c City of /é—\ Hearings Examiner Meeting Agenda

aAlMQS Thursday, November 14, 2024, 4:30 PM

wasHiNgTON  Council Chambers, 616 NE 4th AVE

NOTE: The City welcomes public meeting citizen participation. TTY Relay Service: 711. In compliance with the ADA, if you need
special assistance to participate in a meeting, contact the City Clerk’s office at (360) 834-6864, 72 hours prior to the meeting so
reasonable accommodations can be made (28 CFR 35.102-35.104 ADA Title 1)

To Participate Remotely:

OPTION 1 -

1. Go to www.zoom.us and download the app or click “Join A Meeting” and use Meeting ID
— 850 4673 8141

2. Or, from any device click https://us06web.zoom.us/j/85046738141

OPTION 2 - Join by phone (audio only):
Dial 877-853-5257 and enter meeting ID# 850 4673 8141

For Public Comment:
Click the raise hand icon in the app or by phone, hit *9 to “raise your hand”, or email to
communitydevelopment@cityofcamas.us

These will be entered into the meeting record. Emails received up until one hour before the start
of the meeting will be emailed to the Meeting Body prior to the meeting start time.

CALL TO ORDER
INTRODUCTIONS AND INSTRUCTIONS
HEARING ITEM
1.  13th Street Gas Station (APPEAL24-1001)
CLOSE OF MEETING

LAND USE DECISION

These materials are archived electronically by the City of Camas. DESTROY AFTER USE.
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WASHINGTON
APPEAL24-1001 STAFF REPORT

13t Street Gas Station

CONSOLIDATED PLANNING FILES: ARCH23-07, CA23-08, DR23-09, SEPA23-12, SPRV23-06
Decision Date: September 16, 2024

Appeal Date: September 30, 2024

PROPOSAL The proposal includes the construction of an 8-pump gas station, a 4,100 square-foot
convenience store, and a drive-thru car wash, located at 20101 NE 13" Street, in the BP
- Business Park Zone.

LOCATION The property is located on the southwesterly corner of the intersection at NE 13" Street
and NW Friberg-Strunk Street. The parcel number is 176148000, situated in the NW 1/4
of Section 29, Township 2 North, Range 3 East of the Willamette Meridian, Clark County.

APPLICANT PLS Engineering, Travis Johnson OWNER Pak USA Camas, LLC
604 W. Evergreen Blvd. 3993 NW Currawong Court
Vancouver, WA 98660 Camas, WA 98607
(360) 944-6519 (512) 779-4999

APPLICABLE LAW: The application was submitted on November 9, 2023, and the applicable codes are
those codes that were in effect at the date of application. Camas Municipal Code (CMC) Title 17 Land
Development and Title 18, specifically (but not limited to): Chapter 18.11 - Parking, Chapter 18.13 -
Landscaping, Chapter 18.18 - Site Plan Review, Chapter 18.19 Design Review, Chapter 18.37 Business Park,
and Chapter 18.55 Administrative Procedures.

SUMMARY

The proposed project includes the construction of an 8-pump gas station, a 4,100 square-foot
convenience, and a drive-thru car wash on an approximately 0.97-acre parcel currently developed with a
single-family residence, situated in the BP — Business Park Zone. According to CMC 18.07.030 — Table 1,
the proposed uses are allowed within the BP Zone, subject to the necessary approvals.

A SEPA Determination of Non-Significance was issued on February 22, 2024, with the comment period
closing on March 7, 2024. Prior to the closing of the comment period, several comments were received
from the public with concerns related to noise, traffic, air and water pollution. The applicant voluntarily
placed the project on pause so that they could addressed concerns received during the initial SEPA
comment period. Revised technical reports were submitted to staff on July 11, 2024, and the SEPA
Determination of Non-Significance was re-distributed on August 15, 2024, with the comment period
ending on August 29, 2024. Public comments were again received during the second SEPA comment
period with comments similar to what was submitted during the initial SEPA review period. No new topics
of concern were included.

A Notice of Decision for the project’s approval was distributed on September 16, 2024, and the decision
was appealed September 30, 2024.

The appeal narrative noted concerns related to potential water pollution, noise and light pollution, as well
as an increase in traffic congestion. Also noted was the concern to allow a vehicle car was within the BP
— Business Park Zone. With regards to the items noted in the Appeal Narrative, staff has the following
comments:




e Water Pollution
The appeal narrative notes the belief that the project has the potential to pollute open waters,
increasing concerns about the management of Lacamas Lake, endangering safe drinking water
supply of neighboring wells.

As noted in the staff report dated September 16, 2024, a Preliminary Stormwater Technical
Information Report (PTIR) dated November 2023, was prepared by PLS Engineering, Inc. The PTIR
was prepared in accordance with Ecology’s Stormwater Management Manual for Western
Washington (2019 SWMMWW). Ecology issued the 2024 Stormwater Management Manual for
Western Washington which was effective as of August 1, 2024. Both the 2019 and the 2024
manuals state that minimum requirements (MRs) #1-#9 will apply for a new development project
that results in 5,000 sf or greater of new plus replaced hard surface area. Minimum requirements
#1 - #9 applies to the proposed development.

The minimum requirement discussed in the PTIR relate to construction stormwater pollution
prevention; source control of pollution; preservation of natural drainage systems, including
infiltration, which is not proposed for this project; on-site stormwater management; stormwater
runoff treatment; stormwater flow control; wetlands protection; and operation and maintenance
of stormwater treatment and detention facilities.

With the conditions of approval contained in the staff report, the proposed project meets the
requirements of CMC 14.02 Stormwater Control and CMC 17.19.040.C.3 Storm Drainage. Staff’s
position in support of the project stands.

e Noise & Light Pollution
The appeal narrative states that the proposed project could have the potential to create noise and
light pollution that would interfere with the quiet enjoyment of residences in the nearby
neighborhoods.

[Noise Pollution]: As noted in the Revised SEPA Checklist dated July 9, 2024, typical noise in the
area consists of traffic noise from surrounding areas/roads along with typical home and business
use noises. Short term noise would include construction noise which would occur during
approved hours as mandated by the City of Camas and Washington State. Long term noises could
include slight increase in traffic noise and vehicle noise once construction is completed. The
project is required to comply with CMC 9.32.050 — Public disturbance noises which prohibits the
use of equipment and activities producing intermittent or repetitive noise commonly associated
with site improvements before 7am or after 7pm - Monday through Friday, before 7am or after
5pm - Saturday, and anytime on Sundays or anytime on New Years Day, Memorial Day,
Independence Day, Labor Day, Thanksgiving Day, or Christmas Day. The project has been
conditioned in accordance with Camas Municipal Code requirements. Staff’s position in support
of the project stands.

[Light Pollution]: With regards to light pollution, the applicant’s narrative indicates that the
lighting plan meets the minimum safety standards and outdoor lighting will be shielded to prevent
off-site light spillage to the greatest extent possible. In accordance with CMC 18.19.050, the
proposed project has been conditioned to require all landscape, parking lot, and/or building
lighting to be directed, hooded, or shielded away from surrounding properties. Staff’s position
in support of the project stands.

e Permitting a Car Wash in the BP — Business Park Zone
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The appeal narrative notes that permitting the construction of a car wash in the BP Zone
potentially violates zoning requirements.

As per CMC 18.07.030 — Table 1, Gas/Fuel stations with mini markets are a permitted use within
the BP — Business Park Zone, as are most auto oriented uses. Although the Camas Municipal Code
does not specifically call out a car wash in the Use Authorization Table as a permitted use in the
BP Zone, it is an auto oriented use and is considered an ancillary use to the proposed gas
station/mini market. The project has been reviewed under the current development standards
of Camas Municipal Code and no variances have been requested. Adequate parking has been
provided for the proposed gas station, mini market, and car wash as per CMC 18.11.130. With
the conditions of approval in place, the project meets the requirements of the Camas Municipal
Code. Staff stands in support of the project.

e Dangerous Intersection/Access Standards
The appeal narrative indicates the proposed project would create a dangerous intersection, expose
the City to liability for granting an exception to the Access Standards — permitting a left turn access
shorter than 660-feet, and the disruption of recreational use of the designated bicycle route.

[Dangerous Intersection]: The proposed project is located on the southeast corner of the existing
signalized intersection of NE 13™ Street, NW Goodwin Road, and NW Friberg-Strunk. The
signalized intersection consists of dedicated east and west bound travel lanes, a dedicated bike
lane, a dedicated right turn lane from NE 13 Street onto NW Friberg-Strunk, and pedestrian
crosswalks.

[Access Standards]: Per CDSM, Section lll Design Standards, Table 3 Access Spacing Standards,
the access spacing standards on a roadway classified as an arterial are a minimum of 660-feet
and a maximum of 1,000-feet. Due to the length of the parcel frontage along NE 13 Street,
which is approximately 328-feet, it is not possible for the applicant to meet the minimum access
spacing standards and still access the proposed development from NE 13 Street. Therefore, a
deviation request to the city engineer was required for the location of the drive access as
shown. A deviation request was submitted by the applicant.

The access spacing standards apply to the distance between access drives. These standards do
not refer to the length of a dedicated left-turn pocket. A dedicated left turn pocket was a
requirement for support of the deviation request from the city engineer.

A revised site plan was submitted with the Traffic Engineer’s Left Turn Lane Memo, dated April
9, 2024, that included a dedicated left-turn lane. The staff report addresses the traffic and
transportation as well as the request for a deviation from the access spacing standards and the
left turn requirements. As conditioned, the project can and will meet the requirements of the
Camas Design Standards Manual (CDSM) for Traffic and Transportation. Staff’s support of the
proposed project stands.

e Updated Traffic Study
The appeal narrative indicates the proposed project should conduct an updated traffic study that
accounts for the new warehouse, the new residential traffic east (Goodwin/Green Mountain),
Union Hight School traffic, the new Oak Tree Station, the new Business Park mall buildings on NW
Friberg-Struck St., and to include the traffic impact of Harmony Sports Complex.

The Traffic Analysis Report (TIR), dated September 2023, included all the developments noted
above, except for the Harmony Sports Complex, which is in the City of Vancouver and owned by
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Clark County. It should be noted that staff is not aware of any vested new trips for the Harmony
Sports Complex.

Not noted above nor included in the September 2023 TIR is the 34 Lot Monte Verde subdivision
east of Green Mountain on the south side of NE 28" Street. The in-process information for
Monte Verde has been provided to the applicant. The Monte Verde development will add no
more than 1 extra trip for every two minutes to the overall PM peak traffic count on NE 13t
Street. The city engineer finds that the impact of these additional trips to be de minimis in
relation to the findings of the Charbonneau traffic study. Staff’s support of the proposed
project stands.

e Separate Ingress and Egress
The appeal narrative indicates a requirement for separate ingress and egress for better traffic
flow, including a primary exit to NW Friberg-Strunk Street.

Highlights of the Charbonneau Engineering Memo, dated June 12, 2024, and the city’s responses
are as follows:

“Only one access (NE 13" Street) is permitted to serve the property as no connection is
allowed to NE Friberg-Strunk Street.”

The pre-application notes stated no access onto NE Friberg-Strunk Street would be permitted;
however, during the application review process, staff stated that access onto NW Friberg-Strunk
would be supported as a right-in/right-out only. Staff’s support of the proposed project stands.

e Operating Hours
The appeal narrative indicates operating hours of the gas station shall be incompliance with BP
zoning, including all gasoline tanker trucks filling gasoline and all deliveries.

Highlights of the Charbonneau Engineering Memo, dated June 12, 2024, and the city’s responses
are as follows:

“To minimize the impacts associated with fueling trucks, deliveries will avoid the peak
traffic periods by restricting arrivals and departures to the hours between 7:00 PM to 7:00
AM. Additionally, the fueling truck operators will be directed to make right turns from/to
NE 13" Street when entering and exiting the site.” A condition of approval is warranted.

The staff report addresses the traffic and transportation, the request for a deviation from the
access spacing standards, the left turn requirements, ingress and egress, and hours of operation.
As conditioned, the project can and will meet the requirements of the Camas Design Standards
Manual (CDSM) for Traffic and Transportation. Staff’s support of the proposed project stands.

CONCLUSION

Based on the findings and discussion provided in the staff report dated September 16, 2024, staff
concludes that the appeal should be denied, and the 13t Street Gas Station (SPRV23-06) should be upheld
because the project complies with the applicable standards if all conditions of approval are met.
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_ Exhibit 1 APPEAL24-1001
DocusSign Envelope ID: 02CB9B66-374C-4D28-A27C-D85ATAFFO89A

o 1\
C'ty°f */,'—\\ Community Development Department | Planning Division
616 NE Fourth Ave, Camas, WA 98607
WASHINGTON 360-817-1568 | permits@cityofcamas.us
General Application Form 13th Street Gas Station Case Number: SPRV23-06
Applicant Information
Applicant/Contact:: Khan Taz Phone: 512-779-4999
Last First
Address: 3993 NW Currawong Court Camas, WA 98607
Street Address Apartment/Unit #
Vancouver WA 98660
City State ZIP Code
Email Address: tkhanusa@gmail.com
Property Information
Property Address: 20101 NE 13th Street 176148000
Street Address County Assessor # / Parcel #
Camas WA 98607
City State ZIP Code

Zoning District BP Site Size 0.97 AC

Description of Project
Convenience store with drive-thru car wash and gas pumps

YES NO
Are you requesting a consolidated review per CMC 18.55.020(B)? D
Permits Requested: O  Typel M Type I O Type Il [ Type Iv, BOA, Other
Property Owner or Contract Purchaser
Owner’s Name: Pak USA Camas LLC Phone: 512-779-4999
Last First
20101 NE 13th Street
Street Address Apartment/Unit #
Vancouver WA 98607
City State Zip Code
Email Address: tkhanusa@gmail.com

Signature
gg)g‘/_ication. Further, | grant permission for city staff to conduct site inspections of the property.
A\

| authorize the applicant to maggc{[g(gn
oS
\ 10/19/2023

Signature: 4”\% Date:

. FF97DEDTE6DDAEF. . . - L . L . .
Note: If multiple property owners are party to t'?ze application, an additional application form must be signed by each owner. If it is impractical to obtain a property

owner signature, then a letter of authorization from the owner is required.

$7,906.80
Date Submitted: 11/9/23 Pre-Application Date: Receipt #788411
PA22-32 gggigg b 11/9/23 by AB
ARCH23-07 - N
Staff: Related Cases # ca23.08 [ Electronic Copy Submitted Validation of Fees

Revised: 01/09/2023

o
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_ Exhibit 1 APPEAL24-1001
DocusSign Envelope ID: 02CB9B66-374C-4D28-A27C-D85ATAFFO89A

Application Checklist and Fees [updated on January 1, 2023]

0 Annexation $944 - 10% petition; $4,013 - 60% petition 001-00-345-890-00 S
¢ Appeal Fee 001-00-345-810-00 $436.00 S
¢ Archaeological Review 001-00-345-810-00 $150.00 $150.00
¢ Binding Site Plan $2,055 + $24 per unit 001-00-345-810-00 S
¢ Boundary Line Adjustment 001-00-345-810-00 $113.00 S
¢ Comprehensive Plan Amendment 001-00-345-810-00 $6,373.00 S
¢ Conditional Use Permit

Residential $3,738 + $105 per unit 001-00-345-810-00 S

Non-Residential 001-00-345-810-00 $4,734.00 S
¢ Continuance of Public Hearing 001-00-345-810-00 $573.00 S
¢ Critical or Sensitive Areas (fee per type) 001-00-345-810-00 $848.00  $848.00

(wetlands, steep slopes or potentially unstable soils, streams and watercourses, vegetation removal, wildlife habitat)
O Design Review

Minor 001-00-345-810-00 $474.00 S

Committee 001-00-345-810-00 $2,598.00 $ 2,598.00
O Development Agreement $959 first hearing; $590 ea. add'l hearing/continuance 001-00-345-810-00 S
¢ Director's Intrepretation $350.00 S
0 Engineering Department Review - Fees Collected at Time of Engineering Plan Approval

Construction Plan Review & nspection (3% of approved estimated construction costs)

Modification to Approved Construction Plan Review (Fee shown for information only) $459.00

Single Family Residence (SFR) - Stormwater Plan Review (Fee shown for information only) $228.00

Gates/Barrier on Private Street Plan Review (Fee shown for information only) ~ $1,139.00
O Fire Department Review

Short Plat or other Development Construction Plan Review & Insp. 115-09-345-830-10 $308.00 $

Subdivision or PRD Construction Plan Review & Inspection 115-09-345-830-10 $384.00 S

Commercial Construction Plan Review & Inspection 115-09-345-830-10 $460.00 $
¢ Franchise Agreement Administrative Fee $5,696.00 S
0 Home Occupation

Minor - Notification (No fee) $0.00 0.00

Major 001-00-321-900-00 $75.00 S
¢ LI/BP Development $4,734 + $41.00 per 1000 sf of GFA 001-00-345-810-00 S
¢ Minor Modifications to approved development 001-00-345-810-00 $378.00 S
0 Planned Residential Development $38 per unit + subdivision fees 001-00-345-810-00 S
¢ Plat, Preliminary

Short Plat 4 lots or less: $2,118 per lot 001-00-345-810-00 S

Short Plat 5 lots or more: $7,848 + $250 per lot 001-00-345-810-00 S

Subdivision $7,848 + $250 per lot 001-00-345-810-00 S
¢ Plat, Final:

Short Plat 001-00-345-810-00 $219.00 S

Subdivision 001-00-345-810-00 $2,598.00 $
¢ Plat Modification/Alteration 001-00-345-810-00 $1,308.00 S
¢ Pre-Application (Type lll or IV Permits)

No fee for Type | or Il

General 001-00-345-810-00 $387.00 S

Subdivision (Type Ill or IV) 001-00-345-810-00 $996.00 S
O SEPA 001-00-345-890-00 $886.00 S 886.00
¢ Shoreline Permit 001-00-345-890-00 $1,308.00 S
O Sign Permit

General Sign Permit (Exempt if building permit is required) 001.00.322.400.00 $45.00 $

Master Sign Permit 001.00.322.400.00 $138.00 S
¢ Site Plan Review

Residential $1,259 + $34 per unit 001-00-345-810-00 S

Non-Residential $3,146 + $68 per 1000 sf of GFA 001-00-345-810-00 S 3,424.80

Mixed Residential/Non Residential (see below) 001-00-345-810-00 S

$4,435 + $34 per res unit + $68 per 1000 sf of GFA
¢ Temporary Use Permit 001-00-321-990-00 $88.00 S
¢ Variance (Minor) 001-00-345-810-00 $760.00 S
¢ Variance (Major) 001-00-345-810-00 $1,417.00 S
¢ Zone Change (single tract) 001-00-345-810-00 $3,659.00 S
Fees reviewed & approved by Planner: 11/9/23
Initial Date
Total Fees Due: S
7,906.80

G:\CDEV\PLANNING\Forms, Handouts, & Fees\2023 Planning Fees\2023 Planning Fee Schedule
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Exhibit 1 APPEAL24-1001™

City of Camas

616 NE 4th Avenue
Camas, WA 98607
360-834-2462

Finance Office Hours:
Monday-Friday 9:00 - 5:00 p.m.

Date/Time 11/09/2023 03:53 PM
Receipt No. 00788411

Receipt Date 11/09/2023
CR plan 7.906.80

arc/rev_
archaeoligal rev

iew 150,00
crit/sens

critical/sensitv

e areas 848.00

sepa
sepa fees 886.00

designrev
design review 2,598.00

plan rev
plan review 3,424 .80

Cash: 0.
Other: 0.
7
7

Check:

Total: 7.906.80
Change: 0.00

Check No: 13th St Gas Station c¢h
k #111

PAK USA Camas, LLC
Customer #: 000000

ashier: abald
tatiaon: 18025
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Engineering - Surveying - Planning * 604 W Evergreen Blvd, Vancouver, WA 98660 * P 360-944-6519 * F 360-944-6539

13th Street Site Plan

Complete list of the permit approvals sought by the applicant:

Type Il Site Plan Review

Design Review

SEPA

Critical Areas Review
Archaeological Review

Fire Department Review
Building permit and Plan Review
Engineering Review

© N U kEWwNRE




Exhibit 3 APPEAL24-1001
c City of /é—\\g

WASHINGTON

Pre-Application Meeting Notes
13t Street Gas Station w/ Convenience Store, Drive-thru Car Wash & Retail Building
File PA22-32

Meeting held via Zoom: Thursday, July 28th, 2022
Notes issued via email: Tuesday, August 8, 2022

Applicant:

Taz Khan

701 Columbia Street, #109
Vancouver, WA 98660

Representing City of Camas: Yvette Sennewald, Senior Planner
Randy Miller, Fire Marshal
Anita Ashton, Engineering
Ahmed Yanka, Engineering

Location: 20101 NE 13t Street, Camas, WA 98607
NW 4 of Section 29, Township 2 North, Range 3 East, of the Willomette
Meridian

Tax Accounts: 176148000

Zoning: Business Park (BP)

Description: Applicant is proposing to construct a gas station with convenience store,

drive through car wash, and retail building on the subject 0.95-acre site,
currently developed with a single-family residential dwelling unit.

NOTICE: Notwithstanding any representation by City staff at a pre-application conference,
staff is not authorized to waive any requirement of the City Code. Any omission or failure by
staff fo recite to an applicant all relevant applicable code requirements shall not constitute a
waiver by the City of any standard or requirement [CMC 18.55.060 (C)]. This pre-application
conference shall be valid for a period of 180 days from the date it is held. If no application is
filed within 180 days of the conference or meeting, the applicant must schedule and attend
another conference before the city will accept a permit application [CMC 18.55.060 (D)]. Any
changes to the code or other applicable laws, which take effect between the pre-application
conference and submittal of an application, shall be applicable [CMC 18.55.060 (D)]. A link to
the Camas Municipal Code (CMC) can be found on the City of Camas website,
http://www.cityofcamas.us/ on the main page under “Business and Development”.
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Exhibit 3 APPEAL24-1001

STAFF NOTES

Applicable codes for this development include Title 17 - Land Development, and Title 18 - Zoning
of the Camas Municipal Code ("*CMC"). The applicant is responsible for reviewing the code and
addressing the applicable provisions. The following pre-application notes are based on
application materials and site plan submitted on June 24, 2022.

Development of a gas station with drive-thru car wash, convenience store, and retail space in the
Business Park (BP) Zone is a permitted use and requires Design Review (Major) and Site Plan Review.
Design Review is a Type Il approval, and the city will schedule a public meeting with the Design
Review Committee (DRC) to seek recommendations for the proposed project.

Type Il Design Review and Site Plan Review Fees (as of July 28th, 2022)

The following items are required to be submitted for consideration of the proposed project:

1. APPLICATION. Required materials are listed in CMC18.55.110 (A through G). Include a site
plan with applicable setbacks, building footprint and elevations. As per CMC 18.09.030,
commercial development setbacks must meet the following:

Front: 15-feet
Side: 15-feet
Rear: 50-feet
Maximum building coverage: 50%

2. DESIGN REVIEW. Design Review is required for new developments in commercial zones
pursuant to CMC Chapter18.19.020. The standards applicable to this property for Design
Review are found in the Design Review Manual to include the Standard Principles & Guidelines
and the Specific Principles & Guidelines Commercial and Mixed Uses including, but noft limited
to:

Building shall be used to define the streetscape. Building walls or fences visible from

roadways should be articulated to avoid a blank look. The wall can be broken up by

including a combination of window/display space, plantings, and offsetting walls with

two tone colors.

o On-site parking areas shall be placed to the interior of the development unless the
development proves prohibitive.

e All parking shall be screened with landscaping. The drive-thru along street frontages
shall be heavily landscaped.

¢ The development adjacent to residential areas should be built with a size, scale, and

materials compatible with neighboring buildings.

An application for design review must include (at a minimum) building elevations, materials,
exterior colors, and landscaping plans.

Development sign. The applicant must install a 4'x8’ sign on the property that provides details
about the project, site plan, contact information, and includes space for public hearing
information to be filled in when a date is scheduled. Staff can provide a handout if requested.

PA22-32 | Page 2 of 10 o




Exhibit 3 APPEAL24-1001

Landscaping Regulations

e ATree Survey per CMC 18.13.045, which requires an inventory and assessment of existing
trees prepared by a certified arborist or professional forester, is required if trees are
proposed for removal.

e A landscape, Tree, and Vegetation plan must be submitted pursuant to CMC 18.13.050.
A minimum 20 tree unit density per net acre (exclusive of critical area tfracts) is required for
new development per CMC 18.13.051 and shall be incorporated into the overall
landscape plan.

e Landscape screening buffers shall be provided per CMC 18.13.055 Table 1. A 10-foot L3
landscape buffer is required long the property line abutting the residentially zoned
property to the west and a 5-ft L2 landscape buffer is required along the property line
abutting residentially zoned property separated by a street to the north. A minimum 10-ft.
L3 High screen landscape buffer will be required to screen the drive-thru from NW 13t
Street and NW Friberg-Strunk Street.

Abutting Zone » Residential
Uses on Site l Not Separated by a Street Separated by a Street
Commercial 10°L3 512

e Landscaping for the parking lot shall comply the requirements in CMC 18.13.060 (A-H).
Parking Regulations

The proposed project is required to meet the automobile parking requirements pursuant fo
CMC Chapter 18.11. The number of off-street parking spaces is calculated based on the table
at CMC 18.11.130 Standards as follows:

USE NUMBER OF PARKING SPACES

Gas station with mini market 1 per nozzle plus 1 per 250 square feet of gross floor area
Car wash 2 per stall, and 1 space per 2 employees

Retail stores less than 5,000 sq. ft. 1 per 300 square feet

3. ARCHEOLOGICAL REVIEW. The site is in an area of high probability for the presence of
archaeological objects as identified on Clark Co. GIS. If the site is within 4 mile of an
archaeological site, an archaeological predetermination will be required per CMC Section
16.31.070.A. Submit to the City proof of emailing or mailing the tribes per CMC 16.31.160.

4. CRITICAL AREAS REVIEW. Per Clark County GIS mapping, habitat conservation areas (i.e.
wetlands) have been identified on the subject property. As such, per CMC Section 16.51.130,
a critical areas report prepared by a qualified professional is required if a proposed
development is within or adjacent to a critical area. The general requirements for a crifical
areas report are found in CMC Section 16.51.140.

5. SEPA. The subject site contains critical areas, and the proposed project is not categorically
exempt from the State Environmental Policy Act (SEPA) requirements. Per CMC Section
16.07.020.A, a SEPA checklist is required.

PA22-32 | Page 3 of 10 19




Exhibit 3 APPEAL24-1001

6. SITE PLAN REVIEW. All new non-residential uses for the location of any buildings are required to
obtain Site Plan Review and approval as per CMC 18.18.020.A. The city shall consider
approval of the site plan with specific consideration to the following and as stated in CMC
18.18.060.A-F:;

o Compadtibility with the city's comprehensive plan;

e Compliance with all applicable design and development standards;

e Availability and accessibility of adequate public services;

e Adeqguate provisions are made for other public and private services and ufilities, parks,
and ftrails;

Adequate provisions are made for maintenance of public utilities; and

e Allrelevant statutory codes, regulations, ordinances, and compliance with the same. The
review and decision of the city shall be in accordance with the provisions of CMC Chapter
18.55 Administration and Procedures.

No comments at this fime.

General Engineering Reqguirements:

1. Civil site construction plans shall be prepared by a licensed Washington State
Engineer in accordance with the Camas Design Standards Manual (CDSM) and
CMC 17.19.040.

2. Per CMC 17.19.040.C.1 all utilities designed to serve the development shall be
placed underground. This includes the dry ufilities, such as power, fiber optics,
cable, etc.

3. Engineering civil site improvements plans are not to be submitted until after land-
use decision is issued.

4. Engineering civil site improvement plans are to be submitted to Community
Development (CDev) Engineering Dept. for review and approval.

5. The CDev Engineering Dept. is responsible for plan review (PR) and construction
inspection (Cl). A 3% PR&CI fee is collected by engineering for all infrastructure
improvements.

a. The 3% fee is based on a stamped engineer’s estimate.

b. The engineer’s estimate is to include all improvements outside of the proposed
building footprints.

c. Payment of the 1% plan review (PR) fee is required prior to It review of the civil

lans.
i. The Istreview will not begin until the 1% PR fee is paid.

d. Payment of the 2% construction inspection (Cl) fee is to be paid prior to release
of approved construction drawings by the CDev Engineering Dept.

6. Building permit applications are not to be submitted until after final engineering plan
approval, unless otherwise approved by the Building Official.

7. The applicant will be required to purchase all permanent traffic control signs, street
name signs, street lighting, and traffic control markings for the proposed
development.
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8. Work within the city right-of-way (ROW) will require an encroachment permit and

approval of a traffic control plan (TCP), prior to start of any work.
a. The encroachment permit and TCP is to be submitted to CDev engineering.

9. If applicable, existing wells, septic tanks, and septic drain fields shall be
decommissioned in accordance with state and county guidelines per CMC
17.19.020 (A3).

10. Regulations for installation of public improvements, improvement agreements,
bonding, final acceptance, etc. can be found at CMC 17.21.

11.The applicant will be responsible for ensuring that private utilities; underground
power, telephone, gas, CATV, and associated appurtenances are installed.

Traffic/Transportation:

1. A transportation impact analysis (TIA) is required and shall be prepared in
accordance with the City's adopted Traffic Impact Study Guidelines as outlined in
the CDSM.

2. The Applicant will be required to have a traffic engineer analyze the following:

a. Site distance at the applicant’s access point onto NE 13 Street.
b. Vision clearance area is to be addressed, per CMC 18.17.030.
c. Anonsite traffic circulation plan showing ingress and egress, per CMC 17.19.040
(B.10.0).
d. Address movement conflicts with nearby intersections and existing driveways.
e. Provide AM and PM Peak Hour trip distribution to and from the site down to less
than 20 trips thru any given impacted intersection.
f. Intersections to be analyzed include, but are not limited:
i. NE Goodwin Road / NW Friberg-Strunk Street
ii. NE 192nd Avenue / NE 13t Street
ii. SE 1st Street / NW Friberg-Strunk Street
iv. Additional intersections will be based on the trip distribution information
and the COV Concurrency requirements in the attached memo noted
below.

3. Comments from Eric Hahn, City of Vancouver's Senior Engineer for Streets &
Transportation are attached. The applicant’s traffic engineer is to include and
address the requirements noted in the July 14, 2022, Concurrency Review memo.

4, At time of application, the additional comments will be provided from Clark
County’s Concurrency Engineer regarding the proposed development.

Streets:

The proposed development is bordered by NE 13t Street on the north side and on the
east side by NW Friberg-Strunk Street.

NE 13th Streeft:

1. Half-width street improvements along NE 13t Street is not TIF creditable at this fime.
2. NE 13t Street is federally functionally classified as a minor arterial within Camas City
Limits.
a. There were minimal frontage improvements installed on the corner of NE 13t
Street and NW Friberg-Strunk Street as part of the intersection improvements for
the signal and road improvements to the south.
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3. Per CMC 17.19.040.B.1, the applicant will be required to construct full-depth half-
width street improvements along the frontage of the proposed development along
the NE 13 Street frontage.

a. The required frontage improvements, which will begin at the west curb return
and continue west along the proposed development.

b. Some of the existing curb along the right-turn lane, to the west, will need to be
removed for the frontage improvements and to still allow for the right-turn lane
to the east. Staff will work with the applicant’s consultant to during the
preliminary design phase.

4. Per CMC 17.19.040.B.5, the applicant will be required to dedicate sufficient right-of-
way (ROW) for full half-width street improvements.

a. The existing right-of-way width varies from approximately 60-feet to 63-feet
along the frontage of the proposed development.

b. The existing right-of-way width from the centerline to the existing north property
boundary varies from 25-feet to 27-feet.

c. The applicant will be required to dedicate approximately 10-feet to 14-feet of
ROW to allow for construction of curb & gutter, é-foot sidewalk, é6-foot planter
strip, maintain the existing right-turn lane, 5-foot bike lane, and a center left-
turn median.

5. Per CDSM, Table 1 — Guideline for Geometry of Private Roadways - Off-Street
Parking:

a. Note 2.c: Aisle dimensions: one-way aisles are a minimum of 15-feet wide; two-
way aisles are a minimum of 24-feet wide.

b. Note 2.d: Parking spaces are to be setback a minimum of 50-feet from back of
sidewalk on an arterial.

i. The existing depth of the parcel is 131-feet. The requirement for right-of-
way dedication will reduce the depth the depth of the parcel. Meeting
the required offset from the back of sidewalk would further reduce the
developable area.

i. A deviation request from the minimum 50-foot setback requirement
should be submiftted. A deviation request from this standard would be
supported by the city engineer.

6. Per CDSM Table 3, Access Spacing Standards on a roadway classified as an arterial
are 660-feet minimum and 1000-feet max.

a. The westernmost property boundary is approximately 367-feet west of the
intersection on NE 13t Street and NW Friberg-Strunk Street.

b. The existing driveway to the current single-family residence is approximately
244-feet west of the intersection of NE 13t Street and NW Friberg-Strunk Street.

c. A deviation request from meeting the minimum access spacing required
should be submitted. A deviation request from this standard would be
supported by the city engineer. However, The access to the proposed
development is to be located as close to the western property boundary as
feasible.

6. The proposed drive access is to be a minimum 24-foot-wide full ingress / egress
access, with 35-foot curb radii and ADA accessible curb ramps on each side.

a. A wider drive access may be required to accommodate fueling tankers and
large delivery vehicles. The onsite circulation plan is to be based on the fueling
tankers and large delivery vehicles.
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On-site Parking Lot Requirements:

7. Per CDSM, Table 1 - Guideline for Geometry of Private Roadway:
a. Note 2.c: Aisle dimensions: one-way aisles are a minimum of 15-feet wide; two-
way aisles are a minimum of 24-feet wide.
8. Additional drive aisle widths may be required based on usage, truck sizes, on-site
circulation plan, and input from Fire Marshall’s Office.

NW Friberg-Strunk Street:

9. NW Friberg-Strunk Street is a fully improved 3-lane arterial with two travel lanes and
a center-turn pocket with sidewalk and planter strips on both sides.

10. No frontage improvements or right-of-way dedication will be required since the
road is fully improved.

11. No access is proposed to the site; nor will one be allowed on NW Friberg-Strunk Street
due to the site’s proximity to the intersection with NW 13t Street.

Stormwater:

1. The size of the proposed development is approximately 41,382 sf (0.95 acres).

2. A preliminary stormwater report (TIR), in accordance with the latest edition of
Ecology’'s Stormwater Management Manual for Western Washington (current
edition 2019 SWMMWW), is required at time of application.

3. Per CMC 14.02 Stormwater Conftrol, stormwater treatment and detention shall be
designed in accordance with the latest edition of Ecology’'s SWMMWW.

4. Refer to Ecology’s Figure I-3.1 Flow Chart for Determining Requirements for Re-
Development (Vol. |, Chapter 3).

a. All development projects shall comply with Minimum Requirement (MR) #2 —
Submittal of a Stormwater Pollution Prevent Plan (SWPPP).

b. As the project results in 5,000 sf, or greater, of new plus replaced hard surface
areqd; than Minimum Requirements (MR) #1- #9 will apply.

5. Catch basins that will collect surface water runoff from the fueling station area are
to discharge to the sanitary sewer system.

6. Ownership and maintenance of onsite stormwater facilities will be the responsibility
of the property Owner, per CMC 17.19.040 (C3).

7. The City shall have right-of-entry for inspection purposes.

8. Onsite private storm easements, if required, are to be shown on the construction
drawings.

9. Provisions are to be made for roof downspout controls. Stormwater from
downspouts is not to be directed onto adjoining parcels. Reference Ecology’s latest
edition of the SWMMWW for roof downspout controls.

10. A designated concrete washout area (BMP C154, Vol. Il, Chap. 3, pgs. 320-326) is to
be shown on the site plans.

a. The concrete washout area is to be removed prior to issuance of final
occupancy.

Erosion Control

1. The size of the proposed development is approximately 41,382 sf (0.95 acres).
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2. The land-disturbing activities are not greater than one acre, therefore, the applicant
is not required to obtain an NPDES Construction Stormwater General Permit from
Ecology.

a. However, a Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) is required and is to
be submitted prior to any land-disturbing activities. A copy is to be on site at
all times during construction.

3. The applicant will be responsible for all erosion and sediment control measures to
ensure that sediment laden water does not leave the site or impact adjacent
parcels.

4. Mud fracking onto the road surface is discouraged and any mud tracking is to be
cleaned up immediately.

Water:

1. There is an existing 12-inch water main located in NE Friberg-Strunk Street.

a. An 8-inch water service and an existing 1-inch water service were stubbed to
this parcel from NW Friberg-Strunk Street. The 8-inch water service is located at
the southernmost property boundary of the proposed development, with the
1-inch water service approximately 5-feet to the north.

2. The applicant will be required to design and extend the existing 8-inch ductile iron
waterline for the proposed development.

3. The onsite water system shall be privately owned and maintained beyond the water
meter by the property owner.

a. An above-ground reduced pressure valve assembly (RPBA) is to be installed
behind the water meter and is to be accessible for testing and inspections.

b. The onsite fire line will require a Double Detector Check Valve (DDCV) which is
to be located at the right-of-way.

4. Applicant shall demonstrate that there are adequate fire flows available for the
development.

5. Onisite fire hydrants are to be private and shall be ordered and painted red from
the factory.

6. lIrrigation systems will require a separate irrigation meter with Back Flow Prevention
Device (BFPD), which will be owned and maintained by the property owners.

7. A 10-foot separation is required, within the right-of-way, between the waterline and
sanitary sewer main.

Sanitary Sewer:

1. NW Friberg-Strunk Street: There is an existing 4-inch pressure sewer main located in
the west side of NW Friberg-Strunk Street.

a. A 4-inch pressure sewer lateral was stubbed to this parcel from NE Friberg-Strunk
Street. The existing 4-inch lateral is located approximately 15-feet north of the
8-inch water service.

2. The applicant will be responsible for the design, installation, and maintenance of
the private STEP sewer system, including the STEP tank, that will serve the proposed
development, per CMC 17.19.040 (C, 2, d.).

3. A 10-foot separation is required, within the right-of-way, between water service and
sewer lateral.
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Parks/Trails:
1. Not applicable.

Garbage & Recycling:

1. Location of onsite garbage and recycling receptacles is to be approved by the
garbage and recycling providers.

Impact Fees & System Development Charges (SDCs):

1. The proposed development is located in the South District.

2. Impact Fees and SDCs are collected at time of building permit submittal.

3. The impact fees and SDCs noted below are for informational purposes only.
4. Impact fees and SDCs are adjusted on January 1t of each year.

Impact Fees for 2022:

Commercial use:

1. Traffic Impact Fees (TIF) — $3,657.00 / PM Peak Hour Trip
a. Contact Engineering for estimated fees which will be based on usage and
number of PM Peak Hour trips.
2. School Impact Fees (SIF) — Not applicable
3. Park/Open Space (PIF) — Not applicable
4. Fire (FIF) - $0.40 psf

System Development Charges (SDCs) for 2022:

1. Water
a. 1" meter-$13,451.00 + $445.00 connection fee
b. 1.5" meter - $26,901.00 + $851.00 connection fee
c. 2" meter - $43,002.00 + $2,075.00 connection fee

2. Sewer - Commercial (Sewer SDCs are based on the size of water meters.)
a. 1" meter - $6,234.00 + $177.00 STEP/STEF Inspection
b. 1.5" meter-$12,467.00 + $177.00 STEP/STEF Inspection
c. 2" meter-$19,948.00 + $177.00 STEP/STEF Inspection

No building or structure regulated by the building and/or fire code shall be erected,
constructed, enlarged, altered, repaired, moved, converted, or demolished unless a
separate permit for each building or structure has first been obtained from the CWFMO
Camas Municipal Code 15.04.030.D.12.a

Any inadvertent omission or failure to site or include any applicable codes or code
language by the Fire Marshal’s office or the City shall not be considered a waiver by
the applicant.
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1) Multiple permits or potential permits with the Fire Marshal’s Office will/may be
required as this property develops.

a.
o.

C.

Site Plan

New Construction permit with the FMO. Provide 2 sets of drawings and
any explanatory needed to complete the review.

Depending on building use, NFPA 24 Fire Main Underground permit
required with the FMO. Minimum level “U" license required. Strictly
enforced.

Depending on building use classification, NFPA 13 Fire Sprinkler System
required with the FMO. WA State licensed fire sprinkler contractor. Federal
programs for tax benefits may be available for fire sprinkler installations.
Depending on building use, NFPA 72 Fire Alarm System permit required
with the FMO, minimum NICET Il for design and NICET Il for acceptance
testing.

NFPA 17A Commercial Hood Suppression System permit required with the
FMO. (commercial-hood or stand-alone fryer systems) Mechanical permit
with the building department required.

IFC CO2 Permit required with the FMO for any Dewar Tank use.

Permit required with the FMO for any retail propane tank exchange-
cabinet.

IFC Fuel Dispensing. Combustible/flammable liquids underground tanks-
dispensing and use Permit required with the FMO.

Bulk Propane tank Sales/Dispensing Permit required with the FMO when
applicable.

UST Permit required with the FMO for any underground storage tanks
discovered during site preparations/excavation.

Approved address and or monument required with the FMO, to be clearly
visible and readable from both directions on 13,

2) Please don't hesitate to contact the FMO if you have any questions. 360-834-
6191 or EMO@cityofcamas.us

PA22-32 | Page 10 of 10

19



mailto:FMO@cityofcamas.us

Exhibit 4 APPEAL24-1001

20101 NE 13th Street Gas Station County Pre-app (PA22-32)
20101 NE 12t Street Case Mgr (Yvette Sennewald)

CONCURRENCY (VMC 11.70)

Based on submitted information and the City of Vancouver’s initial review the
proposed development may send trips to the following Transportation Management
Zones (TMZ) and Transportation Analysis Zones (TAZ).

TAZ #481
TMZ/Corridor Limits of Corridor
192nd Avenue SR 14 to 18t Street

After an initial review of the submitted information it appears the proposed project
may send trips into the city’s street systems and concurrency corridors. The City of
Vancouver requests the following submittal requirements be placed on the proposed
project:

Trip Generation and Distribution

Use the most current edition of the Institute of Transportation Engineers (ITE) Tip
Generation, and follow the guidelines specified in the most current ITE Trip Generation
Handbook. Trip generation and distribution shall be justified by the applicant and
approved by the City Traffic Engineer prior to completion of the TIA.

Approved pass-by trips shall be included at driveways.

A. General TIA Requirements.

G:\CDEV\PLANNING\Cases 2022\PreApps\PA22-32 13th Street Gas Station\PA22-32_City of
Vancouver_20101 NE 13th Street Gas Station.doc

For any development sending 5 or more net new PM peak hour trips through the city’s
concurrency corridors, trip generation and distribution is required for project-
generated AM & PM peak hour trips at or adjacent to all site accesses.

When sending fewer than 5 PM peak trips through the city’s concurrency corridors only
trip generation is required. In this case, the trip generation calculation does not have
to be completed by a licensed engineer.

Additionally, for developments sending 20 or more PM peak hour trips through the
city’s concurrency corridors, the analysis shall encompass all intersections specified by
the traffic engineer for LOS analysis that fall within the limits identified in 11.70.090.
The analysis may also include intersections beyond the thresholds listed in 11.70.090
where significant traffic hazards would be caused or materially aggravated by the
proposed development.

Trip distribution shall use the Regional Transportation Council select link assignment for
the project TAZ. However, if the project sends fewer than 20 net new PM peak hour
trips through the city’s concurrency corridors, trip distribution may be based on existing
traffic patterns and guidelines in the current ITE Trip Generation Handbook.

. Transportation Concurrency Requirements.

20




Exhibit 4 APPEAL24-1001

For developments sending 5 or more net new PM peak hour trips through the city’s
concurrency corridors, the applicant is required to submit trip generation and
distribution for the proposed development and to list the number of PM peak trips
entering each of the concurrency corridors in table format. See Table 1 below for the
list of corridors.

For developments sending fewer than 5 PM peak trips through the city’s concurrency
corridors, trip distribution is not required. However, for concurrency purposes, all trips
shall be assumed to impact the closest concurrency corridor.

Transportation Concurrency is evaluated according to the Corridor Classification. The
Director may require additional information or modeling if an impacted corridor is
operating close to the adopted level of service. Generally, where a proposed
development sends trips to a Category 1 or Category 2 corridor, the Director shall
track those trips and presume concurrency between LOS measurements pursuant to
VMC 11.70.090.

Table 1: Concurrency Corridors and Current Classification

Arterial Concurrency LOS Standard Avg. 2012
Corridor PM Peak Speed Corridor
(MPH) Classificatio
Extent n
Fourth Plain to I-5 10 Category 1
I-5 to Andresen 12 Category 1
Andresen to [-205 12 Category 1
Mill Plain Blvd. [-205 to 136th Ave. 10 Category 1
136th Ave. to 164th 10 Category 1
Ave.
164th Ave. to 192nd 10 Category 1
Ave.
St. Johns / Ft. Van Way |  Mill Plain to 63rd St. 12 Category 1
Mill Plain to I-5 12 Category 1
. I-5 to Andresen 10 Category 1
Fourth Plain Blvd. Andresen to 1-205 10 Category 1
[-205 to 162nd Ave. 10 Category 1
Mill Plain to SR500 11 Category 1
Andresen Road SR500 to 78th St. 15 Category 1
Mill Plain to 28th St. 11 Category 1
112th Avenue 28th St. to 51st St. 15 Category 1
SR14 to SE Tst St. 10 Category 1
164th/162nd Avenue SE 1st St. to Fourth 10 Category 1
Plain
18th St. fo 112th Ave. 12 Category 1
Burton Road / 28th 112th Ave. to ]igfeh 10 Category 1
Street 1 g Ave. 1o 162nd 12 Category 1
Ave.
112th Ave. to 138th 12 Category 1
18th Street Ave.
138th Ave. to 164th 12 Category 1

G:\CDEV\PLANNING\Cases 2022\PreApps\PA22-32 13th Street Gas Station\PA22-32_City of
Vancouver_20101 NE 13th Street Gas Station.doc
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Ave.
Mill Plain to 28th St. 12 Category 1
136th/137th Avenue 28th St. to Fourth Plain 12 Category 1
192nd Avenue SR14 to NE 18th St. 10 Category 1

Identify in table format the number of site generated PM peak hour trips entering all City
corridors, if any. If there are no trips to a corridor, enter as zero.

e Prior to final site plan approval, the applicant shall pay per-trip monitoring fees for

trips sent to every corridor, up to a maximum monitoring fee of $1,500 for any single

development (VMC 20.180.070).

e Below are a few items that shall be included in the traffic impact analysis. All
other requirements can be found on the City of Vancouver website at
http: //www.cityofvancouver.us /publicworks /page /concurrency

e Safety — Crash history and mitigations - Provide a five year crash history, crash

rate per mev, and proposed mitigations for intersections with crash rate exceeding

1.0 per mev. Copies of the crash reports shall be included in the TIA. (VMC
11.80.130 and 11.70)

Please contact Eric Hahn, Senior Civil Engineer, at
Eric.Hahn@cityofvancouver.us for a list of intersections to study.

e Safety and operations — Queue analysis - Provide peak hour queue analysis.
(VMC 11.80.130, 11.80.080, 11.70)
Please contact Eric Hahn, Senior Civil Engineer, at
Eric.Hahn@cityofvancouver.us for a list of intersections to study.

* Warrant analysis — Signals and Turn lanes - Provide traffic signal / turn lane
warrants as defined by the Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices. (VMC
11.80.080)

Please contact Eric Hahn, Senior Civil Engineer, at
Eric.Hahn@cityofvancouver.us for a list of intersections to study.

e The city is collecting proportionate share fees for the following project(s):

G:\CDEV\PLANNING\Cases 2022\PreApps\PA22-32 13th Street Gas Station\PA22-32_City of
Vancouver_20101 NE 13th Street Gas Station.doc

22



http://www.cityofvancouver.us/publicworks/page/concurrency
mailto:Eric.Hahn@cityofvancouver.us
mailto:Eric.Hahn@cityofvancouver.us
mailto:Eric.Hahn@cityofvancouver.us

Exhibit 4 APPEAL24-1001

Project Location

Unit Cost per Trip

137t Ave — 49t St to Fourth Plain Blvd

$3,000 per PM peak
hour trip

192nd Ave & SR-14 ramps

$2,000 per PM peak
hour trip

Fourth Plain Blvd & 15274 Ave Signal

$333 per PM peak
hour trip

Lieser/St. Helens/MacArthur

$2,000 per PM peak
hour trip

1927 Avenue & NE 13t Street

$400 per PM Peak hour
trip

192nd Ave & SE 34t St

$150 per PM peak
hour trip

176" Ave & SE 20™ St

$400 per PM peak
hour trip

Grove St/Columbia House Blvd/SR-14
WB off-ramp

$600 per AM peak
hour trip

MacArthur & Devine Roundabout

$2,226 per PM peak
hour trip

$2,285 per PM peak
MacArthur & Andresen Roundabout hour trip

e The applicant will be required to contribute proportionate share fees to mitigate
trips that the development project will generate and send through any of the
current proportionate share projects. The TIA must determine and identify the
number of peak hour trips that will be generated by the project and sent through
the proportionate share intersections and/or street segments as listed above.

e The applicant shall submit to the City of Vancouver a trip generation and
distribution and assignment to 5 pm peak hour trips and the traffic study review
fee of $398.00. This shall be submitted electronically in ePlans.

e If there any questions on the City of Vancouver transportation or traffic scoping
requirements, please contact Eric Hahn or Jen Patrick at the City of Vancouver -
Transportation Services at the contact numbers listed below.

Eric Hahn
Eric.Hahn@cityofvancouer.us
(360) 487-7702

Jen Patrick
Jennifer.Patrick@cityofvancouver.us
(360) 487-7720

G:\CDEV\PLANNING\Cases 2022\PreApps\PA22-32 13th Street Gas Station\PA22-32_City of
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General Information

Applicant/Owner:

Owner:

Project Contacts:

Location:

Address:

Project Size:

Zoning:

Overlay:

Comprehensive Plan:
Current Use:

Parcel Number:

School District:

Water District:

Sewer District:

Fire District:

Park District:

Clark County Reference:
Transportation Impact Fee:
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Taz Khan

3993 NW Currawong Court
Camas, WA 98607
512-779-4999
tkhanusa@gmail.com

Pak USA Camas LLC
20101 NE 13™ Street
Camas, WA 98607

PLS Engineering

Travis Johnson, PE

604 W Evergreen Boulevard
Vancouver, WA 98660
(360) 944-6519
pm(@plsengineering.com

NW % of Section 29, T2N, R3E, WM
20101 NE 13™ Street, Camas, WA 98607
0.97 acres/42,257 SF

BP — Business Park

None

IND

Vacant

176148000

Evergreen

Camas

Camas

Camas

N/A

PA22-32

Camas

2 13" Street
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Project Description

The 13" Street Site Plan project proposes to construct a 4,100 sf convenience store with drive-
thru car wash and gas pumps on parcel 176148000. The convenience store will have small
general retail sales including food items, cold beverages and potentially some on-site prepared
foods.

The site is located on the southwest corner of the intersection at NE 13 Street and NW Friberg-
Strunk Street. A single-family home is currently on site that will be removed. Parcels to the
north across NE 13™ Street, as well as directly to the west, are single-family residential uses
under Clark County jurisdiction. South of the site is a developing business park approved as
Lacamas Tech Business Park. East of the site across NW Friberg-Strunk Street is Camas
Meadows Golf Club.

The site is relatively flat with vegetation consisting primarily of grass with scattered trees.

Transportation and Utilities:

NE 13" Street is an existing Minor Arterial that abuts the site to the north and provides access
to the site. Frontage improvements are proposed to bring the street up to half-width standards
including a 37” half-width ROW and 23’ half-width paved section with 6’ planter strip and 6’
detached sidewalks.

NW Friberg-Strunk Street is a fully improved 3 lane arterial that does not require frontage
improvements per the Pre-Application Conference Report.

There are no transit routes or stops within 1/4 mile of the development site.

A traffic study has been provided that shows the projected trip generations for the development.
No offsite mitigation is required based on the study.

Stormwater will be collected and treated onsite before being routed to an onsite underground
stormwater detention facility. From there it will be discharged to an existing conveyance
system. A stormwater report has been provided to show compliance with the City stormwater
regulations.

The site will be served by public water and sewer services.

Critical Areas:

Ecological Land Services (ELS) assessed the site for critical areas and has provided a Critical
Areas Report. ELS concludes that there is one Oregon white oak on the south portion of the
property, but no wetlands, oak woodlands or cave as mapped by WDFW.

The parcel is within a high and moderate - high archaeological predictive area, therefore an

Archaeological Predetermination has been prepared for the site and submitted with this
application.

PLS Engineering 3 13" Street
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Proposal & Code Compliance Discussion

Title 16 — Environment

16.01 - SEPA
The State Environmental Policy Act (SEPA) procedures require documentation of critical areas
as well as discussion on earth, air, water, plants and animals, energy and natural resources,
environmental health, noise, land and shoreline uses, aesthetics, recreation, historic and
cultural preservation, transportation, and public services and utilities. A SEPA application is
required and has been included with this application.

16.31 — Archaeological Resource Preservation

The site is located in an area of high probability for the presence of archaeological artifacts.
An Archaeological Predetermination Survey Report is required for this project. Archaeological
Services, LLC (ASCC) performed an onsite field investigation on August 17, 2023. Several
artifacts were found including pink glass fragments suspected to be Depression Glass, a coin
bank dated to 1926-1930, and a metal bolt. Based on these items, along with the former
structures that appear on site in historic photos, ASCC is recording the debris scatter as a
historic-area archaeological site and recommends a Cultural Resource Survey Report prior to
any ground disturbing activity.

16.51 — Critical Areas - 16.53 Wetlands - 16.61 Fish and Wildlife Habitat

WDFW has mapped the site as having oak woodland and being within a cave rich area. No
wetlands are mapped onsite however potential wetlands are mapped by Clark County GIS on
the property to the south. A Critical Areas Report has been prepared by Ecological Land
Services (ELS) for the the site and concludes that there is one Oregon white oak on the south
portion of the property, but no oak woodlands or caves as mapped by WDFW. The potential
wetland to the south is located within the footprint of a proposed building and that application
has received permits to fill the wetland.

A Mitigation Plan prepared by ELS is included with this application that proposes mitigation
within the Terrace Oak Bank for the removal of the single Oregon white oak on site.

Title 17 — Land Development

17.19.040 — Infrastructure Standards
NE 13™ Street is an existing minor arterial that abuts the site to the north. Access to the site
will be via a new entrance/exit from NE 13" Street. Half width improvements are proposed as
part of this project. Some improvements at the intersection of NW Friberg-Strunk Street were
previously completed. Frontage improvements for this development will begin at the west curb
return and continue west along the site frontage. Additional right-of-way will be dedicated to
provide a 37’ half-width right-of-way with a 52 full-width right-of-way. The 23’paved

PLS Engineering 4 13" Street
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roadway half width that tapers out to 28.5’at the intersection with NW Friberg-Strunk Street.
It includes a 6’ detached sidewalk and an 8’ planter strip.

NW Friberg-Strunk is an existing 3-lane arterial that is fully improved. No frontage
improvements are required or proposed. No access is proposed via NW Friberg-Strunk Street.
Circulation:

No circulation to adjacent parcels is proposed. The site fronts on NE 13™ Street and NW
Friberg-Strunk Street, therefore no further circulation to the north or east is required. The parcel
to the west is zoned residential and falls under Clark County jurisdiction. Any circulation to
the west would not be compatible with this proposed use. The parcels to the south are currently
developing as a business park and do not require circulation to and through the subject parcel.

Turnarounds:
The proposed drive aisles that will serve the site vary in width from 24’ to 32” wide and can
be utilized as a loop road for fire turnaround.

Pedestrian/Bicycle Circulation:
All sidewalks, driveway aprons, and pedestrian crossings will comply with the American with
Disabilities Act.

Access Spacing:

Required access spacing along an arterial is 660’ minimum and 1,000’ maximum. The
westernmost property line is approximately 367’ west of the intersection with NW Friberg-
Strunk Street, therefore it is not possible to meet minimum access spacing based on the existing
conditions of the site. A deviation request has been submitted with this application to grant
relief from this standard. The access to the site has been located as far west as possible, while
allowing for a street taper on NE 13" Street and providing space on site for gas tanker trucks
to maneuver to exit the site.

Traffic Study:
A Traffic Study has been prepared for this project by Charbonneau Engineering and is included
with this application. The following is a summary of the study:

e Intersection sight distance at the access point exceeds the minimum standard (390 feet)
as over 500 feet of sightline is available in both directions on NE 13th Street. For safety
reasons the sightlines must be maintained and potential obstructions due to street grade,
buildings, parking, signing, fencing, landscaping, above ground utilities, or other objects
shall not be permitted.

e The capacity analysis has determined that only one intersection will fail. The signalized
intersection at NE 13th Street and NE 192nd Avenue will operate at LOS 'F" during the PM
peak hour in the year 2026 background and total traffic scenarios. The failing condition is
attributed to the growth and in-process traffic. The City has recognized and documented
in the TSP that long range future improvements will be necessary on NE 13th Street
(Goodwin Road) to accommodate heavier traffic. A year 2035 improvement is listed in
Table 6 within the TSP that proposes street widening which should mitigate the issue.

PLS Engineering 5 13" Street

29




Exhibit 5 APPEAL24-1001

Specifically, the current study finds that adding a separate left turn lane on the westbound
approach will mitigate the failing condition to acceptable LOS 'D’. However, no mitigation
is proposed in conjunction with the gas station & market development as the failure is
due to the background traffic conditions.

o Aleft turn lane warrant was assessed for the westbound to southbound movement from
NE 13th Street for traffic entering the site. The AM & PM peak hours were evaluated for
the year 2026 total traffic scenario. The turn lane is not warranted in the PM peak hour.
The warrant curve (Exhibit 1310-7a in the appendix) indicates that a left turn is marginally
met based on a 40 MPH travel speed. However, the travel speed on NE 13th Street is 35
MPH which if plotted indicates the warrant would not be met. It is also noted that the
queuing analysis for the westbound left turn movement has confirmed that up to one
vehicle may queue to make a left turn resulting in a LOS "A’ condition. Considering these
factors adding a westbound left turn lane on NE 13th Street is not proposed in conjunction
with the development.

e Based on the findings of the traffic analysis no off-site improvements to the
transportation system are recommended.

e The City of Vancouver’s intersections that are identified for future improvements are
detailed in the traffic study in Table 4. The table includes the number of peak hour site
trips that will impact the locations, cost per trip, and the proportionate share fee equating
to $153,050.

e The development at full build out will create an additional 2,281 new trips, with 60 net
AM peak hour trips and 81 net PM peak hour trips.

Sewer and Water

The site will be served by the City of Camas for public sewer service. There is an existing 4”
pressure sewer main located in the west half of NE Friberg-Strunk Street. A 4” pressure sewer
lateral was stubbed to the site from NE Friberg-Strunk Street. A private STEP sewer system is
required for this site.

City of Camas will provide public water service. There in an existing 12” water main located
in NE Friberg-Strunk Street with an existing 8 water main to the site at the SE corner of the
site. The development will extend the existing 8” water main to serve the site.

Stormwater and Erosion Control

Stormwater runoff from pollution generating surfaces is proposed to be treated using filter
cartridges and then routed to an underground detention facility. Infiltration was deemed
infeasible by the geotechnical engineer, so discharge from the site will be routed to an existing
drainage ditch on the north side of the site.

A preliminary stormwater plan has been submitted with this application. The preliminary

technical information report (TIR) has also been submitted with this application which better
explains the stormwater system and how it meets the applicable code.

PLS Engineering 6 13" Street
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Garbage and Recycling:
The location of onsite garbage and recycling receptacles is shown on the preliminary site plan.

Impact Fees:
This development will pay impact fees for traffic and fire.

System Development Charges:
Water and sewer system development charges will be paid by this development.

Fire:

Fire apparatus access is provided onsite with the proposed drive aisles. Permits for
underground storage tanks, fuel dispensing, sprinkler system and fire alarm system will be
required. One new fire hydrant is proposed onsite.

Title 18 - Zoning
18.05 — Zoning Districts

The site is designated as being within the BP (Business Park) zoning district, a commercial
district.

18.07 — Use Authorization
The applicant proposes a gas/fuel station with mini market, which is a permitted uses in the
BP zone. Development in this zone is noted as needing to comply with Design Review under
CMC 18.19.

18.09 — Density and Dimensions
Density standards are not applicable for this zone/use. The following standards apply to this
development:

Table 1 — Density and Dimensions for Commercial and
Industrial Zones

BP Proposed
Max1m3$t;1/enlzlgé r((ii)welhng w/a w/a

Minimum lot area (square feet) 5 acre 0.97 acres
Minimum lot width (feet) 100 131°
Minimum lot depth (feet) 100 328’
Maximum building lot coverage 50% 20%
Maximum building height (feet) None 28’
Minimum front yard 15° 15
Minimum side yard 15° 15’
Minimum rear yard 50° 50°

PLS Engineering 7 13" Street
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The development will comply with the above standards.

18.11 — Parking
CMC 18.11.130 requires that gas stations with mini markets provide 1 parking space per nozzle
plus 1 space per 250 sf of gross floor area. Car wash uses require 2 spaces per stall and 1 space
per 2 employees. The following parking calculations demonstrate what is required for this site:

4,100 sf mini market @ 1/250 sf = 17 spaces
8 nozzle gas station @ 1/nozzle = 8 spaces
1 stall carwash w/2 employees (@ 2/stall + %> employees = 3 spaces
Total = 28 spaces
Excluding gas fill-up stalls = 20 spaces

This development proposes a total of 20 parking spaces, all standard size, plus 8 gas fill-up
stalls. Of the 20 standard spaces 1 will be ADA compliant, 2 will have electric vehicle charging
infrastructure at the time of development and 2 are designated as future electric vehicle
charging spaces.

The design of the site limits any vehicle from having to back out into public right-of-way.

18.13 — Landscaping
A Tree Survey has been submitted with this application providing an inventory of existing
trees. A Landscape, Tree and Vegetation Plan has been submitted with this application
showing proposed landscaping, and all onsite trees proposed to be retained or removed.

A 20-unit/acre tree density per net acre has been incorporated into the site plan. The tree density
is met by providing street trees, and plantings withing the proposed tract areas. The proposed
and adjacent uses are residential or open space, so specific landscape buffers are not required.

Landscape buffers have been provided as follows:

North: 5° -L2

West: 10°—L3
South: 5°-12
East: 10’ -1L3

The pre-application conference report states that the drive-thru car wash should be screened to
a 10’- L3 buffer standard. This would require a 10’ — L3 buffer along the east as well as a
portion of the north property line. This is not a code requirement, rather a design review
recommendation from previous projects. It is not possible to provide the 10’ buffer due to the
constraints of the parcel. The lot is narrow; after right-of-way dedication the remaining lot
width is approximately 124°. A 10’ — L3 buffer is provided along NW Friberg-Strunk Street,
as the lot is quite deep and there is room for the additional buffer. Along NE 13" Streeta 5’ —
L2 buffer has been shown. It should be noted that the drive-thru for the car wash will generate
significantly less traffic than a drive-thru for fast food. In addition, the car wash will generate
fewer trips than the traffic utilizing the site for the gas station or the mini mart. From a trip

PLS Engineering 8 13" Street
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generation/screening standpoint it does not seem that additional screening is necessary for this
type of a drive-thru. A deviation request is not submitted for this item because the project does
meet written code. The applicant hopes that the City will work with us to find a compromise.

Street trees will be provided along NE 13™ Street. NW Friberg-Strunk Street is already built to
the required standards with street trees; no street trees along NW Friberg-Strunk Street are
proposed.

18.15 — Signs
No signs are proposed with this project at this time.

18.17 — Supplemental Development Standards
This lot is a corner lot, therefore a vision clearance area of 15° x 15’ is required.

18.19 — Design Review
Per CMC 18.19.020 Design Review is required for new developments in commercial zones.
The applicant has designed the site to provide:
e Parking areas placed towards the interior of the site and screened with
landscaping.
e The drive-thru is screened heavily with landscape.
e The design of the site has kept development away from the existing home to the
west.
e The proposed building is designed to be built right on the setback line in order to
define the streetscape. Blank walls have been avoided.
e Outdoor lighting will be directed so as not to impact adjacent properties and
streets.

18.18 — Site Plan Review
This proposal is subject to a Type II Site Plan Review. All applicable content has been
submitted for a complete application. The following criteria must be addressed in order for
the site plan to be approved:

o Compatibility with the City’s comprehensive plan

Response: This project encourages economic development in an area designated as Business
Park, which is considered Employment Land.

o Compliance with all applicable design and development standards

Response: As evidenced in this narrative, and associated plans, the proposed development
complies with all applicable codes and development standards.

e Availability and accessibility of adequate public services

PLS Engineering 9 13" Street
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Response: Public water and sewer are available adjacent to the site in public right-of-way.
Garbage and recycling services are available in the area. Emergency services such as fire,
medical and police also are available in the area. This development will not impact schools or
parks.

e Adequate provisions are made for other public and private services and utilities,
parks, and trails

Response: This development will pay impact fees for traffic and fire, as well as system
development charges for water and sewer. This development will not impact schools or parks
as it is commercial in nature. There are no trails in the vicinity of the site to connect to. Garbage
and recycling service will be paid for by the owner of the site.

e Adequate provisions are made for maintenance of public utilities

Response: Provisions have been made to provide for the maintenance of public utilities by
paying impact fees and system development charges.

o All relevant statutory codes, regulations, ordinance, and compliance with the same

Response: This narrative and the associated plans and reports address all relevant statutory
codes, regulations, ordinance and demonstrate compliance with the applicable codes.

18.55 — Administration and Procedures
This project is subject to a Type II process for Site Plan Review. The application will be subject
to the development approval and application timelines of this chapter.

A preapplication meeting is required per CMC 18.55.060. A preapplication conference was
held on July 28™, 2022 and a land use application was not submitted within 180 days. The
applicant met City staff to review changes made to the layout. Emails with Yvette Sennewold
confirm that this meeting acted as a 2™ pre-application conference and no further conference
or waiver would be required.

The applicant has submitted the required documents and information as required CMC
18.55.110.

PLS Engineering 10 13" Street
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CLARK COUNTY WASHINGTON www.clark.wa.gov
PUBLIC HEALTH 1601 E Fourth Plain Blvd, Bldg |7
PO Box 9825

Vancouver, WA 98666-8825
564.397.8000

August 23, 2023

Travis Johnson

PLS Engineering

604 W. Evergreen Blvd.
Vancouver, WA 98660

RE: Conditional Development Review Evaluation Approval for the “13" Street Site Plan” Development located at 20101
NE 13" St. in Camas, WA 98607 (SR0063672; APN 176148000; PA22-32)

***Einal Approval Required by Clark County Public Health***

The Development Review Evaluation for which you applied has been completed by Clark County Public Health (CCPH).
This evaluation is limited to the area of the proposed development.

Public sewer service is proposed and required for this development. The presence of an on-site sewage system (OSS)

is indicated within County records and was confirmed by the current resident of the parcel during a 8/23/23 field
evaluation:

e 20101 NE 13" St., APN 176148000 — Operational OSS (ON0018388), tank located east of existing residence
consistent with as-built drawing within County records

Additional OSS components may exist at the site. This OSS and any OSS tanks or drywells discovered during
development must be properly abandoned per CCC 24.17.210, with written notice provided to CCPH and Online RME
Pumper Reports or receipts attached. Abandoned OSS locations must be marked on the final development site plan. The
proposed development must be served by public sewer.

Water ms (WAC 173-160, WAC 246-2 40,370, RCW 58.17):

Public water service is proposed and required for this project. The presence of an existing drinking water well is indicated
within County records and was observed in the field by CCPH staff during a 8/23/23 field evaluation:

e 20101 NE 13 St., APN 176148000 — Operational water well (WP0002883) located west of existing residence
as shown on OSS as-built drawing within County records

Additional water wells may exist at the site. This water well and any water wells discovered during development must be
legally decommissioned by a licensed well driller per WAC 173-160-381, with written notice provided to CCPH and
decommissioning well logs attached. Decommissioned well locations must be marked on the final development site plan.
The proposed development must be served by public water.

If you have any questions concerning this letter, please contact me at (564) 397-7373.

Sincerely,

Salvador Savadior Fobb-Chavez
Date: 2023.08.23

Robb-Chavez 123?0:05 -07'00°

Salvador Robb-Chavez

Environmental Health Specialist I

Cc: Taz Khan, PAK USA Camas LLC; Yvette Sennewald, City of Camas Community Development Department 35
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Community Development

City of /{‘5—-_\ 616 NE Fourth Avenue » Camas, WA 98607
(360) 817-1568
http://www.cityofcamas.us

WASHINGTON

SEPA ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST
UPDATED 2016

Purpose of checklist:

Governmental agencies use this checklist to help determine whether the environmental impacts of your
proposal are significant. This information is also helpful to determine if available avoidance, minimization
or compensatory mitigation measures will address the probable significant impacts or if an environmental
impact statement will be prepared to further analyze the proposal.

Instructions for applicants:

This environmental checklist asks you to describe some basic information about your proposal. Please
answer each question accurately and carefully, to the best of your knowledge. You may need to consult
with an agency specialist or private consultant for some questions. You may use “not applicable” or
"does not apply" only when you can explain why it does not apply and not when the answer is unknown.
You may also attach or incorporate by reference additional studies reports. Complete and accurate
answers to these questions often avoid delays with the SEPA process as well as later in the decision-
making process.

The checklist questions apply to all parts of your proposal, even if you plan to do them over a period of
time or on different parcels of land. Attach any additional information that will help describe your proposal
or its environmental effects. The agency to which you submit this checklist may ask you to explain your
answers or provide additional information reasonably related to determining if there may be significant
adverse impact.

Instructions for Lead Agencies:

Please adjust the format of this template as needed. Additional information may be necessary to
evaluate the existing environment, all interrelated aspects of the proposal and an analysis of adverse
impacts. The checklist is considered the first but not necessarily the only source of information neededto
make an adequate threshold determination. Once a threshold determination is made, the lead agency is
responsible for the completeness and accuracy of the checklist and other supporting documents.

Use of checklist for nonproject proposals: [help]

For nonproject proposals (such as ordinances, regulations, plans and programs), complete the applicable
parts of sections A and B plus the SUPPLEMENTAL SHEET FOR NONPROJECT ACTIONS (part D). Please
completely answer all questions that apply and note that the words "project," "applicant,” and "property or
site" should be read as "proposal,” "proponent," and "affected geographic area," respectively. The lead
agency may exclude (for non-projects) questions in Part B - Environmental Elements —that do not
contribute meaningfully to the analysis of the proposal.

A. Background [help]

1. Name of proposed project, if applicable: [help]

36
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13t Street Site Plan
2. Name of applicant: [help]

Taz Khan

3. Address and phone number of applicant and contact person: [help]

3993 NW Currawong Court
Camas, WA 98607

4. Date checklist prepared: [help]

August 23, 2023

5. Agency requesting checklist: [help]

City of Camas

6. Proposed timing or schedule (including phasing, if applicable): [help]

Development is expected to start at the time of final construction drawing approval, likely in
early 2024. No phasing is proposed.

7. Do you have any plans for future additions, expansion, or further activity related to or connected with this
proposal? If yes, explain. [help]

No, not at this time.

8. List any environmental information you know about that has been prepared, or willbe prepared, directly
related to this proposal. [help]

SEPA Checklist, Archaeological Predetermination, Geotechnical Report, Critical Areas
Report

9. Do you know whether applications are pending for governmental approvals of other proposals directly
affecting the property covered by your proposal? If yes, explain. [help]

No, there are no known government approvals pending related to this property.
10. List any government approvals or permits that will be needed for your proposal, if known.

e Preliminary Type Il Site Plan

Public notification and staff report publications
Final engineering plan review and approval
Final Site Plan Approval

SEPA

SWWPPP

37

SEPA Environmental checklist (WAC 197-11-960) July 2016 Page 3 of 16




Exhibit 7 APPEAL24-1001

11. Give brief, complete description of your proposal, including the proposed uses and the size of the
project and site. There are several questions later in this checklist that ask you to describe certain aspects
of your proposal. You do not need to repeat those answers on this page. (Lead agencies may modify this
form to include additional specific information on project description.) [help]

The applicant proposes to construct a 4,100 sf convenience store with gas pumps and a
drive through car wash. The site is zoned BP, Business Park, and is 0.97 acres in size.

12. Location of the proposal. Give sufficient information for a person to understand the precise location of
your proposed project, including a street address, if any, and section, township, and range, if known. If a
proposal would occur over a range of area, provide the range or boundaries of the site(s). Provide a legal
description, site plan, vicinity map, and topographic map, if reasonably available. While you should submit
any plans required by the agency, you are not required to duplicate maps or detailed plans submitted with
any permit applications related to this checklist. [help]

The site is located at 20101 NE 13t Street, Camas, WA 98607, in the NW ¥ of Section 29,
Township 2 North, Range 3 East of the Willamette Meridian. The site is comprised of tax lot
176148000. See the proposed development plans for a preliminary site plan, grading plan,
vicinity map and topographical data.

B. ENVIRONMENTAL ELEMENTS [help]

1. Earth [help]
a. General description of the site: [help]

(circle oneolling, hilly, steep slopes, mountainous, other

b. What is the steepest slope on the site (approximate percent slope)?

5% per Clark County GIS data
c. What general types of soils are found on the site (for example, clay, sand, gravel, peat,
muck)? If you know the classification of agricultural
soils, specify them and note any agricultural land of long-term commercial significance and whether the
proposal results in removing any of these soils. [help]

This site has the following soils onsite per Clark County GIS data:

WrB — Wind River Gravelly Loam, 0-8% slopes
CvA — Cove Silty Loam, 0-3% slopes

It is unknown if these soils are classified as agricultural or if the site contains prime farmland.

d. Are there surface indications or history of unstable soils in the immediate vicinity? If so,
describe. [help]

There are no known surface indications or history of unstable soils in the immediate area.

e. Describe the purpose, type, total area, and approximate quantities and total affected areaof any filling,
excavation, and grading proposed. Indicate source of fill. [help]
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There will be grading for the construction of drive aisles, the installation of utilities, and the
preparation of the site for the future convenience store, car wash and gas pumps. Surplus
material may be required to be hauled from the site to an approved dump site or offsite fill
may be required. Quantities and source are unknown at this time.

f. Could erosion occur as a result of clearing, construction, or use? If so, generally describe. [help]

Standard erosion control measures will be followed during grading construction on the site. A
final erosion control plan will be reviewed and approved by City of Camas.

g. About what percent of the site will be covered with impervious surfaces after project construction (for
example, asphalt or buildings)? [help]

Approximately 80%

h. Proposed measures to reduce or control erosion, or other impacts to the earth, if any: [help]

Proposed measures to reduce and control erosion include providing an erosion control plan
for review and approval prior to starting construction on the site and following the conditions
of the approved grading and erosion control plan during all phases of construction.

2. Air [help]

a. What types of emissions to the air would result from the proposal during construction, operation, and
maintenance when the project is completed? If any, generally describe and give approximate quantities
if known. [help]

Construction equipment emissions and dust on the short term. Long-term emissions will be
produced by automobile traffic and normal commercial/retail uses as well as possible vapor
from the gas tanks.

b. Are there any off-site sources of emissions or odor that may affect your proposal? If so, generally
describe. [help]

There are no known off-site sources of emissions or odor that may affect the proposal.
c. Proposed measures to reduce or control emissions or other impacts to air, if any: [help]

Dust from construction can be mitigated by sprinkling the site with water during construction
as needed. Stage 2 vapor recovery systems will be included in the gas storage tanks and
delivery systems.

3. Water [help]
a. Surface Water:
1) Is there any surface water body on or in the immediate vicinity of the site (including year-round and
seasonal streams, saltwater, lakes, ponds, wetlands)? If yes, describe type and provide names. If
appropriate, state what stream or river it flows into. [help]

There is a wetland to the south of the site that has permits to be filled for the proposed
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Lacamas Tech Business Park. There are no other surface water bodies or wetlands within
the immediate vicinity of the site.

2) Will the project require any work over, in, or adjacent to (within 200 feet) the described waters? If
yes, please describe and attach available plans. [help]

No, there is no work that will take place within 200’ of any water bodies.

3) Estimate the amount of fill and dredge material that would be placed in or removed from surface
water or wetlands and indicate the area of the site that would be affected. Indicate the source of fill
material. [help]

Not applicable — there are no wetlands onsite.

4) Will the proposal require surface water withdrawals or diversions? Give general
description, purpose, and approximate quantities if known. [help]

The proposal will not require surface water withdrawals or diversions.
5) Does the proposal lie within a 100-year floodplain? If so, note location on the site plan. [help]

No, the site does not lie within a 100-year floodplain.

6) Does the proposal involve any discharges of waste materials to surface waters? If so, describe the
type of waste and anticipated volume of discharge. [help]

No, there will be no discharge of waste material to surface waters.

b. Ground Water:
1) Will groundwater be withdrawn from a well for drinking water or other purposes? If so, give a general
description of the well, proposed uses and approximate quantities withdrawn from the well. Will water
be discharged to groundwater? Give general description, purpose, and approximate quantities if

known. [help]

No ground water will be withdrawn with this proposal. Stormwater from pollution generating
surfaces will be treated prior to being routed to an existing roadside ditch.

2) Describe waste material that will be discharged into the ground from septic tanks or other sources, if
any (for example: Domestic sewage; industrial, containing the following chemicals. . . ; agricultural;
etc.). Describe the general size of the system, the number of such systems, the number of houses to
be served (if applicable), or the number of animals or humans the system(s) are expected to serve.

[help]

No waste material is proposed to be discharged into the ground.

c. Water runoff (including stormwater):
1) Describe the source of runoff (including storm water) and method of collection and disposal, if any
(include quantities, if known). Where will this water flow? Will this water flow into other waters? If so,
describe. [help]

The main source of runoff is from stormwater. There will be runoff from impervious roof
area, drive aisles, parking areas, and landscaped areas. Onsite catch basins will connect
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to a pipe network that leads to an underground detention facility that will discharge to an
existing roadside ditch.

2) Could waste materials enter ground or surface waters? If so, generally describe. [help]

Yes, if waste materials were somehow released or dumped into surface runoff flows,
substances associated with the source material could enter ground or other surface waters.
There is no proposal to release waste material to the ground or to surface waters.

3) Does the proposal alter or otherwise affect drainage patterns in the vicinity of the site? If so, describe.

[help]

Not anticipated.

d. Proposed measures to reduce or control surface, ground, and runoff water, and drainage pattern impacts,
if any: [help]
Use of approved erosion control measures during all phases of development.

4. Plants [help]
a. Check the types of vegetation found on the site: [help]

deciduous tree: alder, maple, aspen, other: Oreqon white oak, ash, cottonwood, cherry
evergreen tree: fir, cedar, pine, other

shrubs

grass

_____pasture

____croporgrain

_____Orchards, vineyards or other permanent crops.

__wet soil plants: cattail, buttercup, bullrush, skunk cabbage, other

water plants: water lily, eelgrass, milfoil, other

x__other types of vegetation: blackberry

X
X
X
X

b. What kind and amount of vegetation will be removed or altered? [help]

Site vegetation will be stripped for site preparation. Trees beyond the property line are
proposed to be retained.

c. List threatened and endangered species known to be on or near the site. [help]

There is 1 priority habitat Oregon white oak onsite.

d. Proposed landscaping, use of native plants, or other measures to preserve or enhance vegetation on
the site, if any: [help]

Landscaping will be provided onsite in accordance with City of Camas requirements. One
Oregon white oak will be removed and mitigated at a 6:1 ratio.

e. List all noxious weeds and invasive species known to be on or near the site. [help]
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None known.

5. Animals [help]
a. List any birds and other animals which have been observed on or near the site or are known to be on
or near the site. [help]

Examples include:
birds: hawk, heron, eagle, songbirds, other: mammals: deer, bear, elk, beaver, other:
fish: bass, salmon, trout, herring, shellfish, other

Small mammals, such as mice, voles, and rabbits are located on and near the site. This site
is also in an area where larger mammals, such as raccoons, opossum, and mammals
indigenous to the Clark County area are sometimes located.

b. List any threatened and endangered species known to be on or near the site. [help]

There are no known threatened or endangered species on or near the site.

c. Is the site part of a migration route? If so, explain. help]

This site is part of the Pacific Flyway for migratory waterfowl.

d. Proposed measures to preserve or enhance wildlife, if any: [help]

The site will provide landscaped buffers and street trees.

e. List any invasive animal species known to be on or near the site. [help]

None known
6. Energy and Natural Resources [help]

a. What kinds of energy (electric, natural gas, oil, wood stove, solar) will be used to meet the completed
project's energy needs? Describe whether it will be used for heating, manufacturing, etc. [help]

The site will be served primarily by electricity.

b. Would your project affect the potential use of solar energy by adjacent properties? If so, generally
describe. [help]

No.

c. What kinds of energy conservation features are included in the plans of this proposal? List other
proposed measures to reduce or control energy impacts, if any: [help]

The convenience store and car wash will have energy efficient windows and will comply with
state building codes which includes conservation measures.

7. Environmental Health [help]
a. Are there any environmental health hazards, including exposure to toxic chemicals, risk
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of fire and explosion, spill, or hazardous waste, that could occur as a result of this proposal? If so,
describe. [help]

The gas station will store and dispense gasoline and diesel, which are flammable and could
spill.

1) Describe any known or possible contamination at the site from present or past uses. [help]

Utilizing the “What’s in My Neighborhood” section of DOE’s database shows that there
are no cleanup sites or known hazards within 0.5 miles of the site.

2) Describe existing hazardous chemicals/conditions that might affect project development and design.
This includes underground hazardous liquid and gas transmission pipelines located within the
project area and in the vicinity. [help]

There are no known existing hazardous chemicals/conditions that may affect the
development.

3) Describe any toxic or hazardous chemicals that might be stored, used, or produced during the
project's development or construction, or at any time during the operating life of the project. [help]

The site proposes a gas station; gas and diesel will be stored and used on the site after
development.

4) Describe special emergency services that might be required. [help]

No special emergency services outside those normally expected in a
commercial/business area are anticipated to be required in association with this
proposal.

5) Proposed measures to reduce or control environmental health hazards, if any: [help]

Emergency shut-off switches will be located inside of the convenience store and outside
at the gas pumps. Underground storage and pipes will be double-containment
construction with rupture protection. Underground tanks also include monitoring of the
inner walls for leaks. Oveffill protection, gravity return of undispensed product,
breakaway valves and stage 2 vapor recovery systems are also included in the storage
tanks and delivery systems.

b. Noise [help]
1) What types of noise exist in the area which may affect your project (for example:traffic, equipment,
operation, other)? [help]

Light traffic noise from surrounding areas/roads along with typical home and business use
noises. None of these will affect the proposal.

2) What types and levels of noise would be created by or associated with the project ona short-term or
a long-term basis (for example: traffic, construction, operation, other)? Indi- cate what hours noise would
come from the site. [help]
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Short term noises would include construction noises which would occur during approved
hours as mandated by City of Camas and Washington State. Long term noises could
include slight increase in traffic noise and vehicle noise at the site.

3) Proposed measures to reduce or control noise impacts, if any: [help]

Construction on the site will take place during normal working hours as allowed by the
City.

8. Land and Shoreline Use [help]

a. What is the current use of the site and adjacent properties? Will the proposal affect current land uses
on nearby or adjacent properties? If so, describe. [help]

The proposed site has an existing single-family residence and two outbuildings. To the
south is a developing business park. West of the site is a single family residence. To the

east of the site across NW Friberg-Strunk Street is land owned by Camas Meadows Golf
Club. To the north across NE 13 Street are single family homes.

b. Has the project site been used as working farmlands or working forest lands? If so, describe. How
much agricultural or forest land of long-term commercial significance will be converted to other uses as
a result of the proposal, if any? If resource lands have not been designated, how many acres in
farmland or forest land tax status will be converted to nonfarm or nonforest use? [help]

It is unknown whether the site has been used as working farmlands or forest lands. There
are not currently any agricultural or forest uses associated with the site.

1) Will the proposal affect or be affected by surrounding working farm or forest land normal business
operations, such as oversize equipment access, the application of pesticides, tilling, and harvesting?
If so, how: [help]

No, the proposal will not be affected by, nor will it affect, any surrounding working farm or
forest land business.

c. Describe any structures on the site. [help]
Single family residences and two outbuildings.

d. Will any structures be demolished? If so, what? [help]
All structures will be demolished.

e. What is the current zoning classification of the site? [help]

BP — Business Park

f. What is the current comprehensive plan designation of the site? [help]
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IND - Industrial

g. If applicable, what is the current shoreline master program designation of the site? [help]

The site does not lie within the shoreline master program.

h. Has any part of the site been classified as a critical area by the city or county? If so, specify. [help]
There is an Oregon white oak on site.
i. Approximately how many people would reside or work in the completed project? [help]
It is currently planned that approximately 2 people will work at this site at the time of full buildout.
j- Approximately how many people would the completed project displace? [help]
The removal of one single-family residence has the potential to displace up to 3 people.
k. Proposed measures to avoid or reduce displacement impacts, if any: [help]
There are no measures proposed to avoid or reduce displacement impacts.

L. Proposed measures to ensure the proposal is compatible with existing and projected land uses and
plans, if any: [help]

By complying with the zoning designation, the comprehensive plan, and the City of Camas
Development Code, the proposal will be compatible with the existing and projected land uses.

m. Proposed measures to reduce or control impacts to agricultural and forest lands of long-term
commercial significance, if any: [help]

No impacts are expected to agricultural or forest lands, therefore no measures are
proposed.

9. Housing [help]

a. Approximately how many units would be provided, if any? Indicate whether high, middle, or low-income
housing. [help]

Not applicable, no homes are proposed.

b. Approximately how many units, if any, would be eliminated? Indicate whether high, middle, or low-
income housing. [help]

One existing residence will be eliminated. The income level housing type is unknown.
c. Proposed measures to reduce or control housing impacts, if any: [help]

The applicant will pay all impact fees associated with the development at the time of building
permit.
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10. Aesthetics [help]
a. What is the tallest height of any proposed structure(s), not including antennas; what is the principal
exterior building material(s) proposed? [help]
All new construction will meet City of Camas building codes for commercial/business

development. Exterior building materials will include composite wood siding, fiber cement panels,
CMU, metal roofing and accents, and veneer stone. The tallest structure will not exceed 28’.

b. What views in the immediate vicinity would be altered or obstructed? [help]

The site will change from a large-lot single family residence to a commercial/retail
development with a convenience store, gas station and drive-through car wash.

c. Proposed measures to reduce or control aesthetic impacts, if any: [help]

The site will be landscaped as required by the City of Camas. The main roadway frontages will
be landscaped with trees per the City of Camas roadway standards.

11. Light and Glare [help]
a. What type of light or glare will the proposal produce? What time of day would itmainly occur? [help]

When the site is built out external illumination will be provided for the canopy/fueling area
and for perimeter lot lighting and parking areas.

b. Could light or glare from the finished project be a safety hazard or interfere with views? [help]

No, light or glare from the finished project will not be a safety hazard or interfere with views.

c. What existing off-site sources of light or glare may affect your proposal? [help]

There are existing off-site sources of light from adjacent homes and roads, but they will not
affect the proposal.

d. Proposed measures to reduce or control light and glare impacts, if any: [help]
Shielding of lights and streetlights will reduce light and glare impacts offsite.

12. Recreation [help]
a. What designated and informal recreational opportunities are in the immediate vicinity? [help]

Camas Meadows Golf Club is adjacent to the east. The Harmony Sports Complex is
approximately 7z mile to the west.

b. Would the proposed project displace any existing recreational uses? If so, describe. [help]

There will be no recreational uses displaced with this proposal.

c. Proposed measures to reduce or control impacts on recreation, including recreation opportunities to be
provided by the project or applicant, if any: [help]
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No impacts are proposed, therefore no measures to reduce or control impacts on recreation
are proposed.

13. Historic and cultural preservation [help]

a. Are there any buildings, structures, or sites, located on or near the site that are over 45years old listed
in or eligible for listing in national, state, or local preservation registers ? If so, specifically describe.

[help]

There are no structures recommended for listing in national, state or local preservation
registers per the Archaeological Predetermination.

b. Are there any landmarks, features, or other evidence of Indian or historic use or occupation? This may
include human burials or old cemeteries. Are there any material evidence, artifacts, or areas of cultural
importance on or near the site? Please list any professional studies conducted at the site to identify
such resources. [help]

Archaeological Services, LLC (ASCC) performed an onsite field investigation on August 17,
2023. No mention of landmarks, features or other evidence of Indian use or occupation are
mentioned. Several artifacts were found including pink glass fragments suspected to be
Depression Glass, a coin bank dated to 1926-1930, and a metal bolt. Based on these items,
along with the former structures that appear on site in historic photos, ASCC is recording the
debris scatter as a historic-area archaeological site and recommends a Cultural Resource
Survey Report prior to any ground disturbing activity.

c. Describe the methods used to assess the potential impacts to cultural and historic resources on or near
the project site. Examples include consultation with tribes and the department of archeology and
historic preservation, archaeological surveys, historic maps, GIS data, etc. [help]

The report utilized surface surveys and excavation of test pits, as well as reviewing historical
maps and records on file at the Washington State Department of Archaeology and Historic
Preservation.

d. Proposed measures to avoid, minimize, or compensate for loss, changes to, and disturbance
to resources. Please include plans for the above and any permits that may be required. [help]

Based on the findings of the Archaeological Predetermination, a Cultural Resources Study is
recommended prior to ground disturbing activity. If during the course of construction any
artifacts are discovered, all work will cease, and proper notification shall be given to City of
Camas and DAHP.

14. Transportation [help]

a. ldentify public streets and highways serving the site or affected geographic area and
describe proposed access to the existing street system. Show on site plans, if any. [help]

NE 13t Street and NW Friberg-Strunk Street abut the site to the north and west. A new driveway
off of NE 13t Street will provide access to the site.

b. Is the site or affected geographic area currently served by public transit? If so, generally
describe. If not, what is the approximate distance to the nearest transit stop? [help]
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C-tran does not operate in close proximity to the site. The nearest stop is 1.6 miles SE of the
site along SE 1924 Avenue at Mill Plain Blvd.

c. How many additional parking spaces would the completed project or non-project proposal
have? How many would the project or proposal eliminate? [help]

20 parking spaces, plus 8 gas fill-up spaces, will be provided with this development. The
project will eliminate approximately 2-4 parking spaces with the removal of the existing home.

d. Will the proposal require any new or improvements to existing roads, streets, pedestrian,
bicycle or state transportation facilities, not including driveways? If so, generally describe
(indicate whether public or private). [help]

Frontage improvements are proposed to bring NE 13" Street up to half-width roadway
standards. NW Friberg-Strunk Street is currently built out to standard.

e. Will the project or proposal use (or occur in the immediate vicinity of) water, rail, or air
transportation? If so, generally describe. [help].

No

f. How many vehicular trips per day would be generated by the completed project or proposal?
If known, indicate when peak volumes would occur and what percentage of the volume would
be trucks (such as commercial and nonpassenger vehicles). What data or transportation
models were used to make these estimates? [help]

It is anticipated that 2,281 new trips per day would be generated by the project. It is expected
that 60 trips will occur in the AM peak hour (7:00 — 9:00 AM) and 81 trips will occur in the PM
peak hour (4:00 — 6:00).

g. Will the proposal interfere with, affect or be affected by the movement of agricultural and
forest products on roads or streets in the area? If so, generally describe. [help]

Not anticipated
h. Proposed measures to reduce or control transportation impacts, if any: [help]
The applicant will pay transportation impact fees.

15. Public Services [help]
a. Would the project result in an increased need for public services (for example: fire protection,
police protection, public transit, health care, schools, other)? If so, generally describe. [help]

Yes. The completion of this development will increase the need for public services in the area.
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b. Proposed measures to reduce or control direct impacts on public services, if any. [help]

This project will pay impact fees for traffic at the time of building permit.

16. Utilities [help]
a. Circle utilities currently available at the site: [help]
electricity, natural gas, water, refuse service, telephone, sanitary sewer

b. Describe the utilities that are proposed for the project, the utility providing the service,
and the general construction activities on the site or in the immediate vicinity which might
be needed. [help]

e Electricity: Clark Public Utilities

o Water: City of Camas

e Telephone: Century Link, Comcast
e Sanitary Sewer: City of Camas

e Natural Gas: NW Natural
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DocusSign Envelope ID: DO04E804-B7B3-4EC5-BFD1-CEA2ACOABFC7

C. Signature [help]

Under the penalty of perjury, the above answers are true and complete to the best of my
knowledge. | understand that the lead agency is relying on them to make its decision.
\

Signature: N ,

Name of SignﬁFFWDEDFSb@&EF.Kndn

Position and Agenl%ylgqu(?zngization Managing Member Pak USA Camas, LLC
Date Submitted: 1%/
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Earth Engineering, Inc.

Geotechnical & Environmental Consultants

Taz Khan August 31st 2023
701 Columbia Street #109 (G26-0723

Vancouver, Washington 98660

Subject: Geotechnical Engineering Study
13th Street Gas Station, C-Store & Car Wash
NE 13th Street & NW Friberg-Strunk Street
Camas, Clark County, Washington
(Tax Lot No. 176148000)

Hello Taz,

We are pleased to submit our engincering report for the subject property located in Camas,
Washington. This report presents the results of our field exploration, selective laboratory tests, field
testing and engineering analyses.

Based on the results of this study, it is our opinion that construction of the proposed commercial
structures is feasible from a geotechnical standpoint, provided recommendations presented in this
report are included in the project design.

We appreciate the opportunity to have been of service to you and look forward to working with you
in the future. Should you have any questions about the content of this report, or if we can be of
further assistance, please call.

Respectfully Submitted,
Earth Engineering Inc.,

Donald J. Brunt? CEG
Engineering Geologist

PO Box 1512 e Ridgefield, WA 98642 e (360) 600-6518
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13th Street Gas Station G26-0723

NE 13th 5t., Camas, WA Page |
INTRODUCTION

General

This report presents the results of the geotechnical engineering study completed by Earth Engineering,
Inc. for the proposed gas station, convenience store and drive thru car wash located in Camas,
Washington. The general location of the site is shown on the Vicinity Map, Figure 1. At the time our
study was performed, the site and our exploratory locations are approximately as shown on the Site
Plan, Figure 2.

The purpose of this study was to explore subsurface conditions at the site and based on the
conditions encountered provide geotechnical recommendations for the proposed construction. In
addition this report includes infiltration testing for stormwater design and a seismic hazard
evaluation.

Project Description

Based on the information that was provided to us by the project civil engineer (PLS), it is our
understanding the site will be developed with a one story convenience store building that will provide
four thousand one-hundred (4100) square feet of floor space, a one thousand one-hundred and eighty
nine (1189) square foot drive thru car wash, a fuel pumping island, trash enclosure and an asphalt
paved access driveway with vehicle parking spaces. Construction will also include the installation of a
stormwater system and subsurface utilities.

Due to the relatively flat topography, it is anticipated that earthwork cuts and fills will be less than two
feet to achieve the desired design grade. The convenience store and car wash structures will be
constructed with a metal or wood frame and slab on grade floors.

Structural design loads were not available at the time this report was written. However, based on
our experience with similar projects, we anticipate that wall and column loads will be
approximately seven hundred and fifty (750) to one thousand five hundred (1500) pounds per lineal
foot (maximum dead plus live loads). Slab on grade loads will most likely range from one hundred
(100) to one hundred and fifty (150) pounds per square foot (psf).

If any of the above information is incorrect or changes, we should be consulted to review the
recommendations contained in this report. In any case, it is recommended that Earth Engineering, Inc.
perform a general review of the final design for the proposed construction.

SITE CONDITIONS

Surface

The rectangular shaped property encompasses approximately one acre. An existing single family
residence was located at the central west area of the property. The adjacent properties to the south
and west are moderately to heavily vegetated with single family homes on acreage.

NE 13th Street borders the north side and NW Friberg-Strunk Street.

Earth Engineering, Inc.
PO Box 1512, Ridgefield, WA 98642
(360) 600-6518
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The property is relatively level and slopes gently downward from the north to the south and
southeast with an overall elevation change of approximately five feet and a gradient that is less than
two percent (2%). The property has been landscaped with a manicured lawn as well as a variety of
trees and flowering bushes.

Subsurface & Soil Classification

For this study, the site was explored by excavating two test pits at the approximate locations shown on
the Site Plan, Figure 2. Infiltration testing was performed in both test pits. All soil was classified
following the Unified Soil Classification System (USCS). A USCS Legend is included as Plate Al. A
description of the field exploration methods is included in Appendix A.

In general, in our test pits we encountered very stiff to hard soil consisting of Silt (ML) and lean Clay
(CL) to the maximum exploration depth of ten and one half (10.5) feet below the existing ground
surface. Please refer to the test pit logs, Plates A-2 thru A-3, for a more detailed description of the
conditions encountered.

Groundwater

During the time of our field exploration (August 2023) groundwater was not encountered in any of
our test pits. It is important to note that groundwater conditions are not static; fluctuations may be
expected in the level and seepage flow depending on the season, amount of, surface water runoff,
and other factors. Generally, groundwater levels are higher and the seepage rate is greater in the
wetter winter months (typically October through May).

General Regional Geology

General information about geologic conditions and soil in the vicinity of the site was obtained by
reviewing the Geologic Map of Washington-Southwest Quadrant, Washington Division of Geology
and Earth Resources, (Geologic Map GM-34, 1987). This map provides general information about
geologic units in the Camas, Clark County, Washington area.

Our review of existing geological information indicates that soils in the vicinity of the subject site
were formed from alluvial deposits during the Quaternary Period. Outburst flood deposits from
glacial Lake Missoula deposited these sedimentary soils. The native material encountered in our test
pits consists predominantly of Silt.

LABORATORY TESTING

Laboratory tests were conducted on representative soil samples to verify or modify the field soil
classification of the units encountered, and to evaluate the general physical properties as well as the
engineering characteristics of the soils encountered. The following provides information about the
testing procedures performed on representative soil samples and the general condition of subsurface
soil conditions encountered:

Earth Engineering, Inc,
PO Box 1512, Ridgefield, WA 98642
(360) 600-6518
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» Moisture Content (ASTM-D2216-92) tests were performed on representative samples. The
native Silt has a moisture content that ranges from thirteen to forty three percent (13-43 %).
The native lean clay has a moisture content of thirty eight percent (38%)

In-Situ Soil Density (ASTM-D4564-93) utilizing the sleeve method was performed on
representative samples (o determine the wet and dry density of native soil. The in-situ
density provides a relative indication of soil support characteristics. The average wet density
of the native silt is one hundred and ten (110) pounds per cubic foot (pef). The average dry
density of this soil is ninety six (96) pcf.

Laboratory testing confirms that subsurface soil consists predominantly of Silt and lean Clay. These
types of soil are sensitive to changes in moisture content. Moisture sensitive soils are discussed in
more detail in the Site Preparation and Grading section of this report.

The results of laboratory tests performed on specific samples are provided at the appropriate sample
depth on the individual test pit logs. However, it is important to note that some variation of
subsurface conditions may exist. Our geotechnical recommendations are based on our interpretation
of these test results.

SEISMIC HAZARD EVALUATION

The following provides a seismic hazard evaluation for the proposed commercial building and fuel
island. Our evaluation is based on subsurface conditions encountered at the site during the time of
our geotechnical study and a review of applicable geologic maps (Washington State Department of
Natural Resources, Geologic Map of Washington-Southwest Quadrant, 1987) and the International
Building Code (IBC-2018) guidelines,

In general, supportive soil at the subject site consists of very stiff to hard Silt. The geologic map
indicates that no known active faults are located within one-mile of the subject site. Soils
encountered at the site are classified as a type “D” soil in accordance with “Seismic Design
Categories" (IBC 2018, Section 1803.5.12).

Liquefaction:

Structures are subject to damage from earthquakes due to direct and indirect action. Shaking
represents direct action. Indirect action is represented by foundation failures and is typified by
liquefaction. Liquefaction occurs when soil loses all shear strength for short periods of time during
an earthquake. Ground shaking of sufficient duration results in the loss of grain to grain contact as
well as a rapid increase in pore water pressure. This causes the soil to assume physical properties of
a fluid.

To have potential for liquefaction a soil must be loose, cohesion-less (generally sands and silts),
below the groundwater table, and must be subjected to sufficient magnitude and duration of ground
shaking. The effects of liquefaction may be large total settlement and/or large differential settlement
for structures with foundations in or above the liquefied soil. Based on the very stiff to hard soil
conditions encountered and the absence of a near surface groundwater table, it is not likely that soil
liquefaction would occur at the subject site during a seismic event.

Earth Engineering, Inc.
PO Box 1512, Ridgefield, WA 98642
(360) 600-6518
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DISCUSSION AND RECOMMENDATIONS

General

Based on the results of our study, it is our opinion the commercial project can be developed as
planned provided the geotechnical recommendations contained in this report are incorporated into
the final design. The proposed buildings (convenience store & car wash) as well as the fuel island
canopy can be supported on conventional shallow spread footings bearing ecither entirely on
competent native soil or compacted structural fill. Supporting the proposed buildings on
homogeneous material will significantly decrease the potential for differential settlement across the
foundation area.

This report has been prepared for specific application to this project only and in a manner consistent
with that level of care and skill ordinarily exercised by other members of the profession currently
practicing under similar conditions in this area for the exclusive use of Taz Khan and their represen-
tatives. This report, in its entirety, should be included in the project documents for information to the
contractor. No warranty, expressed or implied, is made.

Site Preparation and Grading

The site shall be stripped and cleared of all vegetation, organic matter and any other deleterious
material. Stripped material should not be mixed with any soils to be used as fill. Stripped soil could

potentially be used for topsoil at landscape areas after removing vegetation and screening out
organic matter.

Building and Driveway Areas:

After clearing and grading, the exposed sub-grade at building and pavement areas should be
compacted to a densc non-yiclding condition with suitable compaction equipment. This phase of
earthwork compaction shall be performed prior to the placement of structural fill, at the bottom of
all foundation excavations, interior and exterior concrete slabs, as well as the driveway-parking
areas, before the placement of base rock.

Structural Fill:

Structural fill is defined as any soil placed under buildings or any other load bearing-areas.
Structural fill placed under footings and slab on grade should be placed in thin horizontal lifts not
exceeding eight inches and compacted to a minimum ninety-five percent (95%) of its maximum dry
density (Modified Proctor ASTM D1557). The fill material should be placed within two to three
percent of the optimum moisture content.

Fill under pavements should also be placed in lifts approximately eight inches in thickness, and
compacted to a minimum of ninety percent (92%) of its maximum dry density (Modified Proctor
ASTM D1598), except for the top twelve (12) inches which should be compacted to ninety-five
percent (95%) of the maximum dry density,

Earth Engineering, Inc,
PO Box 1512, Ridgefield, WA 98642
(360) 600-6518
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We recommend that structural fill consist of a well graded granular material having a maximum size
of two inches and no more than five percent (5%) fines passing the #200 sieve, based on the % inch
fraction. It is recommended that any structural fill planned for onsite use, be submitted for approval
prior to import.

The placement and compaction of structural fill should be observed by a representative from our
office to verify that fill has been placed and compacted in accordance with the approved project
plans and specifications.

It should be noted that the depth of excavation to competent soil at foundation footings and floor
slab areas could be greater or less than anticipated depending on conditions encountered. Our test
pits provide general information about subsurface soil and groundwater conditions.

Wet Weather Construction & Moisture Sensitive Soils:

Field observations and laboratory testing indicates that soil encountered at the site consists of
moisture sensitive Silt and lean Clay. As such in an exposed condition moisture sensitive soil can
become disturbed during normal construction activity, especially when in a wet or saturated
condition. Once disturbed, in a wet condition, these soils will be unsuitable for support of
foundations, floor slabs and pavements.

Therefore, where soil is exposed and will support new construction, care must be taken not to
disturb their condition. If disturbed soil conditions develop, the affected soil must be removed and
replaced with structural fill. The depth of removal will be dependent on the depth of disturbance
developed during construction. Covering the excavated area with plastic and refraining from
excavation activities during rainfall will minimize the disturbance and decrease the potential
degradation of supportive soils.

Earthwork grading and foundation construction will be difficult during the wet winter and spring
seasons. Based on this condition we suggest that grading and foundation construction be completed
during the drier summer and fall seasons.

Foundations

Based on the encountered subsurface soil conditions, preliminary building design criteria, and
assuming compliance with the preceding Site Preparation and Grading section, the proposed
building may be supported on conventional shallow spread footings bearing entirely on six inches
of compacted granular structural fill.

Individual spread footings or continuous wall footings providing support for the proposed
commercial building and pump island canopy may be designed for a maximum allowable bearing
value of two -thousand (2000) pounds per square foot (psf).

Footings for a one level structure should be at least twelve (12) inches in width. Footings for a two-
level structure should be a minimum of fifteen (15) inches in width. In either case, all footings
should extend to a depth of at least eighteen (18) inches below the lowest adjacent finished sub
grade for lateral support and frost heave considerations.

Earth Engineering, Inc.
PO Box 1512, Ridgefield, WA 98642
(360) 600-6518
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These basic allowable bearing values are for dead plus live loads and may be increased one-third for
combined dead, live, wind, and seismic forces. It is estimated that total and differential footing
settlements for the relatively light building will be approximately one-half and one-quarter inches,
respectively.

Lateral loads can be resisted by friction between the foundation and the supporting sub grade or by
passive earth pressure acting on the buried portions of the foundation. For the latter, the foundations
must be poured “neat” against the existing soil or back filled with a compacted fill meeting the
requirements of structural fill.

e Passive Pressure =300 pef equivalent fluid weight

e Coefficient of Friction =0.40

We recommend that all footing excavations be observed by a representative of Earth Engineering,
Inc. prior to placing forms or rebar, to verify that sub grade support conditions are as anticipated in

this report, and/or provide modifications in the design as required.

Slab on Grade

The sub-grade for all concrete floor slab areas should be compacted to a dense non-yielding
condition prior to the placement of base rock. It is important to note that the existing sub-grade soil
may become too wet to re-compact due to weather conditions. If supportive soils become saturated
it may be necessary to remove the unsuitable material and replace it with imported granular
structural fill.

Interior floor slabs should be provided with a minimum of six inches of compacted granular
structural fill after compacting the sub-grade. In areas where moisture is undesirable, a vapor barrier
such as a 8-mil plastic membrane should be placed beneath the slab.

Temporary Excavations

The following information is provided solely as a service to our client. Under no circumstances
should this information be interpreted to mean that Farth Engineering Inc. is assuming
responsibility for construction site safety or the contractor’s activities; such responsibility is not
being implied and should not be inferred.

In no case should excavation slopes be greater than the limits specified in local, state and federal
safety regulations. Based on the information obtained from our field exploration and laboratory
testing, the site soils expected to be encountered in excavations, very stiff to hard Silt would be
classified as a Type "A" soil by OSHA guidelines.

Therefore, temporary excavations and cuts greater than four feet in height, should be sloped at an
inclination no steeper than 3/4H:1V (horizontal:vertical) for type "A" soils. If slopes of this
inclination, or flatter, cannot be constructed or if excavations greater than ten feet in depth are
required, temporary shoring will be necessary.,

Earth Engineering, Inc.
PO Box 1512, Ridgefield, WA 98642
(360) 600-6518
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Infiltration Testing

During August of 2023, infiltration testing was performed at two locations at four and one half and
six feet below the existing ground surface. The approximate location of the infiltration tests are
shown on the Site Plan, Figure 2.

Infiltration testing was conducted in general accordance with standard engineering practices The
Encased Falling Head Test consists of driving a fifteen (15) inch long, six-inch diameter pipe six
inches into the exposed ground surface at the bottom of the test pit. The pipe is filled with water as
the soil around the bottom and below the pipe is saturated for several hours. The pipe is filled again,
and the amount of time required for the water to fall, per inch, for six inches, is recorded. This step
is performed a minimum of three times. The test results are averaged and calculated in inches per
hour.

Testing yielded infiltration rates that ranged from 0.1 to 0.25 inches per hour. Based on these
infiltration rates and the very stiff to hard soil conditions encountered, it is our opinion on-site soil
is not conducive to infiltration. Alternative methods will need to be employed for stormwater
control.

Site Drainage

The site should be graded so that surface water is directed off the site. Water should not be allowed to
stand in any area where buildings or slabs are to be constructed. Loose surfaces should be sealed at the
end of each workday by compacting the surface to reduce the potential for moisture infiltration into the
soils. Final sitec grades should allow for drainage away from the building foundation. The ground
should be sloped at a gradient of three percent for a distance of at least ten feet away from the
buildings.

We recommend that a footing drain be installed around the perimeter of the building just below the
invert of the footing with a gradient sufficient to initiate flow. Under no circumstances should the roof
down spouts be connected to the footing drain system. We suggest that clean outs be installed at
several accessible locations to allow for the periodic maintenance of the footing drain system. Details
for the footing drain have been included on Figure 3, Typical Footing Drain Detail.

Utility Support and Back Fill

Based on the conditions encountered, the soil to be exposed by utility trenches should provide
adequate support for utilities. Utility trench backfill is a concern in reducing the potential for
settlement along utility alignments, particularly in pavement areas. It is also important that each
section of utility line be adequately supported in the bedding material. The back fill material should
be hand tamped to ensure support is provided around the pipe haunches.

Fill should be carefully placed and hand tamped to about twelve inches above the crown of the pipe
before any compaction equipment is used. The remainder of the trench back fill should be placed in
lifts having a loose thickness of ten inches.

Earth Engineering, Inc.
PO Box 1512, Ridgefield, WA 98642
(360) 600-6518
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A typical trench backfill section and compaction requirements for load supporting and non-load
supporting areas is presented on Figure 4, Utility Trench Backfill Detail. Trench back fill may
consist of imported granular fill provided the material is approved, placed and compacted near the
optimum moisture content.

Imported granular material or on-site soil to be used as backfill should be submitted to our
laboratory at least one week prior to construction so that we can provide a laboratory proctor for
field density testing. If native soil is planned for use as backfill, additional testing may be required
to determine the suitability of the material.

Pavements

The durability of pavements is related in part to the condition of the underlying sub grade. To
provide a properly prepared sub grade for pavements, we recommend the sub grade be treated and
prepared as described in the Site Preparation and Grading section of this report.

It is possible that some localized areas of soft, wet or unstable sub grade may still exist after this
process. Before placement of any base rock, the sub grade should be compacted with suitable
compaction equipment. Yiclding areas that are identified should be excavated to firm material and
replaced with compacted one and one quarter inch-minus clean-crushed rock. The following
pavement sections are recommended for the proposed pavement areas:

¢ Entrance Driveway & Truck Turnaround - Four inches of Asphalt Concrete (AC) over ten
inches of compacted Crushed Rock Base (CRB), over a geo-grid consisting of Tensar BX
1200 or equivalent.

e Parking Stalls for Automobiles - Three inches of Asphalt Concrete (AC) over eight inches of
compacted Crushed Rock Base (CRB) material.

The geo-grid should be placed directly on the sub grade surface of the driveway prior to placement
of base rock. Appropriate geo-textiles have been designed to increase the strength of the sub grade
and extend pavement life,

Asphaltic Cement (AC) and Crushed Rock Base (CRB) materials should conform to WSDOT
specifications. All base rock should be compacted to at least ninety-five percent (95 %) of the
ASTM DI1557-91 laboratory test standard.

We recommend that a minimum of eight inches of compacted CRB be placed below all exterior
slabs. Exterior concrete slabs that are subject to vehicle traffic loads should be at five inches in
thickness. It is also suggested that nominal reinforcement such as "6x6-10/10" welded wire mesh be
installed, near midpoint, in new exterior concrete slabs and paving.

ILarth Engineering, Inc.
PO Box 1512, Ridgefield, WA 98642
(360) 600-6518
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Additional Services & Earthwork Monitoring

Earth Engineering, Inc. will be available to provide consultation services related to review of the
final design to verify that the recommendations within our purview have been properly interpreted
and implemented in the approved construction plans and specifications. A representative from our
office will be available to attend a pre-construction meeting to discuss and/or clarify all
geotechnical issues related to the proposed project.

In addition, it is suggested that our office be retained to provide geotechnical services during
construction to observe compliance with the design concepts and project specifications and to allow
design changes in the event subsurface conditions differ from those anticipated. Our construction
services would include monitoring and documenting the following:

e Verify that site has been adequately stripped of organic materials.

e Observe the condition of exposed bearing soils at the building areas.

e Laboratory proctor tests for structural fill materials.

e Observe compaction and provide density testing of structural fill.

¢ Observe compaction and provide density testing of utility trench backfill.

e Provide footing inspection at the building & canopy footings to verity soil bearing capacity.
e Verify the installation of all building and site drainage elements.

LJ

Provide density testing of the asphalt driveway and parking areas.

LIMITATIONS

Our recommendations and conclusions are based on the site materials observed, sclective laboratory
testing, engineering analyses, the design information provided to Earth Engineering, Inc. and our
experience as well as engineering judgment. The conclusions and recommendations are professional
opinions derived in a manner consistent with that level of care and skill ordinarily exercised by
other members of the profession currently practicing under similar conditions in this area. No
warranty is expressed or implied.

The recommendations submitted in this report are based upon the data obtained from the test pits.
Soil and groundwater conditions may vary from those encountered. The nature and extent of
variations may not become evident until construction. If variations do appear, Earth Engineering,
Inc. should be requested to reevaluate the recommendations contained in this report and to modify
or verify them in writing prior to proceeding with the proposed construction.

Earth Engineering, Inc.
PO Box 1512, Ridgefield, WA 98642
(360) 600-6518
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SITE PLAN
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FIELD EXPLORATION

Our field exploration was performed on August 4th 2023. Subsurface conditions at the site were

explored by excavating two test pits. The test pits were excavated to a maximum depth of ten and

one half (10.5) feet below the existing ground surface. The test pits were excavated using a track-
hoe.

The test pits were located by pacing from property features. The locations are shown on the Site
Plan, Figure 2. Field exploration was monitored by an Earth Engineering, Inc. representative, who
classified the soils that we encountered and maintained a log of each test pit, obtained representative
samples, and observed pertinent site features. Representative soil samples were placed in closed
containers and returned to the laboratory for further examination and testing.

All samples were identified using the Standard Classification of Soils for Engineering Purposes
(ASTM D2487-93) in accordance with the Unified Soil Classification System (USCS), which is
presented on Plate A-1. The test pit log and boring logs are presented in Appendix A. The final log
represents our interpretations of the field logs and the results of the laboratory tests on field
samples.

PO Box 1512 e Ridgefield, WA 98642 e (360) 600-6518
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ELEVATION: +/- 239 feet
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ELEVATION: +/- 240 feet
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Section A - Project Overview

Section A.1 — Site Information

This project will comply with current City of Camas Standards for Stormwater and Erosion Control
per CMC Title 14. The Final Grading / Erosion Control / Drainage Plans have been prepared by the
project civil engineer, PLS Engineering, Inc. The site will be served by public sewer and water
provided by the City of Camas. This project phase proposes construction of 35 single-family
residential lots with associated structures, access, paved storage areas, sewer, water, and storm drain
connections. Access to the site is from NE 13 Street.

The physical address of the site is currently 20101 NE 13 Street, but the postal office may change
that prior to the completion of this project. The parcel serial number is 176148000. The property is
located in the Northwest quarter of Section 29, T2N, R3E of the Willamette Meridian. The property is
bordered by NE 13th Street on the north side, 1 acre single family lots to the West, NW Friburg-
Strunk Street to the East, and Business Park to the South. The cumulative property area contains a
total of 42,257 square feet (0.97 acres), with 1,832 square feet (.04 acres) of right of way dedication,
resulting in 40,425 square feet (0.93 acres) of developed area. This technical information report will
address the stormwater runoff associated with the construction which will take place.

The topography of the site is set below the bordering roadways by approximately 2’ and slightly
sloped from the high point at the NW corner of the site towards the SW and SE corners of the site.
Elevations range from approximately 249’ to 244°. Slopes are generally between 1% and 7%, while
the slopes at the edge of the Northern and Eastern boundary roads are around 33%. The site contains
a 1,600 square-foot house and a 150 square-foot shop. These structures are planned to be removed.
The remainder of the site is filled with grass, landscaping, and a variety of trees. There are potential
wetlands mapped on Clark County Maps South of the site. There is a White Oak located on the South
edge of the site. Otherwise, there are no known water courses, areas prone to flooding, floodplains,
shoreline areas, water bodies, unstable slopes, landslide hazard areas, habitat, critical areas, or historic
sites located on the site. Site drainage follows the slope of the land going from the NW corner to the
SE/SW corners. There are also some isolated low points on site. The site runoff currently flows to the
South, but that is clearly not the historical flow from the site. It appears that when NE 13 Street, and
NW Friburg-Strunk Street were created, they were raised above the property and effectively dammed
off the site. Historically, the flow from this site traveled to the NE towards Lacamas Creek.

Site runoff from PGIS surfaces will be routed to a to a cartridge vault for treatment. The treated
runoff and any other runoff not routed to the vault will flow to an underground detention system. The
detention system was modeled using WWHM software to discharge flows in compliance with the
SWMMWW. The detention system discharges to an existing MH in NE 13" Street where it will be
routed to a roadside ditch located on the North side of NE Goodwin road where it will eventually
reach Lacamas creek, returning the site flows to their historical flow path.

Existing frontage on NE 13" Street is currently flowing in two different directions. The North side of
the street is routed to the East where it eventually flows into Lacamas Creek. The South side of the
street is routed to the South where it is treated and discharged as part of a City road project. The
discharge appears to flow to a Wetland located East of NW Friberg-Strunk Street. The site discharge
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historically followed the flow path of the North side of the road and is being discharged to that storm
system. Consequently, this project has two TDA’s. Runoff from the South side of 13™ is identified as
TDA 1, and will only include the existing and proposed frontage improvements along 13", TDA 2
will include the roadway improvements on the North side of 13, as well as the site improvements.

Section B — Minimum Requirements

Section B.2 — Determination of Applicable Minimum Requirements

After site development, disturbed impervious surfaces will cover approximately 49,280 square feet,
resulting in more than 5,000 square foot of hard surface area. Consequently, this site must meet all
nine Minimum Requirements of the stormwater manual. The site area and the North side of 13" will
discharge to TDA 2, and the frontage improvements on the South side of 13" will discharge to TDA

1. The minimum requirements for the TDA’s will be different. The areas for each TDA are
summarized below. The stormwater system is designed to comply with all City requirements for
stormwater treatment and quantity control. The treatment regulations require treatment of 91% of the
total runoff volume from pollution generating impervious surfaces while the quantity control
regulations require that post-development discharges shall match pre-developed durations for the
range of pre-developed discharge rates from 50% of the 2-year peak flow up to the full 50-year peak

flow.

Total Site Area:

Existing hard surface 12,106 ft?
New hard surface 35,442 ft?
Replaced hard 7,566 ft?
Native vegetation converted to lawn or landscaping 9,829 ft?
Native vegetation converted to pasture 0 ft?
Total land-disturbing activity 1.21 acre
Pollution-generating hard surface 30,977 ft?
Pollution-generating pervious surface 0 ft?
New Pollution-generating hard surface 23,634 ft
Total pollution-generating surfaces 31,200 ft
Total non-pollution-generating surfaces 20,078 ft?
TDA 1:
Existing hard surface 7,566 ft*
New hard surface 3,091 ft?
Replaced hard 7,566 ft?
Native vegetation converted to lawn or landscaping 895 ft?
Native vegetation converted to pasture 0 ft?
Total land-disturbing activity 0.26 acre
Pollution-generating hard surface 8,875 ft?
Pollution-generating pervious surface 0 ft?
New Pollution-generating hard surface 1,532 f 2
Total pollution-generating surfaces 9,098 ft?
Total non-pollution-generating surfaces 895 ft?

13t Street Site Plan Preliminary TIR Narrative
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TDA 2:
Existing hard surface 4,540 ft?
New hard surface 32,351 ft?
Replaced hard 0 ft?
Native vegetation converted to lawn or landscaping 8,934 ft?
Native vegetation converted to pasture 0 ft?
Total land-disturbing activity 0.95 acre
Pollution-generating hard surface 22,102 fi?
Pollution-generating pervious surface 0 ft?
New Pollution-generating hard surface 22,102 fi?
Total pollution-generating surfaces 22,102 fi?
Total non-pollution-generating surfaces 19,183 ft?

MR #1) Preparation of Stormwater Site Plans
All Stormwater System designs meet City of Camas Requirements for conveyance, quality
control and quantity. See final construction documents for more details.

MR #2)  Construction Stormwater Pollution Prevention
A Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan is being included with this report and will be
onsite for the duration of the project’s construction.

MR #3)  Source Control of Pollution
See Section D

MR #4)  Preservation of Natural Drainage Systems and Outfalls
The historic flow path from the site was to the NE. The South side of 13™ was artificially
routed to away from the historic flow path and to the South. This flow path will remain
unchanged. The North side of 13™ is currently following the historic flow path to the NE
and will remain unchanged. The site runoff was dammed off by the roadways located
North and East of the site, and its historic flow path was changed to the South. This
project will restore the site to its historic flow path. This will maintain and preserve the
natural drainage systems.

MR #5) Onsite Stormwater Management
See Section E

MR #6) Runoff Treatment
See Section F

MR #7) Flow Control
See Section G

MR #8) Wetland Protection
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Clark County maps show the potential for a Wetland located South of the site. See
Appendix F for documentation showing that there are not any wetlands on the site.

MR #9)  Operations and Maintenance
See Appendix D

Section C - Soils Evaluation

The soils are mapped by the NRCS as Wind River gravelly loam (WrB) for the majority of the site, and
Cove silty clay loam (CwA) at the SW corner and Eastern edge of the site.

Earth Engineering Inc. investigated the site on August 4, 2023, and provided a Geotechnical report for
the site on August 31, 2023. The geotechnical investigation identified the subsurface soils on site as
hard silty clay soils. Consequently, the site was modeled assuming soil type SG4. The geotechnical
report has been included in Appendix C and a soil map is included in Appendix A.

Section D - Source Control

The pollution risks involved with this project mainly include the sediment accumulation involved with
construction. The Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan is a document that notes our certain Best
Management Practice's (BMP’s) that will help prevent sediment laden water from leaving the site
during construction. The Erosion Control Plan located in the final construction drawings will provide
protection measures involved with minimizing the chance that sediment from the site could enter
downstream waterways. The SWPPP is provided in Appendix E.

After construction is complete, this site will be a Gas Station, with special source control measures
required. The following Source Control BMPs should be implemented after construction to meet the
MR# 3 requirements:

* BMP S409: BMP’s for Fueling at Dedicated Stations.

* BMP S412: BMP’s for Loading and Unloading Areas of Liquid or Solid Materials.
e BMP S426: BMP’s for Spills of Oil and Hazardous Substances.

*  BMP S455: BMP’s for Spill Prevention and Cleanup.

13t Street Site Plan Preliminary TIR Narrative Page 5of 8 _.




Exhibit 9 APPEAL24-1001

Section E — On-site Stormwater Management BMPs

Minimum Requirement 5 requires the applicant to employ On-site Stormwater Management BMPs in
accordance with the following project thresholds, standards, and lists to infiltrate, disperse, and retain
stormwater runoff on-site to the maximum extent feasible without causing flooding or erosion impacts.
Based on section I-2.5.1 of the Western Washington Stormwater Manual the development is within the
UGA on a parcel that is less than 5 acres therefore Low Impact Development Performance Standards
and BMP T5.13; or List #2 will apply (applicant option). Due to negligible infiltration rates, this project
will apply List #2. If certain BMP’s are infeasible; infeasibility criteria per the 2019 Stormwater
Management Manual for Western Washington are also noted.

List #2:

Lawn and Landscape areas:

BMP T5.13 Post-Construction Soil Quality and Depth:

This requirement will be met during final design and shown on final construction drawings.

Roofs:

BMPT5.30A or T5.30B Full Dispersion:

There is insufficient area and length to provide a 100’ flow path to meet the requirements of full
dispersion while still maintaining sufficient spacing to prevent overlap.

BMPT5.14A or BMPT5.14B Rain Gardens and Bioretention:
The soil permeability factor above groundwater is less than 0.3 inches per. Because the site soils don’t
accommodate infiltration, this is not a feasible infiltration BMP as part of Minimum requirement #5.

BMPTS5.10C Downspout Dispersion Systems:
There is insufficient space to meet the required dispersion lengths and setbacks from the structures and
the property lines.

BMP T5.10D Perforated Stub-out Connections
There is insufficient space to meet the required setback of 10’ away from the structures and property
lines, and infiltration rates are less than 0.3 inches per hour.

Other Hard Surfaces:

BMPT5.30A or T5.30B Full Dispersion:

There is insufficient area and length to provide a 100’ flow path to meet the requirements of full
dispersion while still maintaining sufficient spacing to prevent overlap.

BMPTS5.15 Permeable Pavement:
Permeable pavement is insufficient due to soil infiltration above the groundwater table being less than
0.3 in/hr.

BMPTS5.14A or BMPT5.14B Rain Gardens and Bioretention:

The soil permeability factor above groundwater is less than 0.3 inches per hour. Because the site soils
don’t accommodate infiltration, this is not a feasible infiltration BMP as part of Minimum requirement
#5.
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BMPTS5.12 Sheet Flow Dispersion:
There is insufficient area and length to provide a 100’ flow path to meet the requirements of full
dispersion while still maintaining sufficient spacing to prevent overlap.

None of the List 2 requirements can be met by this project. Consequently, site stormwater runoff from
this project will be treated and detained prior to discharge as described in Sections F and G of this
report.

The following BMPs will be implemented to meet the MR# 5 requirements:

*  BMP T5.13: Post-Construction Soil Quality and Depth for lawn and landscaped areas.

* BMP D.2: Detention Tanks for runoff from the site.

* BMP V10.0: Manufactured Treatment Devices for runoff from the site.

e BMP T11.11: Coalescing Plate (CP) Separator for treatment of fuel station spills, mini-mart
grease, and car wash oils.

Section F — Runoff Treatment Analysis and Design

Treatment for the site will be accomplished with Contech treatment cartridges. Preliminary stormwater
analysis with a WWHM model (see appendix B) identifies the water quality storm event for the site as
0.1213. This volume includes roof, landscape, and frontage runoff, which will not all be treated as part
of the final design. The Contech sizing table below identifies treatment flow rates for different
cartridges. For example, the 18” ZPG cartridges will each treat 0.028 cfs. Based on this preliminary
analysis, there will be 5 or less 18” cartridges needed to treat the stormwater runoff from the site. Due
to elevation issues it might be necessary to use low drop cartridges which would result in 7 or less ZPG
cartridges. This site is very tight vertically, so the preliminary rim elevations and pipe IE’s were sent
to Contech who verified that their treatment cartridges will operate properly under the proposed
backwater conditions.

Table 1-Contech Sizing Chart

| 2 GPM/ft? | 1 GPM/ft? 1.67 GPM/ft?
StormFiIterl Flow (GPM) | Flow (CFS) Color l Flow (GPM) | Flow (CFS) Color Flow (GPM) | Flow (CFS) Color
LowDrop 10 0.022 | Gray [GRY) 5.00 0.011 Blue (BLU) 8.35 0.019 | Yellow (YLW)

18" 15 0.033 Black (BLK) 7.50 0.017 Blue (BLU) 12.53 0.028 Red (RED)
27" 22.5 0.05 Gold (GLD) 11.50 0.025 Pink (PNK) 18.79 0.042 White (WHT)
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Section G - Flow Control Analysis and Design
The stormwater quantity control system for this site has been designed based on the current stormwater
quantity control requirements of the City of Camas. The quantity control standards require that
stormwater discharges shall match developed discharge durations to pre-developed durations for the
range of pre-developed discharge rates from 50% of the 2-year peak flow up to the full 50-year peak
flow.
The runoff from this site will be detained in an underground detention facility. The preliminary design
assumes 6 x 136’ 24” CMP pipes placed in gravel. The gravel has a porosity of 0.40. Underground
storage was modelled in WWHM using a trench. In order to properly model the 24 CMP in the
underground storage, the porosity for the rock was calculated and averaged out to be 0.7326. The
WWHM model shows that it passed and meets the discharge requirements of the SWMMWW.

See Appendix B for calculations.

Section H — Wetland Protection

There are not any wetlands on the site. See appendix F.

Section | — Other Permits
The project will be required to obtain preliminary site plan approval, final site plan approval,
construction drawing approval, an NPDES construction stormwater permit, and building permit
approval prior to construction.

Section J — Conveyance Systems Analysis and Design

Conveyance will be provided with the Final TIR.

Section K — Special Reports and Studies

A Geotechnical Report for the site is included in Appendix C. A Critical Areas report and a Mitigation
plan are included in Appendix F. No other special studies are anticipated to be needed.

Section L —Operations and Maintenance Manual

The stormwater facility located on-site will be maintained by the site owner. An Operations and
Maintenance Manual is included as Appendix D of this report.
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Soils Map

Legend
| | Taxlots
[] soil Type

NE 13th 5t

NW Eriberg-Strunk St

Notes:

i

| |
@ 1: 2,400 0

This map was generated by Clark County's "MapsOnline"
website. Clark County does not warrant the accuracy, reliability

400.0Feet
or timeliness of any information on this map, and shall not be

400.0 0

WGS_1984_Web,_Mercator_Auxiliary_Sphere held liable for losses caused by using this information. T4

Clark County. WA, GIS - hitorfials.clarkwatov (i-e., parcel) boundaries cannot be used to determine thel g4
Y, . p:/igis. -wa.g location of property lines on the ground.




Exhibit 9 APPEAL24-1001

LOuNTY

Critical Areas Map

c

@

+ (
Ty

o g [ — '
x.?. e |
L ) |
AN |
Legend
| | Taxlots
T Species

V. Species A

% pecies Area

. Adjacent to Species Area
Habitat

x )

;\\‘ Habitat Area

. Adjacent to Habitat Area

L Sy =

e

Riparian Habitat
Severe Erosion Hazard Areas

Steep Slopes and Landslide H.
. Areas of Historic or Active Landslid:

Areas of Potential Instability

- Areas of Older Landslide Debris
. Slopes > 15%

. Slopes > 25%

Potential Wetlands Presence

Flood Zone Designation
- il—| Floodway

NE;13th 51

Floodway Fringe
500 Year Flood Area
! Area Not Studied

Shoreline Designations
Aquatic

i - Natural

. Urban Conservancy
Medium Intensity

. High Intensity
Rural Conservancy Residential

- Rural Conservancy Resource Land

Critical Aquifer Recharge Area

Notes:

— 1: 2,400 0

This map was generated by Clark County's "MapsOnline"
400.0 0 200.00 400.0Feet website. Clark County does not warrant the accuracy, reliability
—:—:I or timeliness of any information on this map, and shall not be
WGS_1984_Web_Mercator_Auxiliary_Sphere held liable for losses caused by using this information. T4

Clark County. WA, GIS - hitorfials.clarkwatov (i.e., parcel) boundaries cannot be used to determine the 85
Y, . p:/igis. -wa.g location of property lines on the ground.




Exhibit 9 APPEAL24-1001

l

OL A9 AAMHIATYE
ASI Ad dd14dvdad
DMS Ad dANODISHAd
VIN ‘A .
05 =.1 ‘H HIVOS

7€9¢ "ON 109lo1g

SUOISIAY

:10 dejN uiseq juowdoorapaid

UOJSUIYSBAA ‘Sewe)) JO A1) Y], U] pAIed0T UOISIAIpANS

ue[d IS 19918 YIE]

1s
vs

1s

_ 39dVvHOSIA ¢ VALl

e T

M

E]
1S
Vs
M
—gr—

1s
=

9

Qe __
vs
9
<] Z
e @

SA
b
=M
—=>

1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
m
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
_“
1
0 !
I | £
| !
1
3“_ ! 1a _“ AMAN
| | 'y ]
1 w '
1 19 1 - W
: m “_ m I
) 4 ! | UTI% ITMI_Cm VS —f
Il | ! ! i
i m i3 B
m | | | 1]
| A
1 ! ! A
_ | | 1% i I
m 1 | © “M 1
T ! ! L :
I “ | __‘ I _
-t Y 2N
1
T ! _ T3 | A~“
1 1 1 p
Wi | Sool e
_," ] i _ 17 i !
[ —o——H | m o3
= | | \
| - I
“ < ! o [ :
1 4 ' EHV | | I 3
_ ] h m ® “_ “_ \
_ - " [
- ] I
_ \lv“ _“M I 3 /
/A 1 1 :
] @ 1
“ ; | \
I 1 I _
I
I
I
I
1
“_
|
\
\
1

(810V £€6°0) 4S 2622 :8NS padojors(d
(8J0V +0°0) 4S 2€8°L :uoneoipag MOY
(8J0V /6°0) 4S /G2 '¢Y ‘ealy a)s Bunsixg
!SOILSILV1S 31IS p

OI4OLSIH-NON
D]
- G — A
N qﬁ‘ § DO -6-0- (D -O
%4___7 v 8 %

J949VHOSIA ¢ VAL OMHOLSIH-NON

L0986 VM ‘sewe) i/

1S H1€lL AN LOL0C 7~ 11

000-8¥19.L # [931ed !
:8$834AAv lls

3did 3DdVHOSIA | VAL

woo bussuibuss|d@wd

6159-16 (09¢) ‘Hd
09986 VM ‘1eAnoouep
PAIg usaibiond M 109 M 1
Jd ‘UOSUYO[ SIABIL| :10BJUOD !
Bulesuibug S1d
HFIANIONI TIAID - —

L0986 VW ‘sewe)

}o2l)S Uil 3N 20102 s . =
OT1sewed vysnded - == a o
. \\\ g . o —]
*43INMO R
1 K=

X
|
_

woo lewb@esnuyed |
£0986 VM ‘sewe)

UNnoH Buomen) AN £66€
uyey| ze|

:INVOI1ddV

3did 3DdVHOSIA ¢ VAl

d| ealy Juswyoieogng

auI uisegq
|aul7 00d

S310N TV™INIO

puaba uiseg abeuieiq

< =

01

0C = T °Te3S

0C

JTvOS Ol 1ON

dVIN ALINIDIA

dep uiseg juswdojanapisod ‘g
dey uiseg juswdojanapald |

Xapuj jedys

0C

prd X X X X x—X X X X X X X X X X X X X X
8/16°0 00°S8C TV po1sa.104 se p3|9pPOIA ealy 31S Sunsixg
SEVS0 v6 . ‘O adeoaspue alis
St0°0 9€'9¢6‘T jooy a1s
GE00°0 Q€ VST }|emapis aus
79500 TE6VY'C Aemannq aus

AMv 3/¥6°0 00°S8Z TV ealy gz val
ST60°0 7S'S86°S adeaspue agejuol
LELTO 98'G9S°‘L peoy adejuoi4
AHv 7S97°0 8€'TSSTT ealy T val
oJ4Je u“_._um
s|ei1ol val 8ix3

uojbulysepn) ‘sewe) Jo AlD
WM "3€Y 'NZL ‘62 uoioes Jo ¥ MN 8y} ul pajedoT]

ue[d 9IS 19308 YIE]



AutoCAD SHX Text
WV

AutoCAD SHX Text
WV

AutoCAD SHX Text
WV

AutoCAD SHX Text
WV

AutoCAD SHX Text
WV

AutoCAD SHX Text
T

AutoCAD SHX Text
ST

AutoCAD SHX Text
MB

AutoCAD SHX Text
TSB

AutoCAD SHX Text
TSB

AutoCAD SHX Text
CO

AutoCAD SHX Text
GV

AutoCAD SHX Text
GV

AutoCAD SHX Text
TSB

AutoCAD SHX Text
TSB

AutoCAD SHX Text
TSB

AutoCAD SHX Text
TSB

AutoCAD SHX Text
CO

AutoCAD SHX Text
GV

AutoCAD SHX Text
TP

AutoCAD SHX Text
WV

AutoCAD SHX Text
WM

AutoCAD SHX Text
WV

AutoCAD SHX Text
WV

AutoCAD SHX Text
GV

AutoCAD SHX Text
TSB

AutoCAD SHX Text
TSB

AutoCAD SHX Text
EM

AutoCAD SHX Text
SEPTIC

AutoCAD SHX Text
W

AutoCAD SHX Text
ST

AutoCAD SHX Text
H

AutoCAD SHX Text
Y

AutoCAD SHX Text
D

AutoCAD SHX Text
TP

AutoCAD SHX Text
JB

AutoCAD SHX Text
E

AutoCAD SHX Text
E


A

Exhibit 9 APPEAL24-1001

OL A9 AAMHIATYE
ASI Ad dd14dvdad
DMS A9 dANOISHAd
VIN ‘A .
0SS =.T ‘H HIVOS
7€9¢ "ON 109lo1g
(@)} W |-
a
<
[Ty
2}
i o
o)
=S
w2

UOJSUIYSBAA ‘Sewe)) JO A1) Y], U] pAIed0T UOISIAIpANS

ue[d IS 19918 YIE]

S'1d

DINREEINIDINE

:10,] dejq uiseq juowdo[oAd(q-150d

(810V £€6°0) 4S 2622 :8NS padojors(d
(8J0V +0°0) 4S 2€8°L :uoneoipag MOY
(8J0V /6°0) 4S /G2 '¢Y ‘ealy a)s Bunsixg
:SOILSILVLS 31IS

L0986 VM ‘sewe)
1S H1€lL 9N 10L0C
000-8¥19.L # [931ed
:8$834AAv lls

woo bussuibuss|d@wd
6159-16 (09¢) ‘Hd

09986 VM ‘1eAnodouep

PA|g udaibiang M\ 109

Jd ‘UOSUYO[ SIABIL| :10BJUOD
Bulesuibug S1d
“AIIANIONA TIAID

L0986 VW ‘sewe)
1°alS yiel IN £010¢
011 sewe)d VSN %ed

-43INMO

woo lewb@esnuyed |
£0986 VM ‘sewe)

UNnoH Buomen) AN £66€
uyey| ze|
:INVOI1ddV

|
\

1s
vs

vs

I

1s

1s
vs

1s

ki e iy ettty lelatntntnt ettt

— IS

Vo

%
4=

SA
9
N—— T — Wy

1S 1S 1S s
P Tt S o
SA SA
o

SA
9

o Npininininial Y Wtnintntnte

M

st

SA SA

=>

@

w===="4

SA

SA
#

-

1

i

}

1

1

1

1
b

& ST ST ST

— 3 —o—3—

3did 3DdVHOSIA | VAL

|
M
M_
nﬁ

3did 3DdVHOSIA ¢ VAl

S310N TV™INIO

a| eaJy uswyo1eoqgns

L INE R RE AW AR ROERTREE AT RNE T NNE TN RN TN TR ) MWF:ld C_wmwmm

N O OO O | O O 1 oul7 00d

puaba uiseg abeuieiq

JTvOS Ol 1ON

dVIN ALINIDIA

__ (gro-seweD)
V\QW &r- T

“

|

01 0¢

0C = T °Te3S

===

0¢

dep uiseg juswdojanapisod ‘g
dey uiseg juswdojanapald |

Xapuj jedys

X X X X X X x—X 3 X X X X X X X X %
0ETC'T 957C°0 - I8LT°0 0€£60°0 29TL0 |eloy
8L¥6°0 1S0C°0 - I8LT0 ¢LS0°0 /050 9IS € uiseg Z val
¢S92°0 S020°0 - - 89€0°0 680C°0 a3ejuol4 T uised T val

lelol adeaspuer piatd jooy MS peoy
(o40e) seauy uiseg
8E'9€8'CS 18'878°6 - SO'6SLL | 9T'6V0Y | 9E'66T°TE |eloy
00'SSC‘TY €0'7€6°8 - SO'6SL°L | 80°06¥CT | ¥8'TOT T 9IS € uiseg Z val
8€'TSSTT 8L'V68 - - 60'65ST | TS'L60'6 a3ejuol4 T uised T val
|elol adeaspue PIdK jJooy MS peoy uiseg

(1bs) seauy uiseg

uojbulysepn) ‘sewe) Jo AlD
WM "3€Y 'NZL ‘62 uoioes Jo ¥ MN 8y} ul pajedoT]

ue[d 9IS 19308 YIE]

Sl0

Sl0



AutoCAD SHX Text
WV

AutoCAD SHX Text
WV

AutoCAD SHX Text
WV

AutoCAD SHX Text
WV

AutoCAD SHX Text
WV

AutoCAD SHX Text
T

AutoCAD SHX Text
ST

AutoCAD SHX Text
MB

AutoCAD SHX Text
TSB

AutoCAD SHX Text
TSB

AutoCAD SHX Text
CO

AutoCAD SHX Text
GV

AutoCAD SHX Text
GV

AutoCAD SHX Text
TSB

AutoCAD SHX Text
TSB

AutoCAD SHX Text
TSB

AutoCAD SHX Text
TSB

AutoCAD SHX Text
CO

AutoCAD SHX Text
GV

AutoCAD SHX Text
TP

AutoCAD SHX Text
WV

AutoCAD SHX Text
WM

AutoCAD SHX Text
WV

AutoCAD SHX Text
WV

AutoCAD SHX Text
GV

AutoCAD SHX Text
TSB

AutoCAD SHX Text
TSB

AutoCAD SHX Text
EM

AutoCAD SHX Text
SEPTIC

AutoCAD SHX Text
W

AutoCAD SHX Text
ST

AutoCAD SHX Text
H

AutoCAD SHX Text
Y

AutoCAD SHX Text
D

AutoCAD SHX Text
TP

AutoCAD SHX Text
JB

AutoCAD SHX Text
E

AutoCAD SHX Text
E


Exhibit 9 APPEAL24-1001

APPENDIX B

Design Calculations and Modeling

88




Exhibit 9 APPEAL24-1001

Proposed TDA Totals Basin Areas (sqft)
sqft acre Basin Road SW Roof Field Landscape Total
Total D 52,836.38 1.2130 TDA 1 Basin 1 Frontage 9,097.51 1,559.09 - - 894.78 11,551.38
Road 31,199.36 0.7162 TDA 2 Basin 3 Site 22,101.84 2,490.08 7,759.05 - 8,934.03 41,285.00
Sidewalk 4,049.16 0.0930
Roof| 7,759.05 0.1781 Total 31,199.36 4,049.16 7,759.05 - 9,828.81 52,836.38
Landscape 9,828.81 0.2256
Basin Areas (acre)
Impervious Area 43,007.57 0.9873 Road SW Roof Field Landscape Total
Pervious Area 9,828.81 0.2256 TDA 1 Basin 1 Frontage 0.2089 0.0358 - - 0.0205 0.2652
Pollution Generating Impervious Surface Area (PGIS) 31,199.36 0.7162 TDA 2 Basin 3 Site 0.5074 0.0572 0.1781 - 0.2051 0.9478
TDA 1 11,551.38 0.2652 Total 0.7162 0.0930 0.1781 - 0.2256 1.2130
Road 9,097.51 0.2089
Sidewalk| 1,559.09 0.0358 WWHM Basin Treatment Flow Analysis (cfs)
Landscape 894.78 0.0205 wQ 2-yr 10-yr 25-yr 50-yr 100-yr
Total Site Treatment 0.1213 0.568841 0.844412 0.987932 1.097315 1.208959
TDA 1 New Impervious 3,090.74 0.0710
TDA 1 Replaced Impervious 7,565.86 0.1737
TDA 1 New PGIS 1,531.66 0.0352
TDA 1 Replaced PGIS 7,565.86 0.1737 Underground Storage Calculations
17' Wide x 2' Tall is 34.0000 SF
TDA 2 41,285.00 0.9478 6x24" CMP is 18.8496 SF
Road 22,101.84 0.5074 Rock Storage @ 40% Porocity 6.0602 SF
Sidewalk 2,490.08 0.0572 Total Storage 24.9097 SF
Roof 7,759.05 0.1781 Porocity Tweaked to match 73.26%
Landscape 8,934.03 0.2051 Facility Length 130.0000 LF
Total Facility Volume 4,420.0000 CF
TDA 2 New Impervious 32,350.97 0.7427 Facility Storage 3,238.2654 CF
TDA 2 Replaced Impervious

TDA 2 New PGIS 22,101.84 0.5074

TDA 2 Replaced PGIS

Extg TDA Totals

saft acre
TDA 1 Area 11,551.38 0.2652
Frontage Road 7,565.86 0.1737
Frontage Landscape 3,985.52 0.0915

TDA 2 Area 41,285.00 0.9478

Site Driveway| 2,449.31 0.0562
Site Sidewalk 154.38 0.0035
Site Roof| 1,936.36 0.0445

Site Landscape 36,744.94 0.8435

Existing Site Area Modeled as Forested 41,285.00 0.9478
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WWHM 2012

PROJECT REPORT




General Model Information
WWHM2012 Project Name: 13thPrelimStormAnalysis

Site Name: 13th Gas Station
Site Address:

City:

Report Date: 11/3/2023
Gage: Lacamas
Data Start: 1948/10/01
Data End: 2008/09/30
Timestep: 15 Minute
Precip Scale: 1.300
Version Date: 2023/01/27
Version: 4.2.19
POC Thresholds

Low Flow Threshold for POC1:
High Flow Threshold for POC1:

13thPrelimStormAnalysis

50 Percent of the 2 Year
50 Year

11/3/2023 3:47:59 PM
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Landuse Basin Data
Predeveloped Land Use

TDA 2 EXTG

Bypass: No
GroundWater: No
Pervious Land Use acre
SG4, Forest, Flat 0.9478
Pervious Total 0.9478
Impervious Land Use acre
Impervious Total 0
Basin Total 0.9478
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Mitigated Land Use
TDA 2 Basin 3 Site

Bypass: No
GroundWater: No
Pervious Land Use acre
SG4, Lawn, Flat 0.2051
Pervious Total 0.2051
Impervious Land Use acre
ROADS FLAT 0.5074
ROOF TOPS FLAT 0.1781
SIDEWALKS FLAT 0.0572
Impervious Total 0.7427
Basin Total 0.9478
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Routing Elements
Predeveloped Routing
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Mitigated Routing

Underground Detention

Bottom Length: 136.00 ft.
Bottom Width: 17.00 ft.
Trench bottom slope 1: 0To1l
Trench Left side slope O: 0Tol
Trench right side slope 2: 0To1l
Material thickness of first layer: 2
Pour Space of material for first layer: 0.7326
Material thickness of second layer: 0
Pour Space of material for second layer: 0
Material thickness of third layer: 0
Pour Space of material for third layer: 0
Discharge Structure
Riser Height: 2 ft.
Riser Diameter: 10 in.
Notch Type: Rectangular
Notch Width: 0.270 ft.
Notch Height: 0.400 ft.
Orifice 1 Diameter: 1.900 in. Elevation:0 ft.
Element Flows To:
Outlet 1 Outlet 2

Gravel Trench Bed Hydraulic Table
Stage(feet) Area(ac.) Volume(ac-ft.) Discharge(cfs) Infilt(cfs)
0.0000 0.053 0.000 0.000 0.000
0.0222 0.053 0.000 0.014 0.000
0.0444 0.053 0.001 0.020 0.000
0.0667 0.053 0.002 0.025 0.000
0.0889 0.053 0.003 0.029 0.000
0.1111 0.053 0.004 0.032 0.000
0.1333 0.053 0.005 0.035 0.000
0.1556 0.053 0.006 0.038 0.000
0.1778 0.053 0.006 0.041 0.000
0.2000 0.053 0.007 0.043 0.000
0.2222 0.053 0.008 0.046 0.000
0.2444 0.053 0.009 0.048 0.000
0.2667 0.053 0.010 0.050 0.000
0.2889 0.053 0.011 0.052 0.000
0.3111 0.053 0.012 0.054 0.000
0.3333 0.053 0.013 0.056 0.000
0.3556 0.053 0.013 0.058 0.000
0.3778 0.053 0.014 0.060 0.000
0.4000 0.053 0.015 0.062 0.000
0.4222 0.053 0.016 0.063 0.000
0.4444 0.053 0.017 0.065 0.000
0.4667 0.053 0.018 0.066 0.000
0.4889 0.053 0.019 0.068 0.000
0.5111 0.053 0.019 0.070 0.000
0.5333 0.053 0.020 0.071 0.000
0.5556 0.053 0.021 0.073 0.000
0.5778 0.053 0.022 0.074 0.000
0.6000 0.053 0.023 0.075 0.000
0.6222 0.053 0.024 0.077 0.000
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0.6444 0.053 0.025 0.078 0.000
0.6667 0.053 0.025 0.080 0.000
0.6889 0.053 0.026 0.081 0.000
0.7111 0.053 0.027 0.082 0.000
0.7333 0.053 0.028 0.083 0.000
0.7556 0.053 0.029 0.085 0.000
0.7778 0.053 0.030 0.086 0.000
0.8000 0.053 0.031 0.087 0.000
0.8222 0.053 0.032 0.088 0.000
0.8444 0.053 0.032 0.090 0.000
0.8667 0.053 0.033 0.091 0.000
0.8889 0.053 0.034 0.092 0.000
0.9111 0.053 0.035 0.093 0.000
0.9333 0.053 0.036 0.094 0.000
0.9556 0.053 0.037 0.095 0.000
0.9778 0.053 0.038 0.096 0.000
1.0000 0.053 0.038 0.098 0.000
1.0222 0.053 0.039 0.099 0.000
1.0444 0.053 0.040 0.100 0.000
1.0667 0.053 0.041 0.101 0.000
1.0889 0.053 0.042 0.102 0.000
1.1111 0.053 0.043 0.103 0.000
1.1333 0.053 0.044 0.104 0.000
1.1556 0.053 0.044 0.105 0.000
1.1778 0.053 0.045 0.106 0.000
1.2000 0.053 0.046 0.107 0.000
1.2222 0.053 0.047 0.108 0.000
1.2444 0.053 0.048 0.109 0.000
1.2667 0.053 0.049 0.110 0.000
1.2889 0.053 0.050 0.111 0.000
1.3111 0.053 0.051 0.112 0.000
1.3333 0.053 0.051 0.113 0.000
1.3556 0.053 0.052 0.114 0.000
1.3778 0.053 0.053 0.115 0.000
1.4000 0.053 0.054 0.115 0.000
1.4222 0.053 0.055 0.116 0.000
1.4444 0.053 0.056 0.117 0.000
1.4667 0.053 0.057 0.118 0.000
1.4889 0.053 0.057 0.119 0.000
1.5111 0.053 0.058 0.120 0.000
1.5333 0.053 0.059 0.121 0.000
1.5556 0.053 0.060 0.122 0.000
1.5778 0.053 0.061 0.123 0.000
1.6000 0.053 0.062 0.123 0.000
1.6222 0.053 0.063 0.127 0.000
1.6444 0.053 0.063 0.134 0.000
1.6667 0.053 0.064 0.141 0.000
1.6889 0.053 0.065 0.151 0.000
1.7111 0.053 0.066 0.161 0.000
1.7333 0.053 0.067 0.172 0.000
1.7556 0.053 0.068 0.185 0.000
1.7778 0.053 0.069 0.198 0.000
1.8000 0.053 0.070 0.211 0.000
1.8222 0.053 0.070 0.226 0.000
1.8444 0.053 0.071 0.241 0.000
1.8667 0.053 0.072 0.257 0.000
1.8889 0.053 0.073 0.274 0.000
1.9111 0.053 0.074 0.291 0.000
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1.9333 0.053 0.075 0.309 0.000
1.9556 0.053 0.076 0.327 0.000
1.9778 0.053 0.076 0.346 0.000
2.0000 0.053 0.077 0.366 0.000
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Analysis Results
POC 1

D57 §—

: . L s
045 |- [ 1. [ Ihw.ﬂ_.fﬁ ¥
f'f'-. | I_.rr*""w e,

034 |-

Flow {cfs)

FLOWW (cfs)

023

o1z

1065 1064 1063 1062 10641 1 10 100

Parcent Time Exceaeding

+ Predeveloped x Mitigated

Predeveloped Landuse Totals for POC #1

Total Pervious Area: 0.9478
Total Impervious Area: 0
Mitigated Landuse Totals for POC #1
Total Pervious Area: 0.2051
Total Impervious Area: 0.7427

Flow Frequency Method:  Log Pearson Type Il 17B
Flow Frequency Return Periods for Predeveloped. POC #1

Return Period Flow(cfs)
2 year 0.237792
5 year 0.372265
10 year 0.445639
25 year 0.520497
50 year 0.565063
100 year 0.601747
Flow Frequency Return Periods for Mitigated. POC #1
Return Period Flow(cfs)
2 year 0.143408
5 year 0.220762
10 year 0.285903
25 year 0.386617
50 year 0.47677
100 year 0.581482

Annual Peaks
Annual Peaks for Predeveloped and Mitigated. POC #1

Year Predeveloped Mitigated
1949 0.186 0.173
1950 0.243 0.118
1951 0.322 0.120
1952 0.189 0.184
1953 0.254 0.109
1954 0.354 0.113
1955 0.197 0.109
1956 0.387 0.374
1957 0.294 0.118
1958 0.218 0.302
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1959 0.127 0.091
1960 0.125 0.123
1961 0.349 0.196
1962 0.234 0.111
1963 0.260 0.119
1964 0.248 0.112
1965 0.222 0.175
1966 0.284 0.118
1967 0.248 0.116
1968 0.324 0.119
1969 0.264 0.461
1970 0.862 0.476
1971 0.136 0.100
1972 0.232 0.111
1973 0.231 0.133
1974 0.364 0.388
1975 0.198 0.109
1976 0.285 0.123
1977 0.008 0.094
1978 0.406 0.254
1979 0.275 0.215
1980 0.168 0.104
1981 0.386 0.293
1982 0.260 0.274
1983 0.432 0.172
1984 0.141 0.107
1985 0.109 0.138
1986 0.134 0.114
1987 0.234 0.137
1988 0.090 0.106
1989 0.098 0.105
1990 0.089 0.100
1991 0.253 0.111
1992 0.278 0.099
1993 0.327 0.255
1994 0.250 0.193
1995 0.207 0.299
1996 0.397 0.477
1997 0.459 0.376
1998 0.371 0.120
1999 0.278 0.198
2000 0.134 0.085
2001 0.077 0.082
2002 0.405 0.114
2003 0.319 0.139
2004 0.087 0.112
2005 0.131 0.111
2006 0.245 0.111
2007 0.121 0.228
2008 0.142 0.120

Ranked Annual Peaks
Ranked Annual Peaks for Predeveloped and Mitigated. POC #1

Rank Predeveloped Mitigated
1 0.8622 0.4771
2 0.4595 0.4763
3 0.4322 0.4607
4 0.4060 0.3879
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5 0.4054 0.3757
6 0.3967 0.3738
7 0.3870 0.3017
8 0.3860 0.2990
9 0.3714 0.2929
10 0.3637 0.2735
11 0.3544 0.2551
12 0.3485 0.2545
13 0.3270 0.2277
14 0.3237 0.2153
15 0.3216 0.1982
16 0.3187 0.1964
17 0.2943 0.1925
18 0.2848 0.1841
19 0.2841 0.1745
20 0.2782 0.1725
21 0.2776 0.1716
22 0.2748 0.1394
23 0.2638 0.1383
24 0.2598 0.1370
25 0.2598 0.1327
26 0.2543 0.1230
27 0.2529 0.1228
28 0.2500 0.1202
29 0.2480 0.1200
30 0.2476 0.1196
31 0.2446 0.1193
32 0.2435 0.1189
33 0.2343 0.1184
34 0.2338 0.1176
35 0.2319 0.1175
36 0.2309 0.1161
37 0.2223 0.1142
38 0.2183 0.1140
39 0.2075 0.1130
40 0.1982 0.1121
41 0.1973 0.1121
42 0.1885 0.1113
43 0.1857 0.1110
44 0.1681 0.1108
45 0.1421 0.1107
46 0.1410 0.1106
47 0.1364 0.1090
48 0.1344 0.1086
49 0.1343 0.1086
50 0.1308 0.1073
51 0.1269 0.1065
52 0.1254 0.1052
53 0.1211 0.1038
54 0.1087 0.1003
55 0.0983 0.0999
56 0.0905 0.0990
57 0.0892 0.0936
58 0.0875 0.0913
59 0.0775 0.0851
60 0.0078 0.0822
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Duration Flows
The Facility PASSED

Flow(cfs) Predev Mit Percentage Pass/Fail
0.1189 1055 983 93 Pass
0.1234 965 655 67 Pass
0.1279 904 571 63 Pass
0.1324 818 507 61 Pass
0.1369 757 463 61 Pass
0.1414 699 434 62 Pass
0.1459 647 404 62 Pass
0.1504 587 388 66 Pass
0.1549 549 364 66 Pass
0.1595 490 333 67 Pass
0.1640 458 319 69 Pass
0.1685 429 291 67 Pass
0.1730 410 278 67 Pass
0.1775 367 263 71 Pass
0.1820 342 250 73 Pass
0.1865 317 236 74 Pass
0.1910 298 222 74 Pass
0.1955 281 213 75 Pass
0.2000 265 199 75 Pass
0.2045 254 192 75 Pass
0.2090 238 180 75 Pass
0.2135 225 169 75 Pass
0.2180 201 153 76 Pass
0.2226 187 146 78 Pass
0.2271 175 135 77 Pass
0.2316 169 129 76 Pass
0.2361 145 122 84 Pass
0.2406 139 115 82 Pass
0.2451 126 100 79 Pass
0.2496 114 92 80 Pass
0.2541 104 89 85 Pass
0.2586 101 80 79 Pass
0.2631 95 74 77 Pass
0.2676 90 71 78 Pass
0.2721 85 66 77 Pass
0.2766 81 61 75 Pass
0.2811 71 57 80 Pass
0.2856 62 53 85 Pass
0.2902 59 49 83 Pass
0.2947 58 44 75 Pass
0.2992 56 42 75 Pass
0.3037 53 38 71 Pass
0.3082 52 35 67 Pass
0.3127 49 33 67 Pass
0.3172 45 33 73 Pass
0.3217 41 32 78 Pass
0.3262 36 31 86 Pass
0.3307 33 30 90 Pass
0.3352 30 29 96 Pass
0.3397 28 29 103 Pass
0.3442 27 25 92 Pass
0.3487 25 23 92 Pass
0.3532 24 23 95 Pass
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0.3578 22 18 81 Pass
0.3623 20 18 90 Pass
0.3668 16 17 106 Pass
0.3713 15 15 100 Pass
0.3758 14 11 78 Pass
0.3803 14 9 64 Pass
0.3848 14 9 64 Pass
0.3893 12 7 58 Pass
0.3938 11 7 63 Pass
0.3983 9 7 77 Pass
0.4028 9 6 66 Pass
0.4073 7 6 85 Pass
0.4118 7 6 85 Pass
0.4163 7 6 85 Pass
0.4208 7 6 85 Pass
0.4254 7 6 85 Pass
0.4299 7 6 85 Pass
0.4344 6 6 100 Pass
0.4389 6 6 100 Pass
0.4434 6 6 100 Pass
0.4479 6 6 100 Pass
0.4524 6 5 83 Pass
0.4569 6 5 83 Pass
0.4614 5 3 60 Pass
0.4659 5 3 60 Pass
0.4704 5 3 60 Pass
0.4749 5 3 60 Pass
0.4794 5 0 0 Pass
0.4839 5 0 0 Pass
0.4884 5 0 0 Pass
0.4930 5 0 0 Pass
0.4975 5 0 0 Pass
0.5020 4 0 0 Pass
0.5065 4 0 0 Pass
0.5110 4 0 0 Pass
0.5155 4 0 0 Pass
0.5200 4 0 0 Pass
0.5245 4 0 0 Pass
0.5290 4 0 0 Pass
0.5335 3 0 0 Pass
0.5380 3 0 0 Pass
0.5425 3 0 0 Pass
0.5470 3 0 0 Pass
0.5515 3 0 0 Pass
0.5560 3 0 0 Pass
0.5606 3 0 0 Pass
0.5651 3 0 0 Pass
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Water Quality
Water Quality BMP Flow and Volume for POC #1

On-line facility volume: 0 acre-feet
On-line facility target flow: 0 cfs.
Adjusted for 15 min: 0 cfs.
Off-line facility target flow: 0 cfs.
Adjusted for 15 min: 0 cfs.
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LID Report
LID Technique Used for Total Volume |Volume Infiltration Cumulative |Percent Water Quuality [ Percent Comment
Treatment ? [Meeds Through Valume Valume Valume Water Quality
Treatment Facility {ac-ft) Infiltration Infiltrated Treated
{ac-ft) (ac-t) Credit
Underground Detention POC [m| 154.69 O 0.00
Total Volume Infiltrated 154.59 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 oo it Tesak
Credit
Compliance with LID E;‘;f';';;
Standard 8% of 2-yr to 50% of o
241 Result=
¥ Passed
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Model Default Modifications

Total of O changes have been made.

PERLND Changes
No PERLND changes have been made.

IMPLND Changes
No IMPLND changes have been made.
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Appendix

Predeveloped Schematic

13thPrelimStormAnalysis 11/3/2023 3:48:30 PM




Exhibit 9 APPEAL24-1001

Mitigated Schematic
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Predeveloped UCI File
RUN

GLOBAL
WMHWA nodel sinul ation
START 1948 10 01 END
RUN | NTERP OUTPUT LEVEL 3 0
RESUNME 0 RUN 1

END GLOBAL

FI LES

<File>
<-1D>
WVWDM 26
MESSU 25

<Un#> S File Name

2008 09 30
UNI' T SYSTEM 1

13t hPrel i nt or mAnal ysi s. wdm
Prel3t hPrel i ntt or mnal ysi s. MES

Exhibit 9 APPEAL24-1001

27 Prel3thPrel i ntt or mnal ysis. L61
28 Prel3t hPrel i ntt or mnal ysis. L62
30 POC13t hPrel i St or mAnal ysi s1. dat

END FI LES

OPN SEQUENCE
| NGRP
PERLND 28
CoPY 501
DI SPLY 1
END | NGRP
END OPN SEQUENCE
DI SPLY
DI SPLY- | NFOL

I NDELT 00: 15

# - H#<---------- Title----------

1 TDA 2 EXTG
END DI SPLY- | NFOL
END DI SPLY
COPY
Tl MESERI ES
# - # NPT NWN ***
1 1 1
501 1 1
END Tl MESERI ES
END COPY
GENER
OPCODE
# # OPCD ***
END OPCODE
PARM
# #
END PARM
END GENER
PERLND
GEN- | NFO
<PLS ><------- Nanme------- >NBLKS

K * k *

28 S, Forest,
END GEN- | NFO
*** Section PWATER***

Fl at 1

ACTIMITY

User

>***TRAN PIVL DI Gl FIL1
MAX

Uni t-systens

t-series Engl
in out

1 1 1 27 0

PYR DI& FIL2 YRND
1 2 30 9

Printer ***
Metr ***

* % %

<PLS > khkkkkkkkkkkkx ACtIVE Sectl ons EE R R I R I I R I R

# - # ATMP SNOW PWAT SED PST PWG PQAL MSTL PEST NI TR PHOS TRAC ***
28 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
END ACTI VI TY
PRI NT- | NFO

<PLS S Fhkkkkkkkkkkkkkokkk Prl nt_fl ags EE R R I R I I R I R PI VL PYR

# -
28 0 0 4 0 0
END PRI NT- I NFO

13thPrelimStormAnalysis

# ATMP SNOW PWAT SED PST PWs PQAL MSTL PEST NI TR PHOS TRAC

0 0 0 0 0
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PWAT- PARML

<PLS > PWATER variable nonthly paraneter value flags ***

# - # CSNO RTOP UZFG VCS VUZ VNN VIFWVIRC VLE INFC HW ***
28 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
END PWAT- PARML

PWAT- PARM?
<PLS > PWATER i nput info: Part 2 *Ex
# - # ***FOREST LZSN I NFI LT LSUR SLSUR KVARY AGARC
28 0 6 0. 04 400 0. 05 0 0.96
END PWAT- PARM2
PWAT- PARMB
<PLS > PWATER i nput info: Part 3 *Ex
# - # ***PETMAX PETM N | NFEXP | NFI LD DEEPFR BASETP AGNETP
28 0 0 3 2 0 0 0
END PWAT- PARMB
PWAT- PARVA
<PLS > PWATER i nput info: Part 4 *Ex
# - # CEPSC UZSN NSUR | NTFW | RC LZETP ***
28 0.2 0.4 0.35 2 0.4 0.7

END PWAT- PARV4

PWAT- STATE1
<PLS > *** |nitial conditions at start of sinulation
ran from1990 to end of 1992 (pat 1-11-95) RUN 21 ***

# - # ***  CEPS SURS uzs | FW5 LZS AGNS GWS
28 0 0 0 0 2.5 1 0
END PWAT- STATE1
END PERLND
| MPLND
CEN- | NFO
<PLS ><------- Nanme------- > Unit-systens Printer ***
# - # User t-series Engl Metr ***

in out *xx
END GEN- | NFO
*** Section | WATER***

ACTIMITY
<PLS > khkkkkkkkkkkkx ACtIVE Sectl ons EE R R I R I I R I R
# - # ATMP SNOWIWAT SLD |IWG | QAL il

END ACTI VI TY

PRI NT- | NFO
<ILS > ***#x#x% Print-flags ******** P|VL PYR
# - # ATMP SNOWIVWAT SLD WG | QAL *xxxxsxxx
END PRI NT- | NFO

| WAT- PARML
<PLS > |WATER vari able nmonthly paraneter value flags ***
# - # CSNO RTOP VRS VNN RTLI * kK
END | WAT- PARML
| WAT- PARM
<PLS > | WATER i nput info: Part 2 * ok *
# - # *** |SUR SLSUR NSUR RETSC
END | WAT- PARM
| WAT- PARMB
<PLS > | WATER i nput info: Part 3 *Ex

# - # ***PETMAX PETM N
END | WAT- PARVB

| WAT- STATE1
<PLS > *** |nitial conditions at start of sinulation
# - # *** RETS SURS

END | WAT- STATE1
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END | MPLND

SCHEMATI C

<- Sour ce-> <--Area--> <-Target-> MBLK  ***
<Name> # <-factor-> <Name> # Tbl # i
TDA 2 EXTG**

PERLND 28 0.9478 CoPY 501 12
PERLND 28 0.9478 CoPY 501 13

******Routi ng******
END SCHENMATI C

NETWORK

<-Vol une-> <- @& p> <-Menber-><--Milt-->Tran <-Target vol s> <-G p>
<Name> # <Name> # #<-factor->strg <Name> # #

COPY 501 QUTPUT MEAN 1 1  48.4 DISPLY 1 I NPUT

<-Vol ume-> <-G p> <-Menber-><--Milt-->Tran <-Target vols> <-G p>
#

<Name> # <Nanme> # #<-factor->strg <Nanme> #
END NETWORK
RCHRES
CEN- | NFO
RCHRES Nare Nexits Unit Systens Printer
# - B< e ><---> User T-series Engl Metr LKFG

in out
END GEN- | NFO
*** Section RCHRES***

ACTIVITY

<- Menber - >
<Nanme> # #
TI MSER 1

<- Menber - >
<Nanme> # #
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* k% %
* % %

* k% %
* % %

* k% %
* % %
* k% %

<PLS > khkkkkkkkkkkkx ACtIVE Sectl ons EE R R I R I I R I R

# - # HYFG ADFG CNFG HTFG SDFG GQFG OXFG NUFG PKFG PHFG ***
END ACTIVITY

PRI NT- | NFO

<PLS S khxkkkkkhkhkhkkkkkkkk PI’I nt_fl ags Rk b ok b o I Rk I

PIVL PYR

# - # HYDR ADCA CONS HEAT SED GQL OXRX NUTR PLNK PHCB Pl VL PYR ****x*%*x
END PRI NT- | NFO
HYDR- PARML
RCHRES Flags for each HYDR Section *ok
# - # VC AL A2 A3 ODFVFG for each *** ODGIFG for each FUNCT for each
FG FG FG FG possible exit *** possible exit possible exit
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * % %
END HYDR- PARML
HYDR- PARM2
# - # FTABNO LEN DELTH STCOR KS DB50 * kK
<-mm - - - S>S<ammmm - S>S<ammmm - - S>S<ammmm - - S>S<ammmm - - S><ammmm - S><ammmm - > *Ek
END HYDR- PARM2
HYDR- I NI T
RCHRES Initial conditions for each HYDR section *oxk
# - f# rr* VoL Initial value of COLIND Initial value of OUTDGT
*** ac-ft for each possible exit for each possible exit
<-mm - - - S>S<ammmm - - > L CIE T R T S T R R S S
END HYDR-I NI T
END RCHRES
SPEC- ACTI ONS
END SPEC- ACTI ONS
FTABLES
END FTABLES
EXT SOURCES
<-Vol une- > <Menber > SsysSgap<--Milt-->Tran <-Target vol s> <-Gp> <-Menber-> ***
<Name> # <Nane> # tem strg<-factor->strg <Name> # # <Name> # # ***
VWM 2 PREC ENGL 1.3 PERLND 1 999 EXTNL PREC
VDM 2 PREC ENGL 1.3 | MPLND 1 999 EXTNL PREC
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VDM 1 EVAP
VWM 1 EVAP

END EXT SOURCES

EXT TARCETS

<- Vol une-> <- G p>
<Name> #

COPY 501 QUTPUT
END EXT TARGETS

MASS- LI NK
<Vol ume> <-Gp>
<Name>
MASS- LI NK
PERLND PWATER
END MASS- LI NK

MASS- LI NK
PERLND PWATER
END MASS- LI NK

END MASS- LI NK

END RUN

13thPrelimStormAnalysis

PERLND 1
| MPLND 1

<- Menmber-><--Milt-->Tran <-Vol une->
<Name> # #i<-factor->strg <Nanme> #

MEAN 11 48. 4

<- Menber-><--Mul t-->
<Nane> # #<-factor->
12

SURO 0. 083333
12
13
| FWD 0. 083333
13

VDM 501

<Tar get >
<Nane>

COoPY

CorPY

11/3/2023 3:48:31 PM
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999 EXTNL PETI NP
999 EXTNL PETI NP

<Menber > Tsys Tgap Amd ***
<Name> temstrg strg***
FLOW ENGL REPL

<-G p> <-Menber->***
<Nanme> # #***

I NPUT MEAN

I NPUT MEAN
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Mitigated UCI File

RUN

GLOBAL
WAHWE nodel
START

si nmul ati on
1948 10 01 END 2008 09 30

RUN | NTERP OQUTPUT LEVEL 3 0

RESUME
END GLOBAL

FI LES

<File> <Un#>

<-1D>

WVWDM 26

MESSU 25
27
28
30

END FI LES

OPN SEQUENCE
I NGRP

PERLND

| MPLND

| MPLND

I MPLND

RCHRES

0 RUN 1 UNI' T SYSTEM 1

13t hPrel i nt or mAnal ysi s. wdm

Mt 13t hPrel i nSt or mnal ysi s. MES
Mt 13t hPrel i nSt or mnal ysi s. L61
Mt 13t hPrel i nSt or mAnal ysi s. L62
POC13t hPrel i St or mAnal ysi s1. dat

I NDELT 00: 15

w

ol
o
RPRRROMREN

END OPN SEQUENCE

Dl SPLY

DI SPLY- | NFOL
# oo H<o---

1

------ Title----------->***TRAN PIVL DIGL FI L1
Under ground Detention MAX

END DI SPLY- | NFOL

END DI SPLY
CoPY
TI MESERI ES

# - # NPT NWN ***

1
501

1
1

END TI MESERI ES

END COPY
CGENER
OPCCDE

# # OPCD ***

END OPCCDE
PARM
# #
END PARM
END CGENER
PERLND
GEN- I NFO

34 S&4, Lawn, Fl at 1 1 1 1 27 0
END GEN- I NFO

K * k% %
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PYR DI& FIL2 YRND
1 2 30 9

---Nane------- >NBLKS  Unit-systens Printer ***

User t-series Engl Metr ***

in out

*** Section PWATER***

ACTIMI TY

* k *

<PLS > kkkkhkkkhkhkkkhkhkk* ACtIVG SeCtI ons Rk b ok S Rk S Sk b o b S R

# - # ATMP SNOW PWAT SED PST PWG PQAL MSTL PEST NI TR PHOS TRAC ***

34
END ACTI VI TY
PRI NT- | NFO

0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
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<PLS > kkkkkikhkhkkhkkhkkkhkkkkk*k Prl nt_flags R I S I Sk kS b S S I S I I R I I I O PI VL PYR

# - # ATMP SNOW PWAT SED PST PWG PQAL MSTL PEST NI TR PHOS TRAC  ******s%x*
34 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 9
END PRI NT- I NFO

PWAT- PARML

<PLS > PWATER variable nonthly paranmeter value flags ***

# - # CSNO RTOP UZFG VCS VUZ VNN VIFWVIRC VLE INFC HW ***
34 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
END PWAT- PARML

PWAT- PARM2

<PLS > PWATER i nput info: Part 2 *xx

# - # ***FOREST LZSN | NFI LT LSUR SLSUR KVARY AGARC
34 0 6 0.02 400 0. 05 0 0.96
END PWAT- PARM2
PWAT- PARMB

<PLS > PWATER i nput info: Part 3 *xx

# - # ***PETMAX PETM N | NFEXP | NFI LD DEEPFR BASETP AGNETP
34 0 0 3 2 0 0 0
END PWAT- PARM3
PWAT- PARVA

<PLS > PWATER i nput info: Part 4 i

# - # CEPSC UZSN NSUR I NTFW I RC LZETP ***

34 0.1 0.2 0.25 2 0.4 0.25

END PWAT- PARVA

PWAT- STATE1
<PLS > *** |nitial conditions at start of sinulation
ran from 1990 to end of 1992 (pat 1-11-95) RUN 21 ***

# - # *** CEPS SURS uzs | FW5 LZS AGNE GW/S
34 0 0 0 0 2.5 1 0
END PWAT- STATE1
END PERLND
| MPLND
GEN- | NFO
<PLS ><------- Nanme------- > Unit-systens Printer ***
# - # User t-series Engl Metr ***
in out *oxk
1 ROADS/ FLAT 1 1 1 27 0
4 ROOF TOPS/ FLAT 1 1 1 27 0
8 S| DEWALKS/ FLAT 1 1 1 27 0

END GEN- I NFO
*** Section | WATER***

ACTIMI TY

<PLS S kxkkkkkkhkhkkkk ok ACtIVG SeCtI ons Rk b ok S Rk S Sk b o b S R

# - # ATMP SNOWIWAT SLD |WG | QAL ol

1 0 0 1 0 0 0
4 0 0 1 0 0 0
8 0 0 1 0 0 0

END ACTI VI TY

PRI NT- 1 NFO
<ILS > ***x*x**x print-f|lags ******** PlVL PYR
# - # ATMP SNOWIWAT SLD |IWG | QAL ko ko ok ok ok k%

1 0 0 4 0 0 4 1 9
4 0 0 4 0 0 0 1 9
8 0 0 4 0 0 0 1 9
END PRI NT- | NFO
| WAT- PARML
<PLS > |WATER vari able nonthly paraneter value flags ***
# - # CSNO RTOP VRS VNN RTLI e
1 0 0 0 0 0
4 0 0 0 0 0
8 0 0 0 0 0
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END | WAT- PARML
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| WAT- PARM2
<PLS > | WATER i nput info: Part 2 *Ex
# - #*** |SUR SLSUR NSUR RETSC
1 400 0.01 0.1 0.1
4 400 0.01 0.1 0.1
8 400 0.01 0.1 0.1
END | WAT- PARM2
| WAT- PARMB
<PLS > | WATER i nput info: Part 3 i
# -  # ***PETMAX PETM N
1 0 0
4 0 0
8 0 0
END | WAT- PARMB
| WAT- STATE1
<PLS > *** |nitial conditions at start of simnulation
# - # *** RETS SURS
1 0 0
4 0 0
8 0 0
END | WAT- STATE1
END | MPLND
SCHEMATI C
<- Sour ce- > <--Area--> <-Target -> MBLK  ***
<Name> # <-factor-> <Name> # Thl#  ***
TDA 2 Basin 3 Site***
PERLND 34 0. 2051 RCHRES 1 2
PERLND 34 0. 2051 RCHRES 1 3
IMPLND 1 0.5074 RCHRES 1 5
| MPLND 4 0.1781 RCHRES 1 5
IMPLND 8 0. 0572 RCHRES 1 5
******Routing******
PERLND 34 0. 2051 COoOPY 1 12
IMPLND 1 0.5074 corY 1 15
| MPLND 4 0.1781 corY 1 15
IMPLND 8 0. 0572 CcoPY 1 15
PERLND 34 0. 2051 corY 1 13
RCHRES 1 1 CoPY 501 16
END SCHEMATI C
NETWORK
<-Vol une-> <- G p> <-Menber-><--Milt-->Tran <-Target vol s> <-G p> <-Menber-> ***
<Name> # <Nanme> # #<-factor->strg <Name> # # <Name> # # ***
CoOPY 501 QUTPUT MEAN 1 1 48.4 DISPLY 1 | NPUT TI MSER 1
<-Vol une-> <- G p> <-Menber-><--Milt-->Tran <-Target vol s> <-G p> <-Menber-> ***
<Name> # <Nanme> # #<-factor->strg <Name> # # <Name> # # ***
END NETWORK
RCHRES
GEN- | NFO
RCHRES Narme Nexits Unit Systens Printer *oxk
# - B ><---> User T-series Engl Metr LKFG i
in out *kx
1 Under ground Det e-016 1 1 1 1 28 0 1

END GEN- I NFO
*** Section RCHRES***

ACTIMVITY

<PLS > khkkkkkkkkkkkx ACtIVE Sectl ons EE R R I R I I R I R

# -

13thPrelimStormAnalysis
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1 1 0
END ACTI VI TY

PRI NT- | NFO

<PLS S kxkkkkkkhkhkhkkkkkkhkk Prlnt_flags
# - # HYDR ADCA CONS HEAT SED
1

4 0
END PRI NT- I NFO

HYDR- PARML

0 0

0 0 0 0

RCHRES Fl ags for each HYDR Section

# - # VC AL A2 A3 ODFVFG for each ***
FG FG FG FG po
* * * *

1 0 1 0
END HYDR- PARML
HYDR- PARM2

# - # FTABNO
<mmmmm- Y S ><

1 1
END HYDR- PARM2
HYDR- I NI T

RCHRES Initial

# - #xxr VO

*** ac-ft
<-mm - - - S><ammmm - >

1 0
END HYDR- I NI'T

END RCHRES

SPEC- ACTI ONS

END SPEC- ACTI ONS

FTABLES
FTABLE 1
92 4

Dept h Area
(ft) (acres)

0. 000000 0.053076
0. 022222 0.053076
0. 044444 0. 053076
0. 066667 0.053076
0. 088889 0.053076
0.111111 0.053076
0.133333 0.053076
0. 155556 0. 053076
0.177778 0.053076
0. 200000 0.053076
0.222222 0.053076
0. 244444 0. 053076
0. 266667 0.053076
0.288889 0.053076
0.311111 0.053076
0. 333333 0.053076
0. 355556 0. 053076
0.377778 0.053076
0. 400000 0.053076
0. 422222 0.053076
0. 444444 0. 053076
0. 466667 0.053076
0.488889 0.053076
0.511111 0.053076
0.533333 0.053076
0. 555556 0.053076
0.577778 0.053076
0. 600000 0.053076
0. 622222 0.053076
0. 644444 0. 053076
0. 666667 0.053076
0. 688889 0.053076

13thPrelimStormAnalysis

0

*

4

LEN

ssi bl e

* *
0 O

exit *** possible
* * * * *
0 O 0 0 O
DELTH STCOR
-------- S m e e e n e DK
0.0 0.0

condi tions for each HYDR section
Initial

val ue of COLI ND

for each possible exit
L IR R I S T T R SR S S

4.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Vol unme

(acre-ft)

CO000000000000000000000000000000

. 000000

000864
001728
002592
003456
004320
005184
006049
006913
007777
008641
009505
010369
011233
012097
012961
013825
014689
015553
016418
017282
018146
019010
019874
020738
021602
022466
023330
024194
025058
025922

. 026787

Qutflowl Velocity Travel
(M nutes) ***

[eojeololojololololololololololololololololololololololololololoNo)

(

cfs)
000000

(ft/sec)

. 014604
. 020653
. 025294
. 029207
. 032655
. 035771
. 038637
. 041305
. 043811
. 046181
. 048435
. 050588
. 052654
. 054642
. 056559
. 058414
. 060212
. 061958
. 063656
. 065309
. 066922
. 068497
. 070036
. 071543
. 073018
. 074464
. 075882
. 077275
. 078643
. 079987
. 081309
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ODGTFG for each

val ue (
for each possible exit
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PIVL PYR
GL OXRX NUTR PLNK PHCB PIVL PYR

*kkkkkkxk

9

* k *

FUNCT for each

possible exit
* k%

2 2 2 2 2

* % %

of OUTDGT

0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
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0.711111 0.053076 0.027651 0.082610
0. 733333 0.053076 0.028515 0.083891
0. 755556 0.053076 0.029379 0.085153
0.777778 0.053076 0.030243 0.086396
0. 800000 0.053076 0.031107 0.087622
0.822222 0.053076 0.031971 0.088830
0. 844444 0.053076 0.032835 0.090023
0. 866667 0.053076 0.033699 0.091199
0.888889 0.053076 0.034563 0.092361
0.911111 0.053076 0.035427 0.093509
0.933333 0.053076 0.036291 0.094642
0. 955556 0.053076 0.037155 0.095762
0.977778 0.053076 0.038020 0.096869
1. 000000 0.053076 0.038884 0.097964
1.022222 0.053076 0.039748 0.099046
1. 044444 0.053076 0.040612 0.100117
1.066667 0.053076 0.041476 0.101177
1.088889 0.053076 0.042340 0.102225
1.111111 0.053076 0.043204 0.103263
1.133333 0.053076 0.044068 0.104291
1.155556 0.053076 0.044932 0.105308
1.177778 0.053076 0.045796 0.106316
1. 200000 0.053076 0.046660 0.107314
1.222222 0.053076 0.047524 0.108303
1.244444 0.053076 0.048389 0.109283
1.266667 0.053076 0.049253 0.110255
1.288889 0.053076 0.050117 0.111218
1.311111 0.053076 0.050981 0.112172
1.333333 0.053076 0.051845 0.113119
1.355556 0.053076 0.052709 0.114058
1. 377778 0.053076 0.053573 0.114989
1.400000 0.053076 0.054437 0.115912
1.422222 0.053076 0.055301 0.116829
1.444444 0.053076 0.056165 0.117738
1.466667 0.053076 0.057029 0.118640
1.488889 0.053076 0.057893 0.119536
1.511111 0.053076 0.058757 0.120424
1.533333 0.053076 0.059622 0.121307
1. 555556 0.053076 0.060486 0.122182
1.577778 0.053076 0.061350 0.123052
1. 600000 0.053076 0.062214 0.123916
1.622222 0.053076 0.063078 0.127752
1. 644444 0.053076 0.063942 0.134049
1. 666667 0.053076 0.064806 O0.141947
1.688889 0.053076 0.065670 0.151139
1.711111 0.053076 0.066534 0.161446
1.733333 0.053076 0.067398 0.172749
1. 755556 0.053076 0.068262 0.184961
1.777778 0.053076 0.069126 0.198013
1.800000 0.053076 0.069991 0.211850
1.822222 0.053076 0.070855 0.226428
1.844444 0.053076 0.071719 0.241707
1.866667 0.053076 0.072583 0.257656
1.888889 0.053076 0.073447 0.274245
1.911111 0.053076 0.074311 0.291448
1.933333 0.053076 0.075175 0.309245
1.955556 0.053076 0.076039 0.327614
1.977778 0.053076 0.076903 0.346537
2.000000 0.053076 0.077767 0.365998
2.022222 0.053076 0.078947 0.396049
END FTABLE 1

END FTABLES

EXT SOURCES

<-Vol une- > <Menber > SsysSgap<--Milt-->Tran <-Target vol s> <-Gp> <-Menber-> ***

<Nane> # <Nanme> # temstrg<-factor->strg <Name> # # <Nanme> # # ***

VWDM 2 PREC ENGL 1.3 PERLND 1 999 EXTNL PREC

VDM 2 PREC ENGL 1.3 I MPLND 1 999 EXTNL PREC

VDM 1 EVAP ENGL 0.8 PERLND 1 999 EXTNL PETI NP

VDM 1 EVAP ENGL 0.8 | MPLND 1 999 EXTNL PETI NP
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END EXT SOURCES

EXT TARCETS
<-Vol une-> <- @& p> <-Menber-><--Milt-->Tran <-Vol une-> <Menber> Tsys Tgap And ***
<Nane> # <Nanme> # #<-factor->strg <Name> # <Nanme> temstrg strg***
RCHRES 1 HYDR RO 11 1 WM 1000 FLOW ENGL REPL
RCHRES 1 HYDR STAGE 11 1 WM 1001 STAG ENGL REPL
corY 1 QUTPUT MEAN 1 1 48. 4 VDM 701 FLOW ENGL REPL
COPY 501 QUTPUT MEAN 1 1 48. 4 VDM 801 FLOW ENGL REPL
END EXT TARGETS
MASS- LI NK
<Vol une> <-Gp> <-Menber-><--Milt--> <Tar get > <- G p> <-Menber->***
<Name> <Name> # #<-factor-> <Name> <Name> # #***

MASS- LI NK 2
PERLND PWATER SURO 0. 083333 RCHRES | NFLOW | VOL

END MASS- LI NK 2

MASS- LI NK 3
PERLND PWATER | FWD 0. 083333 RCHRES | NFLOW | VOL

END MASS- LI NK 3

MASS- LI NK 5
| MPLND | WATER SURO 0. 083333 RCHRES | NFLOW | VOL

END MASS- LI NK 5

MASS- LI NK 12
PERLND PWATER SURO 0. 083333 corY | NPUT MEAN

END MASS-LINK 12

MASS- LI NK 13
PERLND PWATER | FWD 0. 083333 corPY | NPUT MEAN

END MASS-LINK 13

MASS- LI NK 15
| MPLND | WATER SURO 0. 083333 CoPY | NPUT MEAN

END MASS-LINK 15

MASS- LI NK 16
RCHRES ROFLOW corY | NPUT MEAN

END MASS-LINK 16

END MASS- LI NK
END RUN
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Predeveloped HSPF Message File
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Mitigated HSPF Message File

ERROR/ WVARNI NG | D: 341 6
DATE/ TI ME: 1969/ 9/17 21:30
RCHRES: 1

The volune of water in this reach/m xed reservoir is greater than the val ue
in the "volune" colum of the last row of RCHTAB(). To continue the

simul ati on the table has been extrapol ated, based on information contained
inthe last two rows. This will usually result in some |oss of accuracy.
If depth is being calculated it will also cause an error condition.

Rel evant data are:

NRONG V1 V2 VOL
92 3387.5 3438. 9 3471. 8

ERROR/ WARNI NG | D: 341 5

DATE/ TI ME: 1969/ 9/17 21:30

RCHRES: 1

Cal cul ation of relative depth, using Newon's nethod of successive

approxi mati ons, converged to an invalid value (not in range 0.0 to 1.0).
Probably ftable was extrapolated. |f extrapolation was snall, no problem
Renmedy; extend ftable. Relevant data are:

A B C RDEP1 RDEP2  COUNT
0. OOO0OE+00 4624.0 - 7. 584E+03 1. 6401 1.6401E+00 2

ERROR/ WARNI NG | D: 341 6

DATE/ TI ME: 1969/ 9/17 21:45

RCHRES: 1

The volune of water in this reach/m xed reservoir is greater than the val ue
in the "volune" colum of the last row of RCHTAB(). To continue the

simul ati on the table has been extrapol ated, based on information contai ned
inthe last two rows. This will usually result in some |oss of accuracy.
If depth is being calculated it will also cause an error condition.

Rel evant data are:

NROWS V1 V2 VOL
92 3. 3875E+03 3438.9 3616. 7

ERROR/ WARNI NG | D 341 5

DATE/ TI ME: 1969/ 9/17 21:45

RCHRES: 1

Cal cul ation of relative depth, using Newon's nethod of successive

approxi mati ons, converged to an invalid value (not in range 0.0 to 1.0).
Probably ftable was extrapol ated. |f extrapolation was small, no problem
Renedy; extend ftable. Relevant data are:

A B C RDEP1 RDEP2  COUNT
0. OOOOE+00 4624.0 -2. 061E+04 4.4577 4. 4577E+00 2

ERROR/ WARNI NG | D: 341 6
DATE/ TI ME: 1969/ 9/17 22: O
RCHRES: 1
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The volume of water in this reach/nixed reservoir is greater than the value
in the "volune" colum of the last row of RCHTAB(). To continue the

simul ati on the table has been extrapol ated, based on information contai ned
inthe last two rows. This will usually result in some |oss of accuracy.

If depth is being calculated it will also cause an error condition

Rel evant data are:

NROWG V1 V2 VOL
92 3. 3875E+03 3438.9 3482. 2

ERROR/ WARNI NG | D: 341 5
DATE/ TI ME: 1969/ 9/17 22: O
RCHRES: 1

Cal cul ation of relative depth, using Newon's nethod of successive

appr oxi mati ons, converged to an invalid value (not in range 0.0 to 1.0).
Probably ftable was extrapolated. |f extrapolation was small, no problem
Remedy; extend ftable. Relevant data are:

A B C RDEP1 RDEP2  COUNT
0. OOO0OE+00 4624.0 - 8. 521E+03 1.8427 1.8427E+00 2

ERROR/ VARNI NG | D: 341 6
DATE/ TI ME: 1970/ 1/22 17: O
RCHRES: 1

The volune of water in this reach/m xed reservoir is greater than the val ue
in the "volune" colum of the last row of RCHTAB(). To continue the

simul ati on the table has been extrapol ated, based on information contained
inthe last two rows. This will usually result in some |oss of accuracy.

If depth is being calculated it will also cause an error condition

Rel evant data are:

NRONG V1 V2 VOL
92 3. 3875E+03 3438.9 3565. 4

ERROR/ WVARNI NG | D: 341 5
DATE/ TI ME: 1970/ 1/22 17: O
RCHRES: 1

Cal cul ation of relative depth, using Newon's nethod of successive
approxi mati ons, converged to an invalid value (not in range 0.0 to 1.0).
Probably ftable was extrapolated. |f extrapolation was snmall, no problem
Renmedy; extend ftable. Relevant data are:

A B C RDEP1 RDEP2  COUNT
0. OOO0OE+00 4624.0 -1. 600E+04 3.4612 3.4611E+00 2

ERROR/ WARNI NG | D 341 6
DATE/ TI ME: 1970/ 1/22 17:15
RCHRES: 1

The volune of water in this reach/ m xed reservoir is greater than the val ue
in the "volune" colum of the last row of RCHTAB(). To continue the

simul ati on the table has been extrapol ated, based on information contained
inthe last two rows. This will usually result in sonme |oss of accuracy.

If depth is being calculated it will also cause an error condition

Rel evant data are:

NROWS V1 V2 VOL
92 3. 3875E+03 3438.9 3586. 9
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ERROR/ WARNI NG | D: 341 5
DATE/ TI ME: 1970/ 1/22 17:15
RCHRES: 1

Cal culation of relative depth, using Newon's nethod of successive

appr oxi mati ons, converged to an invalid value (not in range 0.0 to 1.0).
Probably ftable was extrapolated. |f extrapolation was snmall, no problem
Remedy; extend ftable. Relevant data are:

A B C RDEP1 RDEP2  COUNT
0. OOO0OE+00 4624.0 -1. 794E+04 3.8796 3. 8796E+00 2

ERROR/ VARNI NG | D: 341 6
DATE/ TI ME: 1970/ 1/22 17:30
RCHRES: 1

The volune of water in this reach/m xed reservoir is greater than the val ue
in the "volune" colum of the last row of RCHTAB(). To continue the

simul ati on the table has been extrapol ated, based on information contained
inthe last two rows. This will usually result in some |oss of accuracy.
If depth is being calculated it will also cause an error condition.

Rel evant data are:

NRONG V1 V2 VOL
92 3. 3875E+03 3438.9 3469. 4

ERROR/ WARNI NG | D: 341 5

DATE/ TI ME: 1970/ 1/22 17:30

RCHRES: 1

Cal cul ation of relative depth, using Newon's nethod of successive

approxi mati ons, converged to an invalid value (not in range 0.0 to 1.0).
Probably ftable was extrapolated. |f extrapolation was snall, no problem
Renmedy; extend ftable. Relevant data are:

A B C RDEP1 RDEP2  COUNT
0. OO0O0OE+00 4624.0 -7.362E+03 1.5922 1.5922E+00 2

ERROR/ WARNI NG | D: 341 6

DATE/ TI ME: 1995/11/11 6:15

RCHRES: 1

The volune of water in this reach/m xed reservoir is greater than the val ue
in the "volune" colum of the last row of RCHTAB(). To continue the

simul ati on the table has been extrapol ated, based on information contai ned
inthe last two rows. This will usually result in some |oss of accuracy.
If depth is being calculated it will also cause an error condition.

Rel evant data are:

NROWS V1 V2 VOL
92 3. 3875E+03 3438.9 3511.1

ERROR/ WARNI NG | D 341 5
DATE/ TI ME: 1995/11/11 6:15
RCHRES: 1

Cal cul ation of relative depth, using Newon's nethod of successive
approxi mati ons, converged to an invalid value (not in range 0.0 to 1.0).
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Probably ftable was extrapolated. |f extrapolation was snall, no problem
Renmedy; extend ftable. Relevant data are:

A B C RDEP1 RDEP2 COUNT

0. 0000E+00 4624.0 -1. 112E+04 2.4041 2.4041 2

ERROR/ WARNI NG | D 341 6
DATE/ TI ME: 1995/11/11 6:30
RCHRES: 1

The volune of water in this reach/m xed reservoir is greater than the val ue
in the "volune" colum of the last row of RCHTAB(). To continue the

simul ati on the table has been extrapol ated, based on information contained
inthe last two rows. This will usually result in some |oss of accuracy.
If depth is being calculated it will also cause an error condition.

Rel evant data are:

NROWS V1 V2 VOL
92 3387.5 3438.9 3643. 9

ERROR/ WARNI NG | D: 341 5

DATE/ TI ME: 1995/11/11 6:30

RCHRES: 1

Cal cul ation of relative depth, using Newon's nethod of successive
approxi mati ons, converged to an invalid value (not in range 0.0 to 1.0).

Probably ftable was extrapolated. |f extrapolation was small, no problem
Renedy; extend ftable. Relevant data are:

A B C RDEP1 RDEP2  COUNT
0. OOOOE+00 4624.0 -2. 307E+04 4.9884 4.9884E+00 2

ERROR/ WARNI NG | D: 341 6
DATE/ TI ME: 1995/11/11 6:45
RCHRES: 1

The volume of water in this reach/nixed reservoir is greater than the value
in the "volune" colum of the last row of RCHTAB(). To continue the

simul ati on the table has been extrapol ated, based on information contai ned
inthe last two rows. This will usually result in some |oss of accuracy.
If depth is being calculated it will also cause an error condition.

Rel evant data are:

NROWG V1 V2 VOL
92 3. 3875E+03 3438.9 3511. 3

ERROR/ WARNI NG | D 341 5

DATE/ TI ME: 1995/11/11 6:45

RCHRES: 1

Cal cul ation of relative depth, using Newon's nethod of successive

appr oxi mati ons, converged to an invalid value (not in range 0.0 to 1.0).
Probably ftable was extrapolated. |f extrapolation was snmall, no problem
Remedy; extend ftable. Relevant data are:

A B C RDEP1 RDEP2  COUNT
0. OOOOE+00 4624.0 -1. 113E+04 2.4071 2.4071E+00 2
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Disclaimer

Legal Notice

This program and accompanying documentation are provided 'as-is' without warranty of any kind. The
entire risk regarding the performance and results of this program is assumed by End User. Clear
Creek Solutions Inc. and the governmental licensee or sublicensees disclaim all warranties, either
expressed or implied, including but not limited to implied warranties of program and accompanying
documentation. In no event shall Clear Creek Solutions Inc. be liable for any damages whatsoever
(including without limitation to damages for loss of business profits, loss of business information,
business interruption, and the like) arising out of the use of, or inability to use this program even

if Clear Creek Solutions Inc. or their authorized representatives have been advised of the
possibility of such damages. Software Copyright © by : Clear Creek Solutions, Inc. 2005-2023; All
Rights Reserved.

Clear Creek Solutions, Inc.
6200 Capitol Blvd. Ste F
Olympia, WA. 98501

Toll Free 1(866)943-0304
Local (360)943-0304

www.clearcreeksolutions.com
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WWHM 2012

PROJECT REPORT




General Model Information
13thPrelimTreatmentAnalysis

Project Name:

Site Name: 13th Gas Station
Site Address:

City:

Report Date: 8/22/2023
Gage: Lacamas
Data Start: 1948/10/01
Data End: 2008/09/30
Timestep: 15 Minute
Precip Scale: 1.300
Version Date: 2018/10/10
Version: 4.2.16
POC Thresholds

Low Flow Threshold for POC1:
High Flow Threshold for POC1:

13thPrelimTreatmentAnalysis

50 Percent of the 2 Year
50 Year

8/22/2023 5:33:13 PM

Page
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Landuse Basin Data
Predeveloped Land Use

TDA 2 Treatment

Bypass: No
GroundWater: No
Pervious Land Use acre
SG4, Lawn, Flat 0.2916
Pervious Total 0.2916
Impervious Land Use acre
ROADS FLAT 0.6565
ROOF TOPS FLAT 0.1781
SIDEWALKS FLAT 0.0572
Impervious Total 0.8918
Basin Total 1.1834

Element Flows To:
Surface Interflow Groundwater
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Mitigated Land Use

TDA 2 Treatment

Bypass: No
GroundWater: No
Pervious Land Use acre
SG4, Lawn, Flat 0.2916
Pervious Total 0.2916
Impervious Land Use acre
ROADS FLAT 0.6565
ROOF TOPS FLAT 0.1781
SIDEWALKS FLAT 0.0572
Impervious Total 0.8918
Basin Total 1.1834

Element Flows To:
Surface Interflow Groundwater
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Routing Elements
Predeveloped Routing
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Mitigated Routing
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Analysis Results
POC 1

083 -

0ES |-

Flow {cfs)

ae?
as

FLOWW (cfs)

1065 1064 1063 062 1061 1 10 100

Parcent Time Exceaeding

+ Predeveloped x Mitigated

Predeveloped Landuse Totals for POC #1

Total Pervious Area: 0.2916
Total Impervious Area: 0.8918
Mitigated Landuse Totals for POC #1
Total Pervious Area: 0.2916
Total Impervious Area: 0.8918

Flow Frequency Method:  Log Pearson Type Il 17B
Flow Frequency Return Periods for Predeveloped. POC #1

Return Period Flow(cfs)
2 year 0.568841
5 year 0.733272
10 year 0.844412
25 year 0.987932
50 year 1.097315
100 year 1.208959
Flow Frequency Return Periods for Mitigated. POC #1
Return Period Flow(cfs)
2 year 0.568841
5 year 0.733272
10 year 0.844412
25 year 0.987932
50 year 1.097315
100 year 1.208959

Annual Peaks
Annual Peaks for Predeveloped and Mitigated. POC #1

Year Predeveloped Mitigated
1949 0.762 0.762
1950 0.501 0.501
1951 0.537 0.537
1952 0.561 0.561
1953 0.520 0.520
1954 0.718 0.718
1955 0.437 0.437
1956 0.588 0.588
1957 0.612 0.612
1958 0.685 0.685
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1959 0.460 0.460
1960 0.455 0.455
1961 0.560 0.560
1962 0.491 0.491
1963 0.592 0.592
1964 0.452 0.452
1965 0.467 0.467
1966 0.541 0.541
1967 0.558 0.558
1968 1.082 1.082
1969 0.918 0.918
1970 1.244 1.244
1971 0.483 0.483
1972 0.655 0.655
1973 0.534 0.534
1974 0.549 0.549
1975 0.395 0.395
1976 0.467 0.467
1977 0.289 0.289
1978 0.681 0.681
1979 0.779 0.779
1980 0.425 0.425
1981 0.644 0.644
1982 0.647 0.647
1983 0.724 0.724
1984 0.374 0.374
1985 0.470 0.470
1986 0.712 0.712
1987 0.444 0.444
1988 0.542 0.542
1989 0.611 0.611
1990 0.579 0.579
1991 0.610 0.610
1992 0.579 0.579
1993 0.693 0.693
1994 0.478 0.478
1995 0.589 0.589
1996 0.805 0.805
1997 1.019 1.019
1998 1.075 1.075
1999 0.477 0.477
2000 0.345 0.345
2001 0.323 0.323
2002 0.693 0.693
2003 0.518 0.518
2004 0.520 0.520
2005 0.596 0.596
2006 0.580 0.580
2007 0.514 0.514
2008 1.001 1.001

Ranked Annual Peaks
Ranked Annual Peaks for Predeveloped and Mitigated. POC #1

Rank Predeveloped Mitigated
1 1.2439 1.2439
2 1.0816 1.0816
3 1.0749 1.0749
4 1.0186 1.0186
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5 1.0011 1.0011
6 0.9178 0.9178
7 0.8045 0.8045
8 0.7793 0.7793
9 0.7619 0.7619
10 0.7241 0.7241
11 0.7179 0.7179
12 0.7124 0.7124
13 0.6935 0.6935
14 0.6927 0.6927
15 0.6851 0.6851
16 0.6812 0.6812
17 0.6545 0.6545
18 0.6466 0.6466
19 0.6442 0.6442
20 0.6123 0.6123
21 0.6111 0.6111
22 0.6101 0.6101
23 0.5959 0.5959
24 0.5924 0.5924
25 0.5892 0.5892
26 0.5876 0.5876
27 0.5797 0.5797
28 0.5787 0.5787
29 0.5786 0.5786
30 0.5607 0.5607
31 0.5604 0.5604
32 0.5581 0.5581
33 0.5492 0.5492
34 0.5415 0.5415
35 0.5414 0.5414
36 0.5374 0.5374
37 0.5337 0.5337
38 0.5201 0.5201
39 0.5200 0.5200
40 0.5184 0.5184
41 0.5144 0.5144
42 0.5005 0.5005
43 0.4907 0.4907
44 0.4833 0.4833
45 0.4781 0.4781
46 0.4771 0.4771
a7 0.4696 0.4696
48 0.4669 0.4669
49 0.4667 0.4667
50 0.4597 0.4597
51 0.4553 0.4553
52 0.4517 0.4517
53 0.4439 0.4439
54 0.4367 0.4367
55 0.4251 0.4251
56 0.3951 0.3951
57 0.3742 0.3742
58 0.3454 0.3454
59 0.3232 0.3232
60 0.2887 0.2887
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Duration Flows
The Facility PASSED

Flow(cfs) Predev Mit Percentage Pass/Fail
0.2844 1293 1293 100 Pass
0.2926 1194 1194 100 Pass
0.3008 1088 1088 100 Pass
0.3091 977 977 100 Pass
0.3173 891 891 100 Pass
0.3255 805 805 100 Pass
0.3337 738 738 100 Pass
0.3419 682 682 100 Pass
0.3501 612 612 100 Pass
0.3583 573 573 100 Pass
0.3665 528 528 100 Pass
0.3747 489 489 100 Pass
0.3830 456 456 100 Pass
0.3912 414 414 100 Pass
0.3994 379 379 100 Pass
0.4076 360 360 100 Pass
0.4158 330 330 100 Pass
0.4240 304 304 100 Pass
0.4322 276 276 100 Pass
0.4404 248 248 100 Pass
0.4486 231 231 100 Pass
0.4569 214 214 100 Pass
0.4651 193 193 100 Pass
0.4733 179 179 100 Pass
0.4815 165 165 100 Pass
0.4897 154 154 100 Pass
0.4979 143 143 100 Pass
0.5061 130 130 100 Pass
0.5143 121 121 100 Pass
0.5225 114 114 100 Pass
0.5308 106 106 100 Pass
0.5390 101 101 100 Pass
0.5472 90 90 100 Pass
0.5554 86 86 100 Pass
0.5636 77 77 100 Pass
0.5718 76 76 100 Pass
0.5800 71 71 100 Pass
0.5882 64 64 100 Pass
0.5964 61 61 100 Pass
0.6047 60 60 100 Pass
0.6129 57 57 100 Pass
0.6211 53 53 100 Pass
0.6293 51 51 100 Pass
0.6375 48 48 100 Pass
0.6457 44 44 100 Pass
0.6539 42 42 100 Pass
0.6621 38 38 100 Pass
0.6703 37 37 100 Pass
0.6786 34 34 100 Pass
0.6868 30 30 100 Pass
0.6950 28 28 100 Pass
0.7032 27 27 100 Pass
0.7114 27 27 100 Pass
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0.7196 25 25 100 Pass
0.7278 23 23 100 Pass
0.7360 22 22 100 Pass
0.7442 22 22 100 Pass
0.7525 21 21 100 Pass
0.7607 21 21 100 Pass
0.7689 18 18 100 Pass
0.7771 18 18 100 Pass
0.7853 15 15 100 Pass
0.7935 14 14 100 Pass
0.8017 14 14 100 Pass
0.8099 12 12 100 Pass
0.8181 11 11 100 Pass
0.8264 11 11 100 Pass
0.8346 11 11 100 Pass
0.8428 11 11 100 Pass
0.8510 11 11 100 Pass
0.8592 11 11 100 Pass
0.8674 11 11 100 Pass
0.8756 11 11 100 Pass
0.8838 11 11 100 Pass
0.8920 11 11 100 Pass
0.9002 11 11 100 Pass
0.9085 11 11 100 Pass
0.9167 11 11 100 Pass
0.9249 10 10 100 Pass
0.9331 9 9 100 Pass
0.9413 9 9 100 Pass
0.9495 8 8 100 Pass
0.9577 7 7 100 Pass
0.9659 7 7 100 Pass
0.9741 7 7 100 Pass
0.9824 7 7 100 Pass
0.9906 7 7 100 Pass
0.9988 7 7 100 Pass
1.0070 6 6 100 Pass
1.0152 6 6 100 Pass
1.0234 5 5 100 Pass
1.0316 5 5 100 Pass
1.0398 5 5 100 Pass
1.0480 5 5 100 Pass
1.0563 5 5 100 Pass
1.0645 5 5 100 Pass
1.0727 5 5 100 Pass
1.0809 4 4 100 Pass
1.0891 3 3 100 Pass
1.0973 3 3 100 Pass
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Water Quality
Water Quality BMP Flow and Volume for POC #1

On-line facility volume: 0.1553 acre-feet
On-line facility target flow: 0.2195 cfs.
Adjusted for 15 min: 0.2195 cfs.
Off-line facility target flow: 0.1213 cfs.
Adjusted for 15 min: 0.1213 cfs.
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LID Report
LID Technique Used for Total Volume |Volume Infiltration Cumulative |Percent Water Quuality [ Percent Comment
Treatment ? [Meeds Through Valume Valume Valume Water Quality
Treatment Facility {ac-ft) Infiltration Infiltrated Treated
(ac-ft) {ac-ft) Credit
Total Volume Infiltrated 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 poe| 0 Tresk
Credit
Compliance with LID E:ar?hs?;
Standard 8% of 2-yr to 50% of ¥ =
. Result=
i Passed
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Model Default Modifications

Total of O changes have been made.

PERLND Changes
No PERLND changes have been made.

IMPLND Changes
No IMPLND changes have been made.

139

13thPrelimTreatmentAnalysis 8/22/2023 5:34:16 PM Page 1




Exhibit 9 APPEAL24-1001

Appendix

Predeveloped Schematic
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Mitigated Schematic
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Predeveloped UCI File
RUN

GLOBAL

WMHWA nodel sinul ation

START 1948 10 01 END 2008 09 30

RUN | NTERP OUTPUT LEVEL 3 0

RESUNME 0 RUN 1 UNI T SYSTEM 1
END GLOBAL

FI LES
<File> <Un#> S File Name----------cmommmmm e Sk ok *
<_|D_> * k% %
VDM 26 13t hPrel i mTr eat nent Anal ysi s. wdm
MESSU 25 Prel3t hPrel i nTr eat ment Anal ysi s. MES

27 Prel3t hPrel i mlreat nent Anal ysi s. L61

28 Prel3t hPrel i mir eat nent Anal ysi s. L62

30 POC13t hPrel i mlr eat nent Anal ysi s1. dat
END FI LES

OPN SEQUENCE
| NGRP | NDELT 00: 15
PERLND 34
I MPLND 1
| MPLND 4
| MPLND 8
cory 501
DI SPLY 1
END | NGRP
END OPN SEQUENCE
DI SPLY
DI SPLY- | NFOL
# - H<-------- Title----------- >***TRAN PIVL DIGL FIL1 PYR DI&Q FIL2 YRND
1 TDA 2 Treat nent MAX 1 2 30 9
END DI SPLY- 1 NFOL
END DI SPLY
corY
TI MESERI ES
# - # NPT NWN ***
1 1 1
501 1 1
END Tl MESERI ES
END COPY
GENER
OPCCDE
# # OPCD ***
END OPCODE
PARM
# # K * k% %
END PARM
END GENER
PERLND
GEN- | NFO
<PLS ><------- Name------- >NBLKS  Unit-systens Printer ***
# - # User t-series Engl Metr ***
in out *kx
34 S, Lawn, Flat 1 1 1 1 27 0
END GEN- | NFO
*** Section PWATER***

ACTIMVITY

<PLS > khkkkkkkkkkkkx ACtIVE Sectl ons EE R R I R I I R I R

# - # ATMP SNOW PWAT SED PST PW5 PQAL MSTL PEST NI TR PHOS TRAC ***

34 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
END ACTI VI TY
PRI NT- | NFO

<PLS > BRI b b b I I I Prl nt_fl ags EE IR I b I S I b b I I I I I R S S b I I PI VL PYR
# - # ATMP SNOWPWAT SED PST PWG PQAL MSTL PEST NI TR PHOS TRAC ******xxx
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34 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 9
END PRI NT- I NFO

PWAT- PARML

<PLS > PWATER variable nonthly paraneter value flags ***

# - # CSNO RTOP UZFG VCS VUZ VNN VIFWVIRC VLE INFC HW ***
34 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
END PWAT- PARML

PWAT- PARM?
<PLS > PWATER i nput info: Part 2 *Ex
# - # ***FOREST LZSN | NFI LT LSUR SLSUR KVARY AGARC
34 0 6 0.02 400 0. 05 0 0.96
END PWAT- PARM2
PWAT- PARMB
<PLS > PWATER i nput info: Part 3 *Ex
# - # ***PETMAX PETM N | NFEXP | NFI LD DEEPFR BASETP AGNETP
34 0 0 3 2 0 0 0
END PWAT- PARMB
PWAT- PARVA
<PLS > PWATER i nput info: Part 4 *Ex
# - # CEPSC UZSN NSUR | NTFW | RC LZETP ***
34 0.1 0.2 0.25 2 0.4 0.25

END PWAT- PARV4

PWAT- STATE1
<PLS > *** |nitial conditions at start of sinulation
ran from1990 to end of 1992 (pat 1-11-95) RUN 21 ***

# - # *** CEPS SURS uzs | FW5 LZS AGNS GWS
34 0 0 0 0 2.5 1 0
END PWAT- STATE1
END PERLND
| MPLND
CEN- | NFO
<PLS ><------- Nanme------- > Unit-systens Printer ***
# - # User t-series Engl Metr ***
in out e
1 ROADS/ FLAT 1 1 1 27 0
4 ROOF TOPS/ FLAT 1 1 1 27 0
8 SI DEWALKS/ FLAT 1 1 1 27 0

END GEN- I NFO
*** Section | WATER***

ACTIMITY

<PLS > khkkkkkkkkkkkx ACtIVE Sectl ons EE R R I R I I R I R

# - # ATMP SNOWIWAT SLD |IWG | QAL il

1 0 0 1 0 0 0
4 0 0 1 0 0 0
8 0 0 1 0 0 0
END ACTI VI TY
PRI NT- | NFO

<ILS > ***x*x*x print-flags ******** pPVL PYR
# - # ATMP SNOWIWAT SLD |WG | QAL *kkkkkkkk
1 0 0 4 0 0 0 1 9

4 0 0 4 0 0 0 1 9
8 0 0 4 0 0 0 1 9
END PRI NT- 1 NFO
| WAT- PARML
<PLS > |WATER vari able nmonthly paraneter value flags ***
# - # CSNO RTOP VRS VNN RTLI *oxx
1 0 0 0 0 0
4 0 0 0 0 0
8 0 0 0 0 0

END | WAT- PARML
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| WAT- PARMR
<PLS > | WATER i nput info: Part 2 *Ex
# - # *** LSUR SLSUR NSUR RETSC
1 400 0.01 0.1 0.1
4 400 0.01 0.1 0.1
8 400 0.01 0.1 0.1
END | WAT- PARWR
| WAT- PARMB
<PLS > | WATER i nput info: Part 3 *xx
# - # ***PETMAX PETM N
1 0 0
4 0 0
8 0 0
END | WAT- PARM3
| WAT- STATE1
<PLS > *** |nitial conditions at start of sinulation
# - # *** RETS SURS
1 0 0
4 0 0
8 0 0
END | WAT- STATE1
END | MPLND
SCHEMATI C
<- Sour ce- > <--Area--> <-Target -> MBLK
<Nane> # <-factor-> <Nane> # Tbl #
TDA 2 Treatnent***
PERLND 34 0. 2916 CoPY 501 12
PERLND 34 0. 2916 COPY 501 13
| MPLND 1 0. 6565 COPY 501 15
IMPLND 4 0.1781 COPY 501 15
IMPLND 8 0. 0572 COPY 501 15

******Routi ng******
END SCHENMATI C
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* k% %
* k% %

NETWORK
<-Vol une-> <-G p> <-Menber-><--Milt-->Tran <-Target vol s> <-G p> <-Menber-> ***
<Nane> # <Nanme> # #<-factor->strg <Name> # # <Nanme> # # ***
COPY 501 QUTPUT MEAN 1 1 48.4 DISPLY 1 I NPUT TIMSER 1
<-Vol une-> <-G p> <-Menber-><--Milt-->Tran <-Target vol s> <-G p> <-Menber-> ***
<Nane> # <Nanme> # #<-factor->strg <Name> # # <Nanme> # # ***
END NETWORK
RCHRES
GEN- | NFO
RCHRES Nare Nexits Unit Systens Printer i
# - B< e ><---> User T-series Engl Metr LKFG * ok *

END GEN- I NFO
*** Section RCHRES***

ACTIMITY

in out

* k% %

<PLS > khkkkkkkkkkkkx ACtIVE Sectl ons EE R R I R I I R I R

# -
END ACTI VI TY

PRI NT- | NFO

<PLS S *Fhkxkkkkkkkkkkkxkkk
# -
END PRI NT- I NFO

HYDR- PARML

PI’I nt_fl aas Rk b ok b o I Rk I

# HYDR ADCA CONS HEAT SED GQL OXRX NUTR PLNK PHCB PIVL PYR

RCHRES Fl ags for each HYDR Section
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PIVL PYR

*kkkkkkxk
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# -

END HYDR- PARML

HYDR- PARMR
# - # FTABNO LEN DELTH STCOR
<-mm-- P S<emmm o - - S<emmm o - - S<emmm o - - ><
END HYDR- PARMP
HYDR-INI T
RCHRES Initial conditions for each HYDR section
# - H xFx VOL Initial value of COLIND
***x ac-ft for each possible exit
<-mm-- P >

END HYDR-I NI T
END RCHRES

SPEC- ACTI ONS

END SPEC- ACTI ONS
FTABLES

END FTABLES

EXT SOURCES
<- Vol une- >

<Nane> # <Nane>
WDM 2 PREC
VDM 2 PREC
VDM 1 EVAP
WDM 1 EVAP

END EXT SOURCES

EXT TARCETS

<- Vol une-> <- G p>
<Name> #

COPY 501 QUTPUT
END EXT TARGETS

MASS- LI NK
<Vol une>
<Nane>
MASS- LI NK
PERLND PWATER
END MASS- LI NK

<-Gp>

MASS- LI NK
PERLND PWATER
END MASS- LI NK

MASS- LI NK
I MPLND | WATER
END MASS- LI NK
END MASS- LI NK

END RUN

13thPrelimTreatmentAnalysis

# VC Al A2 A3 ODFVFG for each ***
FG FG FG FG possible exit *** possible exit
* * * * * * * * * * * * *

<Menber > SsysSgap<--Milt-->Tran

# temstrg<-factor->strg
ENGL 1.3
ENGL 1.3
ENGL 0.8
ENGL 0.8

<- Menber-><--Mil t-->Tran
<Name> # #i<-factor->strg
MEAN 11 48. 4

<- Menber-><--Mul t-->
<Nane> # #<-factor->
12

SURO 0. 083333
12

13

| FWO 0. 083333
13

15

SURO 0. 083333
15

<- Tar get
<Nane>
PERLND
I MPLND
PERLND
I MPLND

<- Vol une-

ODGTFG for each
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FUNCT for each
possible exit

* * % %
KS DB50 L
________ S m e e 2> * %
* % %
Initial value of QUTDGT

for each possible exit

R S T T L e e Y S

* % %

vol s> <-G p> <- Menber ->
# <Nanme> # #

999 EXTNL PREC

999 EXTNL PREC

999 EXTNL PETI NP

999 EXTNL PETI NP

* k% %

N Y Y-

> <Menber> Tsys Tgap And ***

<Nane> # <Name> temstrg strg***
VWM 501 FLOW ENGL REPL
<Tar get > <-G p> <-Menber->***
<Name> <Nanme> # #***
COPY I NPUT MEAN

CoPY I NPUT MEAN

coPY | NPUT MEAN

8/22/2023 5:34:33 PM
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Mitigated UCI File
RUN

GLOBAL

WMHWA nodel sinul ation

START 1948 10 01 END 2008 09 30

RUN | NTERP OUTPUT LEVEL 3 0

RESUNME 0 RUN 1 UNI T SYSTEM 1
END GLOBAL

FI LES
<File> <Un#> S File Name----------cmommmmm e Sk ok *
<- I D_ > * k% %
VDM 26 13t hPrel i mTr eat nent Anal ysi s. wdm
MESSU 25 Mt 13t hPrel i nTr eat ment Anal ysi s. MES

27 M t 13t hPrel i mlr eat nent Anal ysi s. L61

28 Mt 13t hPrel i mir eat nent Anal ysi s. L62

30 POC13t hPrel i mlr eat nent Anal ysi s1. dat
END FI LES

OPN SEQUENCE
| NGRP | NDELT 00: 15
PERLND 34
I MPLND 1
| MPLND 4
| MPLND 8
cory 501
DI SPLY 1
END | NGRP
END OPN SEQUENCE
DI SPLY
DI SPLY- | NFOL
# - H<-------- Title----------- >***TRAN PIVL DIGL FIL1 PYR DI&Q FIL2 YRND
1 TDA 2 Treat nent MAX 1 2 30 9
END DI SPLY- 1 NFOL
END DI SPLY
corY
TI MESERI ES
# - # NPT NWN ***
1 1 1
501 1 1
END Tl MESERI ES
END COPY
GENER
OPCCDE
# # OPCD ***
END OPCODE
PARM
# # K * k% %
END PARM
END GENER
PERLND
GEN- | NFO
<PLS ><------- Name------- >NBLKS  Unit-systens Printer ***
# - # User t-series Engl Metr ***
in out *kx
34 S, Lawn, Flat 1 1 1 1 27 0
END GEN- | NFO
*** Section PWATER***

ACTIMVITY

<PLS > khkkkkkkkkkkkx ACtIVE Sectl ons EE R R I R I I R I R

# - # ATMP SNOW PWAT SED PST PW5 PQAL MSTL PEST NI TR PHOS TRAC ***

34 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
END ACTI VI TY
PRI NT- | NFO

<PLS > BRI b b b I I I Prl nt_fl ags EE IR I b I S I b b I I I I I R S S b I I PI VL PYR
# - # ATMP SNOWPWAT SED PST PWG PQAL MSTL PEST NI TR PHOS TRAC ******xxx

13thPrelimTreatmentAnalysis 8/22/2023 5:34:33 PM Page 2
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34 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 9
END PRI NT- I NFO

PWAT- PARML

<PLS > PWATER variable nonthly paraneter value flags ***

# - # CSNO RTOP UZFG VCS VUZ VNN VIFWVIRC VLE INFC HW ***
34 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
END PWAT- PARML

PWAT- PARM?
<PLS > PWATER i nput info: Part 2 *Ex
# - # ***FOREST LZSN | NFI LT LSUR SLSUR KVARY AGARC
34 0 6 0.02 400 0. 05 0 0.96
END PWAT- PARM2
PWAT- PARMB
<PLS > PWATER i nput info: Part 3 *Ex
# - # ***PETMAX PETM N | NFEXP | NFI LD DEEPFR BASETP AGNETP
34 0 0 3 2 0 0 0
END PWAT- PARMB
PWAT- PARVA
<PLS > PWATER i nput info: Part 4 *Ex
# - # CEPSC UZSN NSUR | NTFW | RC LZETP ***
34 0.1 0.2 0.25 2 0.4 0.25

END PWAT- PARV4

PWAT- STATE1
<PLS > *** |nitial conditions at start of sinulation
ran from1990 to end of 1992 (pat 1-11-95) RUN 21 ***

# - # *** CEPS SURS uzs | FW5 LZS AGNS GWS
34 0 0 0 0 2.5 1 0
END PWAT- STATE1
END PERLND
| MPLND
CEN- | NFO
<PLS ><------- Nanme------- > Unit-systens Printer ***
# - # User t-series Engl Metr ***
in out e
1 ROADS/ FLAT 1 1 1 27 0
4 ROOF TOPS/ FLAT 1 1 1 27 0
8 SI DEWALKS/ FLAT 1 1 1 27 0

END GEN- I NFO
*** Section | WATER***

ACTIMITY

<PLS > khkkkkkkkkkkkx ACtIVE Sectl ons EE R R I R I I R I R

# - # ATMP SNOWIWAT SLD |IWG | QAL il

1 0 0 1 0 0 0
4 0 0 1 0 0 0
8 0 0 1 0 0 0
END ACTI VI TY
PRI NT- | NFO

<ILS > ***x*x*x print-flags ******** pPVL PYR
# - # ATMP SNOWIWAT SLD |WG | QAL *kkkkkkkk
1 0 0 4 0 0 0 1 9

4 0 0 4 0 0 0 1 9
8 0 0 4 0 0 0 1 9
END PRI NT- 1 NFO
| WAT- PARML
<PLS > |WATER vari able nmonthly paraneter value flags ***
# - # CSNO RTOP VRS VNN RTLI *oxx
1 0 0 0 0 0
4 0 0 0 0 0
8 0 0 0 0 0

END | WAT- PARML
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| WAT- PARMR
<PLS > | WATER i nput info: Part 2 *Ex
# - # *** LSUR SLSUR NSUR RETSC
1 400 0.01 0.1 0.1
4 400 0.01 0.1 0.1
8 400 0.01 0.1 0.1
END | WAT- PARWR
| WAT- PARMB
<PLS > | WATER i nput info: Part 3 *xx
# - # ***PETMAX PETM N
1 0 0
4 0 0
8 0 0
END | WAT- PARM3
| WAT- STATE1
<PLS > *** |nitial conditions at start of sinulation
# - # *** RETS SURS
1 0 0
4 0 0
8 0 0
END | WAT- STATE1
END | MPLND
SCHEMATI C
<- Sour ce- > <--Area--> <-Target -> MBLK
<Nane> # <-factor-> <Nane> # Tbl #
TDA 2 Treatnent***
PERLND 34 0. 2916 CoPY 501 12
PERLND 34 0. 2916 COPY 501 13
| MPLND 1 0. 6565 COPY 501 15
IMPLND 4 0.1781 COPY 501 15
IMPLND 8 0. 0572 COPY 501 15

******Routi ng******
END SCHENMATI C
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* k% %
* k% %

NETWORK
<-Vol une-> <-G p> <-Menber-><--Milt-->Tran <-Target vol s> <-G p> <-Menber-> ***
<Nane> # <Nanme> # #<-factor->strg <Name> # # <Nanme> # # ***
COPY 501 QUTPUT MEAN 1 1 48.4 DISPLY 1 I NPUT TIMSER 1
<-Vol une-> <-G p> <-Menber-><--Milt-->Tran <-Target vol s> <-G p> <-Menber-> ***
<Nane> # <Nanme> # #<-factor->strg <Name> # # <Nanme> # # ***
END NETWORK
RCHRES
GEN- | NFO
RCHRES Nare Nexits Unit Systens Printer i
# - B< e ><---> User T-series Engl Metr LKFG * ok *

END GEN- I NFO
*** Section RCHRES***

ACTIMITY

in out

* k% %

<PLS > khkkkkkkkkkkkx ACtIVE Sectl ons EE R R I R I I R I R

# -
END ACTI VI TY

PRI NT- | NFO

<PLS S *Fhkxkkkkkkkkkkkxkkk
# -
END PRI NT- I NFO

HYDR- PARML

PI’I nt_fl aas Rk b ok b o I Rk I

# HYDR ADCA CONS HEAT SED GQL OXRX NUTR PLNK PHCB PIVL PYR

RCHRES Fl ags for each HYDR Section

13thPrelimTreatmentAnalysis
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# HYFG ADFG CNFG HTFG SDFG GQFG OXFG NUFG PKFG PHFG ***

PIVL PYR

*kkkkkkxk

* k% %
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# -

END HYDR- PARML

# VC Al A2 A3 ODFVFG for each ***
FG FG FG FG possible exit *** possible exit
* * * * * * * * * * * * *

ODGTFG for each

*

val ue (
for each possible exit
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FUNCT for each
possible exit

* % %

* k *

of QUTDGT

HYDR- PARMR
# - # FTABNO LEN DELTH STCOR KS
<-mm-- P > e - > e - > e - > e ><e o - -
END HYDR- PARMP
HYDR-INI T
RCHRES Initial conditions for each HYDR section
# - H xFx VOL Initial value of COLIND Initial
***x ac-ft for each possible exit
<-mm-- P > D T R T Sy
END HYDR-INI' T
END RCHRES
SPEC- ACTI ONS

END SPEC- ACTI ONS
FTABLES
END FTABLES

EXT SOURCES

<-Vol une- > <Menber > SsysSgap<--Milt-->Tran <-Target vol s>
<Name> # <Name> # tem strg<-factor->strg <Name> # #
WDM 2 PREC ENGL 1.3 PERLND 1 999
VDM 2 PREC ENGL 1.3 | MPLND 1 999
VDM 1 EVAP ENGL 0.8 PERLND 1 999
WDM 1 EVAP ENGL 0.8 | MPLND 1 999

END EXT SOURCES

EXT TARCETS

<- Vol une-> <- G p>
<Name> #

corY 1 QUTPUT
CoOPY 501 QUTPUT
END EXT TARGETS

MASS- LI NK
<Vol une>
<Nanme>
MASS- LI NK
PERLND PWATER
END MASS- LI NK

<-Gp>

MASS- LI NK
PERLND PWATER
END MASS- LI NK

MASS- LI NK
| MPLND | WATER
END MASS- LI NK
END MASS- LI NK

END RUN

<-Qp>

EXTNL
EXTNL
EXTNL
EXTNL

* % %

<- Menber - >
<Name> # #
PREC

PREC

PETI NP
PETI NP

* k% %

<- Menber-><--Mil t-->Tran <-Vol unme-> <Menber> Tsys Tgap And ***
<Nanme> # #<-factor->strg <Name> # <Nanme> temstrg strg***
MEAN 11 48. 4 VDM 701 FLOW ENGL REPL
MEAN 11 48. 4 VWDM 801 FLOW ENGL REPL
<-Menber-><--Mil t--> <Tar get > <- @& p> <- Menber->***
<Name> # #<-factor-> <Name> <Name> # #***
12

SURO 0. 083333 COoPY I NPUT MEAN

12

13

| FWWD 0. 083333 COoPY I NPUT MEAN

13

15

SURO 0. 083333 CoPY I NPUT MEAN

15
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Predeveloped HSPF Message File
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Mitigated HSPF Message File
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Disclaimer

Legal Notice

This program and accompanying documentation are provided 'as-is' without warranty of any kind. The
entire risk regarding the performance and results of this program is assumed by End User. Clear
Creek Solutions Inc. and the governmental licensee or sublicensees disclaim all warranties, either
expressed or implied, including but not limited to implied warranties of program and accompanying
documentation. In no event shall Clear Creek Solutions Inc. be liable for any damages whatsoever
(including without limitation to damages for loss of business profits, loss of business information,
business interruption, and the like) arising out of the use of, or inability to use this program even

if Clear Creek Solutions Inc. or their authorized representatives have been advised of the
possibility of such damages. Software Copyright © by : Clear Creek Solutions, Inc. 2005-2023; All
Rights Reserved.

Clear Creek Solutions, Inc.
6200 Capitol Blvd. Ste F
Olympia, WA. 98501

Toll Free 1(866)943-0304
Local (360)943-0304

www.clearcreeksolutions.com
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ENGINEERING

Exhibit C
Isopluvial Maps for Design Storms in Clark County

2-Year, 24-Hour Isopluvials

PROJECT

Page 1

P=2.9”
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ENGINEERING

Exhibit C
Isopluvial Maps for Design Storms in Clark County

10-Year, 24-Hour Isopluvials

PROJECT

P=4.0”
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ENGINEERING

Exhibit C _
Isopluvial Maps for Design Storms in Clark County

100-Year, 24-Hour Isopluvials
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April 2017
GENERAL USE LEVEL DESIGNATION FOR BASIC (TSS) TREATMENT
For
CONTECH Engineered Solutions

Stormwater Management StormFilter®
With ZPG Media at 1 gpm/sq ft media surface area

Ecology’s Decision:

Based on the CONTECH Engineered Solutions’ (CONTECH) application
submissions, Ecology hereby issues a General Use Level Designation (GULD) for the
Stormwater Management StormFilter® (StormFilter):

1. As a basic stormwater treatment practice for total suspended solids (TSS)
removal,
o Using ZPG™ media (zeolite/perlite/granular activated carbon), with the size
distribution described below,
Sized at a hydraulic loading rate of 1 gpm/ft? of media surface area, per
Table 1, and
Internal bypassing needs to be consistent with the design guidelines in
CONTECH?’s current product design manual.

Table 1. StormFilter Design Flow Rates per Cartridge

Effective Cartridge Height (inches) 12 18 27
Cartridge Flow Rate (gpm/cartridge) 5 75 | 113

2. Ecology approves StormFilter systems containing ZPG™ media for treatment at
the hydraulic loading rates shown in Table 1, and sized based on the water
quality design flow rate for an off-line system when using an external bypass
vault or a treatment vault with an internal bypass. Contech designs their
StormFilter systems to maintain treatment of the water quality design flow while
routing excess flows around the treatment chamber during periods of peak
bypass. The water quality design flow rates are calculated using the following
procedures:

e Western Washington: For treatment installed upstream of detention or
retention, the water quality design flow rate is the peak 15-minute flow rate
as calculated using the latest version of the Western Washington Hydrology
Model or other Ecology-approved continuous runoff model.
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Eastern Washington: For treatment installed upstream of detention or
retention, the water quality design flow rate is the peak 15-minute flow rate
as calculated using one of the three methods described in Chapter 2.2.5 of the
Stormwater Management Manual for Eastern Washington (SWMMEW) or
local manual.

Entire State: For treatment installed downstream of detention, the water
quality design flow rate is the full 2-year release rate of the detention facility.

3. This designation has no expiration date, but Ecology may amend or revoke it.

Ecology’s Conditions of Use:

The StormFilter with ZPG media shall comply with the following conditions:

1.

CONTECH - StormFilter® GULD Maintenance Update (November 2012) Page |2

Design, install, operate, and maintain the StormFilter with ZPG media in
accordance with applicable Contech Engineered Solutions manuals,
documents, and the Ecology Decision.

Install StormFilter systems to bypass flows exceeding the water quality
treatment rate. Additionally, high flows will not re-suspend captured
sediments. Design StormFilter systems in accordance with the performance
goals in Ecology's most recent Stormwater Manual and CONTECH?’s
Product Design Manual Version 4.1 (April 2006), or most current version,
unless otherwise specified.

Owners must follow the design, pretreatment, land use application, and
maintenance criteria in CONTECH’s Design Manual.

Pretreatment of TSS and oil and grease may be necessary, and designers
shall provide pre-treatment in accordance with the most current versions of
the CONTECH?’s Product Design Manual (April 2006) or the applicable
Ecology Stormwater Manual. Design pre-treatment using the performance
criteria and pretreatment practices provided on Ecology’s “Evaluation of
Emerging Stormwater Treatment Technologies” website.

Maintenance: The required maintenance interval for stormwater treatment
devices is often dependent upon the degree of pollutant loading from a
particular drainage basin. Therefore, Ecology does not endorse or
recommend a “one size fits all” maintenance cycle for a particular model/size
of manufactured filter treatment device.

e Typically, CONTECH designs StormFilter systems for a target filter
media replacement interval of 12 months. Maintenance includes
removing accumulated sediment from the vault, and replacing spent
cartridges with recharged cartridges.
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¢ Indications of the need for maintenance include effluent flow decreasing
to below the design flow rate, as indicated by the scumline above the
shoulder of the cartridge.

e Owners/operators must inspect StormFilter with ZPG media for a
minimum of twelve months from the start of post-construction operation
to determine site-specific maintenance schedules and requirements. You
must conduct inspections monthly during the wet season, and every other
month during the dry season. (According to the SWMMWW, the wet
season in western Washington is October 1 to April 30. According to
SWMMEW, the wet season in eastern Washington is October 1 to June
30). After the first year of operation, owners/operators must conduct
inspections based on the findings during the first year of inspections.

e Conduct inspections by qualified personnel, follow manufacturer’s
guidelines, and use methods capable of determining either a decrease in
treated effluent flowrate and/or a decrease in pollutant removal ability.

e When inspections are performed, the following findings typically serve as
maintenance triggers:

e Accumulated vault sediment depths exceed an average of 2 inches, or

e Accumulated sediment depths on the tops of the cartridges exceed an
average of 0.5 inches, or

e Standing water remains in the vault between rain events, or
e Bypass occurs during storms smaller than the design storm.

e Note: If excessive floatables (trash and debris) are present, perform a
minor maintenance consisting of gross solids removal, not cartridge
replacement.

6. CONTECH shall maintain readily available reports listed under
“Application Documents” (above) as public, as well as the documentation
submitted with its previous conditional use designation application.
CONTECH shall provide links to this information from its corporate
website, and make this information available upon request, at no cost and in
a timely manner.

7. ZPG™ media used shall conform with the following specifications:

e Each cartridge contains a total of approximately 2.6 cubic feet of media.
The ZPG™ cartridge consists of an outer layer of perlite that is
approximately 1.3 cubic feet in volume and an inner layer, consisting of a
mixture of 90% zeolite and 10% granular activated carbon, which is
approximately 1.3 cubic feet in volume.

e Perlite Media: Perlite media shall be made of natural siliceous volcanic
rock free of any debris or foreign matter. The expanded perlite shall
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have a bulk density ranging from 6.5 to 8.5 Ibs per cubic foot and particle
sizes ranging from 0.09” (#8 mesh) to 0.38” (3/8” mesh).

e Zeolite Media: Zeolite media shall be made of naturally occurring
clinoptilolite. The zeolite media shall have a bulk density ranging from
44 to 50 Ibs per cubic foot and particle sizes ranging from 0.13” (#6 mesh)
to 0.19” (#4 mesh). Additionally, the cation exchange capacity (CEC) of
zeolite shall range from approximately 1.0 to 2.2 meq/g.

e Granular Activated Carbon: Granular activated carbon (GAC) shall be
made of lignite coal that has been steam-activated. The GAC media shall
have a bulk density ranging from 28 to 31 Ibs per cubic foot and particle
sizes ranging from a 0.09” (#8 mesh) to 0.19” (#4 mesh).

Approved Alternate Configurations

Peak Diversion StormFilter

1.

The Peak Diversion StormFilter allows for off-line bypass within the StormFilter
structure. Design capture flows and peak flows enter the inlet bay which contains an
internal weir. The internal weir allows design flows to enter the cartridge bay through
a transfer hole located at the bottom of the inlet bay while the unit routs higher flows
around the cartridge bay.

To select the size of the Peak Diversion StormFilter unit, the designer must determine
the number of cartridges required and size of the standard StormFilter using the site-
specific water quality design flow and the StormFilter Design Flow Rates per
Cartridge as described above.

New owners may not install the Peak Diversion StormFilter at an elevation or in a
location where backwatering may occur.

Applicant: Contech Engineered Solutions

Applicant’s Address: 11835 NE Glenn Widing Dr.

Portland, OR 97220

Application Documents:

CONTECH - StormFilter® GULD Maintenance Update (November 2012) Page |4

The applicant’s master report, titled, “The Stormwater Management StormFilter
Basic Treatment Application for General Use Level Designation in Washington”,
Stormwater Management, Inc., November 1, 2004, includes the following reports:

e (Public) Evaluation of the Stormwater Management StormFilter Treatment
System: Data Validation Report and Summary of the Technical Evaluation
Engineering Report (TEER) by Stormwater Management Inc., October 29, 2004
Ecology’s technology assessment protocol requires the applicant to hire an
independent consultant to complete the following work:
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=

Complete the data validation report.

2. Prepare a TEER summary, including a testing summary and conclusions
compared with the supplier’s performance claims.

Provide a recommendation of the appropriate technology use level.

4. Work with Ecology to post recommend relevant information on Ecology’s
website.

Provide additional testing recommendations, if needed.”

6. This report, authored by Dr. Gary Minton, Ph. D., P.E., Resource Planning
Associates, satisfies the Ecology requirement.

w

o

e (Public) “Performance of the Stormwater Management StormFilter Relative to the
Washington State Department of Ecology Performance Goals for Basic
Treatment,” is a summary of StormFilter performance that strictly adheres to the
criteria listed in the Guidance for Evaluating Emerging Stormwater Treatment
Technologies, Technology Assessment Protocol — Ecology (TAPE).

e “Heritage Marketplace Field Evaluation: Stormwater Management StormFilter
with ZPG™ Media,” is a report showing all of the information collected at Site A
as stated in the SMI Quality Assurance Project Plan (QAPP). This document
contains detailed information regarding each storm event collected at this site, and
it provided a detailed overview of the data and project.

e “Lake Stevens Field Evaluation: Stormwater Management StormFilter with
ZPG™ Media,” is a report that corresponds to Site E as stated in the SMI QAPP.
This document contains detailed information regarding each storm collected at
this site, and includes a detailed overview of the data and project.

e (Public) “Evaluation of the Stormwater Management StormFilter for the removal
of SIL-CO-SIL 106, a standardized silica product: ZPG™ at 7.5 GPM” is a report
that describes laboratory testing at full design flow.

e “Factors Other Than Treatment Performance.”

e “State of Washington Installations.”

e “Peak Diversion StormFilter” is a technical document demonstrating the Peak
Diversion StormFilter system complies with the Stormwater Management Manual
for Western Washington VVolume V Section 4.5.1.

Above-listed documents noted as “public” are available by contacting CONTECH.
Applicant's Use Level Request:

That Ecology grant a General Use Level Designation for Basic Treatment for the
StormFilter using ZPG™ media (zeolite/perlite/granular activated carbon) at a hydraulic
loading rate of 1 gpm/ft? of media surface area in accordance with Ecology's 2011
Technical Guidance Manual for Evaluating Emerging Stormwater Treatment
Technologies Technology Assessment Protocol — Ecology (TAPE).
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Applicant's Performance Claim:

The combined data from the two field sites reported in the TER (Heritage Marketplace
and Lake Stevens) indicate that the performance of a StormFilter system configured for
inline bypass with ZPG™ media and a hydraulic loading rate of 1 gpm/ft> of media
surface area meets Ecology performance goals for Basic Treatment.

Ecology’s Recommendations:

Based on the weight of the evidence and using its best professional judgment, Ecology
finds that:

e StormFilter, using ZPG™ media and operating at a hydraulic loading rate of no more
than 1 gpm/ft? of media surface area, is expected to provide effective stormwater
treatment achieving Ecology’s Basic Treatment (TSS removal) performance goals.
Contech demonstrated this is through field and laboratory testing performed in
accordance with the approved protocol. StormFilter is deemed satisfactory with
respect to factors other than treatment performance (e.g., maintenance; see the
protocol’s Appendix B for complete list).

Findings of Fact:

e Influent TSS concentrations and particle size distributions were generally within the
range of what Ecology considers “typical” for western Washington (silt-to-silt loam).

e Contech sampled thirty-two (32) storm events at two sites for storms from April 2003
to March 2004, of which Contech deemed twenty-two (22) as “qualified” and were
therefore included in the data analysis set.

e Statistical analysis of these 22 storm events verifies the data set’s adequacy.

e Analyzing all 22 qualifying events, the average influent and effluent concentrations
and aggregate pollutant load reduction are 114 mg/L, 25 mg/L, and 82%,
respectively.

e Analyzing all 22 qualifying events based on the estimated average flow rate during
the event (versus the measured peak flow rate), and more heavily weighting those
events near the design rate (versus events either far above or well below the design
rate) does not significantly affect the reported results.

e For the 7 qualifying events with influent TSS concentrations greater than 100 mg/L,
the average influent and effluent concentrations and aggregate pollutant load
reduction are 241 mg/L, 34 mg/L, and 89%, respectively. If we exclude the 2 of 7
events that exceed the maximum 300 mg/L specified in Ecology’s guidelines, the
average influent and effluent concentrations and aggregate pollutant load reduction
are 158 mg/L, 35 mg/L, and 78%, respectively.

e For the 15 qualifying events with influent TSS concentrations less than 100 mg/L, the
average influent and effluent concentrations and aggregate pollutant load reduction
are 55 mg/L, 20 mg/L, and 61%, respectively. If the 6 of 15 events that fall below the
minimum 33 mg/L TSS specified in Ecology’s guidelines are excluded, the average
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influent and effluent concentrations and aggregate pollutant load reduction are 78
mg/L, 26 mg/L, and 67%, respectively.

e For the 8 qualifying events with peak discharge exceeding design flow (ranging from
120 to 257% of the design rate), results ranged from 52% to 96% TSS removal, with
an average of 72%.

e Due to the characteristics of the hydrographs, the field results generally reflect flows
below (ranging between 20 and 60 percent of) the tested facilities” design rate.
During these sub-design flow rate periods, some of the cartridges operate at or near
their individual full design flow rate (generally between 4 and 7.5 GPM for an 18”
cartridge effective height) because their float valves have opened. Float valves
remain closed on the remaining cartridges, which operate at their base “trickle” rate
of 1to 1.5 GPM.

e Laboratory testing using U.S. Silica’s Sil-Co-Sil 106 fine silica product showed an
average 87% TSS removal for testing at 7.5 GPM per cartridge (100% design flow
rate).

e Other relevant testing at 1-5 Lake Union, Greenville Yards (New Jersey), and Ski Run
Marina (Lake Tahoe) facilities shows consistent TSS removals in the 75 to 85%
range. Note that the evaluators operated the 1-5 Lake Union at 50%, 100%, and
125% of design flow.

e SMTI’s application included a satisfactory “Factors other than treatment performance”
discussion.

Note: Ecology’s 80% TSS removal goal applies to 100 mg/l and greater influent TSS.
Below 100 mg/L influent TSS, the goal is 20 mg/L effluent TSS.

Technology Description:

The Stormwater Management StormFilter® (StormPFilter), a flow-through stormwater
filtration system, improves the quality of stormwater runoff from the urban environment
by removing pollutants. The StormFilter can treat runoff from a wide variety of sites
including, but not limited to: retail and commercial development, residential streets,
urban roadways, freeways, and industrial sites such as shipyards, foundries, etc.

Operation:

The StormFilter is typically comprised of a vault that houses rechargeable, media-filled,
filter cartridges. Various media may be used, but this designation covers only the zeolite-
perlite-granulated activated carbon (ZPG™) medium. Stormwater from storm drains
percolates through these media-filled cartridges, which trap particulates and may remove
pollutants such as dissolved metals, nutrients, and hydrocarbons. During the filtering
process, the StormFilter system also removes surface scum and floating oil and grease.
Once filtered through the media, the treated stormwater is directed to a collection pipe or
discharged to an open channel drainage way.

This document includes a bypass schematic for flow rates exceeding the water quality
design flow rate on page 8.
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StormFilter Configurations:

Contech offers the StormFilter in multiple configurations: precast, high flow, catch basin,
curb inlet, linear, volume, corrugated metal pipe, drywell, and CON/Span form. Most
configurations use pre-manufactured units to ease the design and installation process.
Systems may be either uncovered or covered underground units.

The typical precast StormFilter unit is composed of three sections: the energy dissipater,
the filtration bay, and the outlet sump. As Stormwater enters the inlet of the StormFilter
vault through the inlet pipe, piping directs stormwater through the energy dissipater into
the filtration bay where treatment will take place. Once in the filtration bay, the
stormwater ponds and percolates horizontally through the media contained in the
StormFilter cartridges. After passing through the media, the treated water in each
cartridge collects in the cartridge’s center tube from where piping directs it into the outlet
sump by a High Flow Conduit under-drain manifold. The treated water in the outlet
sump discharges through the single outlet pipe to a collection pipe or to an open channel
drainage way. In some applications where you anticipate heavy grit loads, pretreatment
by settling may be necessary.
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Figure 2. The StormFilter Cartridge
Cartridge Operation:

As the water level in the filtration bay begins to rise, stormwater enters the StormFilter
cartridge. Stormwater in the cartridge percolates horizontally through the filter media
and passes into the cartridge’s center tube, where the float in the cartridge is in a closed
(downward) position. As the water level in the filtration bay continues to rise, more
water passes through the filter media and into the cartridge’s center tube. Water
displaces the air in the cartridge and it purges from beneath the filter hood through the
one-way check valve located in the cap. Once water fills the center tube there is enough
buoyant force on the float to open the float valve and allow the treated water to flow into
the under-drain manifold. As the treated water drains, it tries to pull in air behind it. This
causes the check valve to close, initiating a siphon that draws polluted water throughout
the full surface area and volume of the filter. Thus, water filters through the entire filter
cartridge throughout the duration of the storm, regardless of the water surface elevation in
the filtration bay. This continues until the water surface elevation drops to the elevation
of the scrubbing regulators. At this point, the siphon begins to break and air quickly
flows beneath the hood through the scrubbing regulators, causing energetic bubbling
between the inner surface of the hood and the outer surface of the filter. This bubbling
agitates and cleans the surface of the filter, releasing accumulated sediments on the
surface, flushing them from beneath the hood, and allowing them to settle to the vault
floor.

Adjustable cartridge flow rate:
Inherent to the design of the StormFilter is the ability to control the individual cartridge

flow rate with an orifice-control disc placed at the base of the cartridge. Depending on
the treatment requirements and on the pollutant characteristics of the influent stream as
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specified in the CONTECH Product Design Manual, operators may adjust the flow rate
through the filter cartridges. By decreasing the flow rate through the filter cartridges, the
influent contact time with the media is increased and the water velocity through the
system is decreased, thus increasing both the level of treatment and the solids removal
efficiencies of the filters, respectively (de Ridder, 2002).

Recommended research and development:

Ecology encourages CONTECH to pursue continuous improvements to the StormFilter.
To that end, CONTECH recommends the following actions:

e Determine, through laboratory testing, the relationship between accumulated solids
and flow rate through the cartridge containing the ZPG™ media. Completed 11/05.

e Determine the system’s capabilities to meet Ecology’s enhanced, phosphorus, and oil
treatment goals.

e Develop easy-to-implement methods of determining that a StormFilter facility
requires maintenance (cleaning and filter replacement).

Contact Information:

Applicant Contact:  Jeremiah Lehman
Contech Engineered Solutions
11835 NE Glenn Widing Drive
Portland, OR, 97220
503-258-3136
jlehman@conteches.com

Applicant Web link http://www.conteches.com/
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Ecology web link: http://www.ecy.wa.gov/programs/wg/stormwater/newtech/index.html

Ecology Contact: Douglas C. Howie, P.E.
Department of Ecology
Water Quality Program
(360) 407-6444
douglas.howie@ecy.wa.gov

Revision History

Date Revision

Jan 2005 Original Use Level Designation

Dec 2007 Revision

May 2012 Maintenance requirements updated

November 2012 Design Storm and Maintenance requirements updated

January 2013 Updated format to match Ecology standard format

September 2014 Added Peak Diversion StormFilter Alternate Configuration

November 2016 Revised Contech contact information

April 2017 Revised sizing language to note sizing based on Off-line
calculations
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Introduction
Background

All public and privately owned, roads, parking lots, residential developments, commercial or industrial
developments, or school facilities have various components that make up a storm system. These components
consist of conveyance pipes, catch basins, manholes, roadside ditches, stormwater facilities (such as bioswales,
detention ponds, wet ponds, treatment filters, etc.), landscaping and any other structure that collects,
conveys, controls, and/or treats stormwater. Regardless of the component, all storm systems eventually
discharge into ‘waters of the state’ which are streams, rivers, lakes, and wetlands.

Under the Federal Clean Water Act (FCWA) and in compliance with the Department of Ecology’s NPDES Phase
Il Permit, ‘waters of the state’ are to be protected from contamination. This in turn protects threatened and
endangered species under the Federal Endangered Species Act (FESA).

One way to protect ‘waters of the state’ is to provide the proper maintenance of all storm system components.
It is the responsibility of the City of Camas (City) to ensure that all components of the public storm system be
properly maintained and operated. The City is responsible for those components that are located within the
City's right-of-way, such as the conveyance pipes, manholes, catch basins, roadside ditches, and stormwater
facilities. A large part of the stormwater facilities in the City are privately owned and maintained by the
property owners. These property owners include, but are not limited to, Homeowners Associations (HOAs),
school district, businesses, and commercial/industrial site owners.

Purpose

This manual is intended to help, both public and private stormwater facility maintenance operators, meet the
requirements of City Municipal Code 14.02.090 for proper maintenance and operation of the various storm
system components. Proper maintenance will help to assure that:

e Stormwater facilities operate as they were designed;

e Storm systems are cleaned of the pollutants that they trap, such as sediment and oils, so that storm
systems are not overwhelmed and become pollutant sources;

e Pollutant sources are removed, or minimized, prior to entering the storm system.

Along with keeping a site from flooding, properly maintained storm system can help reduce surface water and
groundwater pollution. Most sites have some type of stormwater control component designed to limit the
environmental and flooding damage caused by stormwater runoff. These components require more labor
intensive maintenance than a system of pipes and catch basins.
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Manual Layout

This manual is broken out into various best management practice (BMP) maintenance components. For each
BMP maintenance component, this manual will:

e Briefly describe the component type, e.g. facility or activity.

e Describes potential maintenance issues and/or problems.

e Describes conditions when maintenance is required.

e  Minimum performance standards and suggested maintenance methods.

Additional information may be found in other manuals, such as the Washington Department of Ecology’s
Stormwater Management Manual for Western Washington (SWMMWW), Vols. V, and Ecology’s LID manual.

Inspection of a stormwater facility will determine if conditions require a maintenance action. The maintenance
standard is not the required condition at all times. Exceeding a condition, between inspections and/or
maintenance, does not automatically constitute a violation of these standards. The inspection and
maintenance schedules should be adjusted to minimize the length of time that a facility is in a condition that
requires maintenance.

Emergent Treatment Technologies

Some stormwater treatment facilities are designed and installed with emerging technologies that are not
standard at the time of their installation. If not found in this manual, a treatment facility may be an emerging
technology approved by Washington Department of Ecology; the maintenance standards can be found at
Emerging Stormwater Treatment Technologies.

Mosquito Control

Mosquitoes are annoying and sometimes pose a serious risk to public health. They can transmit diseases such
as West Nile Virus and equine encephalitis. Above-ground stormwater facilities should be designed to allow
water to flow through or infiltrate in less than 48 hours. Presence of mosquitos in a stormwater facility may
indicate a clogged outlet, compromised infiltration capacity, or other defect that should trigger inspection and
may require maintenance.

If mosquitos are identified during a stormwater facility maintenance or inspection and are a concern, a request
to the Clark County Mosquito Control District for service or information regarding mosquito control can be
made online at Mosquito Control District or at the 24-hour request line, 360-397-8430.

Material Disposal and Spills

The disposal of waste, e.g. sediment or standing water, from the maintenance of the stormwater facilities and

storm system components shall be conducted in accordance with federal, state, and local regulations,

including the Solid Waste Handling Standards chapter 173-350 WAC, Minimum Functional Standards for Solid
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Waste Handling chapter 173-304 WAC and Appendix IV-B: Management of Street Waste Solids and Liquids of
the SWMMWW. Dangerous waste must be handled following, Dangerous Waste Regulations chapter 173-303
WAC. Vegetation to be recycled and disposed of at local receptacle locations.

For major spills, coordinate removal/cleanup with the City at 360-817-1563 and notify Department of Ecology
at 360-407-6300.
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Vegetated Facilities

Biofiltration Swale

Biofiltration swales use grass or other dense vegetation to filter sediment and oily materials out of
stormwater. Usually, they look like flat-bottomed channels with grass growing in them. As water passes
through the vegetation, pollutants are removed through the effects of filtration, infiltration and settling.

See SWMMWW Appendix V-A, Table V-A.8 for biofiltration swale maintenance standards. If available,
reference record drawings for seed mix and groundcover replacements, or see SWMMWW BMP T9.10, Tables
V-7.3 and V-7.4. Presence of cattails is a sign that that there is water ponding and the facility is not functioning
as design. Cattails will need to be removed and further investigation may be required.
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Wet Biofiltration Swale

A wet biofiltration swale is a variation of basic biofiltration swale for use where the centerline slope is slight,
groundwater table are high, or a continuous low base flow is likely to result in wet soil conditions for long
periods of time. Where continuously wet soil exceeds about 2 weeks, typically grasses will die. Thus,
vegetation specifically adapted to wet soil conditions is needed. Different vegetation requires modification of
several of the design and maintenance requirements from the basic biofiltration swale.

See SWMMWW Appendix V-A, Table V-A.9 for wet biofiltration swale maintenance standards. If available,
reference record drawings for seed mix and groundcover replacements, or see SWMMWW BMP T9.20, Table

V-7.5. Removal of cattail is required when vegetation is crowded out by very dense clumps of cattails, prevents
water flow, or alters the designed functionality.
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Filter Strip

Filter strips are linear strips of grass that remove sediment and oils from stormwater by filtering it.
Stormwater is treated as it sheet flows across the filter strip. Usually, filter strips are placed along the edge of
linear paved areas, such as parking lots and roads. Where designed filter strips are installed; road shoulders

should only be graded to maintain level flow off the road.

See SWMMWW Appendix V-A, Table V-A.10 for filter strip maintenance standards. If available, reference
record drawings for seed mix replacement, or see SWMMWW BMP T9.10, Table V-7.3.
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Detention Pond

Detention pond facilities are designed to hold and slowly release stormwater by use of a pond with a specially
designed control structure. Styles vary greatly from well-manicured to natural appearing. Generally, native
vegetation is preferred for reduced maintenance and enhance wildlife habitat. Some facilities are designed to
appear as natural water bodies or are in a park-like setting.

See SWMMWW Appendix V-A, Table V-A.1 for detention pond maintenance standards. If available, reference
record drawings for seed mix replacement, or sese SWMMWW BMP D.1, Table V-12.3. Removal of cattail is
required when vegetation is crowded out by very dense clumps of cattails, prevents water flow, or alters the

designed functionality.
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Wet Pond

A wet pond is an open basin that retains a permanent pool of water year-round or only during the wet season.
The volume of the wet pond allows sediment and other pollutants to settle out of the runoff. Wetland
vegetation is typically planted within the wet pond to provide additional treatment through nutrient removal.
Detention quantity control can be provided with additional temporary storage volume above the permanent
pool elevation.

See SWMMWW Appendix V-A, Table V-A.11 for wet pond maintenance standards. If available, reference
record drawings for seed mix and plants replacement, or see SWMMWW BMP D.1, Table V-12.3 for seed mix

and BMP T10.10, Table V-8.1 for plants. Removal of cattail is required when vegetation is crowded out by very

dense clumps of cattails, prevents water flow, or alters the designed functionality.
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Infiltration Facility

Infiltration facilities dispose of water by holding it in an area where it can soak into the ground. These are
open facilities that may either drain rapidly and have grass bases or have perpetual ponds where water levels
rise and fall with stormwater flows. Infiltration facilities may be designed to handle all of the runoff from an
area or they may overflow and bypass larger storms.

Since the facility is designed to pass water into the ground, generally after passing through a sediment
trap/manhole, anything that can cause the base to clog will reduce the performance and is a large concern.
Generally, infiltration basins are managed like detention ponds, but with greater emphasis on maintaining the
capacity to infiltrate stormwater.

See SWMMWW Appendix V-A, Table V-A.2 for infiltration facility maintenance standards. If available,
reference record drawings for seed mix replacement, or see SWMMWW BMP D.1, Table V-12.3. Removal of
cattail is required when vegetation is crowded out by very dense clumps of cattails, prevents water flow, or

alters the designed functionality.
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Rain Garden

Rain gardens are non-engineered, shallow, landscaped depressions with compost-amended soils and adapted
plants. The depression temporarily stores stormwater runoff from adjacent areas. Some or all the influent
stormwater passes through the amended soil profile and into the underlying native soil. Stormwater that
exceeds the storage capacity is designed to overflow to an adjacent drainage system.

If available, reference record drawings for plant replacements, or see Rain Garden Handbook for Western
Washington, Appendix A for recommendation on rain garden plants. Presence of cattails is a sign that that
there is water ponding and the facility is not functioning as design. Cattails will need to be removed and

further investigation may be required.
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Rain Garden
Maintenance Defect or Conditions When Maintenance Is .. . .
Minimum Maintenance Required
Component Problem Needed
Trash an . . .
General Det?ris d Evidence of trash and debris Remove trash and debris
Replenish mulch areas throughout rain
. . . . . garden - on the sides and bottom of
Side slopes Erosion Persistent soil erosion on slopes .
the rain garden and around the
perimeter (and on berm if applicable).
Visible sediment that reduces drainage . .
rate Remove sediment accumulation
Sediment - - - -
Sediment deposited from water Remove sediment, determine the
Bottom area . . -,
entering the rain garden source, and stabilize area
Matted accumulation of leaves
Leaves . . Remove leaves
reducing drainage rate
. Ponded water remains for more than 3 | Remove sediment, leaf litter and/or
Ponded water | Ponding . .
days after the end of a storm debris accumulation
. . L Clear pipes of sediment and debris with
Water is backing up in pipe ]
Pipe i gupinpip snake and/or flush with water
. ipe
inlet/outlet P . Repair or seal cracks, or replace as
Damaged or cracked drain pipes
needed
. Rock or cobble is removed, missing and .
Inlet rock pad Erosion . . . & Replace rock and reestablish pad
flow is eroding soil.
Remove weeds and apply mulch after
Weeds Weeds Weeds are present . PR
weeding
Dyin . Remove diseased plants or plant parts
ying . Dying, dead or unhealthy plants . P P P
Vegetation and dispose, then replace
. . Vegetation reduces sight distances and | Keep sidewalks and sight distances on
Sight Distance .
sidewalk roadways clear
Blockage Vegetation is crowding inlets and Remove vegetation crowding inlets and
Vegetation & outlets outlets
Test soil to identify specific nutrient
Poor Yellowing, poor growth, poor deficiencies.
Vegetation flowering, spotting or curled leaves, Do not use synthetic fertilizers
Growth weak roofs, or stems Consider selecting different plant for
soil conditions
Bare spots are present or mulch deoth Supplement mulch with hand tools to a
Mulch Bare Soil P P P depth of 2 to 3 inches, keep mulch

less than 2 inches

away from woody stems.
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Bioretention

Bioretention facilities are engineered facilities that store and treat stormwater by filtering it through a
specified soil profile. Water that enters the facility ponds in an earthen depression or other basin (e.g.,
concrete planter) before it infiltrates into the underlaying bioretention soil. Stormwater that exceeds the
surface storage capacity overflow to an adjacent drainage system. Treated water is either infiltrated into the
underlying native soil or collected by an underdrain and discharged. An underdrain system can be comprised

of perforated or slotted pipe, wrapped in an aggregate blanket.

See SWMMWW Appendix V-A, Table V-A.21 for bioretention maintenance standards. If available, reference
record drawings for plant replacements, or see LID Technical Guidance Manual for Puget Sound, Appendix 1
for plant recommendations. Presence of cattails is a sign that that there is water ponding and the facility is not
functioning as design. Cattails will need to be removed and further investigation may be required.
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Conveyance Ditch

Ditches are often manmade open-channels that convey stormwater

runoff. These ditches are maintained to prevent localized flooding.

Conveyance Ditch

Maintenance Defect or Conditions When Maintenance Is .. . .
Minimum Maintenance Required
Component Problem Needed
. . R di td its. Wh
Sediment exceeds 20% of ditch depth .efm"e se. IMment ceposits en
. . . . finished, ditch should be level from
Sediment or affects the historic or designed . . . .
hvdraulic capacit side to side and drain freely in
¥ pacity. intended direction.
If possible, repair cause of poor
Excessive standing water in ditch drainage. This may include but is not
Standing Water between storms due to ditch not limited to the following activities:
draining freely remove sediment or trash blockages,
improve grade of ditch.
Determine why grass growth is poor
. and correct that condition. Replant
Eroded or When grass is sparse, bare or eroded, with plugs of erass at ei ht-incﬁm
Unstable Side patches occur in more than 20% of the | . ik & .
. intervals or reseed. If cause is
Slopes ditch . . .
excessive moisture replace grass with
wetland plantings.
General Mow vegetation and/or remove

Grass is excessively tall (greater than

nuisance vegetation so that flow is

Vegetation 15 inches). Nuisance weeds and other .
vegetation start to take over ditch not impeded. Grass should be
& ' mowed to a height of 3 to 4 inches.
Reseed poor vegetation areas.
Bare Soil Poor vegetation coverage. Reference "Low Grow" seed mix, see
SWMMWW BMP C120 Table I1-3.4
. Remove material so that there is no
Inlet/Outlet Inlet/outlet area clogged with

Pipes or Culverts

sediment and/or debris

clogging or blockage in the inlet and
outlet area

Trash and Debris

Any trash and debris which exceed 1
cubic feet per 1,000 square feet. In
general, there should be no visual
evidence of dumping.

Remove trash and debris from ditch.

Erosion/Scouring

Eroded or scoured ditch bottom

Permanently stabilize ditch bottom
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Stormwater Structures
Catch Basin

A catch basin is an underground concrete structure with a slotted grate that collects stormwater runoff and
route it through the underground pipes. Catch basins typically provide a sump below the outlet pipe to allow
sediment and debris to settle out of the stormwater runoff. Some catch basins are fitted with a spill control
device such as an inverted elbow on the outlet pipe to control grease or oils. The most common tool for
cleaning catch basins is a vactor truck which is used to remove sediment and debris from the sump. The
sediment and oils if not removed from the catch basins have the potential to pollute downstream waterbodies.
Unless you have Occupational Safety and Health Administration (OSHA) approved confined space training and
equipment, never enter a catch basin. There is a considerable risk of poisonous gas and injury.

See SWMMWW Appendix V-A, Table V-A.5 for catch basin maintenance standards.

grate

+—— base section
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Field/Ditch Inlet

An inlet is a concrete, plastic or steel structure fitted with a slotted grate to collect stormwater runoff and
route through underground pipes. A field inlet has a flat grate, and a ditch inlet has an angled grate. These
inlets typically provide a sump below the outlet pipe to allow sediment and debris to settle out of the
stormwater runoff. Some of these inlets are fitted with a spill control device such as an inverted elbow on the
outlet pipe to control grease or oils. The most common tool for cleaning out the inlet is a vactor truck which is
used to remove sediment and debris from the sump. The sediment and oils if not removed from the inlet has
the potential to pollute downstream water bodies. Unless you have OSHA approved confined space training
and equipment, never enter an inlet. There is a considerable risk of poisonous gas and injury.
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Field Inlet/Ditch Inlet

Maintenance Defect or Conditions When Maintenance Is .. . .
Minimum Maintenance Required
Component Problem Needed
Trash or debris blocking inletting Remove trash or debris blocking grate
capacity by more than 10%. opening.

Trash & Debris Dead animals or vegetation that could ' '
generate odors that could cause Remove dead animals or vegetation
complaints or dangerous gases (e.g., present within the field/ditch inlet.
methane).

. Sediment has accumulated to within six .

Sediment . ) . Remove sediment
inches of the invert of the lowest pipe
Top slab has holes larger than 2 square | Repair top slab to be free of holes and

Structure inches or cracks wider than 1/4 inch. cracks.

Damage to F t sitting flush on top slab, i

rame not sitting flush on top slab, i.e., . .

Frame and/or . & p Make adjustments so that frame is

Tob Slab separation of more than 3/4 inch of the | . . .

General op >la sitting flush on the riser rings or top

frame from the top slab. Frame not
securely attached

slab and is firmly attached.

Fractures or
Cracks in Field
Inlet
Walls/Bottom

Grout fillet has separated or cracked
wider than 1/2 inch and longer than 1
foot at the joint of any inlet/outlet pipe
or any evidence of soil particles
entering catch basin through cracks.

Regrout pipe and secure at field inlet
wall.

Settlement/
Misalignment

If failure of field inlet has created a
safety, function, or design problem.

Replace or repair field inlet to
design standards.

Vegetation

Vegetation growing across and
blocking more than 10% of the inlet
opening.

Remove vegetation blockage from
basin opening.

Contamination
and Pollution

Any evidence of oil, gasoline,
contaminants, or other pollutants

Identify and remove source. Notify City
at (360) 817-1567.

Metal Grates

Grate Not in
Place

Grate is missing or only partially in
place. Any open field inlet
requires maintenance.

Replace missing grate, cover field inlet

Grate opening
Unsafe

Grate with opening wider than 7/8
inch.

Repair grate opening

Damaged or
Missing.

Grate missing or broken member(s) of
the grate.

Replace missing grate or repair broken
member(s)
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Manhole

Manholes are large cylindrical underground structures usually set at storm sewer pipe connections. Manholes
are used in storm sewer system at any change in direction, slope, pipe material or pipe size. Some manholes
have sumps and fitted with stormwater flow control structures such as orifices or weirs. Unless you have OSHA
approved confined space training and equipment, never enter a manhole. There is a considerable risk of

poisonous gas and injury.

» BIRD'S-EYE VIEW

gate or solid cover

SIDE PROFILE
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Manhole
Maintenance Defect or Conditions When Maintenance Is .. . .
Minimum Maintenance Required
Component Problem Needed
Trash or debris has accumulated to .
e . Remove all trash or debris from
within six inches of the invert of the
. manhole.
Trash and lowest pipe.
Debris Trash or debris in any inlet or outlet
. . y . Remove trash or debris from inlet and
pipe blocking more than 1/3 of its .
. outlet pipes.
height.
. Sediment has accumulated to within six .
Sediment . . . Remove all sediment from manhole
inches of the invert of the lowest pipe.
Top slab has holes larger than 2 square | Repair top slab to be free of holes and
Structure inches or cracks wider than 1/4 inch. cracks.
General Damage to Frame not sitting flush on top slab, i.e., . .
8 . & p Make adjustments so that frame is
Frame and/or | separation of more than 3/4 inch of the | . . o
sitting flush on the riser rings or top
Top Slab frame from the top slab. Frame not e
slab and is firmly attached.
securely attached
Eractures or Grout fillet has separated or cracked
. wider than 1/2 inch and longer than 1 .
Cracks in . . . Regrout pipe and secure at manhole
foot at the joint of any inlet/outlet pipe
Manhole . . . wall.
Walls/Bottom or any evidence of soil particles
entering manhole through cracks.
Settlement/ If failure of manhole has created a Replace or repair manhole to
Misalignment | safety, function, or design problem. design standards.
Cover is missin i i
Cover Not in g or only partially in o
Place place. Any open manhole Replace missing cover, cover manhole.
requires maintenance.
. Mechanism cannot be opened by
Locking . .
. one maintenance person with proper . . .
Cover Mechanism . Repair opening mechanism
Not Workin tools. Bolts into frame have less than
g 1/2 inch of thread.
. One maintenance person cannot Make adjustments so that one
Cover Difficult . . r .
remove lid after applying normal lifting | maintenance person can remove the
to Remove
pressure. manhole cover.
Ladder is unsafe due to missing rungs, .
. g rung Repair or replace ladder to meet
Ladder Rungs not securely attached to basin wall, .
Ladder - design standards and
Unsafe misalignment, rust, cracks, or sharp .
allow maintenance person safe access.
edges.
Control
Structure/Flow | See Control Structure/Flow Restrictor
Restrictor
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Debris Barrier

Debris barriers and trash racks are barred covers to pipe openings. They prevent large objects from entering
pipes and keeps pets and people out of the pipes as well.

See SWMMWW Appendix V-A, Table V-A.6 for debris barrier maintenance standards.

bar frame

E Flow

k anchor strips

Profile View
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Sediment Trap

A sediment trap is a concrete structure typically fitted with slotted grate or multiple slotted grates. The
concrete structure provides a storage volume (sump) below the outlet pipe to allow sediment and debris to
settle out of the stormwater runoff. A sediment trap can be a fully enclosed concrete structure (above or
below ground) with a sump, inlet pipe(s) and outlet pipe.
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Sediment Trap

Maintenance Defect or - . . . . .
Conditions When Maintenance Is Needed Minimum Maintenance Required
Component Problem
Trash and debris which is located
immediately in front of the sediment tra .
. y . . . P Remove trash and debris
opening or is blocking the inlet capacity of
Trash and the basin by more than 10%
Debris . )
Dead animals or vegetation that could . .
. Remove dead animals or vegetation
generate odors that could cause complaints o .
present within the sediment trap.
or dangerous gases (e.g., methane).
Sediment
(non- . . .
Sediment depth exceeds 2 inches. Remove sediment
enclosed
structure)
Sediment . T
Sediment depth within 6 inches from lowest .
(enclosed . Remove sediment
invert
structure)
General

Fractures or

Grout fillet has separated or cracked wider
than 1/2 inch and longer than 1 foot at the

Cracks in - . . . Regrout pipe and secure at
. joint of any inlet/outlet pipe or any evidence g. PP
Sediment . . . . sediment trap wall.
of soil particles entering sediment trap
Trap
through cracks.
Settlement/ If failure of sediment trap has created a Replace or repair sediment trap to

Misalignment

safety, function, or design problem.

design standards.

Vegetation

Vegetation growing across and blocking
more than 10% of the sediment trap opening

Remove vegetation

Contaminants
and Pollution

Any evidence of oil, gasoline, contaminants,
or other pollutants

Remove contaminants and/or
pollutants. (Coordinate
removal/cleanup with local water
quality response agency)

Slotted Grate

Cover
(enclosed
structure)

Trash and Trash and debris that is blocking more than )

. . . Remove trash and debris from grate
Debris 20% of the grate surface inlet capacity
Damaged or Grate missing or broken member(s) of the Replace or repair grate to
Missing Grate | grate design standards.
Cover Not in L . . -
Place Cover is missing or only partially in place. Replace missing cover
Cover One maintenance person cannot remove lid Make adjustments so that one
Difficult to after applying normal lifting pressure or latch | maintenance person can remove the
Remove broken cover and/or repair broken latch.
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Energy Dissipater

Energy dissipaters are critical for preventing erosion at storm drain outfalls. There are a variety of designs,
including wire gabion baskets, rock splash pads, trenches, and specially designed pools or manholes. They are
installed on or near the inlet or outlet to a closed pipe system to prevent erosion at these locations.

See SWMMWW Appendix V-A, Table V-A.7 for energy dissipater maintenance standards.
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Discharge Point

Stormwater facility discharge points may convey drainage from the stormwater facility into open channels,
ditches, ponds, wetlands, streams, or lakes. Stormwater facility discharge points need to be assessed to make
sure stormwater is not causing any negative impacts to these drainage areas.

Discharge Point
Maintenance Defect or Conditions When Maintenance Is .. . .
Minimum Maintenance Required
Component Problem Needed
Identify and remove source. The
Contaminants | Any evidence of oil, gasoline, sewage, effluent discharge should be clear and
and Pollution contaminants, or other pollutants free of odor. Notify City at (360) 817-
. 1567.
Monitoring
. Erosion, scouring, or head cuts in ditch
Ditch or . - .
Stream Banks or stream banks downstream of facility | Stabilize ditch or stream banks. Report
. discharge point due to flow to City for engineer evaluation.
Eroding . .
channelization or higher flows.
. Only one layer of rock exists above . .
Missing or y . _y . Replace or repair rock pad to design
native soil in an area five square feet or
Moved Rock . . standards
larger, or any exposure of native soil
. . L . Replace or repair rock pad to design
Erosion Soil erosion in or adjacent to rock pad P P P &
standards
. Sediment blocking 20% of the pipe .
Sediment . 'm cking =57 pip Remove sediment
diameter
General Remove roots from pipe by mechanical
. ) methods; do not use root-dissolving
. Roots or debris enters pipe or deforms . . .
Obstructions . . chemicals in storm sewer pipes. If
pipe, reducing flow .
necessary, remove vegetation over the
line.
Pipe Rusted or Any part of the pipir.1g that is crushed . .
. or deformed excessively or any other Repair or replace pipe
Deteriorated . .
failure to the piping
Energy -
Dissipater See Energy Dissipater
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Oil/Water Separators

An oil/water separator is an underground vault that treats stormwater by mechanically separating oil from
water. The oil rises to the surface and floats on the water and sediment settles to the bottom. Oil/water
separators are typically utilized in locations where high oil concentrations in the stormwater runoff are
anticipated (e.g., service and fuel stations). Oil/water separators are most commonly used as the first
pretreatment facility in a series of stormwater management facilities.

These facilities have special problems for maintenance and should be serviced by contractors. The main issues
are working in confined spaces and properly handling any sludge and oil cleaned from vaults or oil/water
separators. Manufacturer’s recommendations for maintenance should be followed at a minimum.

See SWMMWW Appendix V-A, Table V-A.16 for baffle oil/water separator maintenance standards and Table V-
A.17 for coalescing plate oil/water separator maintenance standards.

Coalescing Plate Oil/Water Separator
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Flow Control Structures/Flow Restrictors

Flow control structures and flow restrictors direct or restrict flow in or out of facility components. Outflow
controls on detention facilities are a common example where flow control structures slowly release
stormwater at a specific rate. The flow is regulated by a combination of orifices (holes with specifically sized
diameters) and weirs (plates with rectangular or ‘V’ shaped notch). Lack of maintenance of the control
structure can result in the plugging of an orifice. If these flow controls are damaged, plugged, bypassed, or not
working properly, the facility could overtop or release water too quickly.

See SWMMWW Appendix V-A, Table V-A.4 for control structure/flow restrictor maintenance standards.

Plan View
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Storm Sewer Pipe

Storm sewer pipes convey stormwater. Storm pipes are constructed of many different types of materials and
are sometimes perforated to allow groundwater to be collected by the storm system. Storm pipes are cleaned

to remove sediment or blockages when problems are identified. Storm pipes must be clear of obstructions

and breaks to prevent localized flooding.

Storm Sewer Pipe

failure to the piping

Maintenance Defect or Conditions When Maintenance Is .. . .
Minimum Maintenance Required
Component Problem Needed
Remove obstruction. Use mechanical
Obstructions, . . . methods. Do not put root-dissolving
. Obstruction exists in pipe, reducing . . .
Including . chemicals in storm sewer pipes. If
flow capacity .
Roots necessary, remove the vegetation over
the line.
Pipe Dented or . . .
P Inlet/outlet pipe damaged or broken Repair or replace pipe
Broken
. Any part of the piping that is crushed
Pipe rusted or or gepformed exfegsivgel or any other Repair or replace pipe
General deteriorated ¥ Y P P PP

Sediment and
Debris

Sediment or debris depth is greater
than 15% of the pipe diameter

Clean pipe. Evaluate source of
sediment upstream of the pipe and
stabilize if possible.

Broken Trash
Screen

Trash screen is broken or missing parts

Repair or replace trash screen

Contaminants
and Pollution

Any evidence of oil, gasoline,
contaminants, or other pollutants

Identify and remove source. Notify City
at (360) 817-1567.
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Closed Detention System

A closed detention system functions similarly to a detention pond but with the storage volume provided by an
underground structure. The structure is typically constructed of large diameter pipe, plastic chamber structure
or a concrete vault. These systems are typically utilized for sites that do not have space available for an above-
ground system and are more commonly associated with commercial sites.

Underground detention systems are enclosed spaces where harmful chemicals and vapors can accumulate.
Therefore, the maintenance of these facilities should be conducted by an individual trained and certified to
work in hazardous confined spaces.

See SWMMWW Appendix V-A, Table V-A.3 for closed detention maintenance standards.
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Drywell

Drywells are perforated, open-bottomed manholes used to infiltrate

stormwater into the ground. While not the intended use, drywells trap
sediment and some of the oil pollutants in stormwater runoff. Drywells are
more likely to fill with oily sediment in areas that lack swales or other
treatment facilities. Fine oil sediment can clog drywells and lead to localized
street flooding. Also, pollutants discharged into drywells can migrate into
groundwater. Drywells were often installed in closed topographic depressions,
areas with will-drained soils, or areas having inadequate storm sewers. Often,
drywells contain groundwater.

Drywell
Maintenance Defect or Conditions When Maintenance Is .. . .
Minimum Maintenance Required
Component Problem Needed
Does not
Dissipate Does not dissipate stormwater Replace or repair
Stormwater
Clear openings or convert existing
drywell to a sediment trap and install a
new drywell or drainage trench. To
Opening Openings are clogged, reducing convert to a sediment trap: grout
Clogged capacity holes, cover base with concrete, and
add piping. Alterations to any storm
facility cannot be done without
approval from the City of Camas.
General Standing Standing water indicates the drywell is | Rebuild drywell to prevent stormwater
Water into the groundwater table from going directly into groundwater
Trash and Trash or debris blocking any inlet or .
. . g any Remove trash and debris
Debris outlet pipe
Sediment in drywell exceeds 60
Sediment percent of the depth below the lowest | Remove sediment
pipe
Structure Replace or repair d It
Structure unsound p. pairdrywetto
Damage design standards.
Contaminants | Any evidence of oil, gasoline, Identify and remove source. Notify City
and Pollution contaminants, or other pollutants at (360) 817-1567.
Cover Not in Cover is missing or only partially in -
Replace missing cover
Place place.
Cover e One maintenance person cannot Make adjustments so that one
Cover Difficult . .
remove cover after applying normal maintenance person can remove the
to Remove i
lifting pressure. drywell cover.
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Pond Leveler System

The pond leveler system consists of an intake cage and outlet pipe. This system is used to bypass beaver dams.

The pond leveler system creates a permanent leak through the beaver dam that the beavers cannot stop.

Pond Leveler
Maintenance Defect or Conditions When Maintenance Is .. . .
Minimum Maintenance Required
Component Problem Needed
Remove debris and sediment build up
Debris and Debris and sediment build up around around cage. Recommended tools:
sediment cage potato rake and a narrow, stiff shop
broom.
Intake Cage Structure Broken cage, resulting in holes larger Repair hole with similar cage material,
than 6" diameter. attach with hog rings.
Qbstruc'gon to Pebrls obstructing pipe flow inside Remove obstruction
inflow pipe intake cage
Outflow Pipe Obstruction Debris obstructing outflow Remove obstruction

Page 33|46

223




Exhibit 9 APPEAL24-1001

2022 Stormwater Sewer System Operations & Maintenance Manual | City of Camas, Washington

Dispersion Trench

Dispersion trench are grave-filled trenches, which serve to spread runoff over vegetated pervious areas. This

BMP reduce peak flows, provide some infiltration, and water quality benefits.

%a
o AT O & o
S ENIAT e N FLOW
=
9
CAP = PERF. PIPE
/ / O_ ir)— penr. piPE
5= > = X o L7
e S > B,
DRAIN ROCK
1 ) - @) < 5
Plan View Cross Section
Dispersion Trench
Maintenance Defect or Conditions When Maintenance Is .. . .
Minimum Maintenance Required
Component Problem Needed
Any trash and debris which exceed 1
Trash and cubic feet per 1,000 square feet. In . .
. P d . Remove trash and debris from site.
Debris general, there should be no visual
evidence of dumping.
PoiSONOUS Any poisonous or nuisance vegetation Remove noxious weeds. Compliance
. which may constitute a hazard to with State or local eradication policies
General Vegetation . . . .
. maintenance personnel or the public. required. Apply requirements of
and noxious . . -
weeds Any evidence of noxious weeds as adopted IPM policies for the use of
defined by State or local regulations. herbicides.
Contaminants | Any evidence of oil, gasoline, Identify and remove source. Notify City
and Pollution contaminants, or other pollutants at (360) 817-1567.
Rodent Holes Any evidence of rodent holes. Fill holes.
Sediment . L .
Perforated Sediment and/or obstruction impeding . .
. and/or . Remove sediment and/or obstruction
Pipe . the flow, causing backup
obstruction
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Special Facilities
Manufactured Media Filter

Manufacture media filters are passive, flow-through, stormwater treatment systems. They are comprised of
manholes or vaults that house media-filled filter cartridges. Stormwater passes through a filtering medium,
which traps particulates and/or absorb pollutants such as dissolved metals and hydrocarbons. Once filtered
through the media, the treated stormwater is directed to a collection pipe or discharge to a pond or open
channel drainage way.

The filter media can be housed in cartridge filters enclosed in concrete vaults or catch basins. Structures will
have vault doors or manhole lids for maintenance access. Various types of filter media are available from
different manufactures. Determine the type of filter media used and consult manufacturer for maintenance
recommendations.

See SWMMWW Appendix V-A, Table V-A.15 for manufactured media filters maintenance standards.

Manufactured Media Filter — Additional Maintenance Standards
Maintenance Defect or Conditions When Maintenance Is .. . .
Minimum Maintenance Required
Component Problem Needed
Sediment .
Below Ground . . . Remove sediment from vault floor.
Accumulation | Sediment depth exceeds 4-inches on . . .
Vault or . May require replacing media
in Vault (no vault floor. .
Manhole . cartridges, consult manufacturer.
first chamber)
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Permeable Pavement

Permeable pavement is a paving system which allows rainfall to percolate through the surface into the
underlying soil or an aggregate bed, where stormwater is stored and infiltrated to underlying subgrade, or

removed by an overflow drainage system.

See SWMMWW Appendix V-A, Table V-A.22 for permeable pavement maintenance standards.
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Modular Wetland

Modular wetlands linear is a biofiltration system that utilizes horizontal flow which allows for a smaller
footprint, higher treatment capacity and design versatility. This system can be utilized downstream of storage
for additional volume control and treatment. The modular wetland is contained in an underground vault that
has different chambers containing media. Some modular wetlands can have plants growing out of it, but it is
not required for the system to function. Once filtered through the media, the treated stormwater is directed to
a collection pipe or discharge to a pond or open channel drainage way.

Modular Wetland

Maintenance Defect or Conditions When Maintenance Is .. . .
Minimum Maintenance Required
Component Problem Needed
Missing or - . . .
& Missing or damaged internal Replace missing or repair damaged
General damaged . . .
components or cartridges internal components or cartridges
components

Inlet or Outlet

Obstruction

Obstruction to inlet or outlet that
impedes flow

Remove obstruction

Excessive accumulation of floatables, in
which the length and width of the

Floatables . . Remove floatables
Pretreatment chamber is fully impacted more than
Chamber 18"
. Excessive accumulation of sediment, .
Sediment " Remove sediment
more than 6"in depth
Filter Excessive accumulation of sediment on
. Sediment media, more than 85% clogged Replace media
Cartridges .
(blackish color)
Vegetation (if Overarown Overarown vegetation Trim/prune vegetation in accordance
applicable) & & & with landscaping and safety needs
Cracks in Cracks wider than 1/2 inch or evidence
Structure structure of soil particles entering the structure Repair cracks in vault

through cracks
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Tree Box Filter

Tree box filter is a stormwater treatment system incorporating high performance biofiltration media to

remove pollutants from stormwater runoff.

Tree Box Filter
Maintenance Defect or Conditions When Maintenance Is .. . .
Minimum Maintenance Required
Component Problem Needed
Excessive
sediment or Accumulated sediments or trash impair .
Inlet . P Remove sediment and/or trash
trash free flow of water into system
accumulation
Trash and Excessive trash and/or debris .
. . / Remove trash and/or debris.
debris accumulation
Mulch cover . Ponding of water over mulch due to
Standing .g . . . Remove mulch and replace, contact
excessive fine sediment accumulation .
water . . manufacturer for advice
or spill of petroleum oils
Plant not Soil/mulch too wet, evidence of spill,
. . . / . P Plants should be healthy and pest free,
growing or in incorrect plant selection, pest .
. . . . . contact manufacturer for advice
Vegetation poor condition | infestation, vandalism to plants
Plant growth Plants should be appropriate to the Trim/prune plants in accordance with
excessive species and location landscaping and safety needs
Cracks in Cracks wider than 1/2 inch or evidence
Structure of soil particles entering the structure Repair cracks in vault
structure
through cracks
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Miscellaneous Items

Fences, Gates and Water Quality Signs

Fences are installed around the perimeter of stormwater facilities as a means of protecting the public, as they
restrict entrance to the facility. Gates are installed to allow for maintenance access. Gates will be secured,
typically with a double lock system (daisy chain) that allows access to the City and to the property owner’s
maintenance crew.

Water Quality Signs are installed on the fences, or on sign poles, within public view as a means of educating
the public as to the presence of a stormwater facility. These signs also have a number located in the upper
right hand corner that is cross referenced, at the City, to an address and maintenance responsibility. The
publicly owned storm facility signs are green and the privately owned storm facility signs are white.

N\

STORMWATER STORMWATER
FACILITY FACILITY 74
(PRIVATE)

Treated wate satessedint THIS FACILITY STORES AND/OR TREATS

the soit ; ARISaRs STORMWATER RUNOFF FROM THE STREET, THEN
ISk GRADUALLY RELEASES INTO THE SOIL, CREEKS,

Please help s . B STREAMS. LAKES OR RIVERS.

improv

Witdlits by viokanty donnene o YOU CAN HELP IT WORK

eTrash and * COMPOST YARD WASTE - DON'T DUMP IT HERE!

«Household Waste: ar * RECYCLE OR PROPERLY DISPOSE OF OILS,
Pet Waste PAINTS, TRASH AND OTHER WASTE.

* PICK UP AFTER YOUR PET.
® MINIMIZE USE OF FERTILIZERS.

For Information on
Operation & Maintenance

b this EaciiituiBlosss @ THIS FACILITY IS PRIVATELY MAINTAINED AND
yiriease - SHALL MEET ALL CITY OF CAMAS PERMIT

Contact City of Camas REQUIREMENTS.
(360) 817-1560 "

Public Storm Sign (Green) Private Storm Sign (White)
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Fence, Gate and Water Quality Sign

Maintenance Defect or Conditions When Maintenance Is .. . .
Minimum Maintenance Required
Component Problem Needed
Gate or Fence Openings in fence, missing gate
Allows P . & ’ &8 L Repaired gate and/or fence to prevent
. openings beneath fence allowing .

Unauthorized . unauthorized access
unauthorized access

Entry
Mechanism cannot be opened by one .

. . . Repair/replace lock
Locking maintenance person with proper tools
Mechanism No lock on gate, allows unauthorized
& Add lock
entry
Posts out of plumb more than six
. Plumb post
General Damaged inches

Parts Repair top rails so that it is free of

Top rails of plump more than six inches .
P plump bends greater than 1 inch
Erosion has resulted in an openin .
. P & Replace soil under fence so that no
Erosion under a fence that allows entry by . . . .
opening exceeds 4 inches in height
people or pets
Sign is leaning more than 8 inches off .
. Reset sign to plumb
) vertical
Sign

Sign is missing or 20% of surface is
unreadable

Replace sign
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Access Roads and Easements

Many stormwater facilities have access roads to bring in heavy equipment for facility maintenance. These
roads are typically gravel and should be maintained for inspection access and ease of equipment entry. All
facilities should allow access for the inspection process. The easement area should be adequately or otherwise
stabilized. Bare soil areas will generate higher levels of stormwater runoff and increase erosion and
sedimentation in stormwater facilities.

Access Road and Easements

Maintenance Defect or Conditions When Maintenance Is .. . .
Minimum Maintenance Required
Component Problem Needed
Erosion Soils are bare or eroded Seed or use other stabilization BMP
Conditions of road surface may lead to .
Road Surface . .. - Y Repair road
erosion of the facility or limit access
Identify causes of erosion and
Erosion of . . . implement BMPs to slow down/spread
Noticeable rills are seen in landscaped .
Ground areas P out the water. Fill, contour, and seed
Surface eroded areas. If needed, re-grade
affected areas.
Any trash and debris which exceed 1
Trash and cubic feet per 1,000 square feet. In . .
. P d ; Remove trash and debris from site.
Debris general, there should be no visual
evidence of dumping.
POISONOUS Any poisonous or nuisance vegetation Remove noxious weeds. Compliance
Vegetation which may constitute a hazard to with State or local eradication policies
H ) maintenance personnel or the public. required. Apply requirements of
and Noxious . . .
General Weeds Any evidence of noxious weeds as adopted IPM policies for the use of

defined by State or local regulations.

herbicides.

Tree Growth

Tree growth does not
allow maintenance access or interferes
with maintenance activity (i.e., slope

Remove hazardous tree that impede
with maintenance access and activities.
Remove trees that are damaging the
pipe system and/or blocking drain

and Hazard . . . . . .
mowing, silt removal, vactoring, or inlet. Remove dead, diseased, or dying
Trees .
equipment movements). If dead, trees. Harvested trees should be
diseased, or dying trees are identified. recycled into mulch or other beneficial
uses (e.g., alders for firewood).
Weeds growing in more than 20% of
Weeds (Non- & & ?
. the landscaped area (tree and shrubs Remove weeds
poisonous)
only).
When insects such as wasps and Destroy or remove insects from site.
Insects hornets interfere Apply insecticides in compliance with

with maintenance activities.

adopted IPM policies.
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Pavement Sweeping

Pavement sweeping is performed as a means of removing sand, dirt, and litter from streets and curb gutters.
Sweeping also reduces dust during dry weather. Pavement sweeping plays a large part in stormwater
maintenance because it limits the amount of sediment washed into the municipal storm sewer system. The
water quality procedure for street sweeping focuses on sediment removal and disposal. Reducing the amount
of sediment washed into catch basins, curb inlets, detention facilities, drywells, and other facilities can save
money because sweeping is generally cheaper that removing sediment from facilities. Sweeping also helps
protect facilities from clogging with sediment.

Typically, the City sweeps the downtown area once a week and the whole city about three times per year.
Most of the downtown area does not have water quality treatment. Pavement sweeping is the main source for
pollution control.
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Repair/Replacement Activities

Minor Culvert Repair (Not in a Stream)

This activity is for the replacement or repair of culverts and inlets. It applies only to structures that are in
ditches that are specifically for storm drainage. These are ditches that do not carry water during dry weather.
If there is any question about whether the ditch is a storm drain or a stream, consult with the Washington
Department of Fish and Wildlife and the City of Camas Public Works Department.

Major Culvert Repair (at a Stream Crossing)

This activity is the replacement or repair of culverts and inlets bridging a stream or ditch with flowing water
during dry weather. If there is any question about whether the ditch is a storm drain or a stream, consult the
Washington Department of Fish and Wildlife and the City of Camas Public Works Department.

These projects must meet all regulatory requirements such as State Environmental Policy Act (SEPA),
Shoreline Permit, Hydraulic Project Approval (HPA) and Flood Plain.
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Vegetation Management

The City recognizes the special importance of the rivers, streams, wetlands, ponds, and stormwater control
and treatment facilities. The sensitive nature of such habitat, their plant and animal communities, and their
direct link with other waterways require that we establish specific policies to ensure their health. All landscape
management decisions for controlling unwanted vegetation, diseases, and pests should follow the Integrated
Pest Management (IPM) principles and decision-making rationale.

Integrated Pest Management (IPM) Principles

1. Correctly identify the pest problem and understand their life cycle. Refer to online resources such as
Washington State Noxious Weed Control Board and Washington Invasive Species Council.

2. Every landscape has a population of some pest insects, weeds, and diseases. Once the pest has been
identified and studied, determine if low levels of the pest are tolerable. Small numbers of certain pests

may not be harmful. If this is the case, simply continue to monitor the pest population.
3. If pest exceed tolerance thresholds, choose a safe and effective control method.

a. Cultural methods of vegetation and pest control are preferred and are first employed. Cultural
control changes the pest’s environment: landscape fabric, mulch, soil amendments, altering
the irrigation method of duration, crop rotation, crop covers, etc.

b. Mechanical means of vegetation and pest control are next in line of preference and are utilized
where feasible. Mechanical means consist of digging, hand-pulling, mowing, tilling, trapping,
etc.

c. Biological methods of vegetation and pest control are considered before chemical means,
where they are feasible. Biological control uses natural enemies: beneficial insects, managed
grazing, bird boxes and perches, etc.

d. Chemical methods are used only when no other feasible methods exist. Chemical control is the
use of pesticides to remove vegetation and pests.

4. Observe and record the results of the control treatment. Evaluate the effectiveness. If necessary,
modify maintenance practices to support a healthy landscape and prevent recurrence of the pest.

A licensed pesticide applicator is required for performing any chemical application in stormwater facilities.
Applicators must be licensed in Washington State with an aquatic endorsement (WAC 16-228-1545).
Applicator must submit a copy of their license to the City prior to starting work. Aquatic pesticide products are
recommended. No chemical application shall be applied directly in the water. Do not apply pesticide when it is
raining. Check the weather and ensure there are multiple dry days before and after application. Do not apply
pesticide on windy days to prevent drift movement of pesticide from target areas.

For vegetated areas outside of stormwater facilities, Washington State pesticide application laws and rules are
followed, Chapter 17.21 RCW and Chapter 16-228 WAC.
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Plants and Groundcover

Use plants that will thrive in the growing conditions of each facility. Growing conditions are affected by
moisture, soil conditions, and light. Plants native to western Washington are preferred. Recommended plants,
seed mixes and groundcover list for biofiltration swales, bioretention systems, rain gardens, and other facility
types are given in the respective BMP maintenance sections. It is best to reference the stormwater facility
record drawings for vegetation replacements, if available. Fertilization of vegetated stormwater facilities
should be avoided.

The City has adopted a list of approved plants for use in development projects, and to assist homeowners in
choosing appropriate plantings. The list also has prohibited undesirable plants. Only plants approved for use
on the City of Camas Plant Materials are allowed within the City’s right-of-way.

Mulches and other ground coverings are useful during the installation and restoration of landscapes as well as
their ongoing maintenance. Mulches meet a variety of needs. They suppress weeds, help to retain moisture
around plants, reduce possible erosion and provide visual enhancement. Possible risk impacts to consider
when using mulch are inadvertent introduction of non-native plants or migration of mulch material into
waterways.

Possible scenarios where trees should be removed and/or trimmed in a stormwater facility (always check if the
stormwater facility has a liner before tree removal):

e Trees that pose a risk to a stormwater structure due to root growth should be removed.

e Trees that are growing on spillways that would impede drainage should be removed.

e Hazardous trees should be removed.

e Trees/shrubs that hinder accessibility to access roads should be trimmed or removed.
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Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan

Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan

For
NE 13" Street Site Plan

Prepared For
Taz Kahn
3993 NW Currawong Court
Camas, WA 98607

Developer Operator/Contractor

Same as Owner

Owner
Taz Kahn
3993 NW Currawong Court
Camas, WA 98607

Unknown

Project Site Location
20101 NE 13" Street
Camas, WA 98607
Parcel #176148-000

SWPPP Prepared By
PLS Engineering, Inc.
604 W Evergreen Blvd
Vancouver, WA 98660
(360) 944-6519

SWPPP Preparation Date
August 2023

Approximate Project Construction Dates
March 2024

238




Exhibit 9 APPEAL24-1001

Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan
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1.0 Introduction

This Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) has been prepared for the Monte Verde
construction project in Camas, Washington. The site is located on Parcel 173184000. Current
address for the site is 22205 NE 28" Street, Camas, WA 98607 and the existing site is
approximately 8.61 acres. Current proposed development associated with this SWPPP includes
the construction of 34 single family lots along with the associated infrastructure. The stormwater
plan associated with this project provides for stormwater management of all runoff from the site
using two private infiltration trenches, and one stormwater detention facility. Stormwater runoff
from the pollution generating surfaces will be treated by a ConTech media cartridge before being
infiltrated.

Construction activities will include excavation, grading, construction of paving and sidewalk to
serve the site, construction of an infiltration trench to mitigate for impacts to stormwater runoff
from the new paving, and installation of utilities to serve the site including sanitary sewer, storm
sewer, potable water, electrical, phone, and cable TV. The purpose of this SWPPP is to describe
the proposed construction activities and all temporary and permanent erosion and sediment
control (TESC) measures, pollution prevention measures, inspection/monitoring activities, and
recordkeeping that will be implemented during the proposed construction project. The
objectives of the SWPPP are to:

l. Implement Best Management Practices (BMPs) to prevent erosion and
sedimentation, and to identify, reduce, eliminate or prevent stormwater
contamination and water pollution from construction activity.

2. Prevent violations of surface water quality, ground water quality, or
sediment management standards.

3. Prevent, during the construction phase, adverse water quality impacts
including impacts on beneficial uses of the receiving water by controlling
peak flow rates and volumes of stormwater runoff at the Permittee’s
outfalls and downstream of the outfalls.

This SWPPP was prepared using the Ecology SWPPP Template downloaded from the Ecology
website. This SWPPP was prepared based on the requirements set forth in the Construction
Stormwater General Permit and the Stormwater Management Manual for Western Washington
(SWMMWW). The report is divided into seven main sections with several appendices that
include stormwater related reference materials. The topics presented in the each of the main
sections are:

. Section 1 — INTRODUCTION. This section provides a
summary description of the project, and the organization of the
SWPPP document.
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= Section 2 — SITE DESCRIPTION. This section provides a
detailed description of the existing site conditions, proposed
construction activities, and calculated stormwater flow rates for
existing conditions and post—construction conditions.

. Section 3 — CONSTRUCTION BMPs. This section provides a
detailed description of the BMPs to be implemented based on
the 12 required elements of the SWPPP (SWMMEW 2004).

= Section 4 — CONSTRUCTION PHASING AND BMP
IMPLEMENTATION. This section provides a description of
the timing of the BMP implementation in relation to the project
schedule.

= Section 5 — POLLUTION PREVENTION TEAM. This
section identifies the appropriate contact names (emergency
and non-emergency), monitoring personnel, and the onsite
temporary erosion and sedimentation control inspector

. Section 6 — INSPECTION AND MONITORING. This section
provides a description of the inspection and monitoring
requirements such as the parameters of concern to be
monitored, sample locations, sample frequencies, and sampling
methods for all stormwater discharge locations from the site.

= Section 7— RECORDKEEPING. This section describes the
requirements for documentation of the BMP implementation,
site inspections, monitoring results, and changes to the
implementation of certain BMPs due to site factors experienced
during construction.

Supporting documentation and standard forms are provided in the following Appendices:

Appendix A — Site plans

Appendix B — Construction BMPs

Appendix C — Alternative Construction BMP list
Appendix D — General Permit

Appendix E — Site Log and Inspection Forms
Appendix F — Engineering Calculations
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2.0 Site Description

2.1 Existing Conditions

Current Addresses for the site is 20101 NE 13 Street, Camas, WA 98607. The site is
approximately 0.97 acres. The property’s topography is moderately sloped from a high point at
the NW corner of the site to low areas along at the South boundary of the site. The site has an
existing house will be removed. The remaining area consists of grass, and trees, and
landscaping.

The soils are mapped by the NRCS as Wind River gravelly loam (WrB) for the majority of the
site, and Cove silty clay loam (CwA) at the SW corner and Eastern edge of the site.

2.2 Proposed Construction Activities

The project proposes to develop a gas station with a mini-mart and car wash on a single lot.
Construction activities will include excavation, grading, construction of paving and sidewalk to
serve the site, construction of stormwater facilities to mitigate for impacts to stormwater runoff
from the new paving, and installation of utilities to serve the site including sanitary sewer, storm
sewer, potable water, electrical, phone, and cable TV.

Temporary erosion and sediment control facilities will be installed prior to site construction to
handle construction-phase stormwater runoff. The schedule and phasing of BMPs during
construction is provided in Section 4.0.

Stormwater runoff has been calculated using Western Washington Hydrology Model (WWHM).
The stormwater facilities were designed to treat and detain the runoff generated by the site prior
to discharge.

After the site has been graded and all new utilities are installed, the building construction will
commence. Trees will also be planted in the landscape areas noted in the Landscape Plan.
Temporary seeding will occur over the lots to establish vegetative cover until such time as
individual buildings are developed and permanent landscaping occurs.
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3.0 Construction Stormwater BMPs

3.1 The 13 BMP Elements

3.1.1 Element #1 — Mark Clearing Limits

To protect adjacent properties and to reduce the area of soil exposed to construction, the limits of
construction will be clearly marked before land-disturbing activities begin. Trees that are to be
preserved, as well as all sensitive areas and their buffers, shall be clearly delineated, both in the
field and on the plans. In general, natural vegetation and native topsoil shall be retained in an
undisturbed state to the maximum extent possible. The BMPs relevant to marking the clearing
limits that will be applied for this project include:

* Preserving Native Vegetation (BMP C101)
* Silt Fence (BMP C233)

Alternate BMPs for marking clearing limits are included in Appendix C as a quick reference tool
for the onsite inspector in the event the BMP(s) listed above are deemed ineffective or
inappropriate during construction to satisfy the requirements set forth in the General NPDES
Permit (Appendix D). To avoid potential erosion and sediment control issues that may cause a
violation(s) of the NPDES Construction Stormwater permit (as provided in Appendix D), the
Certified Erosion and Sediment Control Lead will promptly initiate the implementation of one or
more of the alternative BMPs listed in Appendix C after the first sign that existing BMPs are
ineffective or failing.

3.1.2 Element #2 — Establish Construction Access

Construction access or activities occurring on unpaved areas shall be minimized, yet where
necessary, access points shall be stabilized to minimize the tracking of sediment onto public
roads, and wheel washing, street sweeping, and street cleaning shall be employed to prevent
sediment from entering state waters. All wash wastewater shall be controlled on site. The
specific BMPs related to establishing construction access that will be used on this project
include:

» Stabilized Construction Entrance (BMP C105)

Alternate construction access BMPs are included in Appendix C as a quick reference tool for the
onsite inspector in the event the BMP(s) listed above are deemed ineffective or inappropriate
during construction to satisfy the requirements set forth in the General NPDES Permit (Appendix
D). To avoid potential erosion and sediment control issues that may cause a violation(s) of the
NPDES Construction Stormwater permit (as provided in Appendix D), the Certified Erosion and
Sediment Control Lead will promptly initiate the implementation of one or more of the
alternative BMPs listed in Appendix C after the first sign that existing BMPs are ineffective or
failing.
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3.1.3 Element #3 — Control Flow Rates

In order to protect the properties and waterways downstream of the project site, stormwater
discharges from the site will be controlled. The specific BMPs for flow control that shall be used
on this project include:

*  Downspout Full Infiltration - Infiltration Trenches (BMP T5.10B).
* Infiltration Trenches (BMP R5.11).

Alternate flow control BMPs are included in Appendix C as a quick reference tool for the onsite
inspector in the event the BMP(s) listed above are deemed ineffective or inappropriate during
construction to satisfy the requirements set forth in the General NPDES Permit (Appendix D).
To avoid potential erosion and sediment control issues that may cause a violation(s) of the
NPDES Construction Stormwater permit (as provided in Appendix D), the Certified Erosion and
Sediment Control Lead will promptly initiate the implementation of one or more of the
alternative BMPs listed in Appendix C after the first sign that existing BMPs are ineffective or
failing.

The project site is located west of the Cascade Mountain Crest. As such, the project must
comply with Minimum Requirement 7 (Ecology 2005).

In general, discharge rates of stormwater from the site will be controlled where increases in
impervious area or soil compaction during construction could lead to downstream erosion, or
where necessary to meet local agency stormwater discharge requirements (e.g. discharge to
combined sewer systems).

3.1.4 Element #4 — Install Sediment Controls

All stormwater runoff from disturbed areas shall pass through an appropriate sediment removal
BMP before leaving the construction site or prior to being discharged to an infiltration facility.
The specific BMPs to be used for controlling sediment on this project include:

* Silt Fence (BMP C233)
* Storm Drain Inlet Protection (BMP C220)

Silt fencing and storm drain inlet protection will be adequate for sediment control during summer
months. Alternate sediment control BMPs are included in Appendix C as a quick reference tool
for the onsite inspector in the event the BMP(s) listed above are deemed ineffective or
inappropriate during construction to satisfy the requirements set forth in the General NPDES
Permit (Appendix D). To avoid potential erosion and sediment control issues that may cause a
violation(s) of the NPDES Construction Stormwater permit (as provided in Appendix D), the
Certified Erosion and Sediment Control Lead will promptly initiate the implementation of one or
more of the alternative BMPs listed in Appendix C after the first sign that existing BMPs are
ineffective or failing.

In addition, sediment will be removed from paved areas in and adjacent to construction work
areas manually or using mechanical sweepers, as needed, to minimize tracking of sediments on
vehicle tires away from the site and to minimize washoff of sediments from adjacent streets in
runoff.
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Whenever possible, sediment laden water shall be discharged into onsite, relatively level,
vegetated areas (BMP C240 paragraph 5, page 4-102).

In some cases, sediment discharge in concentrated runoff can be controlled using permanent
stormwater BMPs (e.g., infiltration swales, ponds, trenches). Sediment loads can limit the
effectiveness of some permanent stormwater BMPs, such as those used for infiltration or
biofiltration; however, those BMPs designed to remove solids by settling (wet ponds or detention
ponds) can be used during the construction phase. When permanent stormwater BMPs will be
used to control sediment discharge during construction, the structure will be protected from
excessive sedimentation with adequate erosion and sediment control BMPs. Any accumulated
sediment shall be removed after construction is complete and the permanent stormwater BMP
will be restabilized with vegetation per applicable design requirements once the remainder of the
site has been stabilized.

The following BMPs will be implemented as end-of-pipe sediment controls as required to meet
permitted turbidity limits in the site discharge(s). Prior to the implementation of these
technologies, sediment sources and erosion control and soil stabilization BMP efforts will be
maximized to reduce the need for end-of-pipe sedimentation controls.

= Construction Stormwater Filtration (BMP C251)
= Construction Stormwater Chemical Treatment (BMP C 250)
(implemented only with prior written approval from Ecology).
3.1.5 Element #5 — Stabilize Soils

Exposed and unworked soils shall be stabilized with the application of effective BMPs to prevent
erosion throughout the life of the project. The specific BMPs for soil stabilization that shall be
used on this project include:

e Temporary and Permanent Seeding (BMP C120)

*  Mulching (BMP C121)

* Nets and Blankets (BMP C122)

e Plastic Covering (BMP C123)

* Topsoiling (BMP C125)

* Surface Roughening (BMP C130)

e Dust Control (BMP C140)

* Early application of gravel base on areas to be paved

Alternate soil stabilization BMPs are included in Appendix C as a quick reference tool for the
onsite inspector in the event the BMP(s) listed above are deemed ineffective or inappropriate
during construction to satisfy the requirements set forth in the General NPDES Permit (Appendix
D). To avoid potential erosion and sediment control issues that may cause a violation(s) of the
NPDES Construction Stormwater permit (as provided in Appendix D), the Certified Erosion and
Sediment Control Lead will promptly initiate the implementation of one or more of the
alternative BMPs listed in Appendix C after the first sign that existing BMPs are ineffective or
failing.
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The project site is located west of the Cascade Mountain Crest. As such, no soils shall remain
exposed and unworked for more than 7 days during the dry season (May 1 to September 30) and
2 days during the wet season (October 1 to April 30). Regardless of the time of year, all soils
shall be stabilized at the end of the shift before a holiday or weekend if needed based on weather
forecasts.

In general, cut and fill slopes will be stabilized as soon as possible and soil stockpiles will be
temporarily covered with plastic sheeting. All stockpiled soils shall be stabilized from erosion,
protected with sediment trapping measures, and where possible, be located away from storm
drain inlets, waterways, and drainage channels.

3.1.6 Element #6 — Protect Slopes

All cut and fill slopes will be designed, constructed, and protected in a manner that minimizes
erosion. The following specific BMPs will be used to protect slopes for this project:

* Temporary and Permanent Seeding (BMP C120)

Alternate slope protection BMPs are included in Appendix C as a quick reference tool for the
onsite inspector in the event the BMP(s) listed above are deemed ineffective or inappropriate
during construction to satisfy the requirements set forth in the General NPDES Permit (Appendix
D). To avoid potential erosion and sediment control issues that may cause a violation(s) of the
NPDES Construction Stormwater permit (as provided in Appendix D), the Certified Erosion and
Sediment Control Lead will promptly initiate the implementation of one or more of the
alternative BMPs listed in Appendix C after the first sign that existing BMPs are ineffective or
failing.

3.1.7 Element #7 — Protect Drain Inlets

All storm drain inlets and culverts made operable during construction or inlets near the site that
could potentially receive surface runoff from the construction site shall be protected to prevent
unfiltered or untreated water from entering the drainage conveyance system. However, the first
priority is to keep all access roads clean of sediment and keep street wash water separate from
entering storm drains until treatment can be provided. Storm Drain Inlet Protection (BMP C220)
will be implemented for all drainage inlets and culverts that could potentially be impacted by
sediment-laden runoff on and near the project site. The following inlet protection measures will
be applied on this project:

Drop Inlet Protection
* Block and Gravel Drop Inlet Protection
* Gravel and Wire Drop Inlet Protection
* Catch Basin Filter

If the BMP options listed above are deemed ineffective or inappropriate during construction to
satisfy the requirements set forth in the General NPDES Permit (Appendix D), or if no BMPs are
listed above but deemed necessary during construction, the Certified Erosion and Sediment
Control Lead shall implement one or more of the alternative BMP inlet protection options listed
in Appendix C.
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3.1.8 Element #8 — Stabilize Channels and Outlets

Where site runoff is to be conveyed in channels or discharged to a stream or some other natural
drainage point, efforts will be taken to prevent downstream erosion. The specific BMPs for
channel and outlet stabilization that shall be used on this project include:

*  Qutlet Protection (BMP C209)

Alternate channel and outlet stabilization BMPs are included in Appendix C as a quick reference
tool for the onsite inspector in the event the BMP(s) listed above are deemed ineffective or
inappropriate during construction to satisfy the requirements set forth in the General NPDES
Permit (Appendix D). To avoid potential erosion and sediment control issues that may cause a
violation(s) of the NPDES Construction Stormwater permit (as provided in Appendix D), the
Certified Erosion and Sediment Control Lead will promptly initiate the implementation of one or
more of the alternative BMPs listed in Appendix C after the first sign that existing BMPs are
ineffective or failing.

The project site is located west of the Cascade Mountain Crest. As such, all temporary on-site
conveyance channels shall be designed, constructed, and stabilized to prevent erosion from the
expected peak 10-minute velocity of flow from a Type 1A, 10-year, 24-hour recurrence interval
storm for the developed condition. Alternatively, the 10-year, 1-hour peak flow rate indicated by
an approved continuous runoff simulation model, increased by a factor of 1.6, shall be used.
Stabilization, including armoring material, adequate to prevent erosion of outlets, adjacent
streambanks, slopes, and downstream reaches shall be provided at the outlets of all conveyance
systems.

3.1.9 Element #9 — Control Pollutants

All pollutants, including waste materials and demolition debris, that occur onsite shall be
handled and disposed of in a manner that does not cause contamination of stormwater. Good
housekeeping and preventative measures will be taken to ensure that the site will be kept clean,
well organized, and free of debris. If required, BMPs to be implemented to control specific
sources of pollutants are discussed below.

Vehicles, construction equipment, and/or petroleum product storage/dispensing:

= All vehicles, equipment, and petroleum product storage/dispensing areas will
be inspected regularly to detect any leaks or spills, and to identify
maintenance needs to prevent leaks or spills.

®  On-site fueling tanks and petroleum product storage containers shall include
secondary containment.

= Spill prevention measures, such as drip pans, will be used when conducting
maintenance and repair of vehicles or equipment.

® In order to perform emergency repairs on site, temporary plastic will be
placed beneath and, if raining, over the vehicle.

® Contaminated surfaces shall be cleaned immediately following any discharge
or spill incident.
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Chemical storage:

®  Any chemicals stored in the construction areas will conform to the appropriate
source control BMPs listed in Volume IV of the Ecology stormwater manual. In
Western WA, all chemicals shall have cover, containment, and protection
provided on site, per BMPC153 for Material Delivery, Storage and Containment
in SWMMWW 2005

® Application of agricultural chemicals, including fertilizers and pesticides, shall be
conducted in a manner and at application rates that will not result in loss of
chemical to stormwater runoff. Manufacturers’ recommendations for application
procedures and rates shall be followed.

Excavation and tunneling spoils dewatering waste:

= Dewatering BMPs and BMPs specific to the excavation and tunneling (including
handling of contaminated soils) are discussed under Element 10.

Demolition:

®  Dust released from demolished sidewalks, buildings, or structures will be
controlled using Dust Control measures (BMP C140).

®  Storm drain inlets vulnerable to stormwater discharge carrying dust, soil, or debris
will be protected using Storm Drain Inlet Protection (BMP C220 as described
above for Element 7).

®  Process water and slurry resulting from sawcutting and surfacing operations will
be prevented from entering the waters of the State by implementing Sawcutting
and Surfacing Pollution Prevention measures (BMP C152).

Concrete and grout:

® Process water and slurry resulting from concrete work will be prevented from
entering the waters of the State by implementing Concrete Handling measures
(BMP C151).

Sanitary wastewater:

®  Portable sanitation facilities will be firmly secured, regularly maintained, and
emptied when necessary.

®  Wheel wash or tire bath wastewater shall be discharged to a separate on-site
treatment system or to the sanitary sewer as part of Wheel Wash implementation

(BMP C106).
Solid Waste:
®  Solid waste will be stored in secure, clearly marked containers.

Other:

= Other BMPs will be administered as necessary to address any additional pollutant
sources on site.

The facility does not require a Spill Prevention, Control, and Countermeasure (SPCC) Plan under
the Federal regulations of the Clean Water Act (CWA).
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3.1.10 Element #10 — Control Dewatering

3.1.13 Element #13 — Protect Low Impact Development BMPs

® Protect all bioretention and rain garden BMP’s from sedimentation through
installation and maintenance of erosion control BMP’s on portions of the site that
drain into them. Restore the BMP’s to their fully functioning condition if they
accumulate sediment during construction. Restoring the BMP must include
removal of sediment and any sediment-laden bioretention/ rain garden soils, and
replacing the removed soils with soils meeting the design specification.

®  Prevent compacting bioretention and rain garden BMP’s by excluding
construction equipment and foot traffic. Protect completed lawn and landscaped
areas from compaction by construction equipment.

® Control erosion and avoid introducing sediment from surrounding land uses onto
permeable pavements. Do not allow muddy construction equipment on the base
material or pavement. Do not allow sediment-laden runoff into permeable
pavements or base materials.

= Pavements fouled with sediments or no longer passing an initial infiltration test
must be cleaned using procedures from Book 4 of the manufacturer’s procedures.

= Keep all heavy equipment off existing soils under LID facilities that have been
excavated to final grade to retain the infiltration rate of the soils

3.2 Site Specific BMPs

Site specific BMPs are shown on the TESC Plan Sheets and Details in Appendix A. These site-
specific plan sheets will be updated annually.

3.3 Additional Advanced BMPs

® The following BMPs are advanced and are only recommended if construction
activities are complex enough to warrant them; or if the site has the potential for
significant impacts to water quality. The following BMPs are directed at “end-of-
pipe” treatment for sedimentation issues related to turbid runoff from construction
sites. Effective BMPs are most often the simple BMPs and focus on the
minimization of erosion before sedimentation is an issue. The following BMPs
will most likely be implemented only after other BMP options are exhausted, or if
the construction activity is large and off-site sedimentation or turbid runoff occurs
or is inevitable.

=  For BMP 250, written pre-approval, through Ecology is required (see
SWMMWW 2005):

= BMP C250: Construction Stormwater Chemical Treatment
= BMP C251: Construction Stormwater Filtration.
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4.0 Construction Phasing and BMP
Implementation

The BMP implementation schedule will be driven by the construction schedule. The following
provides a sequential list of the proposed construction schedule milestones and the corresponding
BMP implementation schedule. The list contains key milestones such as wet season
construction.

The BMP implementation schedule listed below is keyed to proposed phases of the construction
project and reflects differences in BMP installations and inspections that relate to wet season
construction. The project site is located west of the Cascade Mountain Crest. As such, the dry
season is considered to be from May 1 to September 30 and the wet season is considered to be
from October 1 to April 30.

» Estimate of Construction start date: 3/01/24
* Estimate of Construction finish date: 9/30/27
* Mobilize equipment on site: 3/01/24
* Mobilize and store all ESC and soil stabilization products: 3/01/24
* Install ESC measures: 3/01/24
» Install stabilized construction entrance: 3/01/24
* Begin clearing and grubbing: 3/01/24
* Demolish existing structures: 3/01/24
* Begin site grading 3/01/24
» Site grading ends 3/30/24
* Excavate and install new utilities and services: 4/01/24
* Excavation for building foundations 3/06/24
* Begin building construction: 3/06/24
e Complete utility construction 3/06/24
* Begin implementing soil stabilization and sediment control

BMPs throughout the site in preparation for wet season: 3/06/24
*  Wet Season starts: 10/01/24
» Site inspections and monitoring conducted weekly and for

applicable rain events as detailed in Section 6 of this SWPPP: 3/01/24
* Implement Element #12 BMPs and manage site to minimize

soil disturbance during the wet season: 3/01/24
e Complete road paving 5/30/24
* Building construction complete: 9/06/25
* Dry Season starts: 5/01/24
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5.0 Pollution Prevention Team

5.1 Roles and Responsibilities

The pollution prevention team consists of personnel responsible for implementation of the
SWPPP, including the following:

Certified Erosion and Sediment Control Lead (CESCL) —
primary contractor contact, responsible for site inspections
(BMPs, visual monitoring, sampling, etc.); to be called upon in
case of failure of any ESC measures.

Resident Engineer — For projects with engineered structures
only (sediment ponds/traps, sand filters, etc.): site
representative for the owner that is the project's supervising
engineer responsible for inspections and issuing instructions
and drawings to the contractor's site supervisor or
representative

Emergency Ecology Contact — individual to be contacted at
Ecology in case of emergency.

Emergency Owner Contact — individual that is the site owner
or representative of the site owner to be contacted in the case of
an emergency.

Non-Emergency Ecology Contact — individual that is the site
owner or representative of the site owner than can be contacted
if required.

Monitoring Personnel — personnel responsible for conducting
water quality monitoring; for most sites this person is also the
Certified Erosion and Sediment Control Lead.

5.2 Team Members

Names and contact information for those identified as members of the pollution prevention team
are provided in the following table.

Title Name(s) Phone Number
Certified Erosion and Sediment Control Lead (CESCL) | Unknown
Resident Engineer Travis Johnson (360)944-6519
Emergency Ecology Contact Unknown
Emergency Owner Contact Unknown
Non-Emergency Ecology Contact Unknown
Monitoring Personnel Unknown
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6.0 Site Inspections and Monitoring

Monitoring includes visual inspection, monitoring for water quality parameters of
concern, and documentation of the inspection and monitoring findings in a site log book.
A site log book will be maintained for all on-site construction activities and will include:

. A record of the implementation of the SWPPP and
other permit requirements;

u Site inspections; and,
. Stormwater quality monitoring.

For convenience, the inspection form and water quality monitoring forms included in this
SWPPP include the required information for the site log book. This SWPPP may
function as the site log book if desired, or the forms may be separated and included in a
separate site log book. However, if separated, the site log book but must be maintained
on-site or within reasonable access to the site and be made available upon request to
Ecology or the local jurisdiction.

6.1 Site Inspection

All BMPs will be inspected, maintained, and repaired as needed to assure continued
performance of their intended function. The inspector will be a Certified Erosion and
Sediment Control Lead (CESCL) per BMP C160. The name and contact information for
the CESCL is provided in Section 5 of this SWPPP.

Site inspection will occur in all areas disturbed by construction activities and at all
stormwater discharge points. Stormwater will be examined for the presence of suspended
sediment, turbidity, discoloration, and oily sheen. The site inspector will evaluate and
document the effectiveness of the installed BMPs and determine if it is necessary to
repair or replace any of the BMPs to improve the quality of stormwater discharges. All
maintenance and repairs will be documented in the site log book or forms provided in this
document. All new BMPs or design changes will be documented in the SWPPP as soon
as possible.

6.1.1 Site Inspection Frequency

Site inspections will be conducted at least once a week and within 24 hours following any
discharge from the site. For sites with temporary stabilization measures, the site
inspection frequency can be reduced to once every month.

6.1.2 Site Inspection Documentation

The site inspector will record each site inspection using the site log inspection forms
provided in Appendix E. The site inspection log forms may be separated from this
SWPPP document, but will be maintained on-site or within reasonable access to the site
and be made available upon request to Ecology or the local jurisdiction.
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6.2 Stormwater Quality Monitoring

The construction site will comply with the requirements set forth in the 2015
Construction Stormwater General Permit (revised 2017) seen in Appendix D. A Certified
Erosion and Sediment Control Lead shall be on-site or on-call at all times.

The following text describes the monitoring for the proposed development.
6.2.1 Turbidity Sampling

The receiving water body, Lacamas Creek Watershed, is impaired for turbidity.
Mandatory BMPs (Best Management Practices) and erosion control practices put in place
by the permit will appropriately minimize the turbidity of the stormwater discharge.
Monitoring requirements for the proposed project will include weekly turbidity sampling
to monitor site discharges for water quality compliance as required by the NPDES
Construction Stormwater General Permit, provided that site discharges occur. It should
be noted that the site is designed such that all site runoff will be infiltrated so it is likely
that discharges will be rare or may not occur at all. Sampling will be conducted at all
discharge points at least once per calendar week.

Turbidity sampling during construction will be completed weekly in order to confirm that
erosion control measures are meeting the water quality standards for turbidity (Where an
applicable TMDL has not specified a waste load allocation for construction stormwater
discharge, but has not excluded these discharges, compliance with special Conditions S4
(monitoring) and S9 (SWPPPs) will constitute compliance with the approved TMDL
(S8.E.1.c)). Special Conditions S4 establishes that the key benchmark values that require
action are 25 NTU for turbidity (equivalent to 32 cm transparency) and 250 NTU for
turbidity (equivalent to 6 cm transparency). If the 25 NTU benchmark for turbidity
(equivalent to 32 cm transparency) is exceeded, the following steps will be conducted:

1. Ensure all BMPs specified in this SWPPP are installed and functioning
as intended.

2. Assess whether additional BMPs should be implemented, and
document revisions to the SWPPP as necessary.

3. Sample discharge location daily until the analysis results are less than
25 NTU (turbidity) or greater than 32 cm (transparency).

If the turbidity is greater than 25 NTU (or transparency is less than 32 cm) but less than
250 NTU (transparency greater than 6 cm) for more than 3 days, additional treatment
BMPs will be implemented within 24 hours of the third consecutive sample that exceeded
the benchmark value. Additional treatment BMPs to be considered will include, but are
not limited to, off-site treatment, infiltration, filtration and chemical treatment.

If the 250 NTU benchmark for turbidity (or less than 6 cm transparency) is exceeded at
any time, the following steps will be conducted:

1. Notify Ecology by phone within 24 hours of analysis (see Section 5.0
of this SWPPP for contact information).

2. Continue daily sampling until the turbidity is less than 25 NTU (or
transparency is greater than 32 cm).
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3. Initiate additional treatment BMPs such as off-site treatment,
infiltration, filtration and chemical treatment within 24 hours of the
first 250 NTU exceedance.

4. Implement additional treatment BMPs as soon as possible, but within
7 days of the first 250 NTU exceedance.

5. Describe inspection results and remedial actions taken in the site log
book and in monthly discharge monitoring reports as described in
Section 7.0 of this SWPPP.

In the event that Turbidity results are greater than 25 NTUs, or the site is determined to
be out of compliance with surface water quality standards for turbidity, the following
BMPs should be established, re-established or implemented as determined necessary by
the Certified Erosion and Sediment Control lead (CESCL) in order to bring the site back
into compliance:

BMP C105: Stabilized Construction Entrance / Exit (repair construction entrance as
necessary)

BMP C106: Wheel Wash (repair wheel wash as necessary)

BMP C120: Temporary and permanent Seeding

BMP C124: Sodding

BMP C140: Dust Control

BMP C209: Outlet Protection

BMP C220: Storm Drain Inlet Protection (add more inlet protection, as necessary

BMP C233: Silt Fence (add more silt fencing as necessary)

255




Exhibit 9 APPEAL24-1001

Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan

7.0 Reporting and Recordkeeping
7.1 Recordkeeping

7.1.1 Site Log Book

A site log book will be maintained for all on-site construction activities and will include:

. A record of the implementation of the SWPPP and
other permit requirements;

u Site inspections; and,
. Stormwater quality monitoring.

For convenience, the inspection form and water quality monitoring forms included in this
SWPPP include the required information for the site log book.

7.1.2 Records Retention

Records of all monitoring information (site log book, inspection reports/checklists, etc.),
this Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan, and any other documentation of compliance
with permit requirements will be retained during the life of the construction project and
for a minimum of three years following the termination of permit coverage in accordance
with permit condition S5.C.

7.1.3 Access to Plans and Records

The SWPPP, General Permit, Notice of Authorization letter, and Site Log Book will be
retained on site or within reasonable access to the site and will be made immediately
available upon request to Ecology or the local jurisdiction. A copy of this SWPPP will
be provided to Ecology within 14 days of receipt of a written request for the SWPPP
from Ecology. Any other information requested by Ecology will be submitted within a
reasonable time. A copy of the SWPPP or access to the SWPPP will be provided to the
public when requested in writing in accordance with permit condition S5.G.

7.1.4 Updating the SWPPP

In accordance with Conditions S3, S4.B, and S9.B.3 of the General Permit, this SWPPP
will be modified if the SWPPP is ineffective in eliminating or significantly minimizing
pollutants in stormwater discharges from the site or there has been a change in design,
construction, operation, or maintenance at the site that has a significant effect on the
discharge, or potential for discharge, of pollutants to the waters of the State. The SWPPP
will be modified within seven days of determination based on inspection(s) that
additional or modified BMPs are necessary to correct problems identified, and an updated
timeline for BMP implementation will be prepared.
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7.2 Reporting

7.2.1 Discharge Monitoring Reports

Discharge Monitoring Reports (DMRs) will be submitted to Ecology monthly. If there
was no discharge during a given monitoring period, the Permittee shall submit the form
as required, with the words “No discharge” entered in the place of monitoring results.
The DMR due date is 15 days following the end of each month.

Water quality sampling results will be submitted to Ecology monthly on Discharge
Monitoring Report (DMR) forms in accordance with permit condition S5.B. If there was
no discharge during a given monitoring period, the form will be submitted with the words
“no discharge” entered in place of the monitoring results. If a benchmark was exceeded,
a brief summary of inspection results and remedial actions taken will be included. If
sampling could not be performed during a monitoring period, a DMR will be submitted
with an explanation of why sampling could not be performed.

7.2.2 Notification of Noncompliance

If any of the terms and conditions of the permit are not met, and it causes a threat to
human health or the environment, the following steps will be taken in accordance with
permit section S5.F:

1. Ecology will be immediately notified of the failure to comply.

2. Immediate action will be taken to control the noncompliance issue
and to correct the problem. If applicable, sampling and analysis of
any noncompliance will be repeated immediately and the results
submitted to Ecology within five (5) days of becoming aware of
the violation.

3. A detailed written report describing the noncompliance will be
submitted to Ecology within five (5) days, unless requested earlier
by Ecology.

Any time turbidity sampling indicates turbidity is 250 nephelometric turbidity units
(NTU) or greater or water transparency is 6 centimeters or less, the Ecology regional
office will be notified by phone within 24 hours of analysis as required by permit
condition S5.A (see Section 5.0 of this SWPPP for contact information).

In accordance with permit condition S2.A, a complete application form will be submitted
to Ecology and the appropriate local jurisdiction (if applicable) to be covered by the
General Permit.

257




Exhibit 9 APPEAL24-1001

Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan

Appendix A - Site Plans

See Plans.
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Appendix B — Construction BMPs

Stabilized Construction Entrance (BMP C105)
Silt Fence (BMP C233)

Storm Drain Inlet Protection (BMP C220)
Infiltration Trench (BMP T7.20)

Temporary and Permanent Seeding (BMP C120)
Mulching (BMP C121)

Nets and Blankets (BMP C122)

Plastic Covering (BMP C123)

Topsoiling (BMP C125)

Dust Control (BMP C140)

Early application of gravel base on areas to be paved

Outlet Protection (BMP C209)
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Appendix C — Alternative BMPs

The following includes a list of possible alternative BMPs for each of the 12 elements not
described in the main SWPPP text. This list can be referenced in the event a BMP for a
specific element is not functioning as designed and an alternative BMP needs to be
implemented.

Element #1 - Mark Clearing Limits

High Visibility Plastic or Metal Fence (BMP C103)
Stake and Wire Fence (BMP C104)

Element #2 - Establish Construction Access
Wheel Wash (BMP C106)

Water Bars (BMP C203)

Element #3 - Control Flow Rates

Wattles (BMP C235)

Element #4 - Install Sediment Controls

Straw Bale Barrier (BMP C230)

Gravel Filter Berm (BMP C232)

Straw Wattles (BMP C235)

Portable Water Storage Tanks (Baker Tanks)

Construction Stormwater Chemical Treatment (BMP C250)
Construction Stormwater Filtration (BMP C251)

Element #5 - Stabilize Soils
Polyacrylamide (BMP C126)

Element #6 - Protect Slopes
Straw Wattles (BMP C235)
Surface Roughening (BMP C240)

Element #8 - Stabilize Channels and Outlets
Level Spreader (BMP C206)
Check Dams (BMP C207)

Element #9 — Control Pollutants

Concrete Handling (BMP C151)

Construction Stormwater Chemical Treatment (BMP C250)
Construction Stormwater Filtration (BMP C251)

Element #10 - Control Dewatering
Vegetated Filtration (BMP C236)
Additional Advanced BMPs to Control Dewatering:
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Appendix D — General Permit
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Appendix E — Site Inspection Forms (and Site Log)

The results of each inspection shall be summarized in an inspection report or checklist
that is entered into or attached to the site log book. It is suggested that the inspection
report or checklist be included in this appendix to keep monitoring and inspection
information in one document, but this is optional. However, it is mandatory that this
SWPPP and the site inspection forms be kept onsite at all times during construction, and
that inspections be performed and documented as outlined below.

At a minimum, each inspection report or checklist shall include:

a.

b.

Inspection date/times

Weather information: general conditions during inspection, approximate
amount of precipitation since the last inspection, and approximate amount
of precipitation within the last 24 hours.

A summary or list of all BMPs that have been implemented, including
observations of all erosion/sediment control structures or practices.

The following shall be noted:

1. locations of BMPs inspected,

ii. locations of BMPs that need maintenance,

ii.  the reason maintenance is needed,

iv. locations of BMPs that failed to operate as designed or intended, and

v. locations where additional or different BMPs are needed, and the
reason(s) why

A description of stormwater discharged from the site. The presence of
suspended sediment, turbid water, discoloration, and/or oil sheen shall be
noted, as applicable.

A description of any water quality monitoring performed during
inspection, and the results of that monitoring.

General comments and notes, including a brief description of any BMP
repairs, maintenance or installations made as a result of the inspection.

A statement that, in the judgment of the person conducting the site
inspection, the site is either in compliance or out of compliance with the
terms and conditions of the SWPPP and the NPDES permit. If the site
inspection indicates that the site is out of compliance, the inspection report
shall include a summary of the remedial actions required to bring the site
back into compliance, as well as a schedule of implementation.
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1. Name, title, and signature of person conducting the site inspection; and the
following statement: “I certify under penalty of law that this report is true,
accurate, and complete, to the best of my knowledge and belief”.

When the site inspection indicates that the site is not in compliance with any terms and
conditions of the NPDES permit, the Permittee shall take immediate action(s) to: stop,
contain, and clean up the unauthorized discharges, or otherwise stop the noncompliance;
correct the problem(s); implement appropriate Best Management Practices (BMPs),
and/or conduct maintenance of existing BMPs; and achieve compliance with all
applicable standards and permit conditions. In addition, if the noncompliance causes a
threat to human health or the environment, the Permittee shall comply with the
Noncompliance Notification requirements in Special Condition S5.F of the permit.
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Site Inspection Form

General Information
Project Name:

Inspector Name: Title:
CESCL #:
Date: Time:
Inspection Type: O After a rain event
O Weekly
o Turbidity/transparency benchmark exceedance
o Other
Weather
Precipitation Since last inspection In last 24 hours

Description of General Site Conditions:

Inspection of BMPs
Element 1: Mark Clearing Limits

BMP:
. Inspected  Functioning . .
Location Y N \Y N| NIP Problem/Corrective Action
BMP:
. Inspected Functioning . .
Location Y N \Y N| NIP Problem/Corrective Action

Element 2: Establish Construction Access

BMP:
. Inspected Functioning . .
Location Y N \Y N| NIP Problem/Corrective Action
BMP:
. Inspected Functioning . .
Location Y N \Y N| NIP Problem/Corrective Action
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L[]

Element 3: Control Flow Rates

BMP:
. Inspected Functioning . .
Location Y N \Y N| NIP Problem/Corrective Action
BMP:
Location lintfpeeiicd SUACUO T Problem/Corrective Action

Y N [Y|N]| NIP

Element 4: Install Sediment Controls

BMP:
. Inspected Functioning . .
Location Y N \Y N| NIP Problem/Corrective Action
BMP:
. Inspected Functioning . .
Location Y N \Y N| NIP Problem/Corrective Action
BMP:
. Inspected Functioning . .
Location Y N \Y N| NIP Problem/Corrective Action
BMP:
. Inspected Functioning . .
Location Y N \Y N| NIP Problem/Corrective Action
BMP:
. Inspected Functioning . .
Location Y N \Y N| NIP Problem/Corrective Action
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Element 5: Stabilize Soils

BMP:
. Inspected Functioning . .
Location Y N \Y N| NIP Problem/Corrective Action
BMP:
. Inspected Functioning . .
Location Y N \Y N| NIP Problem/Corrective Action
BMP:
. Inspected Functioning . .
Location Y N \Y N| NIP Problem/Corrective Action
BMP:
. Inspected Functioning . .
Location Y N \Y N| NIP Problem/Corrective Action

Element 6: Protect Slopes

BMP:
. Inspected Functioning . .
Location Y N \Y N| NIP Problem/Corrective Action
BMP:
. Inspected Functioning . .
Location Y N \Y N| NIP Problem/Corrective Action
BMP:
. Inspected Functioning . .
Location Y N \Y N| NIP Problem/Corrective Action
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Element 7: Protect Drain Inlets

BMP:
. Inspected Functioning . .
Location Y N \Y N| NIP Problem/Corrective Action
BMP:
. Inspected Functioning . .
Location Y N \Y N| NIP Problem/Corrective Action
BMP:
. Inspected Functioning . .
Location Y N \Y N| NIP Problem/Corrective Action

Element 8: Stabilize Channels and Outlets

BMP:
. Inspected Functioning . .
Location Y N \Y N| NIP Problem/Corrective Action
BMP:
. Inspected Functioning . .
Location Y N \Y N| NIP Problem/Corrective Action
BMP:
. Inspected Functioning . .
Location Y N \Y N| NIP Problem/Corrective Action
BMP:
. Inspected Functioning . .
Location Y N \Y N| NIP Problem/Corrective Action
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Element 9: Control Pollutants

BMP:
. Inspected Functioning . .
Location Y N \Y N| NIP Problem/Corrective Action
BMP:
Location lintjpeeiicd SIACUD T Problem/Corrective Action

Y N [Y|N]| NIP

Element 10: Control Dewatering

BMP:
. Inspected Functioning . .
Location Y N \Y N| NIP Problem/Corrective Action
BMP:
. Inspected Functioning . .
Location Y N \Y N| NIP Problem/Corrective Action
BMP:
. Inspected Functioning . .
Location Y N \Y N| NIP Problem/Corrective Action

Stormwater Discharges From the Site

Observed? Problem/Corrective Action
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Location
Turbidity
Discoloration
Sheen

Location
Turbidity
Discoloration
Sheen

Water Quality Monitoring
Was any water quality monitoring conducted? o Yes o No
If water quality monitoring was conducted, record results here:

If water quality monitoring indicated turbidity 250 NTU or greater; or transparency 6
cm or less, was Ecology notified by phone within 24 hrs?

| o Yes o No
If Ecology was notified, indicate the date, time, contact name and phone number
below:

Date:

Time:

Contact Name:
Phone #:

General Comments and Notes
Include BMP repairs, maintenance, or installations made as a result of the inspection.
Were Photos Taken? o Yes o No
If photos taken, describe photos below:
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INTRODUCTION

Ecological Land Services, Inc. (ELS) was contracted by PAK USA Camas, LLC to complete a critical
areas assessment for wetlands and fish and wildlife habitat conservation areas, for the purpose
of future development. The site is approximately 0.97 acres and consists of Clark County Tax
Parcel 176148000 located at 20101 NE 13 Street within the NW % of Section 29, Township 2
North, and Range 3 East of the Willamette Meridian in Camas, Washington (Figure 1). Field work
was conducted on August 29, 2023. This report summarizes the findings of the site visit in
accordance with Camas Municipal Code (CMC) Title 16 Environment (2023).

SITE DESCRIPTION

The 0.97-acre site consists of Clark County Tax Parcel 176148000 and is accessed by a paved
driveway off NE 13t Street. The site is zoned as Business Park (BP) and currently contains a single-
family mobile home, shed, carport, and paved driveway. The site is bordered to the north by NE
13t™ Street, to the east by NW Friberg-Strunk Street, to the south by undeveloped land and
commercial development in progress, and to the west by undeveloped land and a single-family
residence (Figure 2).

Vegetation onsite consists primarily of regularly mowed grasses, ornamental shrubs, and
coniferous and deciduous trees. Topography onsite is generally flat with NE 13t Street and NW
Friberg-Strunk Street roughly two feet higher in elevation than the site. One Oregon white oak
(Quercus garryana, FACU) was identified onsite along the southern property boundary.

METHODOLOGY

The property was evaluated for the presence of wetlands using the Routine Determination
Method according to the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers’ 1987 Wetland Delineation Manual and
the Regional Supplement to the Corps of Engineers’ Wetland Delineation Manual (Environmental
Laboratory 1987); Western Mountains, Valleys, and Coast Region (Version 2.0) (Corps 2010). The
Routine Determination Method and defining wetland criteria are discussed further in Appendix
A. Wetlands are regulated as “Waters of the United States” by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
(Corps) and as “Waters of the State” by the Washington Department of Ecology (Ecology), and
locally by The City of Camas (City).

ELS biologists evaluated the property on August 29, 2023, to determine the presence or absence
of critical areas including streams, wetlands, and priority habitats. One Oregon white oak (oak)
was identified onsite, and no wetlands, streams, or other priority habitats were identified.
Vegetation, soil, and hydrology data were collected from one test plot (TP) to determine whether
wetlands were present onsite. No wetlands were present onsite. TP-1 was taken in the southwest
corner of the site in an area with mapped hydric soils. The oak dripline and test plot location were
mapped using a hand-held Global Positioning System (GPS) unit capable of sub-meter accuracy
under ideal conditions.
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VEGETATION

General vegetation consists primarily of regularly mowed grass and ornamental trees and shrubs
(Photoplates 1 and 2). One Oregon white oak was observed along the southern site boundary.
The plant indicator status following the plant scientific name is defined by the National Wetland
Plant List Indicator Rating Definitions (Corps 2012) and can be found in Appendix A.

Dominant vegetation consisted of domestic apple trees (Malus spp., assumed FAC), Japanese
maple (Acer palmatum, UPL), rhododendron (Rhododendron spp., assumed FACU), Oregon white
oak, osoberry (Oemleria cerasiformis, FACU), mowed English hawthorn saplings (Crataegus
monogyna, FAC), swordfern (Polystichum munitum, FACU), and fescue grass (Festuca spp.,
assumed FAC). The wetland determination data form contains vegetation information at TP-1
and is in Appendix B.

SoiLs

The Natural Resources Conservation Service (NRCS) designates soils onsite as cove silty clay loam,
thin solum, 0 to 3 percent slopes (CwA), and Wind River gravelly loam, O to 8 percent slopes (WrB)
(Figure 3, NRCS 2023B). Of the two soil types found onsite, cove silty clay loam, thin solum, 0 to
3 percent slopes is designated as hydric.

According to soil profile descriptions developed by NRCS, cove silty clay loam, thin solum, is
characterized as a poorly drained soil, forming on floodplains, with a depth to water table of 0 to
12 inches below ground surface (BGS). A typical soil profile includes silty clay loam from 0 to 14
inches, clay from 14-21 inches, and silt loam from 21 to 60 inches BGS. Wind River gravelly loam
is categorized as a somewhat excessively drained soil with a typical soil profile of gravelly loam
from 0 to 4 inches, coarse sandy loam from 4 to 24 inches, and loamy coarse sand from 24 to 60
inches BGS. Wind River gravelly loam forms on floodplains from alluvium parent material and has
an average depth to water table of more than 80 inches.

Evaluated soils were characterized as loamy with a value of 4, and a chroma of 3, with no
observations of redoximorphic concentrations and meeting no hydric soil indicators. Mapped
hydric soils do not necessarily mean that an area is or is not a wetland—hydrology, hydrophytic
wetland vegetation, and hydric soils must all be present to classify an area as a wetland. The test
plot data form is in Appendix B.

HYDROLOGY

No evidence of wetland hydrology was observed at TP-1 or onsite.

PRECIPITATION

Precipitation data was gathered from the NOAA Regional Climate Centers Clark County,
Washington, WETS Station: Battle Ground, which is located closest to the site. No rainfall
occurred the day of the site visit or in the two weeks prior. Rainfall in June, July, and August was
below exceedance levels and approximately 94 percent of August rainfall occurred prior to the
site visit. Furthermore, review of the USACE Antecedent Precipitation Tool (APT) indicates rainfall
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in the two months preceding the August 29" site visit was drier than normal with a score of 6. A
copy of the APT data is provided in Appendix C. Table 1 summarizes the precipitation data.

Table 1. Precipitation Summary

Precipitation (inches)
3 Months Prior DAREM*
Date of Visit | 0 e e 30% | 70%
Prior . Observed Value | Weight Total
Ending
8/29/23 8/15/23 - 8/29/23 0.05 0.25 0.99 1 3 3
8/28/23
7/30/23 0.0 0.24 0.82 1 2 2
0.0 0.0

6/30/23 0.83 1.48 2.80 1 1 1
Rainfall 3 months prior was: drier than normal (sum 6-9), normal (sum 10-14), wetter than normal (sum 15-18).% 6
Year to Date Average Rainfall?3: 50.06
Year to Date Actual Rainfall®: 45.32

1 Direct Antecedent Rainfall Evaluation Methods (Sumner et al 2009)
2Includes 94% of August Rainfall
3Based on a water year, October 2022 — August 2023

CRITICAL AREA INVENTORIES

NATIONAL WETLANDS INVENTORY

The National Wetlands Inventory (NWI) map does not indicate any wetlands onsite (Figure 4,
USFWS 1988). ELS agrees with the NWI mapping, as no wetlands were identified onsite.

CLARK COUNTY CRITICAL AREA INVENTORY

The Clark County Critical Area Inventory (CCCAI) map does not indicate any wetlands onsite but
does indicate potential wetlands presence on the property to the south. Hydric soils are mapped
along the eastern site boundary and the southwestern corner, and a habitat area is mapped over
the majority of the eastern portion of the site (Figure 5). ELS partially agrees with the CCAl as no
wetlands were identified onsite and one oak was observed in the vicinity of the mapped habitat
area. The potential wetlands mapped to the south of the site are located in the footprint of a
commercial development that has received permit approval. However, ELS does not agree with
the extent of the mapped habitat area as only one oak was identified onsite and no other critical
habitats were identified.

WASHINGTON DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES STREAM TYPE

The Washington Department of Natural Resources (WDNR) Stream Type Map does not depict
any streams onsite (Figure 6, WDNR 2023). ELS agrees with the WDNR mapping as no streams
were observed onsite.

PRIORITY HABITATS AND SPECIES
The Washington Department of Fish and Wildlife (WDFW) Priority Habitats and Species (PHS)
maps indicate oak woodland and caves or cave-rich areas on the southern boundary of the site

Critical Areas Report Ecological Land Services, Inc.
Pak USA Camas, LLC 3 October 2, 2023

276




Exhibit 9 APPEAL24-1001

and within 300 feet of the site to the southwest (Figure 7, WDFW 2023). ELS confirmed the
presence of a single oak along the southern site boundary, but no oak woodlands or caves were
observed onsite.

Critical area inventory maps are typically used to gather general information about a region and

due to the large scale necessary for regional mapping, are limited in accuracy for localized
analyses.

CRITICAL AREAS SUMMARY

PRIORITY HABITATS

OREGON WHITE OAK

Oregon white oaks are considered a priority habitat and are regulated by the Washington
Department of Fish and Wildlife (WDFW) and locally by the City of Camas. According to WDFW'’s
Management Recommendations for Washington’s priority habitats: Oregon white oak
woodlands (Larsen and Morgan, 1998), in urban or urbanizing areas west of the Cascades, priority
oak habitat is defined as single oaks, stands of pure oak, or oak/conifer associations, one acre or
greater in size. WDFW may also consider individual Oregon white oak trees a priority habitat
when found to be particularly valuable to wildlife [i.e., contains many cavities, has a large
diameter at breast height (DBH), is used by priority species, or has a large canopy]. The site is
within the City of Camas. WDFW recommendation is that in urban and urbanizing areas, single
trees should be maintained if they are deemed important to species highly associated with
Oregon white oak. Oaks and their associated floras comprise distinct woodland ecosystems with
various plant communities providing valuable habitat that contributes to wildlife diversity; oak
woodlands provide a mix of feeding, resting, and breeding habitat for many wildlife species
(Larsen and Morgan 1998).

The WDFW Priority Habitats and Species online mapping tool depicts oak woodlands within the
vicinity of the observed oak along the southern site boundary. One oak tree measuring
approximately 52 inches DBH was mapped along the southern site boundary during site
reconnaissance (Figure 2). The oak has several live and dead branches, cavities, and has canopy
connectivity with other trees in the vicinity but is not connected with other oaks. The oak location
was mapped using a GPS system capable of submeter accuracy in ideal conditions. According to
CMC 16.61.010(3)(a), individual Oregon white oak trees with a twenty-inch DBH are considered
a priority habitat.

Table 2: Oak Summary

Diameter at Number of

Canopy Area Breast Height Trunks

Noteworthy Habitat Features

¢ Canopy is interconnected with
0.08 acres 52 inches 1 adjacent trees, but not other oaks
¢ Two large cavities

Critical Areas Report Ecological Land Services, Inc.
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LIMITATIONS

ELS bases this report’s determinations on standard scientific methodology and best professional
judgment. In our opinion, local, state, and federal regulatory agencies should agree with our
determinations. However, the information contained in this report should be considered
preliminary and used at your own risk until it has been approved in writing by the appropriate
regulatory agencies. ELS is not responsible for the impacts of any changes in environmental
standards, practices, or regulations after the date of this report.

Critical Areas Report Ecological Land Services, Inc.
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APPENDIX A

ROUTINE DETERMINATION METHOD AND PLANT INDICATOR RATING DEFINITIONS
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RoUTINE DETERMINATION METHOD

The Routine Determination Method is defined according to the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers’
1987 Wetland Delineation Manual and the Regional Supplement to the Corps of Engineers’
Wetland Delineation Manual (Environmental Laboratory 1987), Western Mountains, Valleys, and
Coast Region (Version 2.0) (Corps 2010). The Routine Determination Method examines three
parameters — vegetation, soils, and hydrology — to determine if wetlands exist in a given area.
Hydrology is critical in determining what is a wetland, but if often difficult to assess because
hydrologic conditions can change periodically (hourly, daily, or seasonally). Consequently, it is
necessary to determine if hydrophytic vegetation and hydric soils are present, which would
indicate that water is present for a long enough duration to support a wetland plant community.
By definition, wetlands are those areas that are inundated or saturated by surface or
groundwater at a frequency and duration sufficient to support, and that under normal
circumstances do support, a prevalence of vegetation typically adapted for life in saturated soil
conditions.

VEGETATION INDICATOR STATUS

The indicator status, following the scientific names of plant species, indicates the likelihood of

the species to be found in wetlands according to the National Wetland Plant List Indicator Rating

Definitions (Corps 2012). Listed from most likely to least likely to be found in wetlands, the

indicator status categories are:

= OBL (obligate wetland) - occur almost always under natural conditions in wetlands.

= FACW (facultative wetland) - usually occur in wetlands, but occasionally found in non-
wetlands.

= FAC (facultative) - equally likely to occur in wetlands or non-wetlands.

= FACU (facultative upland) - usually occur in non-wetlands, but occasionally found in wetlands.

= UPL (obligate upland) - occur almost always under natural conditions in non-wetlands.

= NI (noindicator) - insufficient data to assign to an indicator category.
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WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM - Western Mountains, Valleys and Coast Region

Project/Site: 13" Street Gas Station City/County: Camas/Clark Sampling Date: 08/29/2023
Applicant/Owner: PAK USA Camas, LLC State: WA Sampling Point: TP-1
Investigator(s: _J. Blake Section, Township, Range: S29, T2N, R3E
Landform (hillslope, terrace, etc.): Floodplains Local relief: (concave, convex, none): Convex Slope (%): 0-3%
Subregion (LRR): LRRA MLRA2 Lat: 45.6318544 Long: -122.4669931 Datum: NAD83
Soil Map Unit Name: Cove silty clay loam, thin solum, 0 to 3 percent slopes NWI classification: None
Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes[] No[X] (If no, explain Remarks.)
Are Vegetation[], Soil[], or Hydrology[] significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? Yes[X] No[]
Are Vegetation[], Soil[], or Hydrology[] naturally problematic? (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.)
SUMMARY OF FINDINGS - Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc.
:ydr.ophytllc Vegetation Present?  Yes X] No [] Is the Sampled Area
ydric Soils Present? Yes[] No[X ithin a Wetland? Yes[1 No[X
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes[[] No[X within a )

Remarks: TP-1 is located in the southwest corner of the site in an area with mapped hydric soils. TP-1 does not meet all three wetland indicators and
is therefore in uplands. Hydrologic conditions were not typical for this time of year, as antecedent rainfall was determined to be drier than normal for the
two months prior to the site visit.

VEGETATION - Use scientific names of plants.
Absolute Dominant Indicator | Dominance Test Worksheet

Tree Stratum (Plot size:30 ft radius) % Cover Species? Status

1. Malus spp.* 20% yes FAC Number of Dominant Species 5 (A)

2. Fraxinus latifolia 20% yes FACW | That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC:

3. Robinia pseudoacacia 20% yes FACU )

4. Crataegus monogyna 15% yes FAC | Total Number of Dominant 6 (B)

50% = 38 20% = 15 75% =Total Cover Species Across All Strata: .
Percent of Dominant Species

Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: 15 ft. radius) That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC 83 (A/B)

1. % Prevalence Index worksheet

2. % Total % Cover of: Multiply by:

3. % OBL species X 1=

4. % FACW species X 2=

5. % FAC species x 3=

50%=__ 20%=___ %  =Total Cover FACU species X 4=
Herb Stratum (Plot size: 5 ft radius) UPL species x 5=

1. Festuca spp* 93% yes FAC Column Totals: (A) (B)

2. lris spp.* 5% no FACW Prevalence Index = B/A=

3. Rubus ursinus 2% no FACU Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:

4. % [J 1 - Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation

5. % X 2 — Dominance Test is >50%

6. % [ 3 - Prevalence Index is <3.0'

7. % [ 4 - Morphological Adaptations’ (Provide

8. % supporting data in Remarks or on a separate

9. % sheet)

10. % [ 5 - Wetland Non-Vascular Plants’

11. %

50% =50 20% = 20 100% =Total Cover [J Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation' (Explain)

Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: 15 ft radius)

1. Rubus armeniacus 5% yes FAC "Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology

% must be present, unless disturbed or problematic.
50% =3 20% = 1 5% =Total Cover
- - - Hydrophytic
IVegetation
Present? YesX] No[]
% Bare Ground in Herb Stratum 0%
Remarks: Festuca spp.* and Malus spp.* indicator statuses assumed FAC. Iris spp.* indicator status assumed FACW.
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Sampling Point: TP-1

Profile Description: (Describe to the depth needed to document the indicator or confirm the absence of indicators.)

Depth Matrix Redox Features
(inches) Color (moist) % Color (moist) % Type' Loc? Texture Remarks
0-6 10YR 4/3 100% % Loam

% %
% %
% %
% %
% %
% %
% %

'"Type: C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, CS=Covered or Coated Sand Grains. 2Location: PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix

Hydric Soil Indicators: (Applicable to all LRRs, unless otherwise noted.)

[ Histosal (A1)

[ Histic Epipedon (A2)

[J Black Histic (A3)

[J Hydrogen Sulfide (A4)

[] Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11)
[ Thick Dark Surface (A12)

[J Sandy Mucky Minerals (S1)

[J Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4)

[J Sandy Redox (S5)

[ Stripped Matrix (S6)

[J Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1) (except MLRA 1)
[J Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2)

[] Depleted Matrix (F3)

[J Redox Dark Surface (F6)

[] Depleted Dark Surface (F7)

[J Redox Depressions (F8)

Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils
[J 2 cm Muck (A10)
[J Red Parent Material (TF2)
[ Very Shallow Dark Surface (TF12)
[] Other (Explain in Remarks)

3Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and
Wetland hydrology must be present,
unless disturbed or problematic

Restrictive Layer (if present):

Type: Hardpan
Depth (inches):6

Hydric Soil Present?

Yes[] No[X

Remarks:

HYDROLOGY

Wetland Hydrology Indicators:
Primary Indicators (min. of one required; checl

k all that apply)

[J Surface Water (A1)

[J High Water Table (A2)

[ Saturation (A3)

[J water Marks (B1)

[J Sediment Deposits (B2)

[] Drift Deposits (B3)

[ Algal Mat or crust (B4)

[J Iron Deposits (B5)

[ Surface Soil Cracks (B6)

[J Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7)
[J Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8)

[J Water-Stained Leaves (B9) (except MLRA 1, 2, 4A,

and 4B)
[ Salt Crust (B11)
[J Aquatic Invertebrates (B13)
[J Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1)

[J Oxidized Rhizospheres along Living Roots (C3)

[J Presence of Reduced Iron (C4)

[J Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6)
[J Stunted or Stressed Plants (D1) (LRR A)
[] Other (Explain in Remarks)

Secondary Indicators (2 or more required)

[J Water-Stained Leaves (B9) (MLRA 1, 2,
4A, and 4B)

[] Drainage Patterns (B10)

[] Dry-Season Water Table (C2)

[ Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)

[J Geomorphic Position (D2)

[ Shallow Aquitard (D3)

[J FAC Neutral Test (D5)

[J Raised Ant Mounds (D6) (LRR A)

[J Frost-Heave Hummocks (D7)

Field Observations:

Surface Water Present? Yes [
Water Table Present? Yes [
Saturation Present? Yes []

(Includes Capillary fringe)

No X Depth (Inches):
No X Depth (Inches):
No X Depth (Inches):

Wetland Hydrology Present?

Yes [] No X

Describe Recorded Data (Stream gauge, monitoring well, aerial photos, previous inspections), if available:

Remarks: Hydrologic conditions were not typical for this time of year, as antecedent rainfall was determined to be drier than normal for the two months

prior to the site visit.

US Army Corps of Engineers

Western Mountains, Valleys and Coast — FINAL Version 2.0
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APPENDIX C

PRECIPITATION INFORMATION
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OAK BANK USE PLAN

October 2, 2023

13th Street Gas Station
Camas, WA

Prepared for

PAK USA Camas, LLC

c/o Taz Khan

3993 NW Currawong Court
Camas, WA 98607

(512) 779-4999

Prepared by
Ecological Land Services
1157 3rd Avenue, Suite 220A o Longview, WA 98632 298
(360) 578-1371 e Project Number 3934.01
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SIGNATURE PAGE
The information in this report was compiled and prepared under the supervision and direction of
the undersigned.

Julianne Blake
Biologist Il

Oak Bank Use Plan Ecological Land Services, Inc.
PAK USA Camas, LLC October 2, 2023
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INTRODUCTION

Ecological Land Services, Inc. (ELS) was contracted by PAK USA Camas, LLC to prepare this Oak
Bank Use Plan to address Oregon white oak (oak) impacts resulting from the construction of a
fuel station, convenience store, and associated parking lot. The site is approximately 0.97 acres
and consists of Clark County Tax Parcel 176148000 located at 20101 NE 13t Street within the NW
% of Section 29, Township 2 North, and Range 3 East of the Willamette Meridian in Camas,
Washington (Figure 1). Field work was conducted on August 29, 2023. The project will remove
one existing oak (Quercus garryana) and impact 0.08 acres (3,456 square feet) of oak canopy.
Canopy impacts will be offset by purchasing 0.238 credits from Terrace Oak Bank (Bank). This
Bank Use Plan was prepared according to the Camas Municipal Code (CMC) Title 16 Environment
(2023) and Washington Department of Fish and Wildlife’s (WDFW) Management
recommendations for W