: S5~ C—[ 4 Watershed: __ vl vhuole
TR A . )
Date: \ /A5 Assessed by: _ AW | (<2
i y
EXISTING CONDITION
SHAPE: #BARRELS: | MATERIAL: | ALIGNMENT: DIMENSIONS: (if variable,
] Arch  [Bottomless | ] Single [] Concrete ] Flow-aligned sketch)
L[] Box (] Elliptical ] Double P4 Metal [] Not flow-aligned
B Circular [ Triple Other- N D K PR X
[] Other: [ Other: @ ther: Q B4 Do not know Barrel diameter: A4 (ft)
CONDITION: (Evidence of...) [] In good condition CULVERT SLOPE: Height: ___ (ft)
(] Cracking/chipping/corrosion >§LDownstream scour hole [} Flat
4 [e/
PCULVERTS [ Sediment deposition [[] Upstream erosion L] Slight 2 -5 /g« N o ,
£ Blockage [] Failing embankment | 3 Steeper Lun M| Culvertlength: (1Y
[] Threatened. infrastructure [7] Other (describe): IS 1T FLOWING? Width: (ft)
[ANo [ Yes

BLOCKAGE SEVERITY: [ ] none [_] minor [] partial Psignificant [[] complete
Potential barrier to aquatic species? [_] No @Yes ] Unknown
Is it acting as grade control? [] Nojﬁg’es ["] Unknown

Roadway elevation: (ft)

Total ROW Width: (ft)

SURFACE: STEEPNESS: ACCESS/USE:
[ Concrete (] Pretty flat L Private Drive lane: (f1)
L Asphalt [ stight (around 5:1, 20%) L Public

[ Unpaved: >gravel [] Unknown Shoulder: (ft)
(] Unpaved: >dirt

[ ] Other

[] Steep (more like 2:1, 50%)

L] Big time steep (> 75%) Length of interest:

Surface: [_] good condition [_] minor maintenance needed [ large gullies and potholes

Drain Inlets/Catch basins: [ ] None [ ] clean [ ] blocked [} other:

Waterbars/dips/cross drains: [_] None [ ] functioning [] need maintenance {_] other:
Ditches: [_] none [ ] shallow [] well-defined [ ] stable [ ] eroded [ ] excess vegetation [_] other:
Discharge locations: [ | Stable [ ] some erosion [ ] eroded (] other:

[JRoAD
SEGMENTS

SEVERITY OF PROBLEM: [ ] High []Med []Low (Explain):

POTENTIAL FOR SEDIMENT LOADING TO RESOURCE AREA: [ JHicn [JMep [JLow

DESCRIPTION OF EXISTING CONDITIONS:
s 14 s
FHU p) DI
Dol J'{ ot | o eade u,foii‘?“’}"é’(zjm il e I veg et ﬁ%@(ﬂ:%

of pand . Pavnihrecia ol clogeed ] veg

NEXT STEPS
Potential Repair Candidate? Eﬁ’ﬁs [(INo [ OTHER:

C()NTACT/Eﬁ)Pw; [ Lanpowner [ HOA; [JOTHER:

Site Name . Page 1 of 2




00 SITE AERIAL INCLUDED

REPAIR/IMPROVEMENT CONCEPT

Narrative:

Sketch:

Initial Feasibility and Construction Considerations/ Design or Delivery Notes:

Thoughts on Maintenance Burden:

[]1Low []Medium ] High

Site Name
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STX EE WATERSHEDS
Site/Road Name/ID: _SA-KC — 1Y

CoSh Gdd Eol .

Ly’
(€ Sron

Watershed:

ROADS & CULVERTS
Smlihade

¢ Wittey,
et "G,
e E »g(
E)

Q.
3

Date: [FS/1) Assessed by: A | 42
EXISTING CONDITION
SHAPE: # BARRELS: | MATERIAL: ALIGNMENT: DIMENSIONS: (if variable,
(] Arch  [JBotomless | /& Single A Concrete | [X Flow-aligned sketch)
%gox | [ Elliptical % Double A= Metal ] Not flow-aligned
‘Circular Triple . e
] Other: 0 Otl?er: [ Other: L] Do not know Barrel diameter: L) (ft)
CONDITION: (Evidence of...) [_] In good condition CULVERT SLOPE: Height: (fv)
[ Cracking/chipping/corrosion .= Downstream scour hole [:] ,Flét
ECULVERTS [[] Sediment deposition [] Upstream erosion DI Stight (2~ 5%) X
E Blockage [[] Failing embankment L Steeper Culvert length: —(®
LS Threatened infrastructure [] Other (describe): IS 1T FLOWING? Width: (ft)
EHNO [ Yes
BLOCKAGE SEVERITY: [ ] none [[] minor [] partial pd signiticant [] complete Roadway elevation: ()
Potential barrier to aquatic species? [_] No B Yes [] Unknown
Is it acting as grade control? [] No [1Yes [] Unknown
SURFACE: STEEPNESS: ACCESS/USE: Total ROW Width:___(ft)
m C(‘)ncre(e L] Pretty flat a Priw}te Drive lane: (fv)
L] Asphalt [ Slight (around 5:1, 20%) L] Public
(] Unpaved: >gravel . [1 Unknown Shoulder: (fv)
[ Unpaved: >dirt [] Steep (more like 2:1, 50%) _
[ Other [ Big time steep (= 75%) Length ol interest:
Surface: [_] good condition [_] minor maintenance needed [ ] large gullies and potholes
Drain Inlets/Catch basins: [ ] None [ | clean [ ] blocked [ ] other:
[J Roap A )
SEGMENTS Waterbars/dips/cross drains: [ ] None [ ] functioning [] need maintenance [ other:
Ditches: [ ] none [ ] shallow [ ] well-defined [ ] stable [_] ecroded [ ] excess vegetation [] other:
Discharge locations: [] Stable [_] some erosion [ ] eroded [] other:
SEVERITY OF PROBLEM: [ ] High [JMed []Low (Explain):
POTENTIAL FOR SEDIMENT LOADING TO RESOURCE AREA: D HiGH D MED D Low

DESCRIPTION OF EXISTING CONDITIONS:

o't P
PDANSTY € el PERAA Lot @4 %MW%/(
Seovr hel€, Gapian Laskers need repeur.

M esStTy

NEXT STEPS

Potential Repair Candidate?

I:?ri)(ﬁs [[INo []OrHEr:

CONTACT @DPW; [ LaNDOWNER [_] HOA: [ JOTHER:
rd

Site Name
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O SITE AERIAL INCLUDED

REPAIR/IMPROVEMENT CONCEPT

Narrative:

Sketch:

Initial Feasibility and Construction Considerations/ Design or Delivery Notes:

Thoughts on Maintenance Burden:

[JLow [ ]Medium [ ] High

Site Name
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STX EE WATERSHEDS g, culveAs ROADS & CULVERTS

Site/Road Name/ID: SA- K C- [ w A Watershed: <ol h g don

o™ 7y E |
Date: X /] Assessed by:  pAa { k42
EXISTING CONDITION
SHAPE: # BARRELS: | MATERIAL: | ALIGNMENT: DIMENSIONS: (if variable,
O Arch  [Bottomless | [¥Single B Concrete [[] Flow-aligned sketch) {{(SM/ ;
L] gf)x l [ Elliptical % Double [J Metal [ Not tlow-aligned )y - ;gg hpet
ircular Triple .. ? V
Other: 0 Othper: L1 Other: 1 Do not know Barrel diameter: M (ft)
CONDITION: (Evidence of...) [_]In good condition CULVERT SLOPE: Height _ (fy)
(X Lracking/chipping/corrosion  [idDownstream scour hole 0 Fl‘fu
KICULVERTS KbSediment deposition JDUpstream erosion [ Stight (2 - 5%) )
' Blockage E Failing embankment L1 Steeper Culvert length: —(
Threatened infrastructure [] Other (describe): | IS 1T FLOWING? Width: (ft)
~dNo [ Yes
BLOCKAGE SEVERITY: [] none [] minor (] partial¥] significant [] complete Roadway elevation: ()
Potential barrier to aquatic species? [_] No (] Yes [] Unknown
Is it acting as grade control? [ ] No [} Yes [] Unknown
SURFACE: STEEPNESS: ACCESS/USE: Total ROW Width:______(ft)
E o€ [] Pretty flat [ P V?t? Drive lane: (ft)
Asphalt [ Slight (around 5:1, 20%) [ Public
[] Unpaved: >gravel . [ Unknown Shoulder: (fv)
] Unpaved: >dirt [ Steep (more like 2:1, 50%) —_—
[7] Other [ Big time steep (= 75%) Length of interest:
Surface: [] good condition [} minor maintenance needed [] large gullies and potholes
] ROAD Drain Inlets/Catch basins: [ | None [ | clean [] blocked [] other:
Sk . Waterbars/dips/cross drains: [_] None [ ] functioning [] need maintenance [] other:
EGMENTS . . .
Ditches: [ none [ ] shallow [ ] well-defined [ ] stable [[] eroded [ ] excess vegelation [_] other:
Discharge locations: [_] Stable [ | some erosion [_] eroded [_] other:
SEVERITY OF PROBLEM: [ ] High []Med []Low (Explain):
POTENTIAL FOR SEDIMENT LOADING TO RESOURCE AREA: [ JHich [JMep []Low

DESCRIPTION OF EXISTING CONDITIONS:

ww M/g i féZ c P . 3& gl ;L C‘y(/’/ V= FEALT
j Culverto - 'y ) ., - -
) %{;?}hw A /% /gf& ;D - (L e k—"L}S ; b} 4 k a@:‘"%
Easi ot ; IS e P - farne e ., bloec k
[ TP s il Srads iaeeciaed
=

NEXT STEPS
Potential Repair Candidate?  pdYes [ ]No [] OrHer:

CONTACT FFDPW: [ ] Lanpowner [ ] HOA: [JOTHER:

Site Name . Page 1 of 2




O SITE AERIAL INCLUDED

REPAIR/IMPROVEMENT CONCEPT

Narrative:

Sketch:

Initial Feasibility and Construction Considerations/ Design or Delivery Notes:

Thoughts on Maintenance Burden:

[JLow ] Medium [_] High

Site Name

Page 2 of 2



aed Witte, I

STX EE WATERSHEDS } {' " 5 5 ROADS & CULVERTS
) f L e LB ;
o ‘ 3 i g ! = ] N A §
Site/Road Name/ID: _ ™ R“’ Q\Q -\ ) Watershed: __ "' nuAL
U N 7y TR
te: Ve S Assessed by: (VLU /i
EXISTING CONDITION
SHAPE: # BARRELS: M,ATERIAL: ALIGNMENT: DIMENSIONS: (if variable,
[JArch  [IBottomless | [ Single ] Concrete | [ Flow-aligned sketch)
,:gox | [ Elliptical | [[] Double [] Metal ] Not flow-aligned '
A Circular Triple . I EN
] Other: E Otﬁ)er: [ Other: [ Do not know Barrel diameter: [ ()
CONDITION: (Evidence of..) [_]In good condition CULVERT SLOPE: Height: __ (f)
; [] Cracking/chipping/corrosion ]E;Downs'tream scour hole L] Flat
3 0,
%Q.ULVERTS [] Sediment deposition Ij Upstream erosion [X] Stight (2~ 5%)
(] Blockage . [] Failing embankment L] Steeper Culvertlength: — _(ft)
7] Threatened infrastructure [ Other (describe): IsI1T FLOWING‘L Width: ()
L 0o (i Yo )
BLOCKAGE SEVERITY: [F-none [] mmo: [ partial [] significant [ ] complete Roadway elevation: ®
Potential barrier to aquatic species?*@h Nd%ﬁ-@(es ] Unknown
Is it acting as grade control? ?g];No [ Yes [] Unknown
SURFACE: STEEPNESS: ACCESS/USE: Total ROW Width: _____(f})
[] Concrete [ Pretty flat [ Private Drive lane: ()
[C] Asphalt . . o ] Public
[ Stight (around 5:1, 20%)
[] Unpaved: >gravel . [} Unknown Shoulder: (ft)
[ Unpaved: >dirt ] Steep (more like 2:1, 50%) —
[7] Other [ Big time steep (> 75%) Length of interest:

Surface: [_] good condition [_] minor maintenance needed [_] large gullies and potholes

Drain Inlets/Catch basins: [_| None [ ] clean [ ] blocked [ ] other:

Waterbars/dips/cross drains: [_] None [_] functioning [ ] need maintenance [] other:
Ditches: [_] none [ shallow [ ] well-defined [ ] stable [ ] eroded [ ] excess vegetation [_] other:
Discharge locations: [ ] Stable [ | some erosion [ ] eroded [] other:

[T ROAD
SEGMENTS

SEVERITY OF PROBLEM: [_] High []Med []Low (Explain):

POTENTIAL FOR SEDIMENT LOADING TO RESOURCE AREA: [ JHicH [IMep []Low

DESCRIPTION OF EXISTING CONDITIONS:

NEXT STEPS

Potential Repair Candidate? EL){ES [INo []Oruer:

CONTACT{“DPW; ] LANDOWNER HOA; [JOTHER:

LAY

Site Name . Page 1 of 2




O SITE AERIAL INCLUDED

REPAIR/IMPROVEMENT CONCEPT

Narrative:

Sketch:

Initial Feasibility and Construction Considerations/ Design or Delivery Notes:

Thoughts on Maintenance Burden: [ | Low [ ] Medium [ ] High

Site Name , Page 2 of 2




STX EE WATERSHEDS

e

N
LA

ki

ROADS & CULVERTS
fE Y 9{}

Site/Road Name/ID: _. ?ﬁ‘ < (» \* Iy Watershed: -~
VNG L A L i

Date: \ 0/ Assessed by: M /KR

EXISTING CONDITION
SHAPE: # BARRELS: - MIVI\ATERIAL: ALIGNMENT: DIMENSIONS: (if variable,
[JArch  [JBottomless | FHSingle RL.Concrete Flow-aligned sketch)
9X | [ Edliptical % Double (] Metal [] Not flow-aligned o
X3 Circular Triple . TR )
] Other: 0 Oﬂfer: L] Other: [ Do not know Barrel diameter: | &3 (ft)

Y
“ULVERTS

CONDITION: (Evidence of...)

[[] In good condition

[] Cracking/chipping/corrosion }B;Downs(ream scour hole

[1 Sediment deposition

f;@“Blockage

[7] Threatened infrastructure

Ij Upstream erosion
[] Failing embankment
"[] Other (describe):

CULVERT SLOPE:
[] Flat

Y Slight (2 — 5%)
[] Steeper

IS IT FLOWING?

?&No [J Yes

BLOCKAGE SEVERITY: [] none [ ] minor [] partial Esignificant [J complete

Potential barrier to aquatic species? ELNO [ Yes [] Unknown

Is it acting as grade control? T No [] Yes [] Unknown

Height: (ft)
Culvert length: (tt)
Width: (fo
Roadway elevation: (tt)

[J ROAD
SEGMENTS

SURFACE:

[] Concrete

L] Asphatt

(] Unpaved: >gravel
[] Unpaved: >dirt
["] Other

STEEPNESS:

[ Pretty flat

[ Slight (around 5:1, 20%)
| Steep (more like 2:1, 50%)
[ Big time steep (> 75%)

ACCESS/USE:
[ Private

[ public

[} Unknown

Total ROW Width: (9
S ¢ ()
(ft)

Drive lane:
Shoulder:

Length of interest:

Surface: [_] good condition [] minor maintenance needed [] large gullies and potholes
Drain Inlets/Catch basins: ] None []clean [] blocked [] other:
Waterbars/dips/cross drains: [ None [] functioning [1 need maintenance [ | other:

Ditches; [ | none [ ] shallow [ ] well-defined [] stable [_] eroded [ ] excess vegetation [ ] other:
Discharge locations: [_| Stable [ ]| some erosion [ Jeroded []other:

SEVERITY OF PROBLEM: [] High

[] Med

[ Low (Bxplain):

POTENTIAL FOR SEDIMENT LOADING TO RESOURCE AREA: [ JHign [JMep []Low

DESCRIPTION OF EXISTING CONDITIONS:

NEXT STEPS v
Potential Repair Candidate?  [{.Yes []No [] OTHER:
CONTAC’I‘{@\DPW; [1 Lanpowner [ ] HOA; []OTHER:
Site Name Page 1 of 2




0O SITE AERIAL INCLUDED

REPAIR/IMPROVEMENT CONCEPT

Narrative:

Sketch:

Initial Feasibility and Construction Considerations/ Design or Delivery Notes:

Thoughts on Maintenance Burden:

[ JLow []Medium [ ] High

Site Name

Page 2 of 2



STX EE WATERSHEDS

Site/Road Name/ID: SA- jo (¢ - | g ﬂ%h\wv’ AVatershed: _ Splihude
Assessed by: Mud [ A2

Date:

Senven Claas

| [/

ROADS & CULVERTS “

 Wilze,
5 n o
o Gy

X

EXISTING CONDITION

PJCULVERTS

SHAPE:
[JArch  []Bottomless
[] Box [_] Elliptical
Circular
Other:

# BARRELS: | MATERIAL:
A Single L] Concrete
%] Double ¥ Metal
Triple Other:
[] Other: u "

ALIGNMENT:

[] Flow-aligned

[[] Not flow-aligned
[1 Do not know

CONDITION: (Evidence of...)

[[] Sediment deposition

_PdBlockage

[] Threatened infrastructure

[] Cracking/chipping/corrosion

[] In good condition

[] Downstream scour hole
[] Upstream erosion

Il Failing embankment
[T] Other (describe):

CULVERT SLOPE:
(] Flat

[ Slight (2 - 5%)
[] Steeper

IS 1T FLOWING?
[ONo [ Yes

BLOCKAGE SEVERITY: [ none [ ] minor [_] partial [] signiticant B complete

Potential barrier to aquatic species? [] No i4'Yes [[] Unknown

Is it acting as grade control? [ ] No [] Yes [_] Unknown

DIMENSIONS: (if variable,
sketch)

#

Barrel diameter:

Height:

Culvert length:

Width:

Roadway elevation:

o
(@

-
—

—

)

[T ROAD
SEGMENTS

SURFACE:

[] Concrete

[T1 Asphalt

"] Unpaved: >gravel
] Unpaved: >dirt
] Other

STEEPNESS:
] Pretty flat
[] Slight (around 5:1, 20%)

[ Steep (more like 2:1, 50%)
[] Big time steep (> 75%)

ACCESS/USE:
[] Private

[] Public

["] Unknown

Total ROW Width: (ft)

Drive lane: (ft)
Shoulder: (ft)

Length of interest:

Surface: [] good condition [] minor maintenance needed [ ] large gullics and potholes
Drain Inlets/Catch basins: [ | None [ Jclean [ ] blocked [ ]other:
Waterbars/dips/cross drains: [_] None [] functioning ["] need maintenance [_] other:

Ditches: [ | none [ ] shallow [_] well-defined [] stable [_] eroded [ ] excess vegetation [] other:
Discharge locations: [_] Stable [ ] some crosion [ ] eroded [} other:

SEVERITY OF PROBLEM:

(] High

(O Med [ Low (Explain):

POTENTIAL FOR SEDIMENT LOADING TO RESOURCE AREA: [ JHicn [ JMep []Low

DESCRIPTION OF EXISTING CONDITIONS:

3" UMP - appteeS CnPULttio

NEXT STEPS

Potential Repair Candidate?

PFYes [N

o [ OTHER:

CONTACTPYDPW: [J LaNDOWNER P HOA: [JOTHER:

Site Name

Page 1 of 2



O SITE AERIAL INCLUDED

REPAIR/IMPROVEMENT CONCEPT

Narrative:

Sketch:

Initial Feasibility and Construction Considerations/ Design or Delivery Notes:

Thoughts on Maintenance Burden:

[JLow []Medium [ ] High

Site Name

Page 2 of 2
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STX EE WATERSHEDS ed . caalvets ROADS & CULVERTS i
Site/Road Name/ID: S~ R (- | G CAst— Watershed: S M(;LA#
Date: Q2L /1 Assessed by: pA ) | KA
EXISTING CONDITION ,
SHAPL: # BARRELS: | MATERIAL: | ALIGNMENT: DIMENSIONS: (if variable,
[JArch  [JBottomless Single [ ] Concrete | [] Flow-aligned sketch)
% (ijx | (] Elliptical A Double B9 Metal [J Not flow-aligned u
ircular Triple > . .
] Other: 0 Othper: X O‘gﬁl (/ [1] Do not know Barrel diameter: 24 )
CONDITION: (Evidence of...) []1n good condition CULVERT SLOPE: Height: ____ (ft)
[] Cracking/chipping/corrosion  [] Downstream scour hole [ Flat
1 [,
PICULVERTS [] Sediment deposition [] Upstream erosion L] Stight (2 - 5%) .
[] Blockage [7] Failing embankment [ Stecper Culvert length: - ®
[] Threatened infrastructure [7] Other (describe): IS IT FLOWING? Width: ()
ONo [ Yes
BLOCKAGE SEVERITY: [_] none [_] minor [] partial [] significant [] complete Roadway clevation: (0
Potential barrier to aquatic species? [_] No [} Yes [ ] Unknown
Is it acting as grade control? [] No[] Yes [] Unknown
g
SURFACE: STEEPNESS: ACCESS/USE: Total ROW Width:______ (ft)
[ Concrete Pretty fl [ Private o T .
tty flat ! Drive lane: (ft)
L Asphalt [ Slight (around 5:1, 20%) (] Public
[] Unpaved: >gravel . (] Unknown Shoulder: (ft)
0 Unpaved: >dirt ] Steep (more like 2:1, 50%) "
[] Other [] Big time steep (= 75%) Length of interest: _ ~

Surface: [_] good condition [_] minor maintenance needed [ ] large gullies and potholes

Drain Inlets/Catch basins: [_] None [ ] clean [ ] blocked [ ] other:

Waterbars/dips/cross drains: [ ] None [ ] functioning [ ] need maintenance [ | other:

Ditches: [ ] none [ ] shallow [ ] well-defined [ ] stable [ ] eroded [ ] excess vegetation [] other:
Discharge locations: [ ] Stable [ ] some crosion [ ] eroded [ ] other:

[T ROAD
SEGMENTS

SEVERITY OF PROBLEM: [ ] High [JMed []Low (Explain):

POTENTIAL FOR SEDIMENT LOADING TO RESOURCE AREA: [ 1Hich [ IMep []Low

DESCRIPTION OF EXISTING CONDITIONS:
2 Pve pPip< S— e imeadr  Spuarto ( ")

- &l N g*f\,{i,,.(/f

NEXT STEPS }
Potential Repair Candidate? Ij“\éEs [CINo []OtHEr:

CONTACT \pPW: J LANDO\\'NER{NQA: [ JOTHER:

Site Name . Page 1 of 2




O SITE AERIAL INCLUDED

REPAIR/IMPROVEMENT CONCEPT

Narrative:

Sketch:

Initial Feasibility and Construction Considerations/ Design or Delivery Notes:

Thoughts on Maintenance Burden:

[JLow ] Medium [] High

Site Name

Page 2 of 2





