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MEMORANDUM

TO: Pomperaug River Watershed Coalition

FROM: Erik Mas, P.E, Stefan Bengtson, MSc, William Guenther, MS
DATE: December 1, 2017

RE: Visual Field Assessments

Pomperaug Watershed Based Plan

Visual field investigations were performed by the Fuss & O’Neill project team to further assess potential
sources of water quality impairments in the Pomperaug River watershed. The field assessments are a
screening-level tool for locating potential pollutant sources in a watershed and identifying possible
locations where restoration opportunities and mitigation measures could be implemented. This
memorandum describes the field assessment methods and findings.

1. Field Assessment Methods

Areas of concern (i.e., potential pollutant sources contributing to water quality impairments in the
watershed) were initially identified based on a review of existing data and information including the 2001
State of the Watershed Report, the 2006 Pomperaug Watershed Management Plan, the 2010 Pomperaug
River Watershed Streamwalk Summary Report, updated watershed mapping, and recommendations
from the PRWC Land use Committee. Figure 1 shows the initial areas of concern, which are generally
located within the Pomperaug River and Weekeepeemee River subregional basins — the two primary
subwatershed areas associated with the bacterial impairments in the watershed.

The areas to be assessed during the field assessments were selected from this initial list of areas of
concern in conjunction with the PRWC Land Use Committee. Final areas selected for field assessments
include stream corridors and upland areas that are known or suspected of contributing to the bacterial
impairments in the watershed.

A two-person field team conducted field assessments on September 5 and 6, 2017, including reach level
stream corridor assessments (i.e., stream walks) in impaired segments and upland source assessments in
selected neighborhoods following the Center for Watershed Protection (CWP) Unified Stream
Assessment and Unified Subwatershed and Site reconnaissance methods (Kitchell & Schueler, 2005;
Wright et al., 2005). The upland assessments included inventories of selected representative residential
neighborhoods, streets and storm drainage systems, and land uses with higher potential pollutant loads
(i.e., “hotspot” land uses). The field assessment protocols are also documented in the Quality Assurance
Project Plan (QAPP) (approved March 27, 2017) for this Section 319-funded project.
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Figure 1: Areas of concern in the Pomperaug River Watershed.
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Field personnel visited each location and documented potential sources of bacteria on field forms and
through photographs. During each visit, particular note was made of potential structural and non-
structural Best Management Practices (BMPs) that could be implemented at a particular site or more
broadly throughout the watershed to reduce loadings of bacteria and other pollutants. Completed field
assessment forms are provided in A#tachment A.

2. Summary of Findings

Tables 1, 2, and 3 summarize the field assessment results for each site visited, including possible
bacteria sources, potential BMPs, and other preliminary recommendations. Major findings of the field
assessments are also summarized below. The field assessment findings will be used to guide the
development of recommendations for the Watershed Based Plan.

Agricultural Land Use — Hobby farms, equestrian centers, and more intensive livestock
farming practices were frequently observed in the watershed. While some farms maintain animal
exclusion fencing to separate livestock from streams, other locations, such as Logue Farms on
Artillery Road, Mountain Valley Equestrian Center (Figure 2), and Percy Thomson Meadows
on Thomson Road all have grazing or feeding areas with apparent channelization or full access
to streams and discharges to streams. Exclusion fencing, alternative approaches to manure
management, such as moving manure piles further away from streams, and other agricultural
BMPs can yield water quality improvements.

Transylvania Brook S

Figure 2: View of equestrian center adjacent to the start of reach Pomperaug-01. Runoff from
paddock areas appears to channelize in several places and ultimately discharge to both
Transylvania Brook and the Pomperaug River.
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- Urban Land Use — Land uses with high impervious cover, typical of more-developed areas of
the Pomperaug River subwatershed generate large amounts of stormwater runoff containing
fecal indicator bacteria from various sources (pet waste, nuisance wildlife, bacteria attached to
sediment inside catch basins, bacteria growth in storm drains, illicit connections, failing septic
systems, etc.) (Figures 3 and 4). Neighborhoods with houses adjacent to streams, such as
Berkshire Estates and Oakdale Manor, Cedarland and River Hill may have homes with failing
septic systems and little separation distance from impaired segments of the Pomperaug River.
The use of stormwater treatment practices (Low Impact Development or green infrastructure)
is limited throughout the watershed, including in areas with significant impervious surfaces such
as parking lots and roadways. Roof downspouts were also typically observed to be directed
toward impervious surfaces or piped underground and ultimately discharge to storm drainage
systems.

Figure 3: Stormwater outfall at Cedarland Park Figure 4: Stormwater outfall at head of reach
off of River Trail Road. Pomperaug-03.

- Lack of Stream Buffer — Stream buffer encroachments are prevalent along stream corridors in
many areas of the Pomperaug River watershed and are most often associated with residential
and commercial development and farms. Residential lawns and some agricultural practices
extend down to the banks of the stream in many areas (Figures 5 to 7).

The high level of stream buffer encroachment along the streams in the Pomperaug River
watershed has a significant impact on overall stream and habitat conditions. In general, larger
natural buffers are associated with better stream health, including improved water quality by
filtering sediment and other runoff pollutants, cooler water temperatures as a result of stream
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shading, greater in-stream oxygen levels due to cooler waters, and enhanced habitat for a variety

of wildlife resulting from deposited large woody debris and leaf litter.

W

Figure 5: View of pastures along the Weekeepeemee River in Woodbury, CT. The river runs
along the tree line, with limited buffer to pasture and feeding areas. Animal fencing appeared
well maintained at this location.

Figure 6: House with limited buffer to Pomperaug River encountered during stream walk.
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Low Impact Development (LID) Opportunities — There are many opportunities for
infiltration practices throughout the watershed. Good candidates for LID retrofits include
public rights-of-way (Figure 8), municipal and commercial parking lots, and parking lots and
roads associated with Heritage Village. LID stormwater retrofits work to reduce site runoff and
improve water quality through the use of bioretention, water quality swales, buffer strips/level
spreaders, and other small-scale LID and green infrastructure approaches. Candidate
stormwater retrofit sites exist in virtually all of the assessed subwatersheds but are most
prevalent in the Pomperaug River subwatershed.

Although conventional stormwater drainage systems with no treatment capability are prevalent
throughout the watershed, there are also several examples of LID stormwater treatment
practices in the watershed. One example of LID site design practices was observed in the lower
parking lot behind the commercial plaza at 7 Garage Road, which included permeable pavement
(Figure 9). Pervious pavement has also been used for the parking lot of the New Morning
Market in Woodbury. Underground infiltration practices are also located at the new Riverview
Cinemas and Playhouse at 690 Main Street South in Southbury and at the Southbury Medical
Building.

Figure 7: View from Oakdale Manor looking
towards the Pomperaug River depicting areas

of limited buffer. Homes in close proximity t0  opportunity for stormwater BMPs in the cul-

Figure 8: View of Pascoe Drive from the cul-
de-sac looking up the hill. Potential

the river may also have issues with failing
septic systems.

de-sac or beneath it.
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Figure 9: Example of pervious parking surface behind commercial plaza at 7 Garage Road,
Southbury.
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Table 1: Stream segment assessment results

Possible Bacteria
Sources

Pomperaug-01

Horse Fence Hill Road:

Stormwater

Pomperaug-03

Stormwater outfalls

Failing or
malfunctioning septic
systems. Raw sewage
smell noted during

stream walk near River

Trail

Weekeepeemee-01

Potential Best Management Practices
(BMPs)

Limited potential for BMPs
Road recently repaved, catch basins
already stenciled

Infiltration in ROW or underground (see
also Heritage Village Neighborhood)
River Trail et al.: additional neighborhood
assessment. IDDE investigation of
drainage discharging at Cedarland Park
Reduce road sanding by municipalities
Septic survey of Branch Rd./Riverhill Rd.
neighborhood

Other Recommendations and Notes

Encourage septic system inspections
Investigate septic smell

Educate homeowners and homebuyers
about proper use and maintenance of
septic systems
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Table 2: Neighborhood assessment results

Neighborhood Possible Bacteria Potential Best Management Practices Other Recommendations and Notes
Subwatershed Sources (BMPs)

Berkshire Estates Stormwater - Infiltration below roadway, especially cul- - Increase buffer along river
Pomperaug de-sac at Pascoe Dr. and Pomperaug Trail - More frequent catch basin cleaning
and at Pascoe Dr. and Berkshire Rd.

intersection

Failing or - Advanced subsurface sewage disposal - Inspect septic systems for failure
malfunctioning septic systems (sand filter or similar) in riverside - Ledge/bedrock could be a constraint
systems lots - Educate homeowners and homebuyers

about proper use and maintenance of
septic systems

Oakdale Manor Road and Stormwater - Underground infiltration only, limited - Septic system inspection and outreach
associated Streets ROW space - Turf management

Pomperaug - Grass clippings — outreach or establish
collection for disposal

Wellspring/Arch Bridge Failing or - Assess septic system size for school

Weekeepeemee malfunctioning septic buildings

systems (noted by LUC) - If undersized, consider replacement or
advanced subsurface sewage disposal
systems (e.g. sand filter)
Education about proper use and
maintenance of septic systems

Heritage Village Stormwater - Underground infiltration in ROW - Heritage Village should be included as a

Pomperaug - Bioretention cells where feasible priority area in the Town of Southbury’s
Pervious pavement at older parking lots MS4 Stormwater Management Program,
(e.g. Meeting House) needing including IDDE program implementation
maintenance - Conduct a stormwater BMP retrofit

inventory/feasibility study for Heritage
Village, which would support Southbury’s
efforts to reduce and disconnect DCIA as
required by the MS4 Permit

Wastewater treatment - Conduct further sampling with increased
plant sample spatial density

Table 3: Hotspot assessment results

Hotspot Possible Bacteria Potential Best Management Practices Other Recommendations and Notes

Subwatershed Sources (BMPs)

Mountain Valley Horse manure in Bioretention in drainage ditch Outreach for manure management best practices
Equestrian Center paddocks - Filter berm at bottom of paddock - Connecticut Horse Environmental Awareness
Pomperaug and - Move drainage away from the center of Program (HEAP) and Connecticut Horse Farm of
Transylvania Brook Two drainage paths: paddocks/pasture Environmental Distinction Program

One flows through

Audubon old pasture,

excellent buffer

Other flows out

drainage ditch to

Transylvania Brook

The Farm — north and Livestock manure in - Filter berms along Weekeepeemee - Fencing in good repair, encourage maintenance
south of Chohees Trail pasture and feed lot - Increased buffer width - Encourage effective manure application (e.g. not
Weekeepeemee - Infiltration BMP on north farm next to before rain storm)

Livestock access to road

intermittent stream - Remove stream access through buffer

Row crops and/or fencing
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Potential Best Management Practices Other Recommendations and Notes

(BMPs)

Possible Bacteria
Sources

Hotspot
Subwatershed

Another Farm —
Weekeepeemee Road
Weekeepeemee

Quick Water Farm —
Weekeepeemee Road and
Peter Road
Weekeepeemee

Parmalee Farm — Guilds
Hollow Road
Weekeepeemee

Southbury Plaza — Rt 6
Pomperaug

Medical Office Building -
10 Main St. South,
Southbury

Pomperaug

Stonecrest Farm — Rt 172
Pomperaug

Berry Farm — Settler’s
Field and Stables
Pomperaug

Frazier Farm Training
Center — Middle Road
Turnpike
Nonnewaug

Logue Farm — Artillery
Road
Nonnewaug

Percy Thomson Meadows
— Thomson Road
Weekeepeemee

Fox Crossing Equestrian —
Rt61
East Spring Brook

Livestock (horses, goats,
alpaca) manure

Livestock (few head);
Row crops

Livestock grazing and
feed lot

Stormwater;
Waste management

Dry weather discharge
requiring further
investigation

Manure piles;
Paddock

Manure in open
dumpsters

Horse access to
tributary stream

Livestock access to
tributary

Incomplete coverage of
manure storage

Livestock access to
tributary

Manure storage

Filter berms along intermittent stream
Increase buffer width

Filter berms along Carmel Hill Brook
Increase buffer width

Filter berm along Dowd Brook

Incorporate LID retrofits into site
redevelopment

Underground infiltration, permeable
pavement

Move manure piles to alternative site with
filter berms or drainage away from
Pomperaug

Filter berms or increased buffer to pond
Move paddock at front barn area to
alternative location or make smaller with
a buffer strip adjacent to the river

Bank stabilization and buffer improvement
along river edge

Evaluate need for farm pond

Move and regrade paddock/training areas
to improve buffer

Cover dumpsters or ensure drainage away
from river

Filter berms and/or increased buffer in
pasture
Reconfigure paddocks to avoid stream

Filter berms or fencing and increased
buffer around stream to prevent livestock
access

Increased buffer and fencing or filter
berms

Increase buffer to stream

Fencing in good repair, encourage maintenance
Outreach for manure management best practices

Encourage effective manure application (e.g. not
before rain storm)
Outreach for manure management best practices

Feeding appears to occur in a local depression,
ensure that it does not drain under road

Cover dumpsters with roof

Review stormwater control plan, if exists
Heavily channelized stream

Conduct survey for potential illicit discharges
from businesses in plaza

Pavement stained
Follow up sampling of dry weather discharge and
removal of illicit connections

Manure management in place

Most paddocks drain away from Pomperaug and
toward a pond with algal mats

Farm to the north allows access to trib. Add
buffer and fencing around stream

Outreach for manure management best practices

Outreach for manure management best practices

Some buffer exists in parts of pasture land
Outreach for manure management best practices
Connecticut Horse Environmental Awareness
Program (HEAP) and Connecticut Horse Farm of
Environmental Distinction Program

Reconfigure manure composting to divert runoff
away from catch basins

Encourage more complete coverage (e.g. roofing)
of manure composting

Manure management measures appear to bein
place

Outreach for manure management best practices
Connecticut Horse Environmental Awareness
Program (HEAP) and Connecticut Horse Farm of
Environmental Distinction Program
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3. Potential BMPs

Tables 1, 2, and 3 identify preliminary site-specific recommendations for Best Management Practices

(BMPs) to address the bacteria sources that were identified during the field assessments. These
preliminary BMP recommendations generally fall into the following categories:

Water Quality Monitoring — The bacteria TMDL indicates impairments based on relatively
few sampling stations. While this may be sufficient for identification of an impaired segment,
additional water quality monitoring can be effective in tracing the source of the impairment.
Particularly in the Weekeepeemee River watershed where only one bacteria monitoring station is
indicated, increased water quality sampling at a higher spatial resolution should provide the
information necessary to identify locations with the highest bacterial loads and help target
management strategies. Flow monitoring is also recommended at these locations at the time of
sampling to allow direct calculation of bacteria loads (pollutant concentration times flow rate).
Pollutant loads, as opposed to concentration data alone, provide greater insight into potential
sources since a highly concentrated wastewater discharge that occurs as a continuous “trickle”
may have a greater impact on water quality than an intermittent, low-concentration discharge
with a higher flow rate.

Stormwater Retrofits — Existing impervious areas such as parking lots and roads may be good
candidates for Low Impact Development (LID) or “green stormwater infrastructure” retrofits
such as bioretention or underground infiltration, given the relatively permeable nature of the
soils in the watershed. Underground infiltration practices located beneath existing parking lots
provide stormwater treatment without eliminating parking. Parking availability can be further
preserved by retrofitting lots to permeable pavement, similar to plans recently submitted to the
Southbury Inland Wetlands Commission for redevelopment of a portion of Southbury Plaza.
Practices under roads can be useful where right-of-way space is limited. Where parking and
ROW space are not limitations, bioretention cells and wet vegetated treatment systems can also
provide stormwater treatment to remove bacteria. Areas with good potential for LID retrofits
include along Main Street South in Southbury, the under-utilized parking lot and adjacent
depression at the intersection of Heritage Road and Hillhouse Road in Heritage Village, and
Southbury Plaza. Regular maintenance of LID/GI practices is critical for these systems to
function as designed. Regular maintenance, following written O&M procedures, is particularly
important for underground infiltration practices, which can be “out of sight, out of mind.”

Downspout Disconnection — Disconnection of roof downspouts from the storm drainage
system by directing roof runoff to pervious areas or LID practices such as rain gardens can
reduce runoff volumes and bacteria loads originating from roosting birds. This relatively
inexpensive retrofit strategy can be effective in residential and commercial settings.

MS4 Program Implementation — Connecticut’s revised MS4 General Permit went into effect
on July 1, 2017. The watershed communities of Southbury and Woodbury are regulated under
the MS4 General Permit. Both communities have developed Stormwater Management Plans
that outline various activities that each town will conduct to comply with the 6 minimum
control measures outlined in the permit. Compliance with the illicit discharge detection and
elimination (IDDE) program requirements of the permit can help to significantly reduce

F:\P2016\0005\ A10\ Deliverables\Tech Memos\'TM1 - Field Assessments\FieldAssessments_TechMemo_Final_20171201.docx 11



( FUSS & O'NEILL

bacteria loadings, where illicit connections are present and particularly where they contribute to
the impaired segments of the Pomperaug and Weekeepeemee Rivers. Outfall screening for
bacteria is required where a MS4 discharges to an impaired water for which bacteria is the
pollutant of concern. Other minimum control measures apply to municipal operations, such as
reducing road sanding or increasing street sweeping. The permit also requires reduction in
Directly Connected Impervious Area (DCIA) through the use of LID practices that
retain/infiltrate stormwater runoff from impervious sutfaces, either through private or
municipal redevelopment projects or retrofits.

- Manure/Nutrient Management — Livestock waste in agticultural operations can represent a
potent source of bacteria when poorly managed. Often, larger livestock and equestrian
operations maintain good manure management. Smaller operations may have fewer resources
available for manure management. One key location for improved manure management
practices is Stonecrest Farm, where an uncovered manure pile is located in close proximity to
the Pomperaug River. Existing site grading at this farm is conducive to implementing improved
manure management practices. Reconfiguring the manure management facility at Logue Farm
away from existing storm drains may also be useful. In addition, identification of and outreach
to 1- to 5-horse equestrian operations throughout the watershed can help assess and reduce
their contribution to bacteria loads.

Development and implementation of Comprehensive Nutrient Management Plans (CNMP) by
the farming operations in the watershed — e.g., ensuring adequate storage of manure and
wastewaters, diverting clean water from production areas, and methods for safe land application
of manure and wastewaters — can reduce the potential water quality impacts. Other agricultural
BMPs that could be implemented for large and small-scale farming operations include livestock
exclusion fencing, cover crops, vegetated buffers/filter strips and filter berms (see below),
covering heavy use areas, diverting clean water, and soil health.

- Filter Berms — Filter berms provide a relatively inexpensive option for treating agricultural
nonpoint source runoff where drainage of pasture, paddocks, or feeding areas is directed toward
a stream. Filter berms are nearly identical to more common stormwater filtration practices like
sand filters and bioretention. They function by filtering stormwater runoff through soil media
where microbial and plant communities can treat the runoff as it passes through the filter.
Nearly all assessed farms where livestock are in close proximity to streams are potential
candidates for filter berms. Additional funding opportunities may exist for agricultural
producers through the Environmental Quality Incentives Program (EQIP) through USDA’s
Natural Resources Conservation Service.

- Vegetated Buffers — Increased vegetated buffer widths are recommended along streams where
development or agricultural operations border the waterbody. Riparian buffers slow and absorb
runoff, acting as a natural filter in both residential and agticultural settings. Their root structure
can also help limit erosion. A properly maintained vegetated buffer can also limit livestock
access to streams when used in conjunction with exclusion fencing. As with filter berms,
funding from EQIP may be available to agricultural producers to restore vegetative buffers.
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Septic System Inspection, Maintenance, and Outreach — Septic system management
appears limited in the watershed. Working with the Pomperaug Health District to strengthen
inspection and maintenance guidelines, at least of those systems near impaired waterbodies, may
help identify and mitigate failing or malfunctioning septic systems, which can be a significant
source of bacteria loadings to the impaired stream segments in the watershed. Outreach
programs to residents, especially those in close proximity to waterbodies, should encourage best
practices in terms of septic system management, inspection, and routine maintenance.

Waterfowl Management — Several golf courses directly border the Pomperaug River.
Waterfowl such as Canada geese favor golf courses for feeding. Resident populations of
waterfowl have increased in the past half-century. Their wastes are sources of bacteria that can
drain directly or indirectly to water bodies. Reducing waterfowl nuisance populations can restore
water quality by reducing bacterial and nutrient loadings, particularly in public parks, golf
courses, and commercial areas along rivers, streams, and shoreline areas. Many communities
also have existing bans on feeding of waterfowl. However, there are no easy solutions to
nuisance waterfowl problems. CTDEEP provides some resources for Canada geese
management strategies. Hunting is limited in such urban settings, so other strategies, such as
egg-oiling may be a practice for further investigation. Creation of a vegetated buffer, consisting
of tall grasses, shrubs, or trees, along ponds or streams is a recommended form of habitat
modification. Geese prefer to feed on short grass in areas that are open and within sight of a
body of water. Tall grasses, shrubs, and trees can serve as a deterrent and cause them to
relocate. Vegetated buffers can also reduce NPS pollution.

References
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A User’s Manual. Center for Watershed Protection. Ellicott City, MD.
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AHachment A

Field Assessment Forms
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. 4y ; disruption obvious; patches of disruption of streambank
trees, understory shrubs, or nonwoody | represented; disruption evident but bare soi or closely cropped vegelation is very high; vegstation
(score each nacophyles; vegetitivadiampon | netalfocting Sl plat growih potenlal | (o' en lscihan: | inas been rersved o
batni, detereine: | Wrough giazeq pf mawig miimelor | 40 any greak extsn; fiom then one- one-half of the poteu;tla! plant 5 centimeters or less in average
sides by facing not evident; almost all plants allowed to ha!f of the potential plant stubble stubble height remaining. stubble height.
downstrean) grow naturally. height remalning.
Left Bank (0D o B 2 8§ 5 4 3 ¥ 1 )
Right Bank( 1)\ T 5 4 3 2 1 0
. o ? Active downculting; tall banks cn
Bank Banks stable; evidence of érosion g:::;"gamdg i]iﬂeré:rgn@ﬁseh SPIE;LEHO:E:I‘T'IIHQ g;;d;maj;t:; both sides of the stream eroding at
EROSION or bank failure absent or minimal, : ; nd. : a fasl rate; erosion contributing
7 ; : caused by a pipe outfall, local scour, | eroding at a moderate rate; no g
{facing little potential for future problems. impaired riparian vegetation or threat lo propery or significant amount of sediment to
downstream) <5% of bank affected, adjacent use, infrastructure E?mauﬁﬂﬁ,mm Yo propany
LefiBank 10 9 iy s (4) 3 3 i
Right Bank 10 9 8 7 s (%) 3 2 10
p—
Vit A High flows (greater than bankfull)able | High flows (greater than bankful) able | High flows (greater than bankfull) | High flows (greater than bankfull)
C £ to enter fleodplain. Stream notdeeply | to enler flocdplain. Stream not not able fo enter floodplain, not able to enter floodplain,
ONNECTION | antranched. deeply entrenched. Stream deeply entrenched. Stream deeply entrenched.
oSS
20 19 18 17 16 UsYia 13 12 1 el 9 3 7 6 5 4 3 2 1 0
=y = OVERALL BUFFER AND FLOODPLAIN CONDITION j
Optimal Suboptimal Marginal Poor
VEGETATED :‘c:':‘tg ?ife' Zofls 90 Toel: IMMN | Wicth of bufer zone 25-60 feet; Width of buffer zone 10-25 feet; | Width of buffer zone <10 feet: itle
BUFFER i o m“gps} bavemot | Mumanactivities have impacted zone | human aclivities haveimpacted | or no riparian vegetation due to
WiDTH impacted :It:l-l'h‘.?. ( only minimally. zone a great deal. human activities.
Left Bank ( 10) g 8 7 6 5 4 | 2 1 0
Right B 10 9 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 1 0
FLOODPLAIN | Predominant floodplain vegelation type | Predominant flocdplain vegetation P'Egm'::?; o oo | Predominant floodplain vegetation
VEGETATION | is mature forest type is young forest ;.:% bo type Is turf or crop land
20 19 18 17 16 15 14 (13 iz 0 9 & 7 6 5 4 3 2 1 0
FLooprLAly | Evenmix of welland and non-wetland Even mix of wetland and non-wetland | Either all wetland or all non- Either all wetland or all non-
H J-tBrIAT' habitats, evidence of standing/ponded habitats, no evidence of wetland habitat, evidence of wetland habitat, no evidence of
watler standing/ponded water standing/ponded waler standing/ponded water
20 19 18 17 16 1\ 1413 12 0 9 &8 7 6 (T T
y , . : Moderate fleodplain Significant floodplain
Figoorran: | Noodfineodtouiaeh e enoroachment 1 1%¢ | encroachment inthe form of encroachment (.. fil material,
ENCROACH- ) ] : filling, land development, of land development, or man-made
2 material, land development, or development, or manmade struciures, ity
MENT manmade structures, some structures), Significant effect on
manmade struclures bud not aﬂactlng nu-udpﬂamfumﬂnn efféct on Roodplain function floodpfain funclion
20 19 18 17 16 Q_}M 13{'\1)\@ 0 9 B 7 6 £ 432 1 0
Sub Total In-strcnm:—@ /80 - BufTer/Floodplain: ]ﬁ /80 = Total Survey Ruachm
[ f [ ] i l




RCH

Reach Level Assessment

5 A6 0« 1 /3 | ASSESSED BY:
SURVEY’ REA(‘.‘H ID, gr“ - | WTRSHD/SUBSHD: Pa r 2 U fJ{LLF“ DATE:QQ/OS [/ T 2 .
START TiME: (L : SZAMPM LMK: | EvD TIME: : AM/PM LMEK: GPSID:
Lary] ° & <g3"  LoneF3°13. s_g;a_ Lati| ® " Long__ ° ). FLD
DESCRIPTION: Vo covu 2 RJR)DOE DESCRFTION:! /=, @D B&p OF @ o
RAN 1 LAST 24 Hours [] Heavy rain [ Steady rain PRESENTCONDITIONS [ Heavyrain [0 Steady rain [ Intermittent
¥4 None I Intermittent [ Trace O Clear [ Trace [ Overcast B Parily cloudy
SURROUNDING LAND USE: [ Industrial 8 Commercial =2t Urban/Residential B:Suburban/Res & Forested [ Institutional

A Golf course: [ Park

EICmp

L1 Pasture O Other:

| AVERAGE CONDITIONS (check applicadle) * REACH SKETCIL AND SITE IMPACT TRACKING
Basg Frowas % O 0-25% O 5004-75% S:mp!a planar sketch of survey reach, Track lacations and IDs for all site impacts
CHANNEL WIDTH ~ [125-50 % 1 75-100% within the survey reach (OT, ER, IB.5C, UT, TR, M) as well as any additional
feawres deemed appropriate. Indicate direction of flow
DOMINANT SUBSTRATE ;}:‘
O silt/clay (fine or slick) PRCobble (2.5 —10") o v 2 oD
d (gritty) oulder (=10°) i & " - i
O Gravel (0.1-2.5") [ Bed rock *3 V3. 52y CEese 1 & Fign }; W
Watkr CLarITY [ Clear OTurbid uspended matter) & ;: s ‘“"c“‘“‘ﬂ"z‘ﬁ
B Stained (clear, naturaily colored) [ Opaque fmilky) oL ( Pl
[ Other (chemicals, dves)
AouaTic Prants  Attached: [ none & some [ lots
IN STREAM Floating: ™ none [ some [ lots .
WIDLWE INOR g\;dizﬂw ul% Beaver [ Deer =21l gV Llow C—H{M'l
AROUND STREAM : TS 2
[ Snails ¥ Other: H ok Toek
B Maostly shaded (=75% coverage)
STREAM SuapinG ] Halfway (=50%) ¢
(water surface) O Partially shaded (>25% ) U2 SUS™ Goily Souls Aigred
O Unshaded (< 25%) RIZ. L e/ B
O LR, E Downeutting | [ Bed scour G2 an
Widening [] Bank failure
DYNAMICS . 28.M 5
[] Headeutting Bank scour A ot Deivawa, Mo excident Lol
. ] Agerading [ stope failure | 13 '3.659 5
e Sed. deposition | [] Channelized sl i sachdn eﬁ?m%
e Height: LThank > 12 (f) 4] . 29.329
ngxmﬂs RT bank \?f Z [§18] '-{‘!:'2‘1'2'?:! L ?g 12,5726 (a ﬂli;-fe
i Width: rBottum () 2313 520 G C | X
= %{ﬂ) Y, 279 2N . "Lﬁ‘j“” o
_ REACH ACCESSIBILITY : 33 Yye o W2k 221 - ooy
Fair. Forested or | Difficult. Must cross 5.8 riprs w232 4gk <
. lup a2 1
E{?ﬁ:‘&ﬂsﬂ? i deyﬁloped area wetlland, steep slope, or "-H_P RIS ':w E s ey o {:.'JD B.
s iliciont oom to adjacent to slream, | sensilive areas to get to Y25 %Y 7 TR, ied e M*WM
kol b Access requires tree | stream. Few areas to ’ = -
s o chernel | femoval orimpactto | stockplle avalable 33 Fos  Ipvim
m;s frhoay | [andscaped areas, | andlor localed a great
Haaid it Stockpile areas dislance from stream.
i | small or distant from | Specialized heavy
T - | st ~gquipment required.
5 4 i ﬁ 1 R — LT
NOTES: (biggest problem you s:mrey reach)
U s 41 M‘j w 5 ] {3 Coury € _ /
13{3 ‘J\ Jﬂfh-a"' Shf—pwﬂw r\-'\j f i n 'I‘v‘ é'__{E..f\ d|r€C-'f
stormosapr Aise f""""'”‘; ‘ it,ﬂ e JM.E_.LL RerorTED TO AUTHORITIES (] YEs [INo




OVERALL STREAM CONDITION

Marginal

Optimal Suboptimal Poor
IN-STREAM Greater than 70% of substrate 40-70% mix of stable habitat; wedl-
HABITAT favorabie for epifaunal colonization and | suiled for full colonization potential; \ .
fish cover; mix of snags, submerged | adequats habitat for maintenance of ﬁfﬁi‘“ﬂ:‘:ﬁ;’g;’gﬁ;ﬁm‘;ﬁf Less than 20% stable habitat, lack
(May modify Iogs, undercut banks, cobble or other populations; presence of additional dealrsble: eubetrata fraquantly of habital is obvious; substrate
criteria based stable habitat and at stage to allow full | substrate in the form of newfall, but dislurbedlur i unstable or lacking.
on appropriate | Colonization potential (i.e., logs/snags not yet prepared for colonization (may '
habitat regime) | that are not new fall and not transfent). | rate at high end of scale},
20 19 18 17 16 ISfH]IJ 12 11 0 9 ] 3 6 8 4 :F 2 I D
VEGETATIVE | More than 90% of the streambank 70-80% of the streambank surfaces
ProTECTION | surfaces and immediate riparian zone covered by native vegetation, but one S ol ¥ gleanbank : Less than 50% of the S"eam.ha?k
il surfaces covered by vegetation; | surfaces covered by vegetation;
covered by native vegetation, including | class of plants is not well- disruplion abvious: patches of dis etich ol sliainbark
rees, underslory shvubs,or nomwoody | represened; disruplon evidentbut | (SRR EE 07000 PREIES ke e o ki
Beiddack macrophyles; vegetative disruption not affecting ful plant growth polenial | (712 BE O oSS FOPREE | 1 i mwgdg PVeg
bank, determine | through grazing or mowing minimal or fo any great extent; more than one- oﬁgm{f ofthe puteFﬂlal plant B o Aiaties of o i v
sides by facing | not evident; aimost il plants allowed o | half of the potential plant stubble Shittls height rarinine 2 Bie Edltt rage
dewnsitream) graw naturally, height remaining. 2 9
LeftBank 10 9 8 7 (6 5 4 3 2 1 0
Right Bank 10 9 g 7 b)) 5 4 3 2 1 @
Z : : Active downcutting; tall banks on
BANK Banks stable; evidence of erosion Grade and widil'{stahla, @lé&d Past downauting evident, aciie both sides of the stream eroding at
E ; B areas of bank failure/erosion; lkely stream widening, banks actively : ;
ROSION or bank failure absent or minimal; v " a fasl rate; erosion contributing
s ; : ; caused by a pipe outfall, local scour, eroding al a moderata rate; no gt ;
(facing little potential for future problems. et Roctas varslation b7 threat to o significant amount of sediment lo
downstream) <5% of bank afTected. adFac out E veq infr aslnmilmr:ew straam; obvious threat to property
f : or infrastruchure.
LefiBank 10 9 8 716 s @ 3 2 10
Right Bank 10 9 £ 7 & s (n 3 2 1o
FLOODPLAIN High flows {grealer than bankfull) able | High flows {greater than bankfull) able | High flows (greater than bankfull) | High flows (greater than bankfull)
o to enter floodplain. Stream not deeply | 1o enter floodplain. Stream not not atie o enter floodplain. not able to enter floodplain,
ONNECTION | antranched. desply entrenched. Stream deeply entrenched. Stream deeply enlrenched.
20 19 18 17 16 15514 13 12 11 0 9 8 7 6 54 o3 2 o1
o OVERALL BUFFER AND FLOODPLAIN CONDITION =
Optimal Suboptimal Marginal Poor
vegeTaTep | Wb of 'a“:” ks ’ff;ﬁgg:‘;s“ Width of busfer zone 25-50 foe; Width of buffer zone 10-25 feet; | Width of buffer zone <10 feet: fitie
BUFFER clar -cuts,]aﬁﬁ u'?ps} I';a‘ua ik ! human aclivities have impacted zone | human activities have impacted of no fiparian vegetation due to
WIDTH ipcied 2080 only minimally. 5 zone a great deal, human activities,
il Y
Left Bank 10 9 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 1 ]
Hight Bank 10 9 8 (7 Y 6 5 4 3 2 1 0
FLOODPLAIN | Predominant floodplain vegetation type | Predominant fieodplain vegetation P“":‘I’;““‘:rf‘t" ""‘i’;ﬂ‘b orold | Predominant floodplain vegetation
VEGETATION | is mature forest type is young forest Eﬂ ype type is turf or crop land
20 19 18 17 16 15 1413 42/ 11 0 9 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 1 0
FLOODPLAIN Even mix of wetland and non-wetland Even mix of welland and non-wetland | Either all wetland or all non- Either all wetiand or all non-
HABITAT habitats, evidence of standing/ponded | habitals, no evidence of wetland habital, evidence of wetland habital, no evidence of
water standing/ponded water standing/ponded water standing/ponded water
20 19 18 17 16 15 14 13 12 11 0 9 8 7 & 5/4/3 2 1 0
; ; : : ignificant floodplain
FLoobpLAly | Mo evidence of floodplain Minor floodplain encroachment in the mhmﬂrata ﬂ:ﬁ;ﬂl B o g’gﬁ 'ca!" 4 (i?: R
ENCROACH- | Shcroachment L‘;'mr‘:ﬁ o etofa\ a0 i iurog. | T, and development, or land development, or man-made
MENT . s * | manmade structures, some structures). Significant effect on

manmade structures

but not effecting floodplain function

affect on floodplain function

floodplain function

20 1% 18 17 16

15 1# 13 12 11

m 9 & 7T 6

(34 3 2 1 9
%,

Sub Total In-stream: "l' E{ /80 +

Buffer/Floodplain:

35 m0

Total Survey Reach _Yo3_ /160




RCH

Reach Level Assessment

SURVERM CHID i WIRSHD/SUBSHD: WJEEKCE (6L MEE pate: 1/ 8 (7 A%SFQSSEEYQ
START TIME: z AM/PM LMEK: END TiME:___: AM/PM LMK: GPSID:
LAT o ] (1] LDNG =1 L] (1] LAT -] ¥ " IJ[:‘NG o L Ll
DEscRIPTION: CHoHEES T, DESCRIPTION:
RAIN INLAST 24 HOURS [ Heavy rain [ Steady rain PresenTconpiTioNs [ Heavy rain [ Steady rain [ Intermittent
7] None O Intermittent O] Trace O Clear [ Trace Ol Overcast [ Partly cloudy
SURROUNDING LAND USE: [ Industrial [ Commercial [ Urban/Residential [J Suburban/Res [ Forested [ Institutional
O Golf course [ Park O Cmp 'ﬂ Pasture O Other:

o %
£
I

_ AVERAGE CONDITIONS (check applicable)  REACH SKETCH AND SITE IMPACT TRACKING _
BasEFLowas % [ 0-25% [ 50%%-75% S!mp.l’e pfﬂ'mr skeich of survey reach. Track locations and IDs for all site ;m_mc.'s
CHANNEL WIDTH  L125-50 % O 75-100% within the survey reach (OT, ER, IB.85C, UT, TR, Mi} as well as any additional
: JSeatures deemed appropriate. Indicate direction of flow
DOMINANT SUBSTRATE
[ Silt/clay (fine or slick) B Cobble (2.5 -10")
1 Sand (gritty) O Boulder (>10")
[ Gravel (0.1-2.5™) [J Bed rock
Watkr CLariry [ Clear OTurbid fsuspended matter)
[ Stained (clear, naturally colored) [ Opaque (milky)
[ Oher chemicals, dyes)
AQUATIC PLANTS Attached: [:‘ none Jul s0me ]:I lots
IN STREAM Floating: [J none [Jsome [ lots
{Evidence of)
;‘;’;3;‘;;’;2:“ CFish O Beaver [ Deer
[J Snails O Other:
b Mostly shaded (=75% coverage)
STREAM SHADING [ Halfway (=50%)
(water surface) L1 Partially shaded (=25% )
O Unshaded (< 25%)
CHANNEL D Dﬁwmuﬂlng D Bed sQour
i [] widening [] Bank failure
D Headcutting |:| Bank scour
[ ] Aggrading [] Stope failure
[ unknown [ Sed. deposition | [] Channelized
BrHEL Height: LT bank ()
DIMENSIONS RT bank (ft)
gﬂﬁm = Width: Bottom (1)
Top (1)
- REACH ACCESSIBILITY i
. - Fair: Forested or Difficult. Must Cross
G;"’; 'a?“""“ areain | seveloped area witiand, steep siope, of
zumch 0 m'&""m”fd adjacent to stream. | sensitive areas to get to
siockpile materials Access requires tree | stream. Few areas lo
o chanr;el removal orimpactto | stockpile available
aacszsshroaarlrea“ : landscaped areas. | andior located a great
pezied usm; Stockpile areas distance from stream,
existing oads of trails small or distant from | Specialized heavy
" | stream. . equipment required,
5 4 3 { 2y 1

NoTES: f&iggesr pmbfem you see m surveyreach) Steeq.o, w ﬂ-.-ip é Ae 1{
r"g’ﬂ_ﬁ“ u-ﬂq,-m} ,.

"C-r'-f"“""‘

th‘c-f_uj'uh.—.

Iln.cpmw n{é;:x '!Cﬁfm

%Qﬂ\?w
M

REPORTED TO AUTHORITIES I:I Yes [ No




| OVERALL STREAM CONDITION

Optimal Suboptimal Marginal Poor
IN-STREAM Greater than 70% of substrate 4D-70% mix of stable habital; well-
HABITAT favorable for epifaunal colonization and | suited for full colonization petential; : G
fish cover; mix of snags, submerged | adequate habitat for maintenance of ﬂ;&?ﬁ?;gﬁﬁ;"ﬁ? Less than 20% stable hatfat
(May modify logs, undercut banks, cobble or other populations; presence of additional desirable; subsirals frequent of habitat fs obvious;substrate
criteric based stable habitat and at slage to allow full | substrate In the form of newfall, but stk oo ibwioved 4 unstable or lacki
on appropriate | colonization potential {ie., logsisnags | not yet prepared for colonization (may "
habitat regime) | that are not new fall and not transient), | rate at high end of scale),
20 19 18 17 16 15 14 13 12 11 0 9 8 7 6 5/'11 S
VEGETATIVE & than 90% of the streambank 70-90% of the streambank surfaces
PROTECTION sU and immediate riparian zone covered by native vegetation, but one SUP0% 00 e Sliaarnhenk — }ﬂﬁ han 50%of the o} . f"k
i S R : surfaces covered by vegetation,  |“surfaces covered by vegetation;
covereth by nafive vegetation, including | class of plants is not well- disruption obvious: patches of dis of straambank
trees, u shrubs, or nomwoody | represented; disruption evident bul P ! ”Fﬂ.ﬂ" e
s ) . | bare sofl or closely cropped vegetalion is very high; vegetation
(score each macrophytes, wegetative disruption not affecting full plant growth polenfial | | oiovon common: less thén has been removed to
hank, determine | through grazing drmowing minimal or | to any greal extent; more than one- o:’;hali of the P'DTE';! nt 5 centimeters or less in average
stdes by facing | nobevidenl; almost alkplants allowed te | half of the potential plant stubble bbie height remai stubble height.
downstreant) grow naturally. height remaining.
LeftBank 10 9 8 7 6 E 2 1§
RightBank 10 9 N\ 8 7 6 5/ 4 3 2 1 0
X : Active downculting; tall banks on
BANK Banks stable; evidence of ¢rosion N Grm;faﬂd:nisl:m. l's.ula,tﬁ: Fta'o't ow?;ewm :Vit;n’la.;ghfa both sides of the stream eroding at
EROSION or bank failure absent or minimal; as of bank failureferosion. Iikely | stpeam widening, banks actively | ) pay . erosion contributing
i ; 7 by a pipe outfall, local scour, roding at a moderate rate; no s :
(facing little potential for future problems. Wit dty or significant amount of sediment to
downstream) | <3%of bank affected. b stream; obvious Ihveat to property
or infrastructure.
Left Bank 10 9 5 4 2 1 0
Right Bank 10 9 5 4 3 2 1 0
FLOODP High flows (greater than bankfull} able High flows {greater than bankfull) | High flows (greater than bankull)
LN to enter fleodplain. Stream not deeply not able to enter floodplain. not able to enter ficodplain,
CONNECTION entrenched. Stream deeply entrenched. Stream deeply entrenched.
20 19 18 17 16 4 13 12 11 K 10 9 8 T 6 5 4 3 2 1 0
il .Qrwaam.yﬁuﬁﬁ AND FLooDPLA'IN\(SQth'ON :
Optimal Suboptimal \ Marginal Poor
Vegeraren | Mool t(’f:‘*‘ 2ns >30 Toel, men/” | Wit of buffer zone 25-50 feet: Width of busférzone 10-25 feet; | Width of buffer zone <10 feet: lite
BUFFER o s Ivavaney/ | human activiles have impacted zone | human actiiles ave impacted | or no iparan vegetation deto
Wb :ﬂp o i only minimally. zone a great deal. human activities.
Lefi Bank 10 o/ 8 7 6 5 4 % 2 I 0
Right Bank 10 A 8 7 6 5 4 3N 2 I 0
FLOODPLAIN | Predominant floodpjéin vegelation type | Predominant floodpiain vegetation P"’:"taTii"“‘t‘;“"‘l’:g':::b oo\ Predominant floodglain vegetation
VEGETATION lype is young forest }:!sd iy is turf or crop land
18 17 16 15 14 13 12 11 m 9 & 7 6 S, 4 3 2 1 0
FrooprLay | Even miwdfwelland and non-wetland | Even mix of wetiand and non-wetland | Either all wetiand or all non- Either allwetland o all non-
HABITAT , evidence of standing/ponded habitats, no evidence of welland habitat, evidence of welland hatitat, no evidence of
2 standing/ponded water standing/ponded water standing/po water
/2019131716 5 14 13 12 1 0 9 & 7 6 543\1\10
; : 2 : : Moderate floodplain Significant floodplain
FLOOD?LAIH/ Ho avidenes of Rleedplsin Minor fioodplain encroachment inthe | o oroachment in the form of encroachment {i.e. fil m
ENCROACH- encioaGwRGrL i ihe fam W o oA vt e filling, land development, or land development, or man-
kst material, land development, ar developrment, or manmade structures, | o S0 SOVE SPTIETL O priit p';; i eliopl
manmade structures but not effecting floodplain function effect on floodplain function floodplain function
20 19 18 17 16 15 14 13 12 11 m 9 & 7 6 5 4.3 2 I 0
Sub Total In-stream: /80 + Buffer/Floodplain: /80 = Total Survey Reach"_"'-_' 160




Neighborhood Source Assessment

NSA

If unknown, address (or streets) surveyed:
CHhsCeE T, POMPE RAve T2
Homeowners Association? ] Y [JN [¥] Unknown If yes, name and contact information:

WATERSHED: ("« . oorany | SUBWATERSHED: e UNIQUE SiTE ID: Be=mmis N — o |
DaTE: 0905720 (L " | Assgssep By: 5 g g é:, CAMERA TD: F;,H_.f.. P Elow, Pick:

A ngmﬁnnoon CHARACTERIZATION HiEen ey e
Neighborhood/Subdivision Name: 1S & @/c S¢t F_E s "‘fﬁ_f'__s Nelghborhood Area (acres)

Residential (circle average single family lot size): £3

ingle Family Detached @ % 1 =1 acre [ ] Mobile Home Park

[[] Single Family Attached (Duplexes, Row Homes) </ 1:‘55’5 V4 aere  [] Multifamily (Apts, Townhomes, Condos)

“Estimated Age of Neighborhood: 7> _years | Percent of Homes with Garages: 15 % With Basements___ %

Sewer Service? []Y E\N

Index of Infill, Redevelopment, and Remodeling [] No Evidence [ <5% of units [] 5-10% [X] >10% 27

B1. % of Iot with impervious cover Y-S d‘Z _J":n-t &ﬁpfc.__

B2. % of lot with grass cover 50 9,

B3. % of lot with landscaping (e.g., mulched bed areas)

B4. % of lot with bare soil

*Note: B1 through B4 must total 100%

B5. % of lot with forest canopy

B6. Evidence of permanent irrigation or “non-target” irrigation

High: 2.4
B7. Proportion of total neighborhood turflawns with following Med: CJO
management status:
Low: 42

BS. Outdoor swimming pools? [1Y @N [l Can’t Tell Estimated #

B9. Junk or trash in yards Oy ONO can’t Tell

=

C1. % of driveways that are impervious [] N/A

e 5=

C2. Driveway Conditionf&] Clean [ Stained [] Dirty [] Breaking up

What is the distance between the sidewalk and street?  ft.
Is pet waste present in this area? (1Y CONCIN/A

R

C4. Ts curband gutter present? [ 1Y [N _ Ifyes, check all that apply:

Eclean and Dry [] Flowmg or standmg water |:| Long-term car parking E S-adlmcnt

2] Organic matter, leaves, lawn clippings  [] Trash, litter, or debris [] Overhead tree canopy

* INDEX: O denotes potential pollution source; <> denotes a neighborhood restoration opportunity



Neighborhood Source Assessment NS A

*-ﬁl‘ A

:!:5 = = s —

D1. Downspouts are directly connected to storm drains or sanitary sewer

D2. Downspouts are directed to impervious surface

D3. Downspouts discharge to pervious area Moo ;—

D4. Downspouts discharge to a cistern, rain barrel, etc.
*Note: Cl through C4 should total 100%
D5. Lawn area present downgradient of leader for rain garden? [] Y [N B

e = : : =
s ;i i

8 : -

E2. Storm water pond? [ Y[¥N Isita[] wetpond or (] dry pond? Isit overgrown? (] ¥ I N
What is the estimated pond area? [] <1l acre [] about | acre []> 1 acre

'E3. Open Space? (Y [IN Ifyes, is pet waste present? []Y BN dumping? (Y 4N

N If

W

vident? (] Y [N

P

the following: (check all that apply)
[] Nutrients [] Oil and Grease [] Trash/Litter ﬂ Bactcriaﬂ Sediment [ Other

Recommended Actions Describe Recommended Actions:
Specific Action ; .
Eﬂ\ Onsite retrofit potential? [ ! T g?-ec/f_ C-Q_,IO’{'L: S‘? S‘(‘—w g Qr\

B4 Better lawn/landscaping practice? — b\,.mp\:s‘ Q«_l l' e, @50 a-@svj “ Ve
: 7 [ :
[ Better management of common space? »{ [, &Ljﬁ'—'—’{/" Bocsin: € ¢ & \

[] Pond retrofit? {1ss : &
[] Multi-family Parking Lot Retrofit? ﬂj‘ gy asaee v Berbsliice l_‘a”' L mc(‘
U Oth: 1 . L= V!.J—'t.c‘\ S l.sf LM' ped "“I"'H.-C :E"{--'
er action(s) n L npola s RV ad a0 [Headaby
Initial Assessment
N )
NSA Pollution Severity Index 5I‘R J 95, \
[J Severe  (More than 10 circles checked) B ?/ Q;-,f/.‘ i
(I High  (5to 10 circles checked) iy
[[] Moderate (Fewer than 5 circles checked) wei
[0 None  (No circles checked) / :i\ )
Neighborhood Restoration Opportunity Index "gi ),
[JHigh  (More than 5 diamonds checked) ; |
[] Moderate (3-5 diamonds checked) N
[JLow (Fewer than 3 diamonds checked) * \\ J
¥
e
]

NOTES: Y?’-q—l?? l?fWLSLI’:Pt Q)_' H'""’VL Seriora @Sy o T SEUES A

A-4



Neighborhood Source Assessment NS A

WATERSHED: 72 m P ERAN GG SUBWATERSHED: & = —ETL UNIQUE SITEID: po—o02-

ASSESSEDBY: ST 2 - CAMERA ID: 75 { L r:et._k| PIC#:

I i
dheiga i

Neighbv.::lvrhmd Area (acres)

If unknown, address (or streets) surveyed:

Homeowners Association? ] Y [N B Unknown Ifyes, name and contact information:
Residential (circle average single family lot size):
[] Single Family Attached (Duplexes, Row Homes) <% % % % Y% acre [ Multifamily (Apts, Townhomes, Condos)

[ Single Family Detached Y % 1 >1 acre ] Mobile Home Park
Estimated Age of Neighborhood: aj years | Percent of Homes with Garages: % With Basements O %

Sewer Service? [ 1Y ] N

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

B1. % of lot with impervious cover

B2. % of lot with grass cover 50 9.

B3. % of lot with landscaping (e.g., mulched bed areas)

B4. % of lot with bare soil

*Note: Bl through B4 must total 100%

B5. % of lot with forest canopy

B6. Evidence of permanent irrigation or “non-target” irrigation Ansanaf

High: &= |p
B7. Proportion of total neighborhood turf lawns with following Med: TR %5

management status:
. Low:
e

B8. Outdoor swimming pools? (1Y KIN [] Can’t Tell Estimated #
BY. Junk or trash inyards? B Y [ N [ Can’t Tell 53 Lars

A Organic matter, leaves, lawn clippings

* INDEX: O denotes potential pollution source; <> denotes a neighborhood restoration opportunity



Neighborhood Source Assessment NS A

D1. Downspouts are directly connected to storm drains or sanitary sewer

D2. Downspouts are directed to impervious surface A

D3. Downspouts discharge to pervious area Aoy r

D4. Downspouts discharge to a cistern, rain barrel, etc.
*Note: C1 through C4 should total 100% .
Lawn area present downgradient of leader for rain garden? [] Y BN

D5

E2. Storm water pond? [ YN Tsita[] wet pond or [] dry pond? Isit overgrown? ] Y I N
What is the estimated pond area? [] <1 acre [] about 1 acre [] > 1 acre

E3. Open Space? ] Y QN If yes, is pet waste present? [JY [N dumping? [(JY [N

A

this neighborhood has significant indicators for the following; (ck all that apply)
4 Nutrients [d Oil and Grease [] Trash/Litter (A Bacteria B<]. Sediment [] Other

Recommended Actions Describe Recommended Actions:
Specific Action ; . )
56 Ojl;site retrofit potential? T w‘fu‘l-‘:\- e_')a"“: 1\[" _?_ T‘:‘iﬁﬁi .
Better lawn/landscaping practice? collectin? JFads C-—él?{‘!f&
% 1]3::::. en;acr:gf?mnmt of commen space? 5‘&1’ e it s, P 14\ A L"j b
[[] Multi-family Parking Lot Retrofit? S terrm et "'"5’“’7L .
R Other sction(s) Raonave old velielis | More ambiont woker prad ’Z'! sfotidus.

Initial Assessment

NSA Pollution Severity Index

[] Severe  (More than 10 circles checked)
[] High (5 to 10 circles checked)

[ Moderate (Fewer than 5 circles checked)
[ None (No circles checked)

Neighborhood Restoration Opportunity Index
[JHigh  (More than 5 diamonds checked)
[[] Moderate (3-5 diamonds checked)

] Low (Fewer than 3 diamonds checked)

NOTES: e s T BmP: la 1201,\1’ U,\?@_rjrouacfl -:ﬂ‘lC.'/ asl = TP74¢1
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Neighborhood Source Assessment NS A

WATERSHED: (~E££E £ P€ ¢ mEr | SUBWATERSHED: UNIQUESITEID: M SA - °%

DATE: _‘L.-' i o g ASSESSED BY: S{{. Bg, CAMERA ID: l Pic#:

A Hsmmnnﬁobnf{:nmcmmzmun e

Neighborhood/Subdivision Name: LELL SZR 1 Mes / BGcH WAIDEE. Neghbomood Ares aes)
1f unknown, address (or streets) surveyed:

Homeowners Association? (] Y [ N [] Unknown If yes, name and contact information:
Residential (circle average single family lof size):

[] Single Family Attached (Duplexes, Row Homes) <% % % % % acre [ Multifamily (Apts, Townhomes, Condos)
[] Single Family Detached <Yy % % 1 >l acre [ ] Mobile Home Park

Estimated Age of Neighborhood: years | Percent of Homes with Garages: % With Basements % | INDEX*
Sewer Service? [1Y [N R

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

B1. % of lot with impervious cover 56,
B2. % of lot with grass cover <D,
B3. % of lot with landscaping (e.g., mulched bed areas) .QE

B4. % of lot with bare soil

*Note: Bl through B4 must total 100%

B5. % of lot with forest canopy 5 T

B6. Evidence of permanent irrigation or “non-target” irrigation

High: 2=

B7. Proportion of fotal neighborhood turf lawns with following Med: o
management status: e

Low: %o

B8. Outdoor swimming pools? []Y [JN [ Can’t Tell Estimated #

EIYIENEICan:Teu

BY. Junk or trash in yards?

C1. % l.'}f drweways that are nnperwc-us |:| N/A

e Dnvcway Condition & Clean [ Stained [ Dirty [ Breaking up e

* INDEX: O denotes potential pollution source; O denotes a neighborhood restoration opportunity
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Neighborhood Source Assessment NS A

D1. Dovwnspouts are directly connected to storm drains or sanitary sewer

D2. Downspouts are directed to impervious surface

D3. Downspouts discharge to pervious area zay,

D4. Downspouts discharge to a cistern, rain barrel, etc.
*Note: Cl through C4 should total 100%
D5. Lawn area present downgradient of leader for rain garden? []Y [N

E1. Storm drain inlets? [£] Y [IN Ifyes, are they stenciled? [1 Y4 N Condition: ] Clean (I Dirty 3 i
Catch basins inspected? []Y K] N Ifyes, include Unique Site ID from SSD sheet: - i
E2. Storm water pond? [ 1Y [JN Isita[] wet pond or (] dry pond? Isitovergrown? (1Y [IN %

What is the estimated pond area? [] <1 acre [] about 1 acre [[] > 1 acre
E3. OpenSpace? (1Y [N Ifyes, is pet waste present? []Y [N dumping? (Y CIN
Buffers/floodplain present: [] ¥ [ N Ifyes, is encroachment evident? (] Y [IN

Bty et L £ S

- on field observations, this neighborhood has significant indicators fo the following: (ckec that apply)

[J Nutrients [] Oil and Grease [] Trash/Litter [] Bacteria [] Sediment [] Other st
Recommended Actions Describe Recommended Actions:
Specific Action ASTESST SEPTle SYSTEM SigeEm

FEZ ScHone |F 4T 'S PReRLeEm SeTTIC
Better lawn/landscaping practice? RETEeR T PTEN 4L For VP RceAveh

[J Better management of commeon space? o SAND FreTER AL oTHER MVANCED

[] Pond retrofit? 2WITS

[] Multi-family Parking Lot Retrofit?

[] Other action(s)

Onsite retrofit potential?

Initial Assessment !
i IR
NSA Pollution Severity Index \Q‘_"
[ Severe  (More than 10 circles checked) .
D High  (5to 10 circles checked) -
[[] Moderate (Fewer than 5 circles checked)
[JNone  (No circles checked) AGCH Reth e g i
Neighborhood Restoration Opportunity Index Lt EULSPRY 1t (s B
[CIHigh  (More than 5 diamonds checked) b CHole 4
[] Moderate (3-5 diamonds checked) AP Mg
Olvow  (Fewer than 3 diamonds checked) |l —1 |
N 4 i
:.“*---., 3 ] 1y
= (=3 Fn 5 o — TS

el A2 333329

NOTES: g pnEGuBeld PrD DECAM PR hs Tlebigpn SEFTIC | AL combeEsD

CT B%Vv Comrpiarvgs © Torwnn@ D & ol u-"} A, 77a 5’1‘?%5
A4



Neighborhood Source Assessment | TN § A

WATERSHED: 70 m {tllav (s SuswATERSHED: (J\ T4 UNIQUE SITETD:  W'SA- cq(
DATE: 24 /ol /20T ASSESSED BY: 5’3 3{3 CaMERA ID: 3G €L | pick:
'A. NEIGHBORHOOD CHARACTERIZATION i L
Neighborhood/Subdivision Name: HER 1 TA &€ X (et 4—&1‘.: Neighborhood Area (acres)

If unknown, address (or streets) surveyed:

Homeowners Association? (1Y [ N-J] Unknown 1f yes, name and contact information:

Residential (circle average single family lot size):

R:Single Family Attached (Duplexes, Row Homes}@ % Y Y% YA acre %ﬂhiﬁmﬁ]y (Apts, Townhomes, Condos)
»

[] Single Family Detached <4 Y % 1 =1 acre obile Home Park

Estimated Age of Neighborhood: "3 years | Percent of Homes with Garages: © % With Basements 2 % | INDEX*
Sewer Service? MY [N U Ace oz Ej8 W S ornd U]

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

B1. % of lot with impervious cover

B2. % of lot with grass cover 259
B3. % of lot with landscaping (e.g., mulched bed areas) -3
B4. % of lot with bare soil

*Note: Bl through B4 must total 100%
B5. % of lot with forest canopy &

B6. Evidence of permanent irrigation or “non-target” irrigation

High: 150
B7. Proportion of total neighborhood turf lawns with following Med:
management status: T
OW;

BS. Outdoor swimming pools? (Y [CIN[J Can’t Tell  Estimated# 3 _“fn an wnoenfd
BY, Junk ortrash inyards? [JY EN |:| Can’t Tell

O na
CL Dnveway Condition ] Clean [ Stained [ Dirty [] Breaking up

Cl. % of driveways that are impervious

[] Organic matter, leaves, lawn clippings [ Trash, litter, or debris [] Overhead tree canopy =S
* INDEX: O denotes potential pollution source; < denotes a neighborhood restoration npportumty
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Neighborhood Source Assessment | TN'§ A

D1. Downspouts are irectly connected to storm drains or sanitary sewer
D2. Downspouts are directed to impervious surface
D3. Dovwnspouts discharge to pervious area
D4. Downspouts discharge to a cistern, rain barrel, etc. s o &=
*Note: Cl through C4 should total 100%
D5. Lawn area present downgradient of leader for rain garden? [] Y [IN

YE]N_Condition: [ Clean [] Dirty

E1. Storm drain ilets? £ Y CIN Ifyes, arethey senciled? [J

Catch basins inspected? [1Y [XI N Ifyes, include Unique Site ID from SSD sheet:
E2. Storm water pond? [ Y[JN  Isita[] wet pond or [J drypond? Isitovergrown? (1Y (I N
What is the estimated pond area? [] <1 acre [] about 1 acre []>1 acre

E3. Open Space? b Y [N Ifyes, is pet waste present? []Y EIN dumping? (] Y E N

Buffers/floodplain present: [] Y [J N If yes, is encroachment evident? [ ] Y [N

T i
Based on field observations, this neighborhood has significant indicators for the following: (check all that apply)
b Nutrients [ Oil and Grease [] Trash/Litter (4 Bacteria [] Sediment [] Other

Recommended Actions Describe Recommended Actions:
Specific Action &ﬁuba.s,z_ \f.f”n,}a_ '
[ Onsite retrofit potential? : . (v o s =
- sy L o -Hi.._ﬂ + At plaa] - B N
X Better lawn/landscaping practice? s e T 1 ‘j( ot

conrsidar Mgy secfun

[J Better management of common space? [ (
[ Pond rewrofit? J%;m@f?; alzn:..r- i.w-..j Oaed, Lo
[J Multi-family Parking Lot Retrofit? % 3

[] Other action(s) recd to stet -{-..-,_ai“u\m} .Skrw =

Initial Assessment

NSA Pollution Severity Index

[] Severe  (More than 10 circles checked)
B< High  (5to 10 circles checked)

[[] Moderate (Fewer than 5 circles checked)
[ Nene  (No circles checked)

Neighborhood Restoration Opportunity Index
B4 High (More than 5 diamonds checked)
[ Moderate (3-5 diamonds checked)

[J]Low (Fewer than 3 diamonds checked)

L=73 =f SPAcE Per

Pmps,
T—iHEAE 1S5 A Lo7 eF ScefE Foff

@
g Ste T 6 O v |
"”maf'w EETSw @ TREA T ENT

NOTES: oveFio,v pPALKIAg Fove. mTD HevsE CAA BE RETRoEITIED L-a-/
Yeavieus PAvererl  BlereTerT jon

va-s

PIPED SToRmwATER ~> INEI- PRy £4TR4

Levieey TR vz fLAM - Ay CMVL Car INRICTRATTI~ PAMNcTILE S
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Hotspot Site Investigation

HSI

WATERSHED: amgv&ﬂ_,.. SUBWATERSHED: [ o, e r ] UNIQUE SITEID: RS-0 |
DATE: § /& /(7 i i ASSESSED By: 52 il | CAMERA ID: Pic#H:
MAP GRID: Ear_ ™ ' "LONG___ ° . LMK #
A. SITE DATA AND BASIC CLASSIFICATION b : :
Name and Address: Asw atel) a N Category: [] Commercial [] Industrial Miscellaneous
i _{_V A . 'fr ] Institutional [] Municipal ] Golf Course
fﬂ"':' L n""‘ [ Transport-Related [C] Marina
Ellat Mo 1L i Sofbibuc, X Animal Facility
SIC code (if available): I Basic Description of Operation: _ '
NPDES Status: [] Regulated Repse A, o do: Hks! l - INDEX* |
E,Unregu]atedﬂ ] Un]mow J ) =

B. VERICLE OPERATIONS 5 N/A (Skip 10 part €) g il i _ | Observed Poltution Source2l |
B1. Types of vehicles: [] Fleet vehicles [] School buses [] Other:
B2. Approximate number of vehicles:
B3. Vehicle activities (circle all that apply): Maintained Repaired Recycled Fueled Washed Stored O
B4. Are vehicles stored and/or repaired outside? []Y [N [] Can’t Tell ®)
Are these vehicles lacking runoff diversion methods? Oy ON [ CantTell
BS5. Is there evidence of spills/leakage from vehicles? Oy ON [ can’t Tell Q
B6. Are uncovered outdoor fueling areas present? Oy ON O can’t Tell O
B7. Are fueling areas directly connected to storm drains? Oy [N [ cCan't Tell Q
B8. Are vehicles washed outdoors? [ 1Y [IN [ Can't Tell 0
Does the area where vehicles are washed dlscharge to the storm drain? (1Y [ N ] Can tTeII
C. Dmooa MA’I’FRIAL‘E {5, N.’A (Sk:p 1o parr D) ol | Observed Pollution Sourm"l |
C1. Are loading/unloading operations present? [ 1Y [N [ Can’t Tell o
If yes, are they uncovered and draining towards a storm drain inlet? Oy ON [can'tTell
C2. Are materials stored outside? [ ] Y [N EI Can’t Tell  Ifyes, are they [] Liquid [X] Solid Description: i’ 9
Where are they stored? il grass/dirt area ] concrete/asphalt [] bermed area 4
C3. Is the storage area directly or indirectly connected to storm drain (circleone)? (1Y [N [ Can’t Tell @)
C4. Is staining or discoloration around the area visible? [JY BFAN N Can’t Tell O
C5. Does outdoor storage area lack acover? []Y [N Kl Can't Tell (@)
C6. Are liquid materials stored without secondary containment? [JY [N B4 Can’t Tell O
C7. Are storage containers missing labels or in poor condition (rusting)? L1 Y BN [] Can’t Tell @)
D. Waste Manacement CIN/A (Skip to part E) s | observed Pollution Source?|__|
D1. Type of waste (check all that apply): [] Garbage [] Construction materials [] Hazardous materials @)
D2. Dumpster condition (check all that apply): [[] No cover/Lid is open [] Damaged/poor condition ~ [Leaking or 0O

evidence of leakage (stains on ground) || Overflowing
D3. Is the dumpster located near a storm drain inlet? LIy O N cant Tell e

If ves, are runoff diversion methods (berms, curbs) lacking? Oy ON Ocant Tell
E. PHYSICAL PLANT [] N/A (Skip to part F) Observed Pollution Source? L
El. Building: Approximate age: yrs. Condition of surfaces: [ Clean [ Stained [] Dirty |:| Damaged O
Evidence that maintenance results in discharge to storm drains (staining/discoloration)? [] Y [J N [] Don’t know O

*Index: O denotes potential pollution source; L«_J denotes confirmed polluter (evidence was seen)
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Hotspot Site Investigation

HSI

E2. Parking Lot: Approximate age yrs. Condition: [] Clean [] Stained [] Dirty [] Breaking up '®)
Surface material [_] Paved/Concrete [] Gravel [] Permeable [ ] Don’t know
E3. Do downspouts discharge to impervious surface? [ ]Y [N [ ] Don’t know [] None visible O
Are downspouts directly connected to storm drains? OOy [N [ Don’t know
E4. Evidence of poor ¢leaning practices for construction activities [stams le.adm}, to storm drain)? [] Y [N [ can’t Tell O
F. TURF/LANDSCAPING AREAS [| N/A (skip fo part G) - & | Obstrved Poltution Seuree>l
F1. % of site with: Forest canopy % Turfgrass % I..andscapmg % Bare Sm] % O
F2. Rate the turf management status: [ ] High [J Medium [] Low O
F3. Evidence of permanent irrigation or “non-target” irrigation [ ] Y [J N [ Can’t Tell O
F4. Do landscaped areas drain to the storm drain system? Oy ON [ cant Tell O
F5. Do landscape plants accumulate organic matter (leaves, grass clippings) on adjacent impervious surface? [] Y [] N [] Can’t Tell @)
G. STORM WATER INFRASTRUCTURE. [_| N/A (skip f0 part H) | GhensiPollution Sourcer) i
G1. Are storm water treatment practices present? [1Y [J N [0 Unknown If yes, please describe: - O
G2. Are private storm drains located at the facility? [J Y [J N [J Unknown o
Is trash present in gutters leading to storm drains? If so, complete the index below.
Index Rating for Accumulation in Gutters
Clean Filthy
Sediment il i) 2 13 14 [1s
Organic material 1 ]2 s 14 ()5
Litter L1t 2 ] a4 s
G3. Catch basin msper.tmn — Record SSD Umque Site 1D here: Condition: |:| Dirty EI C]ea.n
H: IN'IT]ALHOTSPOT STATUS INDEX RESULTS < ® - :
ENM a hotspot (fewer than 5 circles and no boxes checked) [ Potential halspot (5 to 10 crrcles but no boxes checked)
[[] Confirmed hotspot ( 10 to 15 circles and/or 1 box checked) [] Severe hotspot (>15 circles and/or 2 or more boxes checked)
Follow-up Action:
[] Refer for immediate enforcement My
[ ] Suggest follow-up on-site inspection T
[] Test for illicit discharge / 4 '
[] nclude in future education effort o ( oL / ' 31'
[] Check to see if hotspot is an NFDES non-filer _":‘." % ! = 4
] Onsite non-residential retrofit - 4 3 ,' 3
] Pervious area restoration: complete PAA sheet and record ] X |’ / { i ) ’:
Unique Site ID here: & A | X
[] Schedule a review of storm water pollution prevention plan : / ) )
lf
Notes: b / i / z’l 5
: . 7 | 5
Dr&:—\' o m{‘l&t T @'EJ"1‘:‘"Q +te Sﬁ""{{‘\ } :L: / '| ) I__ f}:ﬁ'fSE
A sses . - ==
\ 3 s "I'{'\.v’ouj L "L_T*l._'\t‘( C{- )f'{ Lk \ 6 EWdeokee”
o )% EF[N ;
e - L V] \‘I’;
=] LA
" PITLY
‘A'“ ) UE:-o'l..’]



Hotspot Site Investigation HSI

WATERSHED: \ONEEePie pEE SUBWATERSHED: [ UNIQUESITE ID: HST -4 oz
DaT:q /57 tTF AssessEp By: S® B & | CaMERa ID: PICH:
MAP GRID: LaT__® ' "LoNG___° Noom LMK #
A. SITE DATA AND BASIC CLASSIFICATION = Sreeases
Name and Address: 7 He €A i2.m Category: EII Commercial E Industrial h&ilscelianeous
> Institutional Municipal Golf Course
Ciks HEES T2 [] Transport-Related [] Marina
<] Animal Facility
SIC code (if available): Basic Description of Operation:
NPDES Status: [] Regulated LiyisSTeckk &R ATIomn, o] Accigs To INDEX*
.lNDE.X

4 Unregulated [ ] Unknown ST ReAVS i

B. VemcLeOrerations AN/A Skipropa¢) | Observed Pollution Source?___|

B1. Types of vehicles: [] Fleet vehicles [] School buses ] Other:

B2. Approximate number of vehicles:

B3. Vehicle activities (cirele ail that apply): Maintained Repaired Recycled Fueled Washed Stored

Bd. Are vehicles stored and/or repaired outside? [ ] Y [JN [] Can’t Tell
Are these vehicles lacking runoff diversion methods? [JY [JN [ Can't Tell

BS5. Is there evidence of spills/leakage from vehicles? OOy ON [Ocant Tel

B6. Are uncovered outdoor fueling areas present? Oy ON [ can’t Tell

B7. Are fueling areas directly connected to storm drains? Oy [OnN [ cantTell

BS. Are vehicles washed outdoors? [ ] Y [N L[] Can’t Tell
Does the area where vehicles are washed dlscharge to the storm drain? [ 1Y I:] N EI Can’t Tell

Cl Are: Ioadtng{unioadmg operatmns present'? D ¥ |:| N [ Can’t Tell
If yes, are they uncovered and draining towards a storm drain inlet? [0y ON [ cantTel

C2. Are materials stored outside? [] Y [JN[] Can’t Tell Ifyes, are they [ ] Liquid [] Solid Description:
Where are they stored? ] grass/dirt area J concrete/asphalt [[] bermed area

C3. Is the storage area directly or indirectly connected to storm drain (circle one)? [ 1Y [N [ Can’t Tell

C4. s staining or discoloration around the area visible? (1Y [N [ Can't Tell

C5. Does outdoor storage area lack acover? [ 1Y [N [ Can’t Tell

C6. Are liquid materials stored without secondary containment? [ 1Y [N [ Can’t Tell

C7. Are storaga containers mlssmg labels or in poor condition (rusting)? (1Y [J N EI Can't Tell

DI. Type of waste (check all that app;’y) |:| Garbage O Consh‘uctlon materials |:[ Hazardous materials

D2. Dumpster condition (check all that apply): [] No cover/Lid is open [] Damaged/poor condition [ JLeaking or
evidence of leakage (stains on ground) Overflowing

D3. Is the dumpster located near a storm drain inlet? [_] ¥ [_] N[] Can’t Tell

If yes, are runoff diversion methods (berms, curbs) lacking? |:| Y D N [ Can’t Tell
E. PHYSICAL PLANT E{NM (Skip to part F). | Observed Pollution Source?

El. Building: Approximate age: yrs. Condition of surfaces: [] Clean [] Stained [] Dirty ] Damaged
Evidence that maintenance results in discharge to storm drains (staining/discoloration)? [] ¥ [] N [] Don’t know

ooDo O o[ooooo o o[o olololo|o

*Index: O denotes potential pollution source; |j denotes confirmed polluter (evidence was seen)
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Hotspot Site Investigation HSI
E2. Parking Lot: Approximate age yrs. Condition: [] Clean [ Stained [] Dirty [] Breaking up '®)
Surface material [ ] Paved/Concrete [] Gravel [] Permeable [] Don’t know
E3. Do downspouts discharge to impervious surface? [ 1Y [JN [ ]Don’t know [ ] None visible o
Are downspouts directly connected to storm drains? Oy ON O Don’tknow
. Evidence of poor cleaning practices for construction activities (stains lea to storm dram) an't e
E4. Evid f leani ices fi i ivities (stains leading drain)? [ 1Y [N [] Can’t Tell O
F. TURF/LANDSCAPING AREASTSIN/A. (skip fopart G) O e PetutonSourecr) |
F1. % of site with: Forest canopy % Turf grass % Landscaping % BareSoil % )
F2. Rate the turf management status: B High ] Medium [] Low O
F3. Evidence of permanent irrigation or “non-target” irrigation [1Y [J N [J Can’t Tell QO
F4. Do landscaped areas drain to the storm drain system? Oy ON [Ocant Tel O
F5. Do landscape plants accumulate organic matter (leaves, grass clippings) on adjacent i |mpcrwous surface? [] Y [J N[ Can’t Tell O
G. STORM WATER INFRASTRUCTURE B N/A (skiptopartH) | Observed Pollution Source?l___|
G1. Are storm water treatment practices present? [1Y [J N [J Unknown If yes, please describe: O
G2. Are private storm drains located at the facility? [1Y [ ] N [] Unknown '®
Is trash present in gutters leading to storm drains? 1f so, complete the index below.
Index Rating for Accumulation in Gutters
Clean Filthy
Sediment 1 Lz 13 []4 s
Organic material 11 2z 3 14 s
Litter [J1 Oz Cls 14 s
G3. Catch basm mspectmn Record SSD Unigque Site ID here: Conditiun: D Dirty |:| C]ean
H INITIALHD‘I‘SPOT STATUS - INDExRESULTs e = e
+-D&-Not a hotspot (fewer than 5 circles and no boxes checked) E\Pﬂtenha] hotspot (5 to 10 cu’c]es but no boxes checked}
[] Confirmed hotspot ( 10 to 15 circles and/or 1 box checked) [] Severe hotspot (>15 circles and/or 2 or more boxes checked)
Follow-up Action: e i | =
[] Refer for immediate enforcement j)"‘ fe & Jf,
] Suggest follow-up on-site inspection ;E 3 -
[] Test for illicit discharge '?13 )
[] Include in future education effort 2 & ﬁr i
[[] Check to see if hotspot is an NPDES non-filer }1 o v
[[] Onsite non-residential retrofit EI "*.’1] il
[] Pervious area restoration: complete PAA sheet and record ’ f“ ‘j ?
Unique Site ID here: | sy e
[[] Schedule a review of storm water pollution prevention plan ’ﬁ m ’l -i, o
L m ) t
Notes: _ ’ Bl ¥
Pess,18e € Bepieh RESTSRAT 1o s § K3
Atoats v | —E MOy Mo g o E"‘-
Gﬂ — 1‘2 C—VOR‘R* | -.l_-n—l ] lt-
O LER BERM PoTEanTfc To PIRREVEAT T RKd p? “
MANVRE 2V RFF, | [ AL A-F-1 - ]
cileé BUFFER LE ReTaTiona ] <z Q\ _:; t
W i3
BMP For ST MmuwATER. Quﬂaﬂ(}) L f,-? i vl
P Wy ' rlm By
& TH o, I [ﬂ'- .'5]' f’_ '__';;l ;‘E
ADD KuFEeTl REJUND STBg, -.1!,’; g !g*g..;;sm?uﬁ“m?‘ Acrigc
PMS}?‘JG sz“l“c:'q'd FK-}"’M su ::; - Vi SHews  LAYE 5Tt
’ A_s W P? vf ? FeEDpais, Elifve -
‘ CE i Mo P | p
gg ;‘ ,_,:-"b Ceom DTN .
Rl l'..rrt'!u:ll-_:'c"- F-“'“tra"



Hotspot Site Investigation

HSI

WATERSHED: |\ JOEEEE CPETMmCE SUBWATERSHED: | UNIQUE SITE ID: Hs 7- o7
DATE: /Y /1] ASSESSED BY: J CAMERA ID: Pic#:
MaP GRID: Lm"h_ : g?_.c " LONG ’?3“ i3. qg " LMK #

‘A, SITE DATA AND BASIC CLASSIFICATION

Name and Address: &} v (Gl (& Q¥  Category: |:| Commercial [:] Industrial Mlscc]lanmus
ERC M 233 Lot £ EEMEE 1D [] Institutional [] Municipal [] Golf Course

] Transport-Related ] Marina
L~a? D BUY < Animal Facility
SIC code (if available): Basic Description of Operation:
I
NPDES Status: [] Regulated Loy CRo 25 LIVESTuck
= Unregulated [] Unknown el
B. VEHICLE OPERATIONS BRI N/AShiptopart G} = i = g s e s _Observed Pollution Source?___ |

B1. Types of vehicles: [] Fleet vehicles [] School buses  [] Other:

B2. Approximate number of vehicles:

B3. Vehicle activities (circle alf that apply):. Maintained Repaired Recycled Fueled Washed Stored

B4. Are vehicles stored and/or repaired outside? D Y [N L[] Can’tTell
Are these vehicles lacking runoff diversion methods? [ 1Y [IN [] Can’t Tell

BS. Is there evidence of spills/leakage from vehicles? (1Y [IN [ Can’t Tell

B6. Are uncovered outdoor fueling areas present? [ 1Y [N [ Can’t Tell

B7. Are fueling areas directly connected to storm drains? [J1Y [N [J Can’t Tell

BS. Are vehicles washed outdoors? [ 1Y [N [ Can’t Tell
Does the area where vchlcles are washed dlscharge to the stnnn drmn'? |:| Y |:| N D Can t Tel]

C. OUTPOOR MATERIALS AN/A (Skip to part D) Sl e L OFe P ion Snareer

C1. Are loading/unloading operations present? []Y |:| N [ cCan’ tTe]I
If ves, are they uncovered and draining towards a storm draininlet? [1Y [N [ Can’t Tell

C2. Are materials stored outside? [ ] Y [IN[] Can’t Tell If yes, are they [ Liguid [] solid Description:
Where are they stored? [] grass/dirt area [] concrete/asphalt [] bermed area

C3. Is the storage area directly or indirectly connected to storm drain (circle one)? [1 Y [N [ Can’t Tell

C4. Is staining or discoloration around the area visible? Oy OON [cantTel

C5. Does outdoor storage area lackacover? []Y [N [ Can’t Tell

C6. Are liquid materials stored without secondary containment? [ 1Y [N [ Can’t Tell

C7. Are storage containers missing labels or in poor condltlon (rusting)? |:| Y |:| N B Can t Tell

D. WastE ManaGeMENT £ N/ (Skip 1o part E) BRSO [Obervea vollutlon Sonvees.

DI1. Type of waste (check all that apply): O Garbage ] Construction materials |:| Hazardous materials

D2. Dumpster condition (check all that apply): [] No cover/Lid is open [] Damaged/poor condition  []Leaking or
evidence of leakage (stains on ground) Overflowing

D3. Is the dumpster located near a storm drain inlet? [ ] Y [ N[] Can’t Tell
If yes, are runoff diversion methods (berms, curbs) Iackmg‘? D Y D N [ Can’t Tell

E. PJ_[YS.ICAL PLAN’!‘ D H!A {S’fqp fo part F) - i : e | Observed Pollution Source?

El. Building: Approximate age: yrs. Condition of surfaces: [] Clean [] Stained [] Dirty [] Damaged
Evidence that maintenance results in discharge to storm drains (staining/discoloration)? [] Y [] N[ Don’t know

ooDo oo[ooooo o o[oooooo

*Index: O denotes potential pollution source; :| denotes confirmed polluter (evidence was seen)




Hotspot Site Investigation

HSI

E2. Parking Lot: Approximate age yrs, Condition: [] Clean [] Stained [] Dirty [] Breaking up

Surface material [] Paved/Concrete [] Gravel [] Permeable [] Don't know O
E3. Do downspouts discharge to impervious surface? Oy [ON [ Don’t know [] None visible @)
Are downspouts directly connected to storm draing? Oy ON [ bon’t know
E4. Evidence of poor cleaning practices for construction activities (stains leading to storm drain)? Oy ON O Can't Tell O
F. TURF/LANDSCAPING AREAS [ IN/A (skip topartG) | Observed Pollution Sourcez|
F1. % of site with: Forest canopy % Turfgrass % Landscaping % BareSoil % O
F2. Rate the turf management status: [] High [ ] Medium [] Low O
F3. Evidence of permanent irrigation or “non-target™ irrigation Oy ON [ can't Tell (@)
F4. Do landscaped areas drain to the storm drain system? Oy ON OcantTell O
F5. Do landscape plants accumulate organic matter (leaves. grass clippings) on adjacent impervious surface" O yONO can’t Tell O
G. STORM WATER INFRASTRUCTURE [ 1N/A (skip topart H) | Otervea Ptlution Sourcer |
G1. Are storm water treatment practices present? (1Y N [ Unknown If yes, please describe: (@)
G2. Are private storm drains located at the facility? [ ] Y [J N [] Unknown o)
Is trash present in gutters leading to storm drains? If so, complete the index below.

Index Rating for Accumulation in Gutters

Clean Filthy
Sediment 1 12 13 [14 HE
Organic material O 2 13 4 15
Litter O 02 13 14 HE

G3. Catch basin inspection — Record SSD Unique Site ID here:_

Condmon D DIrty D Clean
H. INITIAL HOTSPOT STATUS - INDEX RESULTS - .

[[] Not a hotspot (fewer than 5 circles and no boxes checked) EPﬂtenhal hotspot (51010 mrcles but no boxm checked)
[[] Confirmed hotspot ( 10 to 15 circles and/or 1 box checked) [] Severe hotspot (>15 circles and/or 2 or more boxes checked)

Follow-up Action: |
[_] Refer for immediate enforcement =
[] Suggest follow-up on-site inspection N
[] Test for illicit discharge "
[ Include in future education effort ek Pirae lep |
[] Check to see if hotspot is an NPDES non-filer = g T I
[] Onsite non-residential retrofit % ,f';’;f_f & of ﬂ:"ﬁ"
[[] Pervious area restoration; complete PAA sheet and record cad 1 11—
Unique Site ID here: VHA<stRE
[] Schedule a review of storm water pollution prcvcmmn plan J
Notes: (Cie7€C BHEAMS AconC \
o A @2 AEL f'r [ = == QD'Z_ED .{'L' 15
= 1
E1TEZ Cglans A . Fe %ows ‘l
2R l\)
4 L
\ \\
1. %‘ﬁu
R
A6 “G;,}'-i‘
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El
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Hotspot Site Investigation H SI

WATERSHED: & 7 SUBWATERSHED: 33 312 | UNIQUE SITE ID: HsST o¢f
DATE: § /S /1% ASSESSEDBY: S% & | CAMERA ID: Pici:
MAP GRID: Lar_ ° ' "LoNG__ ° W, LMK#

AL SITE DATA AND BASIC CLASSIFICATION BT AN fE e e

Name and Address: Sa omiBuily Pifyal Category: P4 Commercial [_] Industrial Mlscellaneuus
[ Institutional [ ] Municipal [] Golf Course

| Transport-Related ] Marina
] Animal Facility
SIC code (if available): Basic Description of Operation: . e
NPDES Status: [ ] Regulated RETAIL o0FPERATIonS. PARE(NE Lol INDEX*
X Unregulated [] Unknown CHAVMEL (3ED Sﬁ?_;—:hw P
B. VEHICLE OPERATIONS []N/A (SkiptopartC) | - | Observed Pollution Sunrce?1 I

B1. Types of vehicles: [] Fleet vehicles [] School buses D Other:

B2. Approximate number of vehicles:

B3. Vehicle activities {circle all that apply}: Maintained Repaired Recycled Fueled Washed Stored

B4. Are vehicles stored and/or repaired outside? []Y [N [] Can’t Tell
Are these vehicles lacking runoff diversion methods? [ 1Y [N [ Can’t Tell

BS5. Is there evidence of spills/leakage from vehicles? Oy ON [ Can’t Tell

B6. Are uncovered outdoor fueling areas present? Oy LOIN [ can'tTel

B7. Are fueling areas directly connected to storm drains? Oy ON [can’t Tell

BS. Are vehicles washed outdoors? [1Y [N [ Can’t Tell
Does the area where vehicles are washed discharge to the storm dram? D Y l:| N |:| Can’t Tell

C. Ourpoor MaTERIALS [IN/A (SkiptopartD) I 5 | Observed Pollution Source?

C1. Are loading/unloading operations present? B¢y [N [] Can t Tell
If yes, are they uncovered and draining towards a storm draininlet? B Y [N [ Can’t Tell

C2. Are materials stored outside? B Y [J N[] Can’t Tell If yes, are they [] Liquid fi] Solid Description:
Where are they stored? ] grass/dirt area B concrete/asphalt ] bermed area

C3. Is the storage area directly or indirectly connected to storm drain (circleone)? BdyY [N [ Can’t Tell

C4. [s staining or discoloration around the area visible? &1 Y [N [ Can’t Tell

C5. Does outdoor storage area lack a cover? Y OON [ can't Tell

C6. Are liquid materials stored without secondary containment? (1Y [N [ Can't Tell

C7. Are storage containers missing labels or in poor condition (rusting)? 1:| Y . <IN [ Can't Tell

D. _WASTEMANAGEMW EINIA ShpopartEr 0 T ObSemd Pollution Source?

D1. Type of waste (check all that apply): E Garbage [] Construction materials |:| Hazardous materials

D2. Dumpster condition (check all that apply): [] No cover/Lid is open [] Damaged/poor condition  [JLeaking or
evidence of leakage (stains on ground) Overﬂowing

D3. Is the dumpster located near a storm drain inlet? [>J Y ONCI can’t Tell
If yes, are runoff diversion methods (berms, curbs) lackmg" Oy OON [CcantTel

E. PuysicaL Puant [ N/A (Skip to part F) : . L N Obeced Polletion Staree?

El. Building: Approximate age: yrs. Condition of surfaces: [X] Clean I:l Stained [] Dirty [] Damaged
Evidence that maintenance results in discharge to storm drains (staining/discoloration)? []Y B N [ Don’t know

ooDo ® o[ooooo o0 [o ololololo

*Index: O denotes potential pollution source; L_.__i denotes confirmed polluter (evidence was seen)




Hotspot Site Investigation HSI

E2. Parking Lot: Approximateage 5  yrs. Condition: [X] Clean [] Stained [] Dirty [] Breaking up O
Surface material 3 Paved/Concrete [] Gravel [] Permeable [] Don’t know
E3. Do downspouts discharge to impervious surface? [ 1Y [JN [ Don’t know [] None visible ®
Are downspouts directly connected to storm drains? L1y ON [ Don't know
E-i- Ewdmcc of pmr cleanmg practlcm for cunstructlon activities (stains leading to storm drain)? D Y E N |:| Ca.n t TcH O
Fl. % of site w:th. Forest canopy % Turf £rass % Landscaping % Bare Soil % O
F2. Rate the turf management status: i High [ Medium [] Low O
F3. Evidence of permanent irrigation or “non-target” irrigation [] ¥ [N [] Can’t Tell O
F4. Do landscaped areas drain to the storm drain system? Oy ON [Ocan’tTell @)
F5. Do landscape plants accumulate organic matier (leaves, grass clippings) on adjacent impewiuus surface? []Y |:l N[ Can't Tell O
_G.STORM WATER INFRASTRUCTURE ] N/A (skip to part H) I Ohserved Polfution Sonccer,__ |
G1. Are storm water treatment practices present? []Y [J N [ Unknown If yes, please describe: O
G2. Are private storm drains located at the facility? 5] ¥ [J N [] Unknown O
Is trash present in gutters leading to storm drains? If so, complete the index below,
Index Rating for Accumulation in Gutters
Clean Filthy
Sediment 11 []2 Ll3 L14 L5
Organic material O 2z | O4 s
Litter (my [12 13 14 s
(3. Catch basin inspection — Record SSD Unique Site D here: . Conditi::m: |:| Dirty |:| Cleaﬂ
H. INITIAL HOTSPOT STATUS - INDEX RESULTS Biiaiecn <ishis 2 .
] Not a hotspot (fewer than 5 circles and no boxes checked) [] Potential hotspot (5 to 10 c:rcles but no boxes checked)
[] Confirmed hotspot ¢ 10 to 15 circles and/or 1 box checked) [] Severe hotspot (=15 circles and/or 2 or more boxes checked)
Follow-up Action: RRlil = e | SR IL | 4T
[J Refer for immediate enforcement o I AT A
[] Suggest follow-up on-site inspection (T e :,\": et v )
[ Test for illicit discharge rdo| | N[ e NHA
] Include in future education effort D M=E BEETED ] \
[ Check to see if hotspot is an NPDES non-filer Q!’l\ N =
[ Onsite non-residential retrofit "j, ¥
[[] Pervious area restoration; complete PAA sheet and record 4 \ ,’
Unique Site ID here: m N\
ﬂSchMule areview of storm water pollution prevention plan £ I ]
sd
1
Notes: J | L
Vo3 /R LIKEL] THAT A S PRuwATE 72 N l
LomTRob FLAY B FTS Foil TS RFACLTY E \ _'J::: % [
Rl mmnGre P REV LEW . Tk /
g |
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Hotspot Site Investigation H SI

WATERSHED: WIEE Les QEEMEE. SUBWATERSHED: | UNIQUESITE ID: H ST ~ 05
DATE: 9 /5 [\ F} ASSESSED By: | CAMERA ID: PiCH:
MAP GRID: LAy, ©® ’ "LoNG___° . LMK #

‘A, SITE DATA AND BASIC CLASSIFICATION

Name and Address: PA AmpPceE Ba 2 Category: || Commercial [] Industrial Miscellaneous
[] Institutional [] Municipal [] Gelf Course

Mo Crita Rowp RS ] Transport-Related [[] Marina
BETHLEHEw B<] Animal Facility
SIC code (if available): Basic Description of Operation:
NPDES Status: [] Regulated LI VESToc t Crehn L

B Unregulated [ ] Unknown

B. VEHICLE OPERATIONS BELN/A (Skip 1o part C)

T Gtserva patuon Sourcer ]

BI. Types of vehicles: [] Fleet vehicles [] School buses [ Other:

B2. Approximate number of vehicles:

B3. Vehicle activities (circle all that apply): Maintained Repaired Recycled Fueled Washed Stored

B4. Are vehicles stored and/or repaired outside? Oy ON [OcantTel
Are these vehicles lacking runoff diversion methods? Oy ON [Ocan’tTell

BS5. Is there evidence of spills/leakage from vehicles? (1Y [N [J Can’t Tell

B6. Are uncovered outdoor fueling areas present? [ 1Y [N [ Can’t Tell

B7. Are fueling areas directly connected to storm drains? [1Y [IN [ Can’t Tell

BS. Are vehicles washed outdoors? [ 1Y [N [ Can’t Tell

Does the area whcre vehlclcs are washed discharge to the storim dram‘? |:| Y D N |:| Can’t Tell
C. OuTpoOR MATERIALS [] N/A (Skip to part D) L .

| Observed Pollution Sourc;'.’i'

C1. Are loading/unloading operations present? l:] ¥ D N |:| Can’t Tell
If yes, are they uncovered and draining towards a storm drain inlet? Oy ON [Ocan’t Tell

C2. Are materials stored outside? ] Y [ N[] Can’t Tell Ifyes, are they | Liquid ] Solid Description:
Where are they stored? [ ] grasy/dirt area [] concrete/asphalt bermed area

C3. s the storage area directly or indirectly connected to storm drain (circle one)? Oy [COON [ cant Tell

C4. Is staining or discoloration around the area visible? Oy ON [can’tTell

C5. Does outdoor storage area lack a cover? Oy ON [ cCan’tTell

C6. Are liquid materials stored withowt secondary containment? Oy O~ O can'tTel

C7. Are storage containers missing labels or in poor condition (rusting)? [ 1Y [N [ Can’t Tell

D. WASTE MANAGEMENT [ N/A (Skip 1o part E) = R 8 Bl Observed Pollution Sonree?

D1. Type of waste (check all that apply): [] Garbage [] Construction materials [] Hazardous materials

D2. Dumpster condition (check all that apply): [ ] No cover/Lid is open [] Damaged/poor condition [JLeaking or
evidence of leakage (stains on ground) Overflowing

D3. Is the dumpster located near a storm drain inlet? [ ] Y TIN] Cant Tell
If yes, are runoff diversion methods (berms, curbs) lacking? 1y D N |:| Can’l 1 ell

E. PHYSICALPLANT EINIA ﬁk:p fo part F) . - | Observed Polluthource”

El. Building: Approximate age: yrs. Condition of surfaces: [] Clean D Stained [] Dirty [] Damaged
Evidence that maintenance results in discharge to storm drains (staining/discoloration)? O v O N O Don't know

OODO 0 o[ooooo 0|0 I:o olololo|o

*Index: O denotes potential pollution source; |:I denotes confirmed polluter (evidence was seen)




Hotspot Site Investigation HSI

E2. Parking Lot: Approximate age yrs. Condition: [ ] Clean [ Stained [] Dirty [] Breaking up
Surface material [:I Paved/Concrete [_] Gravel [] Permeable [] Don’t know

E3. Do downspouts discharge to impervious surface? [ ] Y [JN [ Don’t know [] None visible
Are downspouts directly connected to storm drains? [Jy [OON [ Don’t know

E4. Evidence of poor cleaning practices for construction activities (stains leadlng to storm dram}? Oy ON O can’t Tell

0|O0| O

F. TURFMDSCAP]NG AREAS{ D Ny’ﬂ r.i!hp topart Gj) el :'_:::g i ::: Obsemd Pﬂ“lltlo]l SOI.‘I]‘CH?I

F1. % of site with: Forest canopy % Turf prass % Landscapmg % BareSoil %

F2. Rate the turf management status; ] High [ Medium [] Low

F3. Evidence of permanent irrigation or “non-target” irrigation [ ] Y [N [] Can’t Tell

F4. Do landscaped areas drain to the storm drain system? Oy OnN O cantTel

F5. Do landscape plants accumulate organic matter (leaves, grass clippings) on adjacent i lmpenr]uus sm-faoe’? Oy O N can’t Tell

G.STORM WATER INFRASTRUCTURE [IN/A (skiptopart ) | /Observed Polliition Souree

o

G1. Are storm water treatment practices present? []Y [N [J Unknown If yes, please describe:

G2. Are private storm drains located at the facility? [1Y [ N [] Unknown
Is trash present in gutters leading to storm drains? If so, complete the index below.

0 o[ooooo

Index Rating for Aceumulation in Gutters

Clean Filthy
Sediment 1 02 3 CJa s
Organic material 11 ]2 13 CJa s
Litter 11 )2 3 Cla s
(3. Catch basin insp-ectic-n Record SSD Unique Site 1D hm’e: CO]'ldltlDIl D Dtrty I:] Clean

H. INITIAL HOTSPOT STATUS - INDEXRESULTS : AR

[INota hotspot (fewer than § circles and no boxes checked) [] Potential hntspot {5 tn 10 clrcles but no boxes checkecl)
[] Confirmed hotspot ( 10 to 15 circles and/or | box checked) [] Severe hotspot (=15 circles and/or 2 or more boxes checked)

Follow-up Action:

[] Refer for immediate enforcement

[[] Suggest follow-up on-site inspection
[ Test for illicit discharge

[] Include in future education effort

[ ] Check to see if hotspot is an NPDES non-filer

[] Onsite non-residential retrofit
[1 Pervious area restoration; complete PAA sheet and record

Unique Site ID here:

[] Schedule a review of storm water pollution prevention plan

Notes: L\vESToce Frensae APPEANS o

pcev i TA A Lacac DEFRESSION,
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Hotspot Site Investigation H SI

WATERSHED: [doe kes pesmns— SUBWATERSHED: | UNIQUE SITE ID: | AST . =,

DATE: /Y / 17 ASSESSEDBY: <2 9. | CAMERAID: Pic#H:

Mar GRID: LAT ° ' "LONG °© i " LMK #
'A. SITE DATA AND BASIC CLASSIFICATION R i Zep

Name and Address: A grie @ EAUA Category: [] Commercial [] Industrial Miscellaneous

W) 24 [] Institutional [] Municipal ] Golf Course
w—%&&'ﬂ"é'i [] Transport-Related [] Marina

U*—":ﬁnc‘\‘aurh EAnimal Facility
SIC code (ifavaﬂ&ale)-. Basic Description of Operation:

NPDES Status: [] Regulated EfUESTRIAN & sTHER AV ImAL S
|:] Um‘cgulated [] Unknown

INDEX*

B. VemcLE Orerations [1N/A (Skip topart €) - | Observed Pollution: Snurce?L_—j

Bl. Types of vehicles: [ Fleet vehicles [] School buses [ Other:

B2. Approximate number of vehicles:

B3. Vehicle activities (circle all that apply): Maintained Repaired Recycled Fuecled Washed Stored

Bd. Are vehicles stored and/or repaired outside? Oy ON [cCan'tTell
Are these vehicles lacking runoff diversion methods? [1Y [IN [ Can’t Tell

BS. Is there evidence of spills/leakage from vehicles? (1Y [N [ Can’t Tell

B6. Are uncovered outdoor fueling areas present? [ 1Y [N [ Can't Tell

B7. Are fueling areas directly connected to storm drains? []1Y [N [ Can’t Tell

B8, Are vehicles washed outdoors? [ 1Y [IN [ Can’t Tell
Does the area where vehicles are washed discharge to the storm drain? ]:] X [:] N |:| Can t Tell

€. OUTpoOR MaTERIALS [1N/A (Skip topartD) i . | Ovssrved Pollution Soaree?

C1. Are loading/unloading operations present? [JY [N [J] Can’t Tell
If ves, are they uncovered and draining towards a storm draininlet? [JY [N [ Can’t Tell

C2. Are materials stored outside? [ 1Y [ N[ Can’t Tell Ifyes, are they [ ] Liquid (] Solid Description:
Where are they stored? l:] grass/dirt area O concrete/asphalt [ bermed area

C3. Is the storage area directly or indirectly connected to storm drain (circle one)? Oy ON [OcantTell

C4. Is staining or discoloration around the area visible? [ 1Y [N [ Can’t Tell

C5. Does outdoor storage area lack acover? [JY [N [JCan’t Tell

C6. Are liquid materials stored without secondary contaimment? ]:I Y [N [ can’tTell

C7. Are storage containers missing labels or in poor condition (rustmg)? D Y D N D Can’t Tell

lololololo| o o[rjooooo

D. WasTE Manacement CIN/A (Skip 1o part ) e | Observed Poltution Somree?. |

D1. Type of waste (check all that apply): [] Garbage [] Construction materials ] Hazardous materials

D2. Dumpster condition (check all that apply): [ ] No cover/Lid is open [] Damaged/poor condition [Jieaking or
evidence of leakage (stains on ground) Overflowing

D3. Is the dumpster located near a storm drain inlet? LIy LInN L Can’t Tell
If yes, are inoff diversion methods (berms, curbs) lacking? |:| X D N D Can’ tTeII

E. Prvsicat PLant CIN/A (Skip to part ) - - -- Observed Pollution Source?

El. Building: Approximate age: yrs. Condition of surfaces: [] Clean [ Stained [] Dirty [[] Damaged
Evidence that maintenance results in discharge to storm drains (staining/discoloration)? [J Y [] N [] Don’t know

ooDooo

*Index: O denotes potential pollution source; ] denotes confirmed polluter (evidence was seen)




Hotspot Site Investigation HSI

EZ2. Parking Lot: Approximate age yrs. Condition: [ ] Clean [] Stained [] Dirty [] Breaking up
Surface material [_] Paved/Concrete [ ] Gravel [] Permeable [] Don’t know

E3. Do downspouts discharge to impervious surface? [ ] Y [JN [] Don’t know [] None visible
Are downspouts directly connected to storm drains? Oy ON [ Don’t know

E4. Evidence of poor cleaning practices for construction activities (stains leading to storm drain)? [ 1Y [J N [] Can’t Tell

F. TURF/LANDSCAPING AREAS [IN/A (skiptopartG) || Observed Pollution Source?

F1. % of site with: Forest canopy % Turf grass % Landscaping % Bare Soil Y%

F2. Rate the turf management status: [ ] High [] Medium [J Low

F3. Evidence of permanent irrigation or “non-target” irrigation [] ¥ [J N [] Can’t Tell

F4. Do landscaped areas drain to the storm drain system? Oy [ON [OCan’t Tell

F5. Do landscape plants accumulate organic matter (leaves, grass clippings) on adjacent impervious surface? [ Y [] N [] Can’t Tell

G.'STORMWATERINFRASIRUCTURED N/A (skip to part H) : : I Observed Pollution Source?

|

G1. Are storm water treatment practices present? [] Y [J N [] Unknown If yes, please describe:

G2. Are private storm drains located at the facility? [ 1Y [N [] Unknown
Is trash present in gutters leading to storm drains? If so, complete the index below.

O OFOOOOO O|l0| O

Index Rating for Accumulation in Gutters

Clean Filthy
Sediment 1 2 13 14 EE]
Organic material J1 2 I3 14 s
Litter [11 i [13 (4 mE

(3. Catch basin inspection — Record SSD Unique Site D here: Condin'un: |:| Diny L—_l Cl&an
'H. INITIAL HOTSPOT STATUS - INDEX RESULTS C

[[] Not a hotspot (fewer than 5 circles and no boxes checked) [ ] Potential hotspot {5 to 10 circles but no boxes checked)
[[] Confirmed hotspot ( 10 to 15 circles and/or 1 box checked) [ ] Severe hotspot (>15 circles and/or 2 or more boxes checked)

Follow-up Action:

] Refer for immediate enforcement

[[] Suggest follow-up on-site inspection
] Test for illicit discharge

[J Include in future education effort

] Check to see if hotspot is an NPDES non-filer

[] Onsite non-residential retrofit
[ pervious area restoration: complete PAA sheet and record

Unique Site 1D here:

[] Schedule a review of storm water pollution prevention plan

Notes: (50ATS A;.Pﬁc.Asp MWLEY Herzses
I
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Hotspot Site Investigation

HSI

WATERSHED: 75,7t AANG

SUBWATERSHED: PPV

| UN1QUE S1TE ID: HST - © 7

DATE: & /5 / '}

ASSESSED BY: S &G

| CAMERAID: BlLL CCLL

PIC#:

LMK#

Mar GRID:

Lar__ °

A. SITE DATA AND BASIC CLASSIFICATION

L] L1 LONG -] L] LL

Name and Address: MEDlcee 5CF 128

RBUILDIME 1D MAMI ST S

Sou THRURLY
SIC code (if available): _

Ca‘legory E Commercial D Iudustrla] Mlsoellanaous
[] Institutional [] Municipal [ Golf Course
| Transport-Related D Marina
[] Animal Facility
Basic Description of Operation:

MEDICAL oFrICES

NPDES Status: [] Regulated
B4 Unregulated [ ] Unknown

INDEX*

B. VEHICLE OPERATIONS ] N/A (Skip to part C)

Bl erved Pollutien Siveer |

Bl1. Types of vehicles: [] Fleet vehicles [ ] School buses

] Other:

B2. Approximate number of vehicles:

B3. Vchicle activities (circle all that apply): Maintained Repaired Recycled Fueled Washed Stored

B4. Are vehicles stored and/or repaired outside? ] Y [N [ ] Can’t Tell
Are these vehicles lacking runoff diversion methods? Oy OWN [ cCan’t Tell

BS. Is there evidence of spills/leakage from vehicles? [ 1Y [N [ Can’t Tell

B6. Are uncovered outdoor fueling areas present? Oy [OON [ can't Tell

B7. Are fueling areas directly conmected to storm drains? Oy OON [Ocan'tTell

BS. Are vehicles washed outdoors? []Y [N [ Can’t Tell

Does the area where vehicles are washed dlscharge to the storm drain? |:| Y D N D Can’ tTei]

C. OWDRMAH:RMLS-EN!A (Skip to part D)

| Observed Pollution Snurce?',_

Cl1. Are loading/unloading operations present? Oy On O Can t Tell

1f yes, are they uncovered and draining towards a storm drain inlet?

Oy ON [Jcan'tTell

C2. Are materials stored outside? []Y [] N [] Can’t Tell

If yes, are they [_] Liquid [] Solid Description:
Where are they stored? [] grass/dirt area [] concrete/asphalt [_] bermed area

C3. [s the storage area directly or indirectly connected to storm drain (circleone)? (1Y [IN [ Can’t Tell

C4. Is staining or discoloration around the area visible? [1Y [N [ Can’t Tell

C5. Does outdoor storage area lack acover? [1Y [N [ Can't Tell

C6. Are liquid materials stored without secondary containment? [1¥ [N [ Can’t Tell

C7. Are storage containers missing labels or in poor condition (rustmg)*? Ei Y |:| N |:! Can't el

_D. WASTE MANAGEMENT I N/A (Skip to part E)

Obsemd Pn[lution Sourcc::?:

D1. Type of waste (check all that apply): | Garbage |:| Cnnstructmn materials D Hazardous materials

D2. Dumpster condition (check all that apply); [] No cover/Lid is open [[] Damaged/poor condition

evidence of leakage (stains on ground) Overflowing

DLeaking or

D3. Is the dumpster located near a storm drain inlet? [] Y <]

N [] Can’t Tell

If yes, are nnoff diversion methods (berms curbs.) lacking? D Y |:| N [ Can’t Tell

E. PrysicaL PLant CIN/A (Skip roparrF)

‘Observed Pollution Soiree?

El. Building: Approximate age: yTS.

Condition of surfaces:
Evidence that maintenance results in discharge to storm drains (staining/discoloration)? id ¥ [1N [] Don’t know

[] Clean E} Stained [] Dirty [] Damaged

ooDo 0 o[ooooo o o[o ololo|olo

*Index: O denotes potential pollution source; |:| denotes confirmed polluter (evidence was seen)

A-5




Hotspot Site Investigation

HSI

E2. Parking Lot: Approximate age

yrs. Condition: [] Clean [ Stained [] Dirty [] Breaking up

anyadewag oL 21U

Surface material [E| Paved/Concrete [] Gravel [] Permeable [] Don’t know O
E3. Do downspouts discharge to impervious surface? EY |:| N [ Don’t know [_] None visible ®)
Are downspouts directly connected to storm drains? Yy [N []Don’tknow
E4. Evidence of poor cleaning practices for construction activities (stains leading to storm drain)? id ¥ [N [ Can’t Tell O
_F. TURF/LANDSCAPING AREAS [1N/A (skip to part G) | o e i pollnsos Sonrcer]
F1. % of site with: Forest canopy % Twrfgrass % Landscaping % Bare Soil Yo QO
F2, Rate the turf management status: [] High [] Medium [] Low O
F3. Evidence of permanent irrigation or “non-target” irrigation OOy ON [ can’t Tell O
F4. Do landscaped areas drain to the storm drain system? Yy [ON [ cCan’tTell O
F5. Do landscape plants accumulate organic matter (leaves, grass clippings) on adjacent impervious surface? [J vy EI N[ can't Tell O
' G. STORM WATER INFRASTRUCTURE [IN/A (skiptopart H) .| Observed Pollution Source? | |
G1. Are storm water treatment practices present? [ Y [N [J Unknown If yes, please describe: O
G2. Are private storm drains located at the facility? B4 ¥ [N [ Unknown 0O
Is trash present in gutters leading to storm drains? If so, complete the index below.
Index Rating for Accumulation in Gutters
Clean Filthy
Sediment 1 2 13 14 s
Organic material (11 2 13 (14 s
Litter 11 2 13 14 s
G3. Catch basin inspection Record SSD Unique Site ID here: Condition: D Dirty D C]ean
| H. INITIAL HOTSPOT STATUS - INDEX RESULTS - - -
[] Not a hotspot (fewer than 5 circles and no boxes checked) [] Potential hotspnt (S to 10 circles but no boxes checked)
[] Confirmed hotspot ( 10 to 15 circles and/or 1 box checked) [ ] Severe hotspot (>15 circles and/or 2 or more boxes checked)
Follow-up Action:
Bd Refer for immediate enforcement ]
[[] Suggest follow-up on-site inspection ot
. e = ]
[ Test for illicit discharge AW s
[[] Include in future education effort RLPY o \ /’
[] Check to see if hotspot is an NPDES non-filer A (
[[] Onsite non-residential retrofit v / V. =
[[] Pervious area restoration: complete PAA sheet and record P \n& N
Unique Site ID here: \ \/_,/\J L Y\l
[] Schedule a review of storm water pollution prevention plan N % 7 p=
j T N
Notes: PRy WEATHER DISCLIARGe ofTE \ "’4 %, Sl .
PISC H A ==, i PE ALl STA HED cf—f /j
e
/
POSSIBLY FRuja, Sum @ //
f"

-

X CATCHBASIAS MECE 1vinl DIKRARE



Hotspot Site Investigation

HSI

WATERSHED: ?a P ELA~G SUBWATERSHED: [ & , . E1Z. | UNIQUE SITE 1D:
Date: 5 ie /{7 ASSESSED By: S @ (= | CAMERAID: Pic#:
Mar GRID: Lar:.  ® ! " LONG ° ' " LMK #
A. SITE DATA AND BASIC CLASSIFICATION ; BiEE e
Name and Address: STorNECREST Category: |:| Cnmmercml D Inc]ustrlal Miscellaneous
€D UESTZ LA I [] Institutional [] Municipal [] Golf Course
21 [ Transport-Related [] Marina
[] Animal Facility
SIC code (if available): Basic Description of Operation:
NPDES Status: [] Regulated floiZs€ <STARLE INDEX*
RUnregulated ] Unknown eEs e
B, VEHICLI-: UPERATIONS ‘E\MA (Skxp to part C) - e | Observed Pollution Snurce?’l——-—-J

B1. Types of vehicles: [] Fleet vehicles [] School buses  [] Other:

B2. Approximate number of vehicles:

B3. Vehicle activities (cirele all that apply): Maintained Repaired Recycled Fueled Washed Stored

B4. Are vehicles stored and/or repaired outside? Oy ON [Ocan’tTell
Are these vehicles lacking runoff diversion methods? [1Y [N [ Can’t Tell

BS. Is there evidence of spills/leakage from vehicles? (] Y [JN [J Can’t Tell

B6. Are uncovered outdoor fueling areas present? [ 1Y [N [ Can’t Tell

B7. Are fueling areas directly connected to storm drains? Oy ON [Ocan’t Tell

BS8. Are vehicles washed outdoors? [ 1Y [IN [ Can’t Tell
Does the area where vehicles are washed discharge to the storm drain? I:l Y D N |:| Can't Te]l

C. Ourpoor MaTeRIALS [IN/A (SkiptopartD) © | Observed Pollution Source? !

C1. Are loading/unloading operations present? (1Y [N |:| Can’t Tell
If yes, are they uncovered and draining towards a storm drain inlet? Oy O~ [ Can’t Tell

C2. Are materials stored outside? [] Y [ N[ Can’t Tell  If yes, are they [] Liquid [] Solid Description:
Where are they stored? [] grassidirt area [ concrete/asphalt [] bermed area

C3. Is the storage area directly or indirectly connected to storm drain (circle one)? Oy ON [cant Tell

C4. Is staining or discoloration around the area visible? Oy O~ Ocan'tTell

C5. Does outdoor storage area lack acover? [1Y [N [] Can’t Tell

C6. Are liquid materials stored without secondary containment? Oy O~ [OcantTell

C7. Are storage containers mlssmg labels or in poor condition (rusting)? (] Y D N |:| Can’t Tell

D1. Typc of waste (check all that app!y) L—_I Garbage [] Construction materials [_] Hazardous materials

D2. Dumpster condition (check all that apply): [ ] No cover/Lid is open [] Damaged/poor condition [ ]Leaking or
evidence of leakage (stains on ground) || Overflowing

D3. Iz the dumpster located near a storm drain inlet? Oy OO~ cant Tell
If yes, are runoff diversion methods (berms, curbs) Iackmg‘? |:| ¥ D N |:| Can't Tell

'E. PrysicaL PuaNt LI N/A (Skip fo part F) o | Observed Pollution Source?

El. Building: Approximate age: yrs. Condition of surfaces: [] Clean [ Stained [] Dirty [] Damaged
Evidence that maintenance results in discharge to storm drains (staining/discoloration)? 1 ¥y OO N[ Don’t know

ooDo o oFooooo o o[o ololololo

*Index: O denotes potential pollution source; ,:J denotes confirmed polluter (evidence was seen)




Hotspot Site Investigation HSI
E2. Parking Lot: Approximate age yrs. Condition: [] Clean [ Stained [] Dirty [] Breaking up o
Surface material [] Paved/Concrete [ Gravel [] Permeable [] Don’t know
E3. Do downspouts discharge to impervious surface? [ 1Y [JN [] Don’t know [] None visible e
Are downspouts directly connected to storm drains? Ly OON [ Don’t know
E4. Evidence of poor cleaning practices for construction activities (stains leading to storm drain)? (] Y [J N [J Can’t Tell O
F. TURF/LANDSCAPING AREAS [ I N/A (skip to part G) o N I Obscryved Pollution Source?]
F1. % of site with: Forest canopy % Turf grass % Landscaping % BareSoil % O
F2. Rate the turfmanagement status: [ ] High [] Medium [ Low O
F3. Evidence of permanent irrigation or “non-target” irrigation [ ]Y [ N [J Can't Tell @)
F4. Do landscaped areas drain to the storm drain system? Oy ON [Ocant Tel O
F5. Do landscapc. pIanta accumulate organic matter (lcaves grass cllppmg,s) on adjaoent 1mperwous surface? |:| Y |:| N D Can t Tell O
G1. Are storm water treatment practlces present? |:| 3 [:] N D Unknc-wn If yes, please descrxbe. O
G2. Are private storm drains located at the facility? []Y []JN [] Unknown o
Is trash present in gutters leading to storm drains? If so, complete the index below.
Index Rating for Accumulation in Gutters
Clean Filthy
Sediment 11 ]2 3 []4 mE
Organic material 1 2 [13 4 s
Litter 11 [J2 [13 Ll4 [1s
G3. Catch basin inspection — Record SSD Unique Site ID hcre Condition: D Dirt}' |:] Clcan
H. INITIAL HOTSPOT STATUS - INDEX RESULTS i e
[CJ Not a hotspot (fewer than 5 circles and no boxes checked) [] Potential hc-tspot (5 to lﬁ circles but no boxes chcckcd) M
v
[] Confirmed hotspot ( 10 to 15 circles and/or 1 box checked) [] Severe hotspot (>15 circles and/or 2 or more boxes checked) .~/ ¢ "
Follow-up Action: A 1. ~a — ’_H.',r(l
[[] Refer for immediate enforcement &= L 4 1] P
[] Suggest follow-up on-site inspection hml“-”"-‘ “b
[] Test for illicit discharge B b M B P8 e o B 3
[A Include in future education effort «
[] Check to see if hotspot is an NPDES non-filer N 11 ]
[> Onsite non-residential retrofit < b { b 77
] Pervious area restoration; complete PAA sheet and record o : = }’
Unique Site ID here: N I'f_ b L/ ! ~
[[] Schedule ateview of storm water pollution prevention plan < 5
VST
Notes: @ hiveg 2 E A PLVOAS B o ——— \\
MAMUAE PILES N~
clope aws ﬁnf Overs B
{ l—h‘ B [
MBririing v 12" N ?Ea eg R
e 0A paddecks 5
1
MMM
|
PCJ;,: ui}c é
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Hotspot Site Investigation H SI

WATERSHED: Po, PENAVE SUBWATERSHED: L@ PETT | UNIQUE SiTE ID;
DATE: U /6 / ¢ T ASSESSED BY: s73 B6 | CAMERA ID: Pic#:
Mar GRID: LAT o i 1 LOING ] ¥ " LMK#
A SUE DATA AND BASIC CLASSIFICATION T e
Name and Address: DG 22 AR Categﬂry |:| Commercial !:l Industrial Miscellanemls
L T f - ] Institutional [ ] Municipal [] Golf Course
2RIk €Ep *STN L [ Transport-Related [] Marina
Ed Animal Facility
SIC code (if available): Basic Description of Operation: -
NPDES Status: [] Regulated ERvesTz (A el
[d Unregulated [] Unknown el
:_.B. _VEHiGLE ﬂFERAI'iﬂNS E.Nfﬁ (Shp taparf CJ 7 e _: Ub%erved Pollution Sourcn?l i

B1. Types of vehicles: D Fleet vehicles [] School buses  [] Other:

B2. Approximate number of vehicles:

B3. Vehicle activities (circle all that apply): Maintained Repaired Recycled Fueled Washed Stored

B4. Are vehicles stored and/or repaired outside? L1y ON [ can’tTell
Are these vehicles lacking runoff diversion methods? Oy ON [ cantTell

BS. Is there evidence of spills/leakage from vehicles? (1Y [N [ Can’t Tell

B6. Are uncovered outdoor fueling areaspresent? (1Y [N [ Can’t Tell

B7. Are fueling areas directly connected to storm drains? [JY [N [ Can’t Tell

BS. Are vehicles washed outdoors? [1Y [N L[] Can’t Tell
Does the area where vehicles are washed discharge to the storm drain? |:| Y |:| N |:| Can’t Tell

:C. OUTDOOR MAIERIALS ENIA SkigtopantDy. - — = = Eelst e Dbsemd]?ullntinn Sourc

&7

e

C1. Are loading/unloading operations present? Oy ON |:| Can’t Tell
1f yes, are they uncovered and draining towards a storm drain inlet? Oy OON [ can’t Tell

C2. Are materials stored outside? [ ] Y [IN[] Can’t Tell If yes, are they [l Liquid ] Solid Description:
Where are they stored? [] grass/dirt area [] concretefasphalt [] bermed area

C3. Is the storage area directly or indirectly connected to storm drain (circleone)? [1Y [N [J Can’t Tell

C4. Is staining or discoloration around the area visible? Oy [ON [cCan’t Tell

C5. Does outdoor storage area lack a cover? D vy [ON [ Can't Tell

C6. Are liquid materials stored withour secondary containment? Oy [ON [ Can’t Tell

C7. Are storage containers missing labels or in poor condltmn (mstmg}'? D Y D N D Can’t Tell

oy W{!@J‘LMANAGEMLN!‘ EN.-’A (SkiptopartE} ' | Observed Pollution Source?

DI1. Type of waste (check all that apply): [] Garbage [[] Construction materials [ ] Hazardous materials

D2. Dm'npstcr condition (check all that apply): [] No cover/Lid is open [_] Damaged/poor condition DLeaking or
evidence of leakage (stains on ground) Overflowing

D3. Is the dumpster located near a storm drain inlet? L] Y LI N [] Can’t Tell
If yes, are runoff diversion methods (berms, -.mrbs) lacking? D b4 D N D Can t Tell

E. PHYSIC.‘\L PLANT D MA {Skﬁp fﬂ pﬂ'ﬂ F} : R ! : ::':. EE ’ Ohgewed Pﬂltutlﬂﬂ So“rcé?-

El. Building: Approximate age: yrs. Condition of surfaces: [] Clean [ Stained [] Dirty [] Damaged

oo[o O o[ooooo Sl I:o olololo o

Evidence that maintenance results in discharge to storm drains (staining/discoloration)? [ ¥ I N [] Don’t know

*Index: O denotes potential pollution source; :l denotes confirmed polluter (evidence was seen)




Hotspot Site Investigation H SI

E2. Parking Lot: Approximate age yrs. Condition: [] Clean [] Stained [] Dirty [] Breaking up
Surface material [[] Paved/Concrete [] Gravel [] Permeable [] Don’t know

E3. Do downspouts discharge to impervious surface? []Y [N [] Don’t know [_] None visible
Are downspouts directly connected to storm drains? Oy ON [ Don’t know

E4. Evidence of poor cleaning practices for construction activities (stains leading to storm drain)? (1Y [N [ Can’t Tell

Ool0| O

F. TURF/LANDSCAPING AREAS [[I N/A (skip to part G) #is L | Observed Pollution Sourc

& :
L i
—

F1. % of site with: Forest canopy % Turfgrass % Landscaping % Bare Soil %

F2. Rate the turf management status: [ ] High [] Medium [] Low

F3. Evidence of permanent irrigation or “non-target” irrigation [] Y [N [J] Can’t Tell

F4. Do landscaped areas drain to the storm drain system? Oy ON O cant Tell

F5. Do landscape plants accumulate organic matter (leaves, grass clippings) on adjacent i 1mpcrvmus surface? [1 Y ] N[ Can’t Tell

G. STORM WATER INFRASTRUCTURE [ N/A (skip topart H) I \Observed Pollution:Source

.'3{.-

G1. Are storm water treatment practices present? [] Y [N [] Unknown If yes, please describe:

G2. Are private storm drains located at the facility? (1Y 1N [ Unknown
Is trash present in gutters leading to storm drains? If so, complete the index below.

0 o[ooooo

Index Rating for Accumulation in Gutters

Clean Filthy
Sediment (11 ]2 [ (14 5
Organic material O O2 O3 g s
Litter R 2 O3 [14 5

G3. Catch basin mspectmn Record 58D Umquc Site 1D here: Conditinn: |:| Dirty ] Clean
H. INITIAL HOTSPOT STATUS - INDEX RESULTS e e

[CJ Not a hotspot (fewer than 5 circles and no boxes checked) [[] Potential hc—tspl::-t (5 1o 10 circles but no boxes chacked)
[] Confirmed hotspot ( 10 to 15 circles and/or 1 box checked) [] Severe hotspot (=15 circles and/or 2 or more boxes checked)

Conag)? Do PSTEAS, Pl oocks

Follow-up Action:

[] Refer for immediate enforcement

[_] Suggest follow-up on-site inspection
] Test for illicit discharge '

] include in future education effort

] Check to see if hotspaot is an NPDES non-filer
] Onsite non-residential retrofit

] Pervious area restoration; complete PAA sheet and record

Unique Site 1D here:

[] Schedule a review of storm water pollution prevention plan

Notes:

JMAMUILE prE T A PPERDS To

@L’ i .I‘.?-'J.-—,A{'_r,‘-_-___ MP U E STALED
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Hotspot Site Investigation

HSI

WATERSHED: Sso (v ivEwp ubs SUBWATERSHED: l UniQue S17E 1D:
DaTE: 4 /(, /(T AssEsSED By: S R & | Camera ID: Pic#:
Mar GRID: LAT__°® ! "LONG__ 2 — LMK #

A. SITE DATA AND BASIC CLASSIFICATION.

Name and Address: FRASER T AZA Category: i Cmnmermal ] Industrlal Mlscellanecus
TRAMING CEMTER [] Institutional [] Municipal [] Golf Course
= [] Transport-Related [] Marina
[A Animal Facility

SIC code (if available): Basic Description of Operation:
NPDES Status: [ ] Regulated ERue sTRIA A INDEX*
[] Unregulated [ ] Unknown
B. Vemcre Orerations CIN/A (Skiptopart ©) e e e

B1. Types of vehicles: [] Fleet vehicles [] School buses [ Other:

B2. Approximate number of vehicles;

B3. Vehicle activities (eircle all thar apply): Maintained Repaired Recycled Fueled Washed Stored

B4. Are vehicles stored and/or repaired outside? L1y OIN [ Can’tTell
Are these vehicles lacking runoff diversion methods? [1Y [N [ Can’t Tell

BS. Is there evidence of spills/leakage from vehicles? []Y [N [ Can't Tell

B6. Are uncovered outdoor fueling areas present? []Y [N [ Can’t Tell

B7. Are fueling areas directly connected to storm drains? [JY [N [ Can’t Tell

BS. Are vehicles washed outdoors? []Y [N [ Can’t Tell
Does the area where vchlc]es are washed d:scharge to the storm dram? D Y D N |:| Can't Tr—:]l

C1. Are Iuadmghmloadmg operations present? 1:[ y [ON [cant Tell
If yes, are they uncovered and draining towards a storm drain inlet? Oy [N [can'tTel

C2. Are materials stored outside? [] Y [J N[] Can’t Tell  1f yes, are they [] Liquid [] Solid Description:
Where are they stored? [] grass/dirt area [] concrete/asphalt [ ] bermed area

C3. Is the storage area directly or indirectly connected to storm drain (circle one)? Oy O~ [Ocan’t Tell

C4. Is staining or discoloration around the area visible? Oy ON [Ocan’t Tell

C5. Does outdoor storage area lack acover? [1Y [N [ Can’t Tell

C6. Are liquid materials stored withowt secondary containment? 0y ON [Jcant Tell

C7. Are storage containers missing labels or in poor condition (nistmg)’? Oy ON [OcantTel

D. WASTE l\'lANAGEMLNT DNJ'A ﬂS’klp topart ) { e Ohserved Pollutmn Source?.

D1. Type of waste (check all that apply): [ Garbage [] Construction materials |:| Hazardous materials

D2. Dumpster condition (check all that apply): [] No cover/Lid is open [_] Damaged/poor condition [JLeaking or
evidence of leakage (stains on ground) Overflowing

D3. Is the dumpster located near a storm drain inlet? [ ] Y [J N [] Can’t Tell
If yes, are ninoff diversion mcthods {(berms, curbs) lackmg? D Y D N l:l C:m t Tell

E. PuvsicAL Pant CIN/A (Skiptopart ) i Observed Pollution Source?

E1. Building: Approximate age: yrs, Condition of surfaces: [] Clean D Stained [[] Dirty [] Damaged
Evidence that maintenance results in discharge to storm drains (staining/discoloration)? [ ¥y I N[ Don’t know

ooDo o o[ooooo o) o[o olololo|o

*Index: O denotes potential pollution source; E denotes confirmed polluter (evidence was seen)

A-5




Hotspot Site Investigation HSI

E2. Parking Lot: Approximate age yrs. Condition; [] Clean [ Stained [] Dirty [ Breaking up
Surface material [] Paved/Concrete [ ] Gravel [] Permeable ] Don’t know

E3. Do downspouts discharge to impervious surface? [ 1Y [N [] Don’t know [] None visible
Are downspouts directly connected to storm drains? 0y [N [ Don't know

E4. Evidence of poor cleaning practices for construction activities (stams leading to storm drain)? [J Y [N D Can’t Tell

OOO

F. TURF/LANDSCAPING AREAS [IN/A (skiptopart G) : I Observed Pollution Source?)

F1. % of site with: Forest canopy % Twrfgrass % Landscaping Yo Bare Soil %o

F2. Rate the turf management status: [] High [] Medium [] Low

F3. Evidence of permanent irrigation or “non-target” irrigation 0y ON [ can’t Tell

F4. Do landscaped areas drain to the storm drain system? L1y ON [can’t Tell

F5. Do landscape plants accomulate crgamu matter (le:mres gras'; ciappmgs) on adjacent i 1mpervmu:s surface? 1:| ¥ D N |:| Can’t Tel]

G1. Are storm water treatment practices present? D X |:| N l:l Unknown If yes, p[case describe:

G2. Are private storm drains located at the facility? [1Y [ N [ Unknown
Is trash present in gutters leading to storm drains? If so, complete the index below.

o o[ooooo

Index Rating for Accumulation in Guiters

Clean Filthy
Sediment 1 L]z 3 4 ]
Organic material 11 2 3 4 s
Litter 11 12 13 14 s
3. Catch basin inspection — Record SSD Unique Site IDhcrc Condition: ] Dirty D Clcan

H.INITIAL HOTSPOT STATUS - INDEX RESULTS =

] Not a hotspot (fewer than 5 circles and no boxes checked) [] Potential hotspot (5 to l(} circles hut no boxes checkcd}
[] Confirmed hotspot ( 10 to 15 circles and/or 1 box checked) [[] Severe hotspot (15 circles and/or 2 or more boxes checked)

Follow-up Action:

[] Refer for immediate enforcement

[[] Suggest follow-up on-site inspection
[] Test for illicit discharge

[ Include in future education effort

[] Check to see if hotspot is an NPDES non-filer
[} Onsite non-residential retrofit

[] Pervious area restoration; complete PAA sheet and record
Unique Site ID here:

[] Schedule a review of storm water pollution prevention plan

Notes: T gcon o L PRPDo LKy T

Avo D STva&lw,
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Hotspot Site Investigation HSI

WATERSHED: pSBAA/ /A o f= SUBWATERSHED: 72 /% [ UNIQUE SITE 1D
DATE: )/l [1F ASSESSEDBY: S8 G | CAMERAID: Pic#:
MAP GRID: LAT__° J "LONG___° v LMK #
A. SITE DATA AND BASIC CLASSIFICATION : A e A Tk
Name and Address: 24 vG+t o Q- Category: [ | Commercial [] Industrial Miscellaneous
heT,Leelly AD [] mstitutional [] Municipal [] Golf Course
- [] Transport-Related (] Marina

4 Animal Facility
SIC code (if available): Basic Description of Operation:
NPDES Status: [] Regulated A2y “3So HEa

[] Unregulated [] Unknown

B;_-V@iﬁﬁ-ﬁ?@;ﬁ;&nﬁﬂs- I N/A Skip to part €) i 5 =) Dhserved Pallution s—.;..‘_ﬁﬁ,_g’_]_. _|f

B1. Types of vehicles: £ Fleet vehicles [] School buses  [] Other:

B2. Approximate number of vehicles: /0 -~ / 5—

B3. Vehicle activities (circle all that apply): lg(ﬂ-imgijle) Repaired Recycled Fueled Washed Stored

Bd. Are vehicles stored and/or repaired outside? LIY [N [ Can’tTell
Are these vehicles lacking runoff diversion methods? Ay [ON [JcCan'tTel

B5. Is there evidence of spills/leakage from vehicles? (1Y [N [ Can’t Tell

B6. Are uncovered outdoor fueling areas present? [ ] Y [N [ Can’t Tell

B7. Are fueling areas directly connected to storm drains? []Y [N [ Cant Tell

BS. Are vehicles washed outdoors? [ 1Y [N [ Can’t Tell
Does the area where vehicles are washed dlscharge to the storm drain? |:| Y D N D Can’t Te]]

C. OutpooR MaTERIALS [IN/A (SkiptopartD) L obierrillnme Sauee?

C1. Are loading/unloading operations present? (Y [N [ Can’t Tell
If yes, are they uncovered and draining towards a storm drain inlet? E] Y [N [ cCan’t Tell

C2. Are materials stored outside? Y [ N[ Can’t Tell 1If ves, are they | Liquidm Solid Description: fo A Ut
Where are they stored? [] grass/dirt area [X] concrete/asphalt [] bermed area

C3. Is the storage area directly or indirectly connected to storm drain (circle one)? [E Y ON [ Can’tTell

C4. 1s staining or discoloration around the area visible? ] ¥ [N [] Can’t Tell

C5. Does outdoor storage area lack acover? [1Y [N [ Can’tTell

C6. Are liquid materials stored without secondary containment? [ 1Y [N Ed Can’t Tell

C7. Are storage containers missing labels or in poor condltmn (rustmg)”? |:| Y D N [d Can’t Tell

D. WASTE MANAGEMENT CIN/A (Skip to part E) ' 'Observed Pollution Source?

D1. Type of waste (check all that apply): [] Garbage [ ] Construction materials [ ] Hazardous materials

D2. Dumpster condition (check all that apply): [] No cover/Lid is open [] Damaged/poor condition [JLeaking or
evidence of leakage (stains on ground) | | Overflowing

D3. Is the dumpster located near a storm drain inlet? LIyY[LInNL] can’t Tell
If ves, are runoff diversion methods (berms, ctxrbsLlackmg‘? D 4 |:| N L[] Can't Tell

E. anmmLPLANTl:IN!A (SkapmpaﬁF} : ] 4h =) o gl s ngawed]ln[lu“uns“ume?

El. Building: Approximate age: yrs. Condition of surfaces: [] Clean [] Stained [] Dirty [] Damaged

Evidence that maintenance resulls in discharge to storm drains (staining/discoloration)? [ ¥ I N Don’t know

oo[o 0 o[ooooo oo [o ololo|o|o

*Index: O denotes potential pollution source; S denotes confirmed polluter (evidence was seen)




Hotspot Site Investigation | S

E2. Parking Lot: Approximate age yrs. Condition: [] Clean [] Stained [] Dirty [] Breaking up
Surface material [] Paved/Concrete [] Gravel [X] Permeable [] Don’t know Arc

E3. Do downspouts discharge to impervious surface? []Y [N [ Don’t know [] None visible
Are downspouts directly connected to storm drains? Oy [OON [ Don’t know

E4. Evidence of poor cleaning practices for construction activities (stains ]eadmg to storm dram)? I:I Yy O~ O can’t Tell

0l0| O

TURF."L&NDSC-APING AREAS E\HJ'A (sk;p lo part (?) - - "Ohserved Pollution: Sourcéfl

F1. % of site with: Forest canopy % Turf grass % Landscaping % Bare Soil %

F2. Rate the turf management status: [ ] High ] Medium [] Low

F3. Evidence of permanent irrigation or “non-target” irrigation [ 1Y [ N [ Can’t Tell

F4. Do landscaped areas drain to the storm drain system? Oy ON [can’tTell

F5. Do landscape plants accumulate organic matter (leaves, grass clippings) on ad_;acm impervious surface? [] Y [J N[ Can’t Tell

G.STORM WATER INFRASTRUCTURE [ N/A (skip topart H) | | Obsurve I PoTTution Soarces

G1. Are storm water treatment practices present? EhY [N [] Unknown If yes, please describe:

G2. Are private storm drains located at the facility? [] Y [N [J Unknown
Is trash present in gutters leading to storm drains? If so, complete the index below.

o o[ooooo

Index Rating for Accumulation in Gutters

Clean Filthy
Sediment L1 [12 [13 [14 d 5
Organic material 1 12 [13 [14 s
Litter 11 12 013 14 s

G3. Catch basin inspection —Record SSD Unique Site ID here: Condition: = Dl L] Clean__
H. INITIAL HOTSPOT STATUS - INDEX RESULTS . T

[] Not a hotspot (fewer than 5 circles and no boxes checked) [H Potential hotspot (5 to 10 circles but no boxes checked}
[ Confirmed hotspot ( 10 to 15 circles and/or 1 box checked) [] Severe hotspot (=15 circles and/or 2 or more boxes checked)

Follow-up Action:

[[] Refer for immediate enforcement

[[] Suggest follow-up on-site inspection
[ Test for illicit discharge

[4 Include in future edncation effort

[] Check to see if hotspot is an NPDES non-filer
[E; Onsite non-residential retrofit

[ Pervious area restoration; complete PAA sheet and record

Unique Site ID here:

[[] Schedule a review of storm water pollution prevention plan

Notes: PRA-T 1Cé OF NBTT
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Hotspot Site Investigation

HSI

WATERSHED: (v EELEE JEC M ET SUBWATERSHED: ] Unique SiTE 1D;
Date: [/ [ ASSESSEDBY: SR S & | CAMERAID: PICH:
MaAP GRID: LAY @ ! "LONG___° T LMK #
A. SITE DATA AND BASIC CLASSIFICATION. B e s e
Name and Address: 7Z12€ o T7€45 o1 Category: El] Commercial EI1 Industrial I\!ﬁiscellaneous
Institutional Municipal Golf Course
p2EaPoS. —tHe AN EP ] Transport-Related [] Marina
BETHEEREP ] Animal Facility
SIC code (if available): Basic Description of Operation: :
NPDES Status: [ ] Regulated LivEsToct INDEXS
[] Unregulated [] Unknown M e
| B. VenicLe OperaTioNs [IN/A (Skip opart €) S s e l Olaotved Pallation Snaeen] |

Bl. Types of vehicles: [] Fieet vehicles [] School buses  [] Other:

B2. Approximate number of vehicles:

B3. Vehicle activities (circle all that apply}: Maintained Repaired Recycled Fueled Washed Stored

Bd. Are vehicles stored and/or repaired outside? D Y EI N D Can’t Tell
Are these vehicles lacking runoff diversion methods? [1Y [N [ Can’t Tell

BS5. Is there evidence of spills/leakage from vehicles? (1Y [N [ Can’t Tell

B6. Are uncovered outdoor fueling areas present? [ 1Y [N [ Can’t Tell

B7. Are fueling areas directly connected to storm drains? []1Y [N [ Can’t Tell

BS. Are vehicles washed outdoors? 1Y [LIN L Can’t Tell
Does the area where vehicles are washed discharpe to the storm drain? |:| Y |:, N D Can’t Tell

Té OHFDOORM‘I‘ERIALS CInA {(Skip to part D) Ee e e : Obsened Pollution Source?

C1. Are loading/unloading operations present? (1Y [N |:| Can’ tTa]l
If ves, are they uncovered and draining towards a storm drain inlet? [y [CON [ Can’t Tell

C2. Are materials stored outside? [] Y [] N[] Can’t Tell 1fyes, are they [_] Liquid [] Solid Description:
Where are they stored? [] grass/dirt area [] concrete/asphalt [] bermed area

C3. Is the storage area directly or indirectly connected to storm drain (circle one)? Oy ON [JCan't Tell

C4. Is staining or discoloration around the area visible? Oy ON [OcantTell

C5. Does outdoor storage area lack a cover? Oy [ON [ can’t Tell

Co. Are liquid materials stored without secondary containment? L1y ON [cantTell

C7. Are storage containers missing labels or in poor condition (rusting)? |:| Y D N |:| Can’t Tell

D WASTE MAN&GEMLNT D Nt’A (gkfp l‘cpao"f E} -::- :..: i S - Obs.er\rgd Pﬂ]hlh'ﬂ“ Snurge?

D1. Type of waste (check all that apply): [] Garbage [] Construction matcnals D Hazardous materials

D2. Dumpster condition (check all that apply): [[] No cover/Lid is open [] Damaged/poor condition  [JLeaking or
evidence of leakage (stains on ground) Overflowing

D3. Is the dumpster located near a storm drain inlet? OOy OONTC] Can’t Tell
If yes, are runoff diversion methods (berms, curbs) lacking? Oy [ N ] Can t Tell

E PHYS'CAL PL.Z\.NT D N.l'A (Shp fﬂ pﬂrf F) i : SEEE ohseWed Po“ntm“ %urce"

El Building: Approximate age: yrs. Condition of surfaces: [] Clean [] Stained [] Dirty [] Damaged
Evidence that maintenance results in discharge to storm drains (staining/discoloration)? [] Y [] N ] Don’t know

oo[o 0 o[ooooo 0 o[o ololo|o|o

*Index: O denotes potential pollution source; |:l denotes confirmed polluter (evidence was seen)
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Hotspot Site Investigation

as
2

E2. Parking Lot: Approximateage  yrs. Condition: [ ] Clean [] Stained [] Dirty [[] Breaking up [0
Surface material D Paved/Concrete [ ] Gravel [[] Permeable [] Don’t know
E3. Do downspouts discharge to impervious surface? [ 1Y [N [] Don’t know [] None visible
Are downspouts directly connected to storm drains? Oy [ON [ Don’t know O
E4. Evidence of poor cleaning practices for construction activities (stains leading to storm drain)? [ ] Y [CJN [] Can’t Tell O
ZF!" TURF}IANDSCAPINGAREAS LIN/A (skip to part G) e e Observed Pollition Source?)
Fl. % of site with: Forest canopy % Turfgrass % Landscaping % Bare Soil % O
F2. Rate the turf management status: | High ] Medium [J Low O
F3. Evidence of permanent irrigation or “non-target” irmigation []Y [J N [] Can’t Tell O
F4. Do landscaped areas drain to the storm drain system? Oy O~ [Ocant Tell O
F5. Do landscape plants accumulate organic matter (leaves, grass clippings) on ﬂ.dJHGEITl lmpen-'laus surface? [ ] Y I N[] Can't Tell O
| G.STORM WATER INFRASTRUCTURE LI N/A (skiptopartH) | Observed Pollution Source?. |
G1. Are storm water treatment practices present? [ ] Y [N [] Unknown I_fyes, please describe: O
G2. Are private storm drains located at the facility? [ 1Y [J N [J Unknown o
Is trash present in gutters leading to storm drains? If so, complete the index below.

Index Rating for Accumulation in Gutters

Clean Filthy
Sediment 1 2 ! [14 Os
Organic material 1 12 3 14 s
Litter L11 ]2 13 Cl4 Cls

G3. Catch basin lnspactlon Record SSD Umque Site ID here Condition: [ Dirty |:| Clean
H IN]'I'IALHO’I‘SPOT ST&TUS INDEKRESUL’I‘S - = :

[[] Not a hotspot (fewer than 5 circles and no boxes checked) [] Potentra] hotspot (5 to 10 circles but no boxes checkcd}
[] Confirmed hotspot ( 10 to 15 circles and/or 1 box checked) [] Severe hotspot (=15 circles and/or 2 or more boxes checked)

Follow-up Action:

[] Refer for immediate enforcement

Bl Suggest follow-up on-site inspection

[ Test for illicit discharge
[ Include in future education effort

[] Check to see if hotspot is an NPDES non-filer
4] Onsite non-residential retrofit

] Pervious area restoration: complete PAA sheet and record

Unique Site ID here:

[[] Schedule a review of storm water pollution prevention plan

Notes: fvo AceESS Hoss @ C,
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Hotspot Site Investigation

HSI

WATERSHED: /= s72 sz SUBWATERSHED: | UNIQUE SITE 1D:
DATE: G /fe | 17 AsSESSED By: €4 24 | CamERa ID: Pick:
MaP GRID: Lar__° ; "LONG___° ¥ LMK #

AL SITE DATA AND BASIC CLASSIFICATION

Name and Address: Sov7ific /D FAIMS Category D Cc-mmer-::lal O lnduﬁtrla] Miscellaneous
RE o) po@i2iS ] Institutional [] Municipal [] Golf Course

[ Transport-Related [] Marina
B Animal Facility
SIC code (if available): Basic Description of Operation: -
NPDES Status: [_] Regulated EPuESTIZ 1 A INDEX*
DUm'egulatcd D Unknown S
B VemcreOeeramions [CINASkiptopane) | Observed Pollution Source?l ___|.

Bl. Types of vehicles: ] Fleet vehicles [] School buses  [] Other:

B2. Approximate number of vehicles:

B3. Vehicle activities (circle all that apply): Maintained Repaired Recycled Fueled Washed Stored

B4. Are vehicles stored and/or repaired outside? [ 1Y [ 1N [] Can’t Tell
Are these vehicles lacking runoff diversion methods? Oy ON [ can’t Tell

BA. Is there evidence of spills/leakage from vehicles? Oy ON [ cCan’tTell

B6. Are uncovered outdoor fueling areas present? Oy ON [Ocan't Tell

B7. Are fueling areas directly connected to storm drains? []Y [N [] Can’t Tell

BS. Are vehicles washed outdoors? [JY [N [ Can’tTell
Does the area where vehicles are washed discharge to the storm drain? [ ] Y |:| N I:I Ca.n t Tell

'C. OUTDOOR MATERIALS [I1N/A (SkiplopartD). - i g N e ‘Observed Pollution Source?

C1. Are loading/unloading operations present? []Y [N |:| Can’t Tell
If yes, are they uncovered and draining towards a storm draininlet? [1Y [N [] Can’t Tell

C2. Are materials stored outside? [] Y I N[l Can’t Tell  If yes, are they [ ] Liquid [[] Solid Description:
Where are they stored? [ ] grass/dirt area [ ] concrete/asphalt [] bermed area

(3. Is the storage area directly or indirectly connected to storm drain (circleone)? [1Y [N [ Can’t Tell

C4. Is staining or discoloration around the area visible? [ 1Y [N [ Can’t Tell

C5. Does outdoor storage area lack a cover? Oy ON Ocan'tTell

C6. Are liquid materials stored without secondary containment? Oy ON Ocan't Tel

C7. Are storage containers mjssmg labels or in poor condition (rusting)? I:] Y [N D Can’t Tell

D1. Type of waste (check all that appfy) I:I Garhage [] Construction materials [[] Hazardous matr:nals

D2. Dumpster condition (check all that apply): [] No cover/Lid is open [] Damaged/poor condition  [JLeaking or
evidence of leakage (stains on ground) ﬁ Overflowing

D3. Is the dumpster located near a storm drain inlet? [] Y ] N[_] Can’t Tell
If yes, are runoff diversion methods (berms, curbs) lacking? [1Y [N l:l Can’t Tell

E PHYSICAL PLA-NT BNJ’A (Eklp fﬂpaﬂ- F) SolEETE SHIEE Dhser\;ed PDHU‘IUD ‘%urce'.’

El. Building: Approximate age: yrs, Condition of surfaces: [] Clean |:| Stained [] Dirty [] Damaged
Evidence that maintenance results in discharge to storm drains (staining/discoloration)? [y [ N[ Don’t know

ooDo 0 o[ooooo o o,]:o ololo|o|o

*Index: O denotes potential pollution source; l:| denotes confirmed polluter (evidence was seen)




Hotspot Site Investigation H SI

E2. Parking Lot: Approximateage  yrs. Condition: [] Clean [ Stained [] Dirty [] Breaking up ®)
Surface material [ ] Paved/Concrete [ ] Gravel [x] Permeable [] Don’t know
E3. Do downspouts discharge to impervious surface? [ 1Y [XIN [] Don’t know [] None visible ety DRY 0
Are downspouts directly connected to storm drains? Oy On @ Don’t know — :-w:u. on Hieedd
E4. Evidence of poor cleaning practices for construction activities (stains leading to storm drain)? (1Y [N |:| Can't Tell O
 F. TURF/LANDSCAPING AREAS [ IN/A (skiptopart G) T | Onsened Phivntion Siree
Fl. % of site with: Forestcanopy % Turfgrass % Landscaping % BareSeil % &)
F2. Rate the turf management status: O High ] Medium [] Low O
F3. Evidence of permanent irrigation or “non-target” irrigation [1 Y [J N [ Can’t Tell O
F4. Do landscaped areas drain to the storm drain system? Oy O~ [Ocan't Tell @)
F5. Do landscape plants accumulate organic matter (leaves, grass clippings) on adjacent impervious surface? [ Y ] N [[] Can't Tell @)
 G. STORM WATER INFRASTRUCTURE ] N/A (skip to part H) & | ObcrvaroiitionSonreer.__
G1. Are storm water treatment practices present? []1Y [JN [J Unknown Ifyes, please describe: O
G2. Are private storm drains located at the facility? OOy N O unknown o)

Is trash present in gutters leading to storm drains? If so, complete the index below.

Index Rating for Accumulation in Gutters

Clean Filthy
Sediment 11 ]2 3 [14 s
Organic material O1 2 s (14 Os
Litter Ll 1 3 14 L1s

(G3. Catch basin inspection — Record SSD Unique Site 1D hm‘c Conditinn: |:| Dirty |:| C]ean
H. INITIAL HOTSPOT STATUS - INDEX RESULTS - §

[] Not a hotspot (fewer than 5 circles and no boxes checked) [] Potential hotspot (5 to 10 clrc]cs but no boxes checked)
[ Confirmed hotspot ( 10 to 15 circles and/or 1 box checked) [] Severe hotspot (15 circles and/or 2 or more boxes checked)

Follow-up Action:

[[] Refer for immediate enforcement

[] Suggest follow-up on-site inspection
[ Test for illicit discharge

BA Include in future education effort

[C] Check to see if hotspot is an NPDES non-filer

[] Onsite non-residential retrofit
[] Pervious area restoration: complete PAA sheet and record

Unique Site 1D here:

[] Schedule a review of storm water pollution prevention plan

Notes: MAnYRE PMemT  ProsQan~ APCES
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