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Slim Chickens - Drainage Conformance Letter

ENGINEERS STATEMENT

This Drainage Conformance Letter for Lot 3 (Slim Chickens), of Parker and Pine Filing
No. 1 Development, was prepared by me or under my direct supervision in accordance
with the provisions of the Town of Parker Storm Drainage & Environmental Criteria
Manual. | understand that the Town of Parker and its designated town authority do not
and will not assume liability for drainage facilities designed by others.

Chris Mueller PE NCEES

Colorado P.E. License No. 5699

Seal and Date
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Slim Chickens - Drainage Conformance Letter

Introduction

This Drainage Conformance Letter has been prepared for the proposed Slim
Chickens restaurant located at Lot 3 of Parker and Pine Filing No. 1. The purpose
of this letter is to show that the proposed development conforms to the Storm
Drainage and Environmental Criteria Manual for the Town of Parker, and the
Parker & Pine Retail Final Drainage Report Version 1, prepared by Kimley Horn,
and dated April, 2020, hereinafter called the “Master Drainage Report.” This is
the underlying Master Plan for the overall development encompassing the site.
All infrastructure will be installed prior to this project’s construction and is
labeling “existing” for purposes of this report.

Location

The project site located at the southwest corner of S. Parker Road and E. Pine
Lane, Parker, Colorado. This development is located in the Southeast Quarter of
Section 9, and part of the Northeast Quarter of Section 16, Township 6 South,

Range 66 West of the 6th Principal Meridian, Town of Parker, County of
Douglas, State of Colorado. The site is bounded by South Parker Road (State
Highway No. 83) to the east, Pine Lane to north, Twenty Mile Road to the west,
and a vacant lot to the south.

Existing Conditions

Lot 3 occupies approximately 0.87 acres of vacant land, covered with native
grasses and weeds. The project site was studied in the Parker & Pine Final
Drainage Report, Version 1, prepared by Kimley Horn, dated April 2020. Per this
Report, this site lies within Basin 7.0.

The existing site generally slopes to the west. As part of the Parker and Pine
master planned development, internal streets will be built north and west,
adjacent to this Lot. The existing underground storm drain system will convey
stormwater to a detention pond, then discharge into Baldwin Gulch.

Proposed Conditions

An existing stormwater manhole is located along the west side of the Lot. This
manhole will be converted to a street inlet in the Slim Chickens parking lot, and
serve as the discharge from the site, in the proposed condition. The existing
storm sewer system has been sized to receive flows from the developed Lot.

The impervious percentage assigned to this basin was 85%. The impervious
percentage for the proposed Slim Chickens is calculated to be 70%. The allowed
runoff is 7.35 cfs, which exceeds the proposed 5.30 cfs calculated for the Slim
Chickens development. The proposed onsite inlet capacity is 6.3 cfs is greater
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Slim Chickens - Drainage Conformance Letter

than the 5.2 cfs proposed 100-year runoff, and therefore the site complies with
the Master Drainage Report.

Conclusion

Since the proposed development is lower in both imperviousness and runoff than
allowed, by the Parker & Pine Master Drainage Report, the existing drainage
facilities are sufficient to convey the runoff from the proposed Slim Chickens
site, without onsite water quality or detention, and not negatively impact adjacent

properties.
Attachments
1. Table 5.1 One-Hour Point Rainfall
2. Table 6-3. Recommended percentage impervious values
3. Table 6-5. Runoff coefficients, c
4. Hydrologic Soil Map Information
5. Runoff Coefficients spreadsheet
6. Standard Form SF-1. Time of Concentration
7. Standard Form SF-2. Storm Drainage System Design (Rational Method
Procedure)
8. Inlet in a Sump or Sag Location spreadsheet
9. Parker & Pine Preliminary Drainage Area Map

10. Slim Chickens Proposed Drainage Area Map
11. 10’ Type R Inlet Profile and Flex Tables
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TOWN OF PARKER STORM DRAINAGE AND ENVIRONMENTAL CRITERIA MANUAL

TABLE 5.1
ONE-HOUR POINT RAINFALL
Frequency of Design One-hour Point
Event Rainfall, P,

(yr) (in)

2 0.99

5 1.39

10 1.64

25 1.98

50 2.31

100 2.60

5.3 FLOOD HYDROLOGY OVERVIEW

Various methods exist to determine appropriate flood peaks or hydrographs for storm drainage
planning and design. Methods for determining flood peaks or hydrographs are the Rational Method,
the Colorado Urban Hydrograph Procedure (CUHP), and Urban Drainage Stormwater Management
(UDSWM) model. The Town of Parker discourages the use of computer models other than CUHP and
UDSWM since these programs are preferred, if not required, by UDFCD for studies involving major
drainageways where UDFCD approval is sought or where maintenance eligibility is requested.

The three methods are briefly described in this section, and a discussion of their applicability to the
Town of Parker is discussed. UDSWM is mostly used to combine and route the hydrographs generated
using CUHP.

In general, the Rational Method is the most widely used and accepted technique for determining peak
flows in urban areas for small basins. Within the constraints outlined in the MANUAL, use of the
Rational Method provides a relatively simple but effective way to analyze storm runoff.

CUHP is somewhat more complicated than the Rational Method. It allows a manual computation of a
runoff hydrograph which may be used for further hydraulic routing through channels and/or detention
ponds. Historically, CUHP is best used in urban areas for which runoff coefficients have been derived.
However, recent improvements by UDFCD include consideration for different soil types, thus CUHP
is now more applicable to rural areas. The reader is referred to UDFCD for the latest version of
CUHP.

UDSWM is a computer model that generates runoff hydrographs and routes and combines these
hydrographs. UDSWM is a modified version of the Runoff Block of the Environmental Protection
Agency’s Storm Water Management Model (SWMM). It has been modified to be used in conjunction
with CUHP. Table 5.2 herein provides guidance on selecting the appropriate method for a given
project.

SECTION 5. HYDROLOGIC CRITERIA 52 2014



Runoff Chapter 6
Table 6-3. Recommended percentage imperviousness values
Land Use or Percentage Imperviousness
Surface Characteristics (%)
Business:
Downtown Areas 95
Suburban Areas 75
Residential lots (lot area only):
Single-family
2.5 acres or larger 12
0.75—2.5 acres 20
0.25—0.75 acres 30
0.25 acres or less 45
Apartments 75
Industrial:
Light areas 80
Heavy areas 90
Parks, cemeteries 10
Playgrounds 25
Schools 55
Railroad yard areas 50
Undeveloped Areas:
Historic flow analysis 2
Greenbelts, agricultural 2
Off-site flow analysis (when land use not
defined) 4
Streets:
Paved 100
Gravel (packed) 40
Drive and walks 90
Roofs 90
Lawns, sandy soil 2
Lawns, clayey soil 2
6-8 Urban Drainage and Flood Control District August 2018

Urban Storm Drainage Criteria Manual Volume 1



Runoff Chapter 6
Table 6-5. Runoff coefficients, ¢
Total or Effective NRCS Hydrologic Soil Group A
% Impervious 2-Year | 5-Year 10-Year 25-Year | 50-Year | 100-Year|500-Year
2% 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.04 0.13 0.27
5% 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.03 0.07 0.15 0.29
10% 0.04 0.05 0.05 0.07 0.11 0.19 0.32
15% 0.07 0.08 0.08 0.1 0.15 0.23 0.35
20% 0.1 0.11 0.12 0.14 0.2 0.27 0.38
25% 0.14 0.15 0.16 0.19 0.24 0.3 0.42
30% 0.18 0.19 0.2 0.23 0.28 0.34 0.45
35% 0.21 0.23 0.24 0.27 0.32 0.38 0.48
40% 0.25 0.27 0.28 0.32 0.37 0.42 0.51
45% 0.3 0.31 0.33 0.36 0.41 0.46 0.54
50% 0.34 0.36 0.37 0.41 0.45 0.5 0.58
55% 0.39 0.4 0.42 0.45 0.49 0.54 0.61
60% 0.43 0.45 0.47 0.5 0.54 0.58 0.64
65% 0.48 0.5 0.51 0.54 0.58 0.62 0.67
70% 0.53 0.55 0.56 0.59 0.62 0.65 0.71
75% 0.58 0.6 0.61 0.64 0.66 0.69 0.74
80% 0.63 0.65 0.66 0.69 0.71 0.73 0.77
85% 0.68 0.7 0.71 0.74 0.75 0.77 0.8
90% 0.73 0.75 0.77 0.79 0.79 0.81 0.84
95% 0.79 0.81 0.82 0.83 0.84 0.85 0.87
100% 0.84 0.86 0.87 0.88 0.88 0.89 0.9
Total or Effective NRCS Hydrologic Soil Group B
% Impervious 2-Year | 5-Year 10-Year 25-Year | 50-Year [ 100-Year|500-Year
2% 0.01 0.01 0.07 0.26 0.34 0.44 0.54
5% 0.03 0.03 0.1 0.28 0.36 0.45 0.55
10% 0.06 0.07 0.14 0.31 0.38 0.47 0.57
15% 0.09 0.11 0.18 0.34 0.41 0.5 0.59
20% 0.13 0.15 0.22 0.38 0.44 0.52 0.61
25% 0.17 0.19 0.26 0.41 0.47 0.54 0.63
30% 0.2 0.23 0.3 0.44 0.49 0.57 0.65
35% 0.24 0.27 0.34 0.47 0.52 0.59 0.66
40% 0.29 0.32 0.38 0.5 0.55 0.61 0.68
45% 0.33 0.36 0.42 0.53 0.58 0.64 0.7
50% 0.37 0.4 0.46 0.56 0.61 0.66 0.72
55% 0.42 0.45 0.5 0.6 0.63 0.68 0.74
60% 0.46 0.49 0.54 0.63 0.66 0.71 0.76
65% 0.5 0.54 0.58 0.66 0.69 0.73 0.77
70% 0.55 0.58 0.62 0.69 0.72 0.75 0.79
75% 0.6 0.63 0.66 0.72 0.75 0.78 0.81
80% 0.64 0.67 0.7 0.75 0.77 0.8 0.83
85% 0.69 0.72 0.74 0.78 0.8 0.82 0.85
90% 0.74 0.76 0.78 0.81 0.83 0.84 0.87
95% 0.79 0.81 0.82 0.85 0.86 0.87 0.88
100% 0.84 0.86 0.86 0.88 0.89 0.89 0.9
6-10 Urban Drainage and Flood Control District August 2018

Urban Storm Drainage Criteria Manual Volume 1
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Hydrologic Soil Group—Castle Rock Area, Colorado

Web Soil Survey

Hydrologic Soil Group

Hydrologic Soil Group— Summary by Map Unit — Castle Rock Area, Colorado (C0622)

Map unit symbol Map unit name Rating Acres in AOI Percent of AOI
BrD Bresser sandy loam, B 11.2 73.8%
cool, 5 to 9 percent
slopes
Lo Loamy alluvial land C 0.5 3.3%
Sa Sampson loam 3.5 22.9%
Totals for Area of Interest 15.2 100.0%

Description

Hydrologic soil groups are based on estimates of runoff potential. Soils are
assigned to one of four groups according to the rate of water infiltration when the
soils are not protected by vegetation, are thoroughly wet, and receive
precipitation from long-duration storms.

The soils in the United States are assigned to four groups (A, B, C, and D) and
three dual classes (A/D, B/D, and C/D). The groups are defined as follows:

Group A. Soils having a high infiltration rate (low runoff potential) when
thoroughly wet. These consist mainly of deep, well drained to excessively
drained sands or gravelly sands. These soils have a high rate of water
transmission.

Group B. Soils having a moderate infiltration rate when thoroughly wet. These
consist chiefly of moderately deep or deep, moderately well drained or well
drained soils that have moderately fine texture to moderately coarse texture.
These soils have a moderate rate of water transmission.

Group C. Soils having a slow infiltration rate when thoroughly wet. These consist
chiefly of soils having a layer that impedes the downward movement of water or
soils of moderately fine texture or fine texture. These soils have a slow rate of
water transmission.

Group D. Soils having a very slow infiltration rate (high runoff potential) when
thoroughly wet. These consist chiefly of clays that have a high shrink-swell
potential, soils that have a high water table, soils that have a claypan or clay
layer at or near the surface, and soils that are shallow over nearly impervious
material. These soils have a very slow rate of water transmission.

If a soil is assigned to a dual hydrologic group (A/D, B/D, or C/D), the first letter is
for drained areas and the second is for undrained areas. Only the soils that in
their natural condition are in group D are assigned to dual classes.

USDA  Natural Resources
== Conservation Service

Web Soil Survey 71512017
National Cooperative Soil Survey Page 3 of 4



Jeuoney 1d wegol L 2190020gwWoddns\y3 1137 IONVINHOINOD Z1900202\ILYMINIO LS\uBIsa@ L0\(SUSHOIUD WIIS) SUET auld '8 PEOY Joded - Jasied ‘OQwuswdojarsq Jels |iell\d

%Z jad) 100 100 020 SV3IdV d3dVOSANY1 gV
%06 80 9.0 .0 600 400y v
%06 ¥8'0 9.0 .0 190 SYIVM "LNIFWIAVL -V
(%) ooty 9 o] (oe) uondussag al uiseg
1 ealy
|eioL
3 ausodwo), ejeq uiseg-qns
‘8leq :Aq pasoayd d3sododd ‘uoposg
0coe/elL/9 ‘ejed NO :Aq pejeasd 00 "¥IMYVd - SNIMOIHO WITS ‘palfoid

SJUBIdIYB0D Youny



|EUONEY Id WEGOLL ZL900Z0Z2\HoddNs\y¥T 1 137 FIONVINHOANOD 21900202\ LYMINIOLS\UBISaq L0\(SuexIuD WiIS) eueT suld g PEOY Josied - Jaxled ‘OOwuswdojeaeq Jels Ilell\d

Iselleg |ley L
salems paned MO||BYS pue Seale paned )
Kemisiem passeln G
punoib aleq AueaN v
sume| pue ainjsed Joys € 5paysialem ueqinuou Joj ujw T < 2] |euly
piay/ebeliiL| [4 'S uonenba 51aas YOI Wodj ‘08T/T+0T = Xew )
mopesuw AresH 1 A09/1=1
uopduoseq 9pod (oyu) uBisaq 193Ys 235) Z-0 2|qeL Wouy 3 ‘-OY ub3z @D4AN Wouy ‘G0v™S4"D = A wouy Adojap
Sjusioyeo) adepng pue  Z-OY d|geL doddn €-0Y ub3 @4an wouy (€€°0vS)/((5°0v1)4(D-TT)4S6€°0) =1
:s9J0N
S92 RECTO) 9o5'LL | oo'lez | S3A S9'L €9'L 19 0002 salems paAed MO|[BYS PUE Seale paned 9 L10°0 §SC 209 S0'0 4 0020 100 SY3yY| [
A3dvOSANY
00'S REEIVG) 2.1l | o060E | S3IA L9y oLl 19 0002 sajems paAed MO|[eyS puE seale paned 9 2100 S/Z s8'C 200 ve 0600 9.0 400¥ [
00'S REEITG) 6.0, | ooevl [ S3A 06'% 000 000 0002 salems paAed MO|[eYS PUE seale paned 9 0 0 06'v €00 el 0L9'0 9.0 [SMIVM "INIFWIAVC (5%
<oy (unw) () [lon/saA)| (ww) [ (uw) | (s/3) |("2)320D uondudsag 3po) (4/4) () (ww) | (/y) () |beleasy uondudsaqg
Wy qsual | uequn [H4+4=°y| dwil | AwdopA | Asauo) " Yyiua h adojs | ysua al uiseg
Wi0L aoegng puet o adA|
(uw) (suiseq paziuequn) ()] )
2L 1VNI4 NJIHIOL JNIL 1IAVHL MO14 ANVTYIAO/IVILINI v1va NIsve-ans
uiw oL =""00L [einy
uw g =" 0oL ueqin
:?)eq :Rg pasioayd ad3sododd ‘uonoeg
0202/21/9 ejea no ‘Ad pajeasn 00 "¥3IMYVd - SNINOIHO WIS pafoid

uoeIIUSIUOY JO W] * |-4S W04 pJepuels




|euoley Id WEgOL | Z1900Z02\Hoddns\yT 1137 IONVINHOANOD 21900202\ 83 LYMINHOLS\UBISaa L0\(SusoIyD wilS) aueT auld B PeOY Josied - Jaxied ‘OOwuswdojeraq Jels [iell\d

Mol adid [euoyppy (1) 982°0v(01 UWN|0D+01)/d\G'8Z= (Z}) J88YS 3NeA-D 0} PaXUI| UORRUSOUOD JO BWI| (9)
Mol adid [PUOYPPY (Z}) OV Uiseq pauiquIod au o6 0} (2) sealy uiseg aU} PPV (L1) 199US 3NfeA-D 0} payul O sysodwiod  (5)
mol4 adid [eUOYPPY (9}) 1Z uWwnjog X 9 uwnjod= (04) 120US 3NfeAD O} payul Rl Uiseg ()
09/0Z UWNIeD / 9} UWNIED= (1) MOl PUBLISAQ 931 [UOHPPY (S1) 8 UWNIOD X £ Uwnod= (6) 190US BNfeA O Woy sweN uiseg sy oI (g)
Ayooje\ puepano (02) MOJf PUBLIBAQ J331S [BUOHPPY (7)) 982°0v(9 UWNOD+01)/d.G'82= (8) juiod ubisaQ uiseg [t4]
bueT Mol [eUOPPY (61) o Jowns (g4) S UWNIED X & UWNED= (2) 190US NfeA-O 0} paxul uopduosaq uiseg (1)
0C's =7v10L
200 9L, 000 S9'L 100 020 £V L37INI NJOLS £V
190 288 800 00'G ¥8°0 600 v L37INI NJOLS v
[4°h4 288 160 00'G ¥8°0 190 1V L37INI NJOLS v
(z2) (12) (02) (61) (84) (21) (o1) (S1) (1) (1) (z) [[D) (o4) [B)] (8) )] (9 (S) () (€) @ ) da
i} m o
< r - [7/] >
m m o | o2 | 09 o | = = c _ = o R 3 o m
= = ~m = = = = = = = c > 1]
Ex~ 3o | Tz | 83| 20| 22| 22 | 20| 80| S-|B2|E-| Q0| S-|B2|E~| 82 b g2 o}
SHNVINTY z 29 | 28| mm | =3 | 52 |BRm| 2| @ z 29 | 2 @ z o2 zZ 59 S of z NOILYO01
M T mz m = < > g o z o
@ @ = e <]
3
JNIL 1FAVIL Adld 133LS 440NNA TVLOL 440NNY LO3dIa
u 09 =d T ko00r  wioyg ubiseq
7 =7v10L
100 S6'C 000 S9'L 100 020 £V L37INI NJOLS £V
[44Y 9g'e 00 00'S ¥.°0 600 v L3INI NJOLS v
s 9g'e E14Y 00'G ZAY 190 1V L37INI NJOLS v
(zz) (12) (02) (61) (81) (21) (91) (G1) (1) (€1) (1) (L) (04) (6) (8) (2) (9) (S) () (€) (2) (1) da
mn m o
< r - [7/] >
m [ ) o9 o 7] _ = c _ = o x =0 Y
—_ —_ _m 5 > _ = 3 - = c S > [}
Ex~ 3o | T2 | 83| 20| 22| 22 | 20| 80| S-|B2|E-| Q0| S-|B2 |2~ | 82 b Eg2 o
SYUVNIY Zz ®wo | 39 mm | =% | 50 |h| 2|2 E L9 | 2 ] F o Zz 59 5 3008 z NOILYOO1
3 T mz m - < > T q o -z o
@ @ = - <]
-
=
JNILL TIAVYL 3did 133418 440NNY TV.LOL 440NNy 103¥1d
u 660 =d T kg uwoyg ubiseq
:9)eq :Aq paxoayd ad3S0doyd ‘uopdeg
0cozreL9 °9¥eq NO  :Aq pejeasd 00loud

(eanpasoad poyjs [euoney) ubisag waysAg abeureiq wliolg * Z-4S w04 piepuels



I INLET IN A SUMP OR SAG LOCATION |

Version 4.05 Released March 2017

|Design Information (Input) - MINOR MAJOR
Type of Inlet | CDOT Type R Curb Opening j Type = CDOT Type R Curb Opening
Local Depression (additional to continuous gutter depression 'a' from above) Aocal = 3.00 inches
Number of Unit Inlets (Grate or Curb Opening) No = 2
\Water Depth at Flowline (outside of local depression) Ponding Depth = 5.1 5.1 inches
Grate Information MINOR MAJOR I~ Ovwerride Depths
Length of a Unit Grate L (G) = N/A feet
\Width of a Unit Grate W, = N/A feet
[Area Opening Ratio for a Grate (typical values 0.15-0.90) Avatio = N/A
Clogging Factor for a Single Grate (typical value 0.50 - 0.70) C:(G) = N/A N/A
Grate Weir Coefficient (typical value 2.15 - 3.60) C, (G)= N/A
Grate Orifice Coefficient (typical value 0.60 - 0.80) C, (G) = N/A
Curb Opening Information MINOR MAJOR
Length of a Unit Curb Opening L, (C) = 5.00 feet
Height of Vertical Curb Opening in Inches Hyert = 6.00 inches
Height of Curb Orifice Throat in Inches Hiproat = 6.00 inches
Angle of Throat (see USDCM Figure ST-5) Theta = 63.40 degrees
Side Width for Depression Pan (typically the gutter width of 2 feet) W, = 2.00 feet
Clogging Factor for a Single Curb Opening (typical value 0.10) Ci(C)= 0.20 0.20
Curb Opening Weir Coefficient (typical value 2.3-3.7) C,(C)= 3.60
Curb Opening Orifice Coefficient (typical value 0.60 - 0.70) C,(C) = 0.67
|Low Head Performance Reduction (Calculated) MINOR MAJOR
Depth for Grate Midwidth dorate = N/A N/A ft
Depth for Curb Opening Weir Equation deun = 0.26 0.26 ft
Combination Inlet Performance Reduction Factor for Long Inlets RF combination = 0.48 0.48
Curb Opening Performance Reduction Factor for Long Inlets RFcup = 0.88 0.88
Grated Inlet Performance Reduction Factor for Long Inlets RF grate = N/A N/A

MINOR MAJOR
Total Inlet Interception Capacity (assumes clogged condition) Q, = 6.3 6.3 cfs
Inlet Capacity IS GOOD for Minor and Major Storms(>Q PEAK) Q peak REQUIRED = 1.8 5.2 cfs

20200606 UD-Inlet_v4.05, PROPOSED ONSITE INLET 6/6/2020, 1:49 PM
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Profile Report

Engineering Profile - B07.1 to EX. B0.7 (10" Type R Inlet.stsw)

5,810.00

EX.B0.7

BO7.1

Rim: 5,807.50 ft
Rim: 5,806.54 ft / Invert: 5,796.65 ft

5,805.00

<

9

©

>

[

L
5,800.00
5,795.00

-0+50

10' Type R Inlet.stsw
12/17/2020

CO-1: 31.0 ft @ -0.012 ft/ft
—— Circle-12.0in Concrete

/4/’
_/_
0+00 0+50
Station (ft)
Bentley Systems, Inc. Haestad Methods Solution StormCAD
Center [10.03.02.04]

27 Siemon Company Drive Suite 200 W Page 1 of 1
Watertown, CT 06795 USA +1-203-755-1666



FlexTable: Network Elements Table

10' Type R Inlet.stsw
12/17/2020

Bentley Systems, Inc. Haestad Methods Solution

Center
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Label Station Inlet Inlet Location Inlet C Inlet Drainage
(Calculated) Area
(ft) (acres)
EX. B0.7 0+33
BO7.1 0+64
0-1
COo-1
CO-3
Total Inlet Flow (Total In) | Flow (Captured) Flow (Total Bypass Target Spread / Top
Intensity (cfs) Bypassed) Width
(in/h) (cfs) (ft)
10.39999961853
03
5.199999809265
14
System CA System Flow System Rational Flow Start Node Stop Node
(acres) Time Flow (cfs)
(min) (cfs)
0.000 0.078 0.00
0.000 0.000 0.00
0.000 0.162 0.00
0.000 0.000 0.00 5.20 | EX. B0.7 BO7.1
0.000 0.078 0.00 5.20 | EX. B0.7 0O-1
Number of Rise (Unified) Span Length (Unified) Slope Friction Slope
Barrels (ft) (ft) (ft) (Calculated) (ft/ft)
(ft/ft)
1 1.00 31.0 -0.012 0.021
1 1.00 33.5 173.025 0.021
Headloss Velocity Depth (Normal) Invert (Start) Hydraulic Grade | Elevation Ground
(ft) (ft/s) (ft) (ft) Line (In) (Start)
(ft) (ft)
0.00 5,800.59
0.00 5,801.25
0.66 6.62 (N/A) 5,796.29 5,801.25 5,806.54
0.71 6.62 0.07 5,796.29 5,800.59 5,806.54
Invert (Stop) Hydraulic Grade | Elevation Ground
(ft) Line (Out) (Stop)
(ft) (ft)
5,800.59
5,801.25
5,796.65 5,800.59 5,807.50
0.00 5,799.88 0.00
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FlexTable: Outfall Table

1D Label Elevation Set Rim to Elevation Boundary Condition Type
(Ground) Ground (Invert)
(ft) Elevation? (ft)
41 [ O-1 0.00 True 0.00 | User Defined Tailwater
Boundary Elevation (User | Hydraulic Grade | Flow (Total Out) Notes
Element Defined (ft) (cfs)
Tailwater)
(ft)
<None> 5,799.88 5,799.88 5.20
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Conduit FlexTable: Combined Pipe/Node Report
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Label Start Node Stop Node Branch ID Branch Element | Length (Unified)
ID (ft)
COo-1 EX. B0.7 BO7.1 1 1 31.0
CO-3 EX. B0.7 0O-1 1 2 33.5
Upstream Inlet C | System Intensity | Upstream Inlet Upstream System CA System Intensity
(in/h) Area Structure Flow (acres) (in/h)
(acres) (Total Surface)
(cfs)
(N/A) 8.000 (N/A) 0.00 0.000 8.000
(N/A) 12.000 (N/A) 0.00 0.000 12.000
System Rational Flow Rise (Unified) Capacity (Full Velocity Invert (Start)
Flow (cfs) (ft) Flow) (ft/s) (ft)
(cfs) (cfs)
0.00 5.20 1.00 3.84 6.62 5,796.29
0.00 5.20 1.00 468.62 6.62 5,796.29
Invert (Stop) Slope Notes
(ft) (Calculated)
(ft/ft)
5,796.65 -0.012
0.00 173.025
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Conduit FlexTable: DOT Report

Label -Node- -Depth- -EGL- Upstream -Ground- -HGL- Upstream
Upstream Upstream Downstream Upstream Downstream
Downstream Downstream (ft) Downstream (ft)
(ft) (ft)
CO-1 EX. B0.7 4.30 5,801.27 5,806.54 5,801.25
BO7.1 4.60 5,801.94 5,807.50 5,800.59
CO-3 EX. B0.7 4.30 5,801.27 5,806.54 5,800.59
0O-1 (N/A) (N/A) 0.00 5,799.88
-Invert- Section -X- Upstream -Y- Upstream
Upstream Discharge Downstream Downstream
Downstream Capacity (ft) (ft)
(ft) (cfs)
5,796.29 5.20 89.54 -12.00
5,796.65 3.84 133.75 -12.14
5,796.29 5.20 89.54 -12.00
0.00 468.62 56.04 -12.04

Bentley Systems, Inc. Haestad Methods Solution StormCAD
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FlexTable: Conduit Table

1D Label Start Node Set Invert to Invert (Start) Stop Node
Start? (ft)
31| CO-1 EX. BO.7 True 5,796.29 | BO7.1
42 [ CO-3 EX. B0.7 True 5,796.29 | O-1
Set Invert to Invert (Stop) Has User Length (User Length (Scaled) Slope
Stop? (ft) Defined Length? Defined) (ft) (Calculated)
(ft) (ft/ft)
True 5,796.65 True 31.0 44.2 -0.012
True 0.00 False 33.5 173.025
Section Type Diameter Manning's n Flow Velocity Depth (Out)
(in) (cfs) (ft/s) (ft)
Circle 12.0 0.013 5.20 6.62 4.30
Circle 12.0 0.013 5.20 6.62 5,799.88
Capacity (Full Flow / Capacity | Depth (Normal) / Notes Hydraulic Grade | Hydraulic Grade
Flow) (Design) Rise Line (In) Line (Out)
(cfs) (%) (%) (ft) (ft)
3.84 135.4 (N/A) 5,801.25 5,800.59
468.62 1.1 7.4 5,800.59 5,799.88
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