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1 INTRODUCTION 

 
 
This roadway project entails providing additional express and general-use lanes on I-95/SR 9 
from south of SR 860/Miami Gardens Drive (MGD) to north of the Broward County Line and 
implementing interchange improvements at SR 860/Miami Gardens Drive and CR 854/Ives 
Dairy Road (IDR) within Miami-Dade County. The project study area is shown on the project 
location map (see Figure 1). 
 
The improvements proposed as part of the project stem from the Refined Build Concept that 
was developed as part of the Interstate 95 Corridor Planning Study, conducted by the FDOT in 
May 2019, that assessed enhancements along the length of the I-95/SR 9 corridor within Miami-
Dade County from US 1/SR 5 (Mile Post 0.000) to the Broward County Line. As such, this 
project is part of a larger effort to improve the I-95/SR 9 corridor within Miami-Dade County and 
regionally within Broward and Palm Beach Counties.  
 
Within the project limits, I-95/SR 9 is classified as 'Urban Principal Arterial Interstate' and 
consists of six to eight general use lanes and two to four express lanes; the typical section 
varies throughout the project segment. This particular section of the corridor is located north of 
the Golden Glades Interchange (GGI) in northern Miami-Dade County and traverses five U.S. 
Census Designated Places, including North Miami Beach, Ojus, Ives Estates, Pembroke Park, 
and Hallandale Beach. It connects to SR 860/Miami Gardens Drive, an important east-west 
facility within northern Miami-Dade County.  
 
It should be noted that the greater I-95/SR 9 corridor is part of Florida's Strategic Intermodal 
System (SIS) highway network and is a designated state hurricane evacuation route. In addition, 
I-95/SR 9 serves a critical role in facilitating the north-south movement of traffic in southeast 
Florida as one of two major expressways (Florida's Turnpike being the other) that connect the 
major employment centers and residential areas between Miami-Dade, Broward, and Palm 
Beach Counties. The corridor traverses dense urban areas with predominantly commercial and 
residential uses, including downtown Miami. 
 
Overall, the project will offer enhanced mobility options for motorists and transit users as it will 
provide additional capacity along the I-95/SR 9 corridor throughout northern Miami-Dade 
County. Consistent with the existing managed lanes system on I-95/SR 9, the additional express 
lanes are anticipated to operate using variable toll pricing based on congestion to optimize traffic 
flow. 
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Figure 1: Project Location Map 
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1.1 Purpose and Scope 

 
The following supports the Purpose and Need for this study, which was screened through the 
FDOT projects ETDM Programming tool: 
 

 Address the deficient operational capacity and relieve existing/future congestion along 
the I-95/SR 9 corridor 

 Preserve the operational integrity and regional functionality of I-95/SR 9 (and, therefore, 
the regional transportation network) by complementing similar corridor improvements 
throughout Miami-Dade, Broward, and Palm Beach Counties 

 Enhance emergency evacuation and response times 
 

1.2 Available Data 

 
Table 1-1 lists the key available documents and data which were used to support this report’s 
analysis. 
 

Table 1-1: Available Documents and Data
Document Date Source/By

Financial Project ID 422796-1-52-01 and 422796-2-52-01 2011 Metric Engineering
Topographic Survey --- FDOT

 
 
This data was made available by FDOT District 6. 
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2  Project Alternatives  
 

2.1 No-Build Alternative 
 
The No-Build Alternative proposes to keep the existing corridor into the future without other 
improvements, except for routine maintenance. Planned and approved adjacent projects in the 
area (both to the south at the Golden Glades Interchange and to the north in Broward County) 
are considered, without any proposed changes within the limits of this project. No traffic 
capacity, operation, safety, mobility, or evacuation improvements would be implemented to the 
I-95 mainline, the Express Lanes, or the two arterials within the study area. The effect of the No-
Build Alternative includes the continuation of existing delays and congested traffic conditions. 
Also, since travel demand and truck traffic are projected to increase over the next 20 years, 
given the continued growth expected in this area of Miami-Dade County, under this alternative, 
congestion and delay will worsen; levels of service on the arterials will deteriorate; and no 
related environmental impacts, such as traffic noise levels, will be addressed. The No-Build 
Alternative will not require any acquisition of right-of-way and it will not impact any parks or trail 
access. This alternative is considered to be a viable alternative to serve as a baseline 
comparison against the proposed Build Alternatives (See Appendix A for the No-Build 
Alternative Drainage Maps).  
 

2.2 Build Alternatives 
 
Build Alternative #1 will provide two express lanes throughout the entire corridor; will add one 
additional general use lane in each direction; will reconfigure the SR 860/Miami Gardens Drive 
interchange; will provide a Diverging Diamond Interchange configuration at CR 854/Ives Dairy 
Road; will maintain at-grade access to I-95 from SR 860/Miami Gardens Drive; will add bicycle 
lanes and sidewalks along SR 860/Miami Gardens Drive; and will add an eastbound through 
lane, bicycle lanes, and one sidewalk along CR 854/Ives Dairy Road (see Appendix B for the 
Build Alternative #1 Drainage Maps). 
 
Build Alternative #2 will provide two express lanes throughout the entire corridor; will add one 
additional general use lane in each direction; will introduce braided ramp bridge access for the 
express lanes; will reconfigure the SR 860/Miami Gardens Drive interchange, including the 
addition of second level bridges; will provide a Single Point Urban Interchange configuration at 
CR 854/Ives Dairy Road; will provide grade-separated bridge access to I-95 from SR 860/Miami 
Gardens Drive; will add bicycle lanes and sidewalks along SR 860/Miami Gardens Drive; and 
will add an eastbound through lane, bicycle lanes, and two sidewalks along CR 854/Ives Dairy 
Road (see Appendix C for the Build Alternative #2 Drainage Maps). 
 
Build Alternative #3 will provide two express lanes throughout the entire corridor; will add one 
additional general use lane in each direction; will introduce braided ramp bridge access for the 
express lanes; will reconfigure the SR 860/Miami Gardens Drive interchange; will provide a 
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Diverging Diamond Interchange configuration at CR 854/Ives Dairy Road; will provide grade-
separated bridge access to I-95 from SR 860/Miami Gardens Drive; will add bicycle lanes and 
sidewalks along SR 860/Miami Gardens Drive; and will add an eastbound through lane, bicycle 
lanes, and one sidewalk along CR 854/Ives Dairy Road (see Appendix D for the Build 
Alternative #3 Drainage Maps). 
 
It must be noted that no off-system roadway/drainage improvements are being proposed in 
Broward County.  Work in Broward County is limited to the I-95 right-of-way.  Off-system 
roadway/drainage improvements are proposed only in Miami-Dade County to include CR 
854/Ives Dairy Road and NE 5th Avenue. 
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3 DRAINAGE SYSTEM IMPROVEMENTS 

 
The project is mostly located in unincorporated Miami-Dade County with smaller portions 
located in the City of North Miami Beach, City of Hallandale Beach, and the Town of Pembroke 
Park, the latter two of which are municipalities within Broward County. The project is also within 
the jurisdictional boundary of the South Florida Water Management District (SFWMD) and 
Miami-Dade County Department of Regulatory and Economic Resources (DRER), and Broward 
County Environmental Protection and Growth Management Department (EPGMD). 
 
SFWMD and DRER have established several criteria for water quality, depending on the 
proposed type of stormwater treatment facility. Existing facilities provide water quality treatment 
and attenuation of roadway runoff via dry and wet detention/retention ponds. All proposed 
stormwater management facilities will provide the necessary water quality treatment volume and 
limit the post-development peak discharge rate into the Biscayne Canal (C-8), Snake Creek 
Canal (C-9), the Oleta River, and the Intracoastal Waterway to the pre-development peak 
discharge rate. Water quality treatment and discharge attenuation will be provided via existing 
and proposed dry and wet detention/retention ponds, French Drains, and EcoVault Structures - 
or approved equal (see Appendix F).  EcoVault Structures - or approved equal are required to 
supplement the provided water quality treatment due to the limited right-of-way within the project 
limits available for retention areas, and any areas of poor soil infiltration rates for any proposed 
French drains.  Also, French drains will not be permitted to be located within areas of known 
contamination as per the CSER.  It must be noted that a Water Use Permit will be required from 
the SFWMD for dewatering activities that will be necessary for the construction of the EcoVault 
structures (or approved equal). 
 
Based on the conceptual drainage design evaluation for the proposed improvements, the 
stormwater management facilities (including swales, detention/retention areas and ponds, 
French drains, and EcoVault Structures - or approved equal) will meet FDOT drainage criteria 
as well as SFWMD permit criteria (see Appendix E). The improvements will have no negative 
drainage impacts to the surrounding areas and the proposed stormwater management facilities 
will have the capacity to adequately treat and attenuate roadway runoff within the project limits. 
Therefore, water quality impacts to downstream receiving waters are not anticipated to occur. 
 
 

3.1 Description of Drainage Systems 

 
System 1 – I-95/SR 9 From the Begin Project to Approx. 200’ South of Miami Gardens Dr. 
 
Stormwater runoff will be directed towards the south via a closed storm sewer network and into 
the Golden Glades Interchange drainage systems, which are currently being proposed for 
improvement and are to be constructed prior to this subject project.  The Golden Glades 
Interchange drainage systems will consist of interconnected dry retention ponds and French 
drains, with an emergency overflow into the SFWMD Biscayne Canal (C-8).  All water quality 
and pre-post attenuation criteria requirements are being designed into the Golden Glades 
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Interchange drainage systems, and will be provided entirely within the interconnected dry 
retention ponds and French drains within the interchange itself.  This drainage system is located 
within the SFWMD C-8 Drainage Basin (see Appendix H).  This drainage concept will be the 
same for Build Alternatives 1, 2, and 3, with the only differences being the total length of French 
drains and the number and locations of retention ponds (refer to Tables 3-1, 3-2, and 3-3 
below). 
 
 
 
System 2 – I-95/SR9 From Approx. 200’ South of Miami Gardens Dr. to Miami Gardens Dr. 
 
Stormwater runoff from this drainage system will be routed into a series of proposed French 
drains and EcoVault Structures - or approved equal for both water quality and pre-post 
attenuation.  The proposed French drain and EcoVault Structures – or approved equal will be 
designed to be able to handle 100% of the stormwater runoff with no emergency overflow 
provided.  There is no physical room with the right-of-way for any wet or dry retention ponds or 
swales and as such, French drains are the only viable method for disposal of the stormwater 
runoff.  This drainage system is located within the SFWMD C-9 East Drainage Basin (see 
Appendix H). This drainage concept will be the same for Build Alternatives 1, 2, and 3, with the 
only differences being the total length of French drains and the number and locations of 
retention ponds (refer to Tables 3-1, 3-2, and 3-3 below). 
 
 
System 3 – I-95/SR9 From Miami Gardens Dr. to Snake Creek Canal (C-9) 
 
Stormwater runoff will be directed towards the infield areas within the I-95/Miami Gardens Drive 
Interchange, which will act as dry retention ponds and be able to provide for the required water 
quality and pre-post attenuation prior to discharge through an EcoVault Structure – or approved 
equal and over an emergency overflow weir into the SFWMD Snake Creek Canal (C-9).  In 
addition, the capacity of the interchange infield areas will be increased through the use of 
proposed French drains in spot areas in order to ensure that all of the water quality and pre-post 
attenuation criteria are adhered to.  This drainage system is located within the SFWMD C-9 East 
Drainage Basin (see Appendix H). This drainage concept will be the same for Build Alternatives 
1, 2, and 3, with the only differences being the total length of French drains and the number and 
locations of retention ponds (refer to Tables 3-1, 3-2, and 3-3 below). 
 
 
System 4 – I-95/SR9 From Snake Creek Canal (C-9) to Ives Dairy Rd. 
 
Stormwater runoff will be routed into roadside swales and dry retention interchange infield areas 
within the Ives Dairy Road Interchange for water quality and stormwater attenuation treatment.  
The capacity of these roadside swales and interchange infield areas will need to be 
supplemented by proposed French drain and EcoVault Structures – or approved equal in order 
to be able to meet the applicable water quality and attenuation criteria.  An emergency outfall 
into the existing lake located in the southeast quadrant of the I-95/Ives Dairy Road Interchange 
will be provided for disposition of the excess stormwater runoff.  This drainage system is located 
within the SFWMD C-9 East Drainage Basin (see Appendix H). This drainage concept will be 
the same for Build Alternatives 1, 2, and 3, with the only differences being the total length of 
French drains and the number and locations of retention ponds (refer to Tables 3-1, 3-2, and 3-3 
below).  It must be noted that in the pre-development conditions, offsite areas adjacent to and 
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located along the east side of I-95 drain towards I-95, and are routed towards the south 
(towards the C-9 Canal) and towards the north (towards the existing lake in the southeast 
quadrant of the I-95/Ives Dairy Road Interchange) via an existing roadside ditch.  The proposed 
widening of I-95, in particular for Alternative 2 and 3, will encroach upon and eliminate this 
existing roadside ditch.  As a result, additional right-of-way will need to be acquired in order to 
replace this ditch and be able to maintain these existing flow patterns.  This additional required 
right-of-way is shown on the Drainage Maps included in Appendices C and D of this report. 
 
 
System 5 – I-95/SR9 From Ives Dairy Rd. to the End Project 
 
Stormwater runoff will be routed directly onto swales adjacent to I-95 which will act as dry 
retention areas for the treatment of water quality and pre-post attenuation.  In addition, due to 
limited right-of-way, proposed French drain and EcoVault Structures – or approved equal will be 
added in order to supplement the capacity of the roadside swales and be able to meet all water 
quality and pre-post attenuation requirements.  No emergency outfall will be provided for this 
drainage system.  This drainage system is located within the SFWMD C-9 East Drainage Basin 
(see Appendix H). This drainage concept will be the same for Build Alternatives 1, 2, and 3, with 
the only differences being the total length of French drains and the number and locations of 
retention ponds (refer to Tables 3-1, 3-2, and 3-3 below). 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 

TABLE 3-1
BUILD ALTERNATIVE 1 - DRAINAGE SUMMARY

TOTAL IMPERVIOUS PERVIOUS REQUIRED WQ TOTAL WQ
DRAINAGE DRAINAGE DRAINAGE WQ PROVIDED LENGTH OF PROVIDED ECOVAULT

DRAINAGE AREA AREA AREA VOLUME BY PONDS FRENCH DRAIN BY FD STRUCTURES
SYSTEM (ACRES) (ACRES) (ACRES) (AC-FT) (AC-FT) (FT.) (AC-FT) REQUIRED?

1 15.977 14.918 1.059 3.1079 3.1080 0 0.0000 N/A (1)
2 10.490 9.935 0.555 2.0698 0.0000 792 0.3021 YES
3 26.824 18.546 8.278 3.8638 7.3750 515 0.1964 YES
4 91.622 57.483 34.139 11.9756 12.8260 1858 0.7086 YES
5 61.136 36.653 24.483 7.6360 6.5090 551 0.2101 YES

(1) BMP's will be designed and constructed by others as part
       of the Golden Glades Reconstruction Project.
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TABLE 3-2
BUILD ALTERNATIVE 2 - DRAINAGE SUMMARY

TOTAL IMPERVIOUS PERVIOUS REQUIRED WQ TOTAL WQ
DRAINAGE DRAINAGE DRAINAGE WQ PROVIDED LENGTH OF PROVIDED ECOVAULT

DRAINAGE AREA AREA AREA VOLUME BY PONDS FRENCH DRAIN BY FD STRUCTURES
SYSTEM (ACRES) (ACRES) (ACRES) (AC-FT) (AC-FT) (FT.) (AC-FT) REQUIRED?

1 16.075 15.281 0.794 3.1835 3.1840 0 0.0000 N/A (1)
2 10.858 9.823 1.035 2.0465 0.0000 899 0.3429 YES
3 44.327 32.401 11.926 6.7502 5.7550 788 0.3005 YES
4 93.121 71.802 21.319 14.9588 1.9650 1097 0.4184 YES
5 60.636 43.023 17.613 8.9631 3.1460 1096 0.4180 YES

(1) BMP's will be designed and constructed by others as part
       of the Golden Glades Reconstruction Project.

TABLE 3-3
BUILD ALTERNATIVE 3 - DRAINAGE SUMMARY

TOTAL IMPERVIOUS PERVIOUS REQUIRED WQ TOTAL WQ
DRAINAGE DRAINAGE DRAINAGE WQ PROVIDED LENGTH OF PROVIDED ECOVAULT

DRAINAGE AREA AREA AREA VOLUME BY PONDS FRENCH DRAIN BY FD STRUCTURES
SYSTEM (ACRES) (ACRES) (ACRES) (AC-FT) (AC-FT) (FT.) (AC-FT) REQUIRED?

1 16.087 15.344 0.743 3.1967 3.1970 0 0.0000 N/A (1)
2 11.403 10.421 0.982 2.1710 0.0000 1130 0.4310 YES
3 48.545 35.420 13.125 7.3792 6.1650 788 0.3005 YES
4 106.243 80.444 25.799 16.7592 10.2370 1667 0.6358 YES
5 61.669 43.131 18.538 8.9856 0.9700 3093 1.1797 YES

(1) BMP's will be designed and constructed by others as part
       of the Golden Glades Reconstruction Project.
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4 DESIGN CRITERIA AND PARAMETERS 

 
This section outlines the FDOT District 6, South Florida Water Management District (SFWMD), 
and Miami-Dade County Department of Regulatory and Economic Resources (DRER) 
stormwater quantity and quality criteria applicable to the proposed drainage systems. The 
criteria and parameters outlined in this section are derived from the existing SFWMD Permit No. 
85-00070-S (see Appendix L), applicable published regulations, permit design manuals, and 
design standards. 
 

4.1 Design High Water Elevation 

 
The design high water elevation for most projects within Miami-Dade County is typically derived 
from the Public Works Department Design Standard W.C. 2.2, which is determined from the 
average October groundwater level data available from 1960 to 1975.  Design Standard W.C. 
2.2 shows the wet season groundwater elevation within the 2.5 ft-NGVD (0.92 ft-NAVD) 
elevation contour (see Appendix H).  This project is considered to be located within an inland 
area.  As a result, the Design High Water Elevation is not tidally influenced. 
 

4.2 Stormwater Quantity Criteria 

 
The stormwater quantity criteria are to be based on the most stringent requirement between the 
FDOT, SFWMD, and DRER criteria.  The FDOT Drainage Manual and applicable Design 
Handbooks’ requirements, which are typically more stringent than the DRER’s criteria outlined in 
the Policy for Design of Drainage Structures in Miami-Dade County (December 1980), are to be 
implemented where applicable.  The FDOT District 6 has also implemented more stringent 
requirements than outlined in the Drainage Manual because of the unique hydrologic, 
hydrogeologic, and drainage conditions present in Miami-Dade County.  These requirements 
are documented in the ICPR Applications Manual. 
 

4.2.1 Design Storms 

 
The FDOT Drainage Manual requires that drainage systems for those other than interstate 
facilities be designed for a 3-year frequency design storm. However, FDOT District 6 has 
implemented a local policy to design all non-interstate facilities for a 10-year critical design 
storm.  Therefore, the drainage systems for the proposed improvements are to be designed for 
a 10-year frequency design storm of critical duration.    
 
FDOT also requires that proposed drainage systems meet the offsite discharge requirements 
outlined in Chapter 14-86 Florida Administrative Code (FAC).  The offsite discharge criteria 
outlined in Chapter 14-86 is based on a critical storm frequency analysis including storm events 
with 2 to 100 year frequency, and 1-hour to 10-day duration. In order to streamline the analysis, 
FDOT District 6 has limited the analysis to a total of seven design storm events, which have 
been proven to be the critical storms in designing drainage systems in South Florida.  FDOT 
District 6 prefers that peak stages during the 10-year event of critical duration not exceed the 
lowest grate elevation within a given basin.  The design storm events listed in Table 4-1 are to 
be used in the proposed drainage system analysis and design for the proposed improvements. 
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Per SFWMD requirements, the 25 year – 72 hour rainfall event must also be examined to 
analyze the post-development discharge rate for this project.  
 
 

Table 4-1: Design Storm Events
Design Storm Event

10 year - 1 hour
10 year - 8 hour
10 year - 24 hour
25 year - 72 hour
100 year - 1 hour
100 year - 8 hour

100 year - 24 hour

 

4.2.2 Rainfall Depth 

 
The rainfall depth is the total amount of precipitation over the duration of a rainfall or design 
storm event.  The rainfall depths for the 10 and 100 year design storm events included in Table 
4-2 are based on the Zone 10 rainfall intensity-duration-frequency curves included in the FDOT 
Drainage Manual.  The 25 year – 72 hour rainfall depth is based on the depth published in the 
SFWMD Applicants Handbook Volume II. Table 4-2 details the storm events and their 
respective rainfall. 
 

Table 4-2: Design Storm Events & Rainfall Depths
Design Storm Event Rainfall Depth (inches)

10 year - 1 hour 3.55
10 year - 8 hour 6.80
10 year - 24 hour 8.88
25 year - 72 hour 13.00
100 year - 1 hour 5.10
100 year - 8 hour 9.60

100 year - 24 hour 13.44

 

4.2.3 Rainfall Distribution & Peak Factor  

 
The design event rainfall distribution defines how the rainfall depth is distributed throughout the 
storm event.  The distributions to be used in the analysis of the drainage systems, which are 
also indicated in the FDOT District 6 ICPR Applications Manual, are shown in Table 4-3. 
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Table 4-3: Rainfall Distributions

Design Storm Event Rainfall Distribution
10 year - 1 hour FDOT 1-hour
10 year - 8 hour FDOT 8-hour
10 year - 24 hour FDOT 24-hour
25 year - 72 hour SFWMD 72-hour
100 year - 1 hour FDOT 1-hour
100 year - 8 hour FDOT 8-hour

100 year - 24 hour FDOT 24-hour

 
A unit hydrograph is a normalized storm hydrograph for one-inch of rainfall excess distributed 
uniformly over the watershed at a constant rate during a specific design period.  The peak rate 
factor (K) is used to reflect the effect of storage on hydrograph shape.  For the location of the 
study area, a unit hydrograph with a peak rate factor of 256 is to be used as recommended in 
the SFWMD Applicants Handbook, Volume II. 
 
 

4.2.4 Spread 

 
Table 4-4: FDOT Spread Criteria

The spread resulting from a rainfall intensity of 4.0 inches per hour shall be l imited as follows:
Typical Section Condition Design Speed (mph) Spread Criteria*
Parking Lane or Full Width All No Encroachment

Shoulders
Design Speed <= 45 Keep 1/2 of lane clear

All Other 45 < Design Speed <= 55 Keep 8' of lane clear
Design Speed > 55 No encroachment

*The criteria in this column applies to travel, turn, or auxiliary lanes adjacent to barrier wall or
curb, in normal or super elevated sections.
 
 
The spread, or ponded width, of runoff at an inlet location is a geometric function of the cross 
sectional geometry, the longitudinal pavement/gutter slope, and the total runoff of the 
contributing basin(s). 
 
 

4.3 Stormwater Quality Criteria 

 
The design high water elevation for most projects within Miami-Dade County is typically derived 
from the Public Works Department Design Standard W.C. 2.2, which is determined from the 
average October groundwater level data available from 1960 to 1975.  Design Standard W.C. 
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2.2 shows the wet season groundwater elevation within the 2.5 ft-NGVD (0.92 ft-NAVD) 
elevation contour.  
 
The SFWMD requires that all projects meet state water quality standards, as set forth in Chapter 
17-302, Florida Administrative Code (FAC).  To assure that these criteria are met, the Project 
must meet the following volumetric retention/detention requirements, as describe in the SFWMD 
Permit Volume IV: 
 
1. For wet detention systems, the first inch of runoff from the project or the total runoff from 

2.5 inches times the percent impervious, whichever is greater, must be detained on-site.  
A wet detention system is a system that maintains the control elevation below one foot 
from the seasonal high groundwater elevation and does not bleed-down more than one-
half inch of detention volume in 24 hours. 

 
2. Dry detention systems must only provide 75 percent of the required wet detention 

volume.  Dry detention systems must maintain the control elevation at least one foot 
above the seasonal high groundwater elevation. 

 
3. Retention systems must only provide 50 percent of the wet detention volume. 
 
4. For projects with more than 50 percent of imperviousness, discharge to the receiving 

water bodies must be made through baffles, skimmers, or other mechanisms suitable of 
preventing oil and grease from discharging to / or from the retention / detention areas. 

 
DRER also requires that all projects meet the state water quality standards.  To assure that this 
criteria is met, 100 percent of the first inch of runoff must be retained on-site.  The volume is 
equivalent to retaining one inch of runoff from the furthest hydrologic point in the project.  The 
methodology for estimating this volume is outlined in DRER’s Policy for Design of Drainage 
Structures as follows: 
 
V   =   60 C i A Tt 
 
Where: 
 V = Required stormwater quality volume [cubic feet] 
 C = Runoff coefficient [dimensionless] 
 i  = Storm intensity [inches per hour] 
 A = Total tributary area [acres] 
 Tt = Duration of storm whose runoff is polluted and contaminated [minutes] 
     = T1” + Tc 
 

Where: 
                               2940 F –0.11 
T1”  =    
                308.5 C – 60.5 (0.5895 + F –0.67) 

 
Where: 
 F = Storm frequency [years] 
 C = Runoff coefficient 
 

 Tc = Time of concentration [minutes] 
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 i = Storm intensity [inches per hour] 
 
                                  308.5 

i  =  
                48.6 F –0.11 + Tt (0.5895 + F –0.67) 
 

Where: 
 F = Storm frequency [years] 
 Tt = Duration of storm whose runoff is polluted and contaminated [minutes] 

 
For the subject project, DRER requires that the one-inch of runoff be retained for a rainfall event 
with a 10-year frequency. 
 
For the proposed drainage design, the more stringent criteria of either the SFWMD or Miami-
Dade County DRER will be used. 
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4.4 FEMA Floodplain Compensation 

 
The Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) has produced Flood Insurance Rate 
Maps (FIRM) showing the locations of floodplains throughout the United States.  A copy of the 
FIRM for the project areas are included in Appendix I of this report.  In order to ensure that 
proposed developments do not adversely affect the flood levels of adjacent properties, it is 
required to compensate for any reduction in the storage capacity of the Base Floodplain (100 
year floodplain) with an equivalent amount of storage elsewhere within the same floodplain. 
 
The project lies within FEMA 100-year floodplain, within Zones AE, AH, and X with base flood 
elevations. Given the significant increase in storage within the corridor for stormwater 
management, there is no anticipated adverse floodplain impacts associated with this project. 
The modifications to the drainage systems due to this project are not anticipated to result in a 
significant change in capacity to carry floodwater, with minimal to no increase in flood heights 
and flood limits. Floodplain compensation analysis is included in Appendix J of this report. 
 

4.5 FDEP Nutrient Loading 

 
The Florida Department of Environmental Protection (FDEP) has recently adopted a rule 
change to its policy on nutrient loading.  The new rule, which still needs to be ratified by the 
legislature to become effective, requires all stormwater treatment systems to provide a level of 
treatment sufficient to accomplish the greater of the following nutrient load reduction criteria: 

 
a) an 80 percent reduction of the average annual loading of total phosphorus (TP) and a 
55 percent reduction in the average annual loading of total nitrogen (TN) from the 
proposed project; or 
 
b) a reduction such that the post-development condition average annual loading of 
nutrients does not exceed the pre-development condition nutrient loading 

 
Calculations showing adherence to this requirement is presented in Appendix K of this report.  
However, since this PD&E study will be completed before June 28, 2026, the Environmental 
Resource Permit Applicant’s Handbook Volume 2 will be used as the controlling criteria for this 
PD&E study. 
 

4.6 Outfall Openings 

 
Any outfalls with openings of 7 inches (Miami-Dade County Criteria) / 8 inches or greater but 
less than 96 inches included as part of the drainage system (SFWMD Criteria) must include 
manatee grating.  
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5 ADHERENCE TO DESIGN CRITERIA AND PROJECT LIMITATIONS 

 
Due to the nature of this phase of the project, there was limited data available to conduct an in-
depth drainage analysis.  Roadway Profiles, Roadway Cross Sections, Proposed DTM, and 
Percolation Tests were not available during this project phase.  As a result, certain assumptions 
needed to be made in order to establish a baseline design and criteria for the ultimate final 
drainage design.  One percolation test from a previous design project within the Miami Gardens 
Drive Interchange (see Appendix G) was used as an assumed infiltration rate for the entire 
subject project corridor.  In addition, the physical locations and dimensions of the proposed 
retention areas, French drains, and EcoVault Structures – or approved equal were established 
based solely on a horizontal plan view design of the project. 
 
Preliminary drainage calculations conducted with the above stated limitations for all three build 
alternatives indicates that the available physical space to place retention areas and French 
drains will not suffice to be able to meet the required water quality and nutrient loading criteria.  
As a result, we are proposing the use of EcoVault Structures – or approved equal in order to 
make up for any shortcomings in meeting these criteria.  The exact placement and sizes of 
these EcoVault Structures – or approved equal will be determined during the final design phase 
of the drainage when a more complete set of information (such as percolation tests, roadway 
profiles, and roadway cross sections) are available.  Based upon the functionality and capacity 
of EcoVault Structures – or approved equal, this is not an unreasonable assumption.   
 
The Snake Creek, Oleta River and the receiving Intracoastal Waterway are all listed as impaired 
waterbodies (WBID 3283, 3226L and 3226G1/G2/G3/H/H1/H3/L/M2) for fecal, copper and 
nutrients.  No degradation of existing water quality is anticipated as a result of this project, and 
water quality discharge will be met prior to discharge. 
 
SFWMD, FDOT, and Miami-Dade County DRER drainage criteria are anticipated to be met for 
water quality and quantity criteria through the use of existing and proposed dry and wet 
detention/retention ponds, French drains, and EcoVault structures. 
 
 

6 DRAINAGE RELATED PERMITS 

 
It must be noted that in all likelihood, dewatering activities will be required for the installation of 
the EcoVault Structures – or approved equal.  As a result, a Water Use Permit from the SFWMD 
will be required for the dewatering activities. 
 
A SFWMD Right-of-Way Occupancy Use Permit / USACE Section 408 Approval is required for 
temporary use/access & staging and temporary/permanent installations within the SFWMD C-9 
(Snake Creek) Canal. 
 
A SFWMD ERP will be required for proposed roadway capacity widening and drainage 
improvements under the proposed build alternatives. 
 

16



A Class V Construction Dewatering Permit will be applied for and obtained by the awarded
contractor if construction dewatering is needed for proposed improvements for off-system work
including along CR 854/Ives Dairy Road and NE 5th Avenue.

Either a Class II or a Class VI Drainage Discharge Permit from the Miami-Dade County DRER
will be required for off-system drainage improvements.

Dredge and Fill impacts within the C-9 (Snapper Creek) Canal below the top-of-bank (TOB) will
require a federal USACE Section 404 Dredge and Fill Permit.

Note that a separate USACE Nationwide Permit and early coordination with the FDOT D6
Environmental Permits Office is required to address geotechnical activities proposed with
surface waters (below the MHWL/OHWL/controlled water elevation/etc.).

A National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) Stormwater Construction Generic
Permit (CGP) for stormwater discharge from large and small construction activities will need to
be obtained from the FDEP.
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APPENDIX A

No-Build Alternative Drainage Maps
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APPENDIX B

Build Alternative #1 Drainage Maps
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APPENDIX E

Water Quality Calculations



SFWMD CRITERIA DRER CRITERIA TREATMENT TREATMENT
WATER TREATMENT TREATMENT TREATMENT OUTFALL TYPE VOLUME VOLUME

MANAGEMENT VOL. REQD. VOL. REQD. VOL. REQD. TREATMENT TREATMENT RECEIVING TYPE OF PROVIDED PROVIDED BY
AREA WET DET. DRY DET. RETENTION VOL. REQD. VOL. REQD. WATER SFWMD TREATMENT BY PONDS FRENCH DRAIN
(AC) (AC-FT) (AC-FT) (AC-FT) (AC-FT) (AC-FT) BODY BASIN PROVIDED (AC-FT) (AC.-FT.)

NO-BUILD ALTERNATIVE
SYSTEM 1 15.607 13.371 2.236 0.000 0.000 85.67 2.7856 2.0892 1.3928 2.1452 2.7856 C-8 CANAL C-8 BASIN RETENTION PONDS (WITHIN THE ADJACENT GOLDEN GLADES INTERCHANGE) 2.7856 0.0000
SYSTEM 2 9.671 7.683 1.988 0.000 0.000 79.44 1.6006 1.2005 0.8003 1.2912 1.6006 N/A - 100% RETENTION C-9 EAST BASIN N/A 0.0000 0.0000
SYSTEM 3 31.979 14.433 17.546 0.000 6.378 45.13 3.0069 2.2552 1.5034 3.5849 3.5849 C-9 CANAL C-9 EAST BASIN RETENTION PONDS 6.3790 0.0000
SYSTEM 4 82.923 35.814 47.109 0.000 12.523 43.19 7.4613 5.5959 3.7306 9.1974 9.1974 EXIST. LAKE C-9 EAST BASIN RETENTION PONDS 12.5220 0.0000
SYSTEM 5 56.037 29.401 26.636 0.000 5.027 52.47 6.1252 4.5939 3.0626 6.5349 6.5349 N/A - 100% RETENTION C-9 EAST BASIN RETENTION PONDS 5.0260 0.0000

SFWMD C-8 BASIN TOTALS: 15.607 13.371 2.236 0.000 0.000 85.67 2.7856 2.0892 1.3928 2.1452 2.7856 C-8 CANAL C-8 BASIN RETENTION PONDS (WITHIN THE ADJACENT GOLDEN GLADES INTERCHANGE) 2.7856 0.0000
SFWMD C-9 EAST BASIN TOTALS: 180.610 87.331 93.279 0.000 23.928 48.35 18.1940 13.6455 9.0970 20.6084 20.9179 C-9 CANAL C-9 EAST BASIN RETENTION PONDS 23.9270 0.0000

BUILD ALTERNATIVE #1
SYSTEM 1 15.977 14.918 1.059 1.547 0.000 93.37 3.1079 2.3309 1.5540 2.2741 3.1079 C-8 CANAL C-8 BASIN RETENTION PONDS (WITHIN THE ADJACENT GOLDEN GLADES INTERCHANGE) 3.1079 0.0000
SYSTEM 2 10.490 9.935 0.555 2.252 0.000 94.71 2.0698 1.5523 1.0349 1.5020 2.0698 N/A - 100% RETENTION C-9 EAST BASIN FRENCH DRAINS 0.0000 0.3021
SYSTEM 3 26.824 18.546 8.278 4.113 5.675 69.14 3.8638 2.8978 1.9319 3.4071 3.8638 C-9 CANAL C-9 EAST BASIN RETENTION PONDS 7.3750 0.1964
SYSTEM 4 91.622 57.483 34.139 15.113 7.327 62.74 11.9756 8.9817 5.9878 11.2700 11.9756 EXIST. LAKE C-9 EAST BASIN RETENTION PONDS AND FRENCH DRAINS 12.8260 0.7086
SYSTEM 5 61.136 36.653 24.483 2.107 5.239 59.95 7.6360 5.7270 3.8180 7.4137 7.6360 N/A - 100% RETENTION C-9 EAST BASIN RETENTION PONDS AND FRENCH DRAINS 6.5090 0.2101

SFWMD C-8 BASIN TOTALS: 15.977 14.918 1.059 1.547 0.000 93.372 3.108 2.331 1.554 2.274 3.108 C-8 CANAL C-8 BASIN RETENTION PONDS (WITHIN THE ADJACENT GOLDEN GLADES INTERCHANGE) 3.1079 0.0000
SFWMD C-9 EAST BASIN TOTALS: 190.072 122.617 67.455 23.585 18.241 286.541 25.545 19.159 12.773 23.593 25.545 C-9 CANAL C-9 EAST BASIN RETENTION PONDS, FRENCH DRAINS, AND ECO VAULT STRUCTURE 26.7100 1.4172

BUILD ALTERNATIVE #2
SYSTEM 1 16.075 15.281 0.794 1.910 0.000 95.06 3.1835 2.3877 1.5918 2.3054 3.1835 C-8 CANAL C-8 BASIN RETENTION PONDS (WITHIN THE ADJACENT GOLDEN GLADES INTERCHANGE) 3.1835 0.0000
SYSTEM 2 10.858 9.823 1.035 2.140 0.000 90.47 2.0465 1.5348 1.0232 1.5255 2.0465 N/A - 100% RETENTION C-9 EAST BASIN FRENCH DRAINS 0.0000 0.3429
SYSTEM 3 44.327 32.401 11.926 6.950 5.755 73.10 6.7502 5.0627 3.3751 5.7405 6.7502 C-9 CANAL C-9 EAST BASIN RETENTION PONDS AND FRENCH DRAINS 5.7550 0.3005
SYSTEM 4 93.121 71.802 21.319 29.163 1.965 77.11 14.9588 11.2191 7.4794 12.2950 14.9588 EXIST. LAKE C-9 EAST BASIN RETENTION PONDS AND FRENCH DRAINS 1.9650 0.4184
SYSTEM 5 60.636 43.023 17.613 9.092 3.147 70.95 8.9631 6.7223 4.4816 7.7708 8.9631 N/A - 100% RETENTION C-9 EAST BASIN RETENTION PONDS AND FRENCH DRAINS 3.1460 0.4180

SFWMD C-8 BASIN TOTALS: 16.075 15.281 0.794 1.910 0.000 95.061 3.184 2.388 1.592 2.305 3.184 C-8 CANAL C-8 BASIN RETENTION PONDS (WITHIN THE ADJACENT GOLDEN GLADES INTERCHANGE) 3.1835 0.0000
SFWMD C-9 EAST BASIN TOTALS: 208.942 157.049 51.893 47.345 10.866 311.622 32.719 24.539 16.359 27.332 32.719 C-9 CANAL C-9 EAST BASIN RETENTION PONDS, FRENCH DRAINS, AND ECO VAULT STRUCTURE 10.8660 1.4798

BUILD ALTERNATIVE #3
SYSTEM 1 16.087 15.344 0.743 1.973 0.000 95.38 3.1967 2.3975 1.5983 2.3104 3.1967 C-8 CANAL C-8 BASIN RETENTION PONDS (WITHIN THE ADJACENT GOLDEN GLADES INTERCHANGE) 3.1967 0.0000
SYSTEM 2 11.403 10.421 0.982 2.738 0.000 91.39 2.1710 1.6283 1.0855 1.6087 2.1710 N/A - 100% RETENTION C-9 EAST BASIN FRENCH DRAINS 0.0000 0.4310
SYSTEM 3 48.545 35.420 13.125 9.104 6.165 72.96 7.3792 5.5344 3.6896 6.2827 7.3792 C-9 CANAL C-9 EAST BASIN RETENTION PONDS AND FRENCH DRAINS 6.1650 0.3005
SYSTEM 4 106.243 80.444 25.799 38.315 10.237 75.72 16.7592 12.5694 8.3796 13.9344 16.7592 EXIST. LAKE C-9 EAST BASIN RETENTION PONDS AND FRENCH DRAINS 10.2370 0.6358
SYSTEM 5 61.669 43.131 18.538 9.157 0.970 69.94 8.9856 6.7392 4.4928 7.8639 8.9856 N/A - 100% RETENTION C-9 EAST BASIN RETENTION PONDS AND FRENCH DRAINS 0.9700 1.1797

SFWMD C-8 BASIN TOTALS: 16.087 15.344 0.743 1.973 0.000 95.381 3.197 2.398 1.598 2.310 3.197 C-8 CANAL C-8 BASIN RETENTION PONDS (WITHIN THE ADJACENT GOLDEN GLADES INTERCHANGE) 3.1967 0.0000
SFWMD C-9 EAST BASIN TOTALS: 227.860 169.416 58.444 59.314 17.372 310.008 35.295 26.471 17.648 29.690 35.295 C-9 CANAL C-9 EAST BASIN RETENTION PONDS, FRENCH DRAINS, AND ECO VAULT STRUCTURE 17.3720 2.5470

WATER QUALITY SUMMARY

DRAINAGE SYSTEM
TOTAL
AREA
(AC)

% IMPER.

TOTAL
IMPER.
AREA
(AC)

TOTAL
PERVIOUS

AREA
(AC)

ADDITIONAL
IMPER. AREA

(AC)



NO-BUILD ALTERNATIVE
DRAINAGE SYSTEM 3

(RETENTION POND WATER QUALITY VOLUME)

ASSUMED
POND

STORAGE STORAGE STORAGE
RETENTION AREA DEPTH VOLUME

POND (ACRES) (FEET) (AC.-FT.)
1 3.421 1 3.421
2 0.638 1 0.638
3 0.939 1 0.939
4 0.217 1 0.217
5 0.185 1 0.185
6 0.979 1 0.979

TOTAL: 6.379



NO-BUILD ALTERNATIVE
DRAINAGE SYSTEM 4

(RETENTION POND WATER QUALITY VOLUME)

ASSUMED
POND

STORAGE STORAGE STORAGE
RETENTION AREA DEPTH VOLUME

POND (ACRES) (FEET) (AC.-FT.)
7 6.212 1 6.212
8 3.167 1 3.167
9 3.143 1 3.143

TOTAL: 12.522



NO-BUILD ALTERNATIVE
DRAINAGE SYSTEM 5

(RETENTION POND WATER QUALITY VOLUME)

ASSUMED
POND

STORAGE STORAGE STORAGE
RETENTION AREA DEPTH VOLUME

POND (ACRES) (FEET) (AC.-FT.)
10 0.359 1 0.359
11 0.806 1 0.806
12 0.692 1 0.692
13 0.500 1 0.500
14 2.669 1 2.669

TOTAL: 5.026



BUILD ALTERNATIVE #1
DRAINAGE SYSTEM 3

(RETENTION POND WATER QUALITY VOLUME)

ASSUMED
POND

STORAGE STORAGE STORAGE
RETENTION AREA DEPTH VOLUME

POND (ACRES) (FEET) (AC.-FT.)
1 3.056 1 3.056
2 2.676 1 2.676
3 1.328 1 1.328
4 0.158 1 0.158
5 0.111 1 0.111
6 0.046 1 0.046

TOTAL: 7.375



BUILD ALTERNATIVE #1
DRAINAGE SYSTEM 4

(RETENTION POND WATER QUALITY VOLUME)

ASSUMED
POND

STORAGE STORAGE STORAGE
RETENTION AREA DEPTH VOLUME

POND (ACRES) (FEET) (AC.-FT.)
7 0.546 1 0.546
8 0.068 1 0.068
9 0.290 1 0.290
10 0.353 1 4.353
11 7.569 1 7.569

TOTAL: 12.826



BUILD ALTERNATIVE #1
DRAINAGE SYSTEM 5

(RETENTION POND WATER QUALITY VOLUME)

ASSUMED
POND

STORAGE STORAGE STORAGE
RETENTION AREA DEPTH VOLUME

POND (ACRES) (FEET) (AC.-FT.)
12 1.355 1 1.355
13 1.168 1 1.168
14 3.986 1 3.986

TOTAL: 6.509



BUILD ALTERNATIVE #2
DRAINAGE SYSTEM 3

(RETENTION POND WATER QUALITY VOLUME)

ASSUMED
POND

STORAGE STORAGE STORAGE
RETENTION AREA DEPTH VOLUME

POND (ACRES) (FEET) (AC.-FT.)
1 3.575 1 3.575
2 0.330 1 0.330
3 0.347 1 0.347
4 1.243 1 1.243
5 0.260 1 0.260

TOTAL: 5.755



BUILD ALTERNATIVE #2
DRAINAGE SYSTEM 4

(RETENTION POND WATER QUALITY VOLUME)

ASSUMED
POND

STORAGE STORAGE STORAGE
RETENTION AREA DEPTH VOLUME

POND (ACRES) (FEET) (AC.-FT.)
6 0.578 1 0.578
7 0.685 1 0.685
8 0.135 1 0.135
9 0.567 1 0.567

TOTAL: 1.965



BUILD ALTERNATIVE #2
DRAINAGE SYSTEM 5

(RETENTION POND WATER QUALITY VOLUME)

ASSUMED
POND

STORAGE STORAGE STORAGE
RETENTION AREA DEPTH VOLUME

POND (ACRES) (FEET) (AC.-FT.)
10 2.461 1 2.461
11 0.343 1 0.343
12 0.342 1 0.342

TOTAL: 3.146



BUILD ALTERNATIVE #3
DRAINAGE SYSTEM 3

(RETENTION POND WATER QUALITY VOLUME)

ASSUMED
POND

STORAGE STORAGE STORAGE
RETENTION AREA DEPTH VOLUME

POND (ACRES) (FEET) (AC.-FT.)
1 2.919 1 2.919
2 1.032 1 1.032
3 0.253 1 0.253
4 0.742 1 0.742
5 0.137 1 0.137
6 0.360 1 0.360
7 0.722 1 0.722

TOTAL: 6.165



BUILD ALTERNATIVE #3
DRAINAGE SYSTEM 4

(RETENTION POND WATER QUALITY VOLUME)

ASSUMED
POND

STORAGE STORAGE STORAGE
RETENTION AREA DEPTH VOLUME

POND (ACRES) (FEET) (AC.-FT.)
8 0.961 1 0.961
9 9.276 1 9.276

TOTAL: 10.237



BUILD ALTERNATIVE #3
DRAINAGE SYSTEM 5

(RETENTION POND WATER QUALITY VOLUME)

ASSUMED
POND

STORAGE STORAGE STORAGE
RETENTION AREA DEPTH VOLUME

POND (ACRES) (FEET) (AC.-FT.)
10 0.030 1 0.030
11 0.648 1 0.648
12 0.292 1 0.292

TOTAL: 0.970



AECOM Made by: JCG Date: 8/10/2023
Checked by: Time: 8:00 AM

I-95 (BUILD ALTERNATIVE #1)
DRAINAGE SYSTEM 2

FRENCH DRAIN WATER QUALITY CALCULATIONS

Total Drainage Area = 10.490 acres.
Impervious Area = 9.935 acres. (C = 0.95 )

Pervious Area = 0.555 acres. (C = 0.25 )

Lowest Inlet Elev. = 3.00 ft. NAVD. (= assumed lowest drainage structure elevation)

Top Elevation

GWT
Inv. Elevation

Bottom Elevation
Width

Proposed Exfiltration Trench:

Top Elevation = 2.50 ft. NAVD
GWT = 0.97 ft. NAVD

Pipe Diameter= 36 inches
Inv. Elevation = -3.83 ft. NAVD

Bottom Elevation = -12.00 ft. NAVD
Width = 5.00 feet.

Length = 792 feet.

Weighted k (0'-10') = 8.00E-05 cfs/sf-ft of head (Percolation Test P-1)
Weighted k (10'-15') = 3.03E-05 cfs/sf-ft of head (Percolation Test P-1)

Safety Factor = 1.0
Design Storm Frequency (Years)= 10

Minimum Time of Concentration (Minutes)= 10.00



WATER QUALITY CALCULATIONS per SFWMD
WET-DETENTION TREATMENT VOLUME = (2.5" x  %impervious AREA or 1" x AREAtotal) + Additional 50%

2.50 inch VOLUME = 3.105 ac.-ft. or 0.383 hectare-meters.
    1 inch VOLUME = 1.311 ac.-ft. or 0.162 hectare-meters.

WET-DETENTION VOLUMEtrmt = 3.105 ac.-ft. or 0.383 hectare-meters.

DRY-DETENTION VOLUMEtrmt =  WET-DETENTION VOLUME   x 75.00%
DRY-DETENTION VOLUMEtrmt = 2.329 ac.-ft. or 0.287 hectare-meters.

RETENTION VOLUMEtrmt =  WET-DETENTION VOLUME   x 50.00%
RETENTION VOLUMEtrmt = 1.552 ac.-ft. or 0.192 hectare-meters.

TREATMENT VOLUME REQUIRED:
Vtrmt = 1.552 ac.-ft. or 0.192 hectare-meters.

BASIN DESIGN INFORMATION per DRER
TOTAL DRAINAGE AREA = 4.245 hectares or 10.490 acres.

TOTAL IMPERVIOUS DRAINAGE AREA = 4.021 hectares or 9.935 acres.
IMPERVIOUS RUNOFF COEFFICIENT = 0.95
TOTAL PERVIOUS DRAINAGE AREA = 0.225 hectares or 0.555 acres.

PERVIOUS RUNOFF COEFFICIENT = 0.25

SUB-BASIN DRAINAGE AREA = 4.245 hectares or 10.490 acres.

SUB-BASIN IMPERVIOUS DRAINAGE AREA = 4.021 hectares or 9.935 acres.
IMPERVIOUS RUNOFF COEFFICIENT = 0.95

SUB-BASIN PERVIOUS DRAINAGE AREA = 0.225 hectares or 0.555 acres.
PERVIOUS RUNOFF COEFFICIENT = 0.25

SUB-BASIN TIME OF CONCENTRATION = 10.00 minutes

DESIGN STORM FREQUENCY = 10 years

WATER QUALITY CALCULATIONS per DRER Criteria
SUB-BASIN TIME OF CONCENTRATION = 10.00 minutes

SUB-BASIN TIME FOR FIRST INCH OF RUNOFF = 9.79 minutes
REQUIRED WATER QUALITY TREATMENT TIME = 19.79 minutes

TREATMENT VOLUME REQUIRED:
Vtrmt = 1 852.827 cu. meters or 65,432 cu. ft.
Vtrmt = 0.185 hectare-meters or 1.502 ac.-ft.



PROPOSED EXFILTRATION TRENCH DESIGN

 k10  = Hyd. Conductivity 0'-10' (cfs/sf - ft)
 k15  = Hyd. Conductivity 10'-15' (cfs/sf - ft) H2 Du

H2 = Depth to the Water Table (ft)
W = Trench width (ft)

Du = Non-Saturated Trench Depth (ft) Ds
Ds = Saturated Trench Depth (ft)

L = Trench Length (ft)
w

k10 = 8.00E-05 cfs/sf-ft
k15 = 3.03E-05 cfs/sf-ft
H2 = 2.03 ft.
W = 5.00 ft.

Du = 1.53 ft.
Ds = 12.97 ft.
SF = 1.00
L = 792.00 ft.

*Provided Water Quality Treatment is calculated based upon the formulas presented in Appendix F from the SFWMD
 Permit Information Manual Volume IV for French Drains, where the saturated depth of trench is greater than the
 non-saturated depth of trench.

PROVIDED WATER QUALITY TREATMENT* = 0.3021 ac.-ft.



AECOM Made by: JCG Date: 8/10/2023
Checked by: Time: 8:00 AM

I-95 (BUILD ALTERNATIVE #1)
DRAINAGE SYSTEM 3

FRENCH DRAIN WATER QUALITY CALCULATIONS

Total Drainage Area = 26.824 acres.
Impervious Area = 18.546 acres. (C = 0.95 )

Pervious Area = 8.278 acres. (C = 0.25 )

Lowest Inlet Elev. = 3.00 ft. NAVD. (= assumed lowest drainage structure elevation)

Top Elevation

GWT
Inv. Elevation

Bottom Elevation
Width

Proposed Exfiltration Trench:

Top Elevation = 2.50 ft. NAVD
GWT = 0.97 ft. NAVD

Pipe Diameter= 36 inches
Inv. Elevation = -3.83 ft. NAVD

Bottom Elevation = -12.00 ft. NAVD
Width = 5.00 feet.

Length = 515 feet.

Weighted k (0'-10') = 8.00E-05 cfs/sf-ft of head (Percolation Test P-1)
Weighted k (10'-15') = 3.03E-05 cfs/sf-ft of head (Percolation Test P-1)

Safety Factor = 1.0
Design Storm Frequency (Years)= 10

Minimum Time of Concentration (Minutes)= 10.00



WATER QUALITY CALCULATIONS per SFWMD
WET-DETENTION TREATMENT VOLUME = (2.5" x  %impervious AREA or 1" x AREAtotal) + Additional 50%

2.50 inch VOLUME = 5.796 ac.-ft. or 0.715 hectare-meters.
    1 inch VOLUME = 3.353 ac.-ft. or 0.414 hectare-meters.

WET-DETENTION VOLUMEtrmt = 5.796 ac.-ft. or 0.715 hectare-meters.

DRY-DETENTION VOLUMEtrmt =  WET-DETENTION VOLUME   x 75.00%
DRY-DETENTION VOLUMEtrmt = 4.347 ac.-ft. or 0.536 hectare-meters.

RETENTION VOLUMEtrmt =  WET-DETENTION VOLUME   x 50.00%
RETENTION VOLUMEtrmt = 2.898 ac.-ft. or 0.358 hectare-meters.

TREATMENT VOLUME REQUIRED:
Vtrmt = 2.898 ac.-ft. or 0.358 hectare-meters.

BASIN DESIGN INFORMATION per DRER
TOTAL DRAINAGE AREA = 10.856 hectares or 26.824 acres.

TOTAL IMPERVIOUS DRAINAGE AREA = 7.505 hectares or 18.546 acres.
IMPERVIOUS RUNOFF COEFFICIENT = 0.95
TOTAL PERVIOUS DRAINAGE AREA = 3.350 hectares or 8.278 acres.

PERVIOUS RUNOFF COEFFICIENT = 0.25

SUB-BASIN DRAINAGE AREA = 10.856 hectares or 26.824 acres.

SUB-BASIN IMPERVIOUS DRAINAGE AREA = 7.505 hectares or 18.546 acres.
IMPERVIOUS RUNOFF COEFFICIENT = 0.95

SUB-BASIN PERVIOUS DRAINAGE AREA = 3.350 hectares or 8.278 acres.
PERVIOUS RUNOFF COEFFICIENT = 0.25

SUB-BASIN TIME OF CONCENTRATION = 10.00 minutes

DESIGN STORM FREQUENCY = 10 years

WATER QUALITY CALCULATIONS per DRER Criteria
SUB-BASIN TIME OF CONCENTRATION = 10.00 minutes

SUB-BASIN TIME FOR FIRST INCH OF RUNOFF = 12.83 minutes
REQUIRED WATER QUALITY TREATMENT TIME = 22.83 minutes

TREATMENT VOLUME REQUIRED:
Vtrmt = 4 202.747 cu. meters or 148,418 cu. ft.
Vtrmt = 0.420 hectare-meters or 3.407 ac.-ft.



PROPOSED EXFILTRATION TRENCH DESIGN

 k10  = Hyd. Conductivity 0'-10' (cfs/sf - ft)
 k15  = Hyd. Conductivity 10'-15' (cfs/sf - ft) H2 Du

H2 = Depth to the Water Table (ft)
W = Trench width (ft)

Du = Non-Saturated Trench Depth (ft) Ds
Ds = Saturated Trench Depth (ft)

L = Trench Length (ft)
w

k10 = 8.00E-05 cfs/sf-ft
k15 = 3.03E-05 cfs/sf-ft
H2 = 2.03 ft.
W = 5.00 ft.

Du = 1.53 ft.
Ds = 12.97 ft.
SF = 1.00
L = 515.00 ft.

*Provided Water Quality Treatment is calculated based upon the formulas presented in Appendix F from the SFWMD
 Permit Information Manual Volume IV for French Drains, where the saturated depth of trench is greater than the
 non-saturated depth of trench.

PROVIDED WATER QUALITY TREATMENT* = 0.1964 ac.-ft.



AECOM Made by: JCG Date: 8/10/2023
Checked by: Time: 8:00 AM

I-95 (BUILD ALTERNATIVE #1)
DRAINAGE SYSTEM 4

FRENCH DRAIN WATER QUALITY CALCULATIONS

Total Drainage Area = 91.622 acres.
Impervious Area = 57.483 acres. (C = 0.95 )

Pervious Area = 34.139 acres. (C = 0.25 )

Lowest Inlet Elev. = 3.00 ft. NAVD. (= assumed lowest drainage structure elevation)

Top Elevation

GWT
Inv. Elevation

Bottom Elevation
Width

Proposed Exfiltration Trench:

Top Elevation = 2.50 ft. NAVD
GWT = 0.97 ft. NAVD

Pipe Diameter= 36 inches
Inv. Elevation = -3.83 ft. NAVD

Bottom Elevation = -12.00 ft. NAVD
Width = 5.00 feet.

Length = 1858 feet.

Weighted k (0'-10') = 8.00E-05 cfs/sf-ft of head (Percolation Test P-1)
Weighted k (10'-15') = 3.03E-05 cfs/sf-ft of head (Percolation Test P-1)

Safety Factor = 1.0
Design Storm Frequency (Years)= 10

Minimum Time of Concentration (Minutes)= 10.00



WATER QUALITY CALCULATIONS per SFWMD
WET-DETENTION TREATMENT VOLUME = (2.5" x  %impervious AREA or 1" x AREAtotal) + Additional 50%

2.50 inch VOLUME = 17.963 ac.-ft. or 2.217 hectare-meters.
    1 inch VOLUME = 11.453 ac.-ft. or 1.413 hectare-meters.

WET-DETENTION VOLUMEtrmt = 17.963 ac.-ft. or 2.217 hectare-meters.

DRY-DETENTION VOLUMEtrmt =  WET-DETENTION VOLUME   x 75.00%
DRY-DETENTION VOLUMEtrmt = 13.473 ac.-ft. or 1.663 hectare-meters.

RETENTION VOLUMEtrmt =  WET-DETENTION VOLUME   x 50.00%
RETENTION VOLUMEtrmt = 8.982 ac.-ft. or 1.108 hectare-meters.

TREATMENT VOLUME REQUIRED:
Vtrmt = 8.982 ac.-ft. or 1.108 hectare-meters.

BASIN DESIGN INFORMATION per DRER
TOTAL DRAINAGE AREA = 37.079 hectares or 91.622 acres.

TOTAL IMPERVIOUS DRAINAGE AREA = 23.263 hectares or 57.483 acres.
IMPERVIOUS RUNOFF COEFFICIENT = 0.95
TOTAL PERVIOUS DRAINAGE AREA = 13.816 hectares or 34.139 acres.

PERVIOUS RUNOFF COEFFICIENT = 0.25

SUB-BASIN DRAINAGE AREA = 37.079 hectares or 91.622 acres.

SUB-BASIN IMPERVIOUS DRAINAGE AREA = 23.263 hectares or 57.483 acres.
IMPERVIOUS RUNOFF COEFFICIENT = 0.95

SUB-BASIN PERVIOUS DRAINAGE AREA = 13.816 hectares or 34.139 acres.
PERVIOUS RUNOFF COEFFICIENT = 0.25

SUB-BASIN TIME OF CONCENTRATION = 10.00 minutes

DESIGN STORM FREQUENCY = 10 years

WATER QUALITY CALCULATIONS per DRER Criteria
SUB-BASIN TIME OF CONCENTRATION = 10.00 minutes

SUB-BASIN TIME FOR FIRST INCH OF RUNOFF = 13.92 minutes
REQUIRED WATER QUALITY TREATMENT TIME = 23.92 minutes

TREATMENT VOLUME REQUIRED:
Vtrmt = ######## cu. meters or 490,941 cu. ft.
Vtrmt = 1.391 hectare-meters or 11.270 ac.-ft.



PROPOSED EXFILTRATION TRENCH DESIGN

 k10  = Hyd. Conductivity 0'-10' (cfs/sf - ft)
 k15  = Hyd. Conductivity 10'-15' (cfs/sf - ft) H2 Du

H2 = Depth to the Water Table (ft)
W = Trench width (ft)

Du = Non-Saturated Trench Depth (ft) Ds
Ds = Saturated Trench Depth (ft)

L = Trench Length (ft)
w

k10 = 8.00E-05 cfs/sf-ft
k15 = 3.03E-05 cfs/sf-ft
H2 = 2.03 ft.
W = 5.00 ft.

Du = 1.53 ft.
Ds = 12.97 ft.
SF = 1.00
L = 1858.00 ft.

*Provided Water Quality Treatment is calculated based upon the formulas presented in Appendix F from the SFWMD
 Permit Information Manual Volume IV for French Drains, where the saturated depth of trench is greater than the
 non-saturated depth of trench.

PROVIDED WATER QUALITY TREATMENT* = 0.7086 ac.-ft.



AECOM Made by: JCG Date: 8/10/2023
Checked by: Time: 8:00 AM

I-95 (BUILD ALTERNATIVE #1)
DRAINAGE SYSTEM 5

FRENCH DRAIN WATER QUALITY CALCULATIONS

Total Drainage Area = 61.136 acres.
Impervious Area = 36.653 acres. (C = 0.95 )

Pervious Area = 24.483 acres. (C = 0.25 )

Lowest Inlet Elev. = 3.00 ft. NAVD. (= assumed lowest drainage structure elevation)

Top Elevation

GWT
Inv. Elevation

Bottom Elevation
Width

Proposed Exfiltration Trench:

Top Elevation = 2.50 ft. NAVD
GWT = 0.97 ft. NAVD

Pipe Diameter= 36 inches
Inv. Elevation = -3.83 ft. NAVD

Bottom Elevation = -12.00 ft. NAVD
Width = 5.00 feet.

Length = 551 feet.

Weighted k (0'-10') = 8.00E-05 cfs/sf-ft of head (Percolation Test P-1)
Weighted k (10'-15') = 3.03E-05 cfs/sf-ft of head (Percolation Test P-1)

Safety Factor = 1.0
Design Storm Frequency (Years)= 10

Minimum Time of Concentration (Minutes)= 10.00



WATER QUALITY CALCULATIONS per SFWMD
WET-DETENTION TREATMENT VOLUME = (2.5" x  %impervious AREA or 1" x AREAtotal) + Additional 50%

2.50 inch VOLUME = 11.454 ac.-ft. or 1.413 hectare-meters.
    1 inch VOLUME = 7.642 ac.-ft. or 0.943 hectare-meters.

WET-DETENTION VOLUMEtrmt = 11.454 ac.-ft. or 1.413 hectare-meters.

DRY-DETENTION VOLUMEtrmt =  WET-DETENTION VOLUME   x 75.00%
DRY-DETENTION VOLUMEtrmt = 8.591 ac.-ft. or 1.060 hectare-meters.

RETENTION VOLUMEtrmt =  WET-DETENTION VOLUME   x 50.00%
RETENTION VOLUMEtrmt = 5.727 ac.-ft. or 0.707 hectare-meters.

TREATMENT VOLUME REQUIRED:
Vtrmt = 5.727 ac.-ft. or 0.707 hectare-meters.

BASIN DESIGN INFORMATION per DRER
TOTAL DRAINAGE AREA = 24.741 hectares or 61.136 acres.

TOTAL IMPERVIOUS DRAINAGE AREA = 14.833 hectares or 36.653 acres.
IMPERVIOUS RUNOFF COEFFICIENT = 0.95
TOTAL PERVIOUS DRAINAGE AREA = 9.908 hectares or 24.483 acres.

PERVIOUS RUNOFF COEFFICIENT = 0.25

SUB-BASIN DRAINAGE AREA = 24.741 hectares or 61.136 acres.

SUB-BASIN IMPERVIOUS DRAINAGE AREA = 14.833 hectares or 36.653 acres.
IMPERVIOUS RUNOFF COEFFICIENT = 0.95

SUB-BASIN PERVIOUS DRAINAGE AREA = 9.908 hectares or 24.483 acres.
PERVIOUS RUNOFF COEFFICIENT = 0.25

SUB-BASIN TIME OF CONCENTRATION = 10.00 minutes

DESIGN STORM FREQUENCY = 10 years

WATER QUALITY CALCULATIONS per DRER Criteria
SUB-BASIN TIME OF CONCENTRATION = 10.00 minutes

SUB-BASIN TIME FOR FIRST INCH OF RUNOFF = 14.45 minutes
REQUIRED WATER QUALITY TREATMENT TIME = 24.45 minutes

TREATMENT VOLUME REQUIRED:
Vtrmt = 9 145.136 cu. meters or 322,956 cu. ft.
Vtrmt = 0.915 hectare-meters or 7.414 ac.-ft.



PROPOSED EXFILTRATION TRENCH DESIGN

 k10  = Hyd. Conductivity 0'-10' (cfs/sf - ft)
 k15  = Hyd. Conductivity 10'-15' (cfs/sf - ft) H2 Du

H2 = Depth to the Water Table (ft)
W = Trench width (ft)

Du = Non-Saturated Trench Depth (ft) Ds
Ds = Saturated Trench Depth (ft)

L = Trench Length (ft)
w

k10 = 8.00E-05 cfs/sf-ft
k15 = 3.03E-05 cfs/sf-ft
H2 = 2.03 ft.
W = 5.00 ft.

Du = 1.53 ft.
Ds = 12.97 ft.
SF = 1.00
L = 551.00 ft.

*Provided Water Quality Treatment is calculated based upon the formulas presented in Appendix F from the SFWMD
 Permit Information Manual Volume IV for French Drains, where the saturated depth of trench is greater than the
 non-saturated depth of trench.

PROVIDED WATER QUALITY TREATMENT* = 0.2101 ac.-ft.



AECOM Made by: JCG Date: 8/10/2023
Checked by: Time: 8:00 AM

I-95 (BUILD ALTERNATIVE #2)
DRAINAGE SYSTEM 2

FRENCH DRAIN WATER QUALITY CALCULATIONS

Total Drainage Area = 10.858 acres.
Impervious Area = 9.823 acres. (C = 0.95 )

Pervious Area = 1.035 acres. (C = 0.25 )

Lowest Inlet Elev. = 3.00 ft. NAVD. (= assumed lowest drainage structure elevation)

Top Elevation

GWT
Inv. Elevation

Bottom Elevation
Width

Proposed Exfiltration Trench:

Top Elevation = 2.50 ft. NAVD
GWT = 0.97 ft. NAVD

Pipe Diameter= 36 inches
Inv. Elevation = -3.83 ft. NAVD

Bottom Elevation = -12.00 ft. NAVD
Width = 5.00 feet.

Length = 899 feet.

Weighted k (0'-10') = 8.00E-05 cfs/sf-ft of head (Percolation Test P-1)
Weighted k (10'-15') = 3.03E-05 cfs/sf-ft of head (Percolation Test P-1)

Safety Factor = 1.0
Design Storm Frequency (Years)= 10

Minimum Time of Concentration (Minutes)= 10.00



WATER QUALITY CALCULATIONS per SFWMD
WET-DETENTION TREATMENT VOLUME = (2.5" x  %impervious AREA or 1" x AREAtotal) + Additional 50%

2.50 inch VOLUME = 3.070 ac.-ft. or 0.379 hectare-meters.
    1 inch VOLUME = 1.357 ac.-ft. or 0.167 hectare-meters.

WET-DETENTION VOLUMEtrmt = 3.070 ac.-ft. or 0.379 hectare-meters.

DRY-DETENTION VOLUMEtrmt =  WET-DETENTION VOLUME   x 75.00%
DRY-DETENTION VOLUMEtrmt = 2.302 ac.-ft. or 0.284 hectare-meters.

RETENTION VOLUMEtrmt =  WET-DETENTION VOLUME   x 50.00%
RETENTION VOLUMEtrmt = 1.535 ac.-ft. or 0.189 hectare-meters.

TREATMENT VOLUME REQUIRED:
Vtrmt = 1.535 ac.-ft. or 0.189 hectare-meters.

BASIN DESIGN INFORMATION per DRER
TOTAL DRAINAGE AREA = 4.394 hectares or 10.858 acres.

TOTAL IMPERVIOUS DRAINAGE AREA = 3.975 hectares or 9.823 acres.
IMPERVIOUS RUNOFF COEFFICIENT = 0.95
TOTAL PERVIOUS DRAINAGE AREA = 0.419 hectares or 1.035 acres.

PERVIOUS RUNOFF COEFFICIENT = 0.25

SUB-BASIN DRAINAGE AREA = 4.394 hectares or 10.858 acres.

SUB-BASIN IMPERVIOUS DRAINAGE AREA = 3.975 hectares or 9.823 acres.
IMPERVIOUS RUNOFF COEFFICIENT = 0.95

SUB-BASIN PERVIOUS DRAINAGE AREA = 0.419 hectares or 1.035 acres.
PERVIOUS RUNOFF COEFFICIENT = 0.25

SUB-BASIN TIME OF CONCENTRATION = 10.00 minutes

DESIGN STORM FREQUENCY = 10 years

WATER QUALITY CALCULATIONS per DRER Criteria
SUB-BASIN TIME OF CONCENTRATION = 10.00 minutes

SUB-BASIN TIME FOR FIRST INCH OF RUNOFF = 10.19 minutes
REQUIRED WATER QUALITY TREATMENT TIME = 20.19 minutes

TREATMENT VOLUME REQUIRED:
Vtrmt = 1 881.722 cu. meters or 66,452 cu. ft.
Vtrmt = 0.188 hectare-meters or 1.526 ac.-ft.



PROPOSED EXFILTRATION TRENCH DESIGN

 k10  = Hyd. Conductivity 0'-10' (cfs/sf - ft)
 k15  = Hyd. Conductivity 10'-15' (cfs/sf - ft) H2 Du

H2 = Depth to the Water Table (ft)
W = Trench width (ft)

Du = Non-Saturated Trench Depth (ft) Ds
Ds = Saturated Trench Depth (ft)

L = Trench Length (ft)
w

k10 = 8.00E-05 cfs/sf-ft
k15 = 3.03E-05 cfs/sf-ft
H2 = 2.03 ft.
W = 5.00 ft.

Du = 1.53 ft.
Ds = 12.97 ft.
SF = 1.00
L = 899.00 ft.

*Provided Water Quality Treatment is calculated based upon the formulas presented in Appendix F from the SFWMD
 Permit Information Manual Volume IV for French Drains, where the saturated depth of trench is greater than the
 non-saturated depth of trench.

PROVIDED WATER QUALITY TREATMENT* = 0.3429 ac.-ft.



AECOM Made by: JCG Date: 8/10/2023
Checked by: Time: 8:00 AM

I-95 (BUILD ALTERNATIVE #2)
DRAINAGE SYSTEM 3

FRENCH DRAIN WATER QUALITY CALCULATIONS

Total Drainage Area = 44.327 acres.
Impervious Area = 32.401 acres. (C = 0.95 )

Pervious Area = 11.926 acres. (C = 0.25 )

Lowest Inlet Elev. = 3.00 ft. NAVD. (= assumed lowest drainage structure elevation)

Top Elevation

GWT
Inv. Elevation

Bottom Elevation
Width

Proposed Exfiltration Trench:

Top Elevation = 2.50 ft. NAVD
GWT = 0.97 ft. NAVD

Pipe Diameter= 36 inches
Inv. Elevation = -3.83 ft. NAVD

Bottom Elevation = -12.00 ft. NAVD
Width = 5.00 feet.

Length = 788 feet.

Weighted k (0'-10') = 8.00E-05 cfs/sf-ft of head (Percolation Test P-1)
Weighted k (10'-15') = 3.03E-05 cfs/sf-ft of head (Percolation Test P-1)

Safety Factor = 1.0
Design Storm Frequency (Years)= 10

Minimum Time of Concentration (Minutes)= 10.00



WATER QUALITY CALCULATIONS per SFWMD
WET-DETENTION TREATMENT VOLUME = (2.5" x  %impervious AREA or 1" x AREAtotal) + Additional 50%

2.50 inch VOLUME = 10.125 ac.-ft. or 1.249 hectare-meters.
    1 inch VOLUME = 5.541 ac.-ft. or 0.684 hectare-meters.

WET-DETENTION VOLUMEtrmt = 10.125 ac.-ft. or 1.249 hectare-meters.

DRY-DETENTION VOLUMEtrmt =  WET-DETENTION VOLUME   x 75.00%
DRY-DETENTION VOLUMEtrmt = 7.594 ac.-ft. or 0.937 hectare-meters.

RETENTION VOLUMEtrmt =  WET-DETENTION VOLUME   x 50.00%
RETENTION VOLUMEtrmt = 5.063 ac.-ft. or 0.625 hectare-meters.

TREATMENT VOLUME REQUIRED:
Vtrmt = 5.063 ac.-ft. or 0.625 hectare-meters.

BASIN DESIGN INFORMATION per DRER
TOTAL DRAINAGE AREA = 17.939 hectares or 44.327 acres.

TOTAL IMPERVIOUS DRAINAGE AREA = 13.113 hectares or 32.401 acres.
IMPERVIOUS RUNOFF COEFFICIENT = 0.95
TOTAL PERVIOUS DRAINAGE AREA = 4.826 hectares or 11.926 acres.

PERVIOUS RUNOFF COEFFICIENT = 0.25

SUB-BASIN DRAINAGE AREA = 17.939 hectares or 44.327 acres.

SUB-BASIN IMPERVIOUS DRAINAGE AREA = 13.113 hectares or 32.401 acres.
IMPERVIOUS RUNOFF COEFFICIENT = 0.95

SUB-BASIN PERVIOUS DRAINAGE AREA = 4.826 hectares or 11.926 acres.
PERVIOUS RUNOFF COEFFICIENT = 0.25

SUB-BASIN TIME OF CONCENTRATION = 10.00 minutes

DESIGN STORM FREQUENCY = 10 years

WATER QUALITY CALCULATIONS per DRER Criteria
SUB-BASIN TIME OF CONCENTRATION = 10.00 minutes

SUB-BASIN TIME FOR FIRST INCH OF RUNOFF = 12.25 minutes
REQUIRED WATER QUALITY TREATMENT TIME = 22.25 minutes

TREATMENT VOLUME REQUIRED:
Vtrmt = 7 081.118 cu. meters or 250,066 cu. ft.
Vtrmt = 0.708 hectare-meters or 5.741 ac.-ft.



PROPOSED EXFILTRATION TRENCH DESIGN

 k10  = Hyd. Conductivity 0'-10' (cfs/sf - ft)
 k15  = Hyd. Conductivity 10'-15' (cfs/sf - ft) H2 Du

H2 = Depth to the Water Table (ft)
W = Trench width (ft)

Du = Non-Saturated Trench Depth (ft) Ds
Ds = Saturated Trench Depth (ft)

L = Trench Length (ft)
w

k10 = 8.00E-05 cfs/sf-ft
k15 = 3.03E-05 cfs/sf-ft
H2 = 2.03 ft.
W = 5.00 ft.

Du = 1.53 ft.
Ds = 12.97 ft.
SF = 1.00
L = 788.00 ft.

*Provided Water Quality Treatment is calculated based upon the formulas presented in Appendix F from the SFWMD
 Permit Information Manual Volume IV for French Drains, where the saturated depth of trench is greater than the
 non-saturated depth of trench.

PROVIDED WATER QUALITY TREATMENT* = 0.3005 ac.-ft.



AECOM Made by: JCG Date: 8/10/2023
Checked by: Time: 8:00 AM

I-95 (BUILD ALTERNATIVE #2)
DRAINAGE SYSTEM 4

FRENCH DRAIN WATER QUALITY CALCULATIONS

Total Drainage Area = 93.121 acres.
Impervious Area = 71.802 acres. (C = 0.95 )

Pervious Area = 21.319 acres. (C = 0.25 )

Lowest Inlet Elev. = 3.00 ft. NAVD. (= assumed lowest drainage structure elevation)

Top Elevation

GWT
Inv. Elevation

Bottom Elevation
Width

Proposed Exfiltration Trench:

Top Elevation = 2.50 ft. NAVD
GWT = 0.97 ft. NAVD

Pipe Diameter= 36 inches
Inv. Elevation = -3.83 ft. NAVD

Bottom Elevation = -12.00 ft. NAVD
Width = 5.00 feet.

Length = 1097 feet.

Weighted k (0'-10') = 8.00E-05 cfs/sf-ft of head (Percolation Test P-1)
Weighted k (10'-15') = 3.03E-05 cfs/sf-ft of head (Percolation Test P-1)

Safety Factor = 1.0
Design Storm Frequency (Years)= 10

Minimum Time of Concentration (Minutes)= 10.00



WATER QUALITY CALCULATIONS per SFWMD
WET-DETENTION TREATMENT VOLUME = (2.5" x  %impervious AREA or 1" x AREAtotal) + Additional 50%

2.50 inch VOLUME = 22.438 ac.-ft. or 2.769 hectare-meters.
    1 inch VOLUME = 11.640 ac.-ft. or 1.436 hectare-meters.

WET-DETENTION VOLUMEtrmt = 22.438 ac.-ft. or 2.769 hectare-meters.

DRY-DETENTION VOLUMEtrmt =  WET-DETENTION VOLUME   x 75.00%
DRY-DETENTION VOLUMEtrmt = 16.829 ac.-ft. or 2.077 hectare-meters.

RETENTION VOLUMEtrmt =  WET-DETENTION VOLUME   x 50.00%
RETENTION VOLUMEtrmt = 11.219 ac.-ft. or 1.384 hectare-meters.

TREATMENT VOLUME REQUIRED:
Vtrmt = 11.219 ac.-ft. or 1.384 hectare-meters.

BASIN DESIGN INFORMATION per DRER
TOTAL DRAINAGE AREA = 37.686 hectares or 93.121 acres.

TOTAL IMPERVIOUS DRAINAGE AREA = 29.058 hectares or 71.802 acres.
IMPERVIOUS RUNOFF COEFFICIENT = 0.95
TOTAL PERVIOUS DRAINAGE AREA = 8.628 hectares or 21.319 acres.

PERVIOUS RUNOFF COEFFICIENT = 0.25

SUB-BASIN DRAINAGE AREA = 37.686 hectares or 93.121 acres.

SUB-BASIN IMPERVIOUS DRAINAGE AREA = 29.058 hectares or 71.802 acres.
IMPERVIOUS RUNOFF COEFFICIENT = 0.95

SUB-BASIN PERVIOUS DRAINAGE AREA = 8.628 hectares or 21.319 acres.
PERVIOUS RUNOFF COEFFICIENT = 0.25

SUB-BASIN TIME OF CONCENTRATION = 10.00 minutes

DESIGN STORM FREQUENCY = 10 years

WATER QUALITY CALCULATIONS per DRER Criteria
SUB-BASIN TIME OF CONCENTRATION = 10.00 minutes

SUB-BASIN TIME FOR FIRST INCH OF RUNOFF = 11.70 minutes
REQUIRED WATER QUALITY TREATMENT TIME = 21.70 minutes

TREATMENT VOLUME REQUIRED:
Vtrmt = ######## cu. meters or 535,588 cu. ft.
Vtrmt = 1.517 hectare-meters or 12.295 ac.-ft.



PROPOSED EXFILTRATION TRENCH DESIGN

 k10  = Hyd. Conductivity 0'-10' (cfs/sf - ft)
 k15  = Hyd. Conductivity 10'-15' (cfs/sf - ft) H2 Du

H2 = Depth to the Water Table (ft)
W = Trench width (ft)

Du = Non-Saturated Trench Depth (ft) Ds
Ds = Saturated Trench Depth (ft)

L = Trench Length (ft)
w

k10 = 8.00E-05 cfs/sf-ft
k15 = 3.03E-05 cfs/sf-ft
H2 = 2.03 ft.
W = 5.00 ft.

Du = 1.53 ft.
Ds = 12.97 ft.
SF = 1.00
L = 1097.00 ft.

*Provided Water Quality Treatment is calculated based upon the formulas presented in Appendix F from the SFWMD
 Permit Information Manual Volume IV for French Drains, where the saturated depth of trench is greater than the
 non-saturated depth of trench.

PROVIDED WATER QUALITY TREATMENT* = 0.4184 ac.-ft.



AECOM Made by: JCG Date: 8/10/2023
Checked by: Time: 8:00 AM

I-95 (BUILD ALTERNATIVE #2)
DRAINAGE SYSTEM 5

FRENCH DRAIN WATER QUALITY CALCULATIONS

Total Drainage Area = 60.636 acres.
Impervious Area = 43.023 acres. (C = 0.95 )

Pervious Area = 17.613 acres. (C = 0.25 )

Lowest Inlet Elev. = 3.00 ft. NAVD. (= assumed lowest drainage structure elevation)

Top Elevation

GWT
Inv. Elevation

Bottom Elevation
Width

Proposed Exfiltration Trench:

Top Elevation = 2.50 ft. NAVD
GWT = 0.97 ft. NAVD

Pipe Diameter= 36 inches
Inv. Elevation = -3.83 ft. NAVD

Bottom Elevation = -12.00 ft. NAVD
Width = 5.00 feet.

Length = 1096 feet.

Weighted k (0'-10') = 8.00E-05 cfs/sf-ft of head (Percolation Test P-1)
Weighted k (10'-15') = 3.03E-05 cfs/sf-ft of head (Percolation Test P-1)

Safety Factor = 1.0
Design Storm Frequency (Years)= 10

Minimum Time of Concentration (Minutes)= 10.00



WATER QUALITY CALCULATIONS per SFWMD
WET-DETENTION TREATMENT VOLUME = (2.5" x  %impervious AREA or 1" x AREAtotal) + Additional 50%

2.50 inch VOLUME = 13.445 ac.-ft. or 1.659 hectare-meters.
    1 inch VOLUME = 7.580 ac.-ft. or 0.935 hectare-meters.

WET-DETENTION VOLUMEtrmt = 13.445 ac.-ft. or 1.659 hectare-meters.

DRY-DETENTION VOLUMEtrmt =  WET-DETENTION VOLUME   x 75.00%
DRY-DETENTION VOLUMEtrmt = 10.084 ac.-ft. or 1.244 hectare-meters.

RETENTION VOLUMEtrmt =  WET-DETENTION VOLUME   x 50.00%
RETENTION VOLUMEtrmt = 6.722 ac.-ft. or 0.830 hectare-meters.

TREATMENT VOLUME REQUIRED:
Vtrmt = 6.722 ac.-ft. or 0.830 hectare-meters.

BASIN DESIGN INFORMATION per DRER
TOTAL DRAINAGE AREA = 24.539 hectares or 60.636 acres.

TOTAL IMPERVIOUS DRAINAGE AREA = 17.411 hectares or 43.023 acres.
IMPERVIOUS RUNOFF COEFFICIENT = 0.95
TOTAL PERVIOUS DRAINAGE AREA = 7.128 hectares or 17.613 acres.

PERVIOUS RUNOFF COEFFICIENT = 0.25

SUB-BASIN DRAINAGE AREA = 24.539 hectares or 60.636 acres.

SUB-BASIN IMPERVIOUS DRAINAGE AREA = 17.411 hectares or 43.023 acres.
IMPERVIOUS RUNOFF COEFFICIENT = 0.95

SUB-BASIN PERVIOUS DRAINAGE AREA = 7.128 hectares or 17.613 acres.
PERVIOUS RUNOFF COEFFICIENT = 0.25

SUB-BASIN TIME OF CONCENTRATION = 10.00 minutes

DESIGN STORM FREQUENCY = 10 years

WATER QUALITY CALCULATIONS per DRER Criteria
SUB-BASIN TIME OF CONCENTRATION = 10.00 minutes

SUB-BASIN TIME FOR FIRST INCH OF RUNOFF = 12.56 minutes
REQUIRED WATER QUALITY TREATMENT TIME = 22.56 minutes

TREATMENT VOLUME REQUIRED:
Vtrmt = 9 585.598 cu. meters or 338,510 cu. ft.
Vtrmt = 0.959 hectare-meters or 7.771 ac.-ft.



PROPOSED EXFILTRATION TRENCH DESIGN

 k10  = Hyd. Conductivity 0'-10' (cfs/sf - ft)
 k15  = Hyd. Conductivity 10'-15' (cfs/sf - ft) H2 Du

H2 = Depth to the Water Table (ft)
W = Trench width (ft)

Du = Non-Saturated Trench Depth (ft) Ds
Ds = Saturated Trench Depth (ft)

L = Trench Length (ft)
w

k10 = 8.00E-05 cfs/sf-ft
k15 = 3.03E-05 cfs/sf-ft
H2 = 2.03 ft.
W = 5.00 ft.

Du = 1.53 ft.
Ds = 12.97 ft.
SF = 1.00
L = 1096.00 ft.

*Provided Water Quality Treatment is calculated based upon the formulas presented in Appendix F from the SFWMD
 Permit Information Manual Volume IV for French Drains, where the saturated depth of trench is greater than the
 non-saturated depth of trench.

PROVIDED WATER QUALITY TREATMENT* = 0.4180 ac.-ft.



AECOM Made by: JCG Date: 1/6/2025
Checked by: Time: 8:00 AM

I-95 (BUILD ALTERNATIVE #3)
DRAINAGE SYSTEM 2

FRENCH DRAIN WATER QUALITY CALCULATIONS

Total Drainage Area = 11.403 acres.
Impervious Area = 10.421 acres. (C = 0.95 )

Pervious Area = 0.982 acres. (C = 0.25 )

Lowest Inlet Elev. = 3.00 ft. NAVD. (= assumed lowest drainage structure elevation)

Top Elevation

GWT
Inv. Elevation

Bottom Elevation
Width

Proposed Exfiltration Trench:

Top Elevation = 2.50 ft. NAVD
GWT = 0.97 ft. NAVD

Pipe Diameter= 36 inches
Inv. Elevation = -3.83 ft. NAVD

Bottom Elevation = -12.00 ft. NAVD
Width = 5.00 feet.

Length = 1130 feet.

Weighted k (0'-10') = 8.00E-05 cfs/sf-ft of head (Percolation Test P-1)
Weighted k (10'-15') = 3.03E-05 cfs/sf-ft of head (Percolation Test P-1)

Safety Factor = 1.0
Design Storm Frequency (Years)= 10

Minimum Time of Concentration (Minutes)= 10.00



WATER QUALITY CALCULATIONS per SFWMD
WET-DETENTION TREATMENT VOLUME = (2.5" x  %impervious AREA or 1" x AREAtotal) + Additional 50%

2.50 inch VOLUME = 3.257 ac.-ft. or 0.402 hectare-meters.
    1 inch VOLUME = 1.425 ac.-ft. or 0.176 hectare-meters.

WET-DETENTION VOLUMEtrmt = 3.257 ac.-ft. or 0.402 hectare-meters.

DRY-DETENTION VOLUMEtrmt =  WET-DETENTION VOLUME   x 75.00%
DRY-DETENTION VOLUMEtrmt = 2.442 ac.-ft. or 0.301 hectare-meters.

RETENTION VOLUMEtrmt =  WET-DETENTION VOLUME   x 50.00%
RETENTION VOLUMEtrmt = 1.628 ac.-ft. or 0.201 hectare-meters.

TREATMENT VOLUME REQUIRED:
Vtrmt = 1.628 ac.-ft. or 0.201 hectare-meters.

BASIN DESIGN INFORMATION per DRER
TOTAL DRAINAGE AREA = 4.615 hectares or 11.403 acres.

TOTAL IMPERVIOUS DRAINAGE AREA = 4.217 hectares or 10.421 acres.
IMPERVIOUS RUNOFF COEFFICIENT = 0.95
TOTAL PERVIOUS DRAINAGE AREA = 0.397 hectares or 0.982 acres.

PERVIOUS RUNOFF COEFFICIENT = 0.25

SUB-BASIN DRAINAGE AREA = 4.615 hectares or 11.403 acres.

SUB-BASIN IMPERVIOUS DRAINAGE AREA = 4.217 hectares or 10.421 acres.
IMPERVIOUS RUNOFF COEFFICIENT = 0.95

SUB-BASIN PERVIOUS DRAINAGE AREA = 0.397 hectares or 0.982 acres.
PERVIOUS RUNOFF COEFFICIENT = 0.25

SUB-BASIN TIME OF CONCENTRATION = 10.00 minutes

DESIGN STORM FREQUENCY = 10 years

WATER QUALITY CALCULATIONS per DRER Criteria
SUB-BASIN TIME OF CONCENTRATION = 10.00 minutes

SUB-BASIN TIME FOR FIRST INCH OF RUNOFF = 10.10 minutes
REQUIRED WATER QUALITY TREATMENT TIME = 20.10 minutes

TREATMENT VOLUME REQUIRED:
Vtrmt = 1 984.395 cu. meters or 70,078 cu. ft.
Vtrmt = 0.199 hectare-meters or 1.609 ac.-ft.



PROPOSED EXFILTRATION TRENCH DESIGN

 k10  = Hyd. Conductivity 0'-10' (cfs/sf - ft)
 k15  = Hyd. Conductivity 10'-15' (cfs/sf - ft) H2 Du

H2 = Depth to the Water Table (ft)
W = Trench width (ft)

Du = Non-Saturated Trench Depth (ft) Ds
Ds = Saturated Trench Depth (ft)

L = Trench Length (ft)
w

k10 = 8.00E-05 cfs/sf-ft
k15 = 3.03E-05 cfs/sf-ft
H2 = 2.03 ft.
W = 5.00 ft.

Du = 1.53 ft.
Ds = 12.97 ft.
SF = 1.00
L = 1130.00 ft.

*Provided Water Quality Treatment is calculated based upon the formulas presented in Appendix F from the SFWMD
 Permit Information Manual Volume IV for French Drains, where the saturated depth of trench is greater than the
 non-saturated depth of trench.

PROVIDED WATER QUALITY TREATMENT* = 0.4310 ac.-ft.



AECOM Made by: JCG Date: 1/6/2025
Checked by: Time: 8:00 AM

I-95 (BUILD ALTERNATIVE #3)
DRAINAGE SYSTEM 3

FRENCH DRAIN WATER QUALITY CALCULATIONS

Total Drainage Area = 48.545 acres.
Impervious Area = 35.420 acres. (C = 0.95 )

Pervious Area = 13.125 acres. (C = 0.25 )

Lowest Inlet Elev. = 3.00 ft. NAVD. (= assumed lowest drainage structure elevation)

Top Elevation

GWT
Inv. Elevation

Bottom Elevation
Width

Proposed Exfiltration Trench:

Top Elevation = 2.50 ft. NAVD
GWT = 0.97 ft. NAVD

Pipe Diameter= 36 inches
Inv. Elevation = -3.83 ft. NAVD

Bottom Elevation = -12.00 ft. NAVD
Width = 5.00 feet.

Length = 788 feet.

Weighted k (0'-10') = 8.00E-05 cfs/sf-ft of head (Percolation Test P-1)
Weighted k (10'-15') = 3.03E-05 cfs/sf-ft of head (Percolation Test P-1)

Safety Factor = 1.0
Design Storm Frequency (Years)= 10

Minimum Time of Concentration (Minutes)= 10.00



WATER QUALITY CALCULATIONS per SFWMD
WET-DETENTION TREATMENT VOLUME = (2.5" x  %impervious AREA or 1" x AREAtotal) + Additional 50%

2.50 inch VOLUME = 11.069 ac.-ft. or 1.366 hectare-meters.
    1 inch VOLUME = 6.068 ac.-ft. or 0.749 hectare-meters.

WET-DETENTION VOLUMEtrmt = 11.069 ac.-ft. or 1.366 hectare-meters.

DRY-DETENTION VOLUMEtrmt =  WET-DETENTION VOLUME   x 75.00%
DRY-DETENTION VOLUMEtrmt = 8.302 ac.-ft. or 1.024 hectare-meters.

RETENTION VOLUMEtrmt =  WET-DETENTION VOLUME   x 50.00%
RETENTION VOLUMEtrmt = 5.534 ac.-ft. or 0.683 hectare-meters.

TREATMENT VOLUME REQUIRED:
Vtrmt = 5.534 ac.-ft. or 0.683 hectare-meters.

BASIN DESIGN INFORMATION per DRER
TOTAL DRAINAGE AREA = 19.646 hectares or 48.545 acres.

TOTAL IMPERVIOUS DRAINAGE AREA = 14.334 hectares or 35.420 acres.
IMPERVIOUS RUNOFF COEFFICIENT = 0.95
TOTAL PERVIOUS DRAINAGE AREA = 5.312 hectares or 13.125 acres.

PERVIOUS RUNOFF COEFFICIENT = 0.25

SUB-BASIN DRAINAGE AREA = 19.646 hectares or 48.545 acres.

SUB-BASIN IMPERVIOUS DRAINAGE AREA = 14.334 hectares or 35.420 acres.
IMPERVIOUS RUNOFF COEFFICIENT = 0.95

SUB-BASIN PERVIOUS DRAINAGE AREA = 5.312 hectares or 13.125 acres.
PERVIOUS RUNOFF COEFFICIENT = 0.25

SUB-BASIN TIME OF CONCENTRATION = 10.00 minutes

DESIGN STORM FREQUENCY = 10 years

WATER QUALITY CALCULATIONS per DRER Criteria
SUB-BASIN TIME OF CONCENTRATION = 10.00 minutes

SUB-BASIN TIME FOR FIRST INCH OF RUNOFF = 12.27 minutes
REQUIRED WATER QUALITY TREATMENT TIME = 22.27 minutes

TREATMENT VOLUME REQUIRED:
Vtrmt = 7 749.948 cu. meters or 273,685 cu. ft.
Vtrmt = 0.775 hectare-meters or 6.283 ac.-ft.



PROPOSED EXFILTRATION TRENCH DESIGN

 k10  = Hyd. Conductivity 0'-10' (cfs/sf - ft)
 k15  = Hyd. Conductivity 10'-15' (cfs/sf - ft) H2 Du

H2 = Depth to the Water Table (ft)
W = Trench width (ft)

Du = Non-Saturated Trench Depth (ft) Ds
Ds = Saturated Trench Depth (ft)

L = Trench Length (ft)
w

k10 = 8.00E-05 cfs/sf-ft
k15 = 3.03E-05 cfs/sf-ft
H2 = 2.03 ft.
W = 5.00 ft.

Du = 1.53 ft.
Ds = 12.97 ft.
SF = 1.00
L = 788.00 ft.

*Provided Water Quality Treatment is calculated based upon the formulas presented in Appendix F from the SFWMD
 Permit Information Manual Volume IV for French Drains, where the saturated depth of trench is greater than the
 non-saturated depth of trench.

PROVIDED WATER QUALITY TREATMENT* = 0.3005 ac.-ft.



AECOM Made by: JCG Date: 1/6/2025
Checked by: Time: 8:00 AM

I-95 (BUILD ALTERNATIVE #3)
DRAINAGE SYSTEM 4

FRENCH DRAIN WATER QUALITY CALCULATIONS

Total Drainage Area = 106.243 acres.
Impervious Area = 80.444 acres. (C = 0.95 )

Pervious Area = 25.799 acres. (C = 0.25 )

Lowest Inlet Elev. = 3.00 ft. NAVD. (= assumed lowest drainage structure elevation)

Top Elevation

GWT
Inv. Elevation

Bottom Elevation
Width

Proposed Exfiltration Trench:

Top Elevation = 2.50 ft. NAVD
GWT = 0.97 ft. NAVD

Pipe Diameter= 36 inches
Inv. Elevation = -3.83 ft. NAVD

Bottom Elevation = -12.00 ft. NAVD
Width = 5.00 feet.

Length = 1667 feet.

Weighted k (0'-10') = 8.00E-05 cfs/sf-ft of head (Percolation Test P-1)
Weighted k (10'-15') = 3.03E-05 cfs/sf-ft of head (Percolation Test P-1)

Safety Factor = 1.0
Design Storm Frequency (Years)= 10

Minimum Time of Concentration (Minutes)= 10.00



WATER QUALITY CALCULATIONS per SFWMD
WET-DETENTION TREATMENT VOLUME = (2.5" x  %impervious AREA or 1" x AREAtotal) + Additional 50%

2.50 inch VOLUME = 25.139 ac.-ft. or 3.102 hectare-meters.
    1 inch VOLUME = 13.280 ac.-ft. or 1.639 hectare-meters.

WET-DETENTION VOLUMEtrmt = 25.139 ac.-ft. or 3.102 hectare-meters.

DRY-DETENTION VOLUMEtrmt =  WET-DETENTION VOLUME   x 75.00%
DRY-DETENTION VOLUMEtrmt = 18.854 ac.-ft. or 2.327 hectare-meters.

RETENTION VOLUMEtrmt =  WET-DETENTION VOLUME   x 50.00%
RETENTION VOLUMEtrmt = 12.569 ac.-ft. or 1.551 hectare-meters.

TREATMENT VOLUME REQUIRED:
Vtrmt = 12.569 ac.-ft. or 1.551 hectare-meters.

BASIN DESIGN INFORMATION per DRER
TOTAL DRAINAGE AREA = 42.996 hectares or 106.243 acres.

TOTAL IMPERVIOUS DRAINAGE AREA = 32.555 hectares or 80.444 acres.
IMPERVIOUS RUNOFF COEFFICIENT = 0.95
TOTAL PERVIOUS DRAINAGE AREA = 10.441 hectares or 25.799 acres.

PERVIOUS RUNOFF COEFFICIENT = 0.25

SUB-BASIN DRAINAGE AREA = 42.996 hectares or 106.243 acres.

SUB-BASIN IMPERVIOUS DRAINAGE AREA = 32.555 hectares or 80.444 acres.
IMPERVIOUS RUNOFF COEFFICIENT = 0.95

SUB-BASIN PERVIOUS DRAINAGE AREA = 10.441 hectares or 25.799 acres.
PERVIOUS RUNOFF COEFFICIENT = 0.25

SUB-BASIN TIME OF CONCENTRATION = 10.00 minutes

DESIGN STORM FREQUENCY = 10 years

WATER QUALITY CALCULATIONS per DRER Criteria
SUB-BASIN TIME OF CONCENTRATION = 10.00 minutes

SUB-BASIN TIME FOR FIRST INCH OF RUNOFF = 11.89 minutes
REQUIRED WATER QUALITY TREATMENT TIME = 21.89 minutes

TREATMENT VOLUME REQUIRED:
Vtrmt = ######## cu. meters or 607,004 cu. ft.
Vtrmt = 1.720 hectare-meters or 13.935 ac.-ft.



PROPOSED EXFILTRATION TRENCH DESIGN

 k10  = Hyd. Conductivity 0'-10' (cfs/sf - ft)
 k15  = Hyd. Conductivity 10'-15' (cfs/sf - ft) H2 Du

H2 = Depth to the Water Table (ft)
W = Trench width (ft)

Du = Non-Saturated Trench Depth (ft) Ds
Ds = Saturated Trench Depth (ft)

L = Trench Length (ft)
w

k10 = 8.00E-05 cfs/sf-ft
k15 = 3.03E-05 cfs/sf-ft
H2 = 2.03 ft.
W = 5.00 ft.

Du = 1.53 ft.
Ds = 12.97 ft.
SF = 1.00
L = 1667.00 ft.

*Provided Water Quality Treatment is calculated based upon the formulas presented in Appendix F from the SFWMD
 Permit Information Manual Volume IV for French Drains, where the saturated depth of trench is greater than the
 non-saturated depth of trench.

PROVIDED WATER QUALITY TREATMENT* = 0.6358 ac.-ft.



AECOM Made by: JCG Date: 1/6/2025
Checked by: Time: 8:00 AM

I-95 (BUILD ALTERNATIVE #3)
DRAINAGE SYSTEM 5

FRENCH DRAIN WATER QUALITY CALCULATIONS

Total Drainage Area = 61.669 acres.
Impervious Area = 43.131 acres. (C = 0.95 )

Pervious Area = 18.538 acres. (C = 0.25 )

Lowest Inlet Elev. = 3.00 ft. NAVD. (= assumed lowest drainage structure elevation)

Top Elevation

GWT
Inv. Elevation

Bottom Elevation
Width

Proposed Exfiltration Trench:

Top Elevation = 2.50 ft. NAVD
GWT = 0.97 ft. NAVD

Pipe Diameter= 36 inches
Inv. Elevation = -3.83 ft. NAVD

Bottom Elevation = -12.00 ft. NAVD
Width = 5.00 feet.

Length = 3093 feet.

Weighted k (0'-10') = 8.00E-05 cfs/sf-ft of head (Percolation Test P-1)
Weighted k (10'-15') = 3.03E-05 cfs/sf-ft of head (Percolation Test P-1)

Safety Factor = 1.0
Design Storm Frequency (Years)= 10

Minimum Time of Concentration (Minutes)= 10.00



WATER QUALITY CALCULATIONS per SFWMD
WET-DETENTION TREATMENT VOLUME = (2.5" x  %impervious AREA or 1" x AREAtotal) + Additional 50%

2.50 inch VOLUME = 13.478 ac.-ft. or 1.663 hectare-meters.
    1 inch VOLUME = 7.709 ac.-ft. or 0.951 hectare-meters.

WET-DETENTION VOLUMEtrmt = 13.478 ac.-ft. or 1.663 hectare-meters.

DRY-DETENTION VOLUMEtrmt =  WET-DETENTION VOLUME   x 75.00%
DRY-DETENTION VOLUMEtrmt = 10.109 ac.-ft. or 1.247 hectare-meters.

RETENTION VOLUMEtrmt =  WET-DETENTION VOLUME   x 50.00%
RETENTION VOLUMEtrmt = 6.739 ac.-ft. or 0.832 hectare-meters.

TREATMENT VOLUME REQUIRED:
Vtrmt = 6.739 ac.-ft. or 0.832 hectare-meters.

BASIN DESIGN INFORMATION per DRER
TOTAL DRAINAGE AREA = 24.957 hectares or 61.669 acres.

TOTAL IMPERVIOUS DRAINAGE AREA = 17.455 hectares or 43.131 acres.
IMPERVIOUS RUNOFF COEFFICIENT = 0.95
TOTAL PERVIOUS DRAINAGE AREA = 7.502 hectares or 18.538 acres.

PERVIOUS RUNOFF COEFFICIENT = 0.25

SUB-BASIN DRAINAGE AREA = 24.957 hectares or 61.669 acres.

SUB-BASIN IMPERVIOUS DRAINAGE AREA = 17.455 hectares or 43.131 acres.
IMPERVIOUS RUNOFF COEFFICIENT = 0.95

SUB-BASIN PERVIOUS DRAINAGE AREA = 7.502 hectares or 18.538 acres.
PERVIOUS RUNOFF COEFFICIENT = 0.25

SUB-BASIN TIME OF CONCENTRATION = 10.00 minutes

DESIGN STORM FREQUENCY = 10 years

WATER QUALITY CALCULATIONS per DRER Criteria
SUB-BASIN TIME OF CONCENTRATION = 10.00 minutes

SUB-BASIN TIME FOR FIRST INCH OF RUNOFF = 12.71 minutes
REQUIRED WATER QUALITY TREATMENT TIME = 22.71 minutes

TREATMENT VOLUME REQUIRED:
Vtrmt = 9 700.441 cu. meters or 342,566 cu. ft.
Vtrmt = 0.970 hectare-meters or 7.864 ac.-ft.



PROPOSED EXFILTRATION TRENCH DESIGN

 k10  = Hyd. Conductivity 0'-10' (cfs/sf - ft)
 k15  = Hyd. Conductivity 10'-15' (cfs/sf - ft) H2 Du

H2 = Depth to the Water Table (ft)
W = Trench width (ft)

Du = Non-Saturated Trench Depth (ft) Ds
Ds = Saturated Trench Depth (ft)

L = Trench Length (ft)
w

k10 = 8.00E-05 cfs/sf-ft
k15 = 3.03E-05 cfs/sf-ft
H2 = 2.03 ft.
W = 5.00 ft.

Du = 1.53 ft.
Ds = 12.97 ft.
SF = 1.00
L = 3093.00 ft.

*Provided Water Quality Treatment is calculated based upon the formulas presented in Appendix F from the SFWMD
 Permit Information Manual Volume IV for French Drains, where the saturated depth of trench is greater than the
 non-saturated depth of trench.

PROVIDED WATER QUALITY TREATMENT* = 1.1797 ac.-ft.



APPENDIX F
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Baffle Box Removal Efficiency Study for Lake Jesup Watershed 
 



PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND BACKGROUND 

 

Lake Jesup Watershed is located in Seminole County Florida serving as the main 

drainage basin for residential, urban, agricultural areas and roadway land uses, where 

occupied by 33,570 residents (estimated from 2010 consensus year).  The water body was 

identified by FDEP as impaired by nutrients (Phosphorus and Nitrogen) based on State of 

Florida TMDLs water quality standard.   As a result, the Basin Management Action Plan 

(BMAP) was mandated statewide to restore water quality in Florida.  Lake Jesup 

Watershed is interconnected with smaller basins and ponds/rivers that contribute to the 

total nutrient and sediment loading.  This document provides a summary of the removal 

efficiency evaluation on the baffle box and CDS technologies studied in City of 

Casselberry in the “Baffle Box with Media Filtration Installation, Effectiveness 

Evaluation, and Association Education for the Lake Jesup Watershed”.  The report was 

prepared by the City of Casselberry in March 2014 and as of this writing was still in the 

“final draft” stage.  It compares the performance of three EcoVault® baffle boxes from 

EcoSense® International Inc., one Nutrient Separating Baffle Box
TM 

 form Suntree 

Technologies, one CDS® (continuous deflective separation) unit from Contech® 

Engineered Solutions and five inlet filter baskets. A brief analysis of the performance of 

each unit is presented.  The study encompasses a full 6-month period of data collection; 

June through December 2013.  The purpose of this summary is to outline key differences 

in removal efficiency for the three types of GPS (gross pollution separator) units.  Data 

collected for the inlet basket filters has been purposely omitted. 

 

  



 

DESCRIPTIONS OF THE INSTALLED GPS TECHNOLOGIES 

The GPS technologies evaluated in this study include systems manufactured by Suntree 

Technologies, Contech Industries and EcoSense International.  A brief description of 

each technology is given in the following sections. 

 

 

 

Lake Concord Site: Suntree Technologies, Nutrient Separating Baffle Box
TM

 

Second Generation Baffle Box features:   

 ●  Concrete Structure, Rectangular Box 

 ●  Deflector Shields provided on both sides of the internal walls/chambers 

 ●  Floating Storm Boom and associated skimmer 

 ●  (2) Internal baffles    ● Elevated Debris Collection Basket 

 ●  Shallow Excavations ● Internal Bypass 

 

San Pablo Avenue Site: CDS unit, Contech Engineered Solutions Continuous Deflective 

Separator with Screening 

CDS® Unit features: 

 ●  Concrete Structure, Cylindrical   ● Tangential Pipe Connections 

 ●  Swirl Concentration with associated centrifugal forces 

 ●  Screening   ●   Oil Baffle     ●  Separation Slab (isolates sump area) 

 ●  Deep Excavations     ●  Internal Bypass 

  

  



 

San Pablo Site: EcoSense International EcoVault® 

Special Conditions: Author notes that this structure was constantly surcharged with high water levels from 

lake conditions.  A bleeder valve was installed but found ineffective.    

 

EcoVault® Baffle Box features: 

 ●  Concrete Structure, Rectangular Box 

 ●  Re-suspension prevention panels             ●         Ported Baffle Wall 

 ●  F.O.G (floatables-oil-grease) Baffle ● Filter Weir 

 ●  Elevated Debris Collection System ● 0448 Baffle Buddy Filter (2) 

 ●  Shallow Excavations   ● Internal Bypass 

  

Gee Creek Site: EcoSense International EcoVault® 

EcoVault® Baffle Box features  

●  Concrete Structure, Rectangular Box   ● Internal Bypass 

 ●  Re-suspension prevention panels        ● Ported Baffle Wall 

 ●  F.O.G (floatables-oil-grease) Baffle     ● Filter Weir 

 ●  Elevated Debris Collection System      ● 0261 Baffle Buddy Filter (2) 

 ●  Vault-Ox® Infusion System       ● Shallow Excavations 

 

Lake Hodge Site: EcoSense International EcoVault® 

EcoVault® Baffle Box features  

●  Concrete Structure, Rectangular Box    ●   Internal Bypass 

 ●  Re-suspension prevention panels     ● Ported Baffle Wall 

 ●  F.O.G (floatables-oil-grease) Baffle   ● Filter Weir 

 ●  Elevated Debris Collection System    ● 0261 Baffle Buddy Filter (2) 

 ●  Vault-Ox® Infusion System      ● Shallow Excavations 

  



COMPARISON OF REMOVAL EFFICIENCIES 

[Data taken from tables 4-26, 4-27, 4-28, 4-29, 4-30 4-31] 

GPS UNIT SITE FLOW

Mean/Max 

TOTAL 

PHOSPHORUS 

TSS ZINC COPPER FECAL 

COLIFORM 

TOTAL 

NITROGEN 

Suntree 

NSBB™ 

Lake 

Concord 3/8 cfs 2.6% 66% NA NA NA 1.6% 

CDS® San 

Pablo 2/5 cfs 9.3% 92% NA NA NA 4.2% 

EcoVault® Lake 

Hodge 10/22 cfs 57% 80% 70% 40% 77% 14% 

EcoVault® Gee 

Creek 10/23 cfs 41% 78% 79% 64% 74% 2% 
1EcoVault® San 

Pablo 5/12 cfs 11% 63% 16% 15% 30% 14% 
1High water conditions reduce  effective head pressure on filters resulting in near zero flow through filters.  High water 

conditions above debris screens result in nutrient release from captured organic debris. 

Discussion from section 4.4.3 

“Excellent removal efficiencies for total phosphorus were obtained in both the Lake 

Hodge and Gee Creek EcoVault® sites.  Each of these sites was equipped with the outlet 

filter as well as the Vault-Ox® inserts.  The level of phosphorus removal observed in 

these units is generally much greater than is commonly observed in typical GPS devices. 

The EcoVault® system without the Vault-Ox® insert, along with the Suntree baffle box 

and CDS unit, exhibited removal efficiencies ranging from approximately 3-9% which is 

typical of the range of values commonly observed for GPS units.  The combination of the 

outlet filter system and the Vault-Ox® (concepts which are unique to the EcoVault® 

system) appear to substantially enhance phosphorus load reductions compared with the 

other devices.” 

Discussion from section 4.4.1.1.5 

“A summary of observed mass removal efficiencies for total nitrogen, total phosphorus, 

and TSS in the EcoVault® units is given in Table 4-26. In general, removal efficiencies 

for total nitrogen were relatively low in value, ranging from approximately 2-14%. A 

substantially higher removal efficiency was observed for total phosphorus, ranging from 

41-57% at the Osceola Trail sites, decreasing to 11% at the San Pablo EcoVault® site.

The reduced mass removal for total phosphorus observed at this site is thought to be

associated with the periodic flooded conditions which occurred in the unit. Mass load

reductions for TSS were very good in each of the three units, ranging from 78-90%.”

Discussion from sections 4.4.1.2.4 

“As indicated on Table 4-25, positive mass removals were obtained in each of the three 

units for each of the evaluated metals based upon a comparison of inflow and outflow 

loadings.  Relatively similar removal efficiencies for copper, iron, and zinc were obtained 

in the Lake Hodge and Gee Creek EcoVault® sites. However, somewhat lower removal 

efficiencies were obtained at the San Pablo site which was submerged during portions of 

the study and also did not contain the Vault-Ox® inserts. Since metals were not measured 

on the solids collected from the sumps, there is no way to determine if the observed 



removals for metals occurred as a result of sedimentation of solids or filtration of 

dissolved metals within the outlet filter. However, the San Pablo unit (which exhibited 

substantially lower metal removal efficiencies) also had an outlet filter system similar to 

the Gee Creek and Lake Hodge sites, suggesting that the filter system may not be a 

significant factor in removal. The Lake Hodge and Gee Creek sites also had the Vault-

Ox® inserts which maintained oxidized conditions within the unit, and may have caused 

some of the metals to precipitate out as either oxides or hydroxides, accumulating into the 

sump. If this assumption is true, then the Vault-Ox® insert appears to substantially 

enhance the overall effectiveness of the system for stormwater metals.” 
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Project Overview 
In November 2010, the City of Casselberry entered into an Agreement with the Florida 
Department of Environmental Protection (FDEP) to construct and evaluate baffle boxes and 
other water quality retrofits within the Lake Jesup Watershed. The Agreement was the result of a 
$250,000 grant awarded to the City of Casselberry under FDEP’s TMDL Water Quality 
Restoration Grant program. The final project consisted of a total of five baffle box and five inlet 
filter basket installations as a stormwater retrofit to existing neighborhoods. All baffle boxes 
installed were of the second generation type (which includes a leaf screen) but with the 
additional feature of a media filter on the downstream side of the box intended to better capture 
key nutrients and other pollutants. The project included a detailed effectiveness/efficiency 
evaluation on three of the five new baffle boxes, three of the new inlet filter baskets, as well as a 
pre-existing CDS (continuous deflective separation) unit and a pre-existing second generation 
baffle box (without media filtration). The project also included deployment of a complementary 
educational program that included significant outreach and public engagement activities. 
Construction of the new baffle boxes was completed in 2012, and efficiency evaluation sampling 
concluded by January 2014. 

Project Location and Basin Characteristics 
The project areas were located in the Howell Creek Basin and Gee Creek Basin, both within the 
Lake Jesup Watershed. Lake Jesup is impaired for nutrients and has an adopted Basin 
Management Action Plan, of which the baffle boxes included in this project are a part. The 
Howell Creek Basin is approximately 55 square miles (with approximately two square miles 
within City of Casselberry limits), extending from Orange County into Seminole County, 
flowing into Lake Jesup, which in turn flows into the St. Johns River. The Gee Creek Basin 
comprises approximately 11 square miles, approximately five of which are within City of 
Casselberry limits. The basin is within Seminole County, and Gee Creek flows into Lake Jesup. 
Approximately 60% of the Gee Creek Basin’s flow is controlled by a weir located just 
downstream of Lake Kathryn. 

In general, baffle box locations were chosen to treat stormwater in sub-basins that lacked 
significant treatment and where physical constraints limited the viability of other retrofit options. 
A total of approximately 144 acres was treated by the new installations. Three baffle boxes and 
five inlet filter baskets were installed in the Howell Creek Basin. (It should be noted the original 
project scope included only four inlet filter baskets – a fifth was added to capture area that was 
impractical to treat with a baffle box.) These serve highly urbanized residential and commercial 
areas in the Sausalito/Sausalito Shores area adjacent to Lake Howell. With the exception of some 
commercial areas having some retention, before this project there was virtually no treatment of 
stormwater in the baffle box sub-basins prior to discharge into Lake Howell. An existing CDS 
unit that served a portion of the residential area in the Basin was also included in the efficiency 
evaluation. 
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Two baffle boxes were installed in the Gee Creek Basin, also serving highly urbanized 
residential areas (Osceola Trail area). One baffle box sub-basin discharged into Lake Hodge 
without any real treatment of stormwater, and the other sub-basin discharged into Gee Creek 
itself without significant treatment. A pre-existing second generation baffle box (without media 
filtration) within the Gee Creek Basin was also included in the efficiency evaluation. This box 
treats stormwater from a residential area prior to discharge into Lake Concord adjacent to US 17-
92 in Casselberry. 

Please see Attachment A for a depiction of various installation locations. Please see the included 
Evaluation of Performance Efficiencies report (Attachment B) for additional details on treatment 
areas and locations of each project component studied in the efficiency evaluation portion of the 
project. 

Baffle Box Characteristics 
Each of the baffle boxes installed as part of this project was an EcoSense International 
EcoVaultTM.  This brand was not mandated by the project plans but was the approved product 
selected by both of the construction contractors for the project. Like a conventional baffle box, 
these boxes feature a series of chambers to intercept stormwater, slow flow velocity, and allow 
increased settling of pollutants in stormwater prior to discharge. They are a “second generation” 
type box in that they also have leaf screens to capture and elevate leaves and other large 
pollutants above the chambers, helping to isolate them rather than allowing them to decay in the 
static water in the chambers (or to be discharged altogether). Unlike many conventional second-
generation type baffle boxes, all five boxes feature vertically oriented cassette filters on the 
downstream side of the box. These filters include a proprietary alumino silicate-based media. 
The two baffle boxes installed in the Gee Creek basin also featured Vault-Ox®, a proprietary 
calcium peroxide-based product intended to improve conditions of the static water in the baffle 
boxes that remains between storm events. So that flood propensity is not increased compared to 
existing conditions, these boxes are all designed to allow for bypass of flow over components in 
the box should they become clogged or should flows exceed a certain capacity. All baffle boxes 
were installed as a retrofit to existing conveyance systems that discharged directly into receiving 
waters. Boxes were sized to accommodate existing flow patterns, treating flow from existing 
storm pipes that ranged in size from 15” to 48”. Please see the included Evaluation of 
Performance Efficiencies report (Attachment B) for additional details on the baffle boxes 
included as part of the efficiency evaluation. 

Inlet Filter Basket Characteristics 
The inlet filter baskets installed as part of this project were Suntree Technologies brand and 
included one 16 inch tall High Capacity Curb Inlet BasketTM, two 24 inch tall High Capacity 
Curb Inlet BasketsTM, and two Grate Inlet Skimmer BoxesTM . This brand was not mandated by 
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the project plans but was the approved product selected by the construction contractor for the 
inlet baskets. These baskets can be used as a retrofit to existing curb and grate/ditch bottom 
inlets. They generally feature a storm boom to help capture hydrocarbons followed by a series of 
screens of varying sizes to trap suspended solids, leaves, and other debris in stormwater runoff. 
They also feature a bypass system to allow flow to continue should the basket itself become 
clogged. Please see the included Evaluation of Performance Efficiencies report (Attachment B) 
for additional details on the filter baskets included as part of the efficiency evaluation. 

Public Education, Training, and Technical Assistance Program 
To complement the physical improvements associated with the project, a complementary public 
education, training, and technical assistance program was deployed. This included development 
and publishing of an updated Lake Management Guide. This document was created with the 
assistance of the City’s Lakes Management Advisory Board and is intended to be a guide for 
lakefront property owners, covering a range of topics including aquatic plant management, 
flooding, permit requirements for structures, boating safety, and a range of best management 
practices homeowners can employ to help protect lake systems. The document was distributed to 
lakefront homeowners in Casselberry as well as at various free outreach events open to the 
general public. It is available online at www.casselberry.org/lakes.  Other program components 
associated with the project included various Florida Yards and Neighborhoods workshops, public 
education events (such as Earth Fest at Lake Concord Park), lakefront workshops, a hands-on 
shoreline workshop, a public information event for the Osceola Trail area (including discussion 
of the baffle box project), in-house training of City staff on relevant stormwater topics, and 
technical assistance to lakefront homeowners as needed. 

Effectiveness Evaluation 
The effectiveness evaluation was a critical component of this project. At the core of this 
evaluation was an efficiency evaluation of the baffle boxes. Prior to this project, baffle boxes 
with media filtration had not been well studied in Florida, especially in terms of effectiveness at 
targeted nutrient reduction such as total phosphorus. Previous studies of second generation baffle 
boxes (without media filtration) suggested that, while baffle boxes are effective at sediment 
removal, their ability to substantially reduce phosphorus was limited, especially from a benefit-
cost perspective. Therefore, one of the goals of this project was to evaluate the effectiveness of 
baffle boxes with media filters, especially from a benefit-cost perspective, in order to provide the 
City (and perhaps other stormwater management stakeholders) guidance when planning future 
projects to address nutrient loads. Please see the included Evaluation of Performance Efficiencies 
report (Attachment B), which details the results of the baffle boxes studied, as well as catch basin 
inserts and the CDS unit.  
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In addition to the efficiency evaluation for the physical project components, broader evaluations 
were conducted for both Lake Howell and Lake Hodge during the project. In the case of Lake 
Hodge, vegetation/native habitat was evaluated by City and FWC staff during the project to 
confirm that the lake largely has a good, diverse habitat of lake and shoreline plant species and 
that revegetation techniques employed by the City on City-owned portions of the shoreline were 
appropriate. In the case of Lake Howell, Seminole County conducted quarterly ambient water 
quality sampling (partially funded by the City of Casselberry), as well as periodic evaluation of 
lake vegetation. In general, Lake Howell has shown a marked improvement in submersed and 
emergent aquatic vegetation in recent years, at least in part due to revegetation efforts 
coordinated by Seminole County. The Trophic State Index (TSI) of the lake has also shown 
improvement. Because of the size of the areas treated by the baffle boxes relative to the size of 
Lake Howell’s watershed, it is unlikely that any significant improvement to Lake Howell could 
reasonably be tied to the baffle boxes, although they are now providing some marginal benefit 
and overall are helping to reduce nutrient loads to the lake. 

Project Cost and Funding 
The original budget proposed for the project totaled $852,724.01, $250,000 of which was to be 
funded by the TMDL grant ($175,000 toward construction and $75,000 toward effectiveness 
evaluation). The majority of this budget was associated with the installation of the baffle boxes 
and other improvements ($733,467, which includes construction and inspection costs plus part of 
the design and permitting costs). The remainder was devoted to effectiveness evaluation, 
educational activities, and miscellaneous project tasks. The majority of the match funding was 
provided by the City of Casselberry Stormwater and Lake Management Utility. The final cost of 
the project was $710,540.69, with $141,550.34 covered by the FDEP TMDL grant* and the 
remainder covered as match, predominately by the City’s Stormwater Utility. The project came 
in under budget overall due largely to lower than expected construction costs, which actually 
totaled $593,624.25 (including all construction and inspection costs plus the part of the design 
and permitting costs incurred during the grant period). Only $141,550.34 was reimbursable 
through the TMDL grant because of actual costs and the way specific reimbursable line items 
were designated in the Agreement with FDEP. FDEP did not wish to alter the Agreement to 
allow expenditure of the remaining Grant funds. This resulted in an overall actual local match 
share of 80% vs. the 71% originally proposed. These numbers do not include ongoing 
maintenance activities (see next section). (Please note that project costs included in Attachment 
B are related only to the components studied during the efficiency evaluation; these should not 
be confused with the total project numbers and total match presented above.)   

*Note the amount indicated here as covered by the FDEP TMDL grant includes $20,181.21 in 
reimbursable costs incurred after the original contract end date, reimbursement of which is 
being considered by FDEP as of the date of completion of this report. 
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Maintenance Requirements 
Both baffle boxes and inlet filter baskets are relatively maintenance intensive, especially during 
periods of high leaf litter or increased loading from frequent storm events. The cassette media 
filters used on all five new boxes typically require annual replacement, and the Vault-Ox® 
product used on two of the boxes typically requires quarterly replacement. All types of devices 
studied require routine inspection and cleanout. Frequency of cleanouts can vary based on 
watershed characteristics, time of year, and other site-specific factors. Cleanouts typically consist 
of using a vactor truck to remove accumulated vegetation from leaf screens and to pump out the 
static liquid and settled solids in the sumps (chambers) in each baffle box. Cleanout operations 
are discussed further in Section 3.2 of Attachment B. 

Summary of Results 
Attachment B contains a very detailed analysis for the performance efficiency evaluation. 
Performance of the three second generation baffle boxes with media filtration (EcoVaultTM) units 
studied is summarized in Table 4-26 in Attachment B. Total removal efficiencies (which 
accounted for removal due to both the filters and the sumps) for these units varied from 2-14% 
for total nitrogen (TN), 11-57% for total phosphorus (TP), and 63-80% for total suspended solids 
(TSS). As can be seen in Table 4-30 in Attachment B, the second generation baffle box without 
media filtration studied demonstrated removal efficiencies of 1.6% TN, 2.6% TP, and 66% TSS. 
The CDS unit studied demonstrated removal efficiencies of 4.2% TN, 9.3% TP, and 92% TSS. 
All three types of units studied demonstrated very good TSS removal. The two EcoVaultTM units 
for the Gee Creek basin, which featured both the media filter and the Vault-Ox® components, 
demonstrated markedly better total phosphorus removal (41-57%) than is typically seen in gross 
pollutant separator (GPS) devices. 

The estimated annual load reduction and present worth for the baffle boxes, CDS unit, and inlet 
basket inserts studied during the project are presented in Table 4-36 and 4-37 of Attachment B. 
This analysis generally attempts to take into account capital cost, typical annual maintenance, 
and load reduction based on the study results but extrapolated using annual precipitation 
amounts. It assumes a 20 year life cycle. Based on this analysis the two Gee Creek baffle boxes 
with media filtration and Vault-Ox® have an estimated removal cost of $4,925-$47,135/kg of 
TN, $2,420-$13,941/kg TP, and $7.60-$19.45/kg TSS. The Howell Creek baffle box with media 
filtration has an estimated removal cost of $2,481/kg TN, $16,776/kg TP, and $15.09/kg TSS. 
The CDS unit has an estimated removal cost of $22,938/kg TN, $91,751/kg TP, and $139/kg 
TSS. The baffle box without media filtration has an estimated removal cost of $20,738/kg TN, 
$117,517/kg TP, and $29.63/kg TSS. The inlet filter baskets have an estimated removal cost of 
$9,395/kg TN, $28,967/kg TP, and $8.20/kg TSS. 

It should be noted that care should be taken in drawing broad conclusions and comparisons of 
performance for different products based on these specific results. Differences in watershed 
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characteristics and site specific issues likely contributed to differences in performance. In 
addition there may be limited statistical significance for differences between certain results due 
in part to limited sample size (e.g., only one CDS unit and one second generation baffle box 
without media filtration were evaluated). In addition, the removal cost considers both 
performance of the unit and site-specific watershed characteristics (e.g., loading rates), so care 
must be taken when attempting to broadly apply these costs to other situations. Low nitrogen and 
phosphorus loading rates were noted at several of the sites, which can result in relatively higher 
removal costs. For example, the best performing unit by far in terms of TP removal was at Lake 
Hodge in the Gee Creek basin ($2,420/kg TP), but this location also had the highest estimated 
loading rate by far at 7.2 kg TP/yr (see Table 4-33 in Attachment B.) 

Challenges, Lessons Learned, and Conclusion 
The project posed some technical challenges, including physically constrained sites, close 
proximity to residential structures, and various obstructions (e.g., resident storage, landscaping 
within easements). In particular, boxes installed on Lake Howell had issues with water tables and 
existing infrastructure. In the case of the box installed on San Pablo for Lake Howell, special 
bleed-down device retrofits had to be installed in the downstream outfall structure to attempt to 
limit the static water level in the baffle box. This bleeder pipe was prone to clogging and may 
have been part of the reason the water levels in this box were often higher than anticipated in 
design. This may be part of the reason this particular unit overall performed more poorly than the 
Gee Creek units. (See Attachment B for additional details). Temporary shoring methods (e.g., 
sheet pile) also generated vibration complaints from residents. 

During this project, the City intentionally deferred additional planned baffle box projects so that 
conclusions from this study could be considered in future projects. This was in part to evaluate 
relatively new technology (media filtration) that had not been sufficiently evaluated in Florida, 
and to better assess the overall typical benefit-cost of projects such as these compared to other 
available options. An additional $1.26M in baffle box projects are identified in the City’s current 
Stormwater, Lakes Management, and Water Quality Master Plan, which was adopted in 2007. Of 
the GPS devices studied in this project, only the baffle box at Lake Hodge (Gee Creek Basin) 
demonstrated a marginally competitive phosphorus removal cost at $2,420/kg TP. This is still far 
higher than many other best management practice (BMP) alternatives. Clearly, site-specific load 
characteristics and suitability of alternative BMPs will be key factors in evaluating whether these 
additional projects should proceed. 

In conclusion, the baffle box and inlet filter basket installations completed with this project now 
provide significant treatment to stormwater prior to surface water discharge where there was 
little to none before. The addition of media filtration to a second generation-type baffle box has 
shown promise in significantly increasing phosphorus removal levels compared to those 
typically found other GPS units without media filters. However, overall, the relatively low 
benefit to high cost of projects such as these compared to other best management practices may 
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severely limit opportunities where their installation is the best choice, especially if the primary 
targeted pollutant is total nitrogen or total phosphorus. 

 

Note regarding January 21, 2015 report revisions: Attachment B (Evaluation of Performance 
Efficiencies) was updated in December 2014 to correct the inclusion of an incorrect data set in 
the Appendix C as well as to correct a few numeric errors in select tables. As a result, the cover 
page, Section 4, Section 5, and Appendix C of Attachment B have been completely replaced with 
the updated versions. The “Summary of Results” section of this main report has also been 
updated to reflect changes in Attachment B. The only effect on this “Summary of Results” 
section was that the Howell Creek baffle box with media filtration estimated TN removal cost 
was corrected to $2,481/kg TN. 
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Project Photos 
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Installation of one of the smaller baffle boxes at the Sausalito Condos on Lake Howell. This box treats a 
24” storm pipe – the upstream side is in the foreground (Lake Howell is just beyond the buildings in the 
photo.) The leaf screen can be seen on the upstream side of the box. 
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Cassette media filter prior to installation in one of the baffle boxes at Sausalito Condos on Lake Howell. 
These filters typically require annual replacement. 
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Lowering of one of the larger baffle boxes via crane on Osceola Trail at Gee Creek. Note the temporary 
sheet pile installation around the excavated area. The large opening in the side of the box is where the 
42” upstream pipe was set (see next photo). Gee Creek (receiving water) is behind the homes to the right 
in the photo. 
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Placement of the baffle box on Osceola Trail at Gee Creek. Due to existing pipe geometry, this box was 
configured in a “T” fashion, receiving flows from a 42” pipe (upper left) and 15” pipe (upper right) with 
outflow to a 42” pipe (foreground) that discharges to Gee Creek. The leaf screen can be seen in the 
background. A PVC tube where VaultOx® is placed is visible in the upper right corner of the box. The 
metal frame in the foreground is where the cassette media filters are placed (this box requires two 
cassettes). 
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Baffle box on Osceola Trail at Gee Creek after full restoration. Gee Creek is behind the homes in the 
background. The manholes and hatches are used to access the baffle box for maintenance, including 
cleanouts and filter replacement.   
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± Figure 1a
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± Figure 1b
Site Locator Map (USGS)
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SECTION  1 
 

INTRODUCTION 
 
 

1.1   Introduction 
 
 This document provides a summary of work efforts conducted by Environmental 
Research & Design, Inc. (ERD) for the City of Casselberry (City) to evaluate the pollution 
reduction efficiencies of five recently-installed gross pollutant separators (GPS) and three inlet 
basket inserts within the Gee Creek and Howell Creek drainage basin.  Each of these drainage 
basins ultimately discharges to Lake Jesup which is a designated Impaired Water with an 
adopted TMDL and BMAP.  A general location map for the City of Casselberry study area is 
given on Figure 1-1.  The City of Casselberry is located in Seminole County in Central Florida, 
north of Orlando and south of the City of Sanford. 
 

Lake 
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Orlando
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Figure 1-1.   Location Map for the City of Casselberry Study Area. 
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 The City of Casselberry is a highly urbanized area consisting of a combination of 
residential, commercial, and roadway land uses.  Many of the existing residential areas within 
the City were constructed prior to implementation of requirements for stormwater management 
systems and discharge largely untreated stormwater runoff into Lake Howell, a 399-acre 
waterbody in the Howell Creek basin, and Gee Creek.  The GPS units evaluated as part of this 
project are designed to capture sediments, nutrients, and debris from the residential areas prior to 
discharge into the adjacent receiving waterbodies. 
 
 General locations of the monitored GPS sites are indicated on Figure 1-2.  Each of the 
devices provides treatment for watershed areas which discharge either into Gee Creek or Howell 
Creek, both of which ultimately discharge to Lake Jesup.  A summary of GPS equipment 
installed at each of the monitoring sites is given on Table 1-1.  At the Lake Hodge (a small lake 
which ultimately discharges into Gee Creek) and Gee Creek baffle box sites, the installed baffle 
boxes were manufactured by EcoSense and are equipped with Vault-Ox®  inserts.  The baffle 
box constructed at the San Pablo site consists of an EcoSense baffle box without a Vault-Ox® 
insert.  The EcoSense systems contain a media filter on the downstream side of the baffle box, a 
process which is not present in most other second generation baffle boxes.  The other San Pablo 
site contains a previously-installed Contech CDS unit.  The Lake Concord monitoring site 
consists of a Suntree 2nd Generation Nutrient Separating Baffle Box.  The three inlet basket 
inserts (manufactured by Suntree) are located in the general vicinity of the San Pablo CDS and 
baffle box units.  Additional information concerning construction and removal processes for each 
of the monitored GPS systems is given in Section 2. 
 

The specific objectives of this research project are to: 
 
1. Quantify the field monitored removal efficiencies for nutrients and heavy metals for each 

of the evaluated units; 
 
2. Estimate annual load reductions and pollutant removal costs for each BMP type; and 
 
3. Compare effectiveness of 4 current GPS technologies 
 
 The monitoring program discussed in this document is designed to compare the relative 
pollutant removal effectiveness of four evaluated GPS technologies.  In addition to more 
common GPS technologies such as a CDS unit or the Suntree 2nd Generation Nutrient Separating 
Baffle Box, monitoring was also conducted on an EcoSense baffle box which contained a 
downstream media filter, a technology which is relatively new within Florida.  The results of this 
project will be used to identify technologies which produce the largest pollutant load reductions 
at the lowest pollutant removal cost for future BMP projects. 
 

The evaluated GPS technologies were installed in two drainage basins, the Howell Creek 
basin and Gee Creek basin, both of which are part of the larger Lake Jesup watershed.  The 
Howell Creek basin covers approximately 55 square miles (approximately 2 square miles in 
City), extending from Orange County into Seminole County, eventually flowing into Lake Jesup, 
a tributary of the St. Johns River.  The Gee Creek basin covers approximately 11 square miles, 
with 5 square miles in the City limits.  The constructed GPS units are part of the recently-
adopted Lake Jesup Basin Management Action Plan (BMAP) and will support the ongoing 
TMDL goals for this impaired waterbody. 
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Figure 1-2. 
 

Locations 
of the GPS 
Monitoring 

Sites. 

 
 
 
 

TABLE  1-1 
 

SUMMARY  OF  GPS  EQUIPMENT  INSTALLED 
AT  EACH  OF  THE  MONITORING  SITES 

 
SITE  NAME MANUFACTURER UNIT  MODEL / TYPE 

Lake Hodge EcoSense International EcoSense Baffle Box with Vault-Ox® Insert 

Gee Creek EcoSense International EcoSense Baffle Box with Vault-Ox® Insert 

San Pablo EcoSense International EcoSense Baffle Box 

San Pablo Contech CDS Unit 

Lake Concord Suntree Technologies Suntree 2nd Generation Nutrient Separating Baffle Box 

668 San Pablo Suntree Technologies High-capacity Curb Inlet Basket 

669 San Pablo Suntree Technologies High-capacity Curb Inlet Basket 

680 San Pablo Suntree Technologies High-capacity Curb Inlet Basket 
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 Partial funding for this project was provided through a TMDL Water Quality Grant 
issued through the Florida Department of Environmental Protection (FDEP).  The TMDL Grant 
included construction of five baffle boxes and other miscellaneous tasks, but only three of the 
five baffle boxes are included in this evaluation.  According to the TMDL Water Quality Grant 
application, the constructed GPS units are expected to remove 2,810 kg/yr of TSS, 23.5 kg/yr of 
total phosphorus, and 57.6 kg/yr of total nitrogen. 
 
 This project will provide a reduction in the quantity of nonpoint source pollutants in the 
Lake Jesup watershed.  The baffle boxes proposed in this project are included in the recently-
adopted Lake Jesup Basin Management Action Plan (BMAP).  The baffle boxes are also called 
for in the City of Casselberry’s Stormwater, Lakes Management, and Water Quality Master Plan.  
The baffle boxes and inlet filter baskets are expected to provide significant removal of 
hydrocarbons, leaf litter, and other gross pollutants.  In addition, the baffle boxes will provide 
removal of TSS, sediment, total phosphorus, and total nitrogen.  In concert with the structural 
projects, the City implemented enhanced education, training, and technical assistance programs 
intended to encourage source control through responsible fertilizer use (or disuse), runoff 
control, stormwater harvesting, proper shoreline revegetation and maintenance, Florida-friendly 
landscaping, proper septic system maintenance (and use of sewer when available), responsible 
construction activities BMPs, and other related BMPs.  The project will provide localized 
improvement to the overall health (TSI) of Lake Hodge, Lake Howell, and Gee Creek; and it will 
provide load reductions for Lake Jesup consistent with the TMDL and BMAP for this impaired 
waterbody. 
 
 

1.2   Work Efforts Performed by ERD 
 
 A Quality Assurance Project Plan (QAPP) was developed by ERD during June 2012 
which provided details concerning the proposed field monitoring and laboratory activities.  
Monitoring equipment was installed at each of the GPS monitoring sites by ERD during May 
and June 2013.  Field monitoring was initiated on June 15, 2013 and was conducted over a 
period of approximately 7 months until January 15, 2014.  Flow monitoring equipment and 
automatic sequential stormwater samplers were installed at the 5 automated monitoring sites to 
measure volumetric inflows and to collect samples in a flow-proportioned mode.  At the 
completion of the field monitoring program, the collected field and laboratory data were used to 
estimate annual load reductions and performance efficiencies for each of the evaluated systems. 
 
 This report has been divided into 5 separate sections which provide a discussion of work 
efforts conducted by ERD and the results of the field and laboratory analyses.  Section 1 contains 
an introduction to the report and a brief summary of work efforts performed by ERD.  Section 2 
provides a discussion of each of the evaluated GPS technologies.  Section 3 provides a 
discussion of the individual monitoring sites and general methodology used for field and 
laboratory evaluations.  Section 4 provides a discussion of the hydrologic and water quality 
results, and a summary is provided in Section 5.  Appendices are attached which contain 
additional supplemental information referenced within the report. 
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1.3   Project Costs and Funding 
 
 Funding for the Casselberry GPS projects was provided largely by the City of 
Casselberry and FDEP, with limited in-kind match participation from Seminole County and the 
Florida Fish and Wildlife Commission (FWC).  Project cost information for those components of 
the Casselberry GPS projects specifically studied under this evaluation is provided in Section 4.5 
of this report.  For details on overall project costs, please see the “Project Cost and Funding” 
section in the City’s main report for this project. 
 
 In addition to the Casselberry GPS projects constructed as part of the FDEP TMDL Grant 
(Agreement S0497), two additional GPS devices were also evaluated as part of the monitoring 
project which were constructed as part of previous Casselberry Public Works projects.  These 
sites include the San Pablo CDS Unit and the Lake Concord Suntree baffle box unit.  Estimated 
construction and O&M costs for these units are provided in a subsequent section. 
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SECTION  2 
 

DESCRIPTION  OF  INSTALLED 
GPS  TECHNOLOGIES 

 
 

 This section provides a description of the GPS technologies that were evaluated as part of 
this project, along with specific details for each of the monitored installations. 
 
 

2.1   GPS Technology Overview 
 
 The GPS technologies evaluated for this project include systems manufactured by 
Contech Industries, EcoSense International, and Suntree Technologies.  A discussion of the 
configuration, theory of operation, and operational characteristics for each of the evaluated 
technologies is given in the following sections. 
 
 
2.1.1 EcoVault® Baffle Box 
 
 As indicated on Figure 1-2 and in Table 1-1, EcoVault® baffle boxes were installed at 
the Lake Hodge, Gee Creek, and San Pablo baffle box sites.  The EcoVault® baffle box is 
manufactured by EcoSense International (ESI), which is located in Rockledge, Florida.  The 
EcoVault® is a pre-cast concrete baffle box system which, according to ESI, is designed to 
remove sediments, trash, organics, nutrients, metals, and oils/grease. 
 
 Photographs of the ESI EcoVault® baffle box system are given on Figure 2-1.  As 
indicated on Figure 2-1a, the EcoVault® contains three separate internal chambers separated by 
concrete walls.  As water enters the EcoVault® unit, the flow spreads out over a series of hinged 
screen aluminum hatches.  The runoff passes downward through the screens (illustrated on 
Figure 2-1b) which filter out larger debris, leaves, and vegetation, while allowing smaller 
particles (such as sand and grit) to settle into the internal chambers.  The elevation of the screens 
is designed to be higher than the outflow invert elevation so that the collected solid material is 
stored out of the water between storm events.  Storage of the collected vegetation and debris 
under dry conditions minimizes leaching of nutrients from the vegetation which is substantially 
accelerated when the vegetation is maintained in a saturated environment.  The EcoVault® baffle 
box is cleaned by first vacuuming the solids from the top of the screens.  The screens then open 
up (as illustrated on Figure 2-1c) to allow access to the lower chambers to remove accumulated 
solids. 
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a.   Schematic flow patterns in the EcoVault® unit 

 
b.   Bottom solids screens 

 
 
 
 
 

 
c.   Bottom screens opened for cleaning 

 
d.   “Baffle Buddy” Outlet filter 

 
 
 
 

Figure 2-1.   Overview of the ESI EcoVault® Baffle Box. 
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One of the unique features of the ESI EcoVault® baffle box is the inclusion of an outlet 
filter system located on the downstream side of the baffle box unit.  Water which exits the baffle 
box must first pass through the outlet filter system (illustrated on Figure 2-1d).  ESI refers to the 
filter as the “Baffle Buddy filter” which contains a patented surfactant-modified alumino silicate 
which, according to ESI, absorbs cations and anions such as phosphates, ammonia, dissolved 
heavy metals, hydrocarbons, fecal bacteria, and a variety of organic compounds.  Product 
literature for the EcoVault® baffle box system is included in Appendix A.1. 

 
 In addition to the outflow filter system, the Lake Hodge and Gee Creek EcoVault® baffle 
boxes also contained Vault-Ox® inserts, which are also manufactured by ESI.  Photographs of 
the ESI Vault-Ox® inserts are given on Figure 2-2.  The Vault-Ox® insert consists of water-
permeable mesh which contains a proprietary blend of two active ingredients, one of which is 
calcium peroxide.  As the calcium peroxide dissolves, hydrogen peroxide is produced which is a 
strong oxidizer designed to maintain oxidized conditions within the baffle box between storm 
events.  According to ESI, the addition of a Vault-Ox® cartridge to a baffle box is intended to 
improve dissolved oxygen, immobilize phosphorus, elevate and buffer pH, absorb nitrogen, 
enhance aerobic activity, promote oxidation of organics, lower COD/BOD, and absorb heavy 
metals. 
 

 

Figure 2-2. 
 

Photos of the ESI 
Vault-Ox® Inserts. 

 

 
a.   Vault-Ox® insert 

 
b.   Vault-Ox® insert holder 

 
 
 

The Vault-Ox® insert is placed into a protective holder (Figure 2-2b) which provides 
protection for the mesh insert.  ESI refers to Vault-Ox® as “static stormwater remediation 
chemistry”, since it is designed primarily to maintain oxidized conditions within baffle boxes 
between storm events.  Product literature information for Vault-Ox® is given in Appendix A.2.  
The Vault-Ox® inserts are stand-alone products which can be used in many types of baffle boxes 
and small detention devices. 
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2.1.2 Contech CDS Unit 
 

As indicated on Figure 1-2 and Table 1-1, field monitoring was also conducted in a 
previously-installed CDS unit for comparison with the other baffle box type technologies.  The 
CDS unit was manufactured by Contech Engineered Solutions, an international corporation with 
North American headquarters located in West Chester, Ohio.  The CDS (Continuous Deflective 
Separation) system is a swirl concentrator hybrid technology that provides a combination of 
swirl concentration and indirect screening.  According to Contech, CDS units effectively screen, 
separate, and trap debris, sediment, and oil from stormwater runoff and are ideal systems to meet 
trash TMDLs. 

 
Under operational conditions, the inflow is directed into a curved conduit which creates a 

swirling action on the inside of the unit in the separation cylinder.  The swirling action inside the 
cylinder creates centrifugal forces on larger solids, causing them to pass through the internal 
screen and settle into the bottom sump area.  In addition, the swirling action within the separation 
chamber acts to continually shear debris off the screen to keep it clean.  Floating debris and trash 
is collected and stored in the center portion of the unit, with larger particles of sand and grit 
accumulating into the bottom of the sump.  Cleaning operations consist of vacuum removal of 
the accumulated material within the central sump portions of the unit and sump. 

 
A schematic of a typical Contech CDS unit is given on Figure 2-3, and product literature 

for Contech CDS units is given in Appendix A.3.  According to Contech, the design of the CDS 
unit provides virtually full retention for captured pollutants, even during extremely high flow 
conditions through the unit.  However, due to the vertical construction of the CDS unit, 
installation of CDS units typically requires deeper excavations than would be required for a 
typical baffle box unit. 
 
 
 

Figure 2-3. 
 

Schematic of the Contech 
CDS Unit. 
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2.1.3 Suntree 2nd Generation Nutrient Separating Baffle Box 
 
 As indicated on Figure 1-2 and in Table 1-1, a Suntree 2nd Generation Nutrient 
Separating Baffle Box was installed at the Lake Concord monitoring site.  The nutrient 
separating baffle box was manufactured by Suntree Technologies, Inc., located in Cocoa, 
Florida.  The basic structural configuration of the Suntree baffle box unit consists of a standard 
3-chamber 1st generation baffle box system.  However, the 2nd generation system is designed to 
separate and store nutrient-rich vegetation and litter on a filtration screen system, with larger 
sediment particles settling into the bottom chambers.  The outflow invert for the system is 
designed to be slightly lower than the inflow invert, which causes the filtration screen system to 
remain above the water level between storm events, theoretically separating the nutrient-rich 
vegetation and litter from the roadway dirt and solids.  Numerous studies have indicated that 
significant release of nutrients occurs from vegetation, leaves, and litter if these materials are 
stored in submerged conditions for extended periods of time.   
 

A somewhat unique feature of the Suntree 2nd generation baffle box is the deflector 
shields provided on the internal walls of the basic baffle box structure.  These deflectors 
minimize opportunity for development of turbulent and circular flow regimes adjacent to the 
baffle wall which could potentially mobilize collected sediments.  The latest version of the 
nutrient separating baffle box contains deflector shields on both sides of the internal chambers.  
The Suntree system also contains a floating boom, referred to as the Storm Boom, designed to 
collect and adsorb hydrocarbons floating on the water surface in front of the outflow skimmer.  
The Suntree nutrient separating baffle box structures are available in a variety of sizes to 
accommodate pipe diameters ranging from 4-72 inches.  A schematic of the Suntree unit is given 
on Figure 2-4, and product literature for the Suntree 2nd Generation Nutrient Separating Baffle 
Box System is given in Appendix A.4. 
 
 

 

 
a.   During storm event conditions 

 
b.   Following storm event conditions 

 
 

 
Figure 2-4.   Schematic of the Suntree 2nd Generation Nutrient Separating Baffle Box. 
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2.1.4 Suntree High-Capacity Curb Inlet Basket 
 
 In addition to the baffle box and CDS structures, monitoring was also conducted at three 
curb inlet basket sites which were located in the general vicinity of the San Pablo CDS and baffle 
box units.  The installed high-capacity curb inlet baskets were manufactured by Suntree 
Technologies in Cocoa, Florida.  A schematic of the Suntree high-capacity curb inlet basket is 
given on Figure 2-5.  The unit consists of a wire mesh basket which is suspended near the center 
of a storm inlet using a shelf support system (Figure 2-5a).  The shelf support also serves to 
direct the runoff inflow into the filtration basket where the water passes through the mesh 
openings, trapping suspended solids, vegetation, litter, and debris inside the basket.  Inflows 
which exceed the intake capacity of the filtration basket bypass the unit and travel downstream 
through the stormsewer system.  A photograph of a filtration basket filled with collected solids is 
given on Figure 2-5b.  Product information concerning the Suntree high-capacity curb inlet 
basket is given in Appendix A.5. 
 

 
 

 
a.   Schematic of the Suntree high-capacity curb inlet basket 

 
b.   Basket filled with collected solids 

 
 

 
Figure 2-5.   Schematic of the Suntree High-Capacity Curb Inlet Basket. 

 
 
 

2.2   Description of Installed Systems 
 
 A discussion of the general characteristics, watershed areas, and installation details for 
each of the evaluated GPS systems is given in the following sections. 
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2.2.1 Osceola Trail Sites 
 
 2.2.1.1   General Description 
 
 The monitoring sites referred to on Figure 1-2 and in Table 1-1 as the Lake Hodge baffle 
box and the Gee Creek baffle box are each located along Osceola Trail, and are collectively 
referred to as the Osceola Trail sites.  Locations of the Lake Hodge and Gee Creek monitoring 
sites are illustrated on Figure 2-6.  Each of these sites contained an EcoSense EcoVault® baffle 
box with Vault-Ox® inserts. 
 

 
Lake Hodge
EcoVault BB 
w/ Vault‐Ox

Lake
Hodge

Gee
Creek

Gee Creek 
EcoVault BB 
w/ Vault‐Ox

 
 

Figure 2-6.   Locations of the EcoVault® Baffle Boxes at the Osceola Trail Sites. 
 

 
 
 
 Contributing watershed areas for the Lake Hodge and Gee Creek baffle box systems are 
illustrated on Figure 2-7.  The Lake Hodge baffle box receives inflow from the sub-basin 
designated as G-1 which consists of approximately 20.98 acres of single-family residential 
homes.  The Gee Creek baffle box unit receives inflows from the sub-basin identified as G-2 
which consists of approximately 29.98 acres of single-family residential homes. 
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Contributing 
Watersheds for the 
Osceola Trail Sites. 

 
 

 
 
 
A summary of hydrologic characteristics of the G-1 and G-2 sub-basins is given on Table 

2-1.  Each of the sub-basin areas is approximately 40% impervious.  Sub-basin G-1 is estimated 
to be approximately 30% DCIA due to the curb and gutter system used in portions of the sub-
basin.  However, Sub-basin G-2 has a DCIA percentage near zero due to the extensive shallow 
roadside swale system.  Each of the two sub-basins is located in areas dominated by well drained 
soils in HSG A.  Selected construction plans for the Osceola Trail baffle box sites are included in 
Appendix B.1. 
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TABLE  2-1 
 

HYDROLOGIC  CHARACTERISTICS  OF 
THE  G-1  AND  G-2  SUB-BASINS 

 
SUB-

BASIN 
ID 

AREA 
(acres) 

IMPERVIOUS 
AREA 

(%) 

DCIA 
AREA 

(%) 

HSG 
SOIL 

GROUP 

TREATMENT 
DEVICE 

G-1 20.98 41 30 A EcoVault® baffle box with Vault-Ox® insert 
G-2 29.98 43 0 A EcoVault® baffle box with Vault-Ox® insert 

TOTAL: 50.96     
 
 

 
 2.2.1.2   Lake Hodge Baffle Box 
 
 An overview of drainage patterns in the vicinity of the Lake Hodge baffle box site is 
given on Figure 2-8.  In general, drainage within the sub-basin travels by a combination of 
roadside swales and curb and gutter systems before converging into the combined inflow for the 
EcoVault® unit. 
 

EcoVault
Unit

 
 

Figure 2-8.   Drainage Patterns in the Vicinity of the Lake Hodge Baffle Box Site. 
 
 
 
Photographs of the Lake Hodge baffle box inflow are given on Figure 2-9.  Runoff is 

collected on the east side of the roadway in a grate inlet and conveyed beneath Osceola Trail 
through a 52-inch x 36-inch ERCP.  This RCP combines with surface inflows from the west and 
north sides of Osceola Trail to form the inflow into the EcoVault® unit. 
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Figure 2-9.   Photographs of the Lake Hodge Baffle Box Inflow. 

 
 
 

 Plan and cross-section views of the Lake Hodge EcoVault® baffle box are illustrated on 
Figure 2-10.  The inflow into the baffle box consists of a 52-inch x 36-inch ERCP, with the 
discharge from the structure consisting of a 34-inch x 53-inch ERCP.  The EcoVault® unit 
installed at this site is similar to the model illustrated on Figure 2-1 which incorporates the outlet 
filter.  In addition, a Vault-Ox® insert was also installed at this site.  Construction drawings for 
the Lake Hodge EcoVault® site are included in Appendix B.1. 
 
 

Figure 2-10. 
 

Plan and Cross-Section Views of the 
Lake Hodge EcoVault® Baffle Box. 
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52” x 35” 
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2.2.1.3  Gee Creek Baffle Box 

 
 Drainage patterns in the vicinity of the Gee Creek baffle box site are illustrated on Figure 
2-11.  The drainage system within the watershed discharging to the baffle box site consists 
almost exclusively of shallow vegetated roadside swales which lead to periodic grate inlets 
within the swales.  Due to the highly permeable soils within the basin, a large portion of the 
generated runoff infiltrates into the onsite soils and swales, resulting in a relatively low runoff 
potential for this sub-basin area. 
 
 

Gee
Creek

EcoVault
Unit

 
 

Figure 2-11.   Drainage Patterns in the Vicinity of the Gee Creek Baffle Box Site. 
 

 
 
 A photograph of the Gee Creek baffle box site is given on Figure 2-12.  A 42-inch RCP 
and a 15-inch RCP converge into a manhole located in the roadside swale area.  The combined 
flows are then introduced into the EcoVault® baffle box through a 42-inch RCP.  After treatment 
within the EcoVault® system, water discharges from the unit through a 42-inch CMP into Gee 
Creek.  Plan and cross-section views of the Gee Creek EcoVault® baffle box are illustrated on 
Figure 2-13.   The EcoVault® unit installed at this site is similar to the model illustrated on 
Figure 2-1 which incorporates the outlet filter.  In addition, a Vault-Ox® insert was also installed 
at this site.  Construction drawings for the Gee Creek EcoVault® system are included in 
Appendix B.1. 
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Unit

 
 

Figure 2-12.   Photograph of the Exterior of the Gee Creek EcoVault® Unit. 
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Figure 2-13. 
 

Plan and Cross-Section 
Views  of the Gee Creek 
EcoVault® Baffle Box. 
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2.2.2 San Pablo Avenue Sites 
 
 2.2.2.1   General Description 
 
 The monitoring sites referred to on Figure 1-2 and in Table 1-1 as the San Pablo CDS 
unit, San Pablo baffle box, and San Pablo inlet filter baskets are each located along San Pablo 
Avenue on the north shore of Lake Howell and are collectively referred to as the San Pablo 
Avenue sites.  Locations of the San Pablo Avenue GPS units are illustrated on Figure 2-14.  The 
site designated as San Pablo CDS unit consists of a Contech CDS unit which was constructed as 
part of a previous project not associated with the TMDL Grant.  The site referred to as San Pablo 
baffle box contains an EcoVault® baffle box without a Vault-Ox® insert.  The San Pablo inlet 
filter basket sites each contain Suntree high-capacity curb inlet baskets, as described in Section 
2.1.4. 
 

Lake Howell

San Pablo
CDS Unit

680 San Pablo
Inlet Filter

Basket

San Pablo
Baffle Box-
EcoVault

668 San Pablo
Inlet Filter

Basket

669 San Pablo
Inlet Filter

Basket

 
 

Figure 2-14.   Location of the San Pablo Avenue GPS Units. 
 
 

 Contributing watershed areas for the San Pablo Avenue GPS units are illustrated on 
Figure 2-15.  The San Pablo EcoVault® site receives runoff from the sub-basin designated as H-
3 which consists of approximately 21.37 acres of single-family residential homes.  
Approximately 19.37 acres of sub-basin H-3 discharge to the EcoVault® unit, with 2.0 acres 
discharging to the 680 San Pablo inlet filter basket.  The 668/669 San Pablo Suntree curb inlet 
baskets receive inflow from the sub-basin designated as H-4 which consists of approximately 
2.71 acres of single-family residential homes.  The Contech CDS unit receives runoff from the 
sub-basin designated as H-5 which consists of approximately 4.90 acres of single-family 
residential homes. 
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 A summary of hydrologic characteristics of the H-3, H-4, and H-5 sub-basins is given on 
Table 2-2.  Each of the sub-basin areas contains a large amount of impervious area.  Each of the 
sub-basins is also estimated to contain approximately 25-30% DCIA due to the curb and gutter 
system used throughout each of the sub-basins.  The overall basin area is dominated by well 
drained soils in HSG A.  Selected construction plans for the San Pablo Avenue GPS units are 
included in Appendix B.2. 
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TABLE  2-2 
 

HYDROLOGIC  CHARACTERISTICS  OF 
THE  H-3, H-4,  AND  H-5  SUB-BASINS 

 
SUB-BASIN 

ID 
AREA 
(acres) 

IMPERVIOUS 
AREA 

(%) 

DCIA 
AREA 

(%) 

HSG 
SOIL 

GROUP 

TREATMENT 
DEVICE 

H-3 21.37 45 25 A EcoVault® Baffle Box 
H-4 2.71 58 30 A Suntree Inlet Baskets 
H-5 4.90 67 50 A CDS Unit 

TOTAL: 28.98     
 
 
 
 

 2.2.2.2   EcoVault® Baffle Box and Suntree Inlet Filter (Sub-basin H-3) 
 
 An overview of drainage patterns in the vicinity of the sub-basin H-3 EcoVault® baffle 
box site is given on Figure 2-16.  In general, drainage within the sub-basin travels by a 
combination of curb and gutter systems and underground stormsewers which conveys the runoff 
into the EcoVault® unit.  Approximately 19.37 acres of sub-basin H-3 discharge to the 
EcoVault® unit.  The remaining 2 acres is treated by the inlet filter basket at 680 San Pablo and 
discharges into the downstream side of the EcoVault® unit through the 15-inch RCP. 
 
 

Figure 2-16. 
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 A photograph of the exterior of the San Pablo EcoVault® site is given on Figure 2-17.  
The unit was constructed entirely within the existing right-of-way.  Access into the unit is 
obtained through one of three manholes located in the grassed portion of the right-of-way. 
 
 
 
 

Access
Lids

15” RCP
 

 
Figure 2-17.   Photograph of the San Pablo Baffle Box Site. 

 
 
 
 

 Plan and cross-section views of the San Pablo EcoVault® baffle box are illustrated on 
Figure 2-18.  Inflow into the baffle box originates from a 36-inch RCP as well as local street 
runoff which discharges into the curb inlet structure and combines with the 36-inch RCP inflow.  
The combined flows pass through the EcoVault® unit, discharges into a manhole, and combines 
with the 15-inch CP treated by the Suntree inlet filter.  The combined flows then discharge 
through a 36-inch RCP to Lake Howell.  As part of this project, a bleeder orifice was installed in 
a pre-existing outfall sump to control the static water table elevation.  This orifice was prone to 
clogging and is responsible for surcharged conditions frequently observed in the EcoVault® unit.  
The EcoVault® unit installed at this site is similar to the EcoVault® units installed at the Lake 
Hodge and Gee Creek sites with the exception that the San Pablo EcoVault® did not contain a 
Vault-Ox® insert.  Construction drawings for the San Pablo EcoVault® site are provided in 
Appendix B.2. 
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Figure 2-18. 
 

Plan View of the San Pablo 
EcoVault® Baffle Box 

 
 
 
 2.2.2.3   San Pablo CDS Unit (Sub-basin H-5) 
 
 Drainage patterns in the vicinity of the San Pablo CDS unit are illustrated on Figure 2-19.  
The drainage system within sub-basin H-5 consists almost exclusively of roadside curb and 
gutters with underground stormsewer systems.  Runoff is collected within sub-basin H-5 and 
conveyed to the location of the CDS unit on San Pablo Avenue.  Due to the highly permeable 
soils within the sub-basin, a large portion of the generated runoff infiltrates into the onsite soils, 
resulting on a relatively low runoff potential for the sub-basin area. 
 

A photograph of the San Pablo CDS site is given on Figure 2-20.  Runoff enters the CDS 
unit through an 18-inch RCP which conveys drainage from northern portions of sub-basin H-5.  
The discharge from the CDS unit to Lake Howell also consists of an 18-inch RCP.  Access into 
the CDS unit is obtained through two separate manhole covers which are removed for clean-out 
operations.  Plan and cross-section views of the San Pablo CDS unit are given on Figure 2-21.  
Construction drawings for the San Pablo CDS site are included in Appendix B.3. 
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Figure 2-19.   Drainage Patterns at the San Pablo CDS Unit Site. 
 
 
 

Figure 2-20. 
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Figure 2-21. 
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 2.2.2.4   Suntree Inlet Baskets 
 
 Three Suntree inlet baskets were installed along San Pablo Avenue, with two installed in 
sub-basin H-4 and one installed in sub-basin H-3 (see Section 2.2.2.2).  An overview of drainage 
patterns in the vicinity of the San Pablo Suntree inlet basket sites in sub-basin H-4 is given on 
Figure 2-22.  Runoff is conveyed to each of the inlet basket inserts by overland flow through the 
existing curb and gutter system.  The runoff is collected in curb inlets located on the north and 
south sides of San Pablo Avenue, with separate inlet baskets located in each of the two 
structures.  Photographs of the inlet basket units are given on Figure 2-23.  Construction 
drawings for the Suntree inlet baskets are given in Appendix B.2. 
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Figure 2-22.   Photograph of the San Pablo Suntree Inlet Basket Site. 
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a.   Interior of the 668 San Pablo inlet basket 

 
b.   Interior of the 669 San Pablo inlet basket 

 
 
 

Figure 2-23.   Photographs of the San Pablo Inlet Basket Units. 
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2.2.3 Lake Concord Suntree Baffle Box Site 
 
 2.2.3.1   General Description 
 
 The monitoring site referred to on Figure 1-2 and in Table 1-1 as the Lake Concord baffle 
box site is located on the west side of Lake Concord.  The location of the Lake Concord baffle 
box is indicated on Figure 2-24.  The system installed at this site consists of a Suntree 2nd 
Generation Nutrient Separating Baffle Box system.   

 
 

Lake
Concord

Lake Concord
Baffle Box –

2nd Gen. SunTree

 
 

Figure 2-24.   Location of the Lake Concord Baffle Box Site. 
 
 
 
 The contributing watershed area for the Lake Concord baffle box is illustrated on Figure 
2-25.  The watershed area is referred to as sub-basin G-3 and consists of 5.64 acres of single-
family residential, commercial, and roadway land uses on the west side of US 17-92.  Soils 
within the sub-basin are well drained and classified in HSG A which implies a relatively low 
runoff potential for pervious areas within the basin. 
 
 A photograph of the Suntree baffle box unit is given on Figure 2-26.  The unit contains 
three separate manhole covers which can be removed to provide access into interior portions of 
the baffle box unit during cleaning operations.  Construction drawings for the Lake Concord 
baffle box unit are provided in Appendix B.4. 
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Figure 2-26. 
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SECTION  3 
 

FIELD  AND  LABORATORY  ACTIVITIES 
 
 

 Field and laboratory activities were conducted by ERD from June 2013-January 2014 to 
evaluate the effectiveness of GPS-based stormwater treatment technologies installed within the 
City of Casselberry.  These facilities were constructed by the City to reduce pollutant loadings 
discharging from adjacent watershed areas into Howell Creek and Gee Creek, both of which are 
tributaries to Lake Jesup. 
 

Flow monitoring and sample collection equipment was installed at five separate locations 
by ERD, and field monitoring was conducted over a period of seven months to evaluate the 
efficiencies of the individual GPS units.  The accumulated sediments within each of the 
evaluated units were removed approximately midway through the monitoring program and at the 
end of the program to document mass and nutrient loadings removed by each of the units.  
Specific details of monitoring efforts conducted at each of the monitoring sites are given in the 
following sections.  All field and laboratory work efforts complied with the quality assurance 
requirements addressed in Chapter 62-160 FAC as well as the document titled “Requirements for 
Field and Analytical Work Performed for the Department of Environmental Protection Under 
Contract” (DEP-QA-002/02), dated February 2002.   
 
 

3.1   Field Monitoring and Instrumentation 
 
 A discussion of field monitoring techniques and instrumentation installed at each of the 
field monitoring sites is given in the following sections. 
 
 
3.1.1 Osceola Trail Monitoring Sites 
 
 Locations of the Osceola Trail monitoring sites are illustrated on Figure 3-1.  Field 
monitoring was conducted at two separate sites containing EcoVault® baffle boxes with Vault-
Ox® inserts.  Instrumentation was installed at each of the two sites to provide a continuous 
measurement of discharges through each of the two EcoVault® units under storm event 
conditions, as well as to collect flow-weighted samples during a wide range of flow conditions.  
The sampling equipment at each site was installed by ERD during May-June 2013.  Formal 
monitoring was initiated at each of the two sites on June 15, 2013 and continued for a period of 
214 days until January 15, 2014.  
 
 
 
 
 

3-1 
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Figure 3-1.   Locations of the Osceola Trail Monitoring Sites. 
 
 

 
 3.1.1.1   Lake Hodge EcoVault® Site 
 
 Monitoring at the Lake Hodge EcoVault® site was conducted at both the inflow and 
outflow for the baffle box using automatic sequential stormwater samplers with integral 
flowmeters (ISCO Model 7612).   However, since volumetric inflows and outflows for the 
treatment system are identical, flow monitoring was conducted only at one location.  The 34-inch 
x 53-inch ERCP discharge pipe from the unit was selected as the point of flow measurement 
since it provided the longest undisturbed reach in the piping system associated with the unit.  
Discharge monitoring was conducted using an ISCO Model 720 submerged depth probe which 
provided continuous measurements of water depth within the pipe which are used to calculate 
discharge rates.  The integral flow meter unit was programmed to provide a continuous record of 
discharges through the EcoVault® unit, with measurements stored into internal memory at 10-
minute intervals. The discharge data generated by the flow module provided a continuous 
hydrograph record of discharges through the EcoVault® unit as well as input to the autosampler 
to collect composite samples of storm event discharges in a flow-weighted manner. 
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Each of the automatic samplers was housed inside a single insulated aluminum 

equipment shelter which was installed on the top of the downstream grate of the installation.  
Sensor cables and sample tubing were run through the open grate beneath the equipment shelter 
and extended through the stormsewer system to the point of flow measurement or sample 
collection.   An overview of sampling equipment installed at the Lake Hodge site is given on 
Figure 3-2.  
 
 

Insulated
Equipment

Shelter

Inflow
Sampler

Outflow
Sampler

Equipment
Shelter

52” x 64”
Outflow

 
Figure 3-2.   Overview of Sampling Equipment Installed at the Lake Hodge Site. 

 
 
 

 Flow measurements at the Lake Hodge monitoring site were performed using a sensitive 
pressure transducer sensor which transforms measurements of water depth into discharge rates 
using the Manning Equation and pipe geometry.  The Manning Equation is expressed as: 
 
 
 

Q  = 
1.486 

x  A  x  R2/3  x  S1/2 (Eq. 1)
n 

 
 
 
where:  Q = discharge rate (cfs) 
 
  n = Manning coefficient  
 
  A = cross-sectional area of flow (ft2) 
 
  R = hydraulic radius (ft) 
 
  S = pipe slope (ft/ft) 
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 Each of the two automatic samplers contained single 5-gallon polyethylene bottles and 
were programmed to collect samples in a flow-weighted mode during storm events.  The 
autosampler which contained the attached flow module was linked by cable to the other sampler 
so that a sampling event at the discharge monitoring site would trigger a simultaneous event at 
the inflow monitoring site.  This process ensured that the inflow and outflow samples are related 
to runoff characteristics at the time each sample was collected.  Each of the automatic samplers 
was operated on a gel cell battery connected to a solar panel.  
 
  
 3.1.1.2   Gee Creek EcoVault® Unit Site 

 
 Monitoring at the Gee Creek EcoVault® site was conducted at both the inflow and 
outflow for the baffle box using automatic sequential stormwater samplers with integral 
flowmeters (ISCO Model 7612).   Since volumetric inflows and outflows for the treatment 
system are identical, flow monitoring was conducted at only one location inside the 42-inch 
CMP which extends from the discharge of the EcoVault® unit to Gee Creek.  Discharge 
monitoring was conducted using an ISCO Model 720 submerged depth probe which provided 
continuous measurements of water depth within the pipe which are used to calculate discharge 
rates using the Manning Equation (Equation 1).  The integral flowmeter unit was programmed to 
provide a continuous record of discharges through the EcoVault® unit, with measurements 
stored into internal memory at 10-minute intervals.   
 
 Each of the automatic samplers were installed inside the access riser for the EcoVault® 
unit and supported on a wooden shelf constructed by ERD.  The autosamplers were well above 
the hydraulic flow line within the unit and did not interfere with flow characteristics.  Sensor 
cables and sample tubing were extended from the autosamplers to the points of flow 
measurement and sample collection.  An overview of sampling equipment installed at the Gee 
Creek site is given on Figure 3-3. 
 
 
 

Autosamplers
Inside Cover

Hatch

Wooden
Support
Platform

 
Figure 3-3.   Overview of Sampling Equipment Installed at the Gee Creek Site. 
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 Each of the two automatic samplers contained single 5-gallon polyethylene bottles and 
were programmed to collect samples in a flow-weighted mode during storm events.  The 
autosampler which contained the attached flow module was linked by cable to the other sampler 
so that a sampling event at the discharge monitoring site would trigger a simultaneous event at 
the inflow monitoring site.  This process ensured that the inflow and outflow samples are related 
to inflow characteristics at the time each sample was collected.  Each of the automatic samplers 
was operated on a gel cell battery which was replaced during each site visit. 
 
 
3.1.2 San Pablo Avenue Monitoring Sites 
 
 Locations of the San Pablo Avenue monitoring sites are illustrated on Figure 3-4.  
Automated field monitoring was conducted at two separate sites, with one site containing an 
EcoVault® baffle box (without Vault-Ox® insert) and a previously-installed CDS unit.  
Instrumentation was installed at each of the two sites to provide a continuous measurement of 
discharges through each of the two units under storm event conditions, as well as to collect flow-
weighted samples during a wide variety of flow conditions.  The sampling equipment at each site 
was installed by ERD during May-June 2013.  Formal monitoring was initiated at each of the 
two sites on June 15, 2013 and continued for a period of 214 days until January 15, 2014. 
 
 

Lake Howell

San Pablo
CDS Unit
(Out Only)

680 San Pablo
Inlet Filter
Baskets

(Solids Only)
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Baffle Box-
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Figure 3-4.   Locations of the San Pablo Avenue Monitoring Sites. 
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 3.1.2.1   San Pablo EcoVault® Site 
 
 Flow monitoring at the San Pablo EcoVault® site was conducted at both the inflow and 
outflow for the baffle box using automatic sequential stormwater samplers with integral 
flowmeters (ISCO Model 7612). However, since volumetric inflows and outflows for the 
treatment system are identical, flow monitoring was conducted at only one location.  Discharge 
monitoring was conducted at the 36-inch inflow into the baffle box which included the combined 
flows from 36-inch RCP input from northern portions of the watershed, as well as inputs into the 
curb inlet which also discharges into the junction manhole (see Figure 2-17).  Discharge 
monitoring at this location was conducted using an ISCO Model 750 area velocity flow module 
which provided continuous measurements of water depth within the pipe and flow velocities 
which are then used to calculate discharge rates.  The integral flowmeter unit was programmed to 
provide a continuous record of discharges through the EcoVault® unit, with measurements 
stored into internal memory at 10-minute intervals.   
 
 Flow measurements at the San Pablo EcoVault® site were conducted using an area-
velocity sensor which transforms measurements of water depth and velocity into a discharge rate 
using the Continuity Equation and pipe geometry.  The Continuity Equation is expressed as: 
 
 
 

       Q = V  x  A     (Eq. 2) 
 
 
 
where:  Q = discharge rate (cfs) 
 
  V = flow velocity (fps) 
 
  A = cross-sectional area of flow (ft2) 
 
 
 
 Each of the two automatic samplers contained single 5-gallon polyethylene bottles and 
was programmed to collect samples in a flow-weighted mode during storm events.  The 
autosampler which contained the attached flow module was linked by cable to the other sampler 
so that a sampling event at the discharge monitoring site would trigger a simultaneous 
monitoring event at the inflow monitoring site.  This process ensured that the inflow and outflow 
samples are related to runoff characteristics at the time each sample was collected.  Each of the 
automatic samplers was operated on a gel cell battery connected to a solar panel.  A photograph 
of sampling equipment used at the San Pablo Avenue EcoVault® site is given on Figure 3-5. 
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Figure 3-5.   Photograph of Sampling Equipment Used at the San Pablo Avenue EcoVault® Site. 
 
 
 

 3.1.2.2   San Pablo CDS Unit Site 
 
 Field monitoring at the San Pablo CDS unit was conducted only at the discharge for the 
unit.  An ISCO Model 7612 automatic sequential stormwater sampler, with integral flowmeter, 
was installed at the end of the 36-inch RCP which discharges from the CDS unit.  The 36-inch 
RCP extends approximately 100 ft from the unit and discharges into a sump area used for solids 
settling before discharging into an earthen channel which conveys the runoff approximately 30 ft 
into Lake Howell.  The sump area was constructed with a horizontal downstream weir which was 
submerged during flow conditions.  The elevation of the weir was raised by ERD by pouring a 
concrete cap over the original weir to provide a control section for a measurement of discharges 
through the CDS unit.  Flow monitoring was conducted using an ISCO Model 720 submerged 
depth probe which provided continuous measurements of water depth above the weir crest which 
was used to calculate discharge rates.  The integral flowmeter unit was programmed to provide a 
continuous record of discharges through the CDS unit, with measurements stored into internal 
memory at 10-minute intervals. 
 
 Flow measurements at the San Pablo CDS site were conducted using a sensitive water 
depth sensor which transforms measurements of water depth above the horizontal weir into a 
discharge rate using the following standard horizontal weir equation: 
 
 

Q  =  C  x  L  x  H1.5     (Eq. 3) 
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where:  Q = discharge (cfs) 
 
  C = weir constant = 2.7 for broad-crested rectangular weir 
 
  L = weir length (ft) 
 
  H = head over weir crest (ft) 
 
 
 
 The automatic sampler installed at the CDS site contained a single 5-gallon polyethylene 
bottle and was programmed to collect samples in a flow-weighted mode during storm events.  
The automatic sampler was operated on a gel cell battery connected to a solar panel.  A 
photograph  of  the sampling equipment used at the San Pablo CDS unit site is given on Figure 
3-6. 
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Figure 3-6.   Photographs of the Sampling Equipment Used at the San Pablo CDS Unit Site. 
  
 
 
 
 3.1.2.3   San Pablo Inlet Baskets 
 
 The objective of the monitoring conducted at the San Pablo inlet basket sites was to 
quantify the mass of solids and nutrients collected in the inlet basket structures.  Therefore, 
automated field equipment was not used at these sites.  Estimates of the mass of solids and 
nutrients removed were obtained by measuring the volume of material captured in each of the 
three units approximately mid-way through the monitoring program and at the end of the 
monitoring program, with sub-samples of the collected solids returned to the ERD Laboratory for 
analysis of physical characteristics and nutrient content. 
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3.1.3 Lake Concord Suntree Baffle Box Site 
 
 The location of the Lake Concord Suntree baffle box monitoring site is illustrated on 
Figure 3-7.  This site contains a Suntree 2nd Generation Baffle Box which was monitored at the 
outfall only, similar to monitoring conducted for the previously-installed CDS unit.  An 
automatic sequential stormwater sampler (ISCO Model 7612) with integral flowmeter was 
installed at the discharge from the baffle box system to provide a continuous measurement of 
discharges through the system.  A horizontal sharp-crested rectangular weir was constructed at 
the end of the 18-inch RCP discharge pipe to provide a primary device for flow measurement of 
discharges through the system.  Discharge monitoring at this site was conducted using an ISCO 
Model 720 submerged probe module which provided continuous measurements of water depth 
above the crest of the rectangular sharp-crested weir which is then used to calculate discharge 
rates.  The integral flowmeter unit was programmed to provide a continuous record of discharges 
through the Suntree baffle box unit, with measurements stored into internal memory at 10-minute 
intervals. 
 

Lake
Concord

Lake Concord
Suntree –

2nd Gen.  B/B
(Out Only)

 
 

Figure 3-7.   Location of the Lake Concord Monitoring Site. 
 
 
 
 Flow measurements at the Lake Concord Suntree baffle box site were conducted using a 
submerged sensor probe which transforms measurements of water depth above the weir crest 
into a discharge rate using the standard rectangular weir equation summarized in Equation 3, and 
a weir constant (C value) of 3.2.  The length of the weir at the crest elevation was approximately 
15 inches. 
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 The autosampler installed at the baffle box site contained a single 5-gallon polyethylene 
bottle and was programmed to collect samples in a flow-weighted mode during storm events.  
The automatic sampler was operated on a gel cell battery which was replaced during each visit to 
the site.  A photograph of sampling equipment used at the Lake Concord Suntree baffle box unit 
site is given on Figure 3-8. 
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   Figure 3-8.   Photographs of Sampling Equipment Used at the Lake Concord Suntree Baffle 

Box Site. 
 
 
 
3.1.4 Monitoring Philosophy 
 

3.1.4.1   CDS and Suntree Baffle Box Units 
 
As mentioned previously, field monitoring was conducted only at the outfall from the 

CDS and Suntree baffle box unit.  This is a departure from typical performance efficiency 
evaluations conducted for GPS units which generally include monitoring at both the inflow and 
outflows to the units.  This new monitoring protocol is based upon the assumption that the total 
mass of solids and nutrients discharging to the unit is equal to the pollutant loadings measured in 
the discharge from the unit plus the total mass collected by the system.  Captured sediments and 
debris were removed from the CDS and Suntree baffle box unit on two occasions, and were 
quantified and analyzed for total nitrogen, total phosphorus, and gross solids. The total input to 
the CDS unit is then calculated by adding the mass of collected solids and nutrients removed 
from the unit to the mass discharges from the units.  Mass removal efficiencies are then 
calculated based upon the difference between the inflow and outflow mass loadings. 
 
 The specific equations used for estimation of input and output loadings, as well as overall 
removal efficiency, are summarized below: 

 
The total mass of solids entering the unit is calculated as: 

 
Input Mass  =  Discharge Mass + Mass of Sump Solids 
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The performance efficiency of the unit is calculated by: 
 
 

Efficiency  = 
Mass of Sump Solids 

x  100 
Input Mass 

 
 
 
 

It is anticipated that this new methodology outlined above will be substantially more 
accurate in identifying mass inputs and mass losses from simple GPS units.  It is often difficult to 
quantitatively monitor input concentrations for inflows containing concentrated solid matter for 
several reasons.  First, material such as leaves and debris are too large to be collected by 
autosamplers and this material is excluded from the inflow monitoring.  In addition, much of the 
sand and grit is transported as a bed loading along the bottom of the stormsewer pipe where the 
sample intake strainers are typically located.  Since the sample strainers are in an area of 
concentrated solids flow, TSS measurements at the inflow may exaggerate actual solids inflow 
concentrations.  Monitoring only at the outfall location eliminates much of this concern since the 
heavier materials which tend to travel along the bottom of the stormsewer pipe will be removed 
within the GPS units, and the discharge will contain primarily small particle sizes which can be 
sampled in a more representative manner. 

 
This modified protocol is most appropriate for GPS units, such as CDS devices, which do 

not have significant changes in dissolved constituents during passage through the unit so that the 
overall removal is a function of solids removal only.  However, the EcoVault® units also 
monitored during this study have media filters on the outflow which are designed to remove 
dissolved constituents, as well as particulate matter, so monitoring at these sites is conducted at 
both inflow and outflow locations.  A summary of monitoring protocol for each of the GPS sites 
is given in Table 3-1. 

 
 

 
TABLE  3-1 

 
MONITORING  PROTOCOL  FOR  THE  CASSELBERRY 

GPS  PERFORMANCE  EVALUATION  STUDY 
 

SITE  NAME UNIT  TYPE PROPOSED 
MONITORING 

San Pablo CDS Outflow Only 

San Pablo Baffle Box (EcoVault®) Inflow/Outflow 

Lake Hodge Baffle Box (EcoVault® with Vault-Ox®) Inflow/Outflow 

Gee Creek Baffle Box (EcoVault® with Vault-Ox®) Inflow/Outflow 

Lake Concord Baffle Box (Suntree 2nd Generation) Outflow Only 
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However, based on the previous discussion, the inflow loads into the EcoVault® units 
may be underestimated if inputs of leaves and debris or solids are significant in the inflow.  Due 
to the residential character of the watershed areas and the well defined curb and gutter drainage 
system, underestimation of input loadings may occur at the Lake Hodge and San Pablo 
EcoVault® sites.  Underestimation is much less likely at the Gee Creek site since much of the 
solid matter would be removed in the vegetated swale drainage system.  The analyses in Section 
4 attempt to address this potential underestimation by adding the collected sump solids and 
nutrients to the measured inflow loadings. 

 
 

 3.1.4.2   EcoVault® Units 
 
 In addition to solids retention on the internal screens and in the sump area, the 
EcoVault® units also contain a “Baffle Buddy” outlet filter system (see Figure 2-1d) which 
contains a patented surfactant-modified aluminosilcate which absorbs cations and anions, such as 
phosphates, ammonia, dissolved metals, hydrocarbons, fecal bacteria, and a variety of organic 
compounds.  Because of this additional removal process, the total mass of solids entering the 
EcoVault® units cannot simply be calculated as the discharge mass plus the mass of sump solids 
as was used for the CDS and Suntree baffle box units.  Mass removal in the outlet filter system 
must also be considered.  Therefore, the equation used for estimation of input and output mass 
loadings are summarized below: 
 
 

Input  Mass = Discharge Mass  +  Mass of Sump Solids  +  Mass Retained in Outlet Filter 
 
 
 

The performance efficiency of the EcoVault® units are then calculated by: 
 
 

Efficiency  = 
Mass of Sump Solids  +  Mass Retained in Inlet Filter 

x  100 
Input Mass 

 
 
 As discussed in Section 3.1.1, field monitoring at the EcoVault® units was conducted at 
both the inflow and outflow for the unit.  The measurements conducted at the inflow allow 
estimation of the mass of dissolved constituents retained in the outlet filter as well as a check on 
the overall mass balance since the inflow mass loading should equal the sum of the discharge 
mass, sump solids mass, and filter retained mass. 
 
 
3.1.5 Rainfall Monitoring Sites 
 
 Continuously recording rain gauges were installed in the vicinity of the Osceola Trail, 
San Pablo Avenue, and Lake Concord monitoring sites to provide a continuous record of rainfall 
events which occurred during the field monitoring program.  Each of the rain gauge units was 
manufactured by Texas Electronics (Model 1014) and consisted of a tipping bucket system with 
a resolution of 0.01 inches.  The information is used to identify storm-induced runoff events and 
for evaluating rainfall/runoff relations for each site. 
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 Photographs of rain gauges installed at the San Pablo Avenue and Lake Concord sites are 
given on Figure 3-9.  The rain gauge at the San Pablo site was installed at a neighborhood park 
on Sausalito Blvd.  The rain gauge at the Lake Concord site was installed adjacent to the baffle 
box unit.  Rainfall at the Osceola Trail monitoring sites was monitored using a rain gauge 
installed at the Lake Hodge EcoVault® site.  Each of the rain gauges provided a complete record 
of rain events which occurred in the vicinity of each of the monitored GPS units during the field 
monitoring program from June 2013-January 2014. 
 
 
 

 
Rain

gauge

Rain
gauge

 
a.   Rain gauge at the San Pablo site 

 
b.   Rain gauge at the Lake Concord site 

 
 
 

Figure 3-9.   Photographs of Rain Gauges Installed at the San Pablo and Lake Concord Sites. 
 
 
 

 
3.1.6 Field Monitoring Activities 
 
 During the seven-month field monitoring program, ERD field personnel visited each of 
the eight automated monitoring sites within approximately 24 hours following significant rain 
events, or in the absence of rain events, a minimum of once each week to retrieve collected 
samples, stored hydrologic data from the autosamplers and rain gauges, and perform any 
necessary equipment maintenance.  The internal compartment of the bottom portion of the 
autosamplers which houses the collection bottles was filled with ice during each site visit so that 
the collected samples would be stored under chilled conditions until collected.  All activities 
performed at each site were recorded on field notes, and operation of all onsite equipment was 
evaluated during each visit.  All collected inflow/outflow samples were returned to the ERD 
Laboratory for analyses. 
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 In addition to the continuous monitoring conducted by the automated stormwater 
samplers, fecal coliform samples were also collected as grab samples on a periodic basis at each 
of the eight inflow/outflow monitoring sites.  Samples for fecal coliform analyses were only 
collected when flowing water was present at the monitoring sites during visits by ERD field 
personnel.  During these events, fecal coliform samples were collected in sterile Whirl-pak 
containers and placed in ice.  The collected fecal coliform samples were returned to the ERD 
Laboratory for analysis. 

 
 

3.2   GPS Clean-Out Operations 
 
3.2.1 Clean-Out Operations 
 
 Immediately prior to initiation of the field monitoring program, each of the five 
monitored GPS units and two inlet basket inserts were cleaned by the City of Casselberry so that 
the monitoring would be initiated with clean units containing no residual from previous storm 
events.  The material removed from each of the units was disposed of by the City and was not 
quantified, either in terms of quantity or chemical characteristics, since the solids were collected 
prior to initiation of the field monitoring program. 
 
 After the start-up of the field monitoring program, each of the five monitored GPS units, 
along with the two inlet basket inserts on San Pablo Avenue, were cleaned and maintained on 
two occasions during the field monitoring program.  The initial clean-out operations for each of 
the units occurred during September 2013, approximately mid-way through the field monitoring 
program.  The final clean-out event occurred during January 2014 at the completion of the field 
monitoring efforts.   
 
 
 3.2.1.1   Lake Hodge EcoVault® Unit 
 
 Photographs of clean-out operations for the Lake Hodge EcoVault® unit are illustrated 
on Figure 3-10.  At the time of each of the clean-out events, the screen platform contained a large 
amount of leaves, vegetation, and other debris.  This material was removed from the top of the 
unit using the vactor truck.  Next, standing water was pumped from the sump area using a 
hydraulic pump.  The hinged screens were then opened, allowing access to the lower sump areas 
for solids removal using the vactor truck.  At the completion of the cleaning, virtually all of the 
solids had been removed from the screen platform and the lower sump area. 
 
 The Lake Hodge EcoVault® unit contained multiple Vault-Ox® inserts which were also 
replaced during each clean-out operation.  The inserts were replaced by opening the top of the 
PVC holder, removing the sock-type cartridge from the unit, and replacing with a new Vault-
Ox® insert.  Photographs of an exhausted Vault-Ox® insert removed from a canister at the Lake 
Hodge EcoVault® site is shown on Figure 3-11a, along with a new Vault-Ox® insert illustrated 
on Figure 3-11b. 
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a.   Captured vegetation on the screen 
 

b.   Water pumped from sump area 
 

c.   Solids removed using vactor truck d.   Screen following cleaning 
 

Figure 3-10.   Clean-out Operations for the Lake Hodge EcoVault® Unit. 
 

 
 

a.   Exhausted Vault-Ox® insert removed from canister b.   New Vault-Ox® insert 
 

Figure 3-11.   Photographs of Exhausted and New Vault-Ox® Inserts. 
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 3.2.1.2   Gee Creek EcoVault® Unit 
 

 Photographs of clean-out operations at the Gee Creek EcoVault® site are given on Figure 
3-12.  In general, clean-out operations at the Gee Creek EcoVault® site were similar to those 
conducted at the Lake Hodge EcoVault® site.  As indicated on Figure 3-12a, a large amount of 
accumulated vegetation was found on the top of the bottom screens.  This material was removed 
using the vactor truck, and the screens were opened to expose the lower sump area.  The standing 
water was pumped from the sump area, and the solids were removed using a vactor truck.  A 
photograph of the Gee Creek screening system following cleaning is illustrated on Figure 3-12d.  
The Gee Creek unit also contained multiple Vault-Ox® inserts which were replaced at the time 
of each clean-out operation. 
 
 
 

 
a.   Accumulated vegetation on the screens 

 
 
 

 
b.   Standing water is pumped from the sump area 

 

 
c.   Solids removed from screen using vactor truck 

 
d.   Screening following cleaning 

 
 

Figure 3-12.   Clean-Out Operations for the Gee Creek EcoVault® Site. 
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 3.2.1.3   San Pablo EcoVault® Unit 
 
 Photographs of clean-out operations for the San Pablo EcoVault® baffle box site are 
illustrated on Figure 3-13.  Access to this system was obtained through a series of manhole 
covers rather than the larger hatches associated with the Lake Hodge and Gee Creek Vault-Ox® 
units.  Standing water was pumped from the bottom chambers, and solids were vacuumed from 
the bottom screen and sump areas.  A photograph of the screen structure following cleaning is 
given on Figure 3-13d. 
 
 
 

 
a.   Clean-out operations 

 
 

 
b.   Standing water pumped from bottom chambers 

 

 
c.   Solids vacuumed from chambers 

 
d.   Screens following cleaning 

 
 
 

Figure 3-13.   Clean-out Operations for the San Pablo EcoVault® Unit. 
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 3.2.1.4   San Pablo CDS Unit 
 
 Photographs of clean-out operations for the San Pablo CDS unit are illustrated on Figure 
3-14.  Access into the CDS unit for cleaning is obtained through a circular manhole cover 
located in the grassed median.  Excess water is pumped from the CDS unit, and the central sump 
area is cleaned using the vactor truck.  A photograph of the sump area of the CDS unit following 
the cleaning process is given on Figure 3-14d. 
 
 
 

 
a.   Interior of CDS unit prior to cleaning 

 
 

 
b.   Standing water is pumped from the unit 

 
 

 
c.   Sump area cleaned using vactor truck 

 
d.   Sump area of CDS unit following cleaning 

 
 
 

Figure 3-14.   Clean-Out Operations for San Pablo CDS Unit. 
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 3.2.1.5   Lake Concord Baffle Box 
 
 Photographs of clean-out operations for the Lake Concord baffle box unit are given on 
Figure 3-15.  This unit was cleaned in a manner similar to the EcoVault® units discussed 
previously.  Trapped leaves were first vacuumed from the screen structures, and the screens were 
opened to expose the bottom sump areas which were also cleaned using the vactor truck. 
 
 
 
 

 
a.   Accumulated solids and debris 

 
 
 

 
b.   Vegetation screen prior to cleaning 

 

 
c.   Solids removed from screen using vactor truck 

 
d.   Baffle box unit following cleaning 

 
 
 

Figure 3-15.   Clean-Out Operations for the Lake Concord Baffle Box Unit. 
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3.2.2 Solids Disposal and Monitoring 
 
 Cleaning operations for each of the units were conducted individually such that the vactor 
truck contained only the solids removed from a specific unit.  The material was then transported 
to a City-owned yard where the contents of the vactor truck were emptied onto the ground.  
Photographs of solids removed from the Lake Hodge baffle box, Gee Creek baffle box, San 
Pablo baffle box, and Lake Concord baffle box units are illustrated on Figure 3-16.  Material 
removed from the units appears to consist primarily of vegetation and fine sand.  A photograph 
of material removed from the San Pablo CDS unit is given on Figure 3-17 and appears to be 
visually similar to debris removed from the other units. 
 
 

 
a.   Material removed from the Lake Hodge baffle box 

 
 

 
b.  Material removed from the Gee Creek baffle box 

 
c.  Material removed from the San Pablo baffle box 

 
d.  Material removed from the Lake Concord baffle box 

 
 

Figure 3-16.   Photographs of Solids Removed from the Baffle Box Units. 
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Figure 3-17.   Photograph of Solids Removed from the CDS Unit. 
 
 
 

 After the contents of the vactor truck were deposited in the yard, a period of 
approximately one hour was allowed for the free water to drain from the solids.  The solid 
material was then formed into a rectangular shape so that the dimensions could be measured 
relatively accurately and the volume of material removed could be calculated.  This process was 
repeated for clean-out operations conducted during September 2013 as well as January 2014 to 
provide estimates of the total volume of material removed from each of the units during the field 
monitoring program. 
 
 
 

3.3   Laboratory Analyses 
 

A summary of laboratory methods and MDLs for analyses conducted on water samples 
collected during this project is given in Table 3-2.  All laboratory analyses were conducted in the 
ERD Laboratory.  The ERD Laboratory is NELAC-certified (No. 1031026).  In addition, a 
Quality Assurance Project Plan (QAPP), outlining the specific field and laboratory procedures to 
be conducted for this project, was submitted to and approved by FDEP prior to initiation of any 
field and laboratory activities.    

 
A summary of laboratory methods and MDLs for analyses conducted on sediment/solid 

samples collected during this project is given in Table 3-3.  All laboratory analyses on solids 
materials were conducted in the ERD Laboratory. 
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TABLE 3-2 

 
ANALYTICAL  METHODS  AND  DETECTION 

LIMITS  FOR  LABORATORY  ANALYSES 
 

PARAMETER METHOD 
OF  ANALYSIS1 

METHOD 
DETECTION  LIMITS 

(MDLs)2 

pH SM-21, Sec. 4500-H+ B N/A 
Conductivity SM-21, Sec. 2510 B 0.3 mho/cm 

Alkalinity SM-21, Sec. 2320 B 0.6 mg/l 
Ammonia SM-21, Sec. 4500-NH3 G 0.003 mg/l 

NOx SM-21, Sec. 4500-NO3 F 0.005 mg/l 
Total Nitrogen SM-21, Sec. 4500-N C 0.02 mg/l 
Ortho-P (SRP) SM-21, Sec. 4500-P F  0.003 mg/l 

Total Phosphorus SM-21, Sec. 4500-P F (analysis) and Sec. 4500-P B.5 0.001 mg/l 
Turbidity SM-21, Sec. 2130 B 0.4 NTU 

Color SM-21, Sec. 2120 C 1 Pt-Co Unit 
TSS SM-21, Sec. 2540 D 0.7 mg/l 

Copper SM-21, Sec. 3111 B 2.4 g/l 
Iron SM-21, Sec. 3111 B 2.2 g/l 
Zinc SM-21, Sec. 3111 B 1.1 g/l 

Fecal Coliform SM-21, Sec. 9221 E N/A 
 
 

1. Standard Methods for the Examination of Water and Wastewater, 21st Ed., 2005. 

2. MDLs are calculated based on the EPA method of determining detection limits 
 

 
  

TABLE 3-3 
 

ANALYTICAL  METHODS  AND  DETECTION 
LIMITS  FOR  SEDIMENT / SOLIDS  ANALYSES 

 

PARAMETER METHOD 
OF  ANALYSIS 

METHOD 
DETECTION  LIMITS 

(MDLs)1 

pH EPA 9045 N/A 
Organic Content EPA/CE-812 (pp. 3-54 and 3-59 to 3-60 0.1% 
Total Nitrogen EPA/CE-81 (pp. 3-201 and 3-201 to 3-204 0.01 mg/kg 

Total Phosphorus EPA/CE-81 (pp. 3-323); EPA 365.4 0.005 mg/kg 
Density EPA/CE-81 (pp. 3-61 to 3-62) N/A 

 
1. MDLs are calculated based on the EPA method of determining detection limits 

 
2. Procedures for Handling and Chemical Analysis of Sediments and Water Samples, EPA/Corps of 

Engineers, EPA/CE-81-1, 1981. 



 
 
CASSELBERRY – GROSS  POLLUTANT  SEPARATORS \ FINAL  REPORT 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 

SECTION  4 
 

RESULTS 
 
 

 Field monitoring, sample collection, and laboratory analyses were conducted by ERD 
from June 2013-January 2014 to evaluate the pollutant removal efficiencies of five GPS units 
and two curb inlet inserts installed within the City of Casselberry.  A discussion of the results of 
these efforts is given in the following sections. 
 
 

4.1   Monitoring Site Hydrology 
 
4.1.1 Rainfall Characteristics 
 
 Continuous records of rain event characteristics were collected at rainfall recording sites 
for the Osceola Trail, San Pablo Avenue, and Lake Concord monitoring sites from June 15, 
2013-January 15, 2014 using a tipping bucket rainfall collector with a resolution of 0.01 inch, 
equipped with a digital data logging recorder.  Characteristics of individual rain events measured 
at each of the rainfall recording sites from June 15, 2013-January 15, 2014 are given in Table 4-1 
for the Osceola Trail site, Table 4-2 for the San Pablo Avenue site, and in Table 4-3 for the Lake 
Concord site.  Information is provided on the event start time, event end time, rainfall depth, 
event duration, antecedent dry period, and average intensity for each individual rain event 
measured at the three monitoring sites.  For purposes of this analysis, average rainfall intensity is 
calculated as the total rainfall divided by the total event duration. 
 
 A total of 32.82 inches of rainfall fell in the vicinity of the Osceola Trail monitoring sites 
over the 214-day monitoring period from a total of 96 separate storm events.  A total rainfall of 
27.38 inches was measured at the San Pablo Avenue monitoring site from a total of 97 separate 
storm events.  At the Lake Concord monitoring site, a total of 89 individual storm events were 
monitored, generating a total of 31.09 inches of rain. 
 
 A summary of rain event characteristics measured at each of the three rainfall recording 
sites from June 15, 2013-January 15, 2014 is given in Table 4-4.  In general, minimum recorded 
values for event rainfall, event duration, average intensity, and antecedent dry period were 
relatively similar between each of the three rainfall recording sites.  However, a substantially 
higher degree of variability is apparent for the maximum recorded rain event characteristics at 
the three sites.  Overall mean rain event characteristics for each of the three sites appear to be 
relatively similar.  Mean rain event characteristics for the Osceola Trail and Lake Concord 
monitoring sites are virtually identical for each of the four listed parameters.  The San Pablo 
Avenue site had a slightly lower mean event rainfall depth as well as event duration but was 
characterized by a somewhat higher average intensity for rainfall. 
 
 

4-1 
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TABLE  4-1 
 

SUMMARY  OF  MEASURED  RAINFALL  EVENTS  AT  THE  OSCEOLA 
TRAIL  RECORDING  SITE  FROM  JUNE  15,  2013-JANUARY  15,  2014 

 
EVENT 
START 

EVENT 
END 

TOTAL 
RAINFALL 

(inches) 

DURATION 
(hours) 

ANTECEDENT 
DRY  PERIOD 

(days) 

AVERAGE 
INTENSITY 
(inches/hour) Date Time Date Time 

6/16/2013 20:10 6/16/2013 21:00 0.95 0.82 --- 1.16
6/17/2013 7:08 6/17/2013 10:18 2.22 3.16 0.4 0.70
6/18/2013 3:37 6/18/2013 7:29 0.15 3.87 0.7 0.04
6/19/2013 13:19 6/19/2013 13:19 0.03 0.00 1.2 ---
6/20/2013 18:55 6/20/2013 20:49 0.24 1.89 1.2 0.13
6/21/2013 16:08 6/21/2013 20:19 2.23 4.19 0.8 0.53
6/22/2013 2:31 6/22/2013 2:31 0.01 --- 0.3 ---
6/28/2013 17:21 6/28/2013 18:32 0.07 1.18 6.6 0.06
6/29/2013 12:14 6/29/2013 14:20 0.02 2.11 0.7 0.01
6/30/2013 14:01 6/30/2013 18:37 0.25 4.60 1.0 0.05
7/1/2013 15:10 7/2/2013 15:45 0.39 24.59 0.9 0.02
7/3/2013 12:04 7/3/2013 21:36 0.31 9.53 0.8 0.03
7/4/2013 19:17 7/4/2013 19:48 0.32 0.53 0.9 0.60
7/5/2013 11:33 7/5/2013 12:29 0.07 0.94 0.7 0.07

7/10/2013 14:04 7/10/2013 14:25 0.20 0.36 5.1 0.56
7/11/2013 13:40 7/11/2013 13:40 0.01 --- 1.0 ---
7/12/2013 13:12 7/12/2013 13:17 0.03 0.09 1.0 0.32
7/13/2013 15:13 7/13/2013 15:33 0.31 0.33 1.1 0.93
7/14/2013 14:42 7/14/2013 16:59 0.32 2.28 1.0 0.14
7/16/2013 17:02 7/16/2013 19:01 0.89 1.99 2.0 0.45
7/17/2013 17:43 7/17/2013 23:04 0.31 5.35 0.9 0.06
7/18/2013 12:55 7/18/2013 22:28 0.27 9.55 0.6 0.03
7/19/2013 5:47 7/19/2013 5:47 0.01 --- 0.3 ---
7/19/2013 17:09 7/19/2013 17:09 0.01 --- 0.5 ---
7/19/2013 23:26 7/20/2013 10:34 1.32 11.13 0.3 0.12
7/21/2013 3:00 7/21/2013 3:00 0.01 --- 0.7 ---
7/22/2013 11:30 7/22/2013 18:42 0.33 7.21 1.4 0.05
7/23/2013 11:45 7/23/2013 12:11 0.22 0.44 0.7 0.50
7/24/2013 11:06 7/24/2013 14:15 0.51 3.15 1.0 0.16
7/25/2013 6:48 7/25/2013 6:48 0.02 --- 0.7 ---
7/26/2013 0:13 7/26/2013 0:13 0.01 --- 0.7 ---
7/27/2013 16:43 7/27/2013 17:14 0.14 0.50 1.7 0.28
7/28/2013 14:56 7/28/2013 17:45 1.85 2.81 0.9 0.66
7/29/2013 0:50 7/29/2013 0:50 0.01 --- 0.3 ---
7/29/2013 17:33 7/29/2013 17:36 0.02 0.05 0.7 0.36
8/1/2013 17:14 8/1/2013 18:48 0.21 1.56 3.0 0.13
8/2/2013 4:03 8/2/2013 4:03 0.01 --- 0.4 ---
8/3/2013 15:05 8/3/2013 19:19 0.36 4.24 1.5 0.09
8/4/2013 12:54 8/4/2013 12:54 0.02 0.00 0.7 ---
8/5/2013 13:58 8/5/2013 20:01 0.07 6.06 1.0 0.01
8/7/2013 17:59 8/7/2013 18:01 0.04 0.04 1.9 1.01
8/8/2013 14:18 8/8/2013 14:56 0.06 0.62 0.8 0.10

8/10/2013 14:33 8/10/2013 14:40 0.04 0.11 2.0 0.37
8/13/2013 9:21 8/13/2013 9:21 0.01 --- 2.8 ---
8/14/2013 16:36 8/14/2013 19:28 0.03 2.87 1.3 0.01
8/15/2013 21:21 8/15/2013 22:56 0.51 1.58 1.1 0.32
8/16/2013 17:19 8/16/2013 17:54 0.02 0.57 0.8 0.04
8/17/2013 0:24 8/17/2013 1:37 0.04 1.22 0.3 0.03
8/19/2013 12:14 8/19/2013 16:15 0.15 4.02 2.4 0.04
8/21/2013 13:46 8/21/2013 16:27 1.02 2.69 1.9 0.38
8/22/2013 11:46 8/22/2013 16:47 1.51 5.02 0.8 0.30
8/23/2013 13:17 8/23/2013 18:46 2.10 5.48 0.9 0.38
8/24/2013 14:31 8/24/2013 14:31 0.01 --- 0.8 ---
8/24/2013 21:57 8/24/2013 21:57 0.02 --- 0.3 ---
8/31/2013 19:26 8/31/2013 22:42 1.37 3.28 6.9 0.42
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TABLE  4-1 -- CONTINUED 
 

SUMMARY  OF  MEASURED  RAINFALL  EVENTS  AT  THE  OSCEOLA 
TRAIL  RECORDING  SITE  FROM  JUNE  15,  2013-JANUARY  15,  2014 

 
EVENT 
START 

EVENT 
END 

TOTAL 
RAINFALL 

(inches) 

DURATION 
(hours) 

ANTECEDENT 
DRY  PERIOD 

(days) 

AVERAGE 
INTENSITY 
(inches/hour) Date Time Date Time 

9/1/2013 20:36 9/1/2013 23:02 0.09 2.44 0.9 0.04 
9/4/2013 16:30 9/4/2013 18:31 1.02 2.01 2.7 0.51 
9/5/2013 8:45 9/5/2013 8:45 0.01 --- 0.6 --- 
9/6/2013 14:29 9/6/2013 20:36 1.04 6.13 1.2 0.17 

9/12/2013 19:44 9/12/2013 19:44 0.01 --- 6.0 --- 
9/17/2013 16:08 9/17/2013 16:35 0.07 0.46 4.8 0.15 
9/18/2013 7:27 9/18/2013 8:23 0.03 0.93 0.6 0.03 
9/22/2013 16:02 9/22/2013 16:55 0.64 0.88 4.3 0.73 
9/23/2013 14:04 9/24/2013 1:46 1.10 11.71 0.9 0.09 
9/24/2013 17:07 9/24/2013 21:12 0.34 4.08 0.6 0.08 
9/25/2013 5:55 9/25/2013 5:55 0.01 --- 0.4 --- 
9/27/2013 8:57 9/27/2013 19:02 0.07 10.09 2.1 0.01 
9/28/2013 12:26 9/28/2013 13:34 0.05 1.14 0.7 0.04 
9/30/2013 8:47 9/30/2013 8:47 0.01 --- 1.8 --- 
10/1/2013 8:32 10/1/2013 8:32 0.02 0.00 1.0 --- 
10/6/2013 15:47 10/6/2013 18:40 0.85 2.89 5.3 0.29 
10/7/2013 6:30 10/7/2013 6:30 0.02 0.00 0.5 --- 
10/7/2013 13:04 10/7/2013 19:13 0.56 6.15 0.3 0.09 
10/8/2013 8:56 10/8/2013 8:56 0.02 --- 0.6 --- 
10/21/2013 13:38 10/21/2013 13:38 0.01 --- 13.2 --- 
11/2/2013 9:51 11/2/2013 13:10 0.63 3.32 11.8 0.19 
11/5/2013 5:48 11/5/2013 8:01 0.07 2.22 2.7 0.03 
11/5/2013 19:33 11/6/2013 0:37 0.30 5.06 0.5 0.06 
11/15/2013 19:04 11/16/2013 3:53 0.14 8.81 9.8 0.02 
11/16/2013 16:46 11/16/2013 17:29 0.02 0.72 0.5 0.03 
11/20/2013 10:49 11/20/2013 10:49 0.01 --- 3.7 --- 
11/20/2013 22:00 11/20/2013 23:27 0.05 1.46 0.5 0.03 
11/21/2013 18:32 11/21/2013 20:15 0.03 1.73 0.8 0.02 
11/26/2013 8:24 11/26/2013 9:25 0.18 1.01 4.5 0.18 
11/27/2013 1:13 11/27/2013 9:20 0.51 8.13 0.7 0.06 
12/15/2013 7:11 12/15/2013 7:35 0.26 0.40 17.9 0.65 
12/24/2013 5:18 12/24/2013 9:23 0.15 4.08 8.9 0.04 
12/28/2013 5:06 12/28/2013 15:01 0.31 9.92 3.8 0.03 
12/29/2013 10:12 12/29/2013 20:59 0.41 10.80 0.8 0.04 
1/1/2014 5:44 1/1/2014 14:50 0.06 9.10 2.4 0.01 
1/2/2014 3:12 1/2/2014 4:26 0.11 1.24 0.5 0.09 
1/2/2014 15:21 1/3/2014 0:20 0.55 8.97 0.5 0.06 
1/9/2014 17:28 1/9/2014 20:42 0.07 3.23 6.7 0.02 

1/11/2014 20:27 1/11/2014 23:32 1.29 3.09 2.0 0.42 
1/14/2014 8:22 1/14/2014 8:38 0.04 0.26 2.4 0.15 

TOTAL: 32.82 --- --- --- 
        

Event 
Statistics 

Minimum:  0.01 0.00 0.26 0.01 
Maximum:  2.23 24.59 17.91 1.16 

Mean:  0.35 3.61 2.13 0.22 
Median:  0.11 2.36 0.93 0.09 

Geometric Mean:  0.11 1.28 1.22 0.10 
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TABLE  4-2 
 

SUMMARY  OF  MEASURED  RAINFALL  EVENTS  AT  THE  SAN PABLO 
AVENUE  RECORDING  SITE  FROM  JUNE  15,  2013-JANUARY  15,  2014 

 
EVENT 
START 

EVENT 
END 

TOTAL 
RAINFALL 

(inches) 

DURATION 
(hours) 

ANTECEDENT 
DRY  PERIOD 

(days) 

AVERAGE 
INTENSITY 
(inches/hour) Date Time Date Time 

6/16/2013 19:40 6/16/2013 20:30 0.35 0.82 --- 0.43 
6/17/2013 6:38 6/17/2013 9:48 0.70 3.16 0.4 0.22 
6/18/2013 3:07 6/18/2013 6:59 1.31 3.87 0.7 0.34 
6/18/2013 22:40 6/18/2013 22:42 0.02 0.04 0.7 0.55 
6/19/2013 14:16 6/19/2013 14:16 0.02 0.01 0.6 --- 
6/19/2013 20:46 6/19/2013 21:09 0.26 0.39 0.3 0.67 
6/20/2013 19:01 6/21/2013 2:32 0.40 7.51 0.9 0.05 
6/21/2013 22:25 6/22/2013 1:39 0.94 3.23 0.8 0.29 
6/26/2013 15:40 6/26/2013 15:40 0.02 0.00 4.6 --- 
6/28/2013 20:39 6/28/2013 20:39 0.01 --- 2.2 --- 
6/29/2013 19:42 6/29/2013 19:50 0.20 0.14 1.0 1.47 
6/30/2013 18:31 7/1/2013 0:15 1.25 5.74 0.9 0.22 
7/1/2013 21:09 7/2/2013 6:34 0.27 9.41 0.9 0.03 
7/2/2013 18:33 7/2/2013 22:16 0.22 3.72 0.5 0.06 
7/3/2013 18:50 7/4/2013 3:05 0.42 8.26 0.9 0.05 
7/5/2013 0:22 7/5/2013 1:11 0.59 0.82 0.9 0.72 
7/5/2013 17:05 7/5/2013 17:57 0.21 0.87 0.7 0.24 

7/10/2013 13:45 7/10/2013 13:46 0.02 0.01 4.8 --- 
7/16/2013 22:23 7/16/2013 23:06 0.15 0.70 6.4 0.21 
7/19/2013 0:38 7/19/2013 0:46 0.11 0.13 2.1 0.83 
7/19/2013 14:07 7/19/2013 14:12 0.02 0.08 0.6 0.26 
7/19/2013 22:56 7/20/2013 4:15 1.22 5.32 0.4 0.23 
7/20/2013 21:50 7/21/2013 7:12 0.03 9.37 0.7 0.00 
7/22/2013 20:52 7/23/2013 0:03 0.11 3.19 1.6 0.03 
7/23/2013 17:18 7/23/2013 17:25 0.07 0.11 0.7 0.63 
7/24/2013 17:15 7/24/2013 19:04 0.05 1.82 1.0 0.03 
7/26/2013 8:53 7/26/2013 13:28 0.04 4.58 1.6 0.01 
7/27/2013 22:06 7/27/2013 22:16 0.27 0.16 1.4 1.68 
7/28/2013 20:49 7/28/2013 23:25 2.05 2.60 0.9 0.79 
7/31/2013 9:16 7/31/2013 9:16 0.01 --- 2.4 --- 
8/1/2013 1:08 8/1/2013 1:08 0.01 --- 0.7 --- 
8/1/2013 17:37 8/1/2013 19:11 0.35 1.57 0.7 0.22 
8/3/2013 14:41 8/3/2013 19:25 0.96 4.73 1.8 0.20 
8/5/2013 14:25 8/5/2013 20:16 0.46 5.85 1.8 0.08 
8/8/2013 14:13 8/8/2013 14:17 0.08 0.08 2.7 1.07 

8/14/2013 16:25 8/14/2013 19:20 0.25 2.93 6.1 0.09 
8/15/2013 22:59 8/15/2013 22:59 0.01 --- 1.2 --- 
8/16/2013 17:21 8/16/2013 17:21 0.01 --- 0.8 --- 
8/16/2013 23:48 8/17/2013 1:35 0.09 1.78 0.3 0.05 
8/19/2013 16:00 8/19/2013 16:08 0.04 0.12 2.6 0.33 
8/21/2013 14:55 8/21/2013 16:31 0.79 1.59 1.9 0.50 
8/22/2013 8:02 8/22/2013 13:17 0.74 5.25 0.6 0.14 
8/23/2013 13:41 8/23/2013 18:12 1.51 4.52 1.0 0.33 
8/24/2013 16:29 8/24/2013 21:36 0.07 5.11 0.9 0.01 
8/25/2013 12:29 8/25/2013 14:17 0.14 1.80 0.6 0.08 
8/26/2013 15:47 8/26/2013 15:49 0.04 0.03 1.1 1.52 
8/29/2013 15:17 8/29/2013 15:17 0.01 --- 3.0 --- 
8/31/2013 19:11 8/31/2013 22:35 1.58 3.40 2.2 0.46 
9/1/2013 20:34 9/1/2013 20:45 0.03 0.19 0.9 0.16 
9/5/2013 10:57 9/5/2013 10:57 0.01 --- 3.6 --- 
9/6/2013 14:40 9/6/2013 19:55 1.33 5.25 1.2 0.25 
9/7/2013 5:41 9/7/2013 5:41 0.01 --- 0.4 --- 

9/12/2013 19:14 9/12/2013 20:18 0.34 1.06 5.6 0.32 
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TABLE  4-2 -- CONTINUED 
 

SUMMARY  OF  MEASURED  RAINFALL  EVENTS  AT  THE  SAN  PABLO 
AVENUE  RECORDING  SITE  FROM  JUNE  15,  2013-JANUARY  15,  2014 

 
EVENT 
START 

EVENT 
END 

TOTAL 
RAINFALL 

(inches) 

DURATION 
(hours) 

ANTECEDENT 
DRY  PERIOD 

(days) 

AVERAGE 
INTENSITY 
(inches/hour) Date Time Date Time 

9/16/2013 17:55 9/16/2013 18:01 0.17 0.09 3.9 1.87 
9/18/2013 7:24 9/18/2013 9:30 0.13 2.11 1.6 0.06 
9/19/2013 9:43 9/19/2013 18:03 0.04 8.33 1.0 0.00 
9/22/2013 16:05 9/22/2013 16:58 0.45 0.89 2.9 0.51 
9/23/2013 14:20 9/23/2013 20:51 0.89 6.52 0.9 0.14 
9/24/2013 16:45 9/24/2013 21:10 0.37 4.42 0.8 0.08 
9/25/2013 6:09 9/25/2013 6:09 0.01 --- 0.4 --- 
9/27/2013 9:25 9/27/2013 9:25 0.01 --- 2.1 --- 
9/27/2013 19:21 9/27/2013 19:21 0.02 0.00 0.4 --- 
9/28/2013 13:56 9/28/2013 15:04 0.02 1.14 0.8 0.02 
10/6/2013 17:17 10/6/2013 20:10 0.46 2.89 8.1 0.16 
10/7/2013 14:34 10/7/2013 20:43 0.64 6.15 0.8 0.10 
10/8/2013 10:26 10/8/2013 10:26 0.03 0.00 0.6 --- 
10/9/2013 12:34 10/9/2013 12:34 0.01 --- 1.1 --- 
11/2/2013 11:21 11/2/2013 14:40 0.40 3.32 23.9 0.12 
11/5/2013 7:18 11/5/2013 9:31 0.03 2.22 2.7 0.01 
11/14/2013 17:04 11/14/2013 17:06 0.02 0.03 9.3 0.69 
11/16/2013 3:16 11/16/2013 10:18 0.16 7.02 1.4 0.02 
11/17/2013 0:52 11/17/2013 1:30 0.03 0.64 0.6 0.05 
11/20/2013 19:46 11/20/2013 19:50 0.04 0.07 3.8 0.61 
11/21/2013 6:50 11/21/2013 7:13 0.04 0.40 0.5 0.10 
11/22/2013 3:38 11/22/2013 4:05 0.03 0.44 0.9 0.07 
11/26/2013 16:21 11/26/2013 17:26 0.16 1.08 4.5 0.15 
11/27/2013 9:16 11/27/2013 13:45 0.40 4.49 0.7 0.09 
11/29/2013 20:38 11/29/2013 20:40 0.02 0.03 2.3 0.77 
11/30/2013 17:31 11/30/2013 17:31 0.01 --- 0.9 --- 
12/4/2013 18:32 12/4/2013 18:33 0.02 0.02 4.0 1.14 
12/11/2013 19:23 12/11/2013 19:24 0.02 0.02 7.0 1.03 
12/15/2013 15:21 12/15/2013 15:36 0.18 0.25 3.8 0.72 
12/17/2013 21:19 12/17/2013 21:20 0.02 0.02 2.2 1.09 
12/24/2013 13:25 12/24/2013 14:15 0.12 0.84 6.7 0.14 
12/27/2013 17:44 12/27/2013 17:45 0.02 0.02 3.1 0.84 
12/28/2013 13:04 12/29/2013 1:07 0.36 12.05 0.8 0.03 
12/29/2013 18:14 12/29/2013 18:14 0.01 --- 0.7 --- 
12/30/2013 0:17 12/30/2013 4:14 0.30 3.95 0.3 0.08 
12/30/2013 21:54 12/30/2013 21:54 0.01 --- 0.7 --- 
1/1/2014 14:11 1/1/2014 14:11 0.01 --- 1.7 --- 
1/1/2014 21:18 1/1/2014 22:36 0.03 1.31 0.3 0.02 
1/2/2014 11:04 1/2/2014 12:34 0.10 1.50 0.5 0.07 
1/2/2014 23:36 1/3/2014 8:24 0.36 8.80 0.5 0.04 
1/3/2014 20:38 1/3/2014 20:39 0.02 0.02 0.5 0.94 
1/9/2014 19:45 1/9/2014 19:50 0.19 0.09 6.0 2.09 

1/11/2014 20:53 1/12/2014 0:37 0.81 3.73 2.0 0.22 
1/15/2014 10:33 1/15/2014 10:33 0.01 --- 3.4 --- 

TOTAL: 27.38 --- --- --- 
        

Event 
Statistics 

Minimum:  0.01 0.00 0.25 0.00 
Maximum:  2.05 12.05 23.95 2.09 

Mean:  0.28 2.55 2.13 0.39 
Median:  0.10 1.50 0.98 0.22 

Geometric Mean:  0.09 0.63 1.31 0.17 
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TABLE  4-3 
 

SUMMARY  OF  MEASURED  RAINFALL  EVENTS  AT  THE  LAKE 
CONCORD  RECORDING  SITE  FROM  JUNE  15,  2013-JANUARY  15,  2014 

 
EVENT 
START 

EVENT 
END 

TOTAL 
RAINFALL 

(inches) 

DURATION 
(hours) 

ANTECEDENT 
DRY  PERIOD 

(days) 

AVERAGE 
INTENSITY 
(inches/hour) Date Time Date Time 

6/16/2013 20:10 6/16/2013 21:00 0.82 0.82 --- 1.00 
6/17/2013 7:08 6/17/2013 10:18 1.82 3.16 0.4 0.58 
6/18/2013 3:37 6/18/2013 7:29 0.09 3.87 0.7 0.02 
6/19/2013 21:16 6/19/2013 21:39 0.16 0.39 1.6 0.41 
6/20/2013 15:58 6/20/2013 23:28 0.22 7.51 0.8 0.03 
6/21/2013 19:21 6/21/2013 22:35 1.40 3.23 0.8 0.43 
6/28/2013 18:05 6/28/2013 19:15 0.14 1.18 6.8 0.12 
6/29/2013 19:03 6/29/2013 19:11 0.14 0.14 1.0 1.03 
7/1/2013 20:30 7/2/2013 5:55 0.31 9.41 2.1 0.03 
7/2/2013 17:54 7/2/2013 21:37 0.18 3.72 0.5 0.05 
7/3/2013 17:05 7/4/2013 1:20 0.46 8.26 0.8 0.06 
7/4/2013 22:37 7/4/2013 23:26 0.45 0.82 0.9 0.55 
7/5/2013 17:05 7/5/2013 17:57 0.16 0.87 0.7 0.18 
7/10/2013 15:34 7/10/2013 15:55 0.09 0.36 4.9 0.25 
7/11/2013 15:10 7/11/2013 15:10 0.01 --- 1.0 --- 
7/12/2013 14:42 7/12/2013 14:47 0.03 0.09 1.0 0.32 
7/13/2013 16:43 7/13/2013 17:03 0.09 0.33 1.1 0.27 
7/16/2013 18:32 7/16/2013 20:31 0.42 1.99 3.1 0.21 
7/17/2013 17:42 7/17/2013 22:59 0.41 5.29 0.9 0.08 
7/18/2013 9:20 7/18/2013 13:18 0.78 3.97 0.4 0.20 
7/18/2013 19:21 7/18/2013 19:24 0.02 0.06 0.3 0.34 
7/19/2013 17:33 7/19/2013 22:23 1.25 4.83 0.9 0.26 
7/20/2013 16:41 7/20/2013 21:10 0.05 4.48 0.8 0.01 
7/21/2013 17:26 7/21/2013 17:26 0.02 --- 0.8 --- 
7/22/2013 10:26 7/22/2013 18:34 0.51 8.14 0.7 0.06 
7/23/2013 11:41 7/23/2013 15:38 0.24 3.95 0.7 0.06 
7/24/2013 11:47 7/24/2013 14:17 0.23 2.50 0.8 0.09 
7/27/2013 18:16 7/27/2013 18:16 0.01 --- 3.2 --- 
7/28/2013 14:55 7/28/2013 17:58 1.10 3.05 0.9 0.36 
7/29/2013 17:33 7/29/2013 17:55 0.22 0.37 1.0 0.60 
7/31/2013 12:29 7/31/2013 12:29 0.01 --- 1.8 --- 
8/1/2013 1:14 8/1/2013 1:14 0.01 --- 0.5 --- 
8/1/2013 17:34 8/1/2013 18:44 0.22 1.16 0.7 0.19 
8/2/2013 2:12 8/2/2013 2:12 0.01 --- 0.3 --- 
8/3/2013 14:46 8/3/2013 19:16 0.42 4.51 1.5 0.09 
8/4/2013 11:24 8/4/2013 11:24 0.01 --- 0.7 --- 
8/5/2013 14:18 8/5/2013 20:01 0.56 5.73 1.1 0.10 
8/8/2013 14:18 8/8/2013 14:57 0.39 0.65 2.8 0.60 
8/14/2013 19:17 8/14/2013 19:17 0.01 --- 6.2 --- 
8/15/2013 22:15 8/16/2013 4:43 0.85 6.47 1.1 0.13 
8/16/2013 17:17 8/16/2013 17:29 0.05 0.21 0.5 0.24 
8/16/2013 23:54 8/17/2013 1:33 0.05 1.65 0.3 0.03 
8/19/2013 16:11 8/19/2013 16:11 0.01 --- 2.6 --- 
8/20/2013 15:11 8/20/2013 15:17 0.04 0.11 1.0 0.37 
8/21/2013 13:49 8/21/2013 16:37 0.72 2.80 0.9 0.26 
8/22/2013 11:28 8/22/2013 13:21 0.85 1.89 0.8 0.45 
8/23/2013 10:57 8/23/2013 19:11 1.70 8.23 0.9 0.21 
8/24/2013 21:03 8/24/2013 21:03 0.01 --- 1.1 --- 
8/25/2013 16:06 8/25/2013 16:09 0.04 0.06 0.8 0.67 
8/26/2013 13:34 8/26/2013 23:00 0.05 9.43 0.9 0.01 
8/28/2013 8:21 8/28/2013 8:21 0.01 --- 1.4 --- 
8/31/2013 19:24 8/31/2013 22:36 1.14 3.20 3.5 0.36 
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TABLE  4-3 -- CONTINUED 
 

SUMMARY  OF  MEASURED  RAINFALL  EVENTS  AT  THE  LAKE 
CONCORD  RECORDING  SITE  FROM  JUNE  15,  2013-JANUARY  15,  2014 

 
EVENT 
START 

EVENT 
END 

TOTAL 
RAINFALL 

(inches) 

DURATION 
(hours) 

ANTECEDENT 
DRY  PERIOD 

(days) 

AVERAGE 
INTENSITY 
(inches/hour) Date Time Date Time 

9/1/2013 20:33 9/1/2013 21:37 0.06 1.08 0.9 0.06 
9/4/2013 16:25 9/4/2013 18:20 1.63 1.92 2.8 0.85 
9/5/2013 7:28 9/5/2013 7:28 0.02 --- 0.5 --- 
9/6/2013 14:26 9/6/2013 20:11 1.07 5.75 1.3 0.19 

9/12/2013 18:32 9/12/2013 20:05 1.22 1.55 5.9 0.79 
9/18/2013 11:02 9/18/2013 11:02 0.02 --- 5.6 --- 
9/22/2013 16:05 9/22/2013 16:45 0.41 0.67 4.2 0.61 
9/23/2013 7:23 9/23/2013 7:23 0.01 --- 0.6 --- 
9/23/2013 14:10 9/23/2013 21:14 0.94 7.07 0.3 0.13 
9/24/2013 9:52 9/24/2013 9:52 0.01 --- 0.5 --- 
9/24/2013 16:33 9/24/2013 21:14 0.32 4.69 0.3 0.07 
9/25/2013 5:58 9/25/2013 9:10 0.02 3.20 0.4 0.01 
9/27/2013 10:06 9/27/2013 10:06 0.01 --- 2.0 --- 
9/28/2013 13:25 9/28/2013 13:53 0.08 0.46 1.1 0.17 
10/6/2013 15:38 10/6/2013 21:45 0.17 6.11 8.1 0.03 
10/7/2013 12:59 10/7/2013 19:13 0.51 6.24 0.6 0.08 
10/8/2013 12:55 10/8/2013 12:55 0.02 --- 0.7 --- 
11/2/2013 9:47 11/2/2013 13:08 1.22 3.36 24.9 0.36 
11/3/2013 3:35 11/3/2013 3:35 0.01 --- 0.6 --- 
11/5/2013 5:50 11/5/2013 7:54 0.05 2.06 2.1 0.02 
11/5/2013 19:38 11/6/2013 2:43 0.18 7.08 0.5 0.03 
11/15/2013 19:09 11/16/2013 1:39 0.34 6.50 9.7 0.05 
11/16/2013 16:53 11/16/2013 17:51 0.04 0.98 0.6 0.04 
11/20/2013 11:42 11/20/2013 11:42 0.01 --- 3.7 --- 
11/21/2013 18:11 11/21/2013 18:43 0.16 0.54 1.3 0.30 
11/26/2013 8:17 11/26/2013 9:18 0.16 1.02 4.6 0.16 
11/27/2013 1:00 11/27/2013 9:08 0.34 8.13 0.7 0.04 
12/15/2013 7:15 12/15/2013 7:37 0.16 0.36 17.9 0.44 
12/24/2013 5:17 12/24/2013 5:51 0.23 0.57 8.9 0.41 
12/28/2013 5:29 12/28/2013 15:10 0.23 9.68 4.0 0.02 
12/29/2013 10:22 12/29/2013 20:31 0.40 10.15 0.8 0.04 
1/1/2014 6:01 1/1/2014 14:05 0.03 8.08 2.4 0.00 
1/2/2014 3:13 1/2/2014 6:28 0.04 3.25 0.5 0.01 
1/2/2014 15:19 1/2/2014 23:59 0.53 8.67 0.4 0.06 
1/9/2014 17:26 1/9/2014 20:04 0.05 2.63 6.7 0.02 

1/11/2014 20:27 1/12/2014 0:04 1.38 3.63 2.0 0.38 
1/14/2014 8:26 1/14/2014 8:55 0.02 0.49 2.3 0.04 

TOTAL: 31.09 --- --- --- 
        

Event 
Statistics 

Minimum:  0.01 0.06 0.25 0.00 
Maximum:  1.82 10.15 24.87 1.03 

Mean:  0.35 3.50 2.29 0.24 
Median:  0.16 3.11 0.93 0.17 

Geometric Mean:  0.12 1.91 1.26 0.12 
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TABLE  4-4 
 

SUMMARY  OF  RAIN  EVENT  CHARACTERISTICS  AT  THE  THREE 
RAINFALL  RECORDING  SITES  FROM  JUNE  15,  2013-JANUARY  15,  2014 

 

PARAMETER UNITS 

MINIMUM  VALUE MAXIMUM  VALUE MEAN  VALUE 

Osceola 
Trail 

San 
Pablo 

Avenue 

Lake 
Concord

Osceola 
Trail 

San 
Pablo 

Avenue 

Lake 
Concord 

Osceola 
Trail 

San 
Pablo 

Avenue 

Lake 
Concord 

Event Rainfall inches 0.01 0.01 0.01 2.23 2.05 1.82 0.35 0.28 0.35 

Event Duration hours 0.01 0.01 0.06 24.6 12.1 10.2 3.61 2.55 3.50 

Average Intensity in/hr 0.01 0.01 0.01 1.16 2.09 1.03 0.22 0.39 0.24 

Antecedent Dry Period days 0.26 0.25 0.25 17.9 24.0 24.9 2.13 2.13 2.29 

 
 
 
 
  
 A comparison of measured and typical “normal” rainfall in the vicinity of the Casselberry 
GPS units is given in Figure 4-1.  Measured rainfall in this figure is based upon the field 
measured rain events at each of the three rainfall recording sites, summarized on a monthly basis.  
“Normal” rainfall conditions are based upon historical rainfall recorded at the Sanford 
Experimental Station (Site 087982) over the 30-year period from 1981-2010.  Comparisons for 
rainfall during the months of June 2013 and January 2014 for both the measured and “normal” 
data sets reflect only partial months, with the values for June reflecting measured and typical 
rainfall characteristics from June 15-30, 2013 and the January values reflecting measured and 
“normal” rainfall characteristics over the period from January 1-15, 2014. 
 
 As seen in Figure 4-1, measured rainfall in the vicinity of the GPS monitoring sites was 
approximately normal only during the month of August.  Slightly higher than “normal” rainfall 
was observed at the GPS monitoring sites during June and January, with lower than “normal” 
rainfall observed during the remaining months.  Overall, “normal” rainfall in the general area 
during the field monitoring program is approximately 36.78 inches, compared with measured 
rainfall amounts of 31.09 inches at the Lake Concord site, 32.82 inches at the Osceola Trail sites, 
and 27.38 inches at the San Pablo Avenue monitoring sites.  Overall, rainfall was somewhat less 
than “normal” at each of the monitoring sites during the field monitoring program. 
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  Figure 4-1. Comparison of “Average” and Measured Rainfall in the Vicinity of the GPS 

Monitoring Sites. 
 
 
 
 

4.1.2 Hydrologic Inputs 
 
 Continuous records of hydrologic inputs/outputs for each of the five GPS monitoring 
sites were recorded at 15-minute intervals during the field monitoring program from June 15, 
2013-January 15, 2014.  A discussion of monitored hydrologic inputs/outputs at each of the 
monitoring sites is given in the following sections. 
 
 
 4.1.2.1   Lake Hodge EcoVault® Site 
 
 A graphical summary of measured runoff hydrographs at the Lake Hodge EcoVault® site 
from June 15, 2013-January 15, 2014 is given on Figure 4-2.  Monitored rain events are also 
included for evaluation of relationships between rainfall and runoff.  Measured discharge rates at 
the Lake Hodge site ranged from approximately 0-22 cfs, with the vast majority of monitored 
runoff rates less than approximately 10 cfs.  The highest runoff inflow rates were observed from 
rain events in excess of 2 inches or from multiple significant rain events occurring on sequential 
days.  In general, peak flows measured during storm events appear to be closely related to the 
depth of the rainfall event.  Rainfall events of approximately 0.25 inches or less resulted in 
relatively insignificant runoff inflow rates. 
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   Figure 4-2. Measured Runoff Hydrographs at the Lake Hodge EcoVault® Site from June 15, 
2013-January 15, 2014. 

 
 
 

 
 A summary of measured monthly runoff inputs to the Lake Hodge EcoVault® unit is 
given on Table 4-5.  The information obtained in this table was generated by integrating the 
runoff hydrographs illustrated on Figure 4-2 over each monthly monitoring period.  Runoff 
inputs for the months of June and January reflect only partial months, with the June runoff 
volume reflecting runoff inputs from June 15-30 and the January reflecting inputs from January 
1-15. 
 

Runoff inputs to the Lake Hodge EcoVault® unit ranged from a high of 3.13 ac-ft during 
August to a low of 0.11 ac-ft during December.  Overall, approximately 10.84 ac-ft of runoff 
passed through the EcoVault® unit during the field monitoring program. 
 
 A summary of runoff coefficient calculations for the Lake Hodge site is given on Table 
4-6.  During the field monitoring program, approximately 31.51 inches of rainfall fell on the 
20.98-acre basin area, generating a runoff volume of 10.84 ac-ft.  The calculated runoff 
coefficient for this site is 0.197, indicating that approximately 19.7% of the basin rainfall became 
stormwater runoff. 
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TABLE  4-5 
 

MEASURED  MONTHLY  RUNOFF  INPUTS 
TO  THE  LAKE  HODGE  EcoVault®  UNIT 

 

MONTH 
RUNOFF  VOLUME 

(ac-ft) 
MONTH 

RUNOFF  VOLUME 
(ac-ft) 

June1 2.56 October 0.47 

July 2.09 November 0.26 

August 3.13 December 0.11 

September 1.65 January2 0.57 

 TOTAL: 10.84 
 1.   Period from June 15-30 
 2.   Period from January 1-15 
 
 
 
 
 

TABLE  4-6 
 

RUNOFF  COEFFICIENT  CALCULATIONS 
FOR  THE  LAKE  HODGE  EcoVault®  SITE 

 

PARAMETER UNITS VALUE 

Site Rainfall inches 31.51 

Basin Area acres 20.98 

Rainfall Volume ac-ft 55.09 

Runoff Volume ac-ft 10.84 

C Value -- 0.197 

 
 
 
 

 4.1.2.2   Gee Creek EcoVault® Site 
 
 A graphical summary of measured runoff hydrographs at the Gee Creek EcoVault® site 
from June 15, 2013-January 15, 2014 is given on Figure 4-3.  Rain events at the monitoring site 
are also included for evaluation of relationships between rainfall and runoff.  Measured discharge 
rates at the Gee Creek EcoVault® site ranged from 0 cfs to approximately 23 cfs, although the 
vast majority of peak runoff values were less than 10 cfs.  Runoff inflow rates in excess of 10 cfs 
were typically generated by rain events in excess of 2 inches or multiple smaller rain events 
occurring over consecutive days.  Rain events less than approximately 0.25 inches resulted in 
relatively insignificant runoff inputs.  Peak flows measured during storm events appear to be 
closely related to the depth of the rainfall event. 
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  Figure 4-3. Measured Runoff Hydrographs at the Gee Creek EcoVault® Site from June 15, 

2013-January 15, 2014. 
 
 
 

 A tabular summary of measured monthly runoff inputs to the Gee Creek EcoVault® unit 
is given in Table 4-7.  The runoff inputs summarized in this table were generated by integrating 
the runoff hydrographs illustrated on Figure 4-3 for each monthly monitoring period.  Measured 
runoff inputs ranged from a high of 2.65 ac-ft during August to a low of 0.06 ac-ft during 
December.  Overall, approximately 6.56 ac-ft of runoff discharged through the Gee Creek 
EcoVault® unit during the field monitoring program. 
 

A summary of runoff coefficient calculations for the Gee Creek monitoring site is given 
on Table 4-8.  A total of approximately 31.51 inches of rainfall fell on the 29.98-acre watershed 
during the 7-month field monitoring program, generating a total of 6.56 ac-ft of runoff.  The 
resulting runoff coefficient for the watershed is approximately 0.083 which is approximately half 
of the runoff coefficient measured at the Lake Hodge site.  Both the Lake Hodge and Gee Creek 
drainage basins are characterized by highly permeable HSG A soils which have a low runoff 
potential.  The primary difference between the two sub-basins is the lack of significant DCIA in 
the Gee Creek sub-basin since runoff is collected and conveyed in vegetated roadside swales 
where much of the runoff infiltrates into the soil before reaching the point of inflow into the 
stormsewer system.  In contrast, the Lake Hodge sub-basin contains a mixture of curb and gutter 
and grassed roadside swales, resulting in a larger proportion of the rainfall becoming runoff and 
reaching the GPS device. 
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TABLE  4-7 
 

MEASURED  MONTHLY  RUNOFF  INPUTS 
TO  THE  GEE  CREEK  EcoVault®  UNIT 

 

MONTH 
RUNOFF  VOLUME 

(ac-ft) 
MONTH 

RUNOFF  VOLUME 
(ac-ft) 

June1 1.36 October 0.38 

July 0.70 November 0.13 

August 2.65 December 0.06 

September 0.87 January2 0.41 

 TOTAL: 6.56 
 1.   Period from June 15-30 
 2.   Period from January 1-15 
 
 
  

 
TABLE  4-8 

 
RUNOFF  COEFFICIENT  CALCULATIONS 
FOR  THE  GEE  CREEK  EcoVault®  SITE 

 

PARAMETER UNITS VALUE 

Site Rainfall inches 31.51 

Basin Area acres 29.98 

Rainfall Volume ac-ft 78.72 

Runoff Volume ac-ft 6.56 

C Value -- 0.083 

 
 
 
 

 4.1.2.3   San Pablo EcoVault® Site 
 
 A graphical summary of measured runoff hydrographs at the San Pablo EcoVault® site 
from June 15, 2013-January 15, 2014 is given on Figure 4-4.  Rainfall depths for measured rain 
events at the monitoring site are also included for evaluation of relationships between rainfall 
and runoff.  Measured discharge rates at the EcoVault® monitoring site ranged from 
approximately 0-12 cfs, although the vast majority of measured peak discharge values were less 
than 5 cfs.  Runoff peaks in excess of 5 cfs generally required rain events in excess of 
approximately 1-1.5 inches or a series of multiple significant rain events on consecutive days.  
Relatively insignificant runoff flow rates were generated from rain events of approximately 0.1 
inch or less.  In general, peak flow rates measured during storm events appear to be closely 
related to the depth of the rainfall event. 
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   Figure 4-4. Measured Runoff Hydrographs at the San Pablo EcoVault® Site from June 15, 

2013-January 15, 2014. 
 
 
 
 
 A tabular summary of measured monthly runoff inputs to the San Pablo EcoVault® unit 
is given on Table 4-9.  Monthly inflows to the unit ranged from a high of 2.5 ac-ft during August 
to a low of 0.35 ac-ft during December.  Overall, a total of approximately 9.31 ac-ft of runoff 
discharged through the EcoVault® unit during the 7-month monitoring program.    
 

Runoff coefficient calculations for the San Pablo EcoVault® site are given in Table 4-10.  
During the field monitoring program, a total rainfall of 27.39 inches fell over the 21.37-acre sub-
basin area, generating 9.31 ac-ft of runoff.  This relationship corresponds to a runoff C value of 
approximately 0.191 which is typical of values commonly observed in urban residential areas 
with curb and gutter systems and permeable HSG A soils. 
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TABLE  4-9 
 

MEASURED  MONTHLY  RUNOFF  INPUTS 
TO  THE  SAN  PABLO  EcoVault®  UNIT 

 

MONTH 
RUNOFF  VOLUME 

(ac-ft) 
MONTH 

RUNOFF  VOLUME 
(ac-ft) 

June1 1.77 October 0.37 

July 2.00 November 0.50 

August 2.50 December 0.35 

September 1.30 January2 0.52 

 TOTAL: 9.31 
 1.   Period from June 15-30 
 2.   Period from January 1-15 
 

 
 

  
 

TABLE  4-10 
 

RUNOFF  COEFFICIENT  CALCULATIONS 
FOR  THE  SAN  PABLO  EcoVault®  SITE 

 

PARAMETER UNITS VALUE 

Site Rainfall inches 27.39 

Basin Area acres 21.37 

Rainfall Volume ac-ft 48.78 

Runoff Volume ac-ft 9.31 

C Value -- 0.191 

 
 
 
 

 4.1.2.4   San Pablo CDS Unit 
 
 A graphical summary of measured runoff hydrographs at the San Pablo CDS site from 
June 15, 2013-January 15, 2014 is given on Figure 4-5.    Rainfall depths for measured events at 
the monitoring site are also included for evaluation of relationships between rainfall and runoff.  
Measured discharge rates at the CDS unit monitoring site ranged from approximately 0-5 cfs, 
with the majority of peak runoff inflows less than approximately 2 cfs.  Relatively insignificant 
runoff inflow rates were generated from rain events of approximately 0.1 inch or less.  The 
observed peak flows measured during storm events appear to be closely related to the depth of 
the rainfall event. 
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  Figure 4-5. Measured Runoff Hydrographs at the San Pablo CDS Site from June 15, 2013- 
January 15, 2014. 

 
 
 
 

 A tabular summary of measured monthly runoff inputs to the San Pablo CDS unit during 
the field monitoring program is given on Table 4-11.  Runoff inputs into the CDS unit ranged 
from a high of 0.55 ac-ft during September to a low of 0.08 ac-ft during October.  Overall, 
approximately 2.22 ac-ft of runoff discharged through the CDS unit during the field monitoring 
program. 
 

Runoff coefficient calculations for the San Pablo CDS site are given in Table 4-12.  
During the field monitoring program, approximately 27.38 inches of rainfall fell over the 4.90-
acre sub-basin area, generating a runoff volume of 2.22 ac-ft.  This rainfall runoff relationship 
corresponds to a runoff coefficient C value of 0.199.  This value is typical of runoff coefficients 
commonly observed in urban residential areas with HSG A soils. 
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TABLE  4-11 
 

MEASURED  MONTHLY  RUNOFF  INPUTS 
TO  THE  SAN  PABLO  CDS  UNIT 

 

MONTH 
RUNOFF  VOLUME 

(ac-ft) 
MONTH 

RUNOFF  VOLUME 
(ac-ft) 

June1 0.41 October 0.08 

July 0.44 November 0.11 

August 0.49 December 0.04 

September 0.55 January2 0.10 

 TOTAL: 2.22 
 1.   Period from June 15-30 
 2.   Period from January 1-15 
 

 
  

 
TABLE  4-12 

 
RUNOFF  COEFFICIENT  CALCULATIONS 

FOR  THE  SAN  PABLO  CDS  SITE 
 

PARAMETER UNITS VALUE 

Site Rainfall inches 27.38 

Basin Area acres 4.90 

Rainfall Volume ac-ft 11.18 

Runoff Volume ac-ft 2.22 

C Value -- 0.199 

 
 
 
 
 

4.1.2.5   Lake Concord Suntree Baffle Box Site 
 
 A graphical summary of measured runoff hydrographs at the Lake Concord Suntree 
baffle box site from June 15, 2013-January 15, 2014 is given on Figure 4-6.  Rainfall depths for 
measured rain events at the monitoring site are also included for evaluation of relationships 
between rainfall and runoff.  Measured discharge rates at the Suntree baffle box monitoring site 
ranged from approximately 0-8 cfs, although the vast majority of measured peak runoff values 
were less than approximately 3 cfs.  Relatively insignificant runoff inflow rates were generated 
from rain events of approximately 0.1 inch or less.  The peak flows measured during storm 
events appear to be closely related to the depth of the rainfall event. 
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  Figure 4-6. Measured Runoff Hydrographs at the Lake Concord Suntree Baffle Box Site from 

June 15, 2013-January 15, 2014. 
 
 
 
 
 A tabular summary of measured monthly runoff inputs to the Lake Concord Suntree 
baffle box is given in Table 4-13.  Runoff inputs into the baffle box ranged from a high of 1.95 
ac-ft during August to a low of 0.13 ac-ft during October.   
 
 A summary of runoff coefficient calculations for the Lake Concord Suntree baffle box 
site is given in Table 4-14.  During the field monitoring program, a total of 31.09 inches of 
rainfall fell on the 5.64-acre watershed area, generating approximately 7.42 ac-ft of runoff.  This 
rainfall-runoff relationship corresponds to a runoff coefficient C value of 0.508.  This value is 
somewhat greater than observed at the residential monitoring sites and is likely related to the 
large amount of impervious area and DCIA contained within the Lake Concord sub-basin.  The 
measured C value of 0.508 is slightly greater than would be expected for the given land uses, soil 
types, and sub-basin area, suggesting that the actual drainage area discharging to the baffle box 
site may be greater than the sub-basin area illustrated on Figure 2-22. 
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TABLE  4-13 

 
MEASURED  MONTHLY  RUNOFF  INPUTS  TO 

THE  LAKE  CONCORD  SUNTREE  BAFFLE  BOX  UNIT 
 

MONTH 
RUNOFF  VOLUME 

(ac-ft) 
MONTH 

RUNOFF  VOLUME 
(ac-ft) 

June1 1.23 October 0.13 

July 1.66 November 0.24 

August 1.95 December 0.15 

September 1.65 January2 0.43 

 TOTAL: 7.42 
 1.   Period from June 15-30 
 2.   Period from January 1-15 
 

 
  

 
TABLE  4-14 

 
RUNOFF  COEFFICIENT  CALCULATIONS  FOR 

THE  LAKE  CONCORD  SUNTREE  BAFFLE  BOX  SITE 
 

PARAMETER UNITS VALUE 

Site Rainfall inches 31.09 

Basin Area acres 5.64 

Rainfall Volume ac-fat 14.61 

Runoff Volume ac-ft 7.42 

C Value -- 0.508 

 
 
 
 

4.2   Chemical Characteristics of Collected Inflow/Outflow Samples 
 
 During the 7-month field monitoring program from June 15, 2013-January 15, 2014, 
ERD collected a total of 136 flow-weighted composite inflow and outflow samples at the five 
monitoring sites.  A summary of the composite samples collected at each of the field monitoring 
sites is given on Table 4-15.  The number of composite samples collected at the individual sites 
ranged from 14 sets of inflow/outflow samples at the San Pablo EcoVault® site to 20 sets of 
inflow/outflow samples at the Gee Creek EcoVault® site.  Each of the inflow and outflow 
samples was collected as a flow-weighted composite during each collection period.  A complete 
listing of the chemical characteristics of each of the inflow and outflow composite samples is 
given in Appendix C.  The results of laboratory analyses of the inflow and outflow samples are 
presented in the following sections. 
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TABLE  4-15 
 

SUMMARY  OF  COMPOSITE  SAMPLES  COLLECTED 
AT  EACH  OF  THE  FIELD  MONITORING  SITES 

 

SITE LOCATION 
NUMBER  OF 

COMPOSITE  SAMPLES 

Lake Hodge EcoVault® Site 
Inflow 

Outflow 
17 
17 

Gee Creek EcoVault® Site 
Inflow 

Outflow 
20 
20 

San Pablo EcoVault® Site 
Inflow 

Outflow 
14 
14 

San Pablo CDS Site Outflow 16 

Lake Concord Suntree Baffle Box Outfall 18 

TOTAL: 136 

 
 
 
 

 In general, environmental data typically exhibit a log-normal distribution rather than a 
normal probability distribution, indicating that the log-normal mean value (also referred to as the 
geometric mean) is a more accurate indicator of central tendency for these data sets rather than a 
simple arithmetic mean value.  Therefore, references to mean characteristics for the collected 
samples reflect geometric mean values unless noted otherwise. 
 
 
4.2.1 Lake Hodge EcoVault® Site 
 
 4.2.1.1   General Parameters 
 
 A graphical comparison of measured inflow and outflow concentrations of pH, alkalinity, 
conductivity, turbidity, color, and TSS at the Lake Hodge EcoVault® site is given on Figure 4-7.  
Measured pH values of the inflow and outflow samples were highly variable, ranging from 
approximately 6.3-7.8.  In general, inflow pH values were slightly lower than outflow values 
during many of the monitoring events. 
 
 Measured alkalinity values of the inflow and outflow samples were also highly variable, 
ranging from approximately 20-75 mg/l during the field monitoring program.  With the 
exception of June 2013, when measured alkalinity values in the outflow samples were 
substantially higher than alkalinity values measured in the inflow, a relatively close agreement 
was observed between inflow and outflow alkalinity values during most monitoring events.  
 

Measured conductivity values of the inflow and outflow samples ranged from 
approximately 30-360 mho/cm during the field monitoring program.  With the exception of 
inflow and outflow samples collected during July 2013, when conductivity values at the outflow 
were substantially greater than values measured at the inflow, a relatively close agreement was 
observed between measured inflow and outflow values for most monitored events. 
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   Figure 4-7. Comparison of Inflow and Outflow Concentrations of pH, Alkalinity,  
  Conductivity, Turbidity, Color, and TSS at the Lake Hodge EcoVault® Site. 
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 Unlike the previous trends observed for pH, alkalinity, and conductivity where inflow 
and outflow concentrations were relatively similar, measured turbidity levels were substantially 
lower in the outflow samples than the inflow samples during virtually all of the monitoring 
events.  Measured turbidity values of inflows ranged from approximately 1-73 NTU, while 
turbidity measurements in discharge samples ranged from 0.6-15.4 NTU. 
 
 Measured color concentrations in the inflow samples ranged from approximately 24-88 
Pt-Co units, with relatively similar concentrations between inflow and outflow samples.  A light  
trend of slightly lower color concentrations in the outflow compared with the inflow may be 
present. 
 
 In general, the observed pattern for TSS concentrations is similar to the pattern 
previously discussed for turbidity.  Measured TSS concentrations in the inflow ranged from 2.8-
516 mg/l, with TSS concentrations in the discharge ranging from 1.4-143 mg/l.  Measured TSS 
concentrations in discharges from the EcoVault® unit were substantially lower than inflow 
concentrations during virtually all monitoring events.  These data indicate that a large amount of 
the incoming TSS loading was retained within the system. 
 
 A statistical comparison of inflow and outflow concentrations of pH, alkalinity, 
conductivity, and TSS at the Lake Hodge EcoVault® site is given in Figure 4-8 in the form of 
box and whisker plots, often referred to Tukey Box Plots.  The bottom of the box portion of each 
plot represents the lower quartile, with 25% of the data points falling below this value.  The upper 
line of the box represents the 75% upper quartile, with 25% of the data falling above this value.  The 
blue horizontal line within the box represents the median value, with 50% of the data falling both 
above and below this value, while the red horizontal line represents the mean value.  The vertical 
lines, also known as "whiskers", represent the 10 and 90 percentiles for the data sets.  Individual 
values which fall outside of the 10-90 percentile range are indicated as red dots. 
 
 In general, measured pH values in the discharge samples for the EcoVault® unit appear to 
exhibit a higher degree of variability, along with a higher overall median pH value, than 
measurements conducted at the inflow.  The observed variability in alkalinity concentrations 
between inflow and outflow samples appears to be relatively similar, although the outflow 
samples may be characterized by a slightly lower median alkalinity value.  The observed 
variability in measured conductivity values is also similar between the inflow and outflow 
samples, although the outflow samples are characterized by a slightly greater median 
conductivity value.  However, a large difference is apparent in the characteristics of measured 
TSS samples at the inflow and outflow locations.  Measured TSS concentrations for inflow 
samples are highly variable and contain a number of substantially elevated TSS concentrations.  
In contrast, TSS concentrations in the outflow samples are primarily within a relatively narrow 
range of values with a substantially lower median concentration. 
 
 A statistical comparison of inflow and outflow concentrations of turbidity and color at the 
Lake Hodge EcoVault® site are given on Figure 4-9.  The observed characteristics of inflow and 
outflow samples for turbidity are similar to the characteristics previously observed for TSS.  
Inflow turbidity concentrations are highly variable, with a larger number of elevated 
concentrations compared with outflow samples characterized by a relatively narrow range of 
values and a substantially lower median value.  Measured color concentrations in the inflow 
samples appear to have a higher degree of variability, as well as a higher median value, than 
color concentrations observed in the discharge samples. 
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   Figure 4-8. Statistical Comparison of Inflow and Outflow Concentrations of pH, Alkalinity, 
  Conductivity, and TSS at the Lake Hodge EcoVault® Site. 
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   Figure 4-9. Statistical Comparison of Inflow and Outflow Concentrations of Turbidity and Color 
  at the Lake Hodge EcoVault® Site. 
 
 
 
 4.2.1.2   Nitrogen Species 
 
 A graphical comparison of measured concentrations of nitrogen species at the Lake Hodge 
EcoVault® site is given on Figure 4-10.  Ammonia concentrations in both the inflow and outflow 
samples were highly variable during the field monitoring event, with inflow concentrations ranging 
from 3-470 g/l and outflow samples ranging from 3-265 g/l.  Although no consistent pattern or 
relationship appears to exist between measured inflow and outflow concentrations of ammonia, 
measured concentrations in the outflow samples appear to be somewhat higher in value during 
many of the monitoring events. 
 
 Measured concentrations of NOx (nitrate + nitrite) exhibited a large degree of variability in 
both inflow and outflow characteristics, with NOx inflow concentrations ranging from 3-1074 g/l, 
and discharge samples ranging from 4-635 g/l.  In general, NOx concentrations in the outflow 
appear to be somewhat higher in value than the inflow during a majority of the monitoring events. 
 
 Measured concentrations of dissolved organic nitrogen exhibited a wide range of values in 
both the inflow and outflow samples.  Although the inflow and outflow concentrations appear to be 
closely related, there does not appear to be a clear pattern of either higher or lower concentrations 
for the inflow or outflow.   
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Figure 4-10. Comparison of Inflow and Outflow Concentrations of Nitrogen Species at the 

Lake Hodge EcoVault® Site. 
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 Measured concentrations of particulate nitrogen were also highly variable, with inflow 
concentrations ranging from 14-2,088 g/l and outflow concentrations ranging from 45-424 g/l.  
Particulate nitrogen concentrations in the outflow were generally lower in value than inflow 
concentrations during a majority of the monitoring events. 
 
 Measured concentrations of total nitrogen in the inflow and outflow samples appear to be 
relatively similar during most monitoring events.  A substantially elevated inflow total nitrogen 
concentration of 2,730 g/l was observed during one of the monitoring events, with relatively 
similar inflow and outflow characteristics during the remaining events.  The data suggests very little 
difference between inflow and outflow total nitrogen concentrations during virtually all of the 
monitoring events. 
 
 A statistical comparison of inflow and outflow concentrations of nitrogen species measured 
at the Lake Hodge EcoVault® site is given on Figure 4-11.  Inflow samples for ammonia appear to 
be characterized by a higher degree of variability, as well as a lower median concentration, than 
ammonia concentrations observed in outflow samples.  In contrast, inflow concentrations of NOx 
were extremely low in value during most monitoring events, with higher concentrations and a 
higher degree of variability in measured NOx concentrations in the discharge samples.  Measured 
concentrations of particulate nitrogen in the inflow samples appear to exhibit a modest degree of 
variability, with a substantially lower degree of variability and lower median concentration observed 
in the outflow samples.  Overall, total nitrogen concentrations in the inflow samples are 
characterized by a higher degree of variability than concentrations measured in the discharge 
samples.  Median concentrations of total nitrogen between inflow and outflow samples appear to be 
relatively similar. 
 
 
 4.2.1.3   Phosphorus Species 
 
 A graphical comparison of inflow and outflow concentrations of phosphorus species at the 
Lake Hodge EcoVault® site is given on Figure 4-12.  Measured concentrations of SRP were highly 
variable during the field monitoring program at both the inflow and outflow monitoring sites.  A 
relatively close agreement appears to occur in SRP concentrations between inflow and outflow 
samples during most monitoring events, although a trend of slightly lower outflow SRP 
concentrations is apparent during portions of the study.  A relatively close agreement was also 
observed between inflow and outflow concentrations for dissolved organic phosphorus which also 
exhibited a large degree of variability in concentrations.  In general, measured dissolved organic 
phosphorus concentrations appear to be slightly greater in the outflow samples during many of the 
monitoring events. 
 
 Inflow concentrations of particulate phosphorus were characterized by a high degree of 
variability, with measured concentrations ranging from 34-733 g/l.  However, particulate 
phosphorus in the discharge samples were substantially lower in value, ranging from 6-245 g/l.  
Overall, particulate phosphorus concentrations in the discharge were lower than inflow samples 
during virtually all of the monitoring events. 
 
 Measured concentrations of total phosphorus in the inflow and outflow samples were also 
highly variable.  Total phosphorus concentrations in the discharge samples were lower in value than 
the inflow concentrations during virtually all of the monitoring events, suggesting that a large 
portion of the total phosphorus loadings was retained within the unit. 
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  Figure 4-11. Statistical Comparison of Inflow and Outflow Concentrations of Nitrogen Species at 
  the Lake Hodge EcoVault® Site. 
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Figure 4-12. Comparison of Inflow and Outflow Concentrations of Phosphorus Species at the 

Lake Hodge EcoVault® Site. 
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 A statistical comparison of inflow and outflow concentrations of phosphorus species at the 
Lake Hodge EcoVault® site is given on Figure 4-13.  A relatively similar degree of variability was 
observed in measured inflow and outflow SRP concentrations although the outflow appears to have 
a slightly lower median value.  In contrast, inflow concentrations of organic phosphorus exhibited a 
low degree of variability, with a somewhat higher degree of variability observed in the discharge 
samples.  A high degree of variability was observed in particulate phosphorus concentrations at the 
inflow samples, with a substantially lower degree of variability, combined with a lower median 
concentration, observed at the outflow.  A similar pattern is also apparent for total phosphorus, with 
a higher degree of variability observed for inflow samples and a lower degree of variability and 
lower median concentration observed for the outflow samples. 
 
 
 4.2.1.4   Metals 
 
 A graphical comparison of inflow and outflow concentrations of copper, iron, and zinc at 
the Lake Hodge EcoVault® site is given on Figure 4-14.  Inflow concentrations of total copper were 
relatively consistent during the field monitoring program, with the vast majority of measured values 
ranging from approximately 2-49 g/l.  Outflow concentrations of copper were relatively consistent 
in value, ranging from 2-12 g/l, with concentrations typically lower than observed in the inflow 
samples.  The data suggests that a significant portion of the copper inputs are retained within the 
Lake Hodge EcoVault® system.   
 
 Measured concentrations of total iron at the inflow were generally less than approximately 
1000 g/l, although a more elevated total iron concentration of 4,830 g/l was measured at the 
inflow on one occasion.  In general, discharge samples from the unit exhibited lower concentrations 
for total iron during most monitoring events, with discharge concentrations ranging from 85-1,046 
g/l.  In general, it appears that the unit retains a relatively small portion of the iron inputs within 
the unit. 
 
 Highly variable inflow concentrations of zinc were observed at this site, with raw 
concentrations ranging from 2-79 g/l.  In contrast, total zinc concentrations in the outflow were 
generally lower than inflow concentrations during virtually all monitoring events, with measured 
concentrations ranging from 2-39 g/l.  The data suggests that the EcoVault® retains a substantial 
portion of the total zinc inputs within the system. 
 
 A statistical comparison of inflow and outflow concentrations of copper, iron, and zinc at 
the Lake Hodge EcoVault® site is given on Figure 4-15.  Inflow concentrations of copper exhibited 
a moderate degree of variability along with a relatively low input concentration.  Measured 
concentrations of total copper in the outflow exhibited a lower median concentration as well as a 
lower degree of variability. 
 
 Variability in inflow and outflow concentrations of total iron were relatively similar, with 
similar median concentrations.  The Lake Hodge EcoVault® site appears to have little significant 
impact on measured concentrations of total iron.  In contrast, the Lake Hodge EcoVault® appears to 
have a significant impact on concentrations of total zinc.  Inflow concentrations of total zinc were 
highly variable, with a moderately elevated median concentration.  Outflow concentrations of total 
zinc exhibited a low degree of variability with an extremely low median concentration.     
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Figure 4-13. Statistical Comparison of Inflow and Outflow Concentrations of Phosphorus Species 
  at the Lake Hodge EcoVault® Site. 
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Figure 4-14. Comparison of Inflow Concentrations of Copper, Iron, and Zinc at the Lake Hodge 

EcoVault® Site. 
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Figure 4-15. Statistical Comparison of Inflow and Outflow Concentrations of Copper, Iron, and 

Zinc at the Lake Hodge EcoVault® Site. 
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 4.2.1.5   Comparison of Inflow and Outflow Characteristics 
 
 A comparison of inflow and outflow runoff characteristics at the Lake Hodge EcoVault® 
site is given on Table 4-16.  The values summarized in this table reflect geometric mean values for 
each evaluated parameter.  Slight increases in mean concentrations between inflow and outflow 
samples were observed for pH, alkalinity, conductivity, ammonia, NOx, particulate nitrogen, and 
dissolved organic phosphorus.  Reductions in concentrations were observed for dissolved organic 
nitrogen and total nitrogen which decreased by approximately 1% between the inflow and outflow 
samples. 
 
 

TABLE  4-16 
 

COMPARISON  OF  INFLOW  AND  OUTFLOW 
CHARACTERISTICS  AT  THE  LAKE  HODGE  EcoVault®  UNIT 

 

PARAMETER UNITS 
MEAN  INFLOW 

CONCENTRATION1 
MEAN  OUTFLOW 

CONCENTRATION1 

PERCENT 
CHANGE 

(%) 

pH s.u. 6.94 7.03 1 

Alkalinity mg/l 56.0 58.4 4 

Conductivity mho/cm 138 152 10 

NH3 g/l 20 56 181 

NOx g/l 27 85 210 

Diss. Organic N g/l 211 165 -22 

Particulate N g/l 123 129 4 

Total N g/l 577 573 -1 

SRP g/l 153 122 -20 

Diss. Organic P g/l 11 17 61 

Particulate P g/l 104 36 -65 

Total P g/l 306 202 -34 

Turbidity NTU 6.9 2.0 -72 

Color Pt-Co 37 31 -16 

TSS mg/l 70.8 6.2 -91 

Fecal Coliform cfu/100 ml 1,268 287 -77 

Copper g/l 7.4 4.4 -40 

Iron g/l 390 291 -26 

Zinc g/l 16 5 -70 
 
1.   Reflect geometric mean values 

 
 

 Substantial reductions in concentrations were observed for measured phosphorus species, 
with a 20% reduction for SRP, 65% for particulate phosphorus, and 34% for total phosphorus.  
Turbidity concentrations were reduced by approximately 72% within the unit, with a 91% reduction 
in TSS and 16% reduction in color.  Overall, a reduction of approximately 77% was observed for 
fecal coliform. 



 
 
CASSELBERRY – GROSS  POLLUTANT  SEPARATORS \ FINAL  REPORT 

 

4-34 
 
 

4.2.2 Gee Creek EcoVault® Site 
 
 4.2.2.1   General Parameters 
 
 A comparison of inflow and outflow concentrations of pH, alkalinity, conductivity, 
turbidity, color, and TSS at the Gee Creek EcoVault® site is given on Figure 4-16.  Measured pH 
values in the inflow samples ranged from 6.86-7.82, reflecting approximately neutral characteristics.  
Measured inflow and outflow pH values were relatively similar during a majority of the monitored 
events, although somewhat lower inflow concentrations were observed during several events.  
Measured alkalinity values were highly variable in the inflow, with measured values ranging from 
60.2-182 mg/l.  A relatively close agreement was observed between inflow and outflow 
concentrations during most events, although a slight trend of lower alkalinity values in the outflow 
is apparent during multiple monitored events. 
 
 Highly variable conductivity values were observed at the Gee Creek EcoVault® site, 
particularly for the inflow samples.  A somewhat lower degree of variability was observed for the 
discharge samples, particularly during the first half of the monitoring program.  Overall, measured 
concentrations in the outflow appear to be lower than inflow concentrations during most monitored 
events. 
 
 Measured turbidity levels were highly variable at the inflow to the system, ranging from 3.7-
49.0 NTU.  Substantially lower concentrations were observed in the discharge, with measured 
values ranging from 3.3-12.3 NTU.   
 
 Measured color concentrations were relatively similar between the inflow and outflow 
samples during a majority of the monitoring events.  Measured color concentrations in the inflow 
ranged from 41-81 Pt-Co units, with no significant trend of increasing or decreasing concentrations 
in the outflow compared with the inflow.  
 
 However, a substantial difference was observed between measured concentrations of TSS in 
the inflow and outflow samples.  Inflow concentrations of TSS were highly variable, ranging from 
2.7-166 mg/l, with outflow samples ranging from 2.1-25.8 mg/l.  Monitored TSS concentrations in 
the outflow samples were lower than inflow concentrations during each monitoring event. 

 
A statistical comparison of inflow and outflow concentrations of pH, alkalinity, 

conductivity, and TSS at the Gee Creek EcoVault® site are illustrated on Figure 4-17.   Measured 
pH values of the inflow samples exhibited a relatively high range, with a fairly narrow range 
observed in the discharge samples, combined with a slightly higher median pH value.  Measured 
inflow alkalinity concentrations exhibited a higher degree of variability as well as a higher median 
value than observed in the discharge samples. 

 
Measured conductivity values appear to exhibit relatively similar degrees of variability in 

the inflow and outflow samples, with a slightly lower median conductivity observed in the outflow 
samples, suggesting removal of dissolved constituents within the system.  In contrast, a very large 
degree of variability was observed in measured TSS concentrations compared with the outflow 
samples which exhibited a relatively low degree of variability as well as a substantially lower 
median value.  These data indicate that a large amount of the incoming TSS loading was retained 
within the system. 
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 Figure 4-16. Comparison of Inflow and Outflow Concentrations of pH, Alkalinity,   
  Conductivity, Turbidity, Color, and TSS at the Gee Creek EcoVault® Site. 
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   Figure 4-17. Statistical Comparison of Inflow and Outflow Concentrations of pH, Alkalinity, 
  Conductivity, and TSS at the Gee Creek EcoVault® Site. 
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 A statistical comparison of inflow and outflow concentrations for turbidity and color at the 
Gee Creek EcoVault® Site are given on Figure 4-18.  Measured turbidity values at the inflow 
exhibited a relatively high degree of variability compared with the outflow samples which also 
exhibited a substantially lower median concentration.  However, in contrast, little change appears to 
occur within the Gee Creek EcoVault® unit for color, with virtually identical statistical profiles for 
the inflow and outflow samples. 
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   Figure 4-18. Statistical Comparison of Inflow and Outflow Concentrations of Turbidity and Color 
  at the Gee Creek EcoVault® Site. 
 
 

4.2.2.2   Nitrogen Species 
 
A graphical comparison of measured inflow and outflow concentrations of nitrogen species 

at the Gee Creek EcoVault® Site is given on Figure 4-19.  In general, measured concentrations of 
ammonia in the inflow samples exhibited a relatively high degree of variability, with a low degree 
of variability, combined with low measured concentrations, observed in the outflow.  The only 
exception to this appears to be a spike in ammonia concentrations measured in the outflow samples 
during September 2013.  However, overall, it appears that a slight reduction in ammonia 
concentrations occurred within the unit. 

 
Measured NOx concentrations in both the inflow and outflow samples exhibited an 

extremely high degree of variability throughout the field monitoring program, with inflow 
concentrations ranging from 209-890 g/l.  No defined pattern in inflow and outflow NOx 
concentrations appears to exist during the first 2-3 months of the field monitoring program.  
However, beginning during September 2013, NOx concentrations in the outfall samples were 
substantially lower during each monitoring even than observed in the inflow samples. 
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Figure 4-19. Comparison of Inflow and Outflow Concentrations of Nitrogen Species at the 

Gee Creek EcoVault® Site. 
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 Measured concentrations of dissolved organic nitrogen were highly variable throughout the 
field monitoring program, with measured inflow values ranging from 40-412 g/l.  Overall, it 
appears that inflow and outflow concentrations of dissolved organic nitrogen are relatively similar 
during a majority of the monitoring events.  
 
 Measured concentrations of particulate nitrogen exhibited a high degree of variability in 
both the inflow and outflow samples, although the degree of variability appears to be slightly less at 
the inflow compared with the outflow.  During some monitoring events, inflow concentrations 
exceeded outflow concentrations, with the reverse pattern observed during other events.  Overall, it 
appears that the EcoVault® unit does not result in any predictable changes to particulate nitrogen 
concentrations. 
 
 Overall, measured concentrations of total nitrogen exhibited a relatively distinct relationship 
between the inflow and outflow during most monitoring events.  A pattern of lower outflow 
concentrations compared with inflow concentrations is apparent beginning in approximately 
October 2013.  The trends observed for total nitrogen are similar to the trend observed for NOx 
which comprises a large portion of the total nitrogen.   
 
 A statistical comparison of inflow and outflow concentrations of nitrogen species at the Gee 
Creek EcoVault® Site is given on Figure 4-20.  In general, measured concentrations of ammonia 
at the inflow exhibited a high degree of variability compared with the outflow samples which 
exhibited a substantially lower degree of variability as well as lower median concentration.  In 
contrast, a higher degree of variability was observed in NOx concentrations in the discharge 
compared with the runoff inflow, although a somewhat lower median concentration was 
measured in the outflow than in the inflow.  A relatively similar degree of variability in 
concentrations, as well as median values, was observed at the inflow and outflow for particulate 
nitrogen.  Overall, total nitrogen concentrations in the outflow appear to be slightly lower than 
concentrations observed at the runoff inflow, although a higher degree of variability was 
observed in outflow concentrations compared with inflow concentrations.  The data suggest that 
a measurable, although likely small, change in total nitrogen concentration occurs within the 
EcoVault® unit. 
 
 
 4.2.2.3   Phosphorus Species 
 
 A comparison of inflow and outflow concentrations of phosphorus species at the Gee Creek 
EcoVault® Site is given on Figure 4-21.  A high degree of variability was observed in both 
inflow and outflow concentrations for SRP, although it appears that SRP concentrations are 
somewhat lower in the outflow than in the inflow during a majority of the monitoring events. 
 
 Measured concentrations of dissolved organic phosphorus were also highly variable in 
both the inflow and outflow, although the range of measured inflow values extended only from 
2-17 g/l.  During many events, it appears that outflow concentrations of dissolved organic 
phosphorus are lower than inflow, although substantially more elevated outflow concentrations 
were observed on multiple occasions. 
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  Figure 4-20. Statistical Comparison of Inflow and Outflow Concentrations of Nitrogen Species at 
  the Gee Creek EcoVault® Site. 
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Figure 4-21. Comparison of Inflow and Outflow Concentrations of Phosphorus Species at the 

Gee Creek EcoVault® Site. 
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 Measured concentrations of particulate phosphorus were highly variable in the inflow, 
with a substantially lower degree of variability and lower concentration observed in the outflow 
during most events.  Overall, it appears that the Gee Creek EcoVault® system is retaining 
particulate phosphorus within the unit.   
 
 Overall, total phosphorus concentrations were more variable in the inflow than the outflow, 
with lower outflow concentrations compared with inflow concentrations during virtually all of the 
monitoring events.  The only exception appears to be the elevated outfall total phosphorus 
concentration observed during September 2013 which also exhibited elevated concentrations for 
dissolved organic phosphorus and particulate phosphorus as well.  Overall, it appears that the 
EcoVault® unit is successful in retaining total phosphorus within the unit. 
 
 A statistical comparison of inflow and outflow concentrations of phosphorus species at the 
Gee Creek EcoVault® site is given on Figure 4-22.  Outflow concentrations of SRP appear to 
exhibit a higher degree of variability, although a lower median concentration, compared with 
samples collected at the inflow.  In contrast, inflow concentrations of dissolved organic phosphorus 
were higher in both variability and median concentration than samples collected at the outflow.  A 
similar pattern is also apparent for particulate phosphorus as well as total phosphorus, with inflow 
characteristics for each of these parameters both more variable and higher in concentration than 
samples collected at the outflow.  The data suggest that a substantial amount of the incoming total 
phosphorus is retained within the EcoVault® system. 
 
 

4.2.2.4   Metals 
 

 A  comparison of inflow and outflow concentrations of copper, iron, and zinc at the Gee 
Creek EcoVault® site is given on Figure 4-23.  In general, inflow concentrations of copper were 
highly variable at this site, ranging from 2-46 g/l.  With only a few exceptions, measured copper 
concentrations in outflow samples were lower in value than inflow concentrations, with outflow 
samples ranging from 2-10 g/l.  Overall, it appears that the Gee Creek EcoVault® unit is retaining 
a large portion of the copper inputs within the unit. 
 
 Inflow concentrations of total iron at the Gee Creek site were highly variable throughout the 
field monitoring program, with measured values ranging from 143-1997 g/l.  Outflow total iron 
concentrations were generally lower than inflow concentrations during a majority of the monitoring 
events, with discharge concentrations ranging from 168-1137 g/l.  Overall, it appears that the Gee 
Creek EcoVault® unit is retaining a substantial portion of the iron loadings within the unit. 
 
 Highly variable concentrations of total zinc were observed at the inflow for the EcoVault® 
site, with measured concentrations ranging from 4-63 g/l.  In contrast, outflow concentrations were 
generally low in value, ranging from 2-22 g/l, with concentrations substantially less than inflow 
concentrations during virtually all events.  Overall, it appears that the Gee Creek EcoVault® unit is 
retaining substantial portions of the zinc loadings within the unit. 
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Figure 4-22. Statistical Comparison of Inflow and Outflow Concentrations of Phosphorus Species 
  at the Gee Creek EcoVault® Site. 
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Figure 4-23. Comparison of Inflow Concentrations of Copper, Iron, and Zinc at the Gee Creek 
EcoVault® Site. 
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A statistical comparison of inflow and outflow concentrations of copper, iron, and zinc at 
the Gee Creek EcoVault® site is given on Figure 4-24.  Measured inflow concentrations of total 
copper at the Gee Creek site exhibited a relatively high degree of variability in values.  In contrast, 
outflow samples exhibited a low degree of variability and a substantially lower median 
concentration for total copper than observed at the inflow.  A similar pattern is also apparent for 
iron.  Measured iron concentrations in the inflow were highly variable, with a relatively elevated 
median concentration.  In contrast, total iron concentrations in the discharge exhibited a 
substantially lower degree of variability as well as a lower median value.  A similar pattern was also 
observed for zinc, with highly variable and elevated concentrations at the inflow compared with a 
low degree of variability and a lower median concentration observed at the outflow. 

 
 
4.2.2.5   Comparison of Inflow and Outflow Characteristics 
 
A tabular summary of chemical characteristics in the inflow and outflow samples for the 

Gee Creek EcoVault® site is given on Table 4-17.  Treatment of runoff by the EcoVault® unit 
resulted in little measurable change in pH, dissolved organic nitrogen, or color.  Slight reductions in 
outflow concentrations (+15%) were observed for alkalinity, conductivity, particulate nitrogen, and 
total nitrogen.  However, relatively significant reductions in concentrations were observed for 
ammonia (although both inflow and outflow concentrations were extremely low in value), NOx, 
SRP, dissolved organic phosphorus, particulate phosphorus, total phosphorus, turbidity, TSS, and 
fecal coliform bacteria. 

 
TABLE  4-17 

 
COMPARISON  OF  INFLOW  AND  OUTFLOW 

CHARACTERISTICS  AT  THE  GEE  CREEK  EcoVault®  UNIT 
 

PARAMETER UNITS 
MEAN  INFLOW 

CONCENTRATION1 
MEAN  OUTFLOW 

CONCENTRATION1 

PERCENT 
CHANGE 

(%) 
pH s.u. 7.37 7.47 1 

Alkalinity mg/l 99.7 90.4 -9 
Conductivity mho/cm 258 235 -9 

NH3 g/l 8 5 -41 
NOx g/l 461 211 -54 

Diss. Organic N g/l 219 215 -2 
Particulate N g/l 112 99 -12 

Total N g/l 887 760 -14 
SRP g/l 37 23 -60 

Diss. Organic P g/l 8 5 -34 
Particulate P g/l 75 33 -63 

Total P g/l 137 74 -56 
Turbidity NTU 11.2 6.8 -39 

Color Pt-Co 58 56 -4 
TSS mg/l 54.7 11.9 -78 

Fecal Coliform cfu/100 ml 314 82 -74 
Copper g/l 13 4.7 -64 

Iron g/l 669 447 -33 
Zinc g/l 16 3 -79 

 
1.   Reflect geometric mean values 
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Figure 4-24. Statistical Comparison of Inflow and Outflow Concentrations of Copper, Iron, and 

Zinc at the Gee Creek EcoVault® Site. 
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4.2.3 San Pablo EcoVault® Site 
 

 4.2.3.1   General Parameters 
 
 A graphical comparison of inflow and outflow concentrations of pH, alkalinity, 
conductivity, turbidity, color, and TSS at the San Pablo EcoVault® Site is given on Figure 4-25.  In 
general, both the inflow and outflow samples were approximately neutral in pH.  A relatively close 
agreement was observed in measured inflow pH values at the inflow and outflow sites during most 
monitoring events, suggesting that no significant change in pH appears to occur during migration 
through the San Pablo EcoVault® unit. 
 
 Highly variable concentrations of alkalinity were measured at both the inflow and 
outflow monitoring locations, with measured inflow values ranging from 36.4-126 mg/l.  Inflow 
and outflow alkalinity concentrations appear to track relatively closely during a majority of the 
monitoring events, with a slight trend of lower alkalinity values in the outflow compared with the 
inflow. 
 
 Measured conductivity values in the inflow and outflow samples also appear to track 
relatively closely with  measured inflow values, ranging from 95-335 mho/cm.  In general, no 
significant change in conductivity appears to occur during movement through the San Pablo 
EcoVault® unit. 
 

Measured turbidity values at the inflow to the EcoVault® were highly variable, ranging 
from 1.4-33.3 NTU, reflecting relatively low values.  A much lower range of values, from 1.6-10.5 
NTU, was measured in the outflow samples.  In general, turbidity measurements in the discharge 
were lower than inflow concentrations during most monitoring events. 
 
 Measured color concentrations also appear to track closely between the inflow and outflow 
concentrations during a majority of the monitoring events.  Measured color concentrations at the 
inflow ranged from 22-64 Pt-Co units.  Migration through the San Pablo EcoVault® unit appears to 
have little impact on measured color concentrations within the samples. 
 
 Inflow concentrations of TSS exhibited a high degree of variability, ranging from 20.4-233 
mg/l.  In contrast, relatively low TSS concentrations were measured in the discharge which ranged 
from 2.0-44 mg/l.  Overall, TSS concentrations in the outflow samples were lower than the inflow 
concentrations during a majority of the monitoring events. 
 
 A statistical comparison of inflow and outflow concentrations for pH, alkalinity, 
conductivity, and TSS is given on Figure 4-26.  In general, the degree of variability in pH values 
appears to be similar between the inflow and ouflow samples, with a slightly higher median pH 
value observed in the discharge.  For alkalinity, a higher degree of variability was observed at the 
outflow compared with the inflow.  A similar pattern was observed for conductivity, although 
similar median values were observed in the inflow and outflow samples. 
 

Measured TSS concentrations in the inflow exhibited a relatively high degree of variability 
as well as an elevated median concentration.  In contrast, the outflow samples were characterized by 
a substantially lower median concentration and a lower degree of variability.  These data suggest 
that significant amounts of TSS are retained within the EcoVault® unit. 
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  Figure 4-25. Comparison of Inflow and Outflow Concentrations of pH, Alkalinity,  
  Conductivity, Turbidity, Color, and TSS at the San Pablo EcoVault® Site. 
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   Figure 4-26. Statistical Comparison of Inflow and Outflow Concentrations of pH, Alkalinity, 
  Conductivity, and TSS at the San Pablo EcoVault® Site. 
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 A statistical comparison of inflow and outflow concentrations of turbidity and color at the 
San Pablo EcoVault® site is given on Figure 4-27.  In general, measured turbidity concentrations in 
the outflow samples exhibited a lower degree of variability as well as a slightly lower median 
concentration compared with the inflow.  A similar degree of variability was observed in measured 
color concentrations at the inflow and outflow monitoring sites, with no significant apparent 
differences in median concentrations.   
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  Figure 4-27. Statistical Comparison of Inflow and Outflow Concentrations of Turbidity and Color 
  at the San Pablo EcoVault® Site. 

 
 

4.2.3.2   Nitrogen Species 
 
 A graphical comparison of inflow and outflow concentrations of nitrogen species at the San 
Pablo EcoVault® site is given on Figure 4-28.  Measured concentrations of ammonia were highly 
variable at both the inflow and outflow monitoring sites, with a slight tendency of more elevated 
concentrations of ammonia at the outfall location.  Measured inflow concentrations of ammonia at 
the site ranged from 3-295 g/l.  A high degree of variability was also observed in measured 
concentrations for NOx, particularly during the first two months of the field monitoring program.  
Measured concentrations of NOx at the inflow and outflow sites tracked very closely during a 
majority of the monitoring events, with no apparent difference between inflow and outflow 
concentrations. 
 

A high degree of variability was also observed in measured concentrations of dissolved 
organic nitrogen, with inflow values ranging from 62-580 g/l.  A trend of slightly lower 
concentrations in the outflow compared with the inflow is apparent during many of the monitoring 
events. 
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Figure 4-28. Comparison of Inflow and Outflow Concentrations of Nitrogen Species at the 

San Pablo EcoVault® Site. 
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Measured concentrations of particulate nitrogen were also highly variable, with inflow 
concentrations ranging from 51-604 g/l.  No trend is apparent between inflow and outflow 
characteristics for particulate nitrogen, suggesting that the unit has little affinity for removal of this 
parameter. 

 
 Overall, measured total nitrogen concentrations exhibited relatively close relationships 
between the inflow and outflow sites, with a slight trend of lower concentrations in the outflow 
samples compared with the inflow.  The system appears to remove total nitrogen, although the 
removal appears to be relatively low in value. 
 
 A statistical comparison of inflow and outflow concentrations of nitrogen species at the 
San Pablo EcoVault® Site is given on Figure 4-29.  A relatively similar degree of variability is 
apparent in measured ammonia concentrations at the inflow and outflow, with a slightly greater 
median concentration observed in the outflow.  A similar pattern is also apparent for NOx, with a 
slightly  higher NOx concentration observed in the outflow compared with the inflow, although 
the inflow is characterized by a higher degree of variability than the outflow. 
 
 Concentrations of dissolved organic nitrogen appear to exhibit a relatively similar degree 
of variability between the inflow and outflow monitoring sites.  Dissolved organic nitrogen 
concentrations in the outflow samples appear to be slightly greater than measured in the inflow.  
Overall, total nitrogen concentrations exhibit a slightly lower degree of variability in the 
discharge, along with a slightly lower median concentration. 
 
 
 4.2.3.3   Phosphorus Species 
 
 A graphical comparison of inflow and outflow concentrations of phosphorus species at 
the San Pablo EcoVault® Site is given on Figure 4-30.  In general, measured concentrations of 
SRP appear to be relatively similar at the inflow and outflow for this site, with no significant 
differences in inflow and outflow characteristics.  Dissolved organic phosphorus concentrations 
were generally low in value, with inflow concentrations ranging from 2-13 g/l, and the vast 
majority of monitoring events indicating higher concentrations of dissolved organic phosphorus 
in the discharge compared with the inflow.   
 
 Measured concentrations of particulate phosphorus were moderate in value, with inflow 
concentrations ranging from 19-288 g/l.  A trend of lower values is apparent at the outflow, 
compared with the inflow, during many of the monitoring events although the reverse condition 
occurs on multiple occasions.  
 
 Overall, total phosphorus concentrations in the discharge from the San Pablo EcoVault® 
unit exhibited a relatively high degree of variability in both the inflow and outflow, with 
measured inflow concentrations ranging from 103-385 g/l.  Total phosphorus concentrations in 
the discharge are lower than the inflow during approximately two-thirds of the monitoring 
events, with higher concentrations at the outflow during the remaining events.  Overall, reduction 
in total phosphorus concentrations within the unit appears to be relatively low.   
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  Figure 4-29. Statistical Comparison of Inflow and Outflow Concentrations of Nitrogen Species at 
  the San Pablo EcoVault® Site. 
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Figure 4-30. Comparison of Inflow and Outflow Concentrations of Phosphorus Species at the 
San Pablo EcoVault® Site. 
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A statistical comparison of inflow and outflow concentrations of phosphorus species at 
the San Pablo EcoVault® Site is given on Figure 4-31.  Measured SRP concentrations in the 
outflow appear to exhibit a higher degree of variability than concentrations measured at the 
inflow, although the median values appear to be relatively similar.  A higher degree of variability 
in the outflow samples was also observed for dissolved organic phosphorus, along with a higher 
median value compared with inflow characteristics.  In contrast, inflow concentrations of 
particulate phosphorus exhibited both a higher degree of variability as well as a higher median 
concentration compared with the discharge samples.  Overall, variability in total phosphorus 
concentrations appear to be relatively similar between the inflow and outflow samples.  A slight 
reduction in total phosphorus concentrations appears to occur within the unit. 

 
 

 4.2.3.4   Metals 
 

A graphical comparison of inflow and outflow concentrations of copper, iron, and zinc at 
the San Pablo EcoVault® is given on Figure 4-32.  Highly variable concentrations of total 
copper were observed in both the inflow and outflow monitoring locations, although the 
measured values were relatively low in value.  No distinct pattern of decreases or increases in 
total copper concentrations is apparent in the data. 

 
Measured concentrations of total iron were highly variable at the monitoring site, with 

inflow concentrations ranging from 108-1299 mg/l.  Relatively similar concentrations were also 
measured at the outflow which contained lower concentrations of total iron during approximately 
half of the monitoring events.  Overall, it appears that no significant change occurred in iron 
concentrations within the EcoVault® unit. 

 
Measured concentrations of total zinc were also highly variable at the San Pablo site, 

with inflow concentrations ranging from 3-48 mg/l.  Measured outflow concentrations were also 
highly variable, exceeding inflow concentrations during approximately half of the monitoring 
events.  Overall, the San Pablo EcoVault® site appears to have little affinity for reduction of zinc 
concentrations within the unit. 

 
A statistical comparison of inflow and outflow concentrations of copper, iron, and zinc at 

the San Pablo EcoVault® site is given on Figure 4-33.  Measured concentrations of total copper 
appear to exhibit a higher degree of variability in the outflow samples compared with the inflow.  
However, overall, the discharge copper concentration appears to be slightly lower than the 
inflow concentration. 

 
In contrast, inflow concentrations of iron exhibited a higher degree of variability than 

outflow concentrations.  Outflow concentrations for iron also appear to have a slightly lower 
median value than observed at the inflow. 

 
A relatively high degree of variability was observed in measured zinc concentrations at 

the inflow to the San Pablo EcoVault®.  Measured zinc concentrations in the outflow exhibited a 
lower degree of variability as well as a slightly lower median concentration than observed in the 
inflow samples. 
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Figure 4-31. Statistical Comparison of Inflow and Outflow Concentrations of Phosphorus Species 
  at the San Pablo EcoVault® Site. 



 
 
CASSELBERRY – GROSS  POLLUTANT  SEPARATORS \ FINAL  REPORT 

 

4-57 
 
 
 
 
 

Copper

Date

7/1/13  8/1/13  9/1/13  10/1/13  11/1/13  12/1/13  1/1/14  2/1/14  

C
op

pe
r 

(µ
g/

l)

0

2

4

6

8

10

12

14

16

18

Inflow
Outflow

Iron

Date

7/1/13  8/1/13  9/1/13  10/1/13  11/1/13  12/1/13  1/1/14  2/1/14  

Ir
on

 (
µ

g
/l)

0

200

400

600

800

1000

1200

1400

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Zinc

Date

7/1/13  8/1/13  9/1/13  10/1/13  11/1/13  12/1/13  1/1/14  2/1/14 

Z
in

c 
(µ

g
/l)

0

10

20

30

40

50

60

70

 
 

 
 
 

Figure 4-32. Comparison of Inflow Concentrations of Copper, Iron, and Zinc at the San Pablo 
EcoVault® Site. 
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Figure 4-33. Statistical Comparison of Inflow and Outflow Concentrations of Copper, Iron, and 
Zinc at the Lake Hodge EcoVault® Site. 
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 4.2.3.5   Inflow/Outflow Comparison 
 
 A comparison of mean inflow and outflow characteristics measured at the San Pablo 
EcoVault® unit is given on Table 4-18.  Treatment in the EcoVault® unit have little impact on 
measured concentrations for pH, alkalinity, conductivity, NOx, particulate nitrogen, total nitrogen, 
SRP, or color, with changes of 10% or less between inflow and outflow concentrations.   Modest  
reductions  in  concentrations , ranging from 10-30%, were observed for dissolved organic nitrogen 
(-21%), particulate phosphorus (-23%), turbidity (-22%), and fecal coliform (-30%).  Removal 
efficiencies in excess of 30% were obtained only for TSS (-77%).  Substantial increases between 
inflow and outflow sites were observed for ammonia (+30%) and dissolved organic phosphorus 
(+98%).  Relatively elevated fecal coliform bacteria were observed at the San Pablo site, with a 
reduction of 30% in the EcoVault® unit.  Sources of fecal coliform in runoff are poorly understood. 
 
 

 
TABLE  4-18 

 
COMPARISON  OF  INFLOW  AND  OUTFLOW 

CHARACTERISTICS  AT  THE  SAN  PABLO  EcoVault®  UNIT 
 

PARAMETER UNITS 
MEAN  INFLOW 

CONCENTRATION1 
MEAN  OUTFLOW 

CONCENTRATION1 

PERCENT 
CHANGE 

(%) 

pH s.u. 7.09 7.16 1 

Alkalinity mg/l 79.5 67.9 1 

Conductivity mho/cm 216 209 -3 

NH3 g/l 35 46 30 

NOx g/l 188 205 9 

Diss. Organic N g/l 245 194 -21 

Particulate N g/l 209 226 8 

Total N g/l 905 867 -4 

SRP g/l 81 82 1 

Diss. Organic P g/l 5 11 98 

Particulate P g/l 75 58 -23 

Total P g/l 178 167 -6 

Turbidity NTU 5.9 4.6 -22 

Color Pt-Co 40 40 0 

TSS mg/l 28.4 14.4 -77 

Fecal Coliform cfu/100 ml 5,581 3,883 -30 

Copper g/l 9 7 -15 

Iron g/l 392 355 -9 

Zinc g/l 15 13 -16 

 
1.   Reflect geometric mean values 



 
 
CASSELBERRY – GROSS  POLLUTANT  SEPARATORS \ FINAL  REPORT 

 

4-60 
 
 

4.2.4 San Pablo CDS Site 
 
 As discussed in Section 3.1.4, field monitoring was conducted only at the outflow for the 
San Pablo CDS unit.  Therefore, the water quality discussions provided in the following sections 
pertain only to discharges from the CDS unit since inflows were not measured at this site.  
 
 
 4.2.4.1   General Parameters 
 
 A comparison of outflow characteristics of pH, alkalinity, conductivity, turbidity, color, and 
TSS at the San Pablo CDS site is given on Figure 4-34.  Measured pH values in the discharge 
ranged from neutral to slightly alkaline, with  measured values ranging from 6.65-7.93.  Measured 
alkalinity values in the CDS discharge were highly variable during the field monitoring program, 
ranging from 26.2-142 mg/l.  A similar degree of variability was also observed for measured 
conductivity concentrations which ranged from 76-348 mho/cm.  
 
 Measured turbidity values in the CDS discharge were typically less than 10 NTU, with a 
single measurement extending to 31.1 NTU.  Turbidity values in the discharge appeared to be 
relatively consistent with the exception of this peak value. 
 
 Measured color concentrations in the CDS discharge ranged from 19-54 Pt-Co units, 
reflecting low to moderate color concentrations.  Measured TSS concentrations in the discharge 
were generally low in value, with the vast majority of measurements less than approximately 20 
mg/l.  However, peaks in concentrations were observed on multiple occasions, with one peak 
reaching a concentration of 77.2 mg/l. 
 
 A statistical comparison of outflow characteristics of pH, alkalinity, and conductivity at the 
San Pablo CDS site is given on Figure 4-35.  A relatively high degree of variability was observed 
for each of these parameters, particularly for alkalinity and conductivity. 
 
 A statistical comparison of outflow concentrations of color, turbidity, and TSS at the San 
Pablo CDS site is given on Figure 4-36.  In general, color concentrations were moderate in value.  
Discharge concentrations of both turbidity and TSS were confined within a relatively narrow range 
with the exception of several outlier values measured during the field monitoring program. 
 
 
 4.2.4.2   Nitrogen Species 
 
 A graphical summary of measured outflow concentrations of nitrogen species at the San 
Pablo CDS site is given on Figure 4-37.  In general, measured concentrations for each of the 
evaluated nitrogen species were highly variable during the field monitoring program.  Measured 
concentrations of ammonia in the discharge ranged from < 5-388 g/l, reflecting low to moderate 
elevations.  A wide range of NOx concentrations was measured in the discharge, with values 
ranging from 8-887 g/l, reflecting low to elevated values. 
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  Figure 4-34. Characteristics of Outflow Concentrations of pH, Alkalinity, Conductivity, 

Turbidity, Color, and TSS at the San Pablo CDS Site. 
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  Figure 4-35. Statistical Summary of Outflow Concentrations of pH, Alkalinity, and  Conductivity 
at the San Pablo CDS Site. 
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Figure 4-36. Statistical Summary of Outflow Concentrations of Color, Turbidity, and TSS at the 
  San Pablo CDS Site. 
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  Figure 4-37. Characteristics of Outflow Concentrations of Nitrogen Species at the San Pablo 

CDS Site. 
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 Measured concentrations of dissolved organic nitrogen in the discharge ranged from 76-
456 g/l, reflecting low to moderate concentrations.  Measured concentrations of particulate 
nitrogen were generally less than 250 g/l, with the exception of a single outlier value, reflecting 
moderate concentrations for this parameter. 
 
 Overall, measured total nitrogen concentrations in the CDS discharge ranged from 394-
1,590 g/l, although the vast majority of measured concentrations appear to be between 600-
1,200 g/l.   
 

A  statistical  summary of outflow concentrations of nitrogen species is given on Figure 
4-38.  Relatively low levels of ammonia were observed in the majority of discharge samples 
collected at this site.  However, moderate to elevated levels of NOx were observed during the 
field monitoring program.  Overall, total nitrogen concentrations in the unit discharge were lower 
than nitrogen concentrations commonly observed in urban runoff. 
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Figure 4-38. Statistical Summary of Outflow Concentrations of Nitrogen Species at the San Pablo 
  CDS Site. 
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 4.2.4.3   Phosphorus Species 
 
 A comparison of measured discharge concentrations of phosphorus species at the San Pablo 
CDS site is given on Figure 4-39.  Measured discharge concentrations of SRP were highly variable, 
ranging from 41-111 g/l, reflecting values commonly observed in urban runoff.  Measured 
discharge concentrations of dissolved organic phosphorus were also highly variable, but low in 
value.  Particulate phosphorus concentrations were highly variable in the discharge, ranging from 2-
177 g/l, reflecting low to slightly elevated values.  Overall, total phosphorus concentrations in the 
discharge range from 50-290 g/l, with overall observed values somewhat less than commonly 
observed in urban runoff.  
 
 A statistical summary of measured concentrations of phosphorus species at the San Pablo 
CDS unit site is given on Figure 4-40.  In general, a majority of the measured SRP concentrations 
occur in the range of approximately 45-60 g/l.  Measured dissolved organic phosphorus 
concentrations were extremely low in value.  Particulate phosphorus concentrations were typically 
low to moderate in value, with the majority of concentrations ranging from approximately 10-90 
g/l.  Overall, the majority of discharge concentrations of phosphorus occurred in the range of 
approximately 70-150 g/l, reflecting values somewhat lower than commonly observed in urban 
runoff. 
 
 
 4.2.4.4   Metals 
 
 A graphical summary of measured concentrations of copper, iron, and zinc in the San Pablo 
CDS discharge is given on Figure 4-41.  Measured copper concentrations ranged from 2-15 g/l, 
reflecting low to moderate concentrations.  Measured concentrations of iron in the discharge ranged 
from 131-710 g/l, reflecting low to somewhat elevated concentrations of iron.  Measured 
concentrations of zinc in the outflow were highly variable, ranging from 2-35 g/l.   
 
 A statistical summary of measured concentrations of copper, iron, and zinc in the San Pablo 
CDS unit discharge is given on Figure 4-42.  In general, the majority of the measured 
concentrations for copper, iron, and zinc occurred within a relatively narrow range of values, with 
outliers both above and below the range of typical values. 
 
 
 4.2.4.5   Characteristics of Unit Discharges 
 
 A tabular summary of the characteristics of discharges from the San Pablo CDS unit is given 
on Table 4-19.  Total nitrogen in discharges from the CDS unit were comprised primarily of NOx, 
dissolved organic nitrogen, and particulate nitrogen, with a much smaller contribution from 
ammonia.  Phosphorus discharges from the unit were comprised primarily of SRP and particulate 
phosphorus, with a relatively small component for dissolved organic phosphorus.   
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  Figure 4-39. Characteristics of Outflow Concentrations of Phosphorus Species at the San Pablo 

CDS Site. 
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Figure 4-40. Statistical Summary of Outflow Concentrations of Phosphorus Species at the San 
  Pablo CDS Site. 

 
 
 
 

 Discharges from the unit were characterized by low levels of turbidity and TSS, with a 
moderate degree of color.  Discharge concentrations of fecal coliform ranged from 20-680 cfu/100 
ml, with an overall geometric mean of 161 cfu/100 ml.  Relatively low levels of copper, iron, and 
zinc were observed in discharge from the unit in spite of the somewhat high degree of variability 
observed in the measured values. 
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  Figure 4-41. Characteristics of Outflow Concentrations of Copper, Iron, and Zinc at the San 
Pablo CDS Site. 
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  Figure 4-42. Statistical Summary of Outflow Concentrations of Copper, Iron, and Zinc at the San 

Pablo CDS Site. 
 

TABLE  4-19 
 

CHARACTERISTICS  OF  DISCHARGES  FROM  THE  SAN  PABLO  CDS  UNIT 
 

PARAMETER UNITS MINIMUM  VALUE MAXIMUM  VALUE GEOMETRIC  MEAN 

pH s.u. 6.65 7.93 7.20 

Alkalinity mg/l 26.2 142 82.3 

Conductivity mho/cm 76 348 221 

NH3 g/l 3 388 19 

NOx g/l 8 887 282 

Diss. Organic N g/l 76 456 214 

Particulate N g/l 14 541 95 

Total N g/l 394 1,590 837 

SRP g/l 41 111 56 

Diss. Organic P g/l 1 12 5 

Particulate P g/l 2 177 29 

Total P g/l 50 290 102 

Turbidity NTU 1.6 31.1 4.1 

Color Pt-Co 19 54 37 

TSS mg/l 1.2 77.2 6.1 

Fecal Coliform cfu/100 ml 20 680 161 

Copper g/l 2 15 4.8 

Iron g/l 131 710 287 

Zinc g/l 2 35 6.2 
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4.2.5 Lake Concord Suntree Baffle Box Site 
 
 As discussed in Section 3.1.4, field monitoring at the Suntree unit was conducted only at the 
discharge from the unit.  Therefore, the discussion of water quality characteristics in subsequent 
sections refers only to the characteristics of discharges. 
 
 
 4.2.5.1   General Parameters 
 
 A graphical summary of measured discharge concentrations of pH, alkalinity, conductivity, 
turbidity, color, and TSS at the Lake Concord Suntree baffle box site is given on Figure 4-43.  
Measured pH concentrations in the discharge ranged from 6.97-8.18.  Measured alkalinity values at 
the baffle box discharge were highly variable during the field monitoring program, ranging from 
40.4-214 mg/l.  Measured conductivity values were also highly variable, ranging from 112-548 
mho/cm.  The temporal patterns exhibited by outflow concentrations for alkalinity, conductivity, 
and to a lesser extent pH, appear to be relatively similar. 
 
 Measured concentrations of turbidity in the baffle box discharge exhibited a moderate 
degree of variability, ranging in value from 0.3-18.6 NTU, with an overall trend of relatively low 
concentrations with a few elevated peaks.  Measured color concentrations were also highly variable, 
although low to moderate in value, ranging from 12-45 Pt-Co units.  In general, discharge TSS 
concentrations were typically less than approximately 20 mg/l, although significant peaks in 
concentrations, extending as high as 108 mg/l, were observed on multiple occasions. 
 
 A statistical summary of outflow concentrations of pH, alkalinity, and conductivity at the 
Suntree baffle box site are given on Figure 4-44.  The probability plots for alkalinity and 
conductivity appear to be very similar, suggesting that values for these parameters are affected by 
similar processes. 
 
 A statistical summary of discharge concentrations of color, turbidity, and TSS at the Suntree 
baffle box site are given on Figure 4-45.  In general, a relatively low degree of variability was 
observed in measured concentrations for each of these parameters, with a few isolated outliers both 
above and below the typical range of values. 
 
 
 4.2.5.2   Nitrogen Species 
 
 A graphical summary of measured outflow concentrations for nitrogen species at the Lake 
Concord Suntree baffle box site is given on Figure 4-46.  Measured concentrations for ammonia 
were generally low in value, with the exception of several isolated peak values, with one extending 
as high as 224 g/l.  However, overall, measured concentrations of ammonia in the discharge were 
relatively low in value. 
 
 Measured concentrations of NOx were also highly variable, ranging from 5-553 g/l.  The 
observed NOx concentrations appear to loosely follow the same data patterns exhibited by alkalinity 
and conductivity. 
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Figure 4-43. Characteristics of Outflow Concentrations of pH, Alkalinity, Conductivity, 
Turbidity, Color, and TSS at the Lake Concord Suntree Baffle Box Site. 
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   Figure 4-44. Statistical Summary of Outflow Concentrations of pH, Alkalinity, and  Conductivity 
at the Lake Concord Suntree Baffle Box Site. 
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  Figure 4-45. Statistical Summary of Outflow Concentrations of Color, Turbidity, and TSS at the 
  Lake Concord Suntree Baffle Box Site. 
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  Figure 4-46. Characteristics of Outflow Concentrations of Nitrogen Species at the Lake 

Concord Suntree Baffle Box Site. 
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 Measured concentrations of dissolved organic phosphorus in the baffle box discharge 
were also highly variable, ranging from 25-575 g/l.  The temporal pattern in dissolved organic 
nitrogen concentrations also resembles patterns exhibited by alkalinity, conductivity, and NOx. 
 
 Highly variable discharge concentrations were also observed for particulate nitrogen, 
with values ranging from 20-389 g/l.  The observed concentrations in the discharge are similar 
to concentrations of particulate nitrogen commonly observed in urban runoff. 
 
 Overall, measured total nitrogen concentrations in discharges from the Suntree baffle box 
ranged from 209-1,271 g/l.  The observed temporal pattern for the data exhibited by total 
nitrogen loosely resembles the patterns for dissolved organic nitrogen, alkalinity, and 
conductivity. 
 
 A statistical summary of measured concentrations of nitrogen species in discharges from 
the Lake Concord Suntree baffle box site is given on Figure 4-47.  The observed data 
distributions for concentrations of NOx and particulate nitrogen in the baffle box discharge 
appear to be relatively similar, with a smaller degree of variability exhibited for total nitrogen. 
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  Figure 4-47. Statistical Summary of Outflow Concentrations of Nitrogen Species at the Lake 
  Concord Suntree Baffle Box Site. 
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 4.2.5.3   Phosphorus Species 
 
 A graphical summary of measured outflow concentrations of phosphorus species at the Lake 
Concord Suntree baffle box site is given on Figure 4-48.  Measured concentrations of SRP in the 
baffle box outflow ranged between 2-169 g/l, although the majority of outflow concentrations 
ranged from 30-60 g/l.  Isolated peaks in concentrations both above and below this range were 
observed on multiple occasions.  
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  Figure 4-48. Characteristics of Outflow Concentrations of Phosphorus Species at the Lake 

Concord Suntree Baffle Box Site. 
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 Measured concentrations of dissolved organic phosphorus in the discharge from the Suntree 
baffle box were extremely low in value.  The observed irregular pattern should not be considered 
significant due to the extremely low measured values. 
 
 Highly variable concentrations of particulate phosphorus were measured in discharges from 
the Suntree baffle box, with measured concentrations ranging from 5-153 g/l.  The vast majority of 
discharge concentrations of particulate phosphorus were less than approximately 70 g/l, with more 
elevated concentrations observed on several occasions. 
 
 Overall, measured total phosphorus concentrations were also highly variable in the baffle 
box discharge, with measured values ranging from 35-212 g/l.  The phosphorus data line suggests 
that a trend of increasing total phosphorus concentrations may have occurred over time, although it 
is likely that this is not a statistically significant trend.  A statistical summary of measured 
concentrations for phosphorus species in discharges from the Suntree baffle box are given on Figure 
4-49. 
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Figure 4-49. Statistical Summary of Outflow Concentrations of Phosphorus Species at the Lake 
  Concord Suntree Baffle Box Site. 
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 4.2.5.4   Metals 
 
 A graphical summary of measured concentrations of cooper, iron, and zinc in discharges 
from the Lake Concord Suntree baffle box unit is given on Figure 4-50.  Measured concentrations 
for copper, iron, and zinc exhibited a high degree of variability during the field monitoring program.  
Measured copper concentrations in the discharges ranged from 2-16 g/l, reflecting low to moderate 
values.  Measured concentrations of iron in the discharge ranged from 89-582 g/l, also reflecting 
low to moderate concentrations.  Measured concentrations for zinc ranged from 2-55 g/l, reflecting 
low to moderate concentrations.  A statistical summary of measured concentrations for copper, iron, 
and zinc in the Suntree baffle box discharges is given on Figure 4-51. 
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Figure 4-50. Characteristics of Outflow Concentrations of Copper, Iron, and Zinc at the Lake 

Concord Suntree Baffle Box Site. 
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Figure 4-51. Statistical Summary of Outflow Concentrations of Copper, Iron, and Zinc at the 
Lake Concord Suntree Baffle Box Site. 

 
 
 
 4.2.5.5   Characteristics of Unit Discharges 
 
 A tabular summary of the characteristics of discharges from the Lake Concord Suntree unit 
is given on Table 4-20.  Total nitrogen in discharges from the baffle box unit were comprised 
primarily of NOx, dissolved organic nitrogen, and particulate nitrogen, with a much smaller 
contribution from ammonia.  Phosphorus discharges from the unit were comprised primarily of SRP 
and particulate phosphorus, with a relatively small component for dissolved organic phosphorus.  
  
Discharges from the unit were characterized by low levels of turbidity and TSS, with a moderate 
degree of color.  Discharge concentrations of fecal coliform ranged from 200-1,400 cfu/100 ml, 
with an overall geometric mean of 529 cfu/100 ml.  No evidence of growth of fecal coliform 
bacteria was observed at this site.  Relatively low levels of copper, iron, and zinc were observed in 
discharge from the unit in spite of the somewhat high degree of variability observed in the 
measured values. 
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TABLE  4-20 
 

CHARACTERISTICS  OF  DISCHARGES  FROM  THE 
LAKE  CONCORD  BAFFLE  BOX  UNIT 

 
PARAMETER UNITS MINIMUM  VALUE MAXIMUM  VALUE GEOMETRIC  MEAN 

pH s.u. 6.97 8.18 7.51 

Alkalinity mg/l 40.4 214 93.6 

Conductivity mho/cm 112 548 227 

NH3 g/l 3 224 8 

NOx g/l 5 533 171 

Diss. Organic N g/l 25 575 130 

Particulate N g/l 20 389 113 

Total N g/l 209 1,271 546 

SRP g/l 2 169 42 

Diss. Organic P g/l 2 12 6 

Particulate P g/l 5 153 30 

Total P g/l 35 212 93 

Turbidity NTU 0.3 18.6 4.1 

Color Pt-Co 12 45 25 

TSS mg/l 0.8 108 10.6 

Fecal Coliform cfu/100 ml 200 1,400 529 

Copper g/l 2 16 6.0 

Iron g/l 89 582 252 

Zinc g/l 2 55 8 

 
 
 
 

4.3   Quantity and Quality of Collected Solids 
 
 As discussed in Section 3.2, clean-out operations were conducted on three separate 
occasions for each of the five monitored GPS units as part of the field monitoring program.  The 
initial cleaning of the GPS units occurred immediately prior to initiation of the field monitoring 
program, and the quantity of material removed during these clean-out operations was not quantified.   
 
 After start-up of the field monitoring program, each of the five monitored GPS units were 
cleaned on two separate occasions, with one clean-out operation near the mid-point of the field 
monitoring program and the final at the completion of the field monitoring program.  The collected 
solids from each of the units were transported to a City maintenance facility and deposited.  The 
volume of the material removed was estimated by ERD, and a well-mixed sub-sample of the solid 
material was collected and returned to the ERD Laboratory for physical and chemical 
characterization.  Photographs of solids collected from each of the five GPS units are given on 
Figures 3-16 and 3-17. 
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 A similar cleaning process and schedule was conducted for each of the inlet basket 
structures installed on San Pablo Avenue.  Solids were removed from each of the inlet baskets and 
placed into a graduated polyethylene bucket so that the quantity of material removed could be 
determined.  The sample was then well mixed, and a sub-sample was returned to the ERD 
Laboratory for physical and chemical characterization. 
 
 
4.3.1 GPS Units 
 
 A tabular summary of solids removed from each of the five Casselberry GPS units during 
the two clean-out operations is given on Table 4-21.  The initial clean-outs were conducted during 
the period from September 9-11, 2013, with the final clean-outs occurring during the period from 
January 13-February 3, 2014.   
 
 
 

TABLE  4-21 
 

SUMMARY  OF  SOLIDS  REMOVED  FROM 
THE  CASSELBERRY  GPS  UNITS 

 

SITE 
UNIT 
TYPE 

CLEAN-
OUT 

DATE 

VOLUME 
REMOVED 

(ft3) 
DESCRIPTION 

CLEAN- 
OUT 

DATE 

VOLUME 
REMOVED 

(ft3) 
DESCRIPTION 

TOTAL 
VOLUME 

REMOVED 
(ft3) 

Lake 
Hodge 

EcoVault® 9/9/13 8.57 
Few leaves, 

mostly silt and 
sand 

1/20/14 6.31 
Leaves, debris, 

and sand 
14.88 

Gee 
Creek 

EcoVault® 9/9/13 9.54 
Few leaves, 

mostly silt and 
sand 

1/13/14 5.96 
Leaves, debris, 

and sand 
15.50 

San 
Pablo 

EcoVault® 9/10/13 29.3 
Mostly leaves, 
some silt and 

sand 
1/22/14 25.5 

Mostly leaves, 
debris, and sand 

54.81 

Lake 
Concord 

Suntree 
Baffle Box 

9/10/13 4.27 
Few leaves, 

mostly silt and 
sand 

1/20/14 10.1 Mostly leaves 14.34 

San 
Pablo 

CDS Unit 9/11/13 4.47 
Few leaves, 

mostly silt and 
sand 

2/3/14 3.60 Mostly leaves 8.07 

 
 
 
 
 During the initial cleaning operation, a total of approximately 8.57 ft3 of solids was removed 
from the Lake Hodge EcoVault® unit, with 9.54 ft3 removed from the Gee Creek EcoVault® unit.  
However, a substantially higher volume of solids, approximately 29.3 ft3, was removed from the 
San Pablo EcoVault® unit.  Relatively similar solids volumes, ranging from 4.27-4.47 ft3, were 
removed from the Suntree baffle box and CDS units.  Material from each of the five GPS units was 
described as leaves, debris, and fine sand. 
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 During the final clean-out operation, a lower volume of solids was removed from the Lake 
Hodge and Gee Creek EcoVault® sites.  The solids volume removed from the Lake Hodge 
EcoVault® site during January 2014 was approximately 44% of the volume removed during 
September 2013, while the solids removed from the Gee Creek EcoVault® site reflected only 21% 
of the volume removed during September 2013.  In contrast, a relatively large volume of solids was 
collected in the San Pablo EcoVault® structure during both the September 2013 and January 2014 
clean-out operations, with 29.3 ft3 collected during September 2013 and 25.5 ft3 collected during 
January 2014.  The material removed from each of the EcoVault® units was primarily leaves, with 
smaller amounts of debris and sand. 
 
 During the second clean-out operation, a total of 10.1 ft3 of material was removed from the 
Lake Concord Suntree baffle box unit, compared with 4.27 ft3 during September 2013.  However, at 
the San Pablo CDS unit, only 3.6 ft3 of solids was removed during the final clean-out, compared 
with 4.47 ft3 removed during September 2013.   
 
 Overall, the total volume of solids removed during the field monitoring program by the Lake 
Hodge EcoVault®, Gee Creek EcoVault®, Lake Concord Suntree baffle box, and San Pablo CDS 
unit were relatively similar in value, ranging from 8.07-14.34 ft3.  However, a substantially larger 
solids volume of 54.8 ft3 was removed from the San Pablo EcoVault® site.  The substantially larger 
volume collected at this site is probably related more to the characteristics of the watershed areas 
than the affinity of the unit to retain solids.  The San Pablo EcoVault® sub-basin contains a large 
amount of tree cover, and accumulations of leaves, vegetation, and sand are frequently observed in 
roadway areas.  The additional collected volume is comprised primarily of leaves, rather than road 
debris or sand. 
 
 A summary of physical-chemical characteristics of solids at the Casselberry GPS sites is 
given on Table 4-22 for both the September 2013 and January/February 2014 solids collection 
dates.  In general, measured pH values of solids collected at each of the five GPS sites were 
relatively similar in value, ranging from approximately 6.36-6.86, with the exception of pH in the 
Lake Concord Suntree baffle box unit solids which exhibited a somewhat lower pH value of 5.79 
during the second clean-out event. 
 
 As discussed in Section 3.2.2, the contents of the vactor truck from each of the GPS sites 
were deposited in a City-owned maintenance facility, and the free water was allowed to drain for 
approximately one hour prior to sample collection.  As a result, the measured moisture contents 
summarized in Table 4-22 reflect the partially dewatered solids and are not necessarily the moisture 
content of the solids material as it was stored inside each of the five units.  However, differences in 
observed moisture contents may be indicative of the type of solid materials which were collected.  
Measured solids contents of the collected sump materials ranged from 32.0-87.2% during the 
September 2013 clean-out events, increasing at most sites to values ranging from 47.3-67.4% during 
the January 2014 clean-out event. 
 
 A large difference was observed in measured organic contents between the two clean-out 
events.  During the September 2013 event, a low level of organic matter was present in solids 
collected from each of the five units, suggesting that the solids consisted primarily of inert material 
such as soils and roadway grit.  However, substantially higher organic contents were observed 
during the January 2014 clean-out events, with measured values ranging from 19.1-54.7%.  The 
increased organic contents observed during this event are a reflection of the large amount of organic 
matter, such as leaves and other vegetation debris, collected in each of the units during this event. 
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TABLE  4-22 
 

PHYSICAL-CHEMICAL  CHARACTERISTICS  OF 
COLLECTED  SOLIDS  FROM  THE  CASSELBERRY  GPS  SITES 



 
 
CASSELBERRY – GROSS  POLLUTANT  SEPARATORS \ FINAL  REPORT 

 

4-83 
 
 

 Measured  wet  and  dry  density  values for the collected solids are also provided in Table 
4-22.  The wet density values are impacted by the moisture content of the collected samples, but the 
dry densities are impacted primarily by the characteristics of the solid material.  Measured dry 
densities at the five Casselberry GPS sites during the September 2013 initial clean-out event ranged 
from 0.32-1.68 g/cm3, with higher density values reflecting solids comprised primarily of inorganic 
sand and silt and lower density values reflecting leaves and vegetation.  Somewhat lower dry 
density values were measured at four of the five GPS sites during the January/February 2014 clean-
out events, with dry density values ranging from 0.66-1.11 g/cm3.  The lower dry density values 
observed during the second clean-out reflect a higher composition of leaves and organic matter 
compared with the initial clean-out event and are consistent with the substantially higher organic 
contents observed which confirm the presence of a large amount of organic vegetation matter in 
addition to inert sand and silt. 
 
 Measured nitrogen contents in the collected solids during September 2013 were relatively 
similar at the EcoVault® and Suntree baffle box sites, ranging from 361-497 g/g (dry weight), 
with a somewhat lower nitrogen content of 288 g/g (dry weight) measured in solids collected from 
the CDS unit.  Substantially higher total nitrogen concentrations were observed in solids collected 
during the January/February 2014 clean-out event, with measured values ranging from 517-974 
g/g (dry weight).  The additional nitrogen content of solids collected during this event reflect the 
impacts from the large amount of leaves and vegetation debris present in the solids collected during 
the final event.  Overall, total nitrogen concentrations observed in solids collected from the 
Casselberry GPS sites are similar to values measured by ERD in other GPS studies.  Measured 
nitrogen concentrations in units of g/cm3 (dry weight) are also provided in Table 4-22 and were 
obtained by multiplying the dry weight concentration (g/g dry) times the dry density. 
 
 Measured concentrations of total phosphorus in the GPS solids were relatively similar at the 
EcoVault® and Suntree baffle box sites during the initial clean-out event, with measured values 
ranging from 89-193 g/g (dry weight), with a relatively low total phosphorus concentration of 97 
g/g (dry weight) measured in the solids collected from the San Pablo CDS unit.  Phosphorus 
concentrations in solids collected from the GPS sites during January/February 2014 were similar in 
value to concentrations observed during September 2013 at three of the five sites.  In contrast to the 
trend observed for total nitrogen, there does not appear to be a significant difference in phosphorus 
concentrations measured during the two separate events.  Measured phosphorus concentrations in 
units of g/cm3 (dry weight) are also provided in Table 4-22 and were obtained by multiplying the 
dry weight concentration (g/g dry) times the dry density. 
 
 A summary of estimated mass loads of nitrogen and phosphorus removed from each of the 
five  Casselberry  GPS sites during the two separate clean-out operations is also provided in Table 
4-22.  In general, the mass of nitrogen removed from the Lake Hodge and Gee Creek EcoVault® 
sites during the September 2013 clean-out event was relatively similar, ranging from 113-139 g.  A 
somewhat lower amount of total nitrogen was removed by the San Pablo EcoVault® system (46 g), 
although a larger volume of material was collected at this site.  Even lower nitrogen loadings, 
ranging from 23-45 g, were removed from the Suntree baffle box and San Pablo CDS units during 
the initial cleaning. 
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 During the January/February 2014 clean-out event, a high degree of variability was 
observed in measured nitrogen mass removals at the five Casselberry GPS sites, ranging from a low 
of 12 g at the Gee Creek EcoVault® unit to a high of 225 g at the San Pablo EcoVault® site.  The 
observed differences in nitrogen mass removals between the two monitoring events are largely due 
to differences in nitrogen content of the solids.  As indicated by the dry weight nitrogen 
concentrations in the collected solids, the nitrogen removal observed during the September 2013 
clean-out event was equivalent to 0.029-0.050% of the total mass of solids removed.  The nitrogen 
content of solids during the second clean-out event was approximately double the initial event, 
ranging from 0.052-0.097% of the overall solids removed. 
 
 In general, relatively similar phosphorus mass load removals were observed for the Lake 
Hodge and Gee Creek EcoVault® sites and at the Lake Concord Suntree baffle box, San Pablo 
EcoVault®, and San Pablo CDS sites.  In contrast to the trends observed for total nitrogen, lower 
phosphorus mass loadings were removed at three of the five GPS sites during the January/February 
2014 clean-out event compared with the September 2013 clean-out event.  The only system which 
did not exhibit a significant reduction in phosphorus removal between the first and second clean-out 
events was the San Pablo EcoVault® unit which removed a much larger quantity of phosphorus 
during the January event.  The phosphorus load removed by the GPS devices during the September 
2013 event comprised approximately 0.003-0.021% of the total mass removed and 0.007-0.018% of 
the overall mass removed during the final clean-out event. 
 
 During the September 2013 clean-out event, approximately 58-330 kg of dry solids was 
removed at the Casselberry GPS sites, with the highest mass load removals occurring at the Lake 
Hodge and Gee Creek EcoVault® sites.  Load reductions at the San Pablo EcoVault® and San 
Pablo CDS unit sites were approximately equal in value and about half of the solids removal 
observed at the Lake Hodge and Gee Creek EcoVault® sites.  A somewhat lower total mass 
removal of 58 kg was observed at the Lake Concord Suntree baffle box site.  In contrast, a higher 
degree of variability was observed in measured mass removals during the January/February 2014 
event.  Relatively similar mass load reductions were achieved at the Lake Hodge and Gee Creek 
sites, although the mass reductions were substantially lower than observed during September 2013, 
with substantially higher solids removal rates occurred at the San Pablo EcoVault® and Suntree 
baffle box sites. 
 
 
4.3.2 Inlet Baskets 
 
 A summary of solids removed from the Casselberry inlet baskets is given on Table 4-23.  
Information is provided for each of the three inlet basket sites located on San Pablo Avenue.  
During the initial September 2013 clean-out event, a relatively similar volume, ranging from 0.09-
0.11 ft3, was removed from each of the three baskets.  Similar volumes were also removed from 
each of the three baskets during the January/February 2014 clean-out event, ranging from 0.40-0.47 
ft3.  Overall, the three baskets removed 0.50-0.56 ft3 of material during the field monitoring 
program. 
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TABLE  4-23 
 

SUMMARY  OF  SOLIDS  REMOVED  FROM 
THE  CASSELBERRY  INLET  BASKETS 

 

SITE 
UNIT 
TYPE 

CLEAN-
OUT 

DATE 

VOLUME 
REMOVED 

(ft3) 
DESCRIPTION 

CLEAN- 
OUT 

DATE 

VOLUME 
REMOVED 

(ft3) 
DESCRIPTION 

TOTAL 
VOLUME 

REMOVED 
(ft3) 

680 San Pablo Inlet Basket 9/10/13 0.11 
Some leaves, 
debris, sand 

1/22/14 0.43 
Mostly leaves with 

debris and sand 
0.54 

668 San Pablo Inlet Basket 9/10/13 0.09 
Some leaves, 
debris, sand 

1/22/14 0.47 
Mostly leaves with 

debris and sand 
0.56 

669 San Pablo Inlet Basket 9/10/13 0.10 
Some leaves, 
debris, sand 

1/22/14 0.40 
Mostly leaves with 

debris and sand 
0.50 

 
 
 
 
 A summary of physical-chemical characteristics of solids collected from the inlet baskets is 
given on Table 4-24.  Solids collected from each of the baskets were similar in pH, with measured 
values ranging from 6.34-6.49 during the two clean-out events.  Measured moisture contents were 
also similar between the two events, ranging from 44.8-67.3%.  Unlike solids collected from the 
GPS units which was partially dewatered before sampling, the inlet basket solids were collected 
directly from each unit and the measured moisture contents reflect the moisture of the solids in the 
unit as collected. 
 
 Measured organic contents at each of the sites increased somewhat from the September 
2013 to the January/February 2014 clean-out events, indicating a larger proportion of vegetation and 
organic matter during the final clean-out event.  Measured dry density values during the initial 
clean-out ranged from 0.51-1.12 g/cm3, reflecting a mixture of organic matter and inert material.  
However, substantially lower dry densities were observed during the second clean-out event, 
indicating a larger proportion of organic matter at each of the sites. 
 
 In general, measured nitrogen concentrations in the collected solids appear to be similar to 
nitrogen concentrations measured in solids collected from the baffle box and CDS sites during both 
the first and second clean-out events.  In contrast, measured total phosphorus concentrations in 
solids collected from the inlet baskets appear to be somewhat greater in value than solids collected 
from the baffle box and CDS units.   
 
 Overall, the three inlet baskets removed from 0.6-1.1 g of total nitrogen during the 
September 2013 event, increasing to 5.5-5.9 g during the final clean-out event.  A similar pattern 
was also observed for total phosphorus, with 0.4-0.9 g removed per basket during the September 
2013 event, increasing to 1.3-1.7 g per basket during the final clean-out event.  Overall, the fraction 
of nitrogen in the collected solids from the inlet baskets was relatively similar to the nitrogen 
content measured in the baffle box and CDS units.  A similar pattern is also apparent for total 
phosphorus, although the fraction of total phosphorus appears to be slightly greater in the inlet 
baskets than in the baffle box and CDS units during both events.  Overall, approximately 1.2-2.5 kg 
of total dry solids was removed from the inlet baskets during the initial clean-out operation, 
increasing to 5.1-6.6 kg of dry solids during the final clean-out event. 
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TABLE  4-24 
 

PHYSICAL-CHEMICAL  CHARACTERISTICS  OF 
COLLECTED  SOLIDS  FROM  THE  CASSELBERRY  INLET  BASKETS 
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4.4   Mass Removals 
 

 Estimates of overall mass removals were calculated for each of the five Casselberry GPS 
devices.  A discussion of overall mass removals is provided in the following sections.  This analysis 
is divided into two separate discussions based upon similarities in methodologies used to estimate 
overall performance efficiencies. 
 
 
4.4.1 EcoVault® Units 
 
 Mass balances for the EcoVault® units are provided in the following sections.  An overall 
mass removal analysis is provided based upon a comparison of inflow and outflow mass loadings 
for each of the evaluated parameters.  A second analysis is also provided to identify the specific 
components (collection in sump or removal in “Baffle Buddy”) responsible for removal of the 
measured parameters. 
 
 
 4.4.1.1   Comparison of Inflow and Outflow Mass Loadings 
 
 Estimates of monthly mass loadings were calculated for each of the evaluated laboratory 
parameters at the inflow and outflow monitoring sites for each of the three EcoVault® units.  
Monthly mass loadings were calculated by multiplying mean monthly water quality characteristics 
for each parameter in the inflow and the outflow times the monthly volume which passed through 
each system.  Average monthly concentrations were calculated as the geometric mean of all 
measurements for a given parameter conducted during each of the monthly periods, or partial 
periods, included in the field monitoring program.  The geometric mean values are then multiplied 
by the monthly inflow volume to generate estimates of mass loadings on a monthly basis.  A 
summary of mean monthly concentrations at each of the monitoring sites for each evaluated 
laboratory parameter is given in Appendix D.1.  Calculations of monthly mass loadings, based upon 
the mean monthly concentrations and monthly inflow volumes, are provided in Appendix D.2.   
 
 
  4.4.1.1.1   Total Nitrogen 
 
 A summary of calculated overall mass loadings for each of the evaluated parameters at the 
inflow and outflow monitoring locations is given in Table 4-25.  During the field monitoring 
program, approximately 9,195 g of total nitrogen entered the Lake Hodge EcoVault® baffle box 
system, with approximately 7,866 g of total nitrogen discharged from the system, resulting in an 
overall retention of approximately 14% for total nitrogen within the Lake Hodge EcoVault® unit.  
This removal of total nitrogen was achieved primarily by reducing loadings of dissolved organic 
nitrogen and particulate nitrogen.  A net increase in loadings was observed for ammonia and NOx 
within the EcoVault® unit. 

 
 A much smaller nitrogen removal efficiency was observed at the Gee Creek EcoVault® site, 
with 7,481 g of total nitrogen entering the system and 7,348 g leaving the system, resulting in an 
overall mass load reduction of approximately 2%.  In general, mass loadings for each of the 
nitrogen species, with the exception of NOx, were lower in value at the Gee Creek EcoVault® site 
than observed at the Lake Hodge site.  Net mass retention was observed for ammonia, dissolved 
organic nitrogen, and particulate nitrogen, although the overall load reductions were relatively small 
in value for each of these parameters.  A substantial export of NOx occurred from the Gee Creek 
EcoVault® site which offset the majority of mass reductions observed for the other nitrogen 
species, resulting in the observed overall load reduction of approximately 2%. 
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TABLE  4-25 
 

CALCULATED  MASS  INPUTS  AND  LOSSES  FOR  EVALUATED 
PARAMETERS  AT  THE  ECOVAULT®  MONITORING  LOCATIONS 

 

SITE 
DESCRIPTION 

DEVICE 
TYPE 

MONITORING 
LOCATION 

PARAMETER 

NH3 
(g) 

NOx 
(g) 

Diss. 
Org. 

N 
(g) 

Part. 
N 
(g) 

Total 
N 
(g) 

SRP 
(g) 

Diss. 
Org. 

P 
(g) 

Part. 
P 

(g) 

Total 
P 

(g) 

TSS 
(kg) 

Copper 
(g) 

Iron 
(g) 

Zinc 
(g) 

Lake Hodge 

EcoVault® 
Baffle Box 

Inflow 490 826 3,038 2,991 9,195 2,134 211 1,694 4,592 1,042 97.1 6,650 187 

Outflow 1,120 1,631 2,614 2,502 7,866 1,179 225 589 1,993 209 42.2 4,536 56.6 

Mass 
Removal 

In-Out -630 -805 424 489 1,329 955 -15 1,105 2,600 833 55 2,114 131 

% -129 -97 14 16 14 45 -7 65 57 80 57 32 70 

 

Gee Creek 

EcoVault® 
Baffle Box 

Inflow 111 3,677 2,458 944 7,481 310 59.2 698 1,102 417 121 6,867 155 

Outflow 48.4 4,151 1,885 830 7,348 253 40.0 283 654 92.5 38.8 3,619 24.1 

Mass 
Removal 

In-Out 62 -475 573 114 133 58 19 414 448 325 83 3,248 130 

% 56 -13 23 12 2 19 32 59 41 78 68 47 84 

 

San Pablo 

EcoVault® 
Baffle Box 

Inflow 997 3,477 2,901 2,715 11,017 939 61.8 944 2,035 396 100 5,531 177 

Outflow 1,029 2,630 1,820 2,814 9,519 1,009 111 649 1,820 148 84.9 4,571 142 

Mass 
Removal 

In-Out -32 848 1,081 -99 1,498 -70 -49 295 215 248 15 960 36 

% -3 24 37 -4 14 -7 -79 31 11 63 15 17 20 

 
 
 
 
 At the San Pablo EcoVault®, approximately 11,017 g of total nitrogen entered the system, 
compared with 9,519 g exiting the system, resulting in an overall mass load reduction of 
approximately 14%.  This reduction primarily occurred as a result of reductions in measured 
concentrations of NOx and dissolved organic nitrogen, while increases in mass occurred within the 
EcoVault® unit for ammonia and particulate nitrogen. 
 
 Overall, mass load reductions in nitrogen ranged from 2-14% in the EcoVault® units.  The 
EcoVault® systems appear to reduce concentrations of dissolved organic nitrogen and particulate 
nitrogen on a relatively consistent basis, with highly variable load reductions observed for ammonia 
and NOx. 

 
 

  4.4.1.1.2   Total Phosphorus 
 
 A substantially higher removal efficiency was observed for total phosphorus in each of the 
three EcoVault® units, with a 57% mass load reduction observed at the Lake Hodge site, 41% 
reduction observed at the Gee Creek site, and 11% reduction in total phosphorus observed at the 
San Pablo site.  The observed phosphorus removals at the Lake Hodge and Gee Creek sites occurred 
primarily by removal of particulate phosphorus, although substantial reductions were also observed 
in measured concentrations of SRP.  The observed reductions in SRP appear to be related to the 
“Baffle Buddy” filter system located at the EcoVault® outfall. 
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 The lowest observed mass load removal for total phosphorus occurred at the San Pablo 
EcoVault® site.  Photographs of this site under normal operating conditions are provided on Figure 
4-52.  The EcoVault® system at this site contained standing water throughout most of the field 
monitoring program, presumably due to clogging of the bleeder pipe retrofit that was installed in a 
pre-existing sump structure downstream of the baffle box.  City of Casselberry maintenance 
personnel cleared the clogging on multiple occasions, but the conditions returned relatively quickly.  
The water levels within the EcoVault® unit were often above the level of the screen layer, 
indicating that at least a portion of the captured solids and debris were stored under wet conditions.  
Vegetation stored under wet conditions has been shown to release large amounts of phosphorus 
within a period of 24 hours.  These wet conditions appear to have substantially reduced the removal 
capacity of the system for retention of SRP and also resulted in a substantial release of dissolved 
organic phosphorus within the unit.  The relatively low overall observed removal mass load 
reduction for total phosphorus of 11% observed at the San Pablo site appears to have been highly 
impacted by the hydraulic conditions within the EcoVault® unit. 
 

 
a.   Floating leaves between storm events 

 
 

 
b.   Standing water above screen 

 
 

Normal
Water Line

 
c.   Typical water elevation in unit 

 
d.   Floating leaves and vegetation debris 

 
 
Figure 4-52.   Photographs of the San Pablo EcoVault® Site Under Normal Operating Conditions. 
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  4.4.1.1.3   TSS 
 
 Each of the EcoVault® systems resulted in significant reductions in loadings of TSS, 
ranging from 63% at the San Pablo EcoVault® site to 80% at the Lake Hodge EcoVault® site.  It 
should be noted that the Lake Hodge site had a substantially larger mass input of TSS during the 
field monitoring program compared with mass TSS loadings to the Gee Creek or San Pablo 
EcoVault® units.  The higher level of mass loading of TSS at the Lake Hodge site may be at least 
partly responsible for the observed higher mass removal efficiencies at this location. 
 
 
  4.4.1.1.4   Metals 
 
 Each of the EcoVault® units exhibited relatively significant mass load reductions for 
copper, iron, and zinc.  Removal of total copper ranged from 15% at the San Pablo EcoVault® site 
to 68% at the Gee Creek EcoVault® site, with mass removal for total iron ranging from 17% at the 
San Pablo site to 47% at the Gee Creek site.  A similar pattern was also observed for zinc, with 
mass load reductions ranging from 20-84%.   
 
 In general, load reductions for metals were relatively similar in value at the Lake Hodge and 
Gee Creek EcoVault® sites, with substantially lower values observed at the San Pablo EcoVault® 
site.  As discussed previously, both the Lake Hodge and Gee Creek sites appeared to perform well 
hydraulically with no evidence of standing water in these units at any time.  In addition, each of 
these two units was equipped with the Vault-Ox® insert which is designed to maintain oxidized 
conditions within the water column.  The San Pablo EcoVault® system did not contain the Vault-
Ox® units and was maintained in a submerged condition throughout much of the study.  As a result, 
reduction in removal efficiencies for each of the three metals was low in value, although a positive 
removal efficiency was observed at each site.  Storage conditions within the unit clearly appear to 
impact removal efficiencies for certain stormwater parameters. 
 
 
  4.4.1.1.5   Mass Removal Summary 
 
 A summary of observed mass removal efficiencies for total nitrogen, total phosphorus, and 
TSS in the EcoVault® units is given in Table 4-26.  In general, removal efficiencies for total 
nitrogen were relatively low in value, ranging from approximately 2-14%.  A substantially higher 
removal efficiency was observed for total phosphorus, ranging from 41-57% at the Osceola Trail 
sites, decreasing to 11% at the San Pablo EcoVault® site.  The reduced mass removal for total 
phosphorus observed at this site is thought to be associated with the periodic flooded conditions 
which occurred in the unit.  Mass load reductions for TSS were good in each of the three units, 
ranging from 63-80%. 
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TABLE  4-26 
 

MASS  REMOVAL  SUMMARY  FOR  THE  EcoVault®  UNITS 
 

SITE / UNIT 
MASS  REMOVAL  (%) 

Total N Total P TSS 

Lake Hodge EcoVault® 14 57 80 

Gee Creek EcoVault® 2 41 78 

San Pablo EcoVault® 14 11 63 

 
 
 
 
 4.4.1.2   Evaluation of Removal Processes 
 
 Removal processes in typical GPS units rely upon separation and collection of incoming 
solids contained in the stormwater flow.  Solids are collected on screening devices, if present, as 
well as in the sump area of the unit.  The mass load reduction achieved by these systems is simply 
the sum of the mass loadings retained on the screens and in the sump sediments.  However, in 
addition to the typical screens and sump areas, the EcoVault® units also contained the “Baffle 
Buddy” outlet filters, illustrated on Figure 2-1.  This filter system contains a patented surfactant-
modified aluminosilicate solid which, according to the manufacturer, is designed to absorb “cations 
and anions such as phosphates, ammonia, dissolved heavy metals, hydrocarbons, fecal bacteria, and 
a variety of organic compounds”.  Therefore, when identifying processes responsible for pollutant 
removal in the EcoVault® unit, the impacts of the filter system must also be considered.  An 
analysis of observed removal mechanisms for total nitrogen, total phosphorus, and TSS is given in 
the following sections. 
 
 
  4.4.1.2.1   Total Nitrogen 
 
 A summary of mass inputs and outputs for each of the evaluated nitrogen species in the 
three  EcoVault® units was provided in Table 4-25.  Mass loadings of particulate nitrogen are likely 
to accumulate within the sump area of the unit as well as on the screens in the form of leaves and 
vegetation.  However, removal of dissolved species (such as ammonia, NOx, and dissolved organic 
nitrogen), if present, would be expected to occur within the filter system since these dissolved 
nitrogen species would generally be expected to pass through a GPS unit relatively unchanged. 
 
 Although the EcoVault® manufacturer claims that the outlet filter is designed to remove 
ammonia, this project found no evidence of significant removal of ammonia within the EcoVault® 
units.  In fact, increases in ammonia were observed between the inflow and outflow for both the 
Lake Hodge and San Pablo EcoVault® units, with a small mass load reduction for ammonia 
observed at the Gee Creek EcoVault® site.  No significant removal of NOx was observed within 
the units, and in fact, an increase in NOx was observed between the inflow and outflow in both the 
Lake Hodge and Gee Creek EcoVault® units. 
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 In contrast, a consistent positive load reduction was observed for dissolved organic nitrogen, 
with mass load reductions ranging from 14-37% between the three units.  It is possible that a portion 
of the dissolved organic nitrogen is being retained within the outfall filter system.  However, it is 
also possible that the Vault-Ox® inserts (which are designed to maintain oxidized conditions within 
the units) are oxidizing dissolved organic nitrogen into either ammonia or NOx which would explain 
the observed increases in loadings for these parameters between the inflow and outflow monitoring 
locations. 
 
 In summary, the primary mechanism for removal of total nitrogen within the EcoVault® 
units appears to be removal of particulate matter, although a reduction in dissolved organic nitrogen 
may occur within the filter system as well.  Since the primary removal mechanism for total nitrogen 
appears to be removal of particulate nitrogen, then the removal effectiveness for total nitrogen in the 
EcoVault® units is highly correlated with the percentage of particulate nitrogen present in the 
runoff inflow.  As indicated on Table 4-25, approximately 33% of the total nitrogen loading at the 
Lake Hodge site and 25% of the total nitrogen loading at the San Pablo site consisted of particulate 
nitrogen.  Each of these units obtained a 14% removal for total nitrogen.  However, at the Gee 
Creek EcoVault® site, particulate nitrogen contributed only 13% of the total nitrogen loading, 
resulting in a smaller pool of nitrogen which could be removed within the system, which was only 
approximately 2% for this unit. 
 
 A summary of estimated mass removal compartments for total nitrogen at the three 
EcoVault® sites is given in Table 4-27.  The inflow and outflow loadings reflect the loadings 
provided on Table 4-25 and in Appendix D.2.  The sump nitrogen loadings are obtained from the 
information summarized in Table 4-22.  The sum of the material collected in the sump plus the mass 
measured in the discharge should approximately equal the mass inflow into the system.  As 
indicated on Table 4-27, the total nitrogen mass contained in the sump and outflow matches the 
measured inflow nitrogen loadings relatively well for the Gee Creek EcoVault® site, but is 
somewhat lower than the measured inflow mass for the Lake Hodge and San Pablo EcoVault® 
sites.  These discrepancies may indicate that particulate nitrogen was retained in the outflow filter 
and lost from the mass accounting provided in Table 4-27. 
 
 
 
 

TABLE  4-27 
 

MASS  REMOVAL  COMPARTMENTS  FOR  TOTAL  NITROGEN 
 

SITE / UNIT 
TOTAL  NITROGEN  MASS  (g) 

Inflow  Sump Outflow Total1 

Lake Hodge EcoVault®  9,195 188 7,866 8,054 

Gee Creek EcoVault®  7,481 125 7,348 7,473 

San Pablo EcoVault®  11,017 271 9,519 9,790 

   
 1.   Sum of sump and outflow loadings 
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  4.4.1.2.2   Total Phosphorus 
 
 In typical GPS units, removal for total phosphorus would be expected to occur primarily by 
settling and removal of particulate phosphorus matter.  However, since the outlet filters contain an 
aluminum silicate compound, removal of dissolved phosphorus species (primarily SRP) would also 
be expected.  The outlet filter may also remove a portion of the particulate matter which is not 
retained in the sump. 
 
 As indicated on Table 4-25, significant removals of particulate phosphorus occurred in each 
of the three units, ranging from 31-65%.  A substantial removal of SRP was also observed in the 
Lake Hodge and Gee Creek units, presumably resulting from dissolved phosphorus removed within 
the outlet filter system.  In contrast, a slight increase in SRP mass loadings was observed within the 
unit at the San Pablo site.  It is likely that the outlet filter also retained SRP at this site as well.  
However, due to the submerged conditions which were frequently observed within the unit, release 
of SRP from vegetation was also occurring at a rate which exceeded the uptake capacity of the filter 
system, resulting in an overall net gain of SRP between the inflow and outflow of this unit.  The 
submerged conditions have also provided an opportunity for portions of the flow to bypass the filter 
altogether, allowing the released SRP in the sump to discharge directly from the unit. 
 
 A summary of mass removal compartments for total phosphorus in the EcoVault® units is 
given in Table 4-28.  Information on the mass of phosphorus retained within the sump area of each 
unit was obtained from Table 4-22.  Estimates of the mass of SRP retained within the outlet filter 
system were obtained based upon the input and output mass loadings for SRP summarized on Table 
4-25.  For total phosphorus, the phosphorus contained within the sump plus phosphorus retained 
within the filter plus outflow phosphorus loadings should equal the inflow into the system.  For each 
of the EcoVault® systems, the sum of the phosphorus retained in the unit plus the outflow mass 
loading is substantially less than the measured inflow phosphorus loading, suggesting that an 
additional significant removal mechanism exists, such as retention of particulate phosphorus in the 
outflow filter, which is not included in the mass balance analysis. 
 
 
 
 

TABLE  4-28 
 

MASS  REMOVAL  COMPARTMENTS  FOR  TOTAL  PHOSPHORUS 
 

SITE / UNIT 
TOTAL  PHOSPHORUS  MASS  (g) 

Inflow  Sump Filter Outflow Total1 

Lake Hodge EcoVault®  4,592 48 955 1,993 2,996 

Gee Creek EcoVault®  1,102 27 58 654 739 

San Pablo EcoVault®  2,035 50 -70 1,820 1,800 

 
1.   Sum of sump + filter + outflow loadings 
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 The performance efficiency of traditional GPS devices can be determined fairly accurately 
by measuring the mass loadings in the discharge from the system and the mass accumulated within 
the sump of the unit.  However, the presence of the outlet filter in EcoVault® units requires that the 
inflow must also be measured.  The inflow monitoring adds an additional level of complexity to the 
overall monitoring protocol and introduces an additional source of error in attempting to 
compartmentalize material collected within the sump and the outlet filter and reconciling the 
measured outflow mass loadings with the mass inflows and removal processes.  In addition, 
portions of the material collected within the sump are not measured as part of the inflow which may 
be responsible for some of the observed errors in mass balance components at the EcoVault® sites 
in addition to retention of particulate matter in the outflow filters. 
 
 
  4.4.1.2.3  TSS 
 
 For TSS, the dominant removal mechanism is simple gravity settling within the sump of the 
unit.  A summary of mass removal compartments for TSS is given on Table 4-29.  Information is 
provided on the mass of TSS collected from the sump area of each of the units based upon the 
information included in Table 4-22.  Inflow and outflow TSS loadings are also provided based upon 
information summarized in Table 4-25.   
 
 
 

TABLE  4-29 
 

MASS  REMOVAL  COMPARTMENTS  FOR  TSS 
 

SITE / UNIT 
TSS  MASS  (kg) 

Inflow  Sump Outflow Total 

Lake Hodge EcoVault®  1,042 446 209 655 

Gee Creek EcoVault®  417 318 92 410 

San Pablo EcoVault®  396 368 148 516 

 
 
 
 
 Overall, a relatively good agreement was obtained between the measured inflow loading and 
calculated loadings from the sump and discharge sites for the Gee Creek and San Pablo EcoVault® 
sites.  A slightly larger difference was observed at the Lake Hodge site.  It should be noted that the 
measured TSS in the sump includes some solids which may not have been accurately measured at 
the inflow location due to the size or density of the solids.  In addition, some of the solids may be 
removed within the outflow filter system which would further complicate the evaluation of mass 
removal mechanisms for TSS. 
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  4.4.1.2.4   Metals 
 
 As indicated on Table 4-25, positive mass removals were obtained in each of the three units 
for each of the evaluated metals based upon a comparison of inflow and outflow loadings.  
Relatively similar removal efficiencies for copper, iron, and zinc were obtained in the Lake Hodge 
and Gee Creek EcoVault® sites.  However, somewhat lower removal efficiencies were obtained at 
the San Pablo site which was submerged during portions of the study and also did not contain the 
Vault-Ox® inserts. 
 
 Since metals were not measured on the solids collected from the sumps, there is no way to 
determine if the observed removals for metals occurred as a result of sedimentation of solids or 
filtration of dissolved metals within the outlet filter.  However, the San Pablo unit (which exhibited 
substantially lower metal removal efficiencies) also had an outlet filter system similar to the Gee 
Creek and Lake Hodge sites, suggesting that the filter system may not be a significant factor in 
removal.  The Lake Hodge and Gee Creek sites also had the Vault-Ox® inserts which maintained 
oxidized conditions within the unit, and may have caused some of the metals to precipitate out as 
either oxides or hydroxides, accumulating into the sump.  If this assumption is true, then the Vault-
Ox® insert appears to substantially enhance the overall effectiveness of the system for stormwater 
metals. 

 
 

4.4.2 Suntree Baffle Box and CDS Units 
 
 Mass removal efficiencies for the Suntree baffle box and CDS units were calculated using 
the method outlined in Section 3.1.4.1.  Using this method, only the outflow from the unit was 
monitored along with the solids collected within the sump.  The sum of the mass loadings 
discharging from the unit plus the mass loadings retained within the sump area is equal to the input 
mass which is then compared to the discharge mass to calculate the overall removal effectiveness. 
 
 A summary of overall mass removals for the Suntree baffle box and CDS units is given on 
Table 4-30.  Information on the mass of nitrogen, phosphorus, and TSS collected in the sump areas 
is obtained from Table 4-22.  Information on the mass of nitrogen, phosphorus, and TSS in 
discharges from each of the units from the monthly mass balances for these units is summarized in 
Appendix D.2.  The calculated total mass loading for each of these parameters (summarized in 
Table 4-30) is assumed to reflect the input loading into each of the units. 
 
 The accumulated mass of total nitrogen, total phosphorus, and TSS in the Suntree baffle box 
and CDS units were very similar in value in spite of a large degree of variability in input loadings to 
each of the two units.  Overall, the Suntree baffle box unit exhibited a total nitrogen removal of 
approximately 1.6%, with a slightly higher nitrogen removal of 4.2% for the CDS unit.  Similarly, 
the Suntree baffle box removed approximately 2.6% of the phosphorus loading to the system, with a 
removal of approximately 9.3% for the San Pablo CDS unit.  Overall mass load removals for TSS 
ranged from 66% for the Suntree baffle box to 92% for the CDS unit.   
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TABLE  4-30 
 

OVERALL  MASS  REMOVALS  FOR  THE 
SUNTREE  BAFFLE  BOX  AND  CDS  UNITS 

 

SITE / UNIT 

TOTAL 
NITROGEN  MASS 

 (g) 

TOTAL 
PHOSPHORUS  MASS 

  (g) 

TSS  MASS 
(kg) 

MASS  REMOVAL 
(%) 

Sump Outflow Total Sump Outflow Total Sump Outflow Total Total N Total P TSS 

Lake Concord 
Suntree Baffle Box 

106 6,578 6,684 21 787 808 209 109 318 1.6 2.6 66 

San Pablo 
CDS Unit 

111 2,553 2,664 29 282 311 233 19 252 4.2 9.3 92 

 
 
 
  
 In general, the observed mass loadings for the Suntree baffle box and CDS unit 
(summarized in Table 4-30) are similar to mass removals commonly observed for these systems.  
However, the CDS unit appeared to exhibit a slightly higher affinity for removal of total nitrogen, 
total phosphorus, and TSS than was observed within the Suntree baffle box.  This difference is 
somewhat surprising since CDS units have been shown by ERD in previous projects to develop 
extended anoxic conditions in the lower sump area which would tend to reduce the effectiveness of 
the system for removal of total phosphorus.  In contrast, Suntree baffle box units typically exhibit 
oxidized conditions due to the large surface area provided for each of the internal chambers and the 
increased ability to re-oxygenate the water.  However, it is unlikely, given the variability in the 
measured field data, that the observed differences between the Suntree baffle box unit and CDS unit 
are statistically significant. 

 
 

4.4.3 Mass Removal Summary 
 
 A summary of measured mass removal efficiencies for the evaluated GPS devices is given 
on Table 4-31.  In general, the EcoVault® units appear to exhibit a higher degree of nitrogen 
removal than either the Suntree baffle box or CDS unit.  However, the observed removals for total 
nitrogen are generally low in value, ranging from approximately 2-14%.  None of the evaluated 
devices appear to be suitable for a project where significant load reductions for total nitrogen are 
desired. 
 
 Excellent removal efficiencies for total phosphorus were obtained in both the Lake Hodge 
and Gee Creek EcoVault® sites.  Each of these sites was equipped with the outlet filter as well as 
the Vault-Ox® inserts.  The level of phosphorus removal observed in these units is generally much 
greater than is commonly observed in typical GPS devices.  The EcoVault® system without the 
Vault-Ox® insert, along with the Suntree baffle box and CDS unit, exhibited removal efficiencies 
ranging from approximately 3-9% which is typical of the range of values commonly observed for 
GPS units.  The combination of the outlet filter system and the Vault-Ox® (concepts which are 
unique to the EcoVault® system) appear to substantially enhance phosphorus load reductions 
compared with the other devices. 
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TABLE  4-31 
 

SUMMARY  OF  MEASURED  REMOVAL  EFFICIENCIES 
FOR  THE  EVALUATED  GPS  DEVICES 

 

SITE / UNIT 
TOTAL 

NITROGEN 
TOTAL 

PHOSPHORUS 
TSS 

Lake Hodge EcoVault® 14 57 80 

Gee Creek EcoVault® 2 41 78 

San Pablo EcoVault® 14 11 63 

Lake Concord Suntree Baffle Box 1.6 2.6 66 

San Pablo CDS Unit 4.2 9.3 92 
 

 
 
 
  
 Each of the evaluated GPS devices resulted in significant reductions in TSS, ranging from 
63-92%.  The lowest load reduction for TSS was obtained with the San Pablo EcoVault®, with the 
highest observed removals obtained in the CDS unit.  However, the observed differences in solids 
removal rates may be more related to the watershed characteristics and the resulting solids 
characteristics than any significant differences between the five units for removal of suspended 
matter. 
 
 
4.4.4 Extrapolation to an Annual Cycle 
 
 The analyses summarized in the previous sections reflect the performance efficiencies for 
each of the evaluated units over the 214-day period from June 15, 2013-January 15, 2014.  During 
this period, rainfall amounts ranging from approximately 27-33 inches were measured at the 
monitoring sites, reflecting approximately 65% of the normal annual rainfall in the general area.  
Therefore, the estimated load reductions achieved during the study period do not accurately predict 
the mass load reductions which would occur over an annual cycle. 
 
 An analysis of estimated annual mass loadings for each of the evaluated GPS sites is given 
in Table 4-32.  Measured rainfall depths, inflow volumes, and mass loadings of total nitrogen, total 
phosphorus, and TSS are provided for the monitoring period from June 2013-January 2014 based 
upon information provided in previous sections.  The measured values over the monitoring period 
are converted to average annual values by multiplying by the ratio of the annual average rainfall of 
approximately 51.31 inches for the Sanford area to the measured rainfall during the field monitoring 
program.  This analysis generates an estimate of the anticipated inflow volumes and mass loadings 
which would occur on an annual basis. 
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TABLE  4-32 
 

ESTIMATED  ANNUAL  LOADINGS  AT  THE  EVALUATED  GPS  SITES 
 

SITE 
DESCRIPTION 

DEVICE 
TYPE 

MONITORING 
LOCATION 

JUNE 2013-JANUARY 2014 AVERAGE  ANNUAL 

Rainfall 
(inches) 

Inflow 
Volume 
(ac-ft) 

Total 
N 
(g) 

Total 
P 

(g) 

TSS 
(kg) 

Rainfall 
(inches) 

Inflow 
Volume 
(ac-ft) 

Total 
N 
(g) 

Total 
P 

(g) 

TSS 
(kg) 

Lake Hodge EcoVault®  Inflow 32.82 10.8 9,195 4,592 1,042 51.31 16.9 14,376 7,179 1,629 

Gee Creek EcoVault®  Inflow 32.82 6.56 7,481 1,102 417 51.31 10.3 11,695 1,723 652 

San Pablo EcoVault®  Inflow 27.38 9.31 11,017 2,035 396 51.31 17.4 20,645 3,814 742 

Lake Concord 
Suntree 

Baffle Box 
Outflow 31.09 7.44 6,578 787 109 51.31 12.3 10,856 1,299 180 

San Pablo CDS Unit Outflow 27.38 2.22 2,553 282 19 51.31 4.2 4,785 528 36.2 

 
 
 

 
 
 A summary of estimated annual mass removals at the evaluated GPS sites is given on Table 
4-33 based upon the measured annual load reductions for nitrogen, phosphorus, and TSS 
(summarized on Table 4-31).  Estimates of annual load reductions are provided for total nitrogen, 
total phosphorus, and TSS by multiplying the measured load reductions times the estimated annual 
mass loadings for each parameter.  Overall, the constructed GPS units will remove approximately 
5.5 kg (12.1 lbs) of total nitrogen, 5.3 kg (11.7 lbs) of total phosphorus, and 2,431 kg (5,360 lbs) of 
TSS from the sub-basin areas each year. 
 
 
 

 
TABLE  4-33 

 
ESTIMATED  ANNUAL  MASS  REMOVALS 

AT  THE  EVALUATED  GPS  SITES 
 

SITE 
DESCRIPTION 

DEVICE 
TYPE 

ANNUAL  LOADING 
(kg/yr) 

LOAD  REDUCTION 
(%) 

LOAD  REDUCTION 
(kg/yr) 

Total 
N 

Total 
P 

TSS 
Total 

N 
Total 

P 
TSS 

Total 
N 

Total 
P 

TSS 

Lake Hodge EcoVault®  14.4 7.2 1,629 14 57 80 2.01 4.09 1,303 

Gee Creek EcoVault®  11.7 1.7 652 1.8 41 78 0.21 0.71 509 

San Pablo EcoVault®  20.6 3.8 742 14 11 63 2.89 0.42 467 

Lake Concord 
Suntree 

Baffle Box 
10.9 1.3 180 1.6 2.6 66 0.17 0.03 119 

San Pablo CDS Unit 4.8 0.5 36 4.2 9.3 92 0.20 0.05 33 

TOTAL: 5.5 5.3 2,431 
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4.5   Construction and O&M Costs 

 
4.5.1 Implementation Costs 
 
 A summary of implementation costs for the monitored Casselberry GPS devices is given on 
Table 4-34 based on information supplied by the City of Casselberry.  For the Lake Hodge 
EcoVault®, Gee Creek EcoVault®, San Pablo EcoVault®, and the San Pablo inlet insert sites, 
actual costs were provided by the City and include permitting, design, construction, staff, and 
supplies.  Monitoring costs are also provided for comparison purposes, although monitoring is not 
considered to be part of the construction costs for the systems.  Implementation costs for the San 
Pablo CDS unit and the Lake Concord Suntree baffle box were provided separately by the City and 
include all of the previous listed items with the exception of permitting since each of these projects 
was constructed as part of a larger public works project. 
 
 
 

TABLE  4-34 
 

SUMMARY  OF  IMPLEMENTATION  COSTS 
FOR  THE  MONITORED  CASSELBERRY  GPS  DEVICES 

 

CATEGORY 

SITE ($) 
TOTAL 

($) Lake Hodge 
EcoVault® 

Gee Creek 
EcoVault® 

San Pablo 
EcoVault® 

San Pablo 
Inserts 

San Pablo 
CDS 

Lake Concord 
Suntree 

Baffle Box 

Permitting 2,500 2,500 200 0 0 0 5,200 

Design 25,000 25,000 36,000 0 25,000 25,000 136,000 

Construction 117,000 117,000 71,890 4,500 54,423 32,000 396,813 

Construction Inspection 9,000 9,000 9,000 0 0 0 27,000 

Land  0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Staff 1,935 1,935 1,935 0 1,935 1,935 9,675 

Supplies 200 200 200 0 200 200 1,000 

Monitoring 19,500 19,500 19,500 2,500 19,500 19,500 100,000 

Totals: $ 175,135 $ 175,135 $ 138,725 $ 7,000 $ 101,058 $ 78,635 $ 675,688 

 
 
 
 

Overall, implementation costs for the installed GPS devices ranged from approximately 
$78,635 for the Lake Concord Suntree baffle box unit to $175,135 for the Lake Hodge and Gee 
Creek EcoVault® sites.  The overall cost of the implemented GPS devices, including monitoring, 
is approximately $675,688.  Please note that the overall implementation cost does not match the 
amounts listed in the TMDL Grant since only three of the five GPS devices funded by the 
TMDL Grant were included in the performance evaluation. 
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4.5.2 Annual O&M Costs 
 
 A summary of estimated O&M costs for the installed GPS units is given on Table 4-35 
based upon information provided by the City of Casselberry.  Each of the evaluated units requires 
semi-annual clean-outs with an estimated cost of $750/year for the EcoVault®, CDS, and Suntree 
baffle box units.  An estimated annual clean-out cost of $250/year is assumed for the inlet baskets.  
Both the Suntree baffle box and the San Pablo inlet baskets contain storm booms which require 
semi-annual replacement at a cost of $87 for the Suntree baffle box and $96 for the inlet baskets.  
Each of the EcoVault® units also requires replacement of the Baffle Buddy filter on an annual 
basis, with costs ranging from $846/year for the San Pablo EcoVault® site to $1,190/year each for 
the Lake Hodge and Gee Creek EcoVault® sites.  In addition, the Lake Hodge and Gee Creek 
EcoVault® sites also contain the Vault-Ox® inserts which are changed quarterly at an estimated 
annual cost of $1,175/unit.  Overall, O&M costs range from a low of approximately $346/year for 
the inlet baskets to a high of $3,115/year for the Lake Hodge and Gee Creek EcoVault® sites. 
 
 

TABLE  4-35 
 

SUMMARY  OF  ESTIMATED  ANNUAL  O&M 
COSTS  FOR  THE  INSTALLED  GPS  UNITS 

 

PARAMETER 

ANNUAL  COST  ($) 

Lake Hodge 
EcoVault® 

Gee Creek 
EcoVault® 

San Pablo 
EcoVault® 

San Pablo 
CDS 

Lake Concord 
Suntree Baffle Box 

San Pablo 
Inlet Baskets 

(3 units) 
Clean-out 
(2/year) 

750 750 750 750 750 250 

Storm Boom 
Replacement (2/year) 

-- -- -- -- 87 96 

Baffle Buddy Filters 
(1/ year) 

1,190 1,190 846 -- -- -- 

Vault-Ox® 
(4/year) 

1,175 1,175 -- -- -- -- 

TOTALS: $ 3,115 $ 3,115 $ 1,596 $ 750 $ 837 $ 346 

 
 

 
4.5.3 Present Worth Mass Removal Costs 
 
 Present worth costs were calculated for each of the evaluated GPS units using an interest 
rate of 4% and a 20-year life cycle.  The present worth costs were calculated by adding the 
construction costs for each of the units (excluding monitoring costs) to 20 years of annual O&M 
costs based on an interest rate of 4%.  Mass removal costs were then calculated by dividing the 20-
year present worth costs by estimated mass load reductions over the 20-year life cycle period. 
 
 A summary of present worth and mass removal costs for the evaluated GPS units is given on 
Table 4-36.  The lowest nitrogen removal costs, ranging from $2,481-9,395/kg, were achieved in 
the Lake Hodge and San Pablo EcoVault® units and the inlet basket inserts.  Each of the remaining 
evaluated units had nitrogen removal costs ranging from $20,738-47,135/kg. 
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TABLE  4-36 
 

SUMMARY  OF  PRESENT  WORTH  AND  MASS 
REMOVAL  COSTS  FOR  THE  EVALUATED  GPS  UNITS 

(i = 0.04; n = 20; P/A = 13.59) 
 

PARAMETER UNITS 

LAKE  HODGE 
EcoVault® 

GEE  CREEK 
EcoVault® 

SAN  PABLO 
EcoVault® 

Total 
N 

Total 
P 

TSS 
Total 

N 
Total 

P 
TSS 

Total 
N 

Total 
P 

TSS 

Load Reduction 
Annual 
20-year 

 
kg/yr 

kg 

 
2.01 
40.2 

 
4.09 
81.8 

 
1,303 
26,060 

 
0.21 
4.2 

 
0.71 
14.2 

 
509 

10,100 

 
2.84 
56.8 

 
0.42 
8.4 

 
467 

9,340 
Costs 

Construction 
O&M 

20-year Present Worth 

 
$ 
$ 
$ 

 
155,635 
3,115 

197,968 

 
155,635 
3,115 

197,968 

 
155,635 
3,115 

197,968

 
155,635 
3,115 

197,968 

 
155,635 
3,115 

197,968 

 
155,635 
3,115 

197,968 

 
119,225 
1,596 

140,915 

 
119,225 
1,596 

140,915 

 
119,225 
1,596 

140,915 
Removal Cost $/kg 4,925 2,420 7.60 47,135 13,941 19.45 2,481 16,776 15.09 

 
  

PARAMETER UNITS 

SAN PABLO 
CDS 

LAKE  CONCORD 
SUNTREE  BAFFLE BOX 

SAN  PABLO  INLET 
BASKET  INSERTS 

Total 
N 

Total 
P 

TSS 
Total 

N 
Total 

P 
TSS 

Total 
N 

Total 
P 

TSS 

Load Reduction 
Annual 
20-year 

 
kg/yr 

kg 

 
0.20 
4.0 

 
0.05 
1.0 

 
3.3 
660 

 
0.17 
3.4 

 
0.03 
0.6 

 
119 

2,380 

 
0.037 
0.74 

 
0.012 
0.24 

 
42.4 
848 

Costs 
Construction 

O&M 
20-year Present Worth 

 
$ 
$ 
$ 

 
81,558 

750 
91,751 

 
81,558 

750 
91,751 

 
81,558 

750 
91,751 

 
59,135 

837 
70,510 

 
59,135 

837 
70,510 

 
59,135 

837 
70,510 

 
2,250 
346 

6,952 

 
2,250 
346 

6,952 

 
2,250 
346 

6,952 
Removal Cost $/kg 22,938 91,751 139 20,738 117,517 29.63 9,395 28,967 8.20 

 
 
 

 
 Measured phosphorus removal costs were highly variable among the evaluated units, 
ranging from a low of $2,420/kg for the Lake Hodge EcoVault® site to $117,517/kg for the Lake 
Concord Suntree baffle box site.  With the exception of the Lake Hodge EcoVault® site, 
phosphorus removal costs for the remaining units exceeded approximately $14,000/kg.  These 
values reflect extremely elevated phosphorus removal costs and are likely related to a combination 
of low phosphorus loadings within the evaluated watersheds combined with relatively low 
phosphorus removal efficiencies.  Measured TSS removal costs were also highly variable, ranging 
from $7.60/kg in the Lake Hodge EcoVault® to $139/kg for the San Pablo CDS unit. 

 
 A comparison of mass removal costs for the evaluated GPS units is given in Table 4-37.  
Nitrogen mass removal costs of approximately $10,000/kg or less were obtained in the Lake Hodge 
and San Pablo EcoVault® units and San Pablo inlet basket inserts, with removal costs ranging from 
$20,738-47,135/kg at the remaining sites.  However, relatively low nitrogen loading rates were 
observed at each of the monitored sites, and the observed elevated mass removal costs may be 
highly impacted by the limiting amount of nitrogen available for removal. 
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TABLE  4-37 

 
COMPARISON  OF  MASS  REMOVAL  COSTS 

FOR  THE  EVALUATED  GPS  UNITS 
 

UNIT 
MASS  REMOVAL  COST  ($/kg) 

Total Nitrogen Total Phosphorus TSS 

Lake Hodge EcoVault® 4,925 2,420 7.60 

Gee Creek EcoVault® 47,135 13,941 19.45 

San Pablo EcoVault® 2,481 16,776 15.09 

Suntree Baffle Box 20,738 117,517 29.63 

San Pablo CDS 22,938 91,751 139 

San Pablo Inlet Basket Inserts 9,395 28,967 8.00 

 
 
 
 

 Mass removal costs for phosphorus were highly variable at the monitoring sites, with the 
lowest phosphorus removal cost of $2,420/kg obtained at the Lake Hodge EcoVault® site.  
Phosphorus removal costs at the remaining sites were at least an order of magnitude greater than 
removal costs observed at the Lake Hodge EcoVault® site.  An extremely elevated phosphorus 
removal cost of $117,517/kg was observed at the Suntree baffle box site.  Each of the sites with 
elevated phosphorus removal costs was characterized by extremely low phosphorus loading rates 
which may be at least partially responsible for the observed elevated mass removal costs.  
 
 The Lake Hodge EcoVault® site also achieved the lowest mass removal costs for TSS of 
$7.60/kg.   A similar mass removal cost of $8.20/kg was obtained for the inlet basket structures.  
The Gee Creek and San Pablo EcoVault® sites exhibited TSS removal costs of approximately $15-
20/kg, increasing to $30/kg in the Suntree baffle box and $139/kg in the San Pablo CDS unit. 
 
 Overall, the San Pablo EcoVault® unit exhibited the lowest present worth mass removal 
costs for total nitrogen, with the lowest removal costs for total phosphorus and TSS observed in the 
Lake Hodge EcoVault® unit.  Relatively low nitrogen removal costs were also observed for the 
inlet basket inserts for both total nitrogen and TSS.  However, substantially elevated nitrogen 
removal costs were observed for each of the remaining units, ranging from $20,738/kg in the 
Suntree baffle box to $47,135/kg in the Gee Creek EcoVault®.  The elevated nitrogen removal 
costs observed at these sites may be partially related to relatively low nitrogen loadings into each of 
the units.  Substantially elevated phosphorus removal costs were also observed in the Gee Creek 
EcoVault®, San Pablo EcoVault®, Suntree baffle box, San Pablo CDS, and inlet basket inserts, 
ranging from $13,941/kg in the Gee Creek EcoVault® to $117,517/kg in the Lake Concord Suntree 
baffle box unit.  The San Pablo CDS unit also exhibited a substantially elevated removal cost for 
TSS of $139/kg, compared with TSS removal costs in the other units ranging from $7.60-30/kg. 
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SECTION  5 

 

SUMMARY  AND  DISCUSSION 

 

 

A field monitoring program was conducted by ERD from June 15, 2013-January 15, 
2014 to evaluate the performance efficiencies of five Gross Pollutant Separator (GPS) units and 
three curb inlet basket inserts installed within the City of Casselberry.  Two of the evaluated 
units consisted of Ecosense EcoVault® units equipped with multiple Vault-Ox® inserts.  The 
third evaluated unit was also an Ecosense EcoVault® unit installed without Vault-Ox® inserts.  
The fourth unit consisted of a Contech CDS unit, with the final unit consisting of a Suntree 2nd 
Generation Nutrient Separating Baffle Box.  Three high-capacity inlet baskets, manufactured by 
Suntree, were also evaluated. 

 
Automatic samplers with integral flow meters were installed at the inflows and outflows 

for each of the three EcoVault® units.  Field monitoring for the CDS and Suntree baffle box 
units was conducted only at the discharge.  Autosamplers at each of the five monitoring sites 
were equipped with integral flow meters and were programmed to provide a continuous record of 
hydrologic inflows and to collect inflow and outflow samples in a flow-weighted mode.  
Recording rain gauges were also installed in the vicinity of each of the monitoring units. 

 
Collected solids within each of the GPS units were removed by personnel from the City 

of Casselberry prior to the initiation of the field monitoring program to provide cleaned units to 
start the field monitoring program.  Clean-out operations were conducted again approximately 
mid-way through the field monitoring program as well as at the completion of the field 
monitoring program.  The volume and mass of solids collected during each of the clean-out 
operations was measured and quantified by ERD.   

 
Rainfall during the field monitoring program from mid-June to mid-January was slightly 

less than normal at each of the sites.  Continuous records of hydrologic inputs/outputs for each of 
the five GPS monitoring sites were recorded at 15-minute intervals during the field monitoring 
program, allowing quantification of the volume of runoff that discharged through each of the 
units.  Over the 214-day field monitoring program, 136 composite inflow and outflow samples 
were collected at the five monitoring sites and analyzed in the ERD Laboratory for general 
parameters, nutrients, and selected metals.  In general, relatively low concentrations of nutrients 
and TSS were measured at each of the inflow monitoring sites, particularly at the Gee Creek site 
where the mean total nitrogen and total phosphorus concentrations in the raw runoff were 
approximately one-third to one-half of concentrations commonly observed in residential runoff.   
The low nutrient concentrations observed at this site are likely related to pre-treatment provided 
by the grassed swale drainage system. 
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Performance efficiencies for each of the GPS sites were calculated by comparing inflow 
and outflow mass loadings for nutrients and TSS.  Uptake of dissolved ions was also considered 
for the EcoVault® units which contained aluminum-based outflow filter systems. 

 
Each of the units appeared to function well hydraulically during the field monitoring 

program, with the exception of the San Pablo EcoVault® site.  This site maintained a pool of 
standing water throughout much of the field monitoring program, in spite of the baffle box 
discharge being well above the elevation of the receiving water.  As a result, solids were 
collected and stored under submerged conditions during at least portions of the field monitoring 
program. 

 
Overall mass removal efficiencies for total nitrogen in the evaluated GPS devices ranged 

from approximately 2-14%, with 14% removals achieved in two of the three EcoVault® units 
and 2% removal observed for total nitrogen in the remaining EcoVault® unit.  The reduced 
removal observed in the third EcoVault® unit (Gee Creek site) is thought to be related to low 
inflow concentrations of nitrogen and particulate matter from the watershed areas as a result of 
the swale drainage system.  Nitrogen removal in the Suntree baffle box and CDS units ranged 
from approximately 2-4%, which is slightly lower than nitrogen removals commonly observed 
for these units in other studies. 

 
Excellent total phosphorus removals were obtained in the two EcoVault® systems which 

contained the Vault-Ox® inserts, with phosphorus mass load reductions ranging from 41-57%.  
A total phosphorus removal of only 11% was achieved in the third EcoVault® unit which did not 
contain the Vault-Ox® insert (San Pablo) and also exhibited flooded conditions throughout much 
of the study.  Removal efficiencies for total phosphorus in the Suntree baffle box and CDS units 
were equal to 3% and 9%, respectively.  This study suggests that the Vault-Ox® inserts may be 
at least partially responsible for the additional phosphorus removal achieved within the two 
EcoVault® units equipped with this option by maintaining oxidized conditions that minimize the 
solubility of phosphorus species.  Each of the EcoVault® units also contained an outflow filter 
system designed to absorb phosphorus and other ions, and a significant portion of the phosphorus 
load reductions observed at the Lake Hodge and Gee Creek EcoVault® sites is due to retention 
of dissolved phosphorus within the outlet filter. 

 
Each of the units exhibited excellent removals for suspended solids, ranging from 63-

92%.  TSS removals in this range are typical of values commonly observed in GPS devices. 
 
Estimates were conducted of the annual mass loading of nitrogen, phosphorus, and TSS 

generated in each of the evaluated sub-basins by multiplying the observed mass loadings during 
the field monitoring program times the ratio of annual “normal” rainfall to rainfall measured 
during the field monitoring program.  The measured load reductions were then applied to the 
estimated annual loadings to provide estimates of annual load reductions achieved by the 
installed GPS units.  Overall, the five evaluated units are anticipated to remove approximately 
2.9 kg/yr of total nitrogen, 5.3 kg/yr of total phosphorus, and 2,431 kg/yr of TSS.  Additional 
relatively minimal load reductions will also be achieved in the basket inlet devices. 



 
 
CASSELBERRY – GROSS  POLLUTANT  SEPARATORS \ FINAL  REPORT 

 

5-3 
 
 

Present worth and mass removal costs were also calculated for each of the evaluated GPS 
units.  Nitrogen mass removal costs were highly variable, ranging from approximately $2,481-
47,135 for the evaluated units.   Nitrogen removal costs less than $10,000/kg were observed only 
in the Lake Hodge and San Pablo EcoVault® units and the inlet basket inserts.  The high 
observed mass removal costs for total nitrogen in the other units are thought to be primarily 
related to the extremely low nitrogen loading present in the monitored watersheds and the 
corresponding reduced opportunity for collection of nitrogen-containing solids. 

 
 Highly variable mass removal costs were obtained for total phosphorus, with the lowest 
removal cost of $2,420/kg obtained in the Lake Hodge EcoVault® unit.  Phosphorus mass 
removal costs for the remaining units were approximately an order of magnitude greater, ranging 
from $13,941-117,517/kg.  A large portion of these elevated phosphorus removal costs is due to 
low phosphorus loadings in the retrofitted watersheds, although differences in operational 
characteristics between the different units may also be a significant factor. 
 
 Mass removal costs for TSS ranged from approximately $8-30/kg for each of the 
evaluated units except the San Pablo CDS unit where a TSS removal cost of $139/kg was 
measured. 
 
 The lowest mass removal costs were achieved in the Lake Hodge EcoVault® unit for 
total phosphorus and TSS, with the lowest mass removal cost for nitrogen observed in the San 
Pablo EcoVault® unit.  Some of the highest observed mass removal costs occurred at the Gee 
Creek EcoVault® site, Suntree baffle box site, and the San Pablo CDS site.  The elevated mass 
removal costs at the Gee Creek EcoVault® site are thought to be due to low watershed loadings, 
while the elevated mass load removal costs for the San Pablo CDS unit is thought to be a 
combination of relatively low loadings and the inability of the system to retain dissolved 
constituents due to the isolated permanently wet sump area. 
 
 Overall, the EcoVault® baffle box system appears to provide a substantial improvement 
to the standard baffle box design by incorporating the outlet adsorption filter system and the 
Vault-Ox® units which maintain oxidized conditions within the unit.  The observed mass 
removal costs for the EcoVault® at the Lake Hodge site are some of the lowest mass removal 
costs measured by ERD in GPS units.  However, it is obvious that factors other than baffle box 
design impact the overall effectiveness of a GPS device, including watershed loadings and 
degree of particulate matter within the watershed. 
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PRODUCT  LITERATURE  FOR 
THE  EVALUATED  DEVICES 

 
 

A.1:   ESI EcoVault® Baffle Box 
A.2:   ESI Vault-Ox® System 
A.3:   Contech CDS Unit 
A.4:   Suntree Nutrient Separating Baffle Box 
A.5:   Suntree High-Capacity Curb Inlet Basket 
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A.1:   ESI EcoVault® Baffle Box 



Simple Solutions to Water Pollution 

The ESI EcoVault® is a precast 

concrete stormwater treatment 

structure that removes: 
 

Sediments  Nutrients 

Trash   Metals 

Organics  Oils and Grease     

   

The Baffle Buddy Cassette Filter, 

with ESI MZ medium, a patented 

surfactant modified alumino silicate,  

absorbs cations  and anions such as: 

Phosphates-PO
4 

Hydrocarbons 

Ammonia-NH
4 

Fecal Bacteria 

Dissolved Heavy Metals 

PCB, BTX, PCE, THM 

Pentachlorophenol 

Creosote 

Non-ionic surfactants  

 

 

 

 List items here. 

 List items here. 

 List items here. 

 List items here. 

 

1800 Huntington Lane 
Rockledge, Florida 

32955 USA 

EcoSense International, Inc. 

Phone: 321-636-6708 
Fax: 321-636-6710 

operations@ecosenseint.com 
www.ecosenseint.com 

 EcoVault® 

www.EcoSenseInt.com 

 

Ported Baffle Wall Filtered Clean Water 

Debris Screens 

EcoVault® treats the con-
tinuous flow while debris 
screens span the entire 
box, creating extensive 
storage volume. 

 

Multi-piece construction to minimize  
lifting and freight. 
 

Baffle Buddy Cassette 
Filter becomes the  
final internal weir wall. 
 

Debris screens are made of  
aluminum or Stainless Steel. 
 

ESI MZ Filter medium is superior to tradi-
tional clay materials because it is rigid 
and stable, even in aqueous conditions.  

Ask about improving 

performance in your 

stormwater treatment 

device with Vault-Ox® 

SSRC 

Phosphorus  
Absorptive 

 media! 

F.O.G. Baffle Wall 
Access Hatches 

Inlet 

Sediment 

Baffle Buddy Filter 



Custom sizes are  
available to meet your  

specific application 
 

Technology is based on slowing 
the flow’s velocity to facilitate set-
tling. 
 
Baffles impede forward move-
ment of settling particles. 
 
Debris screens raise trash and 
leaves out of the water to greatly 
reduce decomposition. 

Servicing the EcoVault® is 
easy with the accessible 
hatches and requires a 
vacuum truck. 

Model Size Typical 80% TSS1 Screen Sediment Total 
L x W Pipe Size Removal  Storage Chamber Contaminant 

    Efficiency Flow Capacity Capacity Capacity 
(ft x ft) (in) (cfs) (cf) (cf) (cf) 

 5 x 11 12 to 30 15 87 150 237 
 6 x 12 18 to 36 24 144 201 345 
 8 x 14 30 to 54 32 324 321 645 
 8 x 16 36 to 54 40 360 369 729 
10 x 16 42 to 66 45 550 465 1015 
12 x 20 54 to 72 55 1008 945 1953 

ESI offers products that prevent 
anoxic conditions and effectively 

remediates the standing water left 
between storm events. 

1 Pandit, Ashok, Ph.D., P.E. & Gopatakrishnan, Ganash; “Physical Modeling of A Stormwater Sediment Removal Box”; 
Jun. 1996  
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A.2:   ESI Vault-Ox® System 



Simple Solutions to Water Pollution 

EcoSense International, Inc.™ 

1800 Huntington Lane 

Rockledge, Florida 32955 

USA  

Phone: 321-636-6708 

Fax: 321-636-6710 

Operations@ecosenseint.com 

www.EcoSenseInt.com 

Vault-Ox® 

The US EPA defines “Green Chemistry” as any product or process which 
reduces toxicity to the environment. 
Designed to improve  the quality of Static or Inter-Event  Stormwater,  
Vault-Ox® is a proprietary blend of two active ingredients and will:    

Vault-Ox® alters the static stormwater environment.    
Many pathogenic bacteria are strict anaerobes.  Fecal/Coliform bacteria are typi-
cally facultative anaerobes.  The static water found in underground drainage/
storage structures quickly becomes anoxic/anaerobic, lacking or completely ab-
sent of oxygen.  At neutral pH Vault-Ox® releases oxygen and calcium, improving 
DO, elevating and buffering pH: 2CaO2+2H2O —> 2Ca(OH)2+O2 

At lower pH, Vault-Ox®  dissolves  faster and produces increasing amounts of  

hydrogen peroxide: CaO2+2H+—> Ca2+ + H2O2 

Peroxide generated leads to a number of beneficial reactions:  

Oxidation of Sulfides; Fenton oxidation; Fe2+ Oxidation 

H2O2 + OH- —>H2O + HOO-;   2H2O2—> 2H2O +O2;   H2O2 + FE2+ —> HO 

Marino and Gannon, 1991 Tested storm drain sediments during dry weather  
periods and found “Extended bacterial survival in sediments to survival in water…
FC and FS in sediments remained stable for up to 6 days (the maximum inter-
storm dry period)”. 
GPI Southeast, in the Final Report – Baffle Box Effectiveness Monitoring Project, 
2010 reports “net exports of fecal coliforms and anaerobic conditions…” and  
suggest “probable causes for FC growth in baffle boxes are the inter-event   
anaerobic conditions…” and  also points out “…use of any water storing box can 
lead to increased FC counts to water bodies”. 

Introducing SSRC:  

Static Stormwater  

Remediation Chemistry 

 Enhance Aerobic Activity 
 Promote Oxidation of Organics 
 Lower COD / BOD 
 Absorb Heavy Metals 

 Improve Dissolved Oxygen 
 Immobilize Phosphorus 
 Elevate and Buffer pH 
 Absorb Nitrogen 

A Source of Alkalinity: 
 Increases the formation of calcite and apatite, increasing the 

phosphorus binding capacity of calcium. 
 Prevents acidification of water when sulfides are oxidized 
 Reduces free H2S concentrations 
 Counters acid rain 

A Source of ion exchange absorption / adsorption: 
 Removal of Ammonia produced by aerobic digestion 
 Removal of Heavy Metals from solution 
 Effective in the absorption of Mercury, Arsenic, chromium, 

copper, lead, zinc, cobalt, nickel, barium, antimony 



0

20

40

60

80

100
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140

0 5 10 15 20 25

P 
(m

g/
L)

Time (Days)

CaO2

Aeration

Anoxic

Treatment Done after 15 days of Incubation 

Zhang et al, Water Science & Tech., 50, 173 (2004 

Retention Pond 
before treatment 

Retention Pond – 6 Weeks 
Later 
2lb/acre.ft CaO2 + Enzymes 

Addition of Vault-Ox® with natural Z-100 have desirable  selective ion exchange 
and absorption properties that can be utilized in the removal of: 

 Ammonia from wastewater/stormwater 
 Heavy Metals from industrial process, waste and stormwaters 
 Effective in the adsorption of aluminum, antimony, arsenic, barium,  
 cadmium, chromium, colbalt, copper, iron, lead, magnesium, manganese, 
 mercury and nickel 
 Enhanced oxidation of sulfides 
 Enhanced oxidation of heavy metals 
 Enhanced oxidation of pyrites producing sulfuric acid and Fe3+ 
 Fe3+ becomes available for phosphorus immobilization 

                     

Vault-Ox®  infusion 
module. 
Vault-Ox®  can be 
inexpensively retro-
fitted into any storm 
water structure or 
retention pond 

GRASS AND LEAF DECOMPOSITION AND NUTRIENT RELEASE STUDY UNDER WET      
CONDITIONS, Strynchuk, Royal and England, 1999.  Reported “the majority of organic 
based pollutants, which leach from grass clippings and leaves into water will be released 
within 1 to 22 days…BOD peaked at 9 days…most of the phosphorus was released in the 
first day…”. 
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A.3:  Contech CDS Unit 



800.338.1122 
www.ContechES.comENGINEERED SOLUTIONS

•	 Captures and retains 100% of floatables and neutrally	
buoyant debris 2.4 mm or larger

•	 Proven removal of solids, oil and grease
•	 Patented indirect screening capability keeps screen 	

from clogging
•	 Retention of all captured pollutants, even at 	

high flows
•	 Easy access to remove captured pollutants
•	 Performance verified by NJCAT and WA Ecology
•	 Flexible design	

–	 Allows for multiple inlet pipes	
–	 In-line, grate, and curb inlet configurations	
–	 Easily installed in existing storm drain

UrbanGreen™ Hydrodynamic Separation

CDS Features

Pretreatment for Green Stormwater Solutions
Before CDS® After CDS®

•	 Pre-treatment for rainwater harvesting/stormwater reuse
•	 Pre-treatment for infiltration and bioretention
•	 Urban retrofit/redevelopment
•	 Sediment and trash protection for ponds/lakes
•	 Pump protection

HDS Applications

•	 Cost effective method of gross pollutant removal
•	 Pretreatment reduces size and increases longevity of 

land based BMPs 
•	 Variety of sizes to meet range of applications and flows
•	 Easy, low-cost maintenance

HDS Benefits



Scan Me!

Hydrodynamic Separation

ENGINEERED SOLUTIONS

Solutions 
Guide

™



2 Learn more at www.ContechES.com/hds

Hydrodynamic Separation
Removing Pollutants with Hydrodynamic 
Separation
Hydrodynamic separators are some of the first technologies to be 

developed for treating stormwater. Our hydrodynamic separation 

(HDS) products have been providing reliable stormwater treatment 

solutions for more than 20 years. With performance proven in the 

lab and in the field at sites across the country, these systems are 

widely accepted for effective solids removal. They are an optimal 

choice for pretreatment systems, especially efficient on gross 

solids, trash and debris, while also removing total suspended 

solids (TSS).

Fundamentals of HDS

•	 Create a low velocity vortex action to:

–– Increase efficiency by increasing length of flow path and 

eliminating short circuiting

–– Concentrate solids in stable, low velocity flow field

•	 Incorporate flow controls to:

–– Minimize turbulence and velocity

–– Prevent flow surges and resuspension

–– Retain floating pollutants. Provide easy access to captured 

pollutants to make maintenance easy

Learn more about hydrodynamic separation at 

www.ContechES/stormwater© 2012 Contech Engineered Solutions LLC

Selecting the right stormwater solution 
just got easier...

It’s simple to choose the right low impact 

development (LID) solution to achieve your runoff 

reduction goals with the Contech UrbanGreen 

Staircase. First, select the runoff reduction practices 

that are most appropriate for your site, paying particular attention 

to pretreatment needs. If the entire design storm cannot be 

retained, select a treatment best management practice (BMP) 

for the balance. Finally, select a detention system to address any 

outstanding downstream erosion.

™

DYOHDS™ Tool 
Design Your Own Hydrodynamic Separator

Features

•	 Choose from three HDS technologies - CDS®, Vortechs® & VortSentry® HS

•	 Site specific questions ensure the selected unit will comply with site constraints

•	 Unit size based on selected mean particle size and targeted removal percentage

•	 Localized rainfall data allows for region specific designs

•	 PDF report includes detailed performance calculations, specification and 

standard drawing for the unit that was sized

 Design Your Own (DYO) Hydrodynamic Separator 

 online at www.ContechES.com/dyohds
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Applications
HDS products work well as standalone or end-of-pipe treatment 

systems and can easily be implemented in a retrofit scenario. They 

are particularly effective at removal of solids, trash and debris – 

and can help you meet TMDL requirements for these pollutants. 

HDS systems are also optimal pretreatment systems – and an 

important building block in a low impact development (LID) 

design. By removing solids, trash and debris prior to detention, 

infiltration or re-use systems, you can significantly increase their 

service life.

Water Quality

HDS products provide high-performance stormwater pollutant 

removal. These systems are effective in removing solids to meet 

water quality goals and can be designed to achieve site treatment 

goals for TSS or oil.

Pretreatment for Low Impact Development 

(LID) Designs

Hydrodynamic separation systems installed as 

pretreatment reduce downstream loading to  

reduce maintenance

Inlet and Outlet Pollution Control

Our HDS products are especially effective for solids and trash 

and debris. They can be installed at either the inlet or outlet of a 

drainage system to prevent pollutants from being discharged into 

lakes, streams or the ocean.

A Vortechs protects detention system from 
sediment build-up and reduces maintenance

CDS unit installed to remove trash before 

entering Lake Meritt in Oakland, CA

VortSentry HS is an effective option where 
space is limited
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GRATE INLET
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CREST OF BYPASS WEIR
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SUMP STORAGESEPARATION SLAB

TREATMENT SCREEN

OUTLET

INLET FLUME

SEPARATION CYLINDER

CLEAN OUT
(REQUIRED)

DEFLECTION PAN, 3 SIDED
(GRATE INLET DESIGN)

The CDS is a swirl concentrator hybrid technology that 

provides continuous deflective separation – a combination of 

swirl concentration and patented indirect screening – into a 

uniquely capable product. It effectively screens, separates and 

traps debris, sediment and oil from stormwater runoff and is 

an ideal system to meet trash Total Maximum Daily Load 

(TMDL) requirements.

Features & Benefits
One-of-a-Kind Screening Technology

•	 Captures and retains 100% of floatables and neutrally 

buoyant debris 2.4mm or larger

•	 Effectively removes solids down to 100µm

•	 Self-cleaning screen – the only non-blocking screening 

technology available

•	 Water velocities within the swirl chamber continually 

shear debris off the screen to keep it clean

•	 Various screening apertures available

Proven Performance

•	 Performance verified by NJ CAT and WA Ecology

Excellent Pollutant Retention

•	 Isolated Storage Sump eliminates scour potential

•	 Oil Baffle improves hydrocarbon removal

Multiple Options to Meet Site-Specific Needs

•	 Inline, offline, grate inlet and drop inlet configuration

•	 Accepts multiple pipe inlets and 90-180º angles – 

eliminate the need for junction manholes 

•	 Internal and external peak bypass options available

CDS®

Continuous deflective separation — water velocities within the swirl chamber 
continually shear debris off the screen to keep it clean

CDS removes fine sediments and trash debris
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Maintenance

All stormwater treatment systems – whether natural or 

manufactured –should be maintained regularly. Despite the 

widespread implementation of BMPs, water quality goals will not 

be met if the treatment structures are not properly cleaned and 

maintained.

Systems vary in their maintenance needs, and the selection of a 

cost-effective and easy-to-access treatment system can mean a 

huge difference in maintenance expenses for years to come.

We design our products to minimize maintenance and make 

it as easy and inexpensive as possible to keep our systems  

working properly.

Inspection

Inspection is the key to effective maintenance. Pollutant deposition 

and transport may vary from year to year and site to site. Semi-

annual inspections will help ensure that the system is cleaned out 

at the appropriate time. Inspections should be performed more 

frequently where site conditions may cause rapid accumulation  

of pollutants.

Vortechs, VortSentry and VortSentry HS

These systems should be cleaned out when sediment has 

accumulated to a specific depth (refer to the respective 

maintenance guidelines for details). Maintaining these systems 

is easiest when there is no flow entering the system. A vacuum 

truck is generally the most effective and convenient method of 

excavating pollutants from the systems.

CDS

The recommended cleanout of solids within the CDS unit’s sump 

should occur at 75% of the sump capacity. Access to the CDS unit 

is typically achieved through two manhole access covers – one 

allows inspection and cleanout of the separation chamber and 

sump, and another allows inspection and cleanout of sediment 

captured and retained behind the screen. A vacuum truck is 

recommended for cleanout of the CDS unit and can be easily 

accomplished in less than 30 minutes for most installations.

A vacuum truck excavates pollutants from 
the systems

A CDS unit can be easily cleaned out in less 

than 30 minutes

Find maintenance information for all our products at 
www.ContechES.com/maintenance v v v



UGHDS Brochure 2/14 PDF Revision

© 2014 Contech Engineered Solutions LLC

800.338.1122

www.ContechES.com

All Rights Reserved. Printed in the USA. 

NOTHING IN THIS CATALOG SHOULD BE CONSTRUED  AS AN EXPRESSED WARRANTY 

OR AN IMPLIED WARRANTY  OF MERCHANTABILITY OR FITNESS FOR ANY PARTICULAR  

PURPOSE. SEE THE CONTECH STANDARD CONDITION OF SALES (VIEWABLE AT  

www.ContechES.com/COS) FOR MORE  INFORMATION. 

Get Social With Us!

We print our brochures entirely on Forest 
Stewardship Council certified paper. FSC 
certification ensures that the paper in 
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ENGINEERED SOLUTIONS

Learn more
See our HDS systems in action. Flash animations available  

at www.ContechES.com/videos

Connect with Us
We’re always available to make your job easier. Contact your local project consultant for 

design assistance. Search online at www.ContechES.com. While you’re there, be sure to 

check out our upcoming seminar schedule or request an in-house technical presentation.

Start a Project
If you are ready to begin a project, visit us at www.ContechES.com/designtoolbox

Next Steps

Contech Engineered Solutions LLC provides site solutions for the civil engineering industry. Contech’s portfolio includes bridges, 
drainage, retaining walls, sanitary sewer, stormwater, erosion control and soil stabilization products.

For more information, visit our web site: www.ContechES.com or call 800.338.1122

The product(s) described may be protected by one or more of the following US patents:  5,322,629; 5,624,576; 5,707,527; 
5,759,415; 5,788,848; 5,985,157; 6,027,639; 6,350,374; 6,406,218; 6,641,720; 6,511,595; 6,649,048; 6,991,114; 
6,998,038; 7,186,058; 7,296,692; 7,297,266 related foreign patents or other patents pending.

The Stormwater Management StormFilter, MFS and CDS are trademarks, registered trademarks, or licensed trademarks of 
Contech Engineered Solutions LLC.
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A.4:   Suntree Nutrient Separating Baffle Box 





Nutrient pollutant 
load is not lost to 
static water and 

flushed out at the 
next storm event. 

 
Separating 

organic matter 
from the static 
water prevents 

bacterial buildup. 

Hatch Hatch Hatch 

Sediment Sediment Sediment 

Nutrient rich vegetation and litter are 
captured in filtration screen system. 
Sediment settles to the bottom. 

Skimmer 

Boom 

Deflector 

Bottom of concrete structure is only 4’ below the pipe. 

Patented 

Sediment Sediment Sediment 

Vegetation and litter is above the static water 
and dries out between storm events. 

With the organic pollutant load separated from 
the water, the system does not go septic. 

Skimmer 

Boom 
Deflector 

During servicing, the screen system hinges off to the side to give 
easy access to the sediment collected in the lower chambers. 

Hatch Hatch Hatch 

Functional Description 
Captures foliage, 
litter, sediment, 

phosphates, 
hydrocarbons… 

Everything! 
 

Turbulence 
deflectors prevent 
captured sediment 

from 
re-suspending. 

 
Hydrocarbons 

collect in front of 
skimmer and are 

absorbed by 
Storm Boom. 



Captured Debris 

To the right is a photo of the 
back page of a road atlas being 

held 10” underwater in a 
Nutrient Separating Baffle Box. 

After a couple of months with 
no rain, the water still has no 

smell and is clear.  The sediment 
can be clearly seen on the bottom, 

and small fish and critters have 
established a happy and healthy 
ecosystem within the structure. 

To the left is a view of 5790 
pounds of sediment collected in 
a Nutrient Separating Baffle Box 

just 30 days after installation. 

To the right is a view of foliage and 
litter collected within the screen 
system of a Nutrient Separating 

Baffle Box. 

If you are reluctant to touch the water in your stormwater filtration 
system because it is septic, then you have a problem because the 
next storm event will flush out your system into the environment.   



Because the entire flow is always treated and head loss is so 
minimal, determining the appropriate size of Nutrient Separating 

Baffle Box for a project is more often an element of pipe size than 
flow rate.   

Custom sizes are available.                        *Height can vary as needed 

All structures are load rated for at least H-20.  Standard wall construction of 
the structure is 6” thick steel re-enforced concrete.  Concrete wall thickness 
can be more heavily reinforced and thicker upon request. 

A wide variety of manhole lids and hatches, and dampers to block off water 
flow during servicing, can be incorporated into the structure. 

Screen systems have stainless steel screens bolted into a heavy duty 
aluminum framework.   The screen systems are hinged to give easy access 
to the lower chambers, and have a wide range of adjustments to 
accommodate unforeseen variables during installation. 

Because water flow is not ducted off line for treatment, head loss is minimal 
and comparable to a large square catchbasin.  Because of this, existing 
stormwater systems can be retrofitted with a Nutrient Separating Baffle 
Box, without compromising the original design specifications of the 
existing stormwater system. 

Sizing The Nutrient Separating Baffle Box 

Model # Inside Width Inside Length Standard 
Height * 

Recommended 
Pipe Sizes 

NSBB-2-4 2’ 4’ 5’ 4” to 12”  
NSBB-3-6 3’ 6’ 7’ 8” to 18” 
NSBB-4-8 4’ 8’ 7’ 12” to 18” 

NSBB-5-10 5’ 10’ 7’ 12” to 30” 
NSBB-6-12 6’ 12’ 7’ 18” to 36” 
NSBB-8-14 8’ 14’ 8’ 4” 36” to 54” 
NSBB-10-14 10’ 14’ 8’ 4” 42” to 60” 
NSBB-10-16 10’ 16’ 10’ 5” 48” to 72” 
NSBB-12-20 12’ 20’ 11’ 54” to 72” 



Turbulence deflectors are attached to the tops of the baffles with stainless 
steel bolts.  Several bolts per deflector are required. 

Four brackets, held in place with 4 stainless steel bolts each, secure the screen system 
to the baffles.  The screen system includes a wide range of positional adjustment. 

Pre-assembly Of The Nutrient Separating Baffle Box 



The hole was dug 
starting at 10:00am.  
By 3:00pm the same 

day, the entire 
structure was set in 
place with most of 

the backfilling done. Step 3: Put sealant on joint 

Step 1: Set lower half Step 2: Hook up pipes 

Step 4: Set upper half 

Because installation 
is so fast, the risk of 

washouts when 
retrofitting existing 
stormwater systems 

is dramatically 
reduced. 

Setting The Structure 

Notice the custom 
pipe fitting on the 
inflow end.  It is designed to accommodate two 

18” RCP side by side.  To block off the water flow 
of submerged or partially submerged pipes 

during servicing, internal damper systems are 
available.  

A Suntree representative is always 
available to oversee installation to ensure 

a successful project. 

Ready to position inflow pipe and seal pipes with grout 
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A.5:   Suntree High-Capacity Curb Inlet Basket 
 



For use in inlets where the only 
access is through a manhole.

A shelf system directs water flow 
into the filtration basket and 
positions the basket directly 
under the manhole for easy 

access.  If necessary, the water 
flow can bypass the entire 

filtration system simply by flowing 
past the filter and into the 

catchbasin.



Lakeland, Florida 

South Side of Hibriten Way & Lake 
Hollingsworth DR 
November 5, 2002 

Above: View of the curb inlet showing 
that the only access is through a 

manhole.

Right: View of full High Capacity 
Curb Inlet Basket immediately after 

the manhole lid was removed. 

A total of 200.5 pounds of debris 
was removed having a volume of 
123 quarts.  The foliage weighed 
140.4 pounds and the sediment 
weighed 56.2 pounds.  A large 

quantity of palm nuts was captured 
by this unit. 

Left:  The Curb Inlet Basket has been 
removed and can be easily emptied by 

hand without the need of a vacuum truck. 
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APPENDIX  B 
 

SELECTED  CONSTRUCTION  DRAWINGS 
FOR  THE  EVALUATED  GPS  UNITS 

 
 

B.1:   Osceola Trail Sites 
B.2:   Howell Creek Sites 
B.3:   San Pablo CDS 
B.4:   Lake Concord Baffle Box 
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B.1:   Osceola Trail Sites 



CDM PROJECT NO. 61762-79557

(LAKE HODGE & GEE CREEK)

PROJECT NO. PW 1101-B

407 660-2552, Fax: 407 875-1161

2301 MAITLAND CENTER PARKWAY, SUITE 300

MAITLAND, FLORIDA 32751

CAMP DRESSER & McKEE INC.

PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT

CITY OF CASSELBERRY

CERT. OF AUTHORIZATION NO. 20

OSCEOLA TRAIL

BAFFLE BOXES

AS-BUILT SURVEY
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GENERAL NOTES / LEGEND

ABBREVIATIONS

“
”

•

•

“ ”

CITY OF CASSELBERRY

OSCEOLA TRAIL

(LAKE HODGE & GEE CREEK)

BAFFLE BOXES

AS-BUILT SURVEY

(321) 264-9748 (FAX)
(321) 759-27793380 S PARK AVE STE 7

TITUSVILLE, FL. 32780

Professional Land Surveyor No. 6545
James Zimmerman

State of Florida

I hereby certify that the survey shown hereon is true and correct to the best
of my knowledge and belief, based on actual measurements taken in the field.
This survey meets the Minimum Technical Standards as set forth by 
the Florida Board of Professional Land Surveyors in Chapter 5J-17, Florida
Administrative Code, pursuant to Section 472.027, Florida Statutes.

UNLESS IT BEARS THE SIGNATURE 

AND ORIGINAL RAISED SEAL OF
       A FLORIDA LICENSED SURVEYOR 

       SKETCH, PLAT OR MAP IS FOR 

       INFORMATIONAL PURPOSES ONLY

       AND MAPPER THIS DRAWING

       AND IS NOT VALID.



C-3

PLAN AND PROFILE

N

N

PROFILE PROFILE

BAFFLE BOX #1 BAFFLE BOX #2

CITY OF CASSELBERRY

OSCEOLA TRAIL

(LAKE HODGE & GEE CREEK)

BAFFLE BOXES

AS-BUILT SURVEY

(321) 264-9748 (FAX)
(321) 759-27793380 S PARK AVE STE 7

TITUSVILLE, FL. 32780

Professional Land Surveyor No. 6545
James Zimmerman

State of Florida

I hereby certify that the survey shown hereon is true and correct to the best
of my knowledge and belief, based on actual measurements taken in the field.
This survey meets the Minimum Technical Standards as set forth by 
the Florida Board of Professional Land Surveyors in Chapter 5J-17, Florida
Administrative Code, pursuant to Section 472.027, Florida Statutes.

UNLESS IT BEARS THE SIGNATURE 

AND ORIGINAL RAISED SEAL OF
       A FLORIDA LICENSED SURVEYOR 

       SKETCH, PLAT OR MAP IS FOR 

       INFORMATIONAL PURPOSES ONLY

       AND MAPPER THIS DRAWING

       AND IS NOT VALID.
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B.2:   Howell Creek Sites 
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B.3:  San Pablo CDS 
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B.4:   Lake Concord Baffle Box 
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APPENDIX  C 
 

RESULTS  OF  LABORATORY 
ANALYSES  CONDUCTED  ON  THE 

GPS  INFLOW  AND  OUTFLOW  SAMPLES 



pH Alkalinity Conductivity NH3 NOX Diss. Org. N Part. N Total N SRP Diss. Org. P Part. P Total P Turbidity Color TSS Fecal Copper Iron Zinc
(s.u.) (mg/L) (µmho/cm) (µg/L) (µg/L) (µg/L) (µg/L) (µg/L) (µg/L) (µg/L) (µg/L) (µg/L) (NTU) (Pt-Co) (mg/L) (cfu/100 mL) (µg/L) (µg/L) (µg/L)

Lake Hodge EcoVault Inflow 6/27/13 7.33 98.2 208 28 185 287 39 539 99 4 42 145 2.1 30 4.0 138 3 284 12
Lake Hodge EcoVault Inflow 7/5/13 6.71 29.8 71 3 51 322 50 426 48 7 73 128 2.4 24 89.2 x 8 163 53
Lake Hodge EcoVault Inflow 7/17/13 6.49 18.2 42 3 33 140 175 351 180 1 34 215 3.1 32 11.2 TNTC 2 42 2
Lake Hodge EcoVault Inflow 7/22/13 7.12 120 241 159 3 132 145 439 120 22 45 187 5.9 38 437 2,600 12 1,138 31
Lake Hodge EcoVault Inflow 7/31/13 7.06 101 206 32 5 359 143 539 64 13 111 188 1.6 30 106 x 5 532 15
Lake Hodge EcoVault Inflow 8/7/13 6.67 70.4 191 3 7 396 185 591 38 14 108 160 9.1 32 63.6 7,200 3 393 2
Lake Hodge EcoVault Inflow 8/21/13 6.98 57.0 141 223 18 120 402 763 746 251 202 1,199 44.0 88 89.2 x 8 457 12
Lake Hodge EcoVault Inflow 8/28/13 6.92 63.6 172 470 15 157 2,088 2,730 353 15 733 1,101 61.5 41 483 x 49 4,830 43
Lake Hodge EcoVault Inflow 9/5/13 6.89 46.6 134 183 41 183 26 433 377 14 241 632 18.8 39 457 10,560 7 458 37
Lake Hodge EcoVault Inflow 9/11/13 6.99 70.6 306 45 3 195 18 261 250 2 39 291 1.2 50 2.8 x 4 202 2
Lake Hodge EcoVault Inflow 9/19/13 7.77 140 312 3 1,074 228 18 1,323 217 19 103 339 5.3 46 89.2 120 4 454 6
Lake Hodge EcoVault Inflow 9/25/13 6.95 114 223 131 40 274 634 1,079 205 27 275 507 15.6 52 88.8 x 9 965 79
Lake Hodge EcoVault Inflow 10/9/13 6.51 34.4 77 7 14 179 303 503 101 5 55 161 2.4 29 43.0 x 6 234 23
Lake Hodge EcoVault Inflow 11/6/13 6.78 26.2 76 3 31 107 201 342 122 8 37 167 3.4 28 116 x 5 196 16
Lake Hodge EcoVault Inflow 11/29/13 6.89 41.8 94 3 49 205 14 271 141 11 238 390 5.4 38 58.6 x 18 691 68
Lake Hodge EcoVault Inflow 1/2/14 7.09 49.4 113 9 15 350 129 503 255 32 44 331 8.3 34 36.2 x 8 390 21
Lake Hodge EcoVault Inflow 1/15/14 6.89 32.6 98 18 188 236 551 993 111 3 447 561 73.0 25 516 x 41 221 26

6.49 18.2 42 3 3 107 14 261 38 1 34 128 1.2 24 2.8 120 2 42 2
7.77 140 312 470 1,074 396 2,088 2,730 746 251 733 1,199 73.0 88 516 10,560 49 4,830 79
6.92 57.0 141 18 31 205 145 503 141 13 103 291 5.4 34 89.2 2,600 7.0 393 21
6.94 56.0 138 20 27 211 123 577 153 11 104 306 6.9 37 70.8 1,268 7.4 390 16

Lake Hodge EcoVault Outflow 6/27/13 7.32 172 353 52 326 187 90 655 39 10 6 55 0.9 14 1.6 52 3 155 5
Lake Hodge EcoVault Outflow 7/5/13 7.10 82.8 176 46 90 238 97 471 48 9 15 72 1.3 28 1.7 x 2 92 9
Lake Hodge EcoVault Outflow 7/17/13 7.14 59.8 125 71 29 136 209 445 136 2 19 157 1.5 37 4.0 10,240 2 140 2
Lake Hodge EcoVault Outflow 7/22/13 7.40 123 241 188 4 222 424 838 50 9 196 255 1.9 27 2.4 533 6 1,046 2
Lake Hodge EcoVault Outflow 7/31/13 7.27 90.4 186 126 131 291 80 628 45 5 26 76 1.6 24 4.6 x 3 486 6
Lake Hodge EcoVault Outflow 8/7/13 7.08 116 248 76 75 592 45 788 57 6 67 130 1.6 32 3.6 1,000 3 514 2
Lake Hodge EcoVault Outflow 8/21/13 6.79 49.0 132 218 242 125 173 758 729 233 46 1,008 1.5 76 18.8 x 5 655 2
Lake Hodge EcoVault Outflow 8/28/13 6.31 33.4 75 76 166 82 304 628 230 154 23 407 10.0 29 104 x 6 861 2
Lake Hodge EcoVault Outflow 9/5/13 7.06 43.6 100 60 75 85 195 415 210 13 32 255 3.0 33 33.0 1,950 10 85 29
Lake Hodge EcoVault Outflow 9/11/13 6.72 22.8 207 48 168 23 58 297 49 20 21 90 0.6 18 1.4 x 8 334 10
Lake Hodge EcoVault Outflow 9/19/13 7.35 135 302 3 635 231 120 989 140 25 13 178 1.1 33 2.2 1 5 115 3
Lake Hodge EcoVault Outflow 9/25/13 6.47 36.4 257 265 149 112 206 732 648 151 172 971 3.6 66 38.6 x 7 575 39
Lake Hodge EcoVault Outflow 10/9/13 7.73 98.6 207 225 12 302 90 629 87 17 49 153 1.1 36 1.6 x 2 475 2
Lake Hodge EcoVault Outflow 11/6/13 6.81 25.0 76 5 26 221 83 335 123 7 23 153 2.2 29 6.4 x 3 104 10
Lake Hodge EcoVault Outflow 11/29/13 7.32 38.4 89 11 69 169 54 303 152 7 32 191 1.5 35 1.6 x 5 124 2
Lake Hodge EcoVault Outflow 1/2/14 6.99 47.2 106 83 37 231 107 458 230 56 43 329 1.8 28 3.6 x 5 308 5
Lake Hodge EcoVault Outflow 1/15/14 6.80 27.4 59 47 491 160 412 1,110 149 11 245 405 15.4 23 143 x 12 720 5

6.31 22.8 59 3 4 23 45 297 39 2 6 55 0.6 14 1.4 1 2 85 2
7.73 172 353 265 635 592 424 1,110 729 233 245 1,008 15.4 76 143 10,240 12 1,046 39
7.08 49.0 176 71 90 187 107 628 136 11 32 178 1.6 29 3.6 767 5.0 334 5.0
7.03 58.4 152 56 85 165 129 573 122 17 36 202 2.0 31 6.2 287 4.4 291 4.7

Site          
Description

Minimum Value:

Chemical Characteristics of Inflow and Outflow Samples Collected from Casselberry Gross Pollutant Separators from June 2013 - January 2014

Monitoring 
Location

Date 
CollectedDevice Type

Geometric Mean:

Median Value:
Geometric Mean:

Minimum Value:
Maximum Value:

Median Value:

Maximum Value:



pH Alkalinity Conductivity NH3 NOX Diss. Org. N Part. N Total N SRP Diss. Org. P Part. P Total P Turbidity Color TSS Fecal Copper Iron Zinc
(s.u.) (mg/L) (µmho/cm) (µg/L) (µg/L) (µg/L) (µg/L) (µg/L) (µg/L) (µg/L) (µg/L) (µg/L) (NTU) (Pt-Co) (mg/L) (cfu/100 mL) (µg/L) (µg/L) (µg/L)

Site          
Description

Chemical Characteristics of Inflow and Outflow Samples Collected from Casselberry Gross Pollutant Separators from June 2013 - January 2014

Monitoring 
Location

Date 
CollectedDevice Type

Gee Creek EcoVault Inflow 6/27/13 7.17 80.0 206 3 631 367 38 1,039 31 9 20 60 8.9 52 2.7 18 2 245 4
Gee Creek EcoVault Inflow 7/5/13 7.22 83.4 251 3 890 351 226 1,470 23 5 89 117 14.7 52 90.8 x 41 387 22
Gee Creek EcoVault Inflow 7/11/13 7.36 117 285 3 670 177 185 1,035 37 8 47 92 10.6 50 61.8 x 46 338 14
Gee Creek EcoVault Inflow 7/17/13 7.21 68.2 148 79 693 113 101 986 119 9 71 199 4.5 41 49.6 88 9 227 6
Gee Creek EcoVault Inflow 7/22/13 7.01 88.0 437 35 611 396 40 1,082 27 23 75 125 10.1 47 58.4 667 21 743 10
Gee Creek EcoVault Inflow 7/31/13 7.61 113 261 44 467 40 509 1,060 27 5 153 185 14.0 60 87.6 x 42 1,512 19
Gee Creek EcoVault Inflow 8/7/13 6.86 74.4 174 3 551 297 60 911 28 34 7 69 3.7 43 113 120 2 331 7
Gee Creek EcoVault Inflow 8/13/13 7.63 182 396 3 443 312 50 808 17 11 57 85 9.7 60 70.8 x 12 684 18
Gee Creek EcoVault Inflow 8/21/13 7.51 120 285 3 262 412 82 759 36 2 63 101 8.3 71 31.6 x 25 1,997 23
Gee Creek EcoVault Inflow 8/28/13 7.19 108 249 67 266 341 174 848 60 2 140 202 17.5 59 79.2 1,160 30 1,278 40
Gee Creek EcoVault Inflow 9/5/13 7.64 60.2 273 3 638 169 226 1,036 79 7 179 265 24.4 53 163 3,680 16 935 22
Gee Creek EcoVault Inflow 9/11/13 6.94 89.0 225 82 846 236 154 1,318 13 4 221 238 10.3 59 57.2 x 10 1,203 55
Gee Creek EcoVault Inflow 9/19/13 7.56 107 271 43 579 272 161 1,055 26 3 126 155 28.7 60 85.4 560 15 143 27
Gee Creek EcoVault Inflow 9/25/13 7.46 114 219 3 480 335 145 963 25 20 76 121 6.1 81 20.6 x 13 1,000 7
Gee Creek EcoVault Inflow 10/1/13 7.76 111 261 3 622 123 126 874 41 17 38 96 6.6 74 18.2 x 9 833 4
Gee Creek EcoVault Inflow 10/9/13 7.23 117 292 3 304 144 58 509 30 6 92 128 11.9 69 54.8 x 10 580 63
Gee Creek EcoVault Inflow 10/17/13 7.31 122 293 3 342 182 77 604 44 15 52 111 13.0 60 68.0 x 9 975 18
Gee Creek EcoVault Inflow 11/6/13 7.71 119 285 3 307 150 65 525 69 5 91 165 6.5 64 48.4 x 12 606 9
Gee Creek EcoVault Inflow 11/29/13 7.82 120 295 3 209 260 53 525 38 5 83 126 14.1 66 84.0 x 11 807 17
Gee Creek EcoVault Inflow 1/2/14 7.31 69.0 213 74 239 266 457 1,036 126 23 286 435 49.0 59 166 x 12 1,832 37

6.86 60.2 148 3 209 40 38 509 13 2 7 60 3.7 41 2.7 18 2 143 4
7.82 182 437 82 890 412 509 1,470 126 34 286 435 49.0 81 166 3,680 46 1,997 63
7.34 109.5 266 3 516 263 114 975 34 8 80 126 10.5 60 64.9 560 12 775 18
7.37 99.7 258 8 461 219 112 887 37 8 75 137 11.2 58 54.7 314 13 669 16

Gee Creek EcoVault Outflow 6/27/13 7.02 86.8 235 3 1,028 171 20 1,222 51 4 17 72 11.2 57 2.1 2 6 329 2
Gee Creek EcoVault Outflow 7/5/13 7.51 88.0 231 3 1,035 272 35 1,345 19 2 24 45 5.3 51 11.1 x 4 168 2
Gee Creek EcoVault Outflow 7/11/13 7.65 94.8 239 3 851 325 26 1,205 6 4 26 36 8.7 50 17.4 x 2 247 2
Gee Creek EcoVault Outflow 7/17/13 7.37 76.6 181 3 278 376 66 723 112 4 25 141 9.1 48 13.4 303 2 212 2
Gee Creek EcoVault Outflow 7/22/13 6.92 46.0 166 18 206 166 34 424 31 16 30 77 12.3 43 21.4 100 8 1,137 6
Gee Creek EcoVault Outflow 7/31/13 7.65 91.4 233 30 624 24 399 1,077 11 8 22 41 4.7 64 8.2 x 5 751 8
Gee Creek EcoVault Outflow 8/7/13 7.39 85.4 241 3 717 434 165 1,319 11 3 67 81 7.1 53 14.0 120 4 367 2
Gee Creek EcoVault Outflow 8/13/13 7.61 116 291 3 604 213 167 987 7 2 30 39 7.1 58 13.2 x 4 458 2
Gee Creek EcoVault Outflow 8/21/13 7.62 108 258 3 244 399 105 751 20 6 40 66 3.8 65 25.8 x 4 725 2
Gee Creek EcoVault Outflow 8/28/13 7.37 64.2 160 3 412 156 110 681 71 9 25 105 4.8 61 7.2 1,214 3 335 6
Gee Creek EcoVault Outflow 9/5/13 7.42 77.4 191 3 525 166 632 1,326 81 4 15 100 3.3 59 5.6 2,920 5 401 2
Gee Creek EcoVault Outflow 9/11/13 7.38 72.0 282 3 599 382 112 1,096 46 5 39 90 6.6 68 15.2 x 7 887 9
Gee Creek EcoVault Outflow 9/19/13 7.51 101 249 235 537 99 255 1,126 21 32 502 555 7.0 22 14.4 1 10 433 2
Gee Creek EcoVault Outflow 9/25/13 7.48 107 283 16 260 192 186 654 22 6 3 31 7.8 71 11.4 x 5 505 3
Gee Creek EcoVault Outflow 10/1/13 7.62 107 248 3 113 403 85 604 5 4 46 55 10.1 69 15.2 x 5 602 13
Gee Creek EcoVault Outflow 10/9/13 7.41 96.6 235 3 148 174 602 927 33 4 53 90 8.9 62 14.6 x 5 561 2
Gee Creek EcoVault Outflow 10/17/13 7.55 114 280 3 8 417 22 450 18 6 26 50 7.0 58 10.4 x 5 476 2
Gee Creek EcoVault Outflow 11/6/13 7.66 134 300 3 13 146 131 293 12 8 47 67 7.4 59 12.8 x 6 462 22
Gee Creek EcoVault Outflow 11/29/13 7.76 119 301 3 32 217 29 281 9 4 36 49 4.3 63 12.6 x 8 287 2
Gee Creek EcoVault Outflow 1/2/14 7.51 73.0 175 3 9 307 111 430 97 2 77 176 7.6 64 17.6 x 4 602 4

6.92 46.0 160 3 8 24 20 281 5 2 3 31 3.3 22 2.1 1 2 168 2
7.76 134 301 235 1,035 434 632 1,345 112 32 502 555 12.3 71 25.8 2,920 10 1,137 22
7.51 93.1 240 3 345 215 111 839 21 4 30 70 7.1 59 13.3 120 5.0 460 2.0
7.47 90.4 235 5 211 215 99 760 23 5 33 74 6.8 56 11.9 82 4.7 447 3.4

Median Value:
Geometric Mean:

Minimum Value:
Maximum Value:

Median Value:
Geometric Mean:

Minimum Value:
Maximum Value:



pH Alkalinity Conductivity NH3 NOX Diss. Org. N Part. N Total N SRP Diss. Org. P Part. P Total P Turbidity Color TSS Fecal Copper Iron Zinc
(s.u.) (mg/L) (µmho/cm) (µg/L) (µg/L) (µg/L) (µg/L) (µg/L) (µg/L) (µg/L) (µg/L) (µg/L) (NTU) (Pt-Co) (mg/L) (cfu/100 mL) (µg/L) (µg/L) (µg/L)

Site          
Description

Chemical Characteristics of Inflow and Outflow Samples Collected from Casselberry Gross Pollutant Separators from June 2013 - January 2014

Monitoring 
Location

Date 
CollectedDevice Type

San Pablo EcoVault Inflow 7/17/13 7.09 65.8 206 137 180 205 248 770 98 5 40 143 4.5 43 8.0 5,367 9 766 7
San Pablo EcoVault Inflow 7/22/13 6.98 113 311 295 311 460 302 1,368 83 7 167 257 33.3 39 191 1,333 17 1,299 48
San Pablo EcoVault Inflow 7/31/13 7.47 126 311 158 1,113 181 440 1,892 55 6 69 130 5.4 52 41.0 x 8 636 6
San Pablo EcoVault Inflow 8/7/13 6.92 80.4 273 3 583 244 346 1,176 40 4 190 234 13.6 35 233 5,160 16 536 32
San Pablo EcoVault Inflow 8/13/13 7.57 106 335 134 623 470 107 1,334 73 4 44 121 5.4 38 28.6 x 6 108 3
San Pablo EcoVault Inflow 8/21/13 7.42 107 331 48 586 302 158 1,094 61 4 116 181 2.8 35 55.0 x 10 796 29
San Pablo EcoVault Inflow 8/28/13 6.77 36.4 95 44 200 106 157 507 92 5 108 205 6.1 22 54.8 x 10 455 34
San Pablo EcoVault Inflow 9/5/13 6.92 80.4 217 213 127 273 51 664 163 2 19 184 4.9 36 20.4 5,200 8 279 7
San Pablo EcoVault Inflow 9/11/13 7.23 79.4 230 275 275 580 332 1,462 77 3 23 103 1.4 45 7.4 x 9 211 25
San Pablo EcoVault Inflow 9/19/13 6.88 68.6 197 49 12 472 118 651 76 10 57 143 4.0 64 6.6 28,200 9 202 11
San Pablo EcoVault Inflow 9/25/13 7.57 109 198 3 428 257 117 805 82 13 71 166 9.2 37 10.6 x 6 203 4
San Pablo EcoVault Inflow 10/9/13 6.71 67.6 173 3 121 62 604 790 77 7 82 166 3.5 47 13.0 x 3 287 13
San Pablo EcoVault Inflow 1/2/14 7.05 91.8 236 10 40 282 493 825 91 6 288 385 14.2 42 50.6 x 11 611 40
San Pablo EcoVault Inflow 1/15/14 6.83 44.0 104 3 29 251 147 430 134 7 88 229 4.7 47 25.4 x 9 355 38

6.71 36.4 95 3 12 62 51 430 40 2 19 103 1.4 22 6.6 1,333 3 108 3
7.57 126 335 295 1,113 580 604 1,892 163 13 288 385 33.3 64 233 28,200 17 1,299 48
7.02 80.4 224 49 238 257 203 815 80 6 77 174 5.2 41 27.0 5,200 9.0 405 19
7.09 79.5 216 35 188 245 209 905 81 5 75 178 5.9 40 28.4 5,581 8.7 392 15

San Pablo EcoVault Outflow 7/17/13 7.23 86.4 236 176 169 17 385 747 100 6 41 147 3.7 44 7.4 5,650 8 541 5
San Pablo EcoVault Outflow 7/22/13 7.31 128 329 134 642 208 382 1,366 65 30 10 105 4.9 44 9.0 333 8 1,198 8
San Pablo EcoVault Outflow 7/31/13 7.43 106 329 198 972 470 77 1,717 72 16 10 98 2.0 42 2.0 x 3 285 4
San Pablo EcoVault Outflow 8/7/13 6.96 89.8 278 86 502 430 286 1,304 24 11 123 158 9.0 44 62.0 13,400 15 471 41
San Pablo EcoVault Outflow 8/13/13 7.48 117 341 155 426 356 134 1,071 63 12 46 121 3.0 43 9.4 x 14 101 10
San Pablo EcoVault Outflow 8/21/13 7.05 106 338 3 58 435 72 568 38 11 69 118 4.4 45 22.8 x 10 454 12
San Pablo EcoVault Outflow 8/28/13 7.09 4.0 98 71 199 137 95 502 94 2 60 156 4.9 22 15.0 x 6 308 59
San Pablo EcoVault Outflow 9/5/13 6.87 42.8 117 108 248 114 502 972 197 7 92 296 10.5 33 69.6 2,500 15 311 19
San Pablo EcoVault Outflow 9/11/13 7.04 102 218 205 279 143 636 1,263 73 8 70 151 7.0 48 7.8 x 6 274 6
San Pablo EcoVault Outflow 9/19/13 6.94 106 292 332 56 106 421 915 143 12 80 235 3.0 49 7.2 14,000 6 508 8
San Pablo EcoVault Outflow 9/25/13 7.59 114 208 3 343 156 158 660 97 24 101 222 1.6 38 10.8 x 5 282 6
San Pablo EcoVault Outflow 10/9/13 6.65 48.0 123 24 283 59 158 524 79 6 73 158 4.9 46 16.8 x 5 381 13
San Pablo EcoVault Outflow 1/2/14 7.13 91.4 227 3 87 329 292 711 132 44 123 299 9.7 44 19.2 x 6 336 15
San Pablo EcoVault Outflow 1/15/14 7.54 36.6 89 8 27 362 306 703 112 6 105 223 4.8 33 44.4 x 7 261 48

6.65 4.0 89 3 27 17 72 502 24 2 10 98 1.6 22 2.0 333 3 101 4
7.59 128 341 332 972 556 636 1,717 197 44 123 299 10.5 49 70 14,000 15 1,198 59
7.11 97 232 97 264 208 289 831 87 11 72 157 4.9 44 12.9 5,650 6.5 324 11
7.16 67.9 209 46 205 194 226 867 82 11 58 167 4.6 40 14.4 3,883 7.4 355 13

Minimum Value:
Maximum Value:

Median Value:
Geometric Mean:

Minimum Value:
Maximum Value:

Median Value:
Geometric Mean:



pH Alkalinity Conductivity NH3 NOX Diss. Org. N Part. N Total N SRP Diss. Org. P Part. P Total P Turbidity Color TSS Fecal Copper Iron Zinc
(s.u.) (mg/L) (µmho/cm) (µg/L) (µg/L) (µg/L) (µg/L) (µg/L) (µg/L) (µg/L) (µg/L) (µg/L) (NTU) (Pt-Co) (mg/L) (cfu/100 mL) (µg/L) (µg/L) (µg/L)

Site          
Description

Chemical Characteristics of Inflow and Outflow Samples Collected from Casselberry Gross Pollutant Separators from June 2013 - January 2014

Monitoring 
Location

Date 
CollectedDevice Type

Lake Concord SunTree B/B Outflow 6/27/13 7.80 180 418 3 304 575 389 1,271 48 12 6 66 1.6 14 0.9 2B 6 106 3
Lake Concord SunTree B/B Outflow 7/17/13 7.90 108 233 3 279 109 75 466 55 2 11 68 6.5 29 12.4 TNTC 2 89 2
Lake Concord SunTree B/B Outflow 7/22/13 7.82 62.4 150 11 76 185 121 393 2 2 31 35 5.2 19 6.8 200  471 2
Lake Concord SunTree B/B Outflow 7/31/13 7.51 186 398 3 497 283 31 814 35 4 21 60 1.9 18 3.8 x 3 445 2
Lake Concord SunTree B/B Outflow 8/7/13 7.23 60.6 127 3 257 79 217 556 37 2 10 49 5.7 21 26.8 1,400 16 511 25
Lake Concord SunTree B/B Outflow 8/13/13 7.52 214 548 224 301 236 106 867 47 5 72 124 1.6 29 3.0 x 11 421 16
Lake Concord SunTree B/B Outflow 8/21/13 7.31 204 435 28 335 492 20 875 35 11 32 78 2.8 45 9.8 x 6 398 7
Lake Concord SunTree B/B Outflow 8/28/13 7.86 113 246 7 329 207 257 800 56 4 115 175 18.2 22 68.8 x 11 356 55
Lake Concord SunTree B/B Outflow 9/5/13 7.21 52.2 121 12 278 231 88 609 98 11 70 179 18.6 33 108 1,000 7 277 13
Lake Concord SunTree B/B Outflow 9/11/13 8.18 126 135 3 482 98 66 649 56 5 16 77 7.2 24 11.8 x 6 205 18
Lake Concord SunTree B/B Outflow 9/19/13 7.59 202 475 3 533 180 84 800 21 7 22 50 1.7 21 2.8 280 3 203 2
Lake Concord SunTree B/B Outflow 9/25/13 7.04 48.2 421 3 124 49 360 536 59 6 72 137 6.4 28 16.8 x 5 319 15
Lake Concord SunTree B/B Outflow 10/9/13 6.97 106 223 3 5 56 286 350 36 11 57 104 5.9 33 6.4 x 3 209 2
Lake Concord SunTree B/B Outflow 11/6/13 7.68 106 296 3 55 68 117 243 169 12 5 186 0.3 12 0.8 x 3 124 20
Lake Concord SunTree B/B Outflow 11/29/13 7.44 42.8 115 3 63 41 102 209 37 12 24 73 2.8 45 9.0 x 8 92 6
Lake Concord SunTree B/B Outflow 1/2/14 7.19 53.0 132 24 99 149 122 394 81 9 48 138 6.5 33 39.6 x 10 218 16
Lake Concord SunTree B/B Outflow 1/8/14 7.77 68.0 165 83 255 162 35 535 42 7 48 97 3.2 26 18.2 x 5 258 11
Lake Concord SunTree B/B Outflow 1/15/14 7.35 40.4 112 10 150 25 276 461 54 5 153 212 12.9 24 91.9 x 11 582 40

6.97 40.4 112 3 5 25 20 209 2 2 5 35 0.3 12 0.8 200 2 89 2
8.18 214 548 224 533 575 389 1,271 169 12 153 212 18.6 45 108 1,400 16 582 55
7.52 106 228 3 268 156 112 546 48 7 32 88 5.5 25 10.8 640 6.0 268 12
7.51 93.6 227 8 171 130 113 546 42 6 30 93 4.1 25 10.6 529 5.8 252 8.4

San Pablo CDS Unit Outflow 6/27/13 7.26 115 313 3 830 199 240 1,272 47 8 19 74 5.0 47 3.4 20 4 297 2
San Pablo CDS Unit Outflow 7/5/13 7.79 119 323 3 861 330 51 1,245 46 3 10 59 2.0 39 2.3 x 4 131 2
San Pablo CDS Unit Outflow 7/22/13 7.27 142 316 172 540 289 171 1,172 46 2 2 50 2.2 46 1.2 120 8 316 3
San Pablo CDS Unit Outflow 7/31/13 7.45 131 348 42 816 368 14 1,240 53 9 14 76 4.8 54 4.6 x 6 329 4
San Pablo CDS Unit Outflow 8/7/13 6.89 37.8 98 3 333 172 98 606 54 1 97 152 10.3 19 24.2 120 4 449 8
San Pablo CDS Unit Outflow 8/13/13 7.91 118 327 3 887 456 244 1,590 111 2 177 290 31.1 38 77.2 x 13 710 35
San Pablo CDS Unit Outflow 8/21/13 7.43 104 274 9 362 232 116 719 81 9 22 112 2.6 51 5.4 x 4 440 4
San Pablo CDS Unit Outflow 8/28/13 7.14 93.6 245 176 540 106 66 888 69 12 64 145 3.5 37 7.0 x 2 357 11
San Pablo CDS Unit Outflow 9/5/13 6.97 125 326 112 509 76 28 725 48 4 8 60 2.3 39 2.8 560 5 253 2
San Pablo CDS Unit Outflow 9/11/13 7.93 108 225 3 489 107 118 717 50 8 24 82 7.6 31 24.6 x 4 240 8
San Pablo CDS Unit Outflow 9/19/13 7.11 77.0 189 45 299 174 81 599 55 7 9 71 1.6 42 1.8 680 15 184 5
San Pablo CDS Unit Outflow 9/25/13 6.65 26.2 165 3 145 200 140 488 50 10 83 143 3.2 20 6.8 x 6 237 24
San Pablo CDS Unit Outflow 10/1/13 6.99 128 334 388 170 433 25 1,016 41 4 23 68 2.1 41 4.8 x 3 364 10
San Pablo CDS Unit Outflow 10/9/13 6.95 59.8 161 8 288 388 71 755 44 9 33 86 3.3 48 3.8 x 4 176 12
San Pablo CDS Unit Outflow 1/2/14 6.84 56.4 142 45 8 112 229 394 73 4 92 169 4.1 35 1.8 x 3 272 3
San Pablo CDS Unit Outflow 1/15/14 6.74 34.0 76 64 21 274 541 900 61 8 153 222 8.8 30 49.0 x 4 227 13

6.65 26.2 76 3 8 76 14 394 41 1 2 50 1.6 19 1.2 20 2 131 2
7.93 142 348 388 887 456 541 1,590 111 12 177 290 31.1 54 77.2 680 15 710 35
7.13 106 260 26 426 216 107 822 52 8 24 84 3.4 39 4.7 120 4.0 285 6.5
7.20 82.3 221 19 282 214 95 837 56 5 29 102 4.1 37 6.1 161 4.8 287 6.2

Median Value:
Geometric Mean:

Minimum Value:
Maximum Value:

Median Value:
Geometric Mean:

Minimum Value:
Maximum Value:
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D.1:   Calculated Mean Monthly Concentrations of Measured 
   Parameters at the GPS Monitoring Sites 



pH Alkalinity Conductivity NH3 NOX Diss. Org. N Part. N Total N SRP Diss. Org. P Part. P Total P Turbidity Color TSS Fecal Copper Iron Zinc
(s.u.) (mg/L) (µmho/cm) (µg/L) (µg/L) (µg/L) (µg/L) (µg/L) (µg/L) (µg/L) (µg/L) (µg/L) (NTU) (Pt-Co) (mg/L) (cfu/100 mL)

June 7.33 98.2 208 28 185 287 39 539 99 4 42 145 2.1 30 4.0 138 3 284 12
July 6.84 50.6 110 15 13 215 116 434 90 7 59 176 2.9 31 82.5 2,600 6 254 15

August 6.86 63.4 167 68 12 195 537 1,072 215 37 252 596 29.1 49 139.9 7,200 11 954 10
September 7.14 85.1 231 42 48 217 48 634 254 11 128 422 6.6 46 56.4 1,126 6 449 14

October 6.51 34.4 77 7 14 179 303 503 101 5 55 161 2.4 29 43.0 x 6 234 23
November 6.83 33.1 85 3 39 148 53 304 131 9 94 255 4.3 33 82.4 x 9 368 33
December 6.91 36.4 94 6 45 206 119 464 149 10 115 332 10.3 31 106.2 x 13 329 28
January 6.99 40.1 105 13 53 287 267 707 168 10 140 431 24.6 29 136.7 x 18 294 23

June 7.32 172 353 52 326 187 90 655 39 10 6 55 0.9 14 1.6 52 3 155 5
July 7.23 82.8 176 46 90 238 97 471 48 9 15 72 1.3 28 1.7 x 2 92 9

August 6.72 59.8 125 71 29 136 209 445 136 2 19 157 1.5 37 4.0 10,240 2 140 2
September 6.84 123 241 188 4 222 424 838 50 9 196 255 1.9 27 2.4 533 6 1,046 2

October 7.73 90.4 186 126 131 291 80 628 45 5 26 76 1.6 24 4.6 x 3 486 6
November 7.06 116 248 76 75 592 45 788 57 6 67 130 1.6 32 3.6 x 3 514 2
December 6.98 49.0 132 218 242 125 173 758 729 233 46 1,008 1.5 76 18.8 x 5 655 2
January 6.89 33.4 75 76 166 82 304 628 230 154 23 407 10.0 29 104.0 x 6 861 2

June 7.17 80.0 206 3 631 367 38 1,039 31 9 20 60 8.9 52 2.7 18 2 245 4
July 7.28 92.1 261 16 652 162 154 1,115 37 8 81 138 10.0 50 67.7 242 27 507 13

August 7.44 133 304 8 314 353 89 804 33 4 80 120 11.2 63 56.2 1,160 21 1,204 25
September 7.31 103 237 22 617 278 153 1,102 20 6 128 165 12.2 66 46.5 560 12 556 22

October 7.43 117 282 3 401 148 83 645 38 12 57 111 10.1 67 40.8 x 9 778 17
November 7.76 119 290 3 253 197 59 525 51 5 87 144 9.6 65 63.8 x 11 699 12
December 7.53 90.8 249 15 246 229 164 737 80 11 158 250 21.7 62 102.9 x 12 1,132 21
January 7.31 69.0 213 74 239 266 457 1,036 126 23 286 435 49.0 59 166.0 x 12 1,832 37

June 7.02 86.8 235 3 1,028 171 20 1,222 51 4 17 72 11.2 57 2.1 2 6 329 2
July 7.41 76.9 208 7 501 168 61 882 21 5 25 59 7.5 51 13.5 174 4 376 3

August 7.50 91.0 232 3 457 275 134 903 18 4 38 68 5.5 59 13.6 382 4 449 3
September 7.46 92.0 271 22 437 194 174 931 28 10 39 116 7.1 47 13.6 1 7 579 4

October 7.53 106 254 3 51 308 104 632 14 5 40 63 8.6 63 13.2 x 5 544 4
November 7.71 126 300 3 20 178 62 287 10 6 41 57 5.6 61 12.7 x 7 364 7
December 7.61 96.0 229 3 14 234 83 351 32 3 56 100 6.5 62 15.0 x 5 468 5
January 7.51 73.0 175 3 9 307 111 430 97 2 77 176 7.6 64 17.6 x 4 602 4

June 7.21 85.4 244 110 407 252 211 1,067 75 5 80 167 6.5 37 41.9 x 9 540 13
July 7.18 97.8 271 186 396 257 321 1,258 76 6 77 168 9.3 44 39.7 2,675 11 859 13

August 7.24 74.5 220 66 418 247 138 904 74 4 82 165 4.5 31 44.2 x 8 339 14
September 7.14 83.1 210 54 116 372 124 845 94 5 36 146 4.0 44 10.1 12,110 8 222 9

October 6.71 67.6 173 3 121 62 604 790 77 7 82 166 3.5 47 13.0 x 3 287 13
November 6.82 65.5 165 4 64 128 403 686 92 7 114 222 5.3 46 21.6 x 5 366 23
December 6.88 64.5 161 5 47 185 329 639 101 7 135 257 6.6 45 27.8 x 7 413 30
January 6.94 63.6 157 5 34 266 269 596 110 6 159 297 8.2 44 35.9 x 10 466 39

June 7.23 86.4 236 176 169 17 385 747 100 6 41 147 3.7 44 7.4 5,650 8 541 5
July 7.32 105 295 167 472 118 225 1,206 78 14 16 115 3.3 43 5.1 1,372 6 570 5

August 7.20 36.7 224 32 170 277 97 673 61 6 58 131 4.0 35 14.8 x 9 242 19
September 7.10 85.2 198 69 191 128 382 928 119 11 85 220 4.3 41 14.3 5,916 7 332 9

October 6.65 48.0 123 24 283 59 158 524 79 6 73 158 4.9 46 16.8 x 5 381 13
November 6.98 52.7 132 11 117 143 217 609 98 10 91 202 5.8 42 22.1 x 6 336 19
December 7.16 55.2 137 7 75 222 255 656 109 13 102 228 6.3 40 25.4 x 6 315 22
January 7.33 57.8 142 5 48 345 299 707 122 16 114 258 6.8 38 29.2 x 6 296 27

Ecosense B/BLake Hodge

OutflowEcosense B/BGee Creek

InflowEcosense B/BGee Creek

Lake Hodge Ecosense B/B Inflow

OutflowEcosense B/BSan Pablo

InflowEcosense B/BSan Pablo

Outflow

Date 
Collected

Mean Monthly Chemical Characteristics of Inflow and Outflow Samples Collected from Casselberry Gross Pollutant Separators from June 2013 - January 2014

Site             
Description Device Type Monitoring 

Location



pH Alkalinity Conductivity NH3 NOX Diss. Org. N Part. N Total N SRP Diss. Org. P Part. P Total P Turbidity Color TSS Fecal Copper Iron Zinc
(s.u.) (mg/L) (µmho/cm) (µg/L) (µg/L) (µg/L) (µg/L) (µg/L) (µg/L) (µg/L) (µg/L) (µg/L) (NTU) (Pt-Co) (mg/L) (cfu/100 mL)

Date 
Collected

Mean Monthly Chemical Characteristics of Inflow and Outflow Samples Collected from Casselberry Gross Pollutant Separators from June 2013 - January 2014

Site             
Description Device Type Monitoring 

Location
June 7.80 180 418 3 304 575 389 1,271 48 12 6 66 1.6 14 0.9 x 6 106 3
July 7.74 108 240 5 219 179 66 530 16 3 19 52 4.0 21 6.8 200 4 265 2

August 7.48 131 294 19 304 209 104 762 43 5 40 95 4.6 28 15.3 1,400 10 418 20
September 7.49 89.5 239 4 307 119 115 642 51 7 36 99 6.2 26 15.6 529 5 246 9

October 6.97 106 223 3 5 56 286 350 36 11 57 104 5.9 33 6.4 x 3 209 2
November 7.56 67.4 184 3 59 53 109 225 79 12 11 117 0.9 23 2.7 x 5 107 11
December 7.50 59.5 158 9 96 67 107 322 67 9 28 128 2.4 25 10.4 x 6 185 14
January 7.43 52.6 135 27 156 85 106 460 57 7 71 142 6.4 27 40.5 x 8 320 19

June 7.26 115 313 3 830 199 240 1,272 47 8 19 74 5.0 47 3.4 20 4 297 2
July 7.50 130 329 28 724 327 50 1,219 48 4 7 61 2.8 46 2.3 120 6 239 3

August 7.33 81.2 215 11 490 210 116 886 76 4 70 164 7.3 34 16.3 120 5 473 11
September 7.15 72.2 219 15 322 130 78 624 51 7 19 84 3.1 32 5.4 617 7 227 7

October 6.97 87.5 232 56 221 410 42 876 42 6 28 76 2.6 44 4.3 x 3 253 11
November 6.88 61.9 155 55 54 268 122 722 53 6 57 122 4.0 38 6.3 x 3 251 8
December 6.83 52.1 127 54 26 217 207 656 60 6 82 154 4.9 35 7.7 x 3 250 7
January 6.79 43.8 104 54 13 175 352 595 67 6 119 194 6.0 32 9.4 x 3 248 6

CDS Unit OutflowSan Pablo

OutflowSunTree B/BLake Concord
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D.2: Calculated Monthly Mass Loadings for Measured 
   Parameters at the GPS Monitoring Sites 
 



NH3 NOX Diss. Org. N Part. N Total N SRP Diss. Org. P Part. P Total P TSS Copper Iron Zinc
(g) (g) (g) (g) (g) (g) (g) (g) (g) (Kg) (g) (g) (g)

June 2.56 88 584 906 123 1,702 313 13 133 458 13 9.5 897 38
July 2.09 38 32 554 299 1,118 233 17 153 455 213 14 654 38

August 3.13 262 48 754 2,075 4,137 832 145 973 2,299 540 41 3,681 39
September 1.65 86 98 442 98 1,290 518 22 260 858 115 11 913 28

October 0.47 4 8 104 176 292 59 3 32 93 25 3.5 136 13
November 0.26 1 12 47 17 98 42 3 30 82 26 3.0 118 11
December 0.11 1 6 28 16 63 20 1 16 45 14.4 1.8 45 3.8
January 0.57 9 37 202 187 497 118 7 99 303 96 13 206 16
Totals: 10.84 490 826 3,038 2,991 9,195 2,134 211 1,694 4,592 1,042 97 6,650 187
June 2.56 164 1,029 590 284 2,068 123 32 19 174 5.1 9.5 489 16
July 2.09 119 232 613 250 1,214 124 23 39 186 4.4 5.2 237 23

August 3.13 274 112 525 807 1,718 525 8 73 606 15.4 7.7 540 7.7
September 1.65 383 8 452 863 1,705 102 18 399 519 4.9 12 2,128 4.1

October 0.47 73 76 169 46 364 26 3 15 44 2.7 1.7 282 3.5
November 0.26 24 24 190 14 253 18 2 21 42 1.2 1.0 165 0.6
December 0.11 30 33 17 23 103 99 32 6 137 2.6 0.7 89 0.3
January 0.57 53 117 58 214 441 162 108 16 286 73 4.2 605 1.4
Totals: 10.84 1,120 1,631 2,614 2,502 7,866 1,179 225 589 1,993 109 42 4,536 57
June 1.36 5 1,058 616 64 1,743 52 15 34 101 4.5 3.4 411 6.7
July 0.70 14 563 140 133 962 32 7 70 119 58 24 437 11

August 2.65 28 1,025 1,152 292 2,628 109 12 260 393 184 68 3,935 83
September 0.87 24 662 298 164 1,183 22 7 138 177 50 13 597 23

October 0.38 1 188 69 39 302 18 5 27 52 19.1 4.4 365 7.8
November 0.13 0 41 32 9 84 8 1 14 23 10.2 1.8 112 2.0
December 0.06 1 18 17 12 55 6 1 12 19 7.6 0.9 84 1.6
January 0.41 37 121 134 231 524 64 12 145 220 84 6.1 926 19
Totals: 6.56 111 3,677 2,458 944 7,481 310 59 698 1,102 417 121 6,867 155
June 1.36 5 1,724 287 34 2,050 86 7 29 121 3.5 10 552 3.4
July 0.70 6 432 145 52 762 18 5 22 51 11.7 3.1 325 2.8

August 2.65 10 1,493 900 437 2,952 59 14 123 224 44 12 1,469 8.6
September 0.87 24 469 208 187 999 30 11 42 124 14.6 7.6 621 4.1

October 0.38 1 24 144 49 296 7 2 19 29 6.2 2.3 255 1.7
November 0.13 0 3 29 10 46 2 1 7 9 2.0 1.1 58 1.1
December 0.06 0 1 17 6 26 2 0 4 7 1.1 0.4 35 0.4
January 0.41 2 5 155 56 217 49 1 39 89 8.9 2.0 304 2.0
Totals: 6.56 48 4,151 1,885 830 7,348 253 40 283 654 92 39 3,619 24
June 1.77 241 889 550 460 2,329 165 11 174 364 91 21 1,178 29
July 2.00 458 978 635 791 3,104 189 15 191 415 98 26 2,118 31

August 2.50 202 1,289 761 427 2,789 229 13 253 509 136 26 1,047 44
September 1.30 87 186 597 198 1,354 151 8 58 233 16 13 355 15

October 0.37 1 55 28 276 360 35 3 37 76 5.9 1.4 131 5.9
November 0.50 2 40 79 249 423 57 4 70 137 13.3 3.4 225 14
December 0.35 2 20 80 142 276 44 3 58 111 12.0 3.2 178 13
January 0.52 4 22 171 173 382 71 4 102 190 23 6.4 299 25
Totals: 9.31 997 3,477 2,901 2,715 11,017 939 62 944 2,035 396 100 5,531 177

Inflow Vol. 
(ac-ft)

Calculated Monthly Mass Loadings for Evaluated Parameters at the Inflow and Outflow Monitoring Locations

InflowEcosense 
B/BSan Pablo

MonthSite         
Description

Device     
Type

Monitoring 
Location

InflowEcosense 
B/B

Lake       
Hodge

OutflowEcosense 
B/B

Lake         
Hodge

OutflowEcosense 
B/B

Gee       
Creek

InflowEcosense 
B/B

Gee        
Creek



NH3 NOX Diss. Org. N Part. N Total N SRP Diss. Org. P Part. P Total P TSS Copper Iron Zinc
(g) (g) (g) (g) (g) (g) (g) (g) (g) (Kg) (g) (g) (g)

Inflow Vol. 
(ac-ft)

Calculated Monthly Mass Loadings for Evaluated Parameters at the Inflow and Outflow Monitoring Locations

MonthSite         
Description

Device     
Type

Monitoring 
Location

June 1.77 384 369 37 840 1,631 218 13 89 321 16.2 17 1,181 11
July 2.00 412 1,165 292 554 2,973 191 35 39 283 12.6 14 1,405 13

August 2.50 99 524 854 299 2,076 188 20 177 403 46 29 745 59
September 1.30 110 306 205 612 1,488 191 18 136 352 23 12 533 14

October 0.37 11 129 27 72 239 36 3 33 72 7.7 2.3 174 5.9
November 0.50 7 72 88 134 375 60 6 56 125 13.7 3.5 207 12
December 0.35 3 33 96 110 283 47 5 44 99 11.0 2.6 136 10
January 0.52 3 31 221 192 453 78 10 73 166 18.7 4.2 190 17
Totals: 9.31 1,029 2,630 1,820 2,814 9,519 1,009 111 649 1,820 148 85 4,571 142
June 1.23 5 461 872 590 1,928 73 18 9 100 1.4 9.1 161 4.6
July 1.66 9 449 366 134 1,086 32 5 39 107 14.0 8.0 543 4.1

August 1.95 46 731 502 251 1,833 103 11 97 229 37 25 1,005 48
September 1.65 9 624 242 234 1,306 104 14 74 201 32 10 501 19

October 0.13 0 1 9 46 56 6 2 9 17 1.0 0.5 34 0.3
November 0.24 1 17 16 32 67 23 4 3 34 0.8 1.5 32 3.2
December 0.15 2 18 12 20 60 12 2 5 24 1.9 1.2 34 2.7
January 0.43 14 83 45 56 244 30 4 37 75 21 4.3 170 10
Totals: 7.44 86 2,384 2,064 1,363 6,578 384 59 275 787 109 60 2,479 91
June 0.41 2 420 101 121 643 24 4 10 37 1.7 2.0 150 1.0
July 0.44 15 393 178 27 661 26 2 4 33 1.3 3.1 130 1.6

August 0.49 7 296 127 70 535 46 2 42 99 9.9 2.7 286 6.4
September 0.55 10 219 88 53 423 34 5 13 57 3.7 4.4 154 4.5

October 0.08 5 22 40 4 86 4 1 3 8 0.4 0.3 25 1.1
November 0.11 7 7 36 17 98 7 1 8 17 0.9 0.5 34 1.1
December 0.04 3 1 11 10 32 3 0 4 8 0.4 0.2 12 0.4
January 0.10 7 2 22 43 73 8 1 15 24 1.2 0.4 31 0.8
Totals: 2.22 55 1,359 602 346 2,553 153 15 98 282 19 14 821 17

SunTree B/BLake Concord

OutflowEcosense 
B/BSan Pablo

OutflowCDS UnitSan Pablo

Outflow



APPENDIX G

Geotechnical Test Data
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Steel Concrete
P-1 WATER 3.1 7.6 3,110 10 6 MA SA

NOTES: (1) The following FDOT  laboratory test methods were utilized.
FM5-550:  pH FM5-552:  Chlorides
FM5-551:  Resistivity FM5-553:  Sulfates

               (2) SA: SLIGHTLY AGGRESSIVE 
               (3) MA: MODERATELY AGGRESSIVE 
               (4) EA: EXTREMELY AGGRESSIVE 

FDOT Criteria for Substructure Environmental Classification (FDOT Structures Design Guidelines 2014)

TABLE 3 - SUMMARY OF ENVIRONMENTAL CLASSIFICATION TEST RESULTS
SR 9 / I-95 RAMPS ROADWAY IMPROVEMENTS 

MIAMI-DADE COUNTY, FLORIDA

Sulfate 
(ppm)pH Depth (ft)

FDOT 
ENVIRONMENTAL 
CLASSIFICATIONSample 

Location

AT MIAMI GARDENS DRIVE 

Resistivity 
(ohm-cm)

Chloride 
(ppm)Sample Type

GEOSOL Project No.:  214195





TABLE 4 - SUMMARY OF CONSTANT HEAD EXFILTRATION TEST RESULTS

SR 9 / I-95 RAMPS ROADWAY IMPROVEMENTS 
AT MIAMI GARDENS DRIVE 
MIAMI-DADE COUNTY, FLORIDA
FPID NO.: 425216-2-52-01
GEOSOL PROJECT No. 214195

Test Date Depth of SATURATED Corrected Average K, Hydraulic
No. Performed Casing Hole Hole HOLE DEPTH Depth of Flow Rate Conductivity

(Inches) (Inches) (Feet) Prior to Test During Test Ds (Feet) Hole (Feet) (gpm) (cfs/ft2-Ft Head)
01/12/15 6.00 6.75 10 3.1 0.00 6.90 10.00 1.5 8.00E-05
01/12/15 6.00 6.75 15 3.1 0.00 11.90 15.00 0.9 3.03E-05
01/12/15 6.00 6.75 20 3.1 0.00 16.90 20.00 0.6 1.48E-05

NOTES:

(1) The above hydraulic conductivity values are for a French drain installed to the same depth as the borehole tests. 
The values represent an ultimate value. The designer should decide on the required factor of safety.

(2) The hydraulic conductivity values were calculated based on the South Florida Water Management Districts's USUAL OPEN HOLE 
CONSTANT HEAD exfiltration test procedure as shown on the following page.

(3) The diameter of the CASING  was used in the computation of the hydraulic conductivity values presented in the above table.

TEST GENERAL MATERIAL DESCRIPTION
No. STATION OFFSET REFERENCE FROM TO

0.00 0.17 Dark Brown Organic Silty Fine SAND with Grass (TOPSOIL)
0.17 1.50 Brown Slightly Silty Fine to Medium SAND with Trace of Limerock Fragments (FILL)
1.50 2.50 Brown Fine to Medium SAND (FILL)
2.50 6.80 Brown Fine to Medium SAND with Some Limestone Fragments
6.80 20.00 Brown Fine to Medium SAND

 Diameter Depth to Groundwater Level
Below Ground Surface (Feet)

P-1

75'RT
B/L SURVEY 
I-95 SB ON 

RAMP

TEST LOCATION (FEET)

P-1 18+35

SUBSURFACE STRATIFICATION

  DEPTH (FEET)

1/21/2015\3:14 PM\1\214195PE.xls
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Design Aids
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APPENDIX I

FEMA FIRM Maps
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APPENDIX J

Floodplain Compensation Calculations



BUILD ALTERNATIVE #1
VOLUME AVAILABLE FOR FLOODPLAIN COMPENSATION

AREA AT
POND BOTTOM *AREA AT STORAGE

(= ELEV. 1.92 NAVD) ELEV. 4.42 NAVD VOLUME
POND (ACRES) (ACRES) (AC.-FT.)

2 (PARTIAL) 0.161 0.279 0.550
5 0.111 0.563 0.843
6 0.046 0.238 0.355

7 (PARTIAL) 0.304 1.527 2.289
8 0.068 0.347 0.519

9 (PARTIAL) 0.092 0.465 0.696
*Assume 1:4 Side Slopes

TOTAL: 5.251

From Approximately Station 582+30.00 to Approximately Station 622+00.00, the
project is location within Zone AE with a Base Flood Elevation of 6.00 NGVD (= 4.42 NAVD)



BUILD ALTERNATIVE #2
VOLUME AVAILABLE FOR FLOODPLAIN COMPENSATION

AREA AT
POND BOTTOM *AREA AT STORAGE

(= ELEV. 1.92 NAVD) ELEV. 4.42 NAVD VOLUME
POND (ACRES) (ACRES) (AC.-FT.)

5 (PARTIAL) 0.071 0.150 0.276
6 (PARTIAL) 0.304 1.528 2.290

*Assume 1:4 Side Slopes
TOTAL: 2.566

From Approximately Station 582+30.00 to Approximately Station 622+00.00, the
project is location within Zone AE with a Base Flood Elevation of 6.00 NGVD (= 4.42 NAVD)



BUILD ALTERNATIVE #3
VOLUME AVAILABLE FOR FLOODPLAIN COMPENSATION

AREA AT
POND BOTTOM *AREA AT STORAGE

(= ELEV. 1.92 NAVD) ELEV. 4.42 NAVD VOLUME
POND (ACRES) (ACRES) (AC.-FT.)

7 (PARTIAL) 0.093 0.210 0.379
8 (PARTIAL) 0.300 1.505 2.256

*Assume 1:4 Side Slopes
TOTAL: 2.635

From Approximately Station 582+30.00 to Approximately Station 622+00.00, the
project is location within Zone AE with a Base Flood Elevation of 6.00 NGVD (= 4.42 NAVD)



APPENDIX K

Nutrient Loading Analysis



NUTRIENT LOADING SUMMARY
POST-DEVELOPMENT POST-DEVELOPMENT ADDITIONAL POST-DEVELOPMENT POST-DEVELOPMENT ADDITIONAL TOTAL ADDITIONAL TOTAL ADDITIONAL

PRE-DEVELOPMENT POST-DEVELOPMENT PRE-DEVELOPMENT POST-DEVELOPMENT PRE-TREATMENT POST-TREATMENT TREATMENT PRE-TREATMENT POST-TREATMENT TREATMENT TREATMENT TREATMENT
NITROGEN NITROGEN NET PHOSPHORUS PHOSPHORUS NET NITROGEN NITROGEN PERCENT NEEDED FOR PHOSPHORUS PHOSPHORUS PERCENT NEEDED FOR REQUIRED REQUIRED

DESIGN LOADING LOADING REDUCTION LOADING LOADING REDUCTION LOADING LOADING REDUCTION 55% REDUCTION LOADING LOADING REDUCTION 80% REDUCTION (NITROGEN) (PHOSPHORUS)
ALTERNATIVE BASIN (kg/yr) (kg/yr) (kg/yr) (kg/yr) (kg/yr) (kg/yr) (kg/yr) (kg/yr) (%) (kg/yr) (kg/yr) (kg/yr) (%) (kg/yr) (kg/yr) (kg/yr)

NO-BUILD SYSTEM 2 29.77 29.77 0.00 4.03 4.03 0.00 29.77 29.77 0.00 16.37 4.03 4.03 0.00 3.22 16.37 3.22
NO-BUILD SYSTEM 3 12.92 12.92 0.00 0.95 0.95 0.00 61.66 12.92 79.05 0.00 7.88 0.95 87.94 0.00 0.00 0.00
NO-BUILD SYSTEM 4 32.92 32.92 0.00 4.18 4.18 0.00 154.42 32.92 78.68 0.00 19.62 4.18 78.70 0.26 0.00 0.26
NO-BUILD SYSTEM 5 42.66 42.66 0.00 5.54 5.54 0.00 121.83 42.66 64.98 0.00 15.82 5.54 64.98 2.38 0.00 2.38

BUILD ALT. #1 SYSTEM 2 29.77 16.08 13.69 4.03 2.21 1.82 37.66 16.08 57.30 0.00 5.19 2.21 57.42 1.17 0.00 1.17
BUILD ALT. #1 SYSTEM 3 12.92 6.00 6.92 0.95 0.80 0.15 73.29 6.00 91.81 0.00 9.83 0.80 91.86 0.00 0.00 0.00
BUILD ALT. #1 SYSTEM 4 32.92 46.43 -13.51 4.18 6.16 -1.98 230.68 46.43 79.87 0.00 30.62 6.16 79.88 0.04 13.51 1.98
BUILD ALT. #1 SYSTEM 5 42.66 42.04 0.62 5.54 5.55 -0.01 148.34 42.04 71.66 0.00 19.57 5.55 71.64 1.64 0.00 1.64
BUILD ALT. #2 SYSTEM 2 29.77 15.30 14.47 4.03 2.11 1.92 37.43 15.30 59.12 0.00 5.15 2.11 59.03 1.08 0.00 1.08
BUILD ALT. #2 SYSTEM 3 12.92 27.97 -15.05 0.95 3.77 -2.82 127.02 27.97 77.98 0.00 17.13 3.77 77.99 0.34 15.05 2.82
BUILD ALT. #2 SYSTEM 4 32.92 180.61 -147.69 4.18 24.48 -20.30 279.42 180.61 35.36 54.87 37.87 24.48 35.36 16.91 147.69 20.30
BUILD ALT. #2 SYSTEM 5 42.66 73.46 -30.80 5.54 9.85 -4.31 169.31 73.46 56.61 0.00 22.71 9.85 56.63 5.31 30.80 5.31
BUILD ALT. #3 SYSTEM 2 29.77 16.82 12.95 4.03 2.32 1.71 39.66 16.82 57.59 0.00 5.46 2.32 57.51 1.23 0.00 1.23
BUILD ALT. #3 SYSTEM 3 12.92 32.62 -19.70 0.95 4.40 -3.45 138.89 32.62 76.51 0.00 18.73 4.40 76.51 0.65 19.70 3.45
BUILD ALT. #3 SYSTEM 4 32.92 94.34 -61.42 4.18 12.80 -8.62 313.66 94.34 69.92 0.00 42.54 12.80 69.91 4.29 61.42 8.62
BUILD ALT. #3 SYSTEM 5 42.66 86.93 -44.27 5.54 11.66 -6.12 170.21 86.93 48.93 10.34 22.83 11.66 48.93 7.09 44.27 7.09



Project: I-95 PD&E (BUILD ALTERNATIVE #1)
Date: 01/3/2023

Site and Catchment Information

Analysis: Net Improvement

Catchment
Name SYSTEM 2 SYSTEM 3 SYSTEM 4 SYSTEM 5

Rainfall Zone Florida Zone 5 Florida Zone 5 Florida Zone 5 Florida Zone 5

Annual Mean
Rainfall 58.5 58.5 58.5 58.5

Post-Condition Landuse Information
Landuse User Defined

Values
User Defined

Values
User Defined

Values
User Defined

Values

Area (acres) 10.490 26.824 91.622 61.136

Rational
Coefficient (0-

1)
0.478 0.365 0.337 0.325

Non DCIA
Curve Number 95.59 92.39 91.47 91.07

DCIA Percent
(0-100) 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Nitrogen EMC
(mg/l) 1.249 1.245 1.243 1.243

Phosphorus
EMC (mg/l) 0.172 0.167 0.165 0.164

Runoff Volume
(ac-ft/yr) 24.456 47.740 150.512 96.792

Nitrogen
Loading (kg/yr) 37.663 73.286 230.678 148.345

Phosphorus
Loading (kg/yr) 5.187 9.830 30.621 19.572



Project: I-95 PD&E (BUILD ALTERNATIVE #1)
INPUT

Basin Name Non DCIA Curve Number - Input EMC (N) mg/l - Input EMC (P) mg/l - Input

SYSTEM 2

SYSTEM 3

SYSTEM 4

SYSTEM 5



Project: I-95 PD&E (BUILD ALTERNATIVE #1)
 CATCHMENT: SYSTEM 2
Project: I-95 PD_E (BUILD ALT.1)
Date: 8/23/2023

Exfiltration Trench Design

Pipe Span (in) 36.0
Pipe Rise (in) 36.0
Pipe Length (ft) 792.0
Trench Width (ft) 5.0
Trench Depth (ft) 15.0
Trench Length (ft) 792.0
Aggregate Void % 0.50
Storage Volume (Ac-ft) 0.75
Retention Depth (in over CA) 0.853

Watershed Characteristics
Catchment Area (acres) 10.49
Contributing Area (acres) 10.490
Non-DCIA Curve Number 95.59
DCIA Percent 0.00
Rainfall Zone Florida Zone 5
Rainfall (in) 58.50

Surface Water Discharge
Required TN Treatment Efficiency (%) 100
Provided TN Treatment Efficiency (%) 57
Required TP Treatment Efficiency (%) 100
Provided TP Treatment Efficiency (%) 57

Media Mix Information
Type of Media Mix Not Specified
Media N Reduction (%)
Media P Reduction (%)

Groundwater Discharge (Stand-Alone)
Treatment Rate (MG/yr) 0.000
TN Mass Load (kg/yr) 21.584
TN Concentration (mg/L) 0.000
TP Mass Load (kg/yr) 2.972



Project: I-95 PD&E (BUILD ALTERNATIVE #1)
TP Concentration (mg/L) 0.000

Load Diagram for Exfiltration Trench (stand-alone)

Load
N: 37.66 kg/yr
P: 5.19 kg/yr

→
Treatment
N: 57 %
P: 57 %

→
Surface Discharge
N: 16.08 kg/yr
P: 2.21 kg/yr

↓
Mass Reduction
N: 21.58 kg/yr
P: 2.97 kg/yr



Project: I-95 PD&E (BUILD ALTERNATIVE #1)
CATCHMENT: SYSTEM 3
Project: I-95 PD_E (BUILD ALT.1)

Date: 8/23/2023

Retention Design

Retention Depth (in) 3.300
Retention Volume (ac-ft) 7.376

Watershed Characteristics
Catchment Area (acres) 26.82
Contributing Area (acres) 26.820
Non-DCIA Curve Number 92.39
DCIA Percent 0.00
Rainfall Zone Florida Zone 5
Rainfall (in) 58.50

Surface Water Discharge
Required TN Treatment Efficiency (%) 100
Provided TN Treatment Efficiency (%) 91
Required TP Treatment Efficiency (%) 100
Provided TP Treatment Efficiency (%) 91

Media Mix Information
Type of Media Mix Not Specified
Media N Reduction (%)
Media P Reduction (%)

Groundwater Discharge (Stand-Alone)
Treatment Rate (MG/yr) 0.000
TN Mass Load (kg/yr) 66.562
TN Concentration (mg/L) 0.000
TP Mass Load (kg/yr) 8.928
TP Concentration (mg/L) 0.000

Load Diagram for Retention (stand-alone)



Project: I-95 PD&E (BUILD ALTERNATIVE #1)
Load
N: 73.29 kg/yr
P: 9.83 kg/yr

→
Treatment
N: 91 %
P: 91 %

→
Surface Discharge
N: 6.72 kg/yr
P: 0.90 kg/yr

↓
Mass Reduction
N: 66.56 kg/yr
P: 8.93 kg/yr

Project: I-95 PD_E (BUILD ALT.1)
Date: 8/23/2023

Exfiltration Trench Design
Pipe Span (in) 36.0
Pipe Rise (in) 36.0
Pipe Length (ft) 515.0
Trench Width (ft) 5.0
Trench Depth (ft) 15.0
Trench Length (ft) 515.0
Aggregate Void % 0.50
Storage Volume (Ac-ft) 0.49
Retention Depth (in over CA) 0.217

Watershed Characteristics
Catchment Area (acres) 26.82
Contributing Area (acres) 26.820
Non-DCIA Curve Number 92.39
DCIA Percent 0.00
Rainfall Zone Florida Zone 5
Rainfall (in) 58.50

Surface Water Discharge
Required TN Treatment Efficiency (%) 100
Provided TN Treatment Efficiency (%) 24
Required TP Treatment Efficiency (%) 100
Provided TP Treatment Efficiency (%) 24

Media Mix Information
Type of Media Mix Not Specified
Media N Reduction (%)
Media P Reduction (%)

Groundwater Discharge (Stand-Alone)



Project: I-95 PD&E (BUILD ALTERNATIVE #1)
Treatment Rate (MG/yr) 0.000
TN Mass Load (kg/yr) 17.623
TN Concentration (mg/L) 0.000
TP Mass Load (kg/yr) 2.364
TP Concentration (mg/L) 0.000

Load Diagram for Exfiltration Trench (stand-alone)

Load
N: 73.29 kg/yr
P: 9.83 kg/yr

→
Treatment
N: 24 %
P: 24 %

→
Surface Discharge
N: 55.66 kg/yr
P: 7.47 kg/yr

↓
Mass Reduction
N: 17.62 kg/yr
P: 2.36 kg/yr

Combined Report of all BMP's

Catchment Area (acres) 26.82
Watershed Non-DCIA Curve Number 92.39
Watershed DCIA Percent 0.00
Rainfall Zone Florida Zone 5
Calculated Annual Coefficient (0-1) 0.37
Total (accumulated) Retention Depth (in over watershed) 3.517
Overall Provided Nitrogen Treatment Efficiency (%) 92
Overall Provided Phosphorus Treatment Efficiency (%) 92
Overall Nitrogen Load (kg/yr) 6.001
Overall Phosphorus Load (kg/yr) 0.805

Equivalent Retention

Load for Multiple BMP in Series



Project: I-95 PD&E (BUILD ALTERNATIVE #1)
Load
N: 73.29 kg/yr
P: 9.83 kg/yr

→
Treatment
N: 92 %
P: 92 %

→
Surface Discharge
N: 6.00 kg/yr
P: 0.80 kg/yr

↓
Mass Reduction
N: 67.28 kg/yr
P: 9.03 kg/yr



Project: I-95 PD&E (BUILD ALTERNATIVE #1)
CATCHMENT: SYSTEM 4
Project: I-95 PD_E (BUILD ALT.1)

Date: 8/23/2023

Retention Design

Retention Depth (in) 1.680
Retention Volume (ac-ft) 12.827

Watershed Characteristics
Catchment Area (acres) 91.62
Contributing Area (acres) 91.620
Non-DCIA Curve Number 91.47
DCIA Percent 0.00
Rainfall Zone Florida Zone 5
Rainfall (in) 58.50

Surface Water Discharge
Required TN Treatment Efficiency (%) 100
Provided TN Treatment Efficiency (%) 77
Required TP Treatment Efficiency (%) 100
Provided TP Treatment Efficiency (%) 77

Media Mix Information
Type of Media Mix Not Specified
Media N Reduction (%)
Media P Reduction (%)

Groundwater Discharge (Stand-Alone)
Treatment Rate (MG/yr) 0.000
TN Mass Load (kg/yr) 177.065
TN Concentration (mg/L) 0.000
TP Mass Load (kg/yr) 23.504
TP Concentration (mg/L) 0.000

Load Diagram for Retention (stand-alone)



Project: I-95 PD&E (BUILD ALTERNATIVE #1)
Load
N: 230.68 kg/yr
P: 30.62 kg/yr

→
Treatment
N: 77 %
P: 77 %

→
Surface Discharge
N: 53.61 kg/yr
P: 7.12 kg/yr

↓
Mass Reduction
N: 177.06 kg/yr
P: 23.50 kg/yr

Project: I-95 PD_E (BUILD ALT.1)
Date: 8/23/2023

Exfiltration Trench Design
Pipe Span (in) 36.0
Pipe Rise (in) 36.0
Pipe Length (ft) 1,858.0
Trench Width (ft) 5.0
Trench Depth (ft) 15.0
Trench Length (ft) 1,858.0
Aggregate Void % 0.50
Storage Volume (Ac-ft) 1.75
Retention Depth (in over CA) 0.229

Watershed Characteristics
Catchment Area (acres) 91.62
Contributing Area (acres) 91.620
Non-DCIA Curve Number 91.47
DCIA Percent 0.00
Rainfall Zone Florida Zone 5
Rainfall (in) 58.50

Surface Water Discharge
Required TN Treatment Efficiency (%) 100
Provided TN Treatment Efficiency (%) 26
Required TP Treatment Efficiency (%) 100
Provided TP Treatment Efficiency (%) 26

Media Mix Information
Type of Media Mix Not Specified
Media N Reduction (%)
Media P Reduction (%)

Groundwater Discharge (Stand-Alone)



Project: I-95 PD&E (BUILD ALTERNATIVE #1)
Treatment Rate (MG/yr) 0.000
TN Mass Load (kg/yr) 59.402
TN Concentration (mg/L) 0.000
TP Mass Load (kg/yr) 7.885
TP Concentration (mg/L) 0.000

Load Diagram for Exfiltration Trench (stand-alone)

Load
N: 230.68 kg/yr
P: 30.62 kg/yr

→
Treatment
N: 26 %
P: 26 %

→
Surface Discharge
N: 171.28 kg/yr
P: 22.74 kg/yr

↓
Mass Reduction
N: 59.40 kg/yr
P: 7.89 kg/yr

Combined Report of all BMP's

Catchment Area (acres) 91.62
Watershed Non-DCIA Curve Number 91.47
Watershed DCIA Percent 0.00
Rainfall Zone Florida Zone 5
Calculated Annual Coefficient (0-1) 0.34
Total (accumulated) Retention Depth (in over watershed) 1.909
Overall Provided Nitrogen Treatment Efficiency (%) 80
Overall Provided Phosphorus Treatment Efficiency (%) 80
Overall Nitrogen Load (kg/yr) 46.433
Overall Phosphorus Load (kg/yr) 6.164

Equivalent Retention

Load for Multiple BMP in Series



Project: I-95 PD&E (BUILD ALTERNATIVE #1)
Load
N: 230.68 kg/yr
P: 30.62 kg/yr

→
Treatment
N: 80 %
P: 80 %

→
Surface Discharge
N: 46.43 kg/yr
P: 6.16 kg/yr

↓
Mass Reduction
N: 184.24 kg/yr
P: 24.46 kg/yr



Project: I-95 PD&E (BUILD ALTERNATIVE #1)
CATCHMENT: SYSTEM 5

Project: I-95 PD_E (BUILD ALT.1)
Date: 8/23/2023

Retention Design

Retention Depth (in) 1.280
Retention Volume (ac-ft) 6.522

Watershed Characteristics
Catchment Area (acres) 61.14
Contributing Area (acres) 61.140
Non-DCIA Curve Number 91.07
DCIA Percent 0.00
Rainfall Zone Florida Zone 5
Rainfall (in) 58.50

Surface Water Discharge
Required TN Treatment Efficiency (%) 100
Provided TN Treatment Efficiency (%) 70
Required TP Treatment Efficiency (%) 100
Provided TP Treatment Efficiency (%) 70

Media Mix Information
Type of Media Mix Not Specified
Media N Reduction (%)
Media P Reduction (%)

Groundwater Discharge (Stand-Alone)
Treatment Rate (MG/yr) 0.000
TN Mass Load (kg/yr) 103.411
TN Concentration (mg/L) 0.000
TP Mass Load (kg/yr) 13.644
TP Concentration (mg/L) 0.000

Load Diagram for Retention (stand-alone)



Project: I-95 PD&E (BUILD ALTERNATIVE #1)
Load
N: 148.34 kg/yr
P: 19.57 kg/yr

→
Treatment
N: 70 %
P: 70 %

→
Surface Discharge
N: 44.93 kg/yr
P: 5.93 kg/yr

↓
Mass Reduction
N: 103.41 kg/yr
P: 13.64 kg/yr

Project: I-95 PD_E (BUILD ALT.1)
Date: 8/23/2023

Exfiltration Trench Design
Pipe Span (in) 36.0
Pipe Rise (in) 36.0
Pipe Length (ft) 551.0
Trench Width (ft) 5.0
Trench Depth (ft) 15.0
Trench Length (ft) 551.0
Aggregate Void % 0.50
Storage Volume (Ac-ft) 0.52
Retention Depth (in over CA) 0.102

Watershed Characteristics
Catchment Area (acres) 61.14
Contributing Area (acres) 61.140
Non-DCIA Curve Number 91.07
DCIA Percent 0.00
Rainfall Zone Florida Zone 5
Rainfall (in) 58.50

Surface Water Discharge
Required TN Treatment Efficiency (%) 100
Provided TN Treatment Efficiency (%) 12
Required TP Treatment Efficiency (%) 100
Provided TP Treatment Efficiency (%) 12

Media Mix Information
Type of Media Mix Not Specified
Media N Reduction (%)
Media P Reduction (%)

Groundwater Discharge (Stand-Alone)



Project: I-95 PD&E (BUILD ALTERNATIVE #1)
Treatment Rate (MG/yr) 0.000
TN Mass Load (kg/yr) 17.078
TN Concentration (mg/L) 0.000
TP Mass Load (kg/yr) 2.253
TP Concentration (mg/L) 0.000

Load Diagram for Exfiltration Trench (stand-alone)

Load
N: 148.34 kg/yr
P: 19.57 kg/yr

→
Treatment
N: 12 %
P: 12 %

→
Surface Discharge
N: 131.27 kg/yr
P: 17.32 kg/yr

↓
Mass Reduction
N: 17.08 kg/yr
P: 2.25 kg/yr

Combined Report of all BMP's

Catchment Area (acres) 61.14
Watershed Non-DCIA Curve Number 91.07
Watershed DCIA Percent 0.00
Rainfall Zone Florida Zone 5
Calculated Annual Coefficient (0-1) 0.32
Total (accumulated) Retention Depth (in over watershed) 1.382
Overall Provided Nitrogen Treatment Efficiency (%) 72
Overall Provided Phosphorus Treatment Efficiency (%) 72
Overall Nitrogen Load (kg/yr) 42.041
Overall Phosphorus Load (kg/yr) 5.547

Equivalent Retention

Load for Multiple BMP in Series



Project: I-95 PD&E (BUILD ALTERNATIVE #1)
Load
N: 148.34 kg/yr
P: 19.57 kg/yr

→
Treatment
N: 72 %
P: 72 %

→
Surface Discharge
N: 42.04 kg/yr
P: 5.55 kg/yr

↓
Mass Reduction
N: 106.30 kg/yr
P: 14.03 kg/yr



Project: I-95 PD&E (BUILD ALTERNATIVE #2)
Date: 01/3/2023

Site and Catchment Information

Analysis: Net Improvement

Catchment
Name SYSTEM 2 SYSTEM 3 SYSTEM 4 SYSTEM 5

Rainfall Zone Florida Zone 5 Florida Zone 5 Florida Zone 5 Florida Zone 5

Annual Mean
Rainfall 58.5 58.5 58.5 58.5

Post-Condition Landuse Information
Landuse User Defined

Values
User Defined

Values
User Defined

Values
User Defined

Values

Area (acres) 10.858 44.327 93.121 60.636

Rational
Coefficient (0-

1)
0.459 0.383 0.400 0.373

Non DCIA
Curve Number 95.25 92.96 93.54 92.65

DCIA Percent
(0-100) 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Nitrogen EMC
(mg/l) 1.249 1.246 1.247 1.245

Phosphorus
EMC (mg/l) 0.172 0.168 0.169 0.167

Runoff Volume
(ac-ft/yr) 24.305 82.678 181.731 110.293

Nitrogen
Loading (kg/yr) 37.430 127.020 279.421 169.309

Phosphorus
Loading (kg/yr) 5.155 17.126 37.869 22.711



Project: I-95 PD&E (BUILD ALTERNATIVE #2)
INPUT

Basin Name Non DCIA Curve Number - Input EMC (N) mg/l - Input EMC (P) mg/l - Input

SYSTEM 2

SYSTEM 3

SYSTEM 4

SYSTEM 5



Project: I-95 PD&E (BUILD ALTERNATIVE #2)
 CATCHMENT: SYSTEM 2
Project: I-95 PD_E (BUILD ALT.2)
Date: 8/28/2023

Exfiltration Trench Design

Pipe Span (in) 36.0
Pipe Rise (in) 36.0
Pipe Length (ft) 899.0
Trench Width (ft) 5.0
Trench Depth (ft) 14.5
Trench Length (ft) 899.0
Aggregate Void % 0.50
Storage Volume (Ac-ft) 0.82
Retention Depth (in over CA) 0.907

Watershed Characteristics
Catchment Area (acres) 10.86
Contributing Area (acres) 10.860
Non-DCIA Curve Number 95.25
DCIA Percent 0.00
Rainfall Zone Florida Zone 5
Rainfall (in) 58.50

Surface Water Discharge
Required TN Treatment Efficiency (%) 100
Provided TN Treatment Efficiency (%) 59
Required TP Treatment Efficiency (%) 100
Provided TP Treatment Efficiency (%) 59

Media Mix Information
Type of Media Mix Not Specified
Media N Reduction (%)
Media P Reduction (%)

Groundwater Discharge (Stand-Alone)
Treatment Rate (MG/yr) 0.000
TN Mass Load (kg/yr) 22.133
TN Concentration (mg/L) 0.000
TP Mass Load (kg/yr) 3.048



Project: I-95 PD&E (BUILD ALTERNATIVE #2)
TP Concentration (mg/L) 0.000

Load Diagram for Exfiltration Trench (stand-alone)

Load
N: 37.43 kg/yr
P: 5.15 kg/yr

→
Treatment
N: 59 %
P: 59 %

→
Surface Discharge
N: 15.30 kg/yr
P: 2.11 kg/yr

↓
Mass Reduction
N: 22.13 kg/yr
P: 3.05 kg/yr



Project: I-95 PD&E (BUILD ALTERNATIVE #2)
CATCHMENT: SYSTEM 3
Project: I-95 PD_E (BUILD ALT.2)

Date: 8/28/2023

Retention Design

Retention Depth (in) 1.560
Retention Volume (ac-ft) 5.763

Watershed Characteristics
Catchment Area (acres) 44.33
Contributing Area (acres) 44.330
Non-DCIA Curve Number 92.96
DCIA Percent 0.00
Rainfall Zone Florida Zone 5
Rainfall (in) 58.50

Surface Water Discharge
Required TN Treatment Efficiency (%) 100
Provided TN Treatment Efficiency (%) 75
Required TP Treatment Efficiency (%) 100
Provided TP Treatment Efficiency (%) 75

Media Mix Information
Type of Media Mix Not Specified
Media N Reduction (%)
Media P Reduction (%)

Groundwater Discharge (Stand-Alone)
Treatment Rate (MG/yr) 0.000
TN Mass Load (kg/yr) 95.150
TN Concentration (mg/L) 0.000
TP Mass Load (kg/yr) 12.829
TP Concentration (mg/L) 0.000

Load Diagram for Retention (stand-alone)



Project: I-95 PD&E (BUILD ALTERNATIVE #2)
Load
N: 127.02 kg/yr
P: 17.13 kg/yr

→
Treatment
N: 75 %
P: 75 %

→
Surface Discharge
N: 31.87 kg/yr
P: 4.30 kg/yr

↓
Mass Reduction
N: 95.15 kg/yr
P: 12.83 kg/yr

Project: I-95 PD_E (BUILD ALT.2)
Date: 8/28/2023

Exfiltration Trench Design
Pipe Span (in) 36.0
Pipe Rise (in) 36.0
Pipe Length (ft) 788.0
Trench Width (ft) 5.0
Trench Depth (ft) 14.5
Trench Length (ft) 788.0
Aggregate Void % 0.50
Storage Volume (Ac-ft) 0.72
Retention Depth (in over CA) 0.195

Watershed Characteristics
Catchment Area (acres) 44.33
Contributing Area (acres) 44.330
Non-DCIA Curve Number 92.96
DCIA Percent 0.00
Rainfall Zone Florida Zone 5
Rainfall (in) 58.50

Surface Water Discharge
Required TN Treatment Efficiency (%) 100
Provided TN Treatment Efficiency (%) 21
Required TP Treatment Efficiency (%) 100
Provided TP Treatment Efficiency (%) 21

Media Mix Information
Type of Media Mix Not Specified
Media N Reduction (%)
Media P Reduction (%)

Groundwater Discharge (Stand-Alone)



Project: I-95 PD&E (BUILD ALTERNATIVE #2)
Treatment Rate (MG/yr) 0.000
TN Mass Load (kg/yr) 27.178
TN Concentration (mg/L) 0.000
TP Mass Load (kg/yr) 3.664
TP Concentration (mg/L) 0.000

Load Diagram for Exfiltration Trench (stand-alone)

Load
N: 127.02 kg/yr
P: 17.13 kg/yr

→
Treatment
N: 21 %
P: 21 %

→
Surface Discharge
N: 99.84 kg/yr
P: 13.46 kg/yr

↓
Mass Reduction
N: 27.18 kg/yr
P: 3.66 kg/yr

Combined Report of all BMP's

Catchment Area (acres) 44.33
Watershed Non-DCIA Curve Number 92.96
Watershed DCIA Percent 0.00
Rainfall Zone Florida Zone 5
Calculated Annual Coefficient (0-1) 0.38
Total (accumulated) Retention Depth (in over watershed) 1.755
Overall Provided Nitrogen Treatment Efficiency (%) 78
Overall Provided Phosphorus Treatment Efficiency (%) 78
Overall Nitrogen Load (kg/yr) 27.969
Overall Phosphorus Load (kg/yr) 3.771

Equivalent Retention

Load for Multiple BMP in Series



Project: I-95 PD&E (BUILD ALTERNATIVE #2)
Load
N: 127.02 kg/yr
P: 17.13 kg/yr

→
Treatment
N: 78 %
P: 78 %

→
Surface Discharge
N: 27.97 kg/yr
P: 3.77 kg/yr

↓
Mass Reduction
N: 99.05 kg/yr
P: 13.36 kg/yr



Project: I-95 PD&E (BUILD ALTERNATIVE #2)
CATCHMENT: SYSTEM 4
Project: I-95 PD_E (BUILD ALT.2)

Date: 8/28/2023

Retention Design

Retention Depth (in) 0.250
Retention Volume (ac-ft) 1.940

Watershed Characteristics
Catchment Area (acres) 93.12
Contributing Area (acres) 93.120
Non-DCIA Curve Number 93.54
DCIA Percent 0.00
Rainfall Zone Florida Zone 5
Rainfall (in) 58.50

Surface Water Discharge
Required TN Treatment Efficiency (%) 100
Provided TN Treatment Efficiency (%) 27
Required TP Treatment Efficiency (%) 100
Provided TP Treatment Efficiency (%) 27

Media Mix Information
Type of Media Mix Not Specified
Media N Reduction (%)
Media P Reduction (%)

Groundwater Discharge (Stand-Alone)
Treatment Rate (MG/yr) 0.000
TN Mass Load (kg/yr) 76.039
TN Concentration (mg/L) 0.000
TP Mass Load (kg/yr) 10.305
TP Concentration (mg/L) 0.000

Load Diagram for Retention (stand-alone)



Project: I-95 PD&E (BUILD ALTERNATIVE #2)
Load
N: 279.42 kg/yr
P: 37.87 kg/yr

→
Treatment
N: 27 %
P: 27 %

→
Surface Discharge
N: 203.38 kg/yr
P: 27.56 kg/yr

↓
Mass Reduction
N: 76.04 kg/yr
P: 10.31 kg/yr

Project: I-95 PD_E (BUILD ALT.2)
Date: 8/28/2023

Exfiltration Trench Design
Pipe Span (in) 36.0
Pipe Rise (in) 36.0
Pipe Length (ft) 1,097.0
Trench Width (ft) 5.0
Trench Depth (ft) 14.5
Trench Length (ft) 1,097.0
Aggregate Void % 0.50
Storage Volume (Ac-ft) 1.00
Retention Depth (in over CA) 0.129

Watershed Characteristics
Catchment Area (acres) 93.12
Contributing Area (acres) 93.120
Non-DCIA Curve Number 93.54
DCIA Percent 0.00
Rainfall Zone Florida Zone 5
Rainfall (in) 58.50

Surface Water Discharge
Required TN Treatment Efficiency (%) 100
Provided TN Treatment Efficiency (%) 14
Required TP Treatment Efficiency (%) 100
Provided TP Treatment Efficiency (%) 14

Media Mix Information
Type of Media Mix Not Specified
Media N Reduction (%)
Media P Reduction (%)

Groundwater Discharge (Stand-Alone)



Project: I-95 PD&E (BUILD ALTERNATIVE #2)
Treatment Rate (MG/yr) 0.000
TN Mass Load (kg/yr) 39.271
TN Concentration (mg/L) 0.000
TP Mass Load (kg/yr) 5.322
TP Concentration (mg/L) 0.000

Load Diagram for Exfiltration Trench (stand-alone)

Load
N: 279.42 kg/yr
P: 37.87 kg/yr

→
Treatment
N: 14 %
P: 14 %

→
Surface Discharge
N: 240.15 kg/yr
P: 32.55 kg/yr

↓
Mass Reduction
N: 39.27 kg/yr
P: 5.32 kg/yr

Combined Report of all BMP's

Catchment Area (acres) 93.12
Watershed Non-DCIA Curve Number 93.54
Watershed DCIA Percent 0.00
Rainfall Zone Florida Zone 5
Calculated Annual Coefficient (0-1) 0.40
Total (accumulated) Retention Depth (in over watershed) 0.379
Overall Provided Nitrogen Treatment Efficiency (%) 35
Overall Provided Phosphorus Treatment Efficiency (%) 35
Overall Nitrogen Load (kg/yr) 180.605
Overall Phosphorus Load (kg/yr) 24.477

Equivalent Retention

Load for Multiple BMP in Series



Project: I-95 PD&E (BUILD ALTERNATIVE #2)
Load
N: 279.42 kg/yr
P: 37.87 kg/yr

→
Treatment
N: 35 %
P: 35 %

→
Surface Discharge
N: 180.61 kg/yr
P: 24.48 kg/yr

↓
Mass Reduction
N: 98.82 kg/yr
P: 13.39 kg/yr



Project: I-95 PD&E (BUILD ALTERNATIVE #2)
CATCHMENT: SYSTEM 5

Project: I-95 PD_E (BUILD ALT.2)
Date: 8/28/2023

Retention Design

Retention Depth (in) 0.620
Retention Volume (ac-ft) 3.133

Watershed Characteristics
Catchment Area (acres) 60.64
Contributing Area (acres) 60.640
Non-DCIA Curve Number 92.65
DCIA Percent 0.00
Rainfall Zone Florida Zone 5
Rainfall (in) 58.50

Surface Water Discharge
Required TN Treatment Efficiency (%) 100
Provided TN Treatment Efficiency (%) 49
Required TP Treatment Efficiency (%) 100
Provided TP Treatment Efficiency (%) 49

Media Mix Information
Type of Media Mix Not Specified
Media N Reduction (%)
Media P Reduction (%)

Groundwater Discharge (Stand-Alone)
Treatment Rate (MG/yr) 0.000
TN Mass Load (kg/yr) 82.297
TN Concentration (mg/L) 0.000
TP Mass Load (kg/yr) 11.039
TP Concentration (mg/L) 0.000

Load Diagram for Retention (stand-alone)



Project: I-95 PD&E (BUILD ALTERNATIVE #2)
Load
N: 169.31 kg/yr
P: 22.71 kg/yr

→
Treatment
N: 49 %
P: 49 %

→
Surface Discharge
N: 87.01 kg/yr
P: 11.67 kg/yr

↓
Mass Reduction
N: 82.30 kg/yr
P: 11.04 kg/yr

Project: I-95 PD_E (BUILD ALT.2)
Date: 8/28/2023

Exfiltration Trench Design
Pipe Span (in) 36.0
Pipe Rise (in) 36.0
Pipe Length (ft) 1,096.0
Trench Width (ft) 5.0
Trench Depth (ft) 14.5
Trench Length (ft) 1,096.0
Aggregate Void % 0.50
Storage Volume (Ac-ft) 1.00
Retention Depth (in over CA) 0.198

Watershed Characteristics
Catchment Area (acres) 60.64
Contributing Area (acres) 60.640
Non-DCIA Curve Number 92.65
DCIA Percent 0.00
Rainfall Zone Florida Zone 5
Rainfall (in) 58.50

Surface Water Discharge
Required TN Treatment Efficiency (%) 100
Provided TN Treatment Efficiency (%) 22
Required TP Treatment Efficiency (%) 100
Provided TP Treatment Efficiency (%) 22

Media Mix Information
Type of Media Mix Not Specified
Media N Reduction (%)
Media P Reduction (%)

Groundwater Discharge (Stand-Alone)



Project: I-95 PD&E (BUILD ALTERNATIVE #2)
Treatment Rate (MG/yr) 0.000
TN Mass Load (kg/yr) 37.008
TN Concentration (mg/L) 0.000
TP Mass Load (kg/yr) 4.964
TP Concentration (mg/L) 0.000

Load Diagram for Exfiltration Trench (stand-alone)

Load
N: 169.31 kg/yr
P: 22.71 kg/yr

→
Treatment
N: 22 %
P: 22 %

→
Surface Discharge
N: 132.30 kg/yr
P: 17.75 kg/yr

↓
Mass Reduction
N: 37.01 kg/yr
P: 4.96 kg/yr

Combined Report of all BMP's

Catchment Area (acres) 60.64
Watershed Non-DCIA Curve Number 92.65
Watershed DCIA Percent 0.00
Rainfall Zone Florida Zone 5
Calculated Annual Coefficient (0-1) 0.37
Total (accumulated) Retention Depth (in over watershed) 0.818
Overall Provided Nitrogen Treatment Efficiency (%) 57
Overall Provided Phosphorus Treatment Efficiency (%) 57
Overall Nitrogen Load (kg/yr) 73.462
Overall Phosphorus Load (kg/yr) 9.854

Equivalent Retention

Load for Multiple BMP in Series



Project: I-95 PD&E (BUILD ALTERNATIVE #2)
Load
N: 169.31 kg/yr
P: 22.71 kg/yr

→
Treatment
N: 57 %
P: 57 %

→
Surface Discharge
N: 73.46 kg/yr
P: 9.85 kg/yr

↓
Mass Reduction
N: 95.85 kg/yr
P: 12.86 kg/yr



Project: I-95 PD&E (BUILD ALTERNATIVE #3)
Date: 01/6/2025

Site and Catchment Information

Analysis: Net Improvement

Catchment
Name SYSTEM 2 SYSTEM 3 SYSTEM 4 SYSTEM 5

Rainfall Zone Florida Zone 5 Florida Zone 5 Florida Zone 5 Florida Zone 5

Annual Mean
Rainfall 58.5 58.5 58.5 58.5

Post-Condition Landuse Information
Landuse User Defined

Values
User Defined

Values
User Defined

Values
User Defined

Values

Area (acres) 11.403 48.545 106.243 61.669

Rational
Coefficient (0-

1)
0.463 0.382 0.394 0.369

Non DCIA
Curve Number 95.33 92.94 93.34 92.51

DCIA Percent
(0-100) 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Nitrogen EMC
(mg/l) 1.249 1.246 1.246 1.245

Phosphorus
EMC (mg/l) 0.172 0.168 0.169 0.167

Runoff Volume
(ac-ft/yr) 25.764 90.404 204.166 110.878

Nitrogen
Loading (kg/yr) 39.677 138.889 313.664 170.208

Phosphorus
Loading (kg/yr) 5.464 18.727 42.544 22.831



Project: I-95 PD&E (BUILD ALTERNATIVE #3)
INPUT

Basin Name Non DCIA Curve Number - Input EMC (N) mg/l - Input EMC (P) mg/l - Input

SYSTEM 2

SYSTEM 3

SYSTEM 4

SYSTEM 5



Project: I-95 PD&E (BUILD ALTERNATIVE #3)
 CATCHMENT: SYSTEM 2
Project: ALT3
Date: 1/6/2025

Exfiltration Trench Design

Pipe Span (in) 24.0

Pipe Rise (in) 24.0

Pipe Length (ft) 1,130.0

Trench Width (ft) 4.0

Trench Depth (ft) 15.0

Trench Length (ft) 1,130.0

Aggregate Void % 0.50

Storage Volume (Ac-ft) 0.82

Retention Depth (in over CA) 0.862

Watershed Characteristics

Catchment Area (acres) 11.40

Contributing Area (acres) 11.400

Non-DCIA Curve Number 95.33

DCIA Percent 0.00

Rainfall Zone Florida Zone 5

Rainfall (in) 58.50

Surface Water Discharge

Required TN Treatment Efficiency (%) 100

Provided TN Treatment Efficiency (%) 58

Required TP Treatment Efficiency (%) 100

Provided TP Treatment Efficiency (%) 58



Project: I-95 PD&E (BUILD ALTERNATIVE #3)

Media Mix Information

Type of Media Mix Not Specified

Media N Reduction (%)

Media P Reduction (%)

Groundwater Discharge (Stand-Alone)

Treatment Rate (MG/yr) 0.000

TN Mass Load (kg/yr) 22.838

TN Concentration (mg/L) 0.000

TP Mass Load (kg/yr) 3.145

TP Concentration (mg/L) 0.000

Load Diagram for Exfiltration Trench (stand-alone)

Load
N: 39.66 kg/yr
P: 5.46 kg/yr

→
Treatment
N: 58 %
P: 58 %

→
Surface Discharge
N: 16.82 kg/yr
P: 2.32 kg/yr

 ↓
Mass Reduction
N: 22.84 kg/yr
P: 3.15 kg/yr



Project: I-95 PD&E (BUILD ALTERNATIVE #3)
CATCHMENT: SYSTEM 3
Project: ALT3
Date: 1/6/2025

Retention Design

Retention Depth (in) 1.520

Retention Volume (ac-ft) 6.150

Watershed Characteristics

Catchment Area (acres) 48.55

Contributing Area (acres) 48.550

Non-DCIA Curve Number 92.94

DCIA Percent 0.00

Rainfall Zone Florida Zone 5

Rainfall (in) 58.50

Surface Water Discharge

Required TN Treatment Efficiency (%) 100

Provided TN Treatment Efficiency (%) 74

Required TP Treatment Efficiency (%) 100

Provided TP Treatment Efficiency (%) 74

Media Mix Information

Type of Media Mix Not Specified

Media N Reduction (%)

Media P Reduction (%)

Groundwater Discharge (Stand-Alone)



Project: I-95 PD&E (BUILD ALTERNATIVE #3)
Treatment Rate (MG/yr) 0.000

TN Mass Load (kg/yr) 103.160

TN Concentration (mg/L) 0.000

TP Mass Load (kg/yr) 13.909

TP Concentration (mg/L) 0.000

Load Diagram for Retention (stand-alone)

Load
N: 138.89 kg/yr
P: 18.73 kg/yr

→
Treatment
N: 74 %
P: 74 %

→
Surface Discharge
N: 35.73 kg/yr
P: 4.82 kg/yr

↓
Mass Reduction
N: 103.16 kg/yr
P: 13.91 kg/yr



Project: I-95 PD&E (BUILD ALTERNATIVE #3)
Project: ALT3
Date: 1/6/2025

Exfiltration Trench Design

Pipe Span (in) 24.0

Pipe Rise (in) 24.0

Pipe Length (ft) 788.0

Trench Width (ft) 4.0

Trench Depth (ft) 15.0

Trench Length (ft) 788.0

Aggregate Void % 0.50

Storage Volume (Ac-ft) 0.57

Retention Depth (in over CA) 0.141

Watershed Characteristics

Catchment Area (acres) 48.55

Contributing Area (acres) 48.550

Non-DCIA Curve Number 92.94

DCIA Percent 0.00

Rainfall Zone Florida Zone 5

Rainfall (in) 58.50

Surface Water Discharge

Required TN Treatment Efficiency (%) 100

Provided TN Treatment Efficiency (%) 16

Required TP Treatment Efficiency (%) 100

Provided TP Treatment Efficiency (%) 16



Project: I-95 PD&E (BUILD ALTERNATIVE #3)

Media Mix Information

Type of Media Mix Not Specified

Media N Reduction (%)

Media P Reduction (%)

Groundwater Discharge (Stand-Alone)

Treatment Rate (MG/yr) 0.000

TN Mass Load (kg/yr) 21.539

TN Concentration (mg/L) 0.000

TP Mass Load (kg/yr) 2.904

TP Concentration (mg/L) 0.000

Load Diagram for Exfiltration Trench (stand-alone)

Load
N: 138.89 kg/yr
P: 18.73 kg/yr

→
Treatment
N: 16 %
P: 16 %

→
Surface Discharge
N: 117.35 kg/yr
P: 15.82 kg/yr

 ↓
Mass Reduction
N: 21.54 kg/yr
P: 2.90 kg/yr



Project: I-95 PD&E (BUILD ALTERNATIVE #3)
Combined Report of all BMP's

Catchment Area (acres) 48.55

Watershed Non-DCIA Curve Number 92.94

Watershed DCIA Percent 0.00

Rainfall Zone Florida Zone 5

Calculated Annual Coefficient (0-1) 0.38

Total (accumulated) Retention Depth (in over watershed) 1.661

Overall Provided Nitrogen Treatment Efficiency (%) 77

Overall Provided Phosphorus Treatment Efficiency (%) 77

Overall Nitrogen Load (kg/yr) 32.624

Overall Phosphorus Load (kg/yr) 4.399

Equivalent Retention

Load for Multiple BMP in Series

Load
N: 138.89 kg/yr
P: 18.73 kg/yr

→
Treatment
N: 77 %
P: 77 %

→
Surface Discharge
N: 32.62 kg/yr
P: 4.40 kg/yr

 ↓

Mass Reduction
N: 106.27 kg/yr
P: 14.33 kg/yr



Project: I-95 PD&E (BUILD ALTERNATIVE #3)
CATCHMENT: SYSTEM 4
  Project: ALT3
Date: 1/6/2025

Retention Design

Retention Depth (in) 1.160

Retention Volume (ac-ft) 10.270

Watershed Characteristics

Catchment Area (acres) 106.24

Contributing Area (acres) 106.240

Non-DCIA Curve Number 93.34

DCIA Percent 0.00

Rainfall Zone Florida Zone 5

Rainfall (in) 58.50

Surface Water Discharge

Required TN Treatment Efficiency (%) 100

Provided TN Treatment Efficiency (%) 67

Required TP Treatment Efficiency (%) 100

Provided TP Treatment Efficiency (%) 67

Media Mix Information

Type of Media Mix Not Specified

Media N Reduction (%)

Media P Reduction (%)

Groundwater Discharge (Stand-Alone)



Project: I-95 PD&E (BUILD ALTERNATIVE #3)
Treatment Rate (MG/yr) 0.000

TN Mass Load (kg/yr) 209.124

TN Concentration (mg/L) 0.000

TP Mass Load (kg/yr) 28.364

TP Concentration (mg/L) 0.000

Load Diagram for Retention (stand-alone)

Load
N: 313.66 kg/yr
P: 42.54 kg/yr

→
Treatment
N: 67 %
P: 67 %

→
Surface Discharge
N: 104.54 kg/yr
P: 14.18 kg/yr

↓
Mass Reduction
N: 209.12 kg/yr
P: 28.36 kg/yr



Project: I-95 PD&E (BUILD ALTERNATIVE #3)
Project: ALT3
Date: 1/6/2025

Exfiltration Trench Design

Pipe Span (in) 24.0

Pipe Rise (in) 24.0

Pipe Length (ft) 1,667.0

Trench Width (ft) 4.0

Trench Depth (ft) 15.0

Trench Length (ft) 1,667.0

Aggregate Void % 0.50

Storage Volume (Ac-ft) 1.21

Retention Depth (in over CA) 0.136

Watershed Characteristics

Catchment Area (acres) 106.24

Contributing Area (acres) 106.240

Non-DCIA Curve Number 93.34

DCIA Percent 0.00

Rainfall Zone Florida Zone 5

Rainfall (in) 58.50

Surface Water Discharge

Required TN Treatment Efficiency (%) 100

Provided TN Treatment Efficiency (%) 15

Required TP Treatment Efficiency (%) 100

Provided TP Treatment Efficiency (%) 15



Project: I-95 PD&E (BUILD ALTERNATIVE #3)

Media Mix Information

Type of Media Mix Not Specified

Media N Reduction (%)

Media P Reduction (%)

Groundwater Discharge (Stand-Alone)

Treatment Rate (MG/yr) 0.000

TN Mass Load (kg/yr) 46.738

TN Concentration (mg/L) 0.000

TP Mass Load (kg/yr) 6.339

TP Concentration (mg/L) 0.000

Load Diagram for Exfiltration Trench (stand-alone)

Load
N: 313.66 kg/yr
P: 42.54 kg/yr

→
Treatment
N: 15 %
P: 15 %

→
Surface Discharge
N: 266.93 kg/yr
P: 36.20 kg/yr

 ↓
Mass Reduction
N: 46.74 kg/yr
P: 6.34 kg/yr



Project: I-95 PD&E (BUILD ALTERNATIVE #3)
Combined Report of all BMP's

Catchment Area (acres) 106.24

Watershed Non-DCIA Curve Number 93.34

Watershed DCIA Percent 0.00

Rainfall Zone Florida Zone 5

Calculated Annual Coefficient (0-1) 0.39

Total (accumulated) Retention Depth (in over watershed) 1.296

Overall Provided Nitrogen Treatment Efficiency (%) 70

Overall Provided Phosphorus Treatment Efficiency (%) 70

Overall Nitrogen Load (kg/yr) 94.341

Overall Phosphorus Load (kg/yr) 12.796

Equivalent Retention

Load for Multiple BMP in Series

Load
N: 313.66 kg/yr
P: 42.54 kg/yr

→
Treatment
N: 70 %
P: 70 %

→
Surface Discharge
N: 94.34 kg/yr
P: 12.80 kg/yr

 ↓

Mass Reduction
N: 219.32 kg/yr
P: 29.75 kg/yr



Project: I-95 PD&E (BUILD ALTERNATIVE #3)
CATCHMENT: SYSTEM 5

 Project: ALT3
Date: 1/6/2025

Retention Design

Retention Depth (in) 0.190

Retention Volume (ac-ft) 0.976

Watershed Characteristics

Catchment Area (acres) 61.67

Contributing Area (acres) 61.670

Non-DCIA Curve Number 92.51

DCIA Percent 0.00

Rainfall Zone Florida Zone 5

Rainfall (in) 58.50

Surface Water Discharge

Required TN Treatment Efficiency (%) 100

Provided TN Treatment Efficiency (%) 21

Required TP Treatment Efficiency (%) 100

Provided TP Treatment Efficiency (%) 21

Media Mix Information

Type of Media Mix Not Specified

Media N Reduction (%)

Media P Reduction (%)

Groundwater Discharge (Stand-Alone)



Project: I-95 PD&E (BUILD ALTERNATIVE #3)
Treatment Rate (MG/yr) 0.000

TN Mass Load (kg/yr) 35.762

TN Concentration (mg/L) 0.000

TP Mass Load (kg/yr) 4.797

TP Concentration (mg/L) 0.000

Load Diagram for Retention (stand-alone)

Load
N: 170.21 kg/yr
P: 22.83 kg/yr

→
Treatment
N: 21 %
P: 21 %

→
Surface Discharge
N: 134.45 kg/yr
P: 18.03 kg/yr

↓
Mass Reduction
N: 35.76 kg/yr
P: 4.80 kg/yr



Project: I-95 PD&E (BUILD ALTERNATIVE #3)
Project: ALT3
Date: 1/6/2025

Exfiltration Trench Design

Pipe Span (in) 24.0

Pipe Rise (in) 24.0

Pipe Length (ft) 3,093.0

Trench Width (ft) 4.0

Trench Depth (ft) 15.0

Trench Length (ft) 3,093.0

Aggregate Void % 0.50

Storage Volume (Ac-ft) 2.24

Retention Depth (in over CA) 0.436

Watershed Characteristics

Catchment Area (acres) 61.67

Contributing Area (acres) 61.670

Non-DCIA Curve Number 92.51

DCIA Percent 0.00

Rainfall Zone Florida Zone 5

Rainfall (in) 58.50

Surface Water Discharge

Required TN Treatment Efficiency (%) 100

Provided TN Treatment Efficiency (%) 39

Required TP Treatment Efficiency (%) 100

Provided TP Treatment Efficiency (%) 39



Project: I-95 PD&E (BUILD ALTERNATIVE #3)

Media Mix Information

Type of Media Mix Not Specified

Media N Reduction (%)

Media P Reduction (%)

Groundwater Discharge (Stand-Alone)

Treatment Rate (MG/yr) 0.000

TN Mass Load (kg/yr) 66.959

TN Concentration (mg/L) 0.000

TP Mass Load (kg/yr) 8.982

TP Concentration (mg/L) 0.000

Load Diagram for Exfiltration Trench (stand-alone)

Load
N: 170.21 kg/yr
P: 22.83 kg/yr

→
Treatment
N: 39 %
P: 39 %

→
Surface Discharge
N: 103.25 kg/yr
P: 13.85 kg/yr

 ↓
Mass Reduction
N: 66.96 kg/yr
P: 8.98 kg/yr



Project: I-95 PD&E (BUILD ALTERNATIVE #3)
Combined Report of all BMP's

Catchment Area (acres) 61.67

Watershed Non-DCIA Curve Number 92.51

Watershed DCIA Percent 0.00

Rainfall Zone Florida Zone 5

Calculated Annual Coefficient (0-1) 0.37

Total (accumulated) Retention Depth (in over watershed) 0.626

Overall Provided Nitrogen Treatment Efficiency (%) 49

Overall Provided Phosphorus Treatment Efficiency (%) 49

Overall Nitrogen Load (kg/yr) 86.934

Overall Phosphorus Load (kg/yr) 11.661

Equivalent Retention

Load for Multiple BMP in Series

Load
N: 170.21 kg/yr
P: 22.83 kg/yr

→
Treatment
N: 49 %
P: 49 %

→
Surface Discharge
N: 86.93 kg/yr
P: 11.66 kg/yr

 ↓

Mass Reduction
N: 83.27 kg/yr
P: 11.17 kg/yr



APPENDIX L

Existing ERP Permit From SFWMD





























































APPENDIX M

Relevant Portions of

State Job No. 87270-3404
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