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DRAINAGE COMPLIANCE LETTER

To: Town of Parker

Dan Skeehan, P.E.
Kimley-Horn and Associates, Inc

Date: June 30, 2021

From:

Parker and Pine Everbrook Academy - Drainage Compliance Letter

SUBIECt: | 4t 6, Parker and Pine Filing 1

Kimley-Horn and Associates, Inc. (Kimley-Horn) is submitting this Drainage Compliance Letter for the above
referenced project as required by the Town of Parker for Construction Development approval.
The purpose of this letter is to demonstrate that the proposed improvements for this project will not negatively
impact the existing drainage conditions for the site and will conform to all previously approved drainage reports
below:
e “Parker and Pine Filing No. 1 - Final Drainage Report Amendment” prepared by Kimley-Horn and
Associates, Inc. Dated April 2021 (the “Existing Report Amendment”)
e “Parker and Pine Filing No. 1 - Final Drainage Report” prepared by Kimley-Horn and Associates, Inc.
Dated April 2020 (the “Existing Report”)
e “Parker Auto Plaza Final Drainage Report” prepared by Kiowa Engineering Corporation dated July 12,
2004 (the “Master Report”)

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The proposed Everbrook Academy development on Lot 6, Parker and Pine Filing 1 (the “Site”) is located at the
southeast corner of Twenty Mile Road and Pine Lane in the Town of Parker, Colorado (“the Town”). The project
is the second phase in a multi-phase mixed used development. As part of phase 1, the overall developer graded
the site, installed private drives and utility mains across the site, and made improvements to the existing shared
detention pond. The Everbrook Academy project consists of a vacant 1.38 acres parcel and the development
includes site grading, utility service installation, new building construction, parking and sidewalk improvements,
and landscaping. The site is bordered to the north by Pine Lane, to the east by undeveloped lots and a private
drive, to the south by undeveloped lots and a private drive, and to the west by Twenty Mile Road.

EXISTING DRAINAGE INFORMATION
Per the “Parker and Pine Filing No. 1 - Final Drainage Report,” Lot 6 contains 1 onsite drainage basin with the
following characteristics:

Table 1
Drainége Area Imperviousness
Basin (AC)
SB1.1 1.43 85%
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The existing drainage report and existing drainage report amendment can be found in Appendix D and E. The
master drainage report can be found in Appendix F. Updated calculations for the overall pond complying with
the As-Built conditions for Filing 1 have been included in Appendix G.

COMPLIANCE WITH COLORADO DISCHARGE PERMIT SYSTEM GENERAL
PERMIT COR080000

The Town of Parker has coverage under the Colorado Discharge Permit System General Permit COR080000
Stormwater Discharges Associated with Municipal Separate Storm Sewer Systems (MS4s). This permit states that
applicable developments must implement control measures to meet the effluent requirements of the permit.

“Applicable development sites” are those that result in land disturbance of greater than or equal to one acre,
including sites less than one acre that are part of a larger common plan of development or sale, unless excluded
below. Applicable development sites include all new development and redevelopment sites for which permanent
water quality control measures were required in accordance with an MS4 permit. “New Development” means land
disturbing activities; structural development, including construction or installation of a building or structure, creation
of impervious surfaces; and land subdivision for a site that does not meet the definition of redevelopment.

This project meets the requirements of an applicable development site.

The control measure for applicable development sites shall meet one of the following base design standards listed
below:

(A) WQCV Standard: The control measure(s) is designed to provide treatment and/or infiltration of the WQCV and:

1) 100% of the applicable development site is captured, except the permittee may exclude up to 20 percent, not
to exceed 1 acre, of the applicable development site area when the permittee has determined that it is not
practicable to capture runoff from portions of the site that will not drain towards control measures. In addition, the
permittee must also determine that the implementation of a separate control measure for that portion of the site is
not practicable (e.g., driveway access that drains directly to street).

2) Evaluation of the minimum drain time shall be based on the pollutant removal mechanism and functionality of
the control measure implemented. Consideration of drain time shall include maintaining vegetation necessary for
operation of the control measure (e.g., wetland vegetation).

(B) Pollutant Removal Standard: The control measure(s) is designed to treat at a minimum the 80th percentile
storm event. The control measure(s) shall be designed to treat stormwater runoff in a manner expected to reduce
the event mean concentration of total suspended solids (TSS) to a median value of 30 mg/L or less.

1) 100% of the applicable development site is captured, except the permittee may exclude up to 20 percent not to
exceed 1 acre of the applicable development site area when the permittee has determined that it is not practicable
to capture runoff from portions of the site that will not drain towards control measures. In addition, the permittee
must also determine that the implementation of a separate control measure for that portion of the site is not
practicable (e.g., driveway access that drains directly to street).

(C) Runoff Reduction Standard.: The control measure(s) is designed to infiltrate into the ground where site geology
permits, evaporate, or evapotranspire a quantity of water equal to 60% of what the calculated WQCV would be if
all impervious area for the applicable development site discharged without infiltration. This base design standard
can be met through practices such as green infrastructure. “Green infrastructure” generally refers to control
measures that use vegetation, soils, and natural processes or mimic natural processes to manage stormwater.
Green infrastructure can be used in place of or in addition to low impact development principles.
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The development will meet the WQCV Standard listed above through the existing detention and water quality
pond. The total on-site area (Lots 6) is 1.38 acres; approximately 0.25 acres of the site is infeasible to be collected
due to Site topographic constraints. The total area not collected or treated for water quality is 0.23 acres, which
equates to 16.7% of the Site.

PROPOSED DRAINAGE INFORMATION

Drainage patterns proposed in the Existing Report are generally maintained for this project. Proposed storm
sewer infrastructure includes area inlets, curb inlets, and storm sewer pipe that ultimately tie into the existing
storm drain infrastructure on site. Stormwater will then follow the system proposed in the existing drainage report
to the existing detention and water quality pond in the southwest corner of the site.

The Site has been divided into 6 sub drainage basins. Runoff from the sub drainage basins are proposed to be
routed through the development via storm sewer and ultimately discharge into the system proposed in the
existing drainage report to the existing detention and water quality pond in the southwest corner of the site. The
proposed drainage basin locations and layout of the storm sewer is shown on the Proposed Drainage Map
included in Appendix A of this Report. Calculations are included in Appendix B of this Report.

Sub-Basin 05

Sub-Basin 05 is approximately 0.28 acres and will consist of landscaping and sidewalk paving. Sub-Basin 05 has
been calculated to be 59% impervious at its ultimate build out condition. The resulting runoff coefficients for this
basin are 0.56 and 0.78 for the 5-year and 100-year storm, respectively. The tributary area from 05 shall be
conveyed via an area inlet and proposed storm pipe to the existing onsite Storm Sewer system.

Sub-Basin 10

Sub-Basin 10 is approximately 0.33 acres and will consist of roof area. Sub-Basin 10 has been calculated to be
90% impervious at its ultimate build out condition. The resulting runoff coefficients for this basin are 0.83 and 0.91
for the 5-year and 100-year storm, respectively. The tributary area from 10 shall be conveyed via roof drains and
proposed storm pipe to the existing onsite Storm Sewer system.

Sub-Basin 15

Sub-Basin 15 is approximately 0.52 acres and will consist of landscaping, sidewalk, and asphalt paving. Sub-Basin
15 has been calculated to be 84% impervious at its ultimate build out condition. The resulting runoff coefficients
for this basin are 0.78 and 0.89 for the 5-year and 100-year storm, respectively. The tributary area from 15 shall
be conveyed via an curb inlet and proposed storm pipe to the existing onsite Storm Sewer system.

Sub-Basin OS-1

Sub-Basin OS-1 is approximately 0.02 acres and consists of landscaping and a small amount of sidewalk paving.
It has been calculated to be 15% impervious at its ultimate build out condition. The resulting runoff coefficients for
this basin are 0.18 and 0.58 for the 5-year and 100-year storm, respectively. The tributary area from OS-1 shall
sheetflow onto the adjacent development and then conveyed via area inlets to existing Storm Sewer infrastructure.

Sub-Basin OS-2

Sub-Basin OS-2 is approximately 0.12 acres and consists of landscaping and sidewalk paving. It has been
calculated to be 18% impervious at its ultimate build out condition. The resulting runoff coefficients for this basin
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are 0.21 and 0.59 for the 5-year and 100-year storm, respectively. The tributary area from OS-2 shall sheetflow
into public roadways and then conveyed via curb inlets to existing Town Storm Sewer infrastructure.

Sub-Basin OS-3

Sub-Basin 0S-3 is approximately 0.11 acres and consists of landscaping and sidewalk paving. It has been
calculated to be 51% impervious at its ultimate build out condition. The resulting runoff coefficients for this basin
are 0.50 and 0.74 for the 5-year and 100-year storm, respectively. The tributary area from OS-3 shall sheetflow
into public roadways and then conveyed via curb inlets to existing Town Storm Sewer infrastructure.

DETENTION COMPLIANCE

Detention compliance is based on the Existing Report Amendment. The Master Report had a regional pond peak
discharge rate of 13.1 CFS in the 100-year storm event. The Existing Report modified the regional pond design to
account for Town standards on water quality treatment. Pond discharge calculations were included in the Existing
Report to demonstrate the 100-year storm event peak discharge rate did not exceeded the Master Report peak
discharge rate. The 100-year peak discharge rate from the Existing Report is 10.70 CFS due to the previously
approved un-detained flows from sub-basins 19.0 and 20.0. Per discussions with Town Staff, it was determined
that the Existing Report peak discharge is the governing historic peak discharge rate for the development.
Therefore, the Existing Report required an amendment to account for the un-detained flows for the all lots in the
overall development. The maximum proposed 100-year design discharge rate for the overall development (90%
of the historical peak discharge rate of 10.70 CFS) is therefore 9.63 CFS. With the Existing Report Amendment
100-year design peak discharge rate calculated as 5.50 CFS, this results in a net flow of 4.13 CFS that can be
utilized for the un-detained flows from the lots in the overall development. Proposed un-detained flows for this
drainage compliance letter are 1.37 CFS, and we understand that un-detaining flows for the proposed multi-family
drainage compliance letter are 0.76 CFS, resulting in 2.00 CFS available for the remaining lots in the development.
Pond discharge calculations from the Existing Report and the Existing Report Amendment can be found in
Appendix D and E. The Master Report pond discharge calculations can be found in Appendix F. This drainage
compliance letter proposes no improvements to the regional pond as the compensatory storage required for the
site is accounted for in the pond discharge calculations from the Existing Report Amendment. However, proposed
modifications to the regional pond outlet structure from the Existing Report Amendment will be completed as part
of the Multi-Family development construction. Table 2 below demonstrates that the compensatory storage
requirements are being met for the Site.

Table 2: Peak Discharge Rate Comparison

Master Existing Existing Report Proposed
Report Report Amendment Drainage Letter
Regional Pond Peak Discharge Rate 13.1CFS | 9.70CFS 4.50 CFS 5.50 CFS *
Un-detained Flows for 100-Year Storm Event
(Multi-Family — Separate Permit) N/A 1.00 CFS 1.00 CFS 0.76 CFS
Un-detained Flows for 100-Year Storm Event
(Lot 6) N/A N/A N/A 1.37 CFS
Total Design Peak Discharge Rate 13.1 CFS | 10.70CFS 5.50 CFS 6.26 CFS
Net Compensatory Storage** N/A N/A 4.13 CFS 3.37 CFS
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*Regional pond peak discharge rate for the Proposed Drainage Compliance Letter incorporates the
compensatory storage off-site flows from the Existing Report Amendment.

**Net compensatory storage is calculated by subtracting the 90% historical peak discharge rate (9.63 CFS)
by the total design peak discharge rate

CONCLUSION
The project proposes to reduce the impervious surface ratio for the Site anticipated in the Existing Report. Table
2 below compares the Existing Overall Development design parameters to our Proposed design. Our design
conforms to the Existing Report and generally maintains the proposed drainage patterns therein.

Table 2: Design Comparison

Area Imperviousness Runoff Coefficient Runoff (CFS)
5Year | 100 Year | 5Year | 100 Year
Existing Report Design 1.43 85% 0.73 0.82 4.93 10.37
Proposed Design 1.38 71% 0.67 0.83 4.88 10.30

APPENDICES:

- Appendix A: Drainage Map

- Appendix B: Runoff Calculations

- Appendix C: Soil Information and FEMA Flood Plain Map

- Appendix D: Parker and Pine Filing No. 1 — Final Drainage Report Amendment
- Appendix E: Parker and Pine Filing No. 1 — Final Drainage Report

- Appendix F: Parker Auto Plaza Final Drainage Report

- Appendix G: Parker and Pine Filing No. 1 — Updated As-Built Calculations

By: Daniel L. Skeehan, P.E.
Licensed Professional Engineer
State of Colorado No. 46391
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TOWN OF PARKER STORM DRAINAGE AND ENVIRONMENTAL CRITERIA MANUAL

5. HYDROLOGIC CRITERIA

5.1 INTRODUCTION

This section presents the criteria and methodology for determining storm runoff design peaks and
volumes to be used in the Town of Parker for preparation of storm drainage plans and facility design. In
general, hydrologic analysis of the initial and major storm events for both the historic and fully
developed site conditions is required. In addition to the hydrologic analysis for a site, a hydrologic
analysis should be performed for all off site basins that impact the proposed site. The Town of Parker
adopts procedures prescribed by the Urban Drainage and Flood Control District (UDFCD) for
performing hydrologic analysis. These procedures may be found in the Rainfall and Runoff sections of
the MANUAL. Standards and technical criteria found in the MANUAL should be followed except
where superseded by specific requirements of this manual.

5.2 DESIGN RAINFALL

For any storm runoff technique, design rainfall must first be established. The design rainfall data to be
used for the Town of Parker were obtained from NOAA Atlas 2, Precipitation— Frequency Atlas of the
Western United States, Volume IlI- Colorado. The design storm events developed and utilized are the
same as those used by UDFCD.

The one-hour point rainfall depths for different frequency events are shown in Table 5.1 herein.
Rainfall intensity as a function of the one-hour point rainfall and the time of concentration can be
approximated by the following equation which appears in the MANUAL as Equation RA-5.

1= (28.5P,)/(10+t,)" 7

Where, 1= rainfall intensity (in/hr)
P; = one-hour point rainfall depth (in)
t. = time of concentration (min)

Graphical presentation of the equation is shown as the Time-Intensity-Frequency curves in Figure 5.1
herein. Rainfall intensity for use in the Rational Method may be taken from Figure 5.1 or calculated
using the equation.

SECTION 5. HYDROLOGIC CRITERIA 5-1 2014



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 5-2 2014



Table 6-5. Runoff coefficients, ¢

Total or Effective NRCS Hydrologic Soil Group A
% Impervious 2-Year || 5-Year 10-Year 25-Year | 50-Year OO-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 OO—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
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Job No. 096502001

Parker Pine Retail

Parker, CO

Rainfall Intensity

IDF - Intensity, Duration, Frequency Data
Time Intensity Frequency Tabulation

TIME

Note:

Intensity values utilized as published within the Town of Parker

2YR
3.36
3.19
3.04
291
2.79
2.68
2.58
2.49
2.40
2.32
2.25
2.18
2.12
2.06
2.00
1.95
1.90
1.85
1.81
1.76
1.73
1.69
1.65
1.62
1.58
1.55
1.52
1.49
1.47
1.44
1.42
1.39
1.37
1.35
1.32
1.30
1.28
1.26
1.25
1.23
1.21
1.19
1.18
1.16
1.14
1.13
1.11
1.10
1.09
1.07
1.06
1.05
1.04
1.02
1.01
1.00

5YR
4.71
4.48
4.27
4.09
3.92
3.76
3.62
3.49
3.37
3.26
3.16
3.06
2.97
2.89
2.81
2.73
2.66
2.60
2.54
2.48
2.42
2.37
2.32
2.27
2.22
2.18
2.14
2.10
2.06
2.02
1.99
1.95
1.92
1.89
1.86
1.83
1.80
1.77
1.75
1.72
1.70
1.67
1.65
1.63
1.61
1.59
1.57
1.55
1.53
151
1.49
1.47
1.45
1.44
1.42
1.40

10 YR
5.56
5.29
5.04
4.82
4.62
4.44
4.27
4.12
3.98
3.84
3.72
3.61
3.50
3.41
3.31
3.23
3.14
3.07
2.99
2.92
2.86
2.80
2.74
2.68
2.62
2.57
2.52
2.48
2.43
2.39
2.35
231
2.27
2.23
2.19
2.16
2.13
2.09
2.06
2.03
2.00
1.98
1.95
1.92
1.90
1.87
1.85
1.82
1.80
1.78
1.76
1.74
1.72
1.70
1.68
1.66

Storm Drainage Criteria Manual, Table 5.1

KADEN_Civil\096502001 - Mixed Use Parker Rd\_Project Files\Eng\Drainage\2019_0715 - CIA Calcs.xls

100 YR

8.82
8.38
7.99
7.64
7.32
7.03
6.77
6.53
6.30
6.09
5.90
5.72
5.56
5.40
5.25
511
4.98
4.86
4.75
4.64
4.53
4.43
4.34
4.25
4.16
4.08
4.00
3.93
3.85
3.78
3.72
3.66
3.59
3.53
3.48
3.42
3.37
3.32
3.27
3.22
3.18
3.13
3.09
3.05
3.01
2.97
2.93
2.89
2.85
2.82
2.79
2.75
2.72
2.69
2.66
2.63

11/5/2019
9:47 AM
Calculated By: EZ



Job No. 096502001

TIME

KADEN_Civil\096502001 - Mixed Use Parker Rd\_Project Files\Eng\Drainage\2019_0715 - CIA Calcs.xls

Parker Pine Retail

Time Intensity Frequency Tabulation

2YR
3.36
3.19
3.04
291
2.79
2.68
2.58
2.49
2.40
2.32
2.25
2.18
2.12
2.06
2.00
1.95
1.90
1.85
1.81
1.76
1.73
1.69
1.65
1.62
1.58
1.55
1.52
1.49
1.47
1.44
1.42
1.39
1.37
1.35
1.32
1.30
1.28
1.26
1.25
1.23
1.21
1.19
1.18
1.16
1.14
1.13
1.11
1.10
1.09
1.07
1.06
1.05
1.04
1.02
1.01
1.00

Parker, CO

5YR
4.71
4.48
4.27
4.09
3.92
3.76
3.62
3.49
3.37
3.26
3.16
3.06
2.97
2.89
2.81
2.73
2.66
2.60
2.54
2.48
2.42
2.37
2.32
2.27
2.22
2.18
2.14
2.10
2.06
2.02
1.99
1.95
1.92
1.89
1.86
1.83
1.80
1.77
1.75
1.72
1.70
1.67
1.65
1.63
1.61
1.59
1.57
1.55
1.53
151
1.49
1.47
1.45
1.44
1.42
1.40

10 YR
5.56
5.29
5.04
4.82
4.62
4.44
4.27
4.12
3.98
3.84
3.72
3.61
3.50
3.41
3.31
3.23
3.14
3.07
2.99
2.92
2.86
2.80
2.74
2.68
2.62
2.57
2.52
2.48
2.43
2.39
2.35
231
2.27
2.23
2.19
2.16
2.13
2.09
2.06
2.03
2.00
1.98
1.95
1.92
1.90
1.87
1.85
1.82
1.80
1.78
1.76
1.74
1.72
1.70
1.68
1.66

100 YR

8.82
8.38
7.99
7.64
7.32
7.03
6.77
6.53
6.30
6.09
5.90
5.72
5.56
5.40
5.25
511
4.98
4.86
4.75
4.64
4.53
4.43
4.34
4.25
4.16
4.08
4.00
3.93
3.85
3.78
3.72
3.66
3.59
3.53
3.48
3.42
3.37
3.32
3.27
3.22
3.18
3.13
3.09
3.05
3.01
2.97
2.93
2.89
2.85
2.82
2.79
2.75
2.72
2.69
2.66
2.63

11/5/2019
9:47 AM
Calculated By: EZ



096895001

Lot 6 Parker and Pine

Everbrook Academy - Parker

12/23/2020

*Hydraulic Soil Group C

K:\DEN_Civil\096895001 - Lot 6 Parker & Pine\_Project Files\Eng\Drainage\Calculations\CIA Sheets\Imperviousness and C Values with H.xls

Proposed Site Area (sf) Area (Ac) Landscape Roof Pavement l\WEIGHTED Cs Cio Cigo
5 12,344  0.28 5,173 - 7,170.71 58.93% 0.56 0.64 0.78
10 14,402 0.33 - 14,402 - 90.00% 0.83 0.87 0.91
15 22,702 0.52 3,775 - 18,926.53 83.70% 0.78 0.82 0.89
Total 49,447 1.14 8948 14402 26097 79.35% 0.74 0.79 0.87
Offsite Basins Area (sf) Area (Ac) Landscape Roof Pavement lweiGHTED Cs Cio Cigo
0s1 703 0.02 609 - 94.39 15.16% 0.18 0.32 0.58
0s 2 5,267 0.12 4,388 - 878.78 18.35% 0.21 0.34 0.59
0S3 4,713 0.11 2,347 - 2,366.72 51.21% 0.50 0.58 0.74
Total 10,683 0.25 7,344 - 3,340 32.64% 0.34 0.45 0.66
Land Use [ Cs Cioo

Lawns 2% 0.07 0.52

Roof 90% 0.83 0.91

Paved Streets 100% 0.92 0.96



096895001

Everbrook Academy - Parker

Lot 6 Parker and Pine

2-Year Design Storm Runoff Calculations
(Rational Method Procedure)

BASIN INFORMATION

DIRECT RUNOFF

DRAIN AREA RUNOFF T(c) CxA I Q

BASIN ac. COEFF min in/hr cfs
5 0.28 0.56 5.0 0.1598 3.50 0.56
10 0.33 0.83 5.0 0.2744 3.50 0.96
15 0.52 0.78 5.0 0.4058 3.50 1.42
0Ss1 0.02 0.18 5.0 0.0030 3.50 0.01
0s2 0.12 0.21 5.0 0.0256 3.50 0.09
0S3 0.11 0.50 5.0 0.0538 3.50 0.19
5-Year Design Storm Runoff Calculations
(Rational Method Procedure)

BASIN INFORMATION DIRECT RUNOFF

DRAIN AREA RUNOFF T(c) CxA | Q

BASIN ac. COEFF min in/hr cfs
5 0.28 0.64 5.0 0.1809 4.9 0.88
10 0.33 0.87 5.0 0.2876 4.9 1.40
15 0.52 0.82 5.0 0.4275 4.9 2.07
0s1 0.02 0.32 5.0 0.0051 4.85 0.02
0s2 0.12 0.34 5.0 0.0411 4.85 0.20
0S3 0.11 0.58 5.0 0.0629 4.85 0.31
100-Year Design Storm Runoff Calculations
(Rational Method Procedure)

BASIN INFORMATION DIRECT RUNOFF

DRAIN AREA RUNOFF T(c) CxA | Q

BASIN ac. COEFF min in/hr cfs
5 0.28 0.78 5.0 0.2198 9.00 1.98
10 0.33 0.91 5.0 0.3009 9.00 2.71
15 0.52 0.89 5.0 0.4622 9.00 4.16
0Ss1 0.02 0.58 5.0 0.0093 9.00 0.08
0s 2 0.12 0.59 5.0 0.0718 9.00 0.65
0S3 0.11 0.74 5.0 0.0802 9.00 0.72

K:\DEN_Civil\096895001 - Lot 6 Parker & Pine\_Project Files\Eng\Drainage\Calculations\CIA Sheets\Imperviousness and C Values with H.xls

12/23/2020



096895001 Everbrook Academy - Parker 12/23/2020

Lot 6 Parker and Pine

Direct Runoff Summary
Drainage Basin [Area (Ac) |Qs (CFS) |Q1q0 (CFS)

5 0.28 0.88 1.98
10 0.33 1.40 2.71
15 0.52 2.07 4.16
Total 1.14 4.35 8.85

Offsite Runoff Summary
Drainage Basin [Area (Ac) [Qs (CFS) |Q1g0 (CFS)

0S1 0.02 0.02 0.08
0S 2 0.12 0.20 0.65
0S 3 0.11] 0.30518 0.72
Total 0.25] 0.52943 1.45

K:\DEN_Civil\096895001 - Lot 6 Parker & Pine\_Project Files\Eng\Drainage\Calculations\CIA Sheets\Imperviousness and C Values with H.xls
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Profile Report
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Elevation (ft)

Lot 6.stsw
4/14/2021

Profile Report
Engineering Profile - Roof Drain to STRM - 1 (Lot 6.stsw)
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Profile Report
Engineering Profile - Roof Drain to STRM - 6 (Lot 6.stsw)

5-YEAR

5,795.00 CB-2

Rim: 5,790.80 ft
Invert: 5,790.43 ft
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Profile Report
Engineering Profile - STRM-1 to EX MH (Lot 6.stsw)

5-YEAR

5,795.00 EXISTING 5 DIA MH (STRM)
Rim: 5,791.53 ft

STRM-1 N
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Elevation (ft)

Lot 6.stsw
4/14/2021
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Profile Report
Engineering Profile - Roof Drain to STRM - 1 (Lot 6.stsw)
100 - YEAR
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6 Invert: 5,790.48 ft
S,
A
S @'\7
S 'ODOO.@ |
= 5,790.00
® 43 (STRM)
m Invert: 5,785.64 ft
PIPE -3T(STRM): 51.3 1t @
5,785.00
-0+50 0+00 0+50 1+00 1+50
Station (ft)
Lot 6.stsw Bentley Systems, Inc. Haestad Methods Solution Center [1OSI)02n(Y)1?(>:Q?I?]
4/14/2021 27 Siemon Company Drive Suite 200 W Watertown, CT 06795 USA +1-203-755 Page 1 of 1

-1666

You created this PDF from an application that is not licensed to print to novaPDF printer (http://www.novapdf.com)



http://www.novapdf.com

Profile Report
Engineering Profile - Roof Drain to STRM - 6 (Lot 6.stsw)
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Elevation (ft)

Lot 6.stsw
4/14/2021

Profile Report
Engineering Profile - STRM-1 to EX MH (Lot 6.stsw)
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5-YEAR
FlexTable: Conduit Table

Start Node Stop Node Length Slope Capacity Flow Velocity | Headloss Hydraulic Hydraulic Invert Invert Flow / Capacity
(User (Calculated | (Full Flow) (cfs) (ft/s) (ft) Grade Line (In) | Grade Line (Start) (Stop) (Design)
Defined) ) (cfs) (ft) (Out) (ft) (ft) (%)
(ft) (f/ft) (ft)
EXISTING
STRM - 2 (STRM) 5' DIA MH 57.9 0.005 3.28 1.82 4.28 0.06 5,786.47 5,786.41 5,785.90 5,785.61 55.5
(STRM)
EXISTING
STRM - 4 5' DIA MH 69.9 0.010 10.51 2.54 4.90 0.50 5,786.91 5,786.41 5,786.31 5,785.61 24.2
(STRM)
(E;(T'ZL')NG 5" DIA MH o-1 12.6 0.009 13.17 4.36 6.69 0.25 5786.41| 5786.16| 5785.61| 5785.49 33.1
STRM - 9
CB-4 (STRM) 10.3 0.046 0.53 0.47 6.89 0.54 5,790.80 5,790.25 5,790.47 5,789.99 88.1
STRM - 7
CB-3 (STRM) 9.5 0.061 0.61 0.47 7.72 0.66 5,790.80 5,790.13 5,790.47 5,789.89 77.0
STRM - 8
CB-2 (STRM) 4.0 0.014 0.30 0.47 5.39 0.15 5,790.84 5,790.69 5,790.42 5,790.36 159.1
STRM - 8 (STRM) 52 (STRM) 58.8 0.014 0.87 0.47 452 0.93 5,790.54 5,789.61 5,790.19 5,789.35 53.9
STRM - 1 41 (STRM) 114.4 0.005 3.27 0.88 3.53 0.47 5,787.54 5,787.07 5,787.15 5,786.58 26.9
58 (STRM) 59 (STRM) 10.3 0.037 0.48 0.00 0.00 0.20 5,790.11 5,789.91 5,790.11 5,789.73 0.0
STRM - 7 (STRM) (SSTTRF'{V'M; 3 164.8 0.012 0.79 0.47 4.20 2.01 5790.08| 5788.07| 5789.73| 5,787.79 59.4
STRM - 3 (STRM) STRM - 4 83.0 0.012 0.79 0.47 4.21 1.05 5,788.14 5,787.09 5,787.79 5,786.81 59.3
52 (STRM) (SSTTRF'{V'M; 5 10.8 0.015 0.89 0.47 459 0.24 5789.70 | 578946 | 5789.35| 5,789.19 52.9
STRM - 6
STRM - 5 (STRM) (STRM) 73.0 0.014 0.87 0.47 4.54 1.14 5,789.54 5,788.40 5,789.19 5,788.14 53.7
STRM - 6 (STRM) 41 (STRM) 74.1 0.014 0.87 0.47 453 1.15 5,788.49 5,787.34 5,788.14 5,787.08 53.9
41 (STRM) 42 (STRM) 70.9 0.005 3.28 1.35 3.97 0.35 5,787.07 5,786.72 5,786.58 5,786.22 41.1
STRM - 9 (STRM) 59 (STRM) 51.3 0.005 0.52 0.47 2.99 0.28 5,790.19 5,789.91 5,789.82 5,789.56 90.5
42 (STRM) 43 (STRM) 11.1 0.005 3.11 1.35 3.83 -0.03 5,786.72 5,786.74 5,786.22 5,786.17 43.3
43 (STRM) (SSTTRF'{V'M; 2 54.4 0.005 3.26 1.82 427 031 5786.74| 578643 | 5786.17| 5,785.90 55.8
59 (STRM) 43 (STRM) 71.3 0.041 1.47 0.47 6.66 3.04 5,789.91 5,786.86 5,789.56 5,786.67 32.0
StormCAD
Lot 6.stsw Bentley Systems, Inc. Haestad Methods Solution Center [10.02.03.03]
4/14/2021 27 Siemon Company Drive Suite 200 W Watertown, CT 06795 USA +1-203-755 Page 1 of 1
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100 - YEAR
FlexTable: Conduit Table

Start Node Stop Node Length Slope Capacity Flow Velocity | Headloss Hydraulic Hydraulic Invert Invert Flow / Capacity
(User (Calculated | (Full Flow) (cfs) (ft/s) (ft) Grade Line (In) | Grade Line (Start) (Stop) (Design)
Defined) ) (cfs) (ft) (Out) (ft) (ft) (%)
(ft) (f/ft) (ft)
EXISTING
STRM - 2 (STRM) 5' DIA MH 57.9 0.005 3.28 3.80 4.84 0.39 5,787.15 5,786.76 5,785.90 5,785.61 115.9
(STRM)
EXISTING
STRM - 4 5' DIA MH 69.9 0.010 10.51 5.07 5.90 0.41 5,787.18 5,786.76 5,786.31 5,785.61 48.2
(STRM)
(E;(T'ZL')NG 5" DIA MH o-1 12.6 0.009 13.17 8.87 8.00 0.26 5786.76 | 578651| 5785.61| 5785.49 67.4
STRM - 9
CB-4 (STRM) 10.3 0.046 0.53 0.91 10.43 1.40 5,792.24 5,790.84 5,790.47 5,789.99 170.7
STRM - 7
CB-3 (STRM) 9.5 0.061 0.61 0.91 10.43 1.29 5,792.61 5,791.32 5,790.47 5,789.89 149.0
STRM - 8
CB-2 (STRM) 4.0 0.014 0.30 0.91 10.43 0.54 5,791.75 5,791.21 5,790.42 5,790.36 308.1
STRM - 8 (STRM) 52 (STRM) 58.8 0.014 0.87 0.91 4.63 0.92 5,791.21 5,790.30 5,790.19 5,789.35 104.4
STRM - 1 41 (STRM) 114.4 0.005 3.27 1.98 4.36 0.19 5,788.03 5,787.84 5,787.15 5,786.58 60.6
58 (STRM) 59 (STRM) 10.3 0.037 0.48 0.00 0.00 0.09 5,790.11 5,790.02 5,790.11 5,789.73 0.0
STRM - 7 (STRM) (SSTTRF'{V'M; 3 164.8 0.012 0.79 0.91 463 2.56 5791.32| 5788.75| 5789.73| 5,787.79 115.0
STRM - 3 (STRM) STRM - 4 83.0 0.012 0.79 0.91 4.63 1.29 5,788.75 5,787.46 5,787.79 5,786.81 114.8
52 (STRM) (SSTTRF'{V'M; 5 10.8 0.015 0.89 0.91 463 0.17 5790.30 | 579013 | 5789.35| 5,789.19 102.4
STRM - 6
STRM - 5 (STRM) (STRM) 73.0 0.014 0.87 0.91 4.63 1.14 5,790.13 5,788.99 5,789.19 5,788.14 104.0
STRM - 6 (STRM) 41 (STRM) 74.1 0.014 0.87 0.91 4.63 1.15 5,788.99 5,787.84 5,788.14 5,787.08 104.3
41 (STRM) 42 (STRM) 70.9 0.005 3.28 2.89 3.68 0.28 5,787.84 5,787.56 5,786.58 5,786.22 88.1
STRM - 9 (STRM) 59 (STRM) 51.3 0.005 0.52 0.91 4.63 0.82 5,790.84 5,790.02 5,789.82 5,789.56 175.3
42 (STRM) 43 (STRM) 111 0.005 3.11 2.89 3.68 0.04 5,787.56 5,787.52 5,786.22 5,786.17 92.8
43 (STRM) (SSTTRF'{V'M; 2 54.4 0.005 3.26 3.80 484 0.37 578752| 5787.15| 5786.17| 5,785.90 116.4
59 (STRM) 43 (STRM) 71.3 0.041 1.47 0.91 7.88 2.50 5,790.02 5,787.52 5,789.56 5,786.67 62.0
StormCAD
Lot 6.stsw Bentley Systems, Inc. Haestad Methods Solution Center [10.02.03.03]
4/14/2021 27 Siemon Company Drive Suite 200 W Watertown, CT 06795 USA +1-203-755 Page 1 of 1
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Version 4.05 Released March 2017

ALLOWABLE CAPACITY FOR ONE-HALF OF STREET (Minor & Major Storm)

(Based on Regulated Criteria for Maximum Allowable Flow Depth and Spread)

Project: Everbrook Broomfield

Inlet ID:

SB-15

Heurs
d

[[Gutter Geometry (Enter data in the blue cells)

Maximum Allowable Width for Spread Behind Curb

Side Slope Behind Curb (leave blank for no conveyance credit behind curb)
Manning's Roughness Behind Curb (typically between 0.012 and 0.020)

Height of Curb at Gutter Flow Line

Distance from Curb Face to Street Crown

Gutter Width

Street Transverse Slope

Gutter Cross Slope (typically 2 inches over 24 inches or 0.083 ft/ft)

Street Longitudinal Slope - Enter O for sump condition

Manning's Roughness for Street Section (typically between 0.012 and 0.020)

Max. Allowable Spread for Minor & Major Storm
Max. Allowable Depth at Gutter Flowline for Minor & Major Storm

Check boxes are not applicable in SUMP conditions

MINOR STORM Allowable Capacity is based on Depth Criterion
MAJOR STORM Allowable Capacity is based on Depth Criterion

Teack = 14.0 ft
Sgack = ft/ft
Npack = 0.013
Heure = 6.00 inches
Tcrown = 42.0 ft
W = 2.00 ft
Sx = 0.024 ft/ft
Sw = 0.083 ft/ft
So = 0.000 ft/ft
NsTREET = 0.013
Minor Storm Major Storm
Twax = 14.0 14.0 ft
dyvax = 6.0 6.0 inches
N N
Minor Storm Major Storm
Qaitow =| SUMP | SUMP cfs

UD-Inlet_v4.05.xlsm, SB-15
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INLET IN A SUMP OR SAG LOCATION
Version 4.05 Released March 2017

¥ Lo (C) o
H-Curb
H-Vert
Wo
Wp
w
*X(G)

Design Information (Input) MINOR MAJOR
Type of Inlet | CDOT Twe R Curb Openina j Type = CDOT Type R Curb Opening
Local Depression (additional to continuous gutter depression ‘a' from above) Qocal = 3.00 inches
Number of Unit Inlets (Grate or Curb Opening) No = 1
\Water Depth at Flowline (outside of local depression) Ponding Depth = 5.4 5.4 inches
Grate Information MINOR MAJOR [ Owerride 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) Ci(G) = N/A N/A
Grate Weir Coefficient (typical value 2.15 - 3.60) Cw (G)= N/A
Grate Orifice Coefficient (typical value 0.60 - 0.80) G, (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 Hinroat = 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) G (C) = 0.10 0.10
Curb Opening Weir Coefficient (typical value 2.3-3.7) Cy(©C)= 3.60
Curb Opening Orifice Coefficient (typical value 0.60 - 0.70) G (C)= 0.67
Low Head Performance Reduction (Calculated) MINOR MAJOR
Depth for Grate Midwidth darae = N/A N/A ft
Depth for Curb Opening Weir Equation deub = 0.29 0.29 ft
Combination Inlet Performance Reduction Factor for Long Inlets RF compination = 0.70 0.70
Curb Opening Performance Reduction Factor for Long Inlets RFcub = 1.00 1.00
Grated Inlet Performance Reduction Factor for Long Inlets RFGrate = N/A N/A

MINOR MAJOR
Total Inlet Interception Capacity (assumes clogged condition) Qa= 4.3 4.3 cfs
Inlet Capacity IS GOOD for Minor and Major Storms(>Q PEAK) Q PEAK REQUIRED = 2.1 4.2 cfs

UD-Inlet_v4.05.xIsm, SB-15 12/23/2020, 8:42 AM



N Iu plast
yadlg - Nyloplast Inlet Capacity Table

DISCLAIMER SAFETY FACTORS ARE NOT INCLUDED IN THESE CALCULATIONS. ACTUAL CALCULATIONS SHOULD BE CARRIED OUT AND VERIFIED BY THE
DESIGN ENGINEER TAKING INTO ACCOUNT ALL LOCAL CONDITIONS. NYLOPLAST RECOMMENDS USING A MINIMUM SAFETY FACTOR OF 1.25 FOR PAVED
AREAS AND 2.0 FOR TURF AREAS. ADS/NYLOPLAST IS NOT RESPONSIBLE FOR MISUSE OF THIS TOOL.

Input
Type of Grate 18" Dome
Head (ft) 0.5
Properties

Orifice Flow Area (in) 170.74
Orifice Flow Area (ft) 1.18
Weir Flow Perimeter (in) 53.85
Weir Flow Perimeter (ft) 4.49

Solution
Capacity (cfs) 4.01
Capacity (gpm) 1799.46

Qweir = CLH3/?

C = 3.33 Weir Discharge Coefficient

L = Perimeter of Grate Opening (ft)

H = Flow Height of Water Surface Above Weir (ft)

Qw-z‘fz'ca = CA\’%

C = 0.60 0Orifice Discharge Coef ficient

A = Area of the Orifice (ft?)

g = Gravitational Constant (32.2 i_i:)

H = Depth of Water Above Center of Orifice (ft)

REV 5.4.12



THIS DOCUMENT, TOGETHER WITH THE CONCEPTS AND DESIGNS PRESENTED HEREIN, AS AN INSTRUMENT OF SERVICE, IS INTENDED ONLY FOR THE SPECIFIC PURPOSE AND CLIENT FOR WHICH IT WAS PREPARED. REUSE OF AND IMPROPER RELIANCE ON THIS DOCUMENT WITHOUT WRITTEN AUTHORIZATION AND ADAPTATION BY KIMLEY—HORN AND ASSOCIATES, INC. SHALL BE WITHOUT LIABILITY TO KIMLEY—HORN AND ASSOCIATES, INC.
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Hydrologic Soil Group—Castle Rock Area, Colorado
(Web Soil Survey)
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Hydrologic Soil Group—Castle Rock Area, Colorado

(Web Soil Survey)
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MAP INFORMATION

The soil surveys that comprise your AOI were mapped at
1:20,000.

Warning: Soil Map may not be valid at this scale.

Enlargement of maps beyond the scale of mapping can cause
misunderstanding of the detail of mapping and accuracy of soil
line placement. The maps do not show the small areas of
contrasting soils that could have been shown at a more detailed
scale.

Please rely on the bar scale on each map sheet for map
measurements.

Source of Map: Natural Resources Conservation Service
Web Soil Survey URL:
Coordinate System: Web Mercator (EPSG:3857)

Maps from the Web Soil Survey are based on the Web Mercator
projection, which preserves direction and shape but distorts
distance and area. A projection that preserves area, such as the
Albers equal-area conic projection, should be used if more
accurate calculations of distance or area are required.

This product is generated from the USDA-NRCS certified data as
of the version date(s) listed below.

Soil Survey Area: Castle Rock Area, Colorado
Survey Area Data: Version 9, Sep 22, 2016

Soil map units are labeled (as space allows) for map scales
1:50,000 or larger.

Date(s) aerial images were photographed: Jun 10, 2014—Aug
21,2014

The orthophoto or other base map on which the soil lines were
compiled and digitized probably differs from the background
imagery displayed on these maps. As a result, some minor
shifting of map unit boundaries may be evident.

Natural Resources
== Conservation Service

Web Soil Survey
National Cooperative Soil Survey

7/5/2017
Page 2 of 4




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 B 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 Web Soil Survey 7/5/2017

=== Conservation Service National Cooperative Soil Survey Page 3 of 4



Hydrologic Soil Group—Castle Rock Area, Colorado Web Soil Survey

Rating Options

Aggregation Method: Dominant Condition
Component Percent Cutoff: None Specified
Tie-break Rule: Higher

UsDA  Natural Resources Web Soil Survey 7/5/2017
== Conservation Service National Cooperative Soil Survey Page 4 of 4



PINE LN

PINE LANE ST

N

LN

MAP SCALE 1" = 500°

DISCHARGE CONTAINED
IN CULVERT

1% ANNUAL CHANCE FLOOD

(@

:

D50 0 500 1000
- B —— —— FEET
% DOUGLAS COUNTY —F—— ] METER!
&\ UNINCORPORATED AREAS - = -
2\ 080049
O - -
[T IT II[:]I’I \
PANEL 0067G
DOUGLAS COUNTY
UNINCORPORATED AREAS =l FIRM
080049 0 FLOOD INSURANCE RATE MAP
DOUGLAS COUNTY,
o COLORADO
o AND INCORPORATED AREAS
n
- - - - - PANEL 67 OF 495
- ’ (SEE MAP INDEX FOR FIRM PANEL LAYOUT)
— - I i CONTAINS:
1 COMMUNITY NUMBER  PANEL  SUFFIX
(vovaras GounTY 1 =
AUNINCORPQORATED .
AREAS o
080049 1
e
[inin]
+ a
a
Notice to User: The Map Number shown below
should be used when placing map orders; the
Community Number shown above should be
used on insurance applications for the subject
< community.
—t—=~ |lllll== MAP NUMBER
Q
N a D 08035C0067G
ZONE AE MAP REVISED
(EL 5787) D;' MARCH 16, 2016
Federal Emergency Management Agency Y,

(EL 5786)

1% ANNUAL CHANCE FLOOD Q)Cb
DISCHARGE CONTAINED
IN CULVERT

This is an official copy of a portion of the above referenced flood map. It

A title block. For the latest product information about National Flood Insurance

was extracted using F-MIT On-Line. This map does not reflect changes
or amendments which may have been made subsequent to the date on the

Program flood maps check the FEMA Flood Map Store at www.msc.fema.gov




Kimley»Horn Page o
APPENDIX D

kimley-horn.com | 4582 South Ulster Street, Suite 1500, Denver, Colorado, 80237 303 228 2300




Kimley»Horn

FINAL DRAINAGE REPORT AMENDMENT
To: Town of Parker
Dan Skeehan, P.E.
Kimley-Horn and Associates, Inc
Date: April 19, 2021
Parker and Pine Multi-Family Final Drainage Report Amendment
Lots 1 -3, Tract A-B-C, Parker and Pine Filing 2

From:

Subject:

Kimley-Horn and Associates, Inc. (Kimley-Horn) is submitting this Final Drainage Report Amendment for the above
referenced project as required by the Town of Parker for Construction Development approval. The purpose of this
letter is to demonstrate that the proposed improvements for this project will improve the existing drainage
conditions for the overall development site to account for un-detained flows from future lot development. The
previously approved drainage reports for the development are below:
e “Parker and Pine Filing No. 1 - Final Drainage Report” prepared by Kimley-Horn and Associates, Inc.
Dated April 2020 (the “Existing Report”)
o “Parker Auto Plaza Final Drainage Report” prepared by Kiowa Engineering Corporation dated July 12,
2004 (the “Master Report”)

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The proposed multifamily development on Lots 1, 2, and 3, Parker and Pine Filing 2 (the “Site”) is located near the
corner of Pine Lane and Parker Road in the Town of Parker, Colorado (‘the Town”). The project is the second
phase in a multi-phase mixed used development. As part of phase 1, the overall developer graded the site,
installed private drives and utility mains across the site, and made improvements to the existing shared detention
pond. The multi-family project consists of a development plan of three vacant parcels consisting of approximately
6.44 acres and includes site grading, utility service installation, new building construction, parking and sidewalk
improvements, and landscaping. The site is bordered to the north by undeveloped lots and a private drive, east by
undeveloped lots and a private drive, south by Baldwin Gulch and an existing detention pond, and west by Twenty
Mile Road.

EXISTING DRAINAGE INFORMATION

Per the “Parker and Pine Filing No. 1 - Final Drainage Report,” the existing overall development consists of interior
streets, vacant lots with native seeding, and utility mains including storm sewer infrastructure intended to convey
flows for the phased site development.

The overall development project provided water quality treatment by means of modifying the existing water quality
outlet structure and detention through the existing surface detention pond for most of the site. The detention pond
outfalls to Baldwin Gulch. Improvements to the regional pond constructed during the overall development project
included forebays, trickle channels, and an access road.

The overall development project was divided into twenty-two (22) sub-basins, sub-basins 1.1 through 20.0.
Ultimately the developed runoff is conveyed downstream to the existing detention pond for sub-basins 1.1 through

kimley-horn.com | 4582 South Ulster Street, Suite 1500, Denver, CO 80237 303 228 2300
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18.0. Sub-basins 19.0 and 20.0 bypass the regional pond and account for 1.00 CFS of un-detained flows. With
the previously calculated 100-year peak discharge rate of the regional pond equal to 9.70 CFS, the total 100-year
peak discharge rate for the overall development is 10.70 CFS.

Page 2

The Master Report had a regional pond peak discharge rate of 13.1 CFS in the 100-year storm event. Pond
discharge calculations were included in the Existing Report to demonstrate the 100-year storm event peak
discharge rate did not exceeded the Master Report peak discharge rate.

Per discussions with Town Staff, it was determined that the Existing Report peak discharge is the governing historic
peak discharge rate for the development. Therefore, the Existing Report required this amendment to account for
the un-detained flows for the all lots in the overall development. The maximum proposed 100-year design
discharge rate for the overall development (90% of the historical peak discharge rate of 10.70 CFS) is therefore
9.63 CFS. Further information regarding the detention calculations and drainage patterns can be found in the
Existing Report and Master Report provided in Appendix B.

PROPOSED DRAINAGE INFORMATION

Drainage patterns proposed in the Existing Report were utilized for this Final Drainage Report Amendment. This
amendment proposes to replace the existing outlet orifice plate and restrictor plate to optimize the regional pond
outlet structure design. The proposed changes result in a lower 100-year peak discharge rate for the overall
development regional pond therefore provide additional compensatory storage for future lot development. With
the 100-year design peak discharge rate calculated as 5.50 CFS, a net flow of 4.13 CFS can be utilized for un-
detained flows of future lot build outs in the overall development. Pond discharge calculations from the Existing
Report and the Existing Report Amendment can be found in Appendix A and B. The Master Report pond
discharge calculations can be found in Appendix B.

This Final Drainage Report Amendment proposes modifications to the regional pond outlet structure from the
Existing Report and will be completed as part of the Multi-Family development construction. Table 1 below

demonstrates that the compensatory storage requirements are maximized for the overall development.

Table 1: Peak Discharge Rate Comparison

Master Existing | Existing Report

Report Report Amendment
Regional Pond Peak Discharge Rate 13.1CFS | 9.70CFS 4.50 CFS
Un-detained Flows for 100-Year Storm Event N/A 1.00 CFS 1.00 CFS
Total Peak Discharge Rate 13.1CFS | 10.70 CFS 5.50 CFS
Net Compensatory Storage * N/A N/A 4.13 CFS
*Net compensatory storage is calculated by subtracting the 90% historical peak
discharge rate (9.63 CFS) by the total design peak discharge rate

kimley-horn.com
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CONCLUSION
This Final Drainage Report Amendment proposes to reduce the 100-year peak discharge rate for the overall
development. Our design conforms to the Existing Report and maintains the existing drainage patterns therein.

APPENDICES:
Appendix A: Detention Basin Calculations
Appendix B: Parker and Pine Filing No. 1 - Final Drainage Report
0 Includes “Parker Auto Plaza Final Drainage Report” prepared by Kiowa Engineering Corporation
dated July 12, 2004 as an appendix

By: Daniel L. Skeehan, P.E.
Licensed Professional Engineer
State of Colorado No. 46391

kimley-horn.com | 4582 South Ulster Street, Suite 1500, Denver, Colorado, 80237 303 228 2300




Kimley»Horn Page 4
APPENDIX A

kimley-horn.com | 4582 South Ulster Street, Suite 1500, Denver, Colorado, 80237 303 228 2300




DETENTION BA AGE RAGE TABLE BUILDE

MHFD-Detention, Version 4.02 (February 2020)

Project: Parker Mixed-Use - Parker and Pine

Basin ID:
zone
(T
18 I ==
i
2 I— 3L Depth Increment =
PERMANENT. GRRCES Gptional Optional
pook. Example Zone Configuration (Retention Pond) Stage - Storage Stage Override Length Width Area Override Area Volume Volume
Description (f) | stage (ft) () (f) (3 | Area(it?) | (acre) (i) (ac-ft)
Watershed Information Top of Micropool - 0.00 - - - 211 0.005
Selected BMP Type =|  EDB 5778.1 - 010 - - - 224 0.005 22 0.000
Watershed Area=|  15.95  |acres 5778.2 - 0.20 - - - 236 0.005 45 0.001
Watershed Length = 1,100 |ft Note: Lc/L Ratio > 0.9 5778.3 - 030 - - - 248 0.006 69 0.002
Watershed Length to Centroid =| 5500 _|ft Lc/LRatio=5 5778.4 - 0.40 - - - 376 0.009 100 0.002
Watershed Slope =|  0.030 _|ft/ft 5778.5 - 0.50 - - - 510 0.012 144 0.003
Watershed Imperviousness =| 85.00% _|percent 5778.6 - 0.60 - - - 649 0.015 202 0.005
Percentage Hydrologic Soil Group A=|  0.0% |percent 5778.7 0.70 - - - 790 0.018 274 0.006
Percentage Hydrologic Soil Group B =/ 100.0% |percent 5778.8 - 0.80 - - - 951 0.022 361 0.008
Percentage Hydrologic Soil Groups C/D =|  0.0% | percent 5778.9 - 0.90 - - - 1,189 0.027 468 0.011
Target WQCV Drain Time =| 400 |hours 5779 - 1.00 - - - 1534 0.035 605 0.014
Location for 1-hr Rainfall Depths = Parker - Town Hall 5779.1 - 110 - - - 2,146 0.049 789 0.018
After providing required inputs above including 1-hour rainfall S22 - (£20 - - - 281 0.065 1,087 0.024
depths, click 'Run CUHP' to generate runoff hydrographs using 5779.3 - 130 - - - 3422 0.079 1,348 0.031
the embedded Colorado Urban Hydrograph Procedure. Optional User Overrides 5779.4 - 1.40 - - - 4,208 0.097 1,730 0.040
Water Quality Capture Volume (WQCV) =[ 0481 |acre-feet acre-feet 5779.5 - 150 - - - 5192 0119 2,200 0.051
Excess Urban Runoff Volume (EURV) = 1.512 |acre-feet acre-feet 5779.6 - 1.60 - - - 6,004 0.140 2,764 0.063
2-yr Runoff Volume (P1=0.99in) =| 1.094 |acre-feet 099 |inches 5779.7 - 170 - - - 8,243 0.189 3,481 0.080
5-yr Runoff Volume (P1=1.39in) =| 1632 |acre-feet 139 |inches 5779.8 - 1.80 - - - 9,480 0.218 4,367 0.100
10-yr Runoff Volume (P1=1.64in.) = 1.976 |acre-feet 164 |inches 5779.9 - 1.90 - - - 10626 | 0244 5372 0123
25-yr Runoff Volume (P1=1.98in.) =| 2.479 |acre-feet 198 |inches 5780 - 2.00 - - - 11778 | 0210 6,493 0.149
50-yr Runoff Volume (P1=2.3Lin) = 2.950 |acre-feet 231 |inches 5780.1 - 210 - - - 12737 | 0292 7,718 0177
100-yr Runoff Volume (PL=2.6in.) =| 3.380 |acre-feet 260 |inches 5780.2 2.20 - - - 13705 | 0315 9,040 0.208
500-yr Runoff Volume (P1 =3.08in.) = 4.070 |acre-feet inches 5780.3 - 2.30 - - - 14675 | 0337 10,459 0.240
Approximate 2-yr Detention Volume =|  1.003 _|acre-feet 5780.4 - 2.40 - - - 15613 | 0358 11974 0.275
Approximate 5-yr Detention Volume = 1.465 _|acre-feet 5780.5 - 2.50 - - - 16658 | 0382 13,587 0312
Approximate 10-yr Detention Volume =|  1.826 | acre-feet 5780.6 - 2.60 - - - 17,823 | 0.409 15,311 0.352
Approximate 25-yr Detention Volume =|  2.067 |acre-feet 5780.7 - 2.70 - - - 18952 | 0435 17,150 0.304
Approximate 50-yr Detention Volume =|  2.225 | acre-feet 5780.8 - 2.80 - - - 20076 | 0461 19,102 0.439
Approximate 100-yr Detention Volume =/ 2.339 | acre-feet 5780.9 - 2.90 - - - 21246 | 0488 21,168 0.486
5781 - 3.00 - - - 22473 | 0516 23,354 0.536
Define Zones and Basin Geometry 57811 - 310 - - - 23443 | 0538 25,649 0.589
Zone 1Volume (WQCV) =| 0481 |acre-feet 5781.2 - 3.20 - - - 24150 | 0554 28,029 0.643
Zone 2 Volume (EURV - Zone 1) =|  1.081 |acre-feet 57813 - 3.30 - - - 24686 | 0567 30471 0.700
Zone 3 Volume (100-year - Zones 1&2) = 0826 |acre-feet 57814 - 3.40 - - - 25083 | 0576 32,959 0.757
Total Detention Basin Volume =|  2.339 |acre-feet 578L5 - 3.50 - - - 25461 | 0585 35,487 0.815
Initial Surcharge Volume (1SV) = user _|it? 57816 - 3.60 - - - 25835 | 0593 38,051 0.874
Initial Surcharge Depth (1SD) = user |t 578L.7 3.70 - - - 26210 | 0.602 40,654 0.933
Total Available Detention Depth (Hioa) = user it 5781.8 - 3.80 - - - 26589 | 0610 43,204 0.994
Depth of Trickle Channel (Hrc) =|  user  |it 57819 - 3.90 - - - 26948 | 0619 45,970 1.055
Slope of Trickle Channel (Stc) =|  user  |fu/it 5782 - 4.00 - - - 27,305 | o627 48,683 1118
Slopes of Main Basin Sides (Sman) =| _user |H:V 5782.1 - 4.10 - - - 27,660 | 0635 51431 1181
Basin Length-to-Width Ratio (Ruw) =| _user 5782.2 - 4.20 - - - 28016 | 0643 54,215 1.245
5782.3 - 4.30 - - - 28373 | 0651 57,035 1.300
Initial Surcharge Area (Aisy) = user |t 5782.4 - 4.40 - - - 28732 | 0.660 50,890 1375
Surcharge Volume Length (Lisy) =|  user it 5782.5 - 450 - - - 20003 | 0668 62,781 1441
Surcharge Volume Width (Wisy) =|  user it 5782.6 - 4.60 - - - 20455 | 0676 65,708 1.508
Depth of Basin Floor (Hroor) = user |t 5782.7 - 4.70 - - - 20814 | 0684 68,672 1576
Length of Basin Floor (Lro0r user it 5782.8 - 4.80 - - - 30176 | 0.693 71671 1.645
Width of Basin Floor (Wrioog) =|  user  |ft 5782.9 - 4.90 - - - 30540 | 0701 74,707 1715
Area of Basin Floor (Arioor) =| _ user _|ft? 5783 - 5.00 - - - 30906 | 0710 77,780 1.786
Volume of Basin Floor (Veoor) = user it 5783.1 5.10 - - - 31273 | 0718 80,888 1857
Depth of Main Basin (Huan) =|  user |ft 5783.2 - 5.20 - - - 31652 | 0727 84,035 1.929
Length of Main Basin (Lyan) =|  user it 5783.3 - 5.30 - - - 32048 | 0736 87,220 2.002
Width of Main Basin (Wyan) =|  user  |ft 5783.4 - 5.40 - - - 32447 | 0745 90,444 2.076
Area of Main Basin (Ayan) =|  user |ft? 5783.5 - 5.50 - - - 32846 | 0754 93,709 2151
Volume of Main Basin (Vuan) =|  user  |it? 5783.6 - 5.60 - - - 33244 | 0763 97,014 2.221
Calculated Total Basin Volume (Vi) = user |acre-feet 5783.7 - 5.70 - - - 33641 | 0772 | 100,358 | 2304
5783.8 80 - - - 34041 | 0781 03,742 382
5783.9 .90 - - - 34,444 | 0791 7,166 460
84 .00 - - - 491 | 0815 0,663 540
34. .10 - - - 082 | 0.828 4,24 623
34. - 0 - - - 644 | 0.841 BT 706
34. 30 - - - 237 | 0.855 5T 791
34. 4 = = - 283 | 0.856 29 876
34. 50 - - - 649 | 0.887 09 964
34. 0 - - - 861 | 0.892 07 053
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DETENTION BASIN OUTLET STRUCTURE DES

MHFD-Detention, Version 4.02 (February 2020)
Project: Parker Mixed-Use - Parker and Pine

Basin ID:
Estimated Estimated
Stage (ft) Volume (ac-ft) Outlet Type
Zone 1 (WQCV) 2.90 0.481 Orifice Plate
100-YEAR Zone 2 (EURV) 4.61 1.031 Circular Orifice
ZONE 1 AND 2 ORIRCE
PERMANENT- ORIFICES Zone 3 (100-year) 5.75 0.826 Weir&Pipe (Rect.)
poot Example Zone Configuration (Retention Pond) Total (all zones) 2339
User Input: Orifice at Underdrain Outlet (typically used to drain WQCV in a Filtration BMP) Calculated Parameters for Underdrain
Underdrain Orifice Invert Depth = N/A ft (distance below the filtration media surface) Underdrain Orifice Area = N/A ft?
Underdrain Orifice Diameter = N/A inches Underdrain Orifice Centroid = N/A feet
User Input: Orifice Plate with one or more orifices or Elliptical Slot Weir (typically used to drain WQCV and/or EURV in a sedimentation BMP) Calculated Parameters for Plate
Invert of Lowest Orifice = 0.00 ft (relative to basin bottom at Stage = 0 ft) WQ Orifice Area per Row = 8.681E-03 ft?
Depth at top of Zone using Orifice Plate = 2.35 ft (relative to basin bottom at Stage = 0 ft) Elliptical Half-Width = N/A feet
Orifice Plate: Orifice Vertical Spacing = N/A inches Elliptical Slot Centroid = N/A feet
Orifice Plate: Orifice Area per Row = 1.25 sg. inches (diameter = 1-1/4 inches) Elliptical Slot Area = N/A ft?
User Input: Stage and Total Area of Each Orifice Row (numbered from lowest to highest)
Row 1 (required) Row 2 (optional) Row 3 (optional) Row 4 (optional) Row 5 (optional) Row 6 (optional) Row 7 (optional) Row 8 (optional)
Stage of Orifice Centroid (ft) 0.00 1.03 2.07
Orifice Area (sq. inches) 1.25 1.25 1.25
Row 9 (optional) Row 10 (optional) | Row 11 (optional) | Row 12 (optional) | Row 13 (optional) | Row 14 (optional) | Row 15 (optional) | Row 16 (optional)
Stage of Orifice Centroid (ft)
Orifice Area (sq. inches)
User Input: Vertical Orifice (Circular or Rectangular) Calculated Parameters for Vertical Orifice
Zone 2 Circular Not Selected Zone 2 Circular Not Selected
Invert of Vertical Orifice = 2.35 N/A ft (relative to basin bottom at Stage = 0 ft) Vertical Orifice Area = 0.35 N/A ft?
Depth at top of Zone using Vertical Orifice = 4.15 N/A ft (relative to basin bottom at Stage = 0 ft) Vertical Orifice Centroid = 0.33 N/A feet
Vertical Orifice Diameter = 8.00 N/A inches
User Input: Overflow Weir (Dropbox with Flat or Sloped Grate and Outlet Pipe OR Rectanqular/Trapezoidal Weir (and No Outlet Pipe) Calculated Parameters for Overflow Weir
Zone 3 Weir Not Selected Zone 3 Weir Not Selected
Overflow Weir Front Edge Height, Ho = 4.15 N/A ft (relative to basin bottom at Stage = 0 ft) Height of Grate Upper Edge, H; = 4.65 N/A feet
Overflow Weir Front Edge Length = 4.20 N/A feet Overflow Weir Slope Length = 2.06 N/A feet
Overflow Weir Grate Slope = 4.00 N/A H:v Grate Open Area / 100-yr Orifice Area = 17.20 N/A
Horiz. Length of Weir Sides = 2.00 N/A feet Overflow Grate Open Area w/o Debris = 6.06 N/A ft?
Overflow Grate Open Area % = 70% N/A %, grate open area/total area Overflow Grate Open Area w/ Debris = 3.03 N/A ft?
Debris Clogging % = 50% N/A %
User Input: Outlet Pipe w/ Flow Restriction Plate (Circular Orifice, Restrictor Plate, or Rectanqgular Orifice) Calculated Parameters for Outlet Pipe w/ Flow Restriction Plate
Zone 3 Rectangularf  Not Selected Zone 3 Rectangularl  Not Selected
Depth to Invert of Outlet Pipe = 1.13 N/A ft (distance below basin bottom at Stage = 0 ft) Qutlet Orifice Area = 0.35 N/A ft?
Rectangular Orifice Width = 7.25 N/A inches Qutlet Orifice Centroid = 0.29 N/A feet
Rectangular Orifice Height = 7.00 inches Half-Central Angle of Restrictor Plate on Pipe = N/A N/A radians
User Input: Emergency Spillway (Rectangular or Trapezoidal) Calculated Parameters for Spillway
Spillway Invert Stage= 6.20 ft (relative to basin bottom at Stage = 0 ft) Spillway Design Flow Depth= 0.55 feet
Spillway Crest Length = 26.00 feet Stage at Top of Freeboard = 7.75 feet
Spillway End Slopes = 4.00 H:v Basin Area at Top of Freeboard = 0.89 acres
Freeboard above Max Water Surface = 1.00 feet Basin Volume at Top of Freeboard = 3.05 acre-ft
Routed Hydrograph Results The user can override the default CUHP hydrographs and runoff volumes by entering new values in the Inflow Hydrographs table (Columns W through AF).
Design Storm Return Period = WQCV EURV 2 Year 5 Year 10 Year 25 Year 50 Year 100 Year 500 Year
One-Hour Rainfall Depth (in) =| N/A N/A 0.99 1.39 1.64 1.98 2.31 2.60 3.08
CUHP Runoff Volume (acre-ft) = 0.481 1.512 1.094 1.632 1.976 2.479 2.950 3.380 4.070
Inflow Hydrograph Volume (acre-ft) = N/A N/A 1.094 1.632 1.976 2.479 2.950 3.380 4.070
CUHP Predevelopment Peak Q (cfs) = N/A N/A 0.1 1.5 2.6 5.9 8.0 10.7 14.0
OPTIONAL Override Predevelopment Peak Q (cfs) = N/A N/A
Predevelopment Unit Peak Flow, q (cfs/acre) = N/A N/A 0.01 0.09 0.16 0.37 0.50 0.67 0.87
Peak Inflow Q (cfs) = N/A N/A 10.6 15.6 18.4 25.0 29.7 34.2 41.1
Peak Outflow Q (cfs) = 0.8 4.0 1.8 2.6 3.9 4.2 4.3 4.5 13.9
Ratio Peak Outflow to Predevelopment Q = N/A N/A N/A 1.7 1.5 0.7 0.5 0.4 1.0
Structure Controlling Flow =| Vertical Orifice 1 Qutlet Plate 1 Vertical Orifice 1 | Overflow Weir 1 Qutlet Plate 1 Qutlet Plate 1 Qutlet Plate 1 Qutlet Plate 1 Spillway
Max Velocity through Grate 1 (fps) = N/A 0.23 N/A 0.0 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.2
Max Velocity through Grate 2 (fps) = N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Time to Drain 97% of Inflow Volume (hours) = 40 41 42 42 41 40 39 39 36
Time to Drain 99% of Inflow Volume (hours) = 43 46 47 48 48 48 48 49 48
Maximum Ponding Depth (ft) = 2.89 4.61 3.56 4.25 4.57 5.16 5.69 6.18 6.44
Area at Maximum Ponding Depth (acres) = 0.49 0.68 0.59 0.65 0.67 0.72 0.77 0.84 0.87
Maximum Volume Stored (acre-ft) = 0.481 1.515 0.850 1.277 1.488 1.893 2.296 2.689 2.902
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DETENTION BA

Outflow Hydrograph Workbook Filename:

Inflow Hydrographs
The user can override the calculated inflow hydrographs from this workbook with inflow hydrographs developed in a separate program.

IN

ET STRUCTURE DES

SOURCE CUHP CUHP CUHP CUHP CUHP CUHP CUHP CUHP CUHP
Time Interval TIME WQCV [cfs] | EURV [cfs] | 2 Year [cfs] | 5 Year [cfs] | 10 Year [cfs] | 25 Year [cfs] | 50 Year [cfs] | 100 Year [cfs] [ 500 Year [cfs]
5.00_min 0:00:00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
0:05:00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
0:10:00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.16 0.06 0.35
0:15:00 0.00 0.00 0.63 1.49 1.91 1.40 1.92 1.86 2.53
0:20:00 0.00 0.00 3.10 4.93 6.00 4.02 4.98 5.28 6.67
0:25:00 0.00 0.00 7.35 11.15 13.54 9.09 10.98 11.78 14.56
0:30:00 0.00 0.00 10.01 14.88 17.68 18.42 22.05 24.26 29.39
0:35:00 0.00 0.00 10.64 15.62 18.44 23.34 27.83 31.82 38.32
0:40:00 0.00 0.00 10.42 15.10 17.79 24.98 29.71 34.21 41.10
0:45:00 0.00 0.00 9.75 14.21 16.82 24.40 28.99 33.98 40.80
0:50:00 0.00 0.00 9.07 13.40 15.79 23.51 27.92 32.79 39.35
0:55:00 0.00 0.00 8.48 12.56 14.84 22.04 26.18 31.10 37.32
1:00:00 0.00 0.00 8.02 11.88 14.12 20.58 24.44 29.45 35.34
1:05:00 0.00 0.00 7.64 11.28 13.49 19.39 23.03 28.16 33.79
1:10:00 0.00 0.00 7.10 10.68 12.85 18.05 21.43 26.06 31.27
1:15:00 0.00 0.00 6.53 9.95 12.18 16.68 19.82 23.78 28.56
1:20:00 0.00 0.00 5.97 9.17 11.36 15.18 18.03 21.25 25.53
1:25:00 0.00 0.00 5.51 8.49 10.46 13.76 16.33 18.87 22.67
1:30:00 0.00 0.00 5.20 8.02 9.77 12.41 14.74 16.82 20.21
1:35:00 0.00 0.00 4.96 7.66 9.20 11.38 13.52 15.27 18.36
1:40:00 0.00 0.00 4.75 7.19 8.69 10.52 12.49 14.02 16.85
1:45:00 0.00 0.00 4.56 6.70 8.21 9.77 11.59 12.90 15.50
1:50:00 0.00 0.00 4.36 6.23 7.77 9.08 10.77 11.88 14.28
1:55:00 0.00 0.00 4.01 5.80 7.28 8.43 9.99 10.92 13.12
2:00:00 0.00 0.00 3.64 5.33 6.70 7.80 9.25 10.01 12.02
2:05:00 0.00 0.00 3.14 4.61 5.78 6.78 8.03 8.67 10.41
2:10:00 0.00 0.00 2.63 3.85 4.83 5.70 6.75 7.28 8.74
2:15:00 0.00 0.00 2.15 3.14 3.95 4.67 5.53 5.96 7.15
2:20:00 0.00 0.00 1.73 2.53 3.21 3.76 4.44 4.77 5.72
2:25:00 0.00 0.00 1.40 2.05 2.62 2.96 3.50 3.72 4.47
2:30:00 0.00 0.00 1.15 1.70 2.19 2.35 2.78 2.91 3.50
2:35:00 0.00 0.00 0.96 1.42 1.83 1.91 2.26 2.32 2.79
2:40:00 0.00 0.00 0.80 1.19 1.53 1.55 1.84 1.86 2.23
2:45:00 0.00 0.00 0.66 0.98 1.26 1.26 1.49 1.48 1.78
2:50:00 0.00 0.00 0.55 0.81 1.04 1.02 1.20 1.17 1.41
2:55:00 0.00 0.00 0.45 0.66 0.85 0.82 0.97 0.92 1.11
3:00:00 0.00 0.00 0.37 0.54 0.69 0.66 0.78 0.73 0.88
3:05:00 0.00 0.00 0.31 0.44 0.56 0.54 0.64 0.59 0.72
3:10:00 0.00 0.00 0.25 0.35 0.45 0.44 0.52 0.48 0.58
3:15:00 0.00 0.00 0.20 0.28 0.36 0.35 0.41 0.39 0.47
3:20:00 0.00 0.00 0.15 0.21 0.28 0.27 0.32 0.31 0.37
3:25:00 0.00 0.00 0.11 0.16 0.21 0.21 0.24 0.23 0.28
3:30:00 0.00 0.00 0.08 0.11 0.15 0.15 0.18 0.17 0.21
3:35:00 0.00 0.00 0.05 0.08 0.10 0.11 0.12 0.12 0.14
3:40:00 0.00 0.00 0.03 0.05 0.06 0.07 0.08 0.08 0.09
3:45:00 0.00 0.00 0.02 0.03 0.03 0.04 0.04 0.04 0.05
3:50:00 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.02
3:55:00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.01
4:00:00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
4:05:00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
4:10:00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
4:15:00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
4:20:00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
4:25:00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
4:30:00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
4:35:00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
4:40:00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
4:45:00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
4:50:00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
4:55:00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
5:00:00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
5:05:00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
5:10:00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
5:15:00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
5:20:00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
5:25:00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
5:30:00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
5:35:00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
5:40:00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
5:45:00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
5:50:00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
5:55:00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
6:00:00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
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CERTIFICATION

ENGINEERS STATEMENT

This report for the final design of Parker and Pine Development was prepared by me or under
my direct supervision in accordance with the provisions of the Town of Parker Storm Drainage
and 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.

Signature

Daniel L. Skeehan, P.E.

Colorado P.E. License No. 46391

04/24/2020

Seal and Date
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VICINITY MAP
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VICINITY MAP

1"=2,000

GENERAL LOCATION AND DESCRIPTION

The purpose of this report is to outline the drainage plan for the Parker and Pine Development
located between Twenty Mile Road and Parker Road, south of Pine Lane in the Town of Parker,
County of Douglas, State of Colorado (herein the “Project”).
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LOCATION

The proposed Parker and Pine Development lies within 1 parcel of land, located in the
southeast quarter of Section 9 and a part of the northeast quarter of section 16 within Township
6 South, Range 66 West of the Sixth Principal Meridian, Town of Parker, County of Douglas,
State of Colorado (see Vicinity Map). South Parker Road (State Highway No. 83) borders the
project to the east, Pine Lane borders the project to the north, and Twenty Mile Road to the
west. An existing detention pond and Baldwin Gulch abut the project to the south. The Site is
currently vacant.

DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY

The Project Site is 15.952 acres in size, a majority of which is currently native grass and
overgrown vegetation. The project slopes from east to west from an elevation of £5820 feet on
the east side to an elevation of +5783 feet on the west side at a slope of about 3.5%. There is a
flat area in the southeast corner of the property at an elevation of £5811 feet that prevents a
portion of the site from flowing west. This southeast corner of the site flows south, directly into
Baldwin Gulch.

Soils onsite are generally USCS Type BrD, Lo, and Sa as verified by the soil survey included in
Appendix A. There are 4 existing storm sewer inlets adjacent to the property. The proposed site
conditions will convey stormwater to the existing detention pond via overland sheet flows and a
proposed underground storm drain system. Currently, there are no storm inlets or detention
facility improvements located on the site. The existing site conditions sheet flow to an existing
off-site detention basin and ultimately discharge into Baldwin Gulch.

Water quality treatment is provided by means of an extended detention basin with a water
quality outlet structure. The existing detention basin is located adjacent to Baldwin Gulch on the
southwest side of the Site. The controlled WQCV, EURV, and 100-year release will outfall to
Baldwin Gulch.

DESCRIPTION OF PROJECT

The Project involves the construction of interior streets, vacant lots with native seeding, and
utility mains including storm sewer infrastructure intended to convey flows for the phased site
development. Modifications to an existing stormwater pond south of the site to current code is
also in the scope of the project.

DRAINAGE BASINS AND SUB-BASINS

The Project falls within the limits of the “Parker Auto Plaza Final Drainage Report” (FDR),
prepared by Kiowa Engineering Corporation dated July 12, 2004 and included in Appendix F, as
part of the Parker Auto Plaza development. The Project will ensure that the requirements of the
FDR are met. For a detailed look at the requirements and how they are met, refer to the “Existing
Parker Auto Plaza Storm Sewer Requirements” of this report.

The FDR provides design for the overall development of approximately 52.7 acres. The Project
includes sub-basins 1A, 2A, 3A and 4A from the FDR which total to 13.95 acres. The drainage
map from the Parker Auto Plaza FDR is included in Appendix F. Portions of sub-basins 1C and
5C from the FDR are also included in the Project site as part of detained sub-basins. The Project
also captures offsite runoff from approximately 0.33 acres between the property line on the east
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side of the Project and the existing sidewalk in the right of way along South Parker Road. Runoff
from basins 1A-4A were planned to be conveyed to the detention basin (hoted as sub-basin 5A in
the FDR) via an underground storm sewer system that has not been implemented. Sub-basins 1C
and 5C were planned to flow directly into Baldwin Gulch via grassed swales and a separate storm
sewer system. The Project detains runoff from a total of 15.81 acres, which includes the entirety of
FDR sub-basins 1A, 2A, 3A and 5A, a majority of FDR sub-basins 4A and 1C, and approximately
a third of FDR sub-basin 5C.

MAJOR DRAINAGE BASIN DESCRIPTION

Baldwin Gulch is mapped as a Zone AE, which is defined by FEMA as ‘Areas subject to
inundation by the 1-percent-annual-chance flood event determined by detailed methods’ The
existing FEMA Flood Insurance Rate Map (FIRM) is number 08035C0067G, effective date
March 16, 2016.

The current FIRM Panel shows no portion of the subject property to be located within the 100-
year floodplain; however, Baldwin Gulch is designated as a major drainageway by UDFCD.
There are no planned improvements to the existing Baldwin Gulch.

The FIRM panel referenced above is included in Appendix B1. The overall drainage basin is
mostly developed. The proposed development is ultimately tributary to Cherry Creek. Drainage
facilities are provided to allow drainage into the detention pond on the southwest corner of the
Site and ultimately discharging into Baldwin Gulch. The proposed Site consists of twenty-two
(22) on-site drainage basins. Twenty (20) drainage basins are conveyed to the detention pond
via overland flow or by storm sewer. There are 0.34 acres of off-site runoff included within the
twenty (20) on-site basins that drain onsite and are conveyed to the existing detention pond via
storm sewer. More specifically, sub-basins 3.0, 5.0, 7.0, 8.0, and 15.0 all account for portions of
the off-site runoff totaling to 0.34 acres. Two (2) of the twenty-two (22) onsite drainage basins
(sub-basins 19.0 and 20.0) drain overland into Pine Lane and Twenty Mile Road, mimicking
conditions which currently exist onsite. One (1) of the twenty-two (22) drainage basins (sub-
basin 18.0) drains directly into Baldwin Gulch, mimicking conditions which currently exist onsite.
The existing detention pond discharges into Baldwin Guilch.

DRAINAGE DESIGN CRITERIA

REGULATIONS

There are no deviations from the Town of Parker and UDFCD floodplain regulations.
COMPLIANCE WITH TOWN’'S STREAM PRESERVATION STANDARDS

There are no existing stream buffers within the Project area. Baldwin Gulch is preserved with no

drainage upgrades required to maintain compliance with Town of Parker and UDFCD
regulations.

DEVELOPMENT DESIGN CRITERIA REFERENCE AND CONSTRAINTS

The FIRM panel cited in the Major Drainage Basin Description Section shows no portion of the
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Site to be located within the 100-year floodplain. The proposed storm facilities are in compliance
with the Town of Parker Storm Drainage and Environmental Criteria Manual (the “CRITERIA”)
and the Urban Storm Drainage Criteria Manual (the “MANUAL). Site drainage is not
significantly impacted by such constraints as utilities or existing development.

The proposed approach includes pipe flow into an existing detention pond. Additional detail
regarding onsite drainage patterns is provided in the Drainage Facility Design Section.

HYDROLOGIC CRITERIA

The 5-year and 100-year design storm events were used in determining rainfall and runoff for
the proposed drainage system per Table 2.3 of the CRITERIA. Table 5.1 of the CRITERIA is the
source for rainfall data for the 5-year and 100-year design storm events. Design runoff was
calculated using the Rational Method for developed conditions as established in the CRITERIA
and MANUAL. Runoff coefficients for the proposed development were determined using Table
RO-5 of the MANUAL by calculating weighted impervious values for each specific site basin. The
detention storage requirement was calculated using the same method and formulae used by
Kiowa Engineering Corporation in the Parker Auto Plaza FDR.

An existing orifice plate placed in the first bay of a drop box outlet (Figure 2 of the Parker Auto
Plaza FDR, UDFCD, Typical WQCV Outlet Structure Profiles) controls the release rate for the 10-
year event. An orifice plate mounted to the second bay wall of the detention basin outlet structure
controls the 100-year release rate. The release of flow is limited to 3.6 cubic feet per second (cfs)
in the 10-year event and 13.1 cfs in the 100-year event. Flows from this existing detention basin
discharge directly into Baldwin Gulch, and limited modifications (replacing existing orifice plate) to
the existing outlet structure are being proposed.

HYDRAULIC CRITERIA

The proposed drainage facilities are designed in accordance with the CRITERIA and MANUAL.
Floodplain identification was determined using FIRM panels by FEMA and information provided
in the CRITERIA.

Hydrologic and hydraulic calculations are summarized in Appendix D.

DRAINAGE FACILITY DESIGN

GENERAL CONCEPT

The Project consists of interior streets, vacant lots with native seeding, and utility mains
including storm sewer infrastructure intended to convey flows for the phased site development.

The Project provides water quality treatment by means of an existing water quality outlet
structure and detention through an existing surface detention pond for the entirety of the site.
The detention pond outfalls to Baldwin Gulch. Improvements to the pond will consist of a
proposed forebay, trickle channel, and access road.

The Site has been divided into twenty-two (22) sub-basins, sub-basins 1.1 through 20.0, which
represent small sub-basins that are tributary to the adjacent right-of-way and Baldwin Gulch
which mimics current site conditions. Ultimately the developed runoff is conveyed downstream
to the existing detention pond. Further information regarding the basins and drainage patterns
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can be found in Appendix C.

SUB-BASIN DESCRIPTION

Sub-basin 1.1 is 1.43 acres consisting of open lot with assumed imperviousness of 85%. Runoff
will enter Storm Stub 1.1 and be conveyed to Pond 1 through a private underground storm
sewer. The runoff coefficients for this sub-basin are 4.93 and 10.37 for the 5-year and 100-year
storm, respectively. If Storm Stub 1.1 were to plug, the runoff for the basin would flow east onto
sub-basin 9.0 and drain into inlet AO4.

Sub-basin 1.2 is 1.97 acres consisting of open lot with assumed imperviousness of 85%. Runoff
will enter inlet BO1 and be conveyed to Pond 1 through a private underground storm sewer. The
runoff coefficients for this sub-basin are 6.77 and 14.25 for the 5-year and 100-year storm,
respectively. If inlet BO1 were to plug, the runoff for the basin would flow south onto sub-basin
13.0 and drain into inlet BOO.

Sub-basin 2.0 is 0.88 acres consisting of open lot with assumed imperviousness of 85%. Runoff
will enter inlet C00.1 and be conveyed to Pond 1 through a private underground storm sewer.
The runoff coefficients for this sub-basin are 3.00 and 6.33 for the 5-year and 100-year storm,
respectively. If inlet C00.1 were to plug, the runoff for the basin would flow south onto sub-basin
10.0 and drain into inlet COO.

Sub-basin 3.0 is 1.97 acres consisting of open lot with assumed imperviousness of 85%. Runoff
will enter inlet C01.1 and be conveyed to Pond 1 through a private underground storm sewer.
The runoff coefficients for this sub-basin are 6.80 and 14.29 for the 5-year and 100-year storm,
respectively. If inlet C01.1 were to plug, the runoff for the basin would flow south and drain onto
sub-basin 11.0 and drain into inlet CO1.

Sub-basin 4.1 is 1.14 acres consisting of open lot with assumed imperviousness of 85%. Runoff
will enter inlet BO2 and be conveyed to Pond 1 through a private underground storm sewer. The
runoff coefficients for this sub-basin are 3.91 and 8.23 for the 5-year and 100-year storm,
respectively. If inlet BO2 were to plug, the runoff for the basin would flow south onto sub-basin
16.0 and drain to inlet AO1.

Sub-basin 4.2 is 0.77 acres consisting of open lot with assumed imperviousness of 85%. Runoff
will enter Storm Stub 4.2 and be conveyed to Pond 1 through a private underground storm
sewer. The runoff coefficients for this sub-basin are 2.65 and 5.56 for the 5-year and 100-year
storm, respectively. If inlet Storm Stub 4.2 were to plug, the runoff for the basin would flow south
onto sub-basin 14.0 and drain into inlet BO3.

Sub-basin 5.0 is 1.13 acres consisting of open lot with assumed imperviousness of 85%. Runoff
will enter inlet BO5.1 and be conveyed to Pond 1 through a private underground storm sewer.
The runoff coefficients for this sub-basin are 3.89 and 8.18 for the 5-year and 100-year storm,
respectively. If inlet BO5.1 were to plug, the runoff for the basin would flow south onto sub-basin
15 and drain into inlet B0O5.

Sub-basin 6.0 is 2.22 acres consisting of open lot with assumed imperviousness of 85%. Runoff
will enter via a connection to manhole DO1 and be conveyed to Pond 1 through a private
underground storm sewer. The runoff coefficients for this sub-basin are 7.62 and 16.06 for the
5-year and 100-year storm, respectively. If the connection to manhole DO1 were to clog, the
runoff for the basin would flow south directly into Baldwin Gulch.
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Sub-basin 7.0 is 1.02 acres consisting of open lot with assumed imperviousness of 85%. Runoff
will enter inlet BO7.1 and be conveyed to Pond 1 through a private underground storm sewer.
The runoff coefficients for this sub-basin are 3.48 and 7.35 for the 5-year and 100-year storm,
respectively. If inlet BO7.1 were to plug, the runoff for the basin would flow south onto sub-basin
17 and drain into inlet BO8.

Sub-basin 8.0 is 1.94 acres consisting of open lot with assumed imperviousness of 85%. Runoff
will enter inlet B08.1 and be conveyed to Pond 1 through a private underground storm sewer.
The runoff coefficients for this sub-basin are 6.13and 12.90 for the 5-year and 100-year storm,
respectively. If inlet BO8.1 were to plug, the runoff for the basin would flow west onto sub-basin
17 and drain into inlet BO8.

Sub-basin 9.0 is 0.10 acres consisting of streets, curb, and gutter. Runoff will enter inlet A04
and be conveyed to Pond 1 through a private underground storm sewer. The runoff coefficients
for this sub-basin are 0.42 and 0.81 for the 5-year and 100-year storm, respectively. If the inlet
were to plug, the runoff for the basin would flow south onto sub-basin 12 and drain into inlet
A02.

Sub-basin 10.0 is 0.16 acres consisting of streets, curb, and gutter. Runoff will enter inlet CO0
and be conveyed to Pond 1 through a private underground storm sewer. The runoff coefficients
for this sub-basin are 0.65 and 1.26 for the 5-year and 100-year storm, respectively. If inlet CO0
were to plug, the runoff for the basin would flow west onto sub-basin 12 and drain into inlet A02.

Sub-basin 11.0 is 0.21 acres consisting of streets, curb, and gutter. Runoff will enter inlet CO1
and be conveyed to Pond 1 through a private underground storm sewer. The runoff coefficients
for this sub-basin are 0.86 and 1.66 for the 5-year and 100-year storm, respectively. If inlet CO1
were to plug, the runoff for the basin would flow west onto sub-basin 10 and drain into inlet COO.

Sub-basin 12.0 is 0.14 acres consisting of streets, curb, and gutter. Runoff will enter inlet A02
and be conveyed to Pond 1 through a private underground storm sewer. The runoff coefficients
for this sub-basin are 0.57 and 1.09 for the 5-year and 100-year storm, respectively. If inlet AO2
were to plug, the runoff for the basin would flow south into sub-basin 16.0 and drain into inlet
AO01.

Sub-basin 13.0 is 0.08 acres consisting of streets, curb, and gutter. Runoff will enter inlet BOO
and be conveyed to Pond 1 through a private underground storm sewer. The runoff coefficients
for this sub-basin are 0.32 and 0.62 for the 5-year and 100-year storm, respectively. If inlet BOO
were to plug, the runoff for the basin would flow south and west onto sub-basin 19, flowing
offsite following its historic path.

Sub-basin 14.0 is 0.17 acres consisting of streets, curb, and gutter. Runoff will enter inlet BO3
and be conveyed to Pond 1 through a private underground storm sewer. The runoff coefficients
for this sub-basin are 0.67 and 1.30 for the 5-year and 100-year storm, respectively. If inlet BO3
were to plug, the runoff for the basin would flow west onto sub-basin 16.0 and drain into inlet
AO01.

Sub-basin 15.0 is 0.18 acres consisting of streets, curb, and gutter. Runoff will enter inlet BO5
and be conveyed to Pond 1 through a private underground storm sewer. The runoff coefficients
for this sub-basin are 0.72 and 1.40 for the 5-year and 100-year storm, respectively. If inlet BO5
were to plug, the runoff for the basin would flow west onto sub-basin 17 and drain into inlet BO8.

Sub-basin 16.0 is 0.17 acres consisting of streets, curb, and gutter. Runoff will be conveyed to
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inlet AO1 and outfall into Pond 1 through future private underground storm sewer. The runoff
coefficients for this sub-basin are 0.67 and 1.30 for the 5-year and 100-year storm, respectively.
This sub-basin will sheet flow directly into Pond 1.

Sub-basin 17.0 is 0.11 acres consisting of streets, curb, and gutter. Runoff will enter inlet BO8
and be conveyed to Pond 1 through a private underground storm sewer. The runoff coefficients
for this sub-basin are 0.45 and 0.87 for the 5-year and 100-year storm, respectively.

Sub-basin 18.0 is 0.39 acres consisting of landscaping. Runoff will sheet flow to Baldwin Gulch,
following its historic path. The runoff coefficients for this sub-basin are 1.59 and 3.09 for the 5-
year and 100-year storm, respectively.

Sub-basin 19.0 is 0.11 acres consisting of streets, curb, and gutter. Runoff will flow onto Twenty
Mile Road, following its historic path. The runoff coefficients for this sub-basin are 0.45 and 0.88
for the 5-year and 100-year storm, respectively.

Sub-basin 20.0 is 0.03 acres consisting of streets, curb, and gutter. Runoff will flow onto Pine
Lane, following its historic path. The runoff coefficients for this sub-basin are 0.11 and 0.22 for
the 5-year and 100-year storm, respectively.

Runoff from the proposed development will generally be collected by means of curb and gutter
in the paved driveways and access roads within each delineated basin area. The runoff
collected from each basin will be conveyed to the existing detention pond at the southwest
corner of the Site. The controlled stormwater release from the detention and water quality
structures will be conveyed through the existing outlet structure into Baldwin Guich.

There are two (2) drainage basins (0.14 acres) of the Project Site that drain off-site, following
their historic paths. Sub-basins 19.0 & 20.0 drain into the adjacent right-of way to the North and
West. These drainage basins represent the landscape area between the perimeter buildings
and the adjacent roadways (Twenty Mile Road to the west and Pine Lane to the north).

DETAINED SUB-BASINS

Sub-Basins 1.1 - 18.0

Sub-basins 1.1-18.0 are bound between Twenty Mile Road, Pine Lane and Baldwin Gulch.
Some sub-basins being detained on-site include a total of 0.34 acres of off-site runoff. Sub-
basins 3.0, 5.0, 7.0, 8.0, and 15.0 all account for portions of the off-site runoff being detained
on-site. Each sub-basin contains a combination of paved areas, landscaping and streets.
Overland flows will be directed to catch basins throughout the site. Curb inlets and grate inlets
have been designed to accommodate the 100-yr storm. The landscaping areas overland flow to
grate inlets or curb and gutter within each respective sub-basin. Runoff from the sub-basins is
conveyed through an underground storm sewer system to the existing detention pond on the
southwest corner of the site.

Refer to Table 1 for a summary of areas and post-development flows for the detained sub-
basins.
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Table 1. Runoff Summary for All Detained Sub-Basins

Runoff Summary
BASIN ID AREA Qs Q100
Ac CES CES
1.1 1.43 4,93 10.37
1.2 1.97 6.77 14.25
2.0 0.88 3.00 6.33
3.0 1.97 6.80 14.29
4.1 1.14 3.91 8.23
4.2 0.77 2.65 5.56
5.0 1.13 3.89 8.18
6.0 2.22 7.62 16.06
7.0 1.02 3.48 7.35
8.0 1.94 6.13 12.90
9.0 0.10 0.42 0.81
10.0 0.16 0.65 1.26
11.0 0.21 0.86 1.66
12.0 0.14 0.57 1.09
13.0 0.08 0.32 0.62
14.0 0.17 0.67 1.30
15.0 0.18 0.72 1.40
16.0 0.17 0.67 1.30
17.0 0.11 0.45 0.87
18.0 0.39 1.59 3.09

UNDETAINED SUB-BASINS

Sub-Basins 19.0, and 20.0

Sub-basins 19.0, and 20.0 are a total of 0.14 acres in size and are not detained. These sub-
basins follow their historic flows onto the public right of way and into Baldwin Gulch.

Table 2. Runoff Summary for Undetained Sub-Basins

Runoff Summary
BASIN AREA Qs Q100
ID Ac CFS CFS
190 0.11 0.45 0.88
0.0 0.03 0.11 0.22
10

Kimley»Horn



Final Drainage Report, April 2020
Parker and Pine, Parker, CO

PARKER AUTO PLAZA FINAL DRAINAGE REPORT COMPLIANCE

The Parker Auto Plaza Final Drainage Report, dated July 12, 2004 was prepared as part of the
Parker Auto Plaza Development by Kiowa Engineering Corporation.

The FDR extended detention basin is sized to store 15.45 acres of a proposed 95% impervious
site. The Project extended detention basin will actually detain 15.81 acres of the proposed 85%
impervious site.

The existing detention basin was sized based on a required 10-year and 100-year capacity of
2.06 ac-ft and 2.97 ac-ft, respectively. The Project site only requires 1.26 ac-ft and 2.13 ac-ft for
the 10-year and 100-year capacities, respectively. The Project's required volumes were
calculated to include WQCV capture volume. Based on this approach, the drainage design
provided for the Project is in keeping with the Parker Auto Plaza FDR. Appendix D5 shows the
calculations for the required 10-year and 100-year storage capacities for proposed development
configuration.

FLOODPLAIN DEVELOPMENT PERMIT

A floodplain development permit from the Town of Parker is not required.
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION CRITERIA

GENERAL

The Site is influenced by Baldwin Gulch. Baldwin Gulch is in the Town of Parker and Urban
Drainage and Flood Control District jurisdictions. No impacts to threatened or endangered
species are anticipated as a result of the Project, and the Project is understood to comply with
the State and Federal environmental permitting regulations.

CONSTRUCTION BMP PLAN

Construction BMPs will be used throughout the redevelopment of the Site in order to comply
with section 8.2 of the CRITERIA. Construction BMPs implemented onsite include temporary
sediment basins, diversion ditches, silt fence and construction fence around the perimeter of the
Site, vehicle tracking control, and a concrete washout area. The full list of construction BMPs to
be implemented is shown on sheets C3.0- C3.11 of the Project’s Civil Construction Documents.

PERMANENT BMP PLAN

The permanent plan to implement BMPs was designed in accordance with section 8.3 of the
CRITERIA. For this Tier 3 redevelopment according to the CRITERIA, the primary permanent
BMP that will be implemented is the existing detention pond for the Site drainage. The pond will
satisfy the requirements for the permanent BMPs onsite.
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CONCLUSIONS

COMPLIANCE WITH STANDARDS

The drainage design presented within this report conforms to the Town of Parker Storm
Drainage and Environmental Criteria Manual. The major drainageway in the area, Baldwin
Gulch, will not be adversely affected by the Project, and the Project meets Urban Drainage and
Flood Control District requirements.

DRAINAGE CONCEPT

The drainage design discussed herein effectively controls the storm runoff from the Project by
conveying developed runoff to the detention pond at the southwest portion of the Site. The
proposed 10-year and 100-year volume requirements fall below the Parker Auto Plaza FDR’s
10-year and 100-year volume requirements, to which the existing detention pond was designed.
The existing outlet structure and release rates will not be modified as part of the proposed
development. The released drainage from the pond is carried through a storm sewer and
outfalls into Baldwin Guich.

SEDIMENT AND EROSION CONTROL CONCEPT

The Construction BMP plans are designed to prevent erosion within the Site during and after
construction. BMPs are in place to prevent erosion during construction including a temporary
sediment basin, diversion ditch, silt fence around the perimeter of the Site, vehicle tracking
control, and a concrete washout area. The forebay structure will prevent erosion at the bottom
of the pond. Furthermore, the proposed concrete trickle channels within the pond will prevent
erosion in the permanent condition.
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Hydrologic Soil Group—Castle Rock Area, Colorado
(Web Soil Survey)
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Hydrologic Soil Group—Castle Rock Area, Colorado

(Web Soil Survey)
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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 B 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.
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Hydrologic Soil Group—Castle Rock Area, Colorado Web Soil Survey

Rating Options

Aggregation Method: Dominant Condition
Component Percent Cutoff: None Specified
Tie-break Rule: Higher

UsDA  Natural Resources Web Soil Survey 7/5/2017
== Conservation Service National Cooperative Soil Survey Page 4 of 4
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TOWN OF PARKER STORM DRAINAGE AND ENVIRONMENTAL CRITERIA MANUAL

5. HYDROLOGIC CRITERIA

5.1 INTRODUCTION

This section presents the criteria and methodology for determining storm runoff design peaks and
volumes to be used in the Town of Parker for preparation of storm drainage plans and facility design. In
general, hydrologic analysis of the initial and major storm events for both the historic and fully
developed site conditions is required. In addition to the hydrologic analysis for a site, a hydrologic
analysis should be performed for all off site basins that impact the proposed site. The Town of Parker
adopts procedures prescribed by the Urban Drainage and Flood Control District (UDFCD) for
performing hydrologic analysis. These procedures may be found in the Rainfall and Runoff sections of
the MANUAL. Standards and technical criteria found in the MANUAL should be followed except
where superseded by specific requirements of this manual.

5.2 DESIGN RAINFALL

For any storm runoff technique, design rainfall must first be established. The design rainfall data to be
used for the Town of Parker were obtained from NOAA Atlas 2, Precipitation— Frequency Atlas of the
Western United States, Volume IlI- Colorado. The design storm events developed and utilized are the
same as those used by UDFCD.

The one-hour point rainfall depths for different frequency events are shown in Table 5.1 herein.
Rainfall intensity as a function of the one-hour point rainfall and the time of concentration can be
approximated by the following equation which appears in the MANUAL as Equation RA-5.

1= (28.5P,)/(10+t,)" 7

Where, 1= rainfall intensity (in/hr)
P; = one-hour point rainfall depth (in)
t. = time of concentration (min)

Graphical presentation of the equation is shown as the Time-Intensity-Frequency curves in Figure 5.1
herein. Rainfall intensity for use in the Rational Method may be taken from Figure 5.1 or calculated
using the equation.

SECTION 5. HYDROLOGIC CRITERIA 5-1 2014



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 5-2 2014
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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 VVolume 1
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Final Drainage Report, April 2020
Parker and Pine, Parker, CO

APPENDIX D - RATIONAL METHOD CALCULATIONS, INLET CALCULATIONS

6 Kimley»Horn



Job No. 096502001

Parker Pine Retail

Parker, CO

Rainfall Intensity

IDF - Intensity, Duration, Frequency Data
Time Intensity Frequency Tabulation

TIME

Note:

Intensity values utilized as published within the Town of Parker

2YR
3.36
3.19
3.04
291
2.79
2.68
2.58
2.49
2.40
2.32
2.25
2.18
2.12
2.06
2.00
1.95
1.90
1.85
1.81
1.76
1.73
1.69
1.65
1.62
1.58
1.55
1.52
1.49
1.47
1.44
1.42
1.39
1.37
1.35
1.32
1.30
1.28
1.26
1.25
1.23
1.21
1.19
1.18
1.16
1.14
1.13
1.11
1.10
1.09
1.07
1.06
1.05
1.04
1.02
1.01
1.00

5YR
4.71
4.48
4.27
4.09
3.92
3.76
3.62
3.49
3.37
3.26
3.16
3.06
2.97
2.89
2.81
2.73
2.66
2.60
2.54
2.48
2.42
2.37
2.32
2.27
2.22
2.18
2.14
2.10
2.06
2.02
1.99
1.95
1.92
1.89
1.86
1.83
1.80
1.77
1.75
1.72
1.70
1.67
1.65
1.63
1.61
1.59
1.57
1.55
1.53
151
1.49
1.47
1.45
1.44
1.42
1.40

10 YR
5.56
5.29
5.04
4.82
4.62
4.44
4.27
4.12
3.98
3.84
3.72
3.61
3.50
3.41
3.31
3.23
3.14
3.07
2.99
2.92
2.86
2.80
2.74
2.68
2.62
2.57
2.52
2.48
2.43
2.39
2.35
231
2.27
2.23
2.19
2.16
2.13
2.09
2.06
2.03
2.00
1.98
1.95
1.92
1.90
1.87
1.85
1.82
1.80
1.78
1.76
1.74
1.72
1.70
1.68
1.66

Storm Drainage Criteria Manual, Table 5.1

KADEN_Civil\096502001 - Mixed Use Parker Rd\_Project Files\Eng\Drainage\2019_0715 - CIA Calcs.xls

100 YR

8.82
8.38
7.99
7.64
7.32
7.03
6.77
6.53
6.30
6.09
5.90
5.72
5.56
5.40
5.25
511
4.98
4.86
4.75
4.64
4.53
4.43
4.34
4.25
4.16
4.08
4.00
3.93
3.85
3.78
3.72
3.66
3.59
3.53
3.48
3.42
3.37
3.32
3.27
3.22
3.18
3.13
3.09
3.05
3.01
2.97
2.93
2.89
2.85
2.82
2.79
2.75
2.72
2.69
2.66
2.63

11/5/2019
9:47 AM
Calculated By: EZ



Job No. 096502001

TIME

KADEN_Civil\096502001 - Mixed Use Parker Rd\_Project Files\Eng\Drainage\2019_0715 - CIA Calcs.xls

Parker Pine Retail

Time Intensity Frequency Tabulation

2YR
3.36
3.19
3.04
291
2.79
2.68
2.58
2.49
2.40
2.32
2.25
2.18
2.12
2.06
2.00
1.95
1.90
1.85
1.81
1.76
1.73
1.69
1.65
1.62
1.58
1.55
1.52
1.49
1.47
1.44
1.42
1.39
1.37
1.35
1.32
1.30
1.28
1.26
1.25
1.23
1.21
1.19
1.18
1.16
1.14
1.13
1.11
1.10
1.09
1.07
1.06
1.05
1.04
1.02
1.01
1.00

Parker, CO

5YR
4.71
4.48
4.27
4.09
3.92
3.76
3.62
3.49
3.37
3.26
3.16
3.06
2.97
2.89
2.81
2.73
2.66
2.60
2.54
2.48
2.42
2.37
2.32
2.27
2.22
2.18
2.14
2.10
2.06
2.02
1.99
1.95
1.92
1.89
1.86
1.83
1.80
1.77
1.75
1.72
1.70
1.67
1.65
1.63
1.61
1.59
1.57
1.55
1.53
151
1.49
1.47
1.45
1.44
1.42
1.40

10 YR
5.56
5.29
5.04
4.82
4.62
4.44
4.27
4.12
3.98
3.84
3.72
3.61
3.50
3.41
3.31
3.23
3.14
3.07
2.99
2.92
2.86
2.80
2.74
2.68
2.62
2.57
2.52
2.48
2.43
2.39
2.35
231
2.27
2.23
2.19
2.16
2.13
2.09
2.06
2.03
2.00
1.98
1.95
1.92
1.90
1.87
1.85
1.82
1.80
1.78
1.76
1.74
1.72
1.70
1.68
1.66

100 YR

8.82
8.38
7.99
7.64
7.32
7.03
6.77
6.53
6.30
6.09
5.90
5.72
5.56
5.40
5.25
511
4.98
4.86
4.75
4.64
4.53
4.43
4.34
4.25
4.16
4.08
4.00
3.93
3.85
3.78
3.72
3.66
3.59
3.53
3.48
3.42
3.37
3.32
3.27
3.22
3.18
3.13
3.09
3.05
3.01
2.97
2.93
2.89
2.85
2.82
2.79
2.75
2.72
2.69
2.66
2.63

11/5/2019
9:47 AM
Calculated By: EZ



Job No. 096502001

BASIN IMPERVIOUSNESS AND RUNOFF COEFFICIENT

Parker Pine Retail
Parker, CO

11/5/2019
9:48 AM
Calculated By: KR

KADEN_Civil\096502001 - Mixed Use Parker Rd\_Project Files\Eng\Drainagel2019_0715 - CIA Calcsxls

Landuse | C, Cs Cio Cioo
Landscape 2% 0.01 0.01 0.07 0.44
Roof 90% 0.74 0.76 0.78 0.84
Streets/Drives and Walks 100% 0.84 0.86 0.86 0.89
All Basins
Basin AroTaL ArotaL ALanDsCAPE ArooF ASTREETSIDRIVES
Designation (AC) (SF) (SF) (SF) ewaks(SF) | weieHTeD Cz Cs Cio  [SIGN PO INLET
1.1 1.43 62,381 9,500 0 52,881 85% 0.71 0.73 0.82
1.2 1.97 85,635 13,000 0 72,635 85% 0.71 0.73 0.82
2.0 0.88 38,143 6,000 0 32,143 85% 0.71 0.73 0.82
3.0 1.97 85,881 13,000 0 72,881 85% 0.71 0.73 0.82
4.1 1.14 49,452 7,500 0 41,952 85% 0.71 0.73 0.82
4.2 0.77 33,396 5,000 0 28,396 85% 0.72 0.73 0.82
5.0 1.13 49,201 7,500 0 41,701 85% 0.71 0.73 0.82
6.0 2.22 96,743 15,000 0 81,743 85% 0.71 0.73 0.82
7.0 1.02 44,356 7,000 0 37,356 85% 0.71 0.73 0.82
8.0 1.94 84,345 13,000 0 71,345 85% 0.71 0.73 0.82
9.0 0.10 4,470 0 0 4,470 100% 0.84 0.86 0.89
10.0 0.16 6,975 0 0 6,975 100% 0.84 0.86 0.89
11.0 0.21 9,219 0 0 9,219 100% 0.84 0.86 0.89
12.0 0.14 6,073 0 0 6,073 100% 0.84 0.86 0.89
13.0 0.08 3,465 0 0 3,465 100% 0.84 0.86 0.89
14.0 0.17 7,207 0 0 7,207 100% 0.84 0.86 0.89
15.0 0.18 7,746 0 0 7,746 100% 0.84 0.86 0.89
16.0 0.17 7,231 0 0 7,231 100% 0.84 0.86 0.89
17.0 0.11 4,854 0 0 4,854 100% 0.84 0.86 0.89
18.0 0.39 17,130 0 0 17,130 100% 0.84 0.86 0.89
19.0 0.11 4,871 0 0 4,871 100% 0.84 0.86 0.89
20.0 0.03 1,228 0 0 1,228 100% 0.84 0.86 0.89
16.30 710,001 96,500 - 613,501 87% 0.73 0.74 0.83
Detained Basins
Basin AroTaL AroTaL ALanDSCAPE Aroor ADRIVES & WALKS | c c c
Designation (AC) (SF) (SF) (SF) (SF) WEIGHTED 2 5 100
1 1.43 62,381 9,500 0 52,881 85% 0.71 0.73 0.82
2 1.97 85,635 13,000 0 72,635 85% 0.71 0.73 0.82
3 0.88 38,143 6,000 0 32,143 85% 0.71 0.73 0.82
4 1.97 85,881 13,000 0 72,881 85% 0.71 0.73 0.82
5 1.14 49,452 7,500 0 41,952 85% 0.71 0.73 0.82
6 0.77 33,396 5,000 0 28,396 85% 0.72 0.73 0.82
7 1.13 49,201 7,500 0 41,701 85% 0.71 0.73 0.82
8 2.22 96,743 15,000 0 81,743 85% 0.71 0.73 0.82
9 1.02 44,356 7,000 0 37,356 85% 0.71 0.73 0.82
10 1.94 84,345 13,000 0 71,345 85% 0.71 0.73 0.82
11 0.10 4,470 0 0 4,470 100% 0.84 0.86 0.89
12 0.16 6,975 0 0 6,975 100% 0.84 0.86 0.89
13 0.21 9,219 0 0 9,219 100% 0.84 0.86 0.89
14 0.14 6,073 0 0 6,073 100% 0.84 0.86 0.89
15 0.08 3,465 0 0 3,465 100% 0.84 0.86 0.89
16 0.17 7,207 0 0 7,207 100% 0.84 0.86 0.89
17 0.18 7,746 0 0 7,746 100% 0.84 0.86 0.89
18 0.39 17,130 0 0 17,130 100% 0.84 0.86 0.89
15.88 691,818 96,500 - 595,318 86% 0.72 0.74 0.83
Undetained Basins
Basin ArotaL ArotaL ALanpscaPE Aroor ADRIVES & WALKS | c c c
Designation (AC) (SF) (SF) (SF) (SF) WEIGHTED 2 5 100
19 0.11 4,871 0 0 4,871 100% 0.84 0.86 0.89
20 0.03 1,228 0 0 1,228 100% 0.84 0.86 0.89
0.14 6,099 - - 6,099 100% 0.84 0.86 0.89



Job No. 096502001

Parker Pine Retail
Parker, CO

Time of Concentration

11/5/2019
9:48 AM
Calculated By: KR

INITIAL / OVERLAND TIME TRAVEL TIME T(c) CHECK
SUB-BASIN DATA 0 T (URBA(N?ZED BASINS) | FINAL
DESIGN DRAIN AREA AREA NRCS | C(5) || Length Slope T() Length Slope |Coefficient Velocity T() T(c) | TOTAL |L/180+10 (M(I?\i)
POINT BASIN SF AC Soil Type % FT % MIN FT % FPS MIN (MIN) | LENGTH
11 11 62,381 1.43 B 85% 0.73 45 2.0% 3.6 - - 20 0.0 0.0 5.0 45 10.3 5.0
1.2 1.2 85,635 197 85% 0.73 41 21.0% 1.6 450 3.1% 15 2.6 2.8 5.0 491 12.7 5.0
2.0 2.0 38,143 0.88 B 85% 0.73 40 5.6% 24 60 3.3% 20 3.6 0.3 5.0 100 10.6 5.0
3.0 3.0 85,881 197 B 85% 0.73 69 4.3% 35 97 1.3% 20 2.2 0.7 5.0 166 10.9 5.0
4.1 4.1 49,452 1.14 B 85% 0.73 170 7.0% 4.6 50 2.7% 20 33 0.3 5.0 220 11.2 5.0
4.2 4.2 33,396 0.77 B 85% 0.73 93 9.2% 3.1 163 3.7% 20 3.8 0.7 5.0 256 114 5.0
5.0 5.0 49,201 1.13 B 85% 0.73 0 0.0% 230 1.0% 21 21 1.8 5.0 230 11.3 5.0
6.0 6.0 96,743 2.22 B 85% 0.73 50 2.0% 3.8 150 3.0% 20 35 0.7 5.0 200 11.1 5.0
7.0 7.0 44,356 1.02 B 85% 0.73 35 1.5% 35 105 2.0% 20 2.8 0.6 5.0 140 10.8 5.0
8.0 8.0 84,345 1.94 B 85% 0.73 100 1.0% 6.8 10 15.0% 20 7.7 0.0 6.8 110 10.6 6.8
9.0 9.0 4,470 0.10 B 100% 0.86 101 101.0% 0.9 11 115.0% 21 225 0.0 5.0 112 10.6 5.0
10.0 10.0 6,975 0.16 B 100% | 0.86 75 5.0% 2.2 130 2.5% 20 3.2 0.7 5.0 205 11.1 5.0
11.0 11.0 9,219 0.21 B 100% | 0.86 45 4.3% 1.8 500 3.6% 20 3.8 22 5.0 545 13.0 5.0
12.0 12.0 6,073 0.14 B 100% | 0.86 100 1.0% 4.4 10 15.0% 20 7.7 0.0 5.0 110 10.6 5.0
13.0 13.0 3,465 0.08 B 100% 0.86 101 101.0% 0.9 11 115.0% 21 225 0.0 5.0 112 10.6 5.0
14.0 14.0 7,207 0.17 B 100% | 0.86 63 2.0% 2.8 98 0.7% 20 1.7 1.0 5.0 161 10.9 5.0
15.0 15.0 7,746 0.18 B 100% | 0.86 35 17.0% | 1.0 72 1.2% 20 2.2 05 5.0 107 10.6 5.0
16.0 16.0 7,231 0.17 B 100% 0.86 90 15.0% 1.7 50 3.0% 20 35 0.2 5.0 140 10.8 5.0
17.0 17.0 4,854 0.11 B 100% | 0.86 90 15.0% 1.7 51 3.0% 20 35 0.2 5.0 141 10.8 5.0
18.0 18.0 17,130 0.39 B 100% 0.86 90 15.0% 1.7 52 3.0% 20 35 0.3 5.0 142 10.8 5.0
19.0 19.0 4,871 0.11 B 100% | 0.86 90 15.0% | 1.7 53 3.0% 20 35 0.3 5.0 143 10.8 5.0
20.0 20.0 1,228 0.03 B 100% 0.86 90 15.0% 1.7 54 3.0% 20 35 0.3 5.0 144 10.8 5.0
Watercourse Coefficient
Forest & Meadow 25
Fallow or Cultivation 5.0
Short Grass Pasture & Lawns 7.0
Nearly Bare Ground 10.0
Grassed Waterway 15.0
Paved Area and Shallow Gutter 20.0
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Job No. 096502001

CIA Runoff Calculations

Parker Pine Retail

Parker, CO

2-Year Design Storm Runoff Calculations

(Rational Method Procedure)

3/11/2020
6:03 PM
Calculated By: DLS

BASIN INFORMATION

DIRECT RUNOFF

TOTAL RUNOFF

DESIGN DRAIN [ AREA|RUNOFF T(c) CxA | Q T(c) SUM | Q REMARKS
POINT BASIN Ac | COEFF Min In/Hr CFS Min CxA In/Hr CFS
1 1.1 1.43 0.71 5.0 1.02 3.36 3.43 5.0 1.02 3.4 3.43
1 1.2 1.97 0.71 5.0 1.40 3.36 4.71 5.0 2.4 3.4 8.14
1 2.0 0.88 0.71 5.0 0.62 3.36 2.09 5.0 3.0 3.4 10.23
1 3.0 1.97 0.71 5.0 141 3.36 4.73 5.0 4.5 3.4 14.96
1 4.1 1.14 0.71 5.0 0.81 3.36 2.72 5.0 5.3 3.4 17.68
1 4.2 0.77 0.72 5.0 0.549 3.36 1.84 5.0 5.8 3.4 19.53
1 5.0 1.13 0.71 5.0 0.806 3.36 2.71 5.0 6.6 3.4 22.23
1 6.0 2.22 0.71 5.0 1.580 3.36 5.30 5.0 8.2 3.4 27.54
1 7.0 1.02 0.71 5.0 0.722 3.36 2.42 5.0 8.9 3.4 29.96
1 8.0 1.94 0.71 6.8 1.379 3.09 4.26 5.0 10.3 3.4 34.59
1 9.0 0.10 0.84 5.0 0.086 3.36 0.29 5.0 10.4 3.4 34.88
1 10.0 0.16 0.84 5.0 0.135 3.36 0.45 5.0 10.5 3.4 35.33
1 11.0 0.21 0.84 5.0 0.178 3.36 0.60 5.0 10.7 3.4 35.93
1 12.0 0.14 0.84 5.0 0.117 3.36 0.39 5.0 10.8 3.4 36.32
1 13.0 0.08 0.84 5.0 0.067 3.36 0.22 5.0 10.9 3.4 36.55
1 14.0 0.17 0.84 5.0 0.139 3.36 0.47 5.0 11.0 3.4 37.01
1 15.0 0.18 0.84 5.0 0.149 3.36 0.50 5.0 11.2 3.4 37.51
1 16.0 0.17 0.84 5.0 0.139 3.36 0.47 5.0 11.3 3.4 37.98
1 17.0 0.11 0.84 5.0 0.094 3.36 0.31 5.0 11.4 3.4 38.30
1 18.0 0.39 0.84 5.0 0.330 3.36 111 5.0 11.7 3.4 39.41
1 19.0 0.11 0.84 5.0 0.094 3.36 0.32 5.0 11.8 3.4 39.72
1 20.0 0.03 0.84 5.0 0.024 3.36 0.08 5.0 11.9 3.4 39.80
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Job No. 096502001

Parker Pine Retail

Parker, CO

5-Year Design Storm Runoff Calculations

(Rational Method Procedure)

3/11/2020
6:03 PM
Calculated By: DLS

BASIN INFORMATION

DIRECT RUNOFF

TOTAL RUNOFF

DESIGN DRAIN [ AREA|[RUNOFF T(c) CxA | Q T(c) SUM | Q REMARKS
POINT BASIN Ac | COEFF Min In/Hr CFS Min CxA In/Hr CFS
1 1.1 1.43 0.73 5.0 1.05 4.71 4.93 5.0 1.05 4.7 4.93
1 1.2 1.97 0.73 5.0 1.44 4.71 6.77 5.0 2.5 4.7 11.71
1 2.0 0.88 0.73 5.0 0.64 4.71 3.00 5.0 3.1 4.7 14.71
1 3.0 1.97 0.73 5.0 1.44 4.71 6.80 5.0 4.6 4.7 21.50
1 4.1 1.14 0.73 5.0 0.83 4.71 3.91 5.0 5.4 4.7 25.42
1 4.2 0.77 0.73 5.0 0.56 4.71 2.65 5.0 6.0 4.7 28.07
1 5.0 1.13 0.73 5.0 0.83 4.71 3.89 5.0 6.8 4.7 31.96
1 6.0 2.22 0.73 5.0 1.62 4.71 7.62 5.0 8.4 4.7 39.58
1 7.0 1.02 0.73 5.0 0.74 4.71 3.48 5.0 9.1 4.7 43.06
1 8.0 1.94 0.73 6.8 141 4.34 6.13 5.0 10.5 4.7 49.72
1 9.0 0.10 0.86 5.0 0.09 4.71 0.42 5.0 10.6 4.7 50.14
1 10.0 0.16 0.86 5.0 0.14 4.71 0.65 5.0 10.8 4.7 50.79
1 11.0 0.21 0.86 5.0 0.18 4.71 0.86 5.0 11.0 4.7 51.64
1 12.0 0.14 0.86 5.0 0.12 4.71 0.57 5.0 11.1 4.7 52.21
1 13.0 0.08 0.86 5.0 0.07 4.71 0.32 5.0 11.1 4.7 52.53
1 14.0 0.17 0.86 5.0 0.14 4.71 0.67 5.0 11.3 4.7 53.20
1 15.0 0.18 0.86 5.0 0.15 4.71 0.72 5.0 11.4 4.7 53.92
1 16.0 0.17 0.86 5.0 0.14 4.71 0.67 5.0 11.6 4.7 54.60
1 17.0 0.11 0.86 5.0 0.10 4.71 0.45 5.0 11.7 4.7 55.05
1 18.0 0.39 0.86 5.0 0.34 4.71 1.59 5.0 12.0 4.7 56.64
1 19.0 0.11 0.86 5.0 0.10 4.71 0.45 5.0 12.1 4.7 57.10
1 20.0 0.03 0.86 5.0 0.02 4.71 0.11 5.0 12.1 4.7 57.21
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Job No.

096502001

100-Year Design Storm Runoff Calculations
(Rational Method Procedure)

Parker Pine Retail

Parker, CO

3/11/2020
6:03 PM
Calculated By: DLS

BASIN INFORMATION

DIRECT RUNOFF

TOTAL RUNOFF

DESIGN DRAIN [ AREA|[RUNOFF T(c) CxA | Q T(c) SUM | Q REMARKS
POINT BASIN Ac | COEFF Min In/Hr CFS Min CxA In/Hr CFS
1 1.1 1.43 0.82 5.0 1.18 8.82 10.37 5.0 1.18 8.8 10.37
1 1.2 1.97 0.82 5.0 1.62 8.82 14.25 5.0 2.8 8.8 24.62
1 2.0 0.88 0.82 5.0 0.72 8.82 6.33 5.0 3.5 8.8 30.95
1 3.0 1.97 0.82 5.0 1.62 8.82 14.29 5.0 5.1 8.8 45.24
1 4.1 1.14 0.82 5.0 0.93 8.82 8.23 5.0 6.1 8.8 53.46
1 4.2 0.77 0.82 5.0 0.631 8.82 5.56 5.0 6.7 8.8 59.03
1 5.0 1.13 0.82 5.0 0.928 8.82 8.18 5.0 7.6 8.8 67.21
1 6.0 2.22 0.82 5.0 1.822 8.82 16.06 5.0 9.4 8.8 83.27
1 7.0 1.02 0.82 5.0 0.834 8.82 7.35 5.0 10.3 8.8 90.63
1 8.0 1.94 0.82 6.8 1.589 8.12 12.90 5.0 11.9 8.8 104.64
1 9.0 0.10 0.89 5.0 0.091 8.82 0.81 5.0 12.0 8.8 105.44
1 10.0 0.16 0.89 5.0 0.143 8.82 1.26 5.0 12.1 8.8 106.70
1 11.0 0.21 0.89 5.0 0.188 8.82 1.66 5.0 12.3 8.8 108.36
1 12.0 0.14 0.89 5.0 0.124 8.82 1.09 5.0 12.4 8.8 109.46
1 13.0 0.08 0.89 5.0 0.071 8.82 0.62 5.0 12.5 8.8 110.08
1 14.0 0.17 0.89 5.0 0.147 8.82 1.30 5.0 12.6 8.8 111.38
1 15.0 0.18 0.89 5.0 0.158 8.82 1.40 5.0 12.8 8.8 112.78
1 16.0 0.17 0.89 5.0 0.148 8.82 1.30 5.0 12.9 8.8 114.08
1 17.0 0.11 0.89 5.0 0.099 8.82 0.87 5.0 13.0 8.8 114.95
1 18.0 0.39 0.89 5.0 0.350 8.82 3.09 5.0 13.4 8.8 118.04
1 19.0 0.11 0.89 5.0 0.100 8.82 0.88 5.0 135 8.8 118.92
1 20.0 0.03 0.89 5.0 0.025 8.82 0.22 5.0 135 8.8 119.14
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DETENTION BASIN STAGE-STORAGE TABLE BUILD

MHFD-Detention, Version 4.02 (February 2020)

Project: Parker Mixed-Use - Parker and Pine

Basin ID:

o -
] T vt
T

00-vEAS
ZONE 1 AND 2 ORIFicE

PERMANENT. oRIFICES
pook. Example Zone Configuration (Retention Pond)

Watershed Information
Selected BMP Type = EDB
Watershed Area = 15.95 acres
Watershed Length = 1,100 ft Note: Lc/L Ratio > 0.9
Watershed Length to Centroid = 5,500 ft Lec /L Ratio=5
Watershed Slope = 0.030 ft/ft
Watershed Imperviousness =| 85.00% |percent
Percentage Hydrologic Soil Group A =|  0.0% |percent
Percentage Hydrologic Soil Group B =|  100.0% |percent
Percentage Hydrologic Soil Groups C/D =| ~ 0.0% |percent
Target WQCV Drain Time = 40.0 hours

Location for 1-hr Rainfall Depths = Parker - Town Hall

After providing required inputs above including 1-hour rainfall
depths, click ‘Run CUHP' to generate runoff hydrographs using

the embedded Colorado Urban Hydrograph Procedure Optional User Overrides

Depth Increment =

Gptional Gptional

Stage - Storage Stage | Override | Length Width Area | Override | Area Volume | Volume
Description (ft) stage (ft) (ft) (ft) (ft) | Area(ft?) | (acre) (ft%) (ac-ft)

Top of Micropool - 0.00 - - - 88 0.002

5778 - 1.00 - - - 981 0.023 535 0.012
5779 - 2.00 - - - 8,866 0.204 5,458 0125
5780 - 3.00 - - - 18,678 0.429 19,230 0.441
5781 - 4.00 - - - 23,807 0547 40,473 0.929
5782 - 5.00 - - - 27,251 0.626 66,002 1515
5783 - 6.00 - - - 30717 | 0.705 94,986 2181
5784 7.00 - - - 35001 | 0804 | 127,845 | 2.935

Water Quality Capture Volume (WQCV) =|  0.481  |acre-feet acre-feet
Excess Urban Runoff Volume (EURV) =|  1.512 |acre-feet acre-feet
2yr Runoff Volume (P1=0.99in) =| 1094 |acre-feet 099 |inches
5-yr Runoff Volume (P1=1.39in) =| 1632 |acre-feet 139 |inches
10-yr Runoff Volume (P1=1.64in.) =| 1.976 |acre-feet 164 |inches
25-yr Runoff Volume (PL=1.98in.) =| 2.479 |acre-feet 198 |inches
50-yr Runoff Volume (P1=2.31in.) =| 2950 |acre-feet 231 |inches
100-yr Runoff Volume (PL=2.6in.) =| 3.380 |acre-feet 260 |inches
500-yr Runoff Volume (PL=3.08in.) =| 4.070 |acre-feet inches
Approximate 2-yr Detention Volume =|  1.003 |acre-feet
Approximate 5-yr Detention Volume =| 1465 |acre-feet
Approximate 10-yr Detention Volume =|  1.826 _|acre-feet
Approximate 25-yr Detention Volume =|  2.067 |acre-feet
Approximate 50-yr Detention Volume =|  2.225 |acre-feet
Approximate 100-yr Detention Volume =|  2.339 _|acre-feet

Define Zones and Basin Geometry

Zone 1 Volume (WQCV) =| 0481 |acre-feet
Zone 2 Volume (EURV - Zone 1) =|  1.031 |acre-feet
Zone 3 Volume (100-year - Zones 1&2) =|  0.826 |acre-feet
Total Detention Basin Volume =|  2.339 |acre-feet
Initial Surcharge Volume (ISV) =|  user |it®
Initial Surcharge Depth (1SD) =|  user |t
Total Available Detention Depth (Hiora) =|  user |t
Depth of Trickle Channel (Hr) =|  user |t
Slope of Trickle Channel (Src) =|  user |ft/ft
Slopes of Main Basin Sides (Smain) =|  user  [H:V
Basin Length-to-Width Ratio (Ruw) =|  user
Initial Surcharge Area (Asy) =|  user |ft?
surcharge Volume Length (Lisy) =|  user |t
Surcharge Volume Width (Wisy) =|  user |t
Depth of Basin Floor (Hrioor) =|  user |ft
Length of Basin Floor (Lro0r) user |t
Width of Basin Floor (Wrioor) =|  user  |ft
Area of Basin Floor (Arioor) = user _[it?
Volume of Basin Floor (Vrioor) =|  user |ft®
Depth of Main Basin (Huan) =|  user  |ft
Length of Main Basin (Lyan) =|  user [t
Width of Main Basin (Wyan) =|  user  |ft
Area of Main Basin (Avan) =|  user [it?
Volume of Main Basin (Vyan) =|  user  [ft®
Calculated Total Basin Volume (Vi) =|  user |acre-feet

MHFD-Detention_v4-02.xism, Basin

4/24/2020, 9:41 AM



DETENTION BASIN STAGE-STORAGE TABLE BUILDER

MHFD-Detention, Version 4.02 (February 2020)
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DETENTION BA LET STRUCTURE DESIGN

MHFD-Detention, Version 4.02 (February 2020)
Project: Parker Mixed-Use - Parker and Pine

Basin ID:
f o NES Estimated Estimated
‘wm]: — Stage (ft) Volume (ac-ft) Outlet Type
voume] evav | woct Zone 1 (WQCV) 3.10 0.481 Orifice Plate
100-YEAR Zone 2 (EURV) 5.00 1.031 Circular Orifice
ORIFICE
PERMANENT CRIICES Zone 3 (100-year) 6.23 0.826 Weir&Pipe (Rect.)
pooL Example Zone Configuration (Retention Pond) Total (all zones) 2339

Calculated Parameters for Underdrain
N/A s
N/A feet

User Input: Orifice at Underdrain Outlet (typicall
Underdrain Orifice Invert Depth =
Underdrain Orifice Diameter =

used to drain WQCV in a Filtration BMP)
N/A ft (distance below the filtration media surface)
N/A

Underdrain Orifice Area =
Underdrain Orifice Centroid =

inches

User Input: Orifice Plate with one or more orifices or Elliptical Slot Weir (typically used to drain WQCV and/or EURV in a sedimentation BMP) Calculated Parameters for Plate

Invert of Lowest Orifice = 0.00 ft (relative to basin bottom at Stage = 0 ft) WQ Orifice Area per Row = 1.056E-02 t?
Depth at top of Zone using Orifice Plate = 3.10 ft (relative to basin bottom at Stage = 0 ft) Elliptical Half-Width = N/A feet
Orifice Plate: Orifice Vertical Spacing = 12.40 inches Elliptical Slot Centroid = N/A feet
Orifice Plate: Orifice Area per Row = 1.52 sq. inches (diameter = 1-3/8 inches) Elliptical Slot Area = N/A t?

User Input: Stage and Total Area of Each Orifice Row (numbered from lowest to highest)
Row 1 (required) Row 2 (optional) Row 3 (optional)
0.00 1.03 2.07
1.52 1.52 1.52

Row 4 (optional) Row 5 (optional) Row 6 (optional) Row 7 (optional) Row 8 (optional)

Stage of Orifice Centroid (ft)

Orifice Area (sq. inches)

Row 9 (optional) | Row 10 (optional) [ Row 11 (optional) | Row 12 (optional) | Row 13 (optional) | Row 14 (optional) | Row 15 (optional) | Row 16 (optional)

Stage of Orifice Centroid (ft)
Orifice Area (sq. inches)

User Input: Vertical Orifice (Circular or Rectanqular) Calculated Parameters for Vertical Orifice
Zone 2 Circular Not Selected Zone 2 Circular Not Selected
Invert of Vertical Orifice = 3.10 N/A ft (relative to basin bottom at Stage = 0 ft) Vertical Orifice Area = 0.35 N/A t?
Depth at top of Zone using Vertical Orifice = 5.00 N/A ft (relative to basin bottom at Stage = 0 ft) Vertical Orifice Centroid = 0.33 N/A feet
Vertical Orifice Diameter = 8.00 N/A inches
User Input: Overflow Weir (Dropbox with Flat or Sloped Grate and Outlet Pipe OR Rectanqular/Trapezoidal Weir (and No Outlet Pipe) Calculated Parameters for Overflow Weir
Zone 3 Weir Not Selected Zone 3 Weir Not Selected
Overflow Weir Front Edge Height, Ho = 4.79 N/A ft (relative to basin bottom at Stage = 0 ft) Height of Grate Upper Edge, H; = 6.04 N/A feet
Overflow Weir Front Edge Length = 1.00 N/A feet Overflow Weir Slope Length = 5.15 N/A feet
Overflow Weir Grate Slope = 4.00 N/A H:v Grate Open Area / 100-yr Orifice Area = 4.68 N/A
Horiz. Length of Weir Sides = 5.00 N/A feet Overflow Grate Open Area w/o Debris = 3.61 N/A t?
Overflow Grate Open Area % = 70% N/A %, grate open area/total area Overflow Grate Open Area w/ Debris = 1.80 N/A t?
Debris Clogging % = 50% N/A %

User Input: Outlet Pipe w/ Flow Restriction Plate (Circular Orifice, Restrictor Plate, or Rectanqular Orifice)

Zone 3 Rectangula

Not Selected

Calculated Parameters for Outlet Pipe w/

Flow Restriction Plate

Zone 3 Rectangula

Not Selected

Depth to Invert of Outlet Pipe = 1.10 N/A ft (distance below basin bottom at Stage = 0 ft) Outlet Orifice Area = 0.77 N/A t?
Rectangular Orifice Width = 10.10 N/A inches Outlet Orifice Centroid = 0.46 N/A feet
Rectangular Orifice Height = 11.00 inches Half-Central Angle of Restrictor Plate on Pipe = N/A N/A radians
User Input: Emergency Spillway (Rectanqular or Trapezoidal Calculated Parameters for Spillway
Spillway Invert Stage= 6.20 ft (relative to basin bottom at Stage = 0 ft) Spillway Design Flow Depth= 0.55 feet
Spillway Crest Length = 26.00 feet Stage at Top of Freeboard = 7.00 feet
Spillway End Slopes = 4.00 H:v Basin Area at Top of Freeboard = 0.80 acres
Freeboard above Max Water Surface = 0.25 feet Basin Volume at Top of Freeboard = 2.93 acre-ft

Routed Hydrograph Results

The user can override the default CUHP hydrographs and runoff volumes by entering new values in the Inflow Hydrographs table (Columns W through AF).

Design Storm Return Period =| WwQcv EURV 2 Year 5 Year 10 Year 25 Year 50 Year 100 Year 500 Year
One-Hour Rainfall Depth (in) = N/A N/A 0.99 1.39 1.64 1.98 2.31 2.60 3.08
CUHP Runoff Volume (acre-ft) =| 0.481 1.512 1.094 1.632 1.976 2.479 2.950 3.380 4.070
Inflow Hydrograph Volume (acre-ft) = N/A N/A 1.094 1.632 1.976 2.479 2.950 3.380 4.070
CUHP Predevelopment Peak Q (cfs) = N/A N/A 0.1 1.5 2.6 5.9 8.0 10.7 14.0
OPTIONAL Override Predevelopment Peak Q (cfs) = N/A N/A
Predevelopment Unit Peak Flow, q (cfs/acre) = N/A N/A 0.01 0.09 0.16 0.37 0.50 0.67 0.87
Peak Inflow Q (cfs) =| N/A N/A 10.6 15.6 18.4 25.0 29.7 34.2 41.1
Peak Outflow Q (cfs) = 0.2 2.6 15 2.2 3.1 6.0 8.7 9.7 18.7
Ratio Peak Outflow to Predevelopment Q =| N/A N/A N/A 1.5 1.2 1.0 1.1 0.9 i3
Structure Controlling Flow =| Plate Overflow Weir 1 | Vertical Orifice 1 | Vertical Orifice 1 | Overflow Weir 1 | Overflow Weir 1 | Overflow Weir 1 Outlet Plate 1 Spillway
Max Velocity through Grate 1 (fps) = N/A 0.07 N/A N/A 0.2 0.9 1.6 1.8 1.8
Max Velocity through Grate 2 (fps) = N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Time to Drain 97% of Inflow Volume (hours) = 38 47 47 48 48 47 46 45 43
Time to Drain 99% of Inflow Volume (hours) = 40 51 51 53 53 53 53 52 52
Maximum Ponding Depth (ft) =| 3.10 5.00 3.97 4.70 5.11 5.55 5.86 6.19 6.43
Area at Maximum Ponding Depth (acres) =| 0.44 0.63 0.54 0.60 0.63 0.67 0.69 0.72 0.75
Maximum Volume Stored (acre-ft) = 0.485 1.515 0.913 1.325 1.584 1.871 2.076 2.316 2.485




DETENTION BASIN OUTLET STRUCTURE DESIGN

MHFD-Detention, Version 4.00 (December 2019)
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DETENTION BASIN LET STRUCTURE DESIGN

Outflow Hydrograph Workbook Filename:

Inflow Hydrographs
The user can override the calculated inflow hydrographs from this workbook with inflow hydrographs developed in a separate program.

SOURCE CUHP CUHP CUHP CUHP CUHP CUHP CUHP CUHP CUHP
Time Interval TIME WQCV [cfs] | EURV [cfs] | 2 Year [cfs] | 5 Year [cfs] |10 Year [cfs] | 25 Year [cfs] | 50 Year [cfs] [100 Year [cfs] | 500 Year [cfs]

5.00_min 0:00:00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
0:05:00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
0:10:00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.16 0.06 0.35
0:15:00 0.00 0.00 0.63 1.49 1.91 1.40 1.92 1.86 2.53
0:20:00 0.00 0.00 3.10 4.93 6.00 4.02 4.98 5.28 6.67
0:25:00 0.00 0.00 7.35 11.15 13.54 9.09 10.98 11.78 14.56
0:30:00 0.00 0.00 10.01 14.88 17.68 18.42 22.05 24.26 29.39
0:35:00 0.00 0.00 10.64 15.62 18.44 23.34 27.83 31.82 38.32
0:40:00 0.00 0.00 10.42 15.10 17.79 24.98 29.71 34.21 41.10
0:45:00 0.00 0.00 9.75 14.21 16.82 24.40 28.99 33.98 40.80
0:50:00 0.00 0.00 9.07 13.40 15.79 23.51 27.92 32.79 39.35
0:55:00 0.00 0.00 8.48 12.56 14.84 22.04 26.18 31.10 37.32
1:00:00 0.00 0.00 8.02 11.88 14.12 20.58 24.44 29.45 35.34
1:05:00 0.00 0.00 7.64 11.28 13.49 19.39 23.03 28.16 33.79
1:10:00 0.00 0.00 7.10 10.68 12.85 18.05 21.43 26.06 31.27
1:15:00 0.00 0.00 6.53 9.95 12.18 16.68 19.82 23.78 28.56
1:20:00 0.00 0.00 5.97 9.17 11.36 15.18 18.03 21.25 25.53
1:25:00 0.00 0.00 5.51 8.49 10.46 13.76 16.33 18.87 22.67
1:30:00 0.00 0.00 5.20 8.02 9.77 12.41 14.74 16.82 20.21
1:35:00 0.00 0.00 4.96 7.66 9.20 11.38 13.52 15.27 18.36
1:40:00 0.00 0.00 4.75 7.19 8.69 10.52 12.49 14.02 16.85
1:45:00 0.00 0.00 4.56 6.70 8.21 9.77 11.59 12.90 15.50
1:50:00 0.00 0.00 4.36 6.23 7.77 9.08 10.77 11.88 14.28
1:55:00 0.00 0.00 4.01 5.80 7.28 8.43 9.99 10.92 13.12
2:00:00 0.00 0.00 3.64 5.33 6.70 7.80 9.25 10.01 12.02
2:05:00 0.00 0.00 3.14 4.61 5.78 6.78 8.03 8.67 10.41
2:10:00 0.00 0.00 2.63 3.85 4.83 5.70 6.75 7.28 8.74
2:15:00 0.00 0.00 2.15 3.14 3.95 4.67 5.53 5.96 7.15
2:20:00 0.00 0.00 1.73 2.53 3.21 3.76 4.44 4.77 5.72
2:25:00 0.00 0.00 1.40 2.05 2.62 2.96 3.50 3.72 4.47
2:30:00 0.00 0.00 1.15 1.70 2.19 2.35 2.78 2.91 3.50
2:35:00 0.00 0.00 0.96 1.42 1.83 1.91 2.26 2.32 2.79
2:40:00 0.00 0.00 0.80 1.19 1.53 1.55 1.84 1.86 2.23
2:45:00 0.00 0.00 0.66 0.98 1.26 1.26 1.49 1.48 1.78
2:50:00 0.00 0.00 0.55 0.81 1.04 1.02 1.20 1.17 1.41
2:55:00 0.00 0.00 0.45 0.66 0.85 0.82 0.97 0.92 1.11
3:00:00 0.00 0.00 0.37 0.54 0.69 0.66 0.78 0.73 0.88
3:05:00 0.00 0.00 0.31 0.44 0.56 0.54 0.64 0.59 0.72
3:10:00 0.00 0.00 0.25 0.35 0.45 0.44 0.52 0.48 0.58
3:15:00 0.00 0.00 0.20 0.28 0.36 0.35 0.41 0.39 0.47
3:20:00 0.00 0.00 0.15 0.21 0.28 0.27 0.32 0.31 0.37
3:25:00 0.00 0.00 0.11 0.16 0.21 0.21 0.24 0.23 0.28
3:30:00 0.00 0.00 0.08 0.11 0.15 0.15 0.18 0.17 0.21
3:35:00 0.00 0.00 0.05 0.08 0.10 0.11 0.12 0.12 0.14
3:40:00 0.00 0.00 0.03 0.05 0.06 0.07 0.08 0.08 0.09
3:45:00 0.00 0.00 0.02 0.03 0.03 0.04 0.04 0.04 0.05
3:50:00 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.02
3:55:00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.01
4:00:00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
4:05:00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
4:10:00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
4:15:00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
4:20:00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
4:25:00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
4:30:00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
4:35:00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
4:40:00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00




DETENTION BASIN LET STRUCTURE DESIGN

MHFD-Detention, Version 4.02 (February 2020)
Summary Stage-Area-Volume-Discharge Relationships
The user can create a summary S-A-V-D by entering the desired stage increments and the remainder of the table will populate automatically.
The user should graphically compare the summary S-A-V-D table to the full S-A-V-D table in the chart to confirm it captures all key transition points.

Total
Stage - Storage Stage Area Area Volume Volume Outflow
Description It [ft?] [acres] [ft3] [ac-ft] [cfs]

For best results, include the
stages of all grade slope
changes (e.g. ISV and Floor)
from the S-A-V table on
Sheet 'Basin'.

Also include the inverts of all
outlets (e.g. vertical orifice,
overflow grate, and spillway,
where applicable).




Version 4.05 Released March 2017

ALLOWABLE CAPACITY FOR ONE-HALF OF STREET (Minor & Major Storm)

(Based on Regulated Criteria for Maximum Allowable Flow Depth and Spread)

Project:

Parker & Pine Retail

Inlet ID:

Inlet AO4

Teack

Seack
—_—

Heurs

Gutter Geometry (Enter data in the blue cells)

Gutter Width
Street Transverse Slope

Maximum Allowable Width for Spread Behind Curb
Side Slope Behind Curb (leave blank for no conveyance credit behind curb)
Manning's Roughness Behind Curb (typically between 0.012 and 0.020)

Height of Curb at Gutter Flow Line
Distance from Curb Face to Street Crown

Gutter Cross Slope (typically 2 inches over 24 inches or 0.083 ft/ft)
Street Longitudinal Slope - Enter 0 for sump condition
Manning's Roughness for Street Section (typically between 0.012 and 0.020)

Max. Allowable Spread for Minor & Major Storm
Max. Allowable Depth at Gutter Flowline for Minor & Major Storm
[Check boxes are not applicable in SUMP conditions

MINOR STORM Allowable Capacity is based on Depth Criterion
MAJOR STORM Allowable Capacity is based on Depth Criterion

Teack = 0.0 ft
Seack = 0.000 ft/ft
Neack = 0.012
Hcurs = 6.00 inches
Terown = 13.0 ft
W= 1.00 ft
Sx= 0.020 ft/ft
Sw= 0.083 ft/ft
So= 0.000 ft/ft
NsTReeT = 0.012
Minor Storm Major Storm
Tuax =| 13.0 | 13.0 it
Auax = 6.0 | 6.0 |inches
r r
Minor Storm Major Storm
Qaiow=|  SUMP | SUMP [cfs

2017_0808 UD-Inlet_v4.05.xIsm, Inlet A04

11/12/2019, 11:55 AM



( INLET IN A SUMP OR SAG LOCATION |
Version 4.05 Released March 2017

f——Lo (C)———

Design Information (Input) - MINOR MAJOR
Type of Inlet I CDOT Type R Curb Opening ﬂ Type = CDOT Type R Curb Opening
Local Depression (additional to continuous gutter depression ‘a’ from above) Bocal = 3.00 inches
Number of Unit Inlets (Grate or Curb Opening) No = 1
IWater Depth at Flowline (outside of local depression) Ponding Depth =| 3.9 3.9 inches
Grate Information MINOR MAJOR [~ Override Depths
Length of a Unit Grate L, (G) = N/A feet
IWidth of a Unit Grate W, = N/A feet
|Area Opening Ratio for a Grate (typical values 0.15-0.90) Avaiio = N/A
(Clogging Factor for a Single Grate (typical value 0.50 - 0.70) Ci(G)= N/A N/A
Grate Weir Coefficient (typical value 2.15 - 3.60) Cu (G)= N/A
Grate Orifice Coefficient (typical value 0.60 - 0.80) G, (G) = N/A
[Curb Opening Information MINOR MAJOR
Length of a Unit Curb Opening L, (©) = 5.00 feet
Height of Vertical Curb Opening in Inches Hyert =] 6.00 inches
Height of Curb Orifice Throat in Inches Hinroat = 6.00 inches
JAngle of Throat (see USDCM Figure ST-5) Theta = 63.40 degrees
Side Width for Depression Pan (typically the gutter width of 2 feet) W, = 1.00 feet
Clogging Factor for a Single Curb Opening (typical value 0.10) G (C) = 0.10 0.10
[Curb Opening Weir Coefficient (typical value 2.3-3.7) Cu(C) = 3.60
Curb Opening Orifice Coefficient (typical value 0.60 - 0.70) G (©)= 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 deurb = 0.24 0.24 ft
[Combination Inlet Performance Reduction Factor for Long Inlets RFcombination =| 0.50 0.50
[Curb Opening Performance Reduction Factor for Long Inlets RFcub =| 1.00 1.00
Grated Inlet Performance Reduction Factor for Long Inlets RFgrate =| N/A N/A

MINOR MAJOR
Total Inlet Interception Capacity (assumes clogged condition) Qa= 2.6 2.6 cfs
Inlet Capacity IS GOOD for Minor and Major Storms(>Q PEAK) Q pEAK REQUIRED = 0.4 0.8 cfs

2017_0808 UD-Inlet_v4.05.xIsm, Inlet A04 11/12/2019, 11:55 AM



Version 4.05 Released March 2017

ALLOWABLE CAPACITY FOR ONE-HALF OF STREET (Minor & Major Storm)

(Based on Regulated Criteria for Maximum Allowable Flow Depth and Spread)

Project:

Parker & Pine Retail

Inlet ID:

Inlet AO2

Teack

Seack
—_—

Heurs

Gutter Geometry (Enter data in the blue cells)

Gutter Width
Street Transverse Slope

Maximum Allowable Width for Spread Behind Curb
Side Slope Behind Curb (leave blank for no conveyance credit behind curb)
Manning's Roughness Behind Curb (typically between 0.012 and 0.020)

Height of Curb at Gutter Flow Line
Distance from Curb Face to Street Crown

Gutter Cross Slope (typically 2 inches over 24 inches or 0.083 ft/ft)
Street Longitudinal Slope - Enter 0 for sump condition
Manning's Roughness for Street Section (typically between 0.012 and 0.020)

Max. Allowable Spread for Minor & Major Storm
Max. Allowable Depth at Gutter Flowline for Minor & Major Storm

|Allow Flow Depth at Street Crown (leave blank for no)

MINOR STORM Allowable Capacity is based on Spread Criterion
MAJOR STORM Allowable Capacity is based on Spread Criterion
Minor storm max. allowable capacity GOOD - greater than the design flow given on sheet 'Inlet Management'
Major storm max. allowable capacity GOOD - greater than the design flow given on sheet 'Inlet Management'

Teack = 0.0 ft
Seack = 0.000 ft/ft
Neack = 0.012
Hcurs = 6.00 inches
Terown = 13.0 ft
W= 1.00 ft
Sx= 0.015 ft/ft
Sw= 0.083 ft/ft
So= 0.006 ft/ft
NsTReeT = 0.012
Minor Storm Major Storm
Tuax =| 13.0 | 13.0 it
Auax = 6.0 | 6.0 |inches
. [ check = yes
Minor Storm Major Storm
Qatow =| 3.2 | 32 |cfs

2017_0808 UD-Inlet_v4.05.xIsm, Inlet A02

11/12/2019, 11:55 AM



| INLET ON A CONTINUOUS GRADE |
Version 4.05 Released March 2017

——Llo(C)——

Design Information (Input) - MINOR MAJOR

Type of Inlet ‘ CDOT Type R Curb Opening ﬂ Type = CDOT Type R Curb Opening

Local Depression (additional to continuous gutter depression 'a’) aiocaL = 3.0 inches
Total Number of Units in the Inlet (Grate or Curb Opening) No = 1

Length of a Single Unit Inlet (Grate or Curb Opening) Lo = 5.00 ft
\Width of a Unit Grate (cannot be greater than W, Gutter Width) W, = N/A ft
(Clogging Factor for a Single Unit Grate (typical min. value = 0.5) CrG = N/A N/A

Clogging Factor for a Single Unit Curb Opening (typical min. value = 0.1) CrC= 0.10 0.10

Street Hydraulics: OK - Q < Allowable Street Capacity MINOR MAJOR

Total Inlet Interception Capacity Q= 0.6 1.4 cfs
Total Inlet Carry-Over Flow (flow bypassing inlet) Q= 0.0 0.3 cfs
Capture Percentage = Q./Q, = C%= 100 80 %

2017_0808 UD-Inlet_v4.05.xIsm, Inlet AO2 11/12/2019, 11:55 AM



Version 4.05 Released March 2017

ALLOWABLE CAPACITY FOR ONE-HALF OF STREET (Minor & Major Storm)

(Based on Regulated Criteria for Maximum Allowable Flow Depth and Spread)

Project:

Parker & Pine Retail

Inlet ID:

Inlet COO

Teack

Seack
—_—

Heurs

Gutter Geometry (Enter data in the blue cells)

Gutter Width
Street Transverse Slope

Maximum Allowable Width for Spread Behind Curb
Side Slope Behind Curb (leave blank for no conveyance credit behind curb)
Manning's Roughness Behind Curb (typically between 0.012 and 0.020)

Height of Curb at Gutter Flow Line
Distance from Curb Face to Street Crown

Gutter Cross Slope (typically 2 inches over 24 inches or 0.083 ft/ft)
Street Longitudinal Slope - Enter 0 for sump condition
Manning's Roughness for Street Section (typically between 0.012 and 0.020)

Max. Allowable Spread for Minor & Major Storm
Max. Allowable Depth at Gutter Flowline for Minor & Major Storm
[Check boxes are not applicable in SUMP conditions

MINOR STORM Allowable Capacity is based on Depth Criterion
MAJOR STORM Allowable Capacity is based on Depth Criterion

Teack = 0.0 ft
Seack = ft/ft
Neack = 0.012
Hcurs = 6.00 inches
Terown = 13.0 ft
W= 1.00 ft
Sx= 0.020 ft/ft
Sw= 0.083 ft/ft
So= 0.000 ft/ft
NsTReeT = 0.012
Minor Storm Major Storm
Tuax =| 13.0 | 13.0 it
Auax = 6.0 | 6.0 |inches
I r
Minor Storm Major Storm
Qaiow=|  SUMP | SUMP [cfs

2017_0808 UD-Inlet_v4.05.xIsm, Inlet COO

11/12/2019, 11:55 AM



( INLET IN A SUMP OR SAG LOCATION |
Version 4.05 Released March 2017

f——Lo (C)———

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) Bocal = 3.00 inches
Number of Unit Inlets (Grate or Curb Opening) No = 1
IWater Depth at Flowline (outside of local depression) Ponding Depth =| 3.9 3.9 inches
Grate Information MINOR MAJOR [~ Override Depths
Length of a Unit Grate L, (G) = N/A feet
IWidth of a Unit Grate W, = N/A feet
|Area Opening Ratio for a Grate (typical values 0.15-0.90) Avaiio = N/A
(Clogging Factor for a Single Grate (typical value 0.50 - 0.70) Ci(G)= N/A N/A
Grate Weir Coefficient (typical value 2.15 - 3.60) Cu (G)= N/A
Grate Orifice Coefficient (typical value 0.60 - 0.80) G, (G) = N/A
[Curb Opening Information MINOR MAJOR
Length of a Unit Curb Opening L, (©) = 5.00 feet
Height of Vertical Curb Opening in Inches Hyert =] 6.00 inches
Height of Curb Orifice Throat in Inches Hinroat = 6.00 inches
JAngle of Throat (see USDCM Figure ST-5) Theta = 63.40 degrees
Side Width for Depression Pan (typically the gutter width of 2 feet) W, = 1.00 feet
Clogging Factor for a Single Curb Opening (typical value 0.10) G (C) = 0.10 0.10
[Curb Opening Weir Coefficient (typical value 2.3-3.7) Cu(C) = 3.60
Curb Opening Orifice Coefficient (typical value 0.60 - 0.70) G (©)= 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 deurb = 0.24 0.24 ft
[Combination Inlet Performance Reduction Factor for Long Inlets RFcombination =| 0.50 0.50
[Curb Opening Performance Reduction Factor for Long Inlets RFcub =| 1.00 1.00
Grated Inlet Performance Reduction Factor for Long Inlets RFgrate =| N/A N/A

MINOR MAJOR
Total Inlet Interception Capacity (assumes clogged condition) Qa= 2.6 2.6 cfs
Inlet Capacity IS GOOD for Minor and Major Storms(>Q PEAK) Q pEAK REQUIRED = 0.7 1.3 cfs

2017_0808 UD-Inlet_v4.05.xIsm, Inlet CO0O 11/12/2019, 11:55 AM



Version 4.05 Released March 2017

ALLOWABLE CAPACITY FOR ONE-HALF OF STREET (Minor & Major Storm)

(Based on Regulated Criteria for Maximum Allowable Flow Depth and Spread)

Project:

Parker & Pine Retail

Inlet ID:

Inlet AO1

Teack

Seack
—_—

Heurs

Gutter Geometry (Enter data in the blue cells)

Gutter Width
Street Transverse Slope

Maximum Allowable Width for Spread Behind Curb
Side Slope Behind Curb (leave blank for no conveyance credit behind curb)
Manning's Roughness Behind Curb (typically between 0.012 and 0.020)

Height of Curb at Gutter Flow Line
Distance from Curb Face to Street Crown

Gutter Cross Slope (typically 2 inches over 24 inches or 0.083 ft/ft)
Street Longitudinal Slope - Enter 0 for sump condition
Manning's Roughness for Street Section (typically between 0.012 and 0.020)

Max. Allowable Spread for Minor & Major Storm
Max. Allowable Depth at Gutter Flowline for Minor & Major Storm
[Check boxes are not applicable in SUMP conditions

MINOR STORM Allowable Capacity is based on Depth Criterion
MAJOR STORM Allowable Capacity is based on Depth Criterion

Teack = 0.0 ft
Seack = ft/ft
Neack = 0.012
Hcurs = 6.00 inches
Terown = 13.0 ft
W= 1.00 ft
Sx= 0.028 ft/ft
Sw= 0.083 ft/ft
So= 0.000 ft/ft
NsTReeT = 0.012
Minor Storm Major Storm
Tuax =| 13.0 | 13.0 it
Auax = 6.0 | 6.0 |inches
I r
Minor Storm Major Storm
Qaiow=|  SUMP | SUMP [cfs

2017_0808 UD-Inlet_v4.05.xIsm, Inlet AO1

11/12/2019, 11:55 AM



( INLET IN A SUMP OR SAG LOCATION |
Version 4.05 Released March 2017

f——Lo (C)———

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) Bocal = 3.00 inches
Number of Unit Inlets (Grate or Curb Opening) No = 1
IWater Depth at Flowline (outside of local depression) Ponding Depth =| 5.1 5.1 inches
Grate Information MINOR MAJOR [~ Override Depths
Length of a Unit Grate L, (G) = N/A feet
IWidth of a Unit Grate W, = N/A feet
|Area Opening Ratio for a Grate (typical values 0.15-0.90) Avaiio = N/A
(Clogging Factor for a Single Grate (typical value 0.50 - 0.70) Ci(G)= N/A N/A
Grate Weir Coefficient (typical value 2.15 - 3.60) Cu (G)= N/A
Grate Orifice Coefficient (typical value 0.60 - 0.80) G, (G) = N/A
[Curb Opening Information MINOR MAJOR
Length of a Unit Curb Opening L, (©) = 5.00 feet
Height of Vertical Curb Opening in Inches Hyert =] 6.00 inches
Height of Curb Orifice Throat in Inches Hinroat = 6.00 inches
JAngle of Throat (see USDCM Figure ST-5) Theta = 63.40 degrees
Side Width for Depression Pan (typically the gutter width of 2 feet) W, = 1.00 feet
Clogging Factor for a Single Curb Opening (typical value 0.10) G (C) = 0.10 0.10
[Curb Opening Weir Coefficient (typical value 2.3-3.7) Cu(C) = 3.60
Curb Opening Orifice Coefficient (typical value 0.60 - 0.70) G (©)= 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 deurb = 0.34 0.34 ft
[Combination Inlet Performance Reduction Factor for Long Inlets RFcombination =| 0.65 0.65
[Curb Opening Performance Reduction Factor for Long Inlets RFcub =| 1.00 1.00
Grated Inlet Performance Reduction Factor for Long Inlets RFgrate =| N/A N/A

MINOR MAJOR
Total Inlet Interception Capacity (assumes clogged condition) Qa= 4.3 4.3 cfs
Inlet Capacity IS GOOD for Minor and Major Storms(>Q PEAK) Q pEAK REQUIRED = 0.7 2.2 cfs

2017_0808 UD-Inlet_v4.05.xIsm, Inlet AO1 11/12/2019, 11:55 AM



Version 4.05 Released March 2017

ALLOWABLE CAPACITY FOR ONE-HALF OF STREET (Minor & Major Storm)

(Based on Regulated Criteria for Maximum Allowable Flow Depth and Spread)

Project:

Parker & Pine Retail

Inlet ID:

Inlet BO5

Teack

Seack
—_—

Heurs

Gutter Geometry (Enter data in the blue cells)

Gutter Width
Street Transverse Slope

Maximum Allowable Width for Spread Behind Curb
Side Slope Behind Curb (leave blank for no conveyance credit behind curb)
Manning's Roughness Behind Curb (typically between 0.012 and 0.020)

Height of Curb at Gutter Flow Line
Distance from Curb Face to Street Crown

Gutter Cross Slope (typically 2 inches over 24 inches or 0.083 ft/ft)
Street Longitudinal Slope - Enter 0 for sump condition
Manning's Roughness for Street Section (typically between 0.012 and 0.020)

Max. Allowable Spread for Minor & Major Storm
Max. Allowable Depth at Gutter Flowline for Minor & Major Storm
|Allow Flow Depth at Street Crown (leave blank for no)

MINOR STORM Allowable Capacity is based on Spread Criterion
MAJOR STORM Allowable Capacity is based on Spread Criterion
Minor storm max. allowable capacity GOOD - greater than the design flow given on sheet 'Inlet Management'
Major storm max. allowable capacity GOOD - greater than the design flow given on sheet 'Inlet Management'

Teack = 0.0 ft
Seack = ft/ft
Neack = 0.012
Hcurs = 6.00 inches
Terown = 13.0 ft
W= 1.00 ft
Sx= 0.020 ft/ft
Sw= 0.083 ft/ft
So = 0.017 ft/ft
NsTReeT = 0.012
Minor Storm Major Storm
Tuax =| 13.0 | 13.0 it
Auax = 6.0 | 6.0 |inches
. [ check = yes
Minor Storm Major Storm
Qatow =| 8.7 | 87 |cfs

2017_0808 UD-Inlet_v4.05.xIsm, Inlet BO5

11/12/2019, 11:55 AM



| INLET ON A CONTINUOUS GRADE |
Version 4.05 Released March 2017

——Llo(C)——

Design Information (Input) - MINOR MAJOR

Type of Inlet ‘ CDOT Type R Curb Opening ﬂ Type = CDOT Type R Curb Opening

Local Depression (additional to continuous gutter depression 'a’) aiocaL = 3.0 inches
Total Number of Units in the Inlet (Grate or Curb Opening) No = 1

Length of a Single Unit Inlet (Grate or Curb Opening) Lo = 5.00 ft
\Width of a Unit Grate (cannot be greater than W, Gutter Width) W, = N/A ft
(Clogging Factor for a Single Unit Grate (typical min. value = 0.5) CrG = N/A N/A

Clogging Factor for a Single Unit Curb Opening (typical min. value = 0.1) CrC= 0.10 0.10

Street Hydraulics: OK - Q < Allowable Street Capacity MINOR MAJOR

Total Inlet Interception Capacity Q= 0.7 1.3 cfs
Total Inlet Carry-Over Flow (flow bypassing inlet) Q= 0.0 0.1 cfs
Capture Percentage = Q./Q, = C%= 100 90 %

2017_0808 UD-Inlet_v4.05.xIsm, Inlet BO5 11/12/2019, 11:55 AM



Version 4.05 Released March 2017

ALLOWABLE CAPACITY FOR ONE-HALF OF STREET (Minor & Major Storm)

(Based on Regulated Criteria for Maximum Allowable Flow Depth and Spread)

Project:

Parker & Pine Retail

Inlet ID:

Inlet BO3

Teack

Seack
—_—

Heurs

Gutter Geometry (Enter data in the blue cells)

Gutter Width
Street Transverse Slope

Maximum Allowable Width for Spread Behind Curb
Side Slope Behind Curb (leave blank for no conveyance credit behind curb)
Manning's Roughness Behind Curb (typically between 0.012 and 0.020)

Height of Curb at Gutter Flow Line
Distance from Curb Face to Street Crown

Gutter Cross Slope (typically 2 inches over 24 inches or 0.083 ft/ft)
Street Longitudinal Slope - Enter 0 for sump condition
Manning's Roughness for Street Section (typically between 0.012 and 0.020)

Max. Allowable Spread for Minor & Major Storm
Max. Allowable Depth at Gutter Flowline for Minor & Major Storm
|Allow Flow Depth at Street Crown (leave blank for no)

MINOR STORM Allowable Capacity is based on Spread Criterion
MAJOR STORM Allowable Capacity is based on Spread Criterion
Minor storm max. allowable capacity GOOD - greater than the design flow given on sheet 'Inlet Management'
Major storm max. allowable capacity GOOD - greater than the design flow given on sheet 'Inlet Management'

Teack = 0.0 ft
Seack = ft/ft
Neack = 0.012
Hcurs = 6.00 inches
Terown = 13.0 ft
W= 1.00 ft
Sx= 0.019 ft/ft
Sw= 0.083 ft/ft
So= 0.038 ft/ft
NsTReeT = 0.012
Minor Storm Major Storm
Tuax =| 13.0 | 13.0 it
Auax = 6.0 | 6.0 |inches
. [ check = yes
Minor Storm Major Storm
Qatow =| 12.0 | 12.0 |cfs

2017_0808 UD-Inlet_v4.05.xIsm, Inlet BO3

11/12/2019, 11:55 AM



| INLET ON A CONTINUOUS GRADE |
Version 4.05 Released March 2017

——Llo(C)——

Design Information (Input) - MINOR MAJOR

Type of Inlet ‘ CDOT Type R Curb Opening ﬂ Type = CDOT Type R Curb Opening

Local Depression (additional to continuous gutter depression 'a’) aiocaL = 3.0 inches
Total Number of Units in the Inlet (Grate or Curb Opening) No = 1

Length of a Single Unit Inlet (Grate or Curb Opening) Lo = 5.00 ft
\Width of a Unit Grate (cannot be greater than W, Gutter Width) W, = N/A ft
(Clogging Factor for a Single Unit Grate (typical min. value = 0.5) CrG = N/A N/A

Clogging Factor for a Single Unit Curb Opening (typical min. value = 0.1) CrC= 0.10 0.10

Street Hydraulics: OK - Q < Allowable Street Capacity MINOR MAJOR

Total Inlet Interception Capacity Q= 0.7 1.2 cfs
Total Inlet Carry-Over Flow (flow bypassing inlet) Q= 0.0 0.1 cfs
Capture Percentage = Q./Q, = C%= 100 93 %

2017_0808 UD-Inlet_v4.05.xIsm, Inlet BO3 11/12/2019, 11:55 AM



Version 4.05 Released March 2017

ALLOWABLE CAPACITY FOR ONE-HALF OF STREET (Minor & Major Storm)

(Based on Regulated Criteria for Maximum Allowable Flow Depth and Spread)

Project:

Parker & Pine Retail

Inlet ID:

Inlet BO8

Teack

Seack
—_—

Heurs

Gutter Geometry (Enter data in the blue cells)

Gutter Width
Street Transverse Slope

Maximum Allowable Width for Spread Behind Curb
Side Slope Behind Curb (leave blank for no conveyance credit behind curb)
Manning's Roughness Behind Curb (typically between 0.012 and 0.020)

Height of Curb at Gutter Flow Line
Distance from Curb Face to Street Crown

Gutter Cross Slope (typically 2 inches over 24 inches or 0.083 ft/ft)
Street Longitudinal Slope - Enter 0 for sump condition
Manning's Roughness for Street Section (typically between 0.012 and 0.020)

Max. Allowable Spread for Minor & Major Storm
Max. Allowable Depth at Gutter Flowline for Minor & Major Storm
[Check boxes are not applicable in SUMP conditions

MINOR STORM Allowable Capacity is based on Depth Criterion
MAJOR STORM Allowable Capacity is based on Depth Criterion

Teack = 0.0 ft
Seack = ft/ft
Neack = 0.012
Hcurs = 6.00 inches
Terown = 13.0 ft
W= 1.00 ft
Sx= 0.020 ft/ft
Sw= 0.083 ft/ft
So= 0.000 ft/ft
NsTReeT = 0.012
Minor Storm Major Storm
Tuax =| 13.0 | 13.0 it
Auax = 6.0 | 9.0 |inches
I r
Minor Storm Major Storm
Qaiow=|  SUMP | SUMP [cfs

2017_0808 UD-Inlet_v4.05.xIsm, Inlet BO8

11/12/2019, 11:55 AM



( INLET IN A SUMP OR SAG LOCATION |
Version 4.05 Released March 2017

f——Lo (C)———

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) Bocal = 3.00 inches
Number of Unit Inlets (Grate or Curb Opening) No = 1
IWater Depth at Flowline (outside of local depression) Ponding Depth =| 3.9 3.9 inches
Grate Information MINOR MAJOR [~ Override Depths
Length of a Unit Grate L, (G) = N/A feet
IWidth of a Unit Grate W, = N/A feet
|Area Opening Ratio for a Grate (typical values 0.15-0.90) Avaiio = N/A
(Clogging Factor for a Single Grate (typical value 0.50 - 0.70) Ci(G)= N/A N/A
Grate Weir Coefficient (typical value 2.15 - 3.60) Cu (G)= N/A
Grate Orifice Coefficient (typical value 0.60 - 0.80) G, (G) = N/A
[Curb Opening Information MINOR MAJOR
Length of a Unit Curb Opening L, (©) = 5.00 feet
Height of Vertical Curb Opening in Inches Hyert =] 6.00 inches
Height of Curb Orifice Throat in Inches Hinroat = 6.00 inches
JAngle of Throat (see USDCM Figure ST-5) Theta = 63.40 degrees
Side Width for Depression Pan (typically the gutter width of 2 feet) W, = 1.00 feet
Clogging Factor for a Single Curb Opening (typical value 0.10) G (C) = 0.10 0.10
[Curb Opening Weir Coefficient (typical value 2.3-3.7) Cu(C) = 3.60
Curb Opening Orifice Coefficient (typical value 0.60 - 0.70) G (©)= 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 deurb = 0.24 0.24 ft
[Combination Inlet Performance Reduction Factor for Long Inlets RFcombination =| 0.50 0.50
[Curb Opening Performance Reduction Factor for Long Inlets RFcub =| 1.00 1.00
Grated Inlet Performance Reduction Factor for Long Inlets RFgrate =| N/A N/A

MINOR MAJOR
Total Inlet Interception Capacity (assumes clogged condition) Qa= 2.6 2.6 cfs
Inlet Capacity IS GOOD for Minor and Major Storms(>Q PEAK) Q pEAK REQUIRED = 0.5 0.9 cfs

2017_0808 UD-Inlet_v4.05.xIsm, Inlet BO8 11/12/2019, 11:55 AM



Version 4.05 Released March 2017

ALLOWABLE CAPACITY FOR ONE-HALF OF STREET (Minor & Major Storm)

(Based on Regulated Criteria for Maximum Allowable Flow Depth and Spread)

Project:

Parker & Pine Retail

Inlet ID:

Inlet BOO

Teack

Seack
—_—

Heurs

Gutter Geometry (Enter data in the blue cells)

Gutter Width
Street Transverse Slope

Maximum Allowable Width for Spread Behind Curb
Side Slope Behind Curb (leave blank for no conveyance credit behind curb)
Manning's Roughness Behind Curb (typically between 0.012 and 0.020)

Height of Curb at Gutter Flow Line
Distance from Curb Face to Street Crown

Gutter Cross Slope (typically 2 inches over 24 inches or 0.083 ft/ft)
Street Longitudinal Slope - Enter 0 for sump condition
Manning's Roughness for Street Section (typically between 0.012 and 0.020)

Max. Allowable Spread for Minor & Major Storm
Max. Allowable Depth at Gutter Flowline for Minor & Major Storm
|Allow Flow Depth at Street Crown (leave blank for no)

MINOR STORM Allowable Capacity is based on Spread Criterion
MAJOR STORM Allowable Capacity is based on Spread Criterion
Minor storm max. allowable capacity GOOD - greater than the design flow given on sheet 'Inlet Management'
Major storm max. allowable capacity GOOD - greater than the design flow given on sheet 'Inlet Management'

Teack = 0.0 ft
Seack = ft/ft
Neack = 0.012
Hcurs = 6.00 inches
Terown = 13.0 ft
W= 1.00 ft
Sx= 0.014 ft/ft
Sw= 0.083 ft/ft
So= 0.024 ft/ft
NsTReeT = 0.012
Minor Storm Major Storm
Tuax =| 13.0 | 13.0 it
Auax = 6.0 | 6.0 |inches
. [ check = yes
Minor Storm Major Storm
Qatow =| 5.9 | 59 |cfs

2017_0808 UD-Inlet_v4.05.xIsm, Inlet BOO

11/12/2019, 11:55 AM



| INLET ON A CONTINUOUS GRADE |
Version 4.05 Released March 2017

——Llo(C)——

Design Information (Input) - MINOR MAJOR

Type of Inlet ‘ CDOT Type R Curb Opening ﬂ Type = CDOT Type R Curb Opening

Local Depression (additional to continuous gutter depression 'a’) aiocaL = 3.0 inches
Total Number of Units in the Inlet (Grate or Curb Opening) No = 1

Length of a Single Unit Inlet (Grate or Curb Opening) Lo = 5.00 ft
\Width of a Unit Grate (cannot be greater than W, Gutter Width) W, = N/A ft
(Clogging Factor for a Single Unit Grate (typical min. value = 0.5) CrG = N/A N/A

Clogging Factor for a Single Unit Curb Opening (typical min. value = 0.1) CrC= 0.10 0.10

Street Hydraulics: OK - Q < Allowable Street Capacity MINOR MAJOR

Total Inlet Interception Capacity Q= 0.3 1.6 cfs
Total Inlet Carry-Over Flow (flow bypassing inlet) Q= 0.0 0.6 cfs
Capture Percentage = Q./Q, = C%= 100 72 %

2017_0808 UD-Inlet_v4.05.xIsm, Inlet BOO 11/12/2019, 11:55 AM



Version 4.05 Released March 2017

ALLOWABLE CAPACITY FOR ONE-HALF OF STREET (Minor & Major Storm)

(Based on Regulated Criteria for Maximum Allowable Flow Depth and Spread)

Project:

Parker & Pine Retail

Inlet ID:

Inlet CO1

Teack

Seack
—_—

Heurs

Gutter Geometry (Enter data in the blue cells)

Gutter Width
Street Transverse Slope

Maximum Allowable Width for Spread Behind Curb
Side Slope Behind Curb (leave blank for no conveyance credit behind curb)
Manning's Roughness Behind Curb (typically between 0.012 and 0.020)

Height of Curb at Gutter Flow Line
Distance from Curb Face to Street Crown

Gutter Cross Slope (typically 2 inches over 24 inches or 0.083 ft/ft)
Street Longitudinal Slope - Enter 0 for sump condition
Manning's Roughness for Street Section (typically between 0.012 and 0.020)

Max. Allowable Spread for Minor & Major Storm
Max. Allowable Depth at Gutter Flowline for Minor & Major Storm
|Allow Flow Depth at Street Crown (leave blank for no)

MINOR STORM Allowable Capacity is based on Spread Criterion
MAJOR STORM Allowable Capacity is based on Spread Criterion
Minor storm max. allowable capacity GOOD - greater than the design flow given on sheet 'Inlet Management'
Major storm max. allowable capacity GOOD - greater than the design flow given on sheet 'Inlet Management'

Teack = 0.0 ft
Seack = ft/ft
Neack = 0.012
Hcurs = 6.00 inches
Terown = 13.0 ft
W= 1.00 ft
Sx= 0.020 ft/ft
Sw= 0.083 ft/ft
So= 0.028 ft/ft
NsTReeT = 0.012
Minor Storm Major Storm
Tuax =| 13.0 | 13.0 it
Auax = 6.0 | 6.0 |inches
. - check = yes
Minor Storm Major Storm
Qatow =| 11.3 | 11.3 |cfs

2017_0808 UD-Inlet_v4.05.xIsm, Inlet CO1

11/12/2019, 11:55 AM



| INLET ON A CONTINUOUS GRADE |
Version 4.05 Released March 2017

——Llo(C)——

Design Information (Input) - MINOR MAJOR

Type of Inlet ‘ CDOT Type R Curb Opening ﬂ Type = CDOT Type R Curb Opening

Local Depression (additional to continuous gutter depression 'a’) aiocaL = 3.0 inches
Total Number of Units in the Inlet (Grate or Curb Opening) No = 1

Length of a Single Unit Inlet (Grate or Curb Opening) Lo = 5.00 ft
\Width of a Unit Grate (cannot be greater than W, Gutter Width) W, = N/A ft
(Clogging Factor for a Single Unit Grate (typical min. value = 0.5) CrG = N/A N/A

Clogging Factor for a Single Unit Curb Opening (typical min. value = 0.1) CrC= 0.10 0.10

Street Hydraulics: OK - Q < Allowable Street Capacity MINOR MAJOR

Total Inlet Interception Capacity Q= 0.9 1.4 cfs
Total Inlet Carry-Over Flow (flow bypassing inlet) Q= 0.0 0.2 cfs
Capture Percentage = Q./Q, = C%= 100 85 %

2017_0808 UD-Inlet_v4.05.xIsm, Inlet CO1 11/12/2019, 11:55 AM
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ENGINEER'S STATEMENT:
This report for the final design of the Parker Auto Plaza development was prepared by me or
under my direct supervision in accordance with the provisions of the Town of Parker Storm
Drainage and Environmental Criteria Manual. I understand that the Town of Parker and its
designated town authority do not and will not assume liability for drainage facilities designed by
others.

ﬁ:—"":l\."“
") REgG, et
Kiowa Engineering Corporation, 7175 W. Jefferson Avg - @@p&ﬁag oad, CO 80235

Thtter Hfuistins

Registered Professional Engineer
State of Colorado # 36713
(For and on behalf of Kiowa Engineering Corp.)
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General Location and Description

This report addresses the drainage impacts related to the Parker Auto Plaza development. The
development will include construction of automobile sales facilities, an automobile body shop
and future commercial site development. The property is located in the northwest quarter and
southwest quarter of Section 10, Township 6 South, Range 66 West of the Sixth Principal
Meridian. The property lies northwest of the intersection of Parker Road and Lincoln Avenue. It
is bounded on the north by Pine Lane, on the east by Parker Road, Dransfeldt Road and
MacLachlan Subdivision Nos. 1 & 2, on the south by Lincoln Avenue and on the west by the
proposed extension alignment of Twenty Mile Road. The proposed Parker Auto Plaza site
includes approximately 52.7 acres. A vicinity map of the area is included as Figure 3.

The site is covered by native vegetation, including weeds, sagebrush and a few large and smaller
deciduous trees. Baldwin Gulch runs through the property from an existing box culvert under
Parker Road to the proposed extension alignment of Twenty Mile Road.

Approximately 31.6 acres of the site will be utilized for the proposed commercial development
sites described above, The 8.1 acres that surrounds Baldwin Guich and the 100-year flood plain
will be designated open space. This area will remain undeveloped except for a proposed trail
and trailhead area and for channel improvements recommended in the Baldwin Gulch Outfall
Systems Planning Study prepared by the Urban Drainage and Flood Control District.

Drainage Basins and Sub-Basins

Major Basin Description

The site was part of the MacLachlan Property (of which Filing Nos. 1 & 2 are currently
developed). As a result of the review of the final drainage report for the MaclLachian
Subdivision No. 1 (S.A. Miro, Inc., March 1994), and the Newlin and Baldwin Gulches and
Basin 4600-09 Qutfall Systems Study Preliminary Design Report (Kiowa Engineering
Corporation, December 1994), it is apparent that the site lies within a portion of two major
historic basins; Basin 4600-09 and Baldwin Guich. Basin 4600-09 drains directly into Cherry
Creek west of the site. A copy of the Future Major Watershed Boundaries and Reach
Delineations, Baldwin Gulch basin 4600-09 is included in the Appendix of this report as Figure

7. The outfall for Baldwin Gulch into Cherry Creek is located approximately one-quarter mile
west of the proposed extension of Twenty Mile Road. In the current condition it appears that a

portion of the flows from the Basin 4600-09 section of the site are being diverted into Baldwin
Gulch by the existing road in the Twenty Mile Road R.O.W. Existing drainage basins are
shown on Figure 1 that is located in the map pocket at the end of this report.
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Site Sub-Basin Description

Most of the flows from the developed lots within the MacLachlan subdivision drain to onsite
detention basins. These detention basins in turn outfall directly into Baldwin Gulch and will
remain in this condition. A small portion of Ponderosa Drive discharges onto the site in the
current condition, and will be conveyed across the site by curb and gutter as Dransfeldt Road
will be extended to Twenty Mile Road during the development of the site. Channel
improvements will be made to Baldwin Gulch as part of the site development. The channel
improvements noted in the Newlin and Baldwin Gulches and Basin 4600-09 Outfall Systems
Study (OSP) Preliminary Design Report were reviewed during the Preliminary Drainage Report
(PDR) for the site. The following modifications have been made to the channel improvements
outlined in the OSP as part of the PDR review by UDFCD and the Town of Parker, Sculpted
concrete drop structures have been substituted for the check structures shown in the OSP. The
sculpted drop structures have replaced the checks so that the channel can be constructed to the
ultimate longitudinal slope anticipated for sandy soils instead of allowing the channel to degrade
over time with check structures as recommended in the OSP. This will minimize the amount of
sediment that could be conveyed to Cherry Creek resulting from the degradation of the invert
along this portion of Baldwin Gulch. The longitudinal slope of the channel was also modified
from 0.94% to 0.6% to reduce the flow velocities in the channel. The proposed improvements to
Baldwin Guich are shown on the Drainage Plan, Figure 2. No further onsite drainage
improvements are needed to convey flows from MacLachlan Subdivisions through the site.

The development of the site will not change the drainage patterns significantly onsite. However
the increase in runoff that accompanies the development of the site will require the construction
of two detention basins. The detention basins are located east of the future alignment of Twenty

Mile Road to regulate discharge from the site into Baldwin Guich. A storm sewer system will be
required on the parcels south of Baldwin Gulch in order to convey site runoff from drainage
basins 1B-12B into Detention Basin B south of Baldwin Gulch. A storm sewer system will also
be required to convey flows from drainage basins 1A-5A to Detention Basin A (see Figure 2).

The existing and proposed grading precludes any freatment or detention of the runoff from
Twenty Mile Road basins 3C and 4C and Pine Lane basins 1D and 2D. The Twenty Mile Road
basins will be released to their historic Baldwin Gulch outfall location. The drainage basins
along Pine Lane will be released to their historic outfall location westerly along the south edge of
Pine Lane, eventually reaching Baldwin Gulch. The drainage improvements associated with
Pine Lane will be completed as part of the Pine Lane extension project by Douglas County.

Floodplains

The Baldwin Gulch existing 100-year flood plain is shown on Figure 1 located in a map pocket
at the end of this report. The 100-year flood plain boundary is based in part on the /1977 Flood
Hazard Delineation (FHAD) Report for Baldwin Gulch. The flood plain boundary was
confirmed using Panel Number 080310 0070 D of the FEMA Flood Insurance Rate Map for
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Douglas County, shown in Figure 8 which is located in the Appendix of this report. The
development of this site will include channel improvements to Baldwin Gulch. These
improvements, along with Detention Basin A south of Baldwin Gulch, east of the proposed
Twenty Mile Road extension alignment will be the only grading that will occur within the 100-
year floodplain. The construction of the channel improvements and attendant grading along the
major drainageway will alter the 100-year floodway and floodplain through the site east of the
proposed Twenty Mile Road extension. The proposed 100-year floodplain resulting from the
proposed channel improvements is shown on Figure 2. A conditional Letter of Map Revision
(CLOMR) will be required for this project. The submittal of a CLOMR to FEMA will
commence once the design of the Baldwin Gulch improvements are generally approved and
accepted by the Town of Parker and the Urban Drainage and Flood Control District.

Drainage Design Criteria

Regulations

In accordance with the Town of Parker’s Floodplain ordinance, no temporary or permanent
structures designed for human habitation will be placed in the floodplain. There will be a multi-
use trail proposed along the Baldwin Gulch drainageway. The area adjacent to the low flow
channel and on overbanks will be revegetated with native grasses, trees, and shrubs.

The development of this site will include improvements to the Baldwin Gulch channel, as stated
above. These improvements include four sculpted concrete drop structures as well as grading the
channel to conform to the recommended channel section and reinforcing the channel as
necessary to minimize the adverse affects of erosion along Baldwin Gulch and the lands adjacent
to it. A riprap lined low flow channel of 5-year capacity with a benched channel section above
the low flow area is proposed. The total 100-year flooding depth along the channel through the
site ranges from four to six-feet. A multi-use trail will follow the channel along the north bench
of the drainageway, generally located above the 100-year floodplain. This trail will cross
beneath proposed Twenty Mile Road in a three-sided box culvert. The upstream portion of the
multi-use trail will cross under Parker Road through the north bay of the existing twin box
culvert. The trail will loop up to Parker Road on the north side. The trail will continue south
along Parker Road to the existing multi-use trail located on the south side of Baldwin Gulch and
east of Parker Road. The plan and profile design for Baldwin Gulch has been included in a map
pocket at the end of this report.

The proposed channel improvements will alter the existing channel section for the entire length
of Baldwin Gulch within the project site. As a result of field meetings with the U. S. Army
Corps of Engineers it was determined that a 404 Permit will not be required for the proposed
channel improvements. It was determined that the portion of Baldwin Gulch through the site is
not considered as jurisdictional waters of the United States.
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Development Criteria Reference and Constraints

The Final Drainage Report for MacLachlan Subdivision No. 1 includes portions of this site in its
analysis of historic drainage basins, however, drainage reports including developed conditions
for this site could not be found. This drainage study generally agrees with the Final Drainage
Report for MacLachlan Subdivision No. 1 concerning the historic drainage patterns for the site.

The Final Drainage Report for MacLachlan Subdivision No. 1 describes the developed flows of
the neighboring subdivision. This study indicates that all flows aside from three small basins
will be routed to a detention basin in MacLachlan Subdivision No. 1 and discharged directly into
Baldwin Gulch. Two of the three small basins currently discharge onto the project site. When
Dransfeldt Road is extended to Twenty Mile Road as a part of the development of this site,
runoff from the offsite sub-basins currently discharging will be conveyed by curb and gutter to
the storm sewer system in Dransfeldt Road and Twenty Mile Road and from there to Detention
Basin B.

Hydrologic Criteria

Basin runoff was calculated using the Rational Method. Hydrology for Baldwin Gulch was
obtained from the Newlin and Baldwin Gulches Outfall Systems Planning Study. The 5-year
and 100-year peak discharges for the segment of Baldwin Gulch adjacent to the site are 260
cubic feet per second and 2,100 cubic feet per second, respectively.

Hydraulic Criteria

The drainage systems and street capacities for this site have been designed to accommodate the
S-year initial storm event and the 100-year major storm event as specified in the Town of Parker,

Colorado, Storm Drainage and Environmental Criteria Manual (SDECM). The hydraulic
capacities of the curb inlets were determined using the UDINLET computer model developed by
the University of Colorado at Denver. The initial storm event water spread was used to help
determine the inlet locations in the site. Table 2.4 from the SDECM was used to determine the
maximum allowable water spread for the initial storm runoff and has been included in the
Appendix. An Inlet Capacity Summary spreadsheet is included in the Appendix, showing the
inlet capacities and the minor storm water spread in tabular form. Colorado Department of
Transportation (CDoT) Type R curb inlets will be used throughout the site. City of Denver
Standard No. 16 Open Throat Inlets will be used in areas where there is insufficient area behind
the curb for a curb-opening inlet.

Detention basins for this site have been designed to conform to the 10-year and 100-year
regulated release rates per the aforementioned manual. Detention basins were sized and
discharge rates determined using the UDFCD Detention Formulas. The supporting calculations
associated with the sizing of hydraulic facilities for this development are included in the
Appendix of this report.
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Drainage Facility Details

General Concept

In the current condition, drainage from the proposed site flows into Baldwin Gulch. Calculations
for the analysis of existing drainage basins are presented in the appendix at the end of this report.
The existing Drainage Plan, including drainage basins are shown in Figure 1. The proposed
development seeks to preserve the existing drainage patterns with the exception of routing flows
through detention basins prior to discharging into Baldwin Gulch in order to limit flows from the

developed site to acceptable levels. Calculations for the analysis of developed basins for this
site, as well as calculations for the design of the detention basins and their tributary storm water
conveyances are presented in the appendix of this report. The configuration of proposed basins

and their related drainage facilities are presented in Figure 2. Offsite runoff impacting the site is
minimal and will be conveyed across the site with the extension of Dransfeldt Road to be
handled by the drainage facilities discharging to Detention Basin B.

Drainage Basin and Storm Sewer System Description

Runoff from Basin 1A will sheet-flow westerly through a parking lot area to a 10-foot sump curb
inlet (Inlet 1). The flows captured by the inlet will be routed to Inlet 2. Drainage from Basin 2A
will sheet-flow westerly through a parking lot area to a 15-foot curb inlet in sump condition. The
flows will combine with flows from Inlet 1 and be carried by a storm sewer to Detention Basin
A. Flows generated from Basin 3A will sheet-flow westerly through a parking lot area to a 10-
foot sump curb inlet. A storm sewer will route the flows to Detention Basin A. Runoff
generated from Basin 4A will sheet-flow southwesterly through a parking lot area to a 10-foot
sump curb inlet. The flows will be routed to Detention Basin A by a storm sewer.

Runoff from Basin 1B will be carried northerly by curb and gutter along the western side of
Twenty Mile Road. The runoff will be collected by a 15-foot on grade curb inlet at Dransfeldt
Road. Runoff generated within Basin 2B will be carried northerly by curb and gutter along on
the eastern side of Twenty Mile Road. The runoff will be collected by a 10-foot on grade curb
inlet at Inlet 11. Drainage developed from Basin 3B will sheet-flow westerly through a parking
lot area to be collected by a 15-foot sump curb inlet near Twenty Mile Road. The flow will then
be carried by a 24-inch RCP to join with flows at Inlet 20. Runoff generated within Basin 4B
will sheet-flow west through a parking lot area and will be collected by a 10-foot sump curb
inlet. The flow will then be carried to Inlet 20 by a storm sewer. Drainage from Basin 5B will
sheet-flow northwest through a parking lot area and will be collected by a 10-foot sump curb
inlet. The flow will be routed to Inlet 19 through a storm sewer. Drainage from Basin 6B will
sheet-flow northwest through a parking lot area and will be collected by a 5-foot sump curb iniet.
The flow will be routed to Detention Basin B through a storm sewer. Drainage from Basin 7B
will be carried northwest by the Dransfeldt Road curb and gutter to 15-foot curb inlets on grade
at the intersection of Twenty Mile Road. A storm sewer will route the flows into the storm
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sewer system along Twenty Mile Road. Runoff generated from Basin 8B will sheet-flow
directly to Detention Basin B. Runoff gencrated from Basin 9B will sheet-flow westerly to a 15-
foot sump curb inlet. At this point the runoff will combine with the flows in the 36-inch RCP
storm sewer located along the east side of Twenty Mile Road (Twenty Mile Storm Sewer). The
storm sewer will continue north to a manhole to the north of Dransfeldt Road. The Twenty Mile
Storm Sewer will bend at this manhole and be directed into Detention Basin B. The runoff
generated by Basin 10B will be carried along the gutter of the private drive extending into the
commercial development area. The flows will continue along the east curb and gutter of Twenty
Mile Road to a 20-foot inlet (Inlet 18) on grade at the intersection with Dransfeldt Road. The
runoff captured by Inlet 20 will be directed info the Twenty Mile Storm Sewer. Runoff
generated within Basin 11B will sheet-flow westerly through a parking lot area and will be
collected by a 10-foot sump curb inlet near Twenty Mile Road. The flows will be routed into the
Twenty Mile Storm Sewer. Runoff generated within Basin 12B will sheet-flow westerly through
a parking lot area and will be collected by a 10-foot sump curb inlet near Twenty Mile Road.

Flows developed within Basin 1C will be carried southeasterly by a grass-lined swale to enter
Baldwin Gulch. Runoff from Basin 2C will sheet-flow directly to Baldwin Gulch. Drainage
Basins 3C-5C are located along a superelevated portion of Twenty Mile Road. Inlets have been
located along this section of Twenty Mile Road to minimize the amount of flows crossing the
street at points of superelevation. Drainage generated from Basin 3C will sheet-flow onto the
west median curb line of Twenty Mile Road. An inlet will be placed along the west cwb of
Twenty Mile Road to capture the flows. The flows will be conveyed to Baldwin Gulch through a
storm sewer. Flows from Basin 4C will be carried along the west curb and gutter of Twenty
Mile Road to Inlet 27A. The flows will be routed by a storm sewer into Inlet 27. Flows from
Basin 5C will flow onto the east curb and guotter of Twenty Mile Road to Inlet 25 at the low
point. Flows from Basin 6C will flow along the east median curb and gutter of Twenty Mile
Road to Inlet 26 at the low point, A storm sewer will route the flows to Inlet 26 and Baldwin
Gulch. Runoff generated from Basins 1D and 2D will be handled as part of the Pine Lane
Improvements. Runoff generated from Basin 1D is carried northerly along the west curb and
gutter onto Pine Lane. The flows from Basin 2D will be captured by an inlet and conveyed to
the Pine Lane storm sewer system.

Detention Basin Facility Description

The required detention volumes for Detention Basin A are 2.06 acre-feet for the 10-year event
and 2.97 acre-feet for the 100-year event, which includes the WQCV. Calculations for this
detention basin are located in the Appendix of this report. To control the release of flows and
allow for pollutant removal, the detention basin is designed as an Extended Detention Basin
Sedimentation Facility, as shown in Figure EDB-1 in Volume 3 of the Urban Storm Drainage
Criteria Manual, found in the Appendix of this report. The design will include a forebay, trickle
channel and emergency spillway. Modifications to the Figure EDB-1 design were made per the
request of the Town of Parker. The modifications include the elimination of the micropool and
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APPENDIX A
Hydrologic Calculations
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Parker Auto Plaza
Time of Concentration (Existing)

A 6.1 % 0.9 % 150 If 11251f 0.01 0.2 ft/sec 0.5 fi/sec 788 sec. 2272 sec. 51.0 min.

B 24% 2.5% 1501f 1105 H 0.01 0.1 ft/sec 1.0 ft/sec 1077 sec. 1163 sec. 37.3 min.

C 1.9% 2.4 % 150 1f 1659 If 0.01 0.1 fi/sec 0.9 fi/sec 1158 sec. 1880 sec. 50.6 min.

D 25% 3.4 % 150 1f 900 If 0.01 0.1 fifsec 1.1 ft/sec 1067 sec. 842 sec. 31.8 min.

E 1.5% 3.9% 150 1f 814 1f 0.01 0.1 fi/sec 0.8 ft/sec 1268 sec. 1072 sec. 39.0 min.
Equations:

Time of Concentration (Overland) = 1.8(1.1-Cq)L *¥ g %

C; = Runoff coefficient for five-year flow

L= Length of overland flow in feet{ Length must be less than 1,000 feet for undeveloped area before entering a channel)

S = Slope of flow path in percent

00056hydroxds  Time of Conc (Exist}
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Parker Auto Plaza
Basin Runoff Calculation (Existing)

Cip: 1centratio 1100
A 519,090 sf 11.92 ac 0.05 0.20 51.0 min. 1.8 in/hr 2.9 in/hr 1.1 cfs
B 657,300 sf 15.09 ac 0.05 6.20 37.3 min. 23inhr  3.6in/hr 1.7 cfs
C 512,500 sf 11.77 ac 0.05 0.20 50.6 min. 1.9in/hr 2.9 in/hr 1.1 cfs
D 256,610 sf 5.89 ac 0.05 0.20 31.8 min. 2.5in/hr 3.9in/hr 0.7 cfs
E 354,940 sf 815ac 0.05 0.20 39.0 min. 2.21in/hr 3.5 in/hr 0.9 cfs
Equations:

=(28.5P)( 10+

P=0ne-hour point rainfall depth (in.)  P(5yr’=1.3%n. P(10yr)=1.64in. P{100yr)=2.60in.
is, 110, Ijog=Average 5, 10 and 100-year Rainfall Inteasity in inches per hour (Fig 5.1, Town of Parker Storm Drainage and Environmental Criteria Manual)

Q=CiA

() = Peak Runoff Rate, in cubic feet per second (cfs)

C = Runoff cocfficient representing a ration of peak runoff rate to average rainfall

intensity for a duration equal to the nmoff time of concentration.

1= average rainfall intensity in inches per hour

A= Drainage area in acres

00056hydro.ds  Runoff (Exist)
Date Prepared: 5/16/03
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Parker Auto Plaza
Runoff Coefficient Calculation {Developed)

» TAAA T396ac 9031% 081 088  0.73 3
A sA 1.50ac 969% 014 040 001  0.04
15.45 ac_100.0 % 075 0.83

—
il LG =
18,38-7B,9B-13B 16.83ac 85.84% 0.8l 0.83 0.76
: 2B 094ac 478% 0.54 0.66 0.03 0.03
=) &B 184ac 938% 0.14 0.40 0.01 0.04
19.61 ac 100.0 % 0.73 0.82
00G55hydroxls  Runoff Coef Kiowa Engineering Carparation
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Time of Concentration (Developed)

Parker Auto Plaza

1A 80% 3.0% 851t 4301 ﬁ——“'"—"o.z Tisec 3.4 I/sec 8. 0min. 2.1 min. 1-6.1 mm | TZ9mmn | 10T i
2A 3.0%  3.0% | 1001f  3601f 0.14 0.1 ft/sec 3.4 ft/sec 12.0min. 1.8 min. | 13.8min. | 12.6min. | 12.6 min.
A 1.0% 3.0% g01f  4101f 0.14 0.1 ft/sec 3.4 ftfsec 155 min. 2.0min. | 17.5min. | 12.7 min. 12.7 min.
4A 30% 13% F01f  3501f 0.14 0.1 ft/sec 2.2 fifsec [0.0 min. 2.7min. | 12.7min, | 2.3 min. 12.3 min.
SA 40% 1.0% [ 1101f  S50If 0.14 0.2 fi/sec 1.6 ft/sec [14min. O5min. | 11.9min. | 10.9 min. 10.9 min.
1B 30%  1.5% | 201f  5001f 0.14 0.1 ft/sec 2.3 fi/sec 54min. 3.6 min. 9.0 min. 12.9 min. 9.0 min.
2B 1.0% 1.5% | 2001f S5501f 0.14 0.1 fi/sec 2.3 fi/sec 244 min. 4.0min. | 284 min. | 14.2 min. 14.2 min,
38 3.0% 1.0% | 60If 2301f 0.14 0.1 ft/sec 2.0 ft/sec 93min. 1.9min. { 11.2min. | 11.6 min. § 11.2 min.
4B 8.0% 2.5% 30 3501f 0.14 0.1 fi/sec 3.1 fi/sec 47 min. 1.9 min. 6.6 min. 12.1 min. 6.6 min.
3B 80% 2.0% | 401f 300I1f 0.14 0.1 fifsec 2.8 ft/sec 55min. 1.8 min. 7.3 min. 11.5 min. 7.3 min,
6B 30% 35% | 601f 4001f 0.14 0.1 fi/sec 3.7 fi/sec 93min. 1.8min | ILlmin | 12.6min. | 11.1 minm.
7B 4.0% 4.5% 151f 3401f 0.14 0.1 ft/sec 4.2 ft/sec 4.2min. 2.1 min. 6.4 min. 13.1 min. 6.4 min.
8B 3.0% 1.0% 801f 140 1f 0.14 0.1 ft/sec 1.6 fi/sec 10.7 min. 1.5 min. 12.2 min. 11.2 min. 11.2 min.
93 50% 3.0% 501 350If 0.14 0.1 ft/sec 3.4 fifsec 7.1 min, 1.7 min. 8.9 min. 12.2 min. 8.9 min.
10B 3.0% 25% 201f  5001f 0.14 0.1 ft/sec 3.1 fi/sec 54 min. 2.7 min. 8.0 min. 12.9 min. 8.0 min.
1B 30%  25% | 251 2504 0.14 0.1 ft/sec 3.1 fi/sec 6.0min. 1.3 min. 7.3 min. 11.5 min. 7.3 min.
128 30% 25% | S0 40031 0.14 0.1 ft/sec 3.1 fi/sec 85min. 22min } 10.6min. | 12.5min. | 10.6 min.
138 1.0% 1.0% | 1501f 4501f 0.14 0.1 ft/sec 2.0 ft/sec 212min. 3.8min. | 249 min. | 133 min. | 13.3 min.
1C 1.0% 2.0% | 2001f 4501f 0.14 0.1 fi/sec 1.0 fifsec 24.4min,  7S5min. | 31.9min. | 13.6 min 13.6 min.
2C 1.0% 1.0% | 2351f 14901f 0.14 0.0 ft/sec 1.5 fi/sec 86 min. 16.6min | 252 min. | 184 min. | 184 min
aC 20% 1.0% | 1501f 7001f 0.14 0.1 ft/sec 3.4 ft/sec 168 min. 3.4min | 202min. | 14.7min { 14.7 min.
4C 1.0% 1.1% 101f  5001f 0.14 0.0 ft/sec 2.1 fi/sec 5.5min. 4.0 min 9.4 min. 12.8 min, 9.4 min.
5C 20% 10% | 60 2001f 0.14 0.1 ft/sec 3.4 ft/sec 10.6min. 1.0min. § 11.6min. | 11.4min. | 11.4 min.
6C 20% 1.0% 103 3401f 0.14 0.0 ft/sec 1.6 ft/sec 43 min. 3.5 min. 7.9 min. 11.9 min. 7.9 min.
7C 20% 1.0% 101 2201f 0.90 0.2 ft/sec 3.4 fi/sec 0.9min. 1LImin | 5.0min 11.3 min. 5.0 min.
1D 20% 20% 161f  3501f 0.14 0.0 ft/sec 2.8 ftfsec 43min. 2.1 min. 6.4 min. 12.0 min. 6.4 min.
2D 10.0% 3.0% | 301f 1001f 0.14 0.1 fi/sec 3.4 fi/sec 44 min. 0.5min. | 5.0min. 10.7 min. 5.0 min.
3D 100% 3.0% 101f  4001f 0.14 0.1 fi/sec 3.4 fi/sec 2.5min, 2.0 min. 5.0 min, 12.3 min. 5.0 min.
DP1 A Basins 1.0% 3.0% 801f 410%f 0.14 0.1 fifsec 3.4 fi/sec 155min. 2.0min. | 17.5min. | 12.7 min. 12.7 min.
DP 2 B Basins 3.0% 1.5% §0If 15601f 0.14 0.1 fi'sec 2.3 fi/sec 107min. 11.3min, | 22.0 min. | 19.1 min. 19.1 min.
Equations:

1; (Overland) = 1.8(1.1-CoL ** § 9%

Cs = Runoff coeflicient for five-year flow

L = Length of overland flow in feet
$ = Slope of flow path in percent

00056hydroxds  Time of Conc

Date Prepared: 6/23/2004

te Check = (L/180)+10
L = Overall Length
Fig. RO-1: Average velocities for Estimating Travel Time
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Parker Auto Plaza
Basin Runoff Calculation (Developed)

1A 124,700 sf  2.86 ac 0.81 0.88 10.1 min. 3.7iwhr 7.0 in/hr 8.7 cfs 17.7 cfs 1A
2A 158,280sf 3.63 ac (.81 0.88 12.6 min. 34in/hr 6.4 in/hr 10.1 efs 20.5 cfs 2A
3A 140.800sf 3.44 ac 0.81 0.88 12.7 min. 34in/hr 6.4 in/hr 9.5 cfs 19.3 cfs A
44 175,180 sf 4.02ac 0.81 0.88 12.3 min. 34in/br 6.4 in/hr 11.2 cfs 22.8 cfs 4A
5A 65,250sf  1.50 ac 0.14 0.40 10.9 min, 3.6inhr 6.8 infhr 0.8 cfs 4.1 cfs SA
1B 26,630sf  0.61 ac 0.81 0.88 9.0 min, 3.9in/hr 7.3 infhr 1.9 cfs 3.9 cfs 1B
2B 40,850 sf  0.94 ac 0.54 0.66 14.2 min. 3.2in/br 6.1 in/hr 1.6 cfs 3.8 cfs 2B
3B 114,100 sf  2.62 ac 0.81 0.88 11.2 min. 3.6in/hr 6.7 in‘hr 7.6 cfs 15.5 cfs 3B
4B 83,300sf 191 ac 0.81 0.88 6.6 min, 4.4 in/hr 8.1 in/hr 6.7 cfs 13.7 cfs 4B
5B 71,200sf 163 ac 0.81 (.88 7.3 min. 42in/hr 7.9 in/hr 5.6 cfs 11.4 cfs 5B
6B 63,550sf 146 ac 0.81 0.88 11.1 min. 3.6in/ar 6.7 in/hr 4.3 cfs 8.7 cfs 6B
7B 51,720sf  1.19ac 0.81 0.88 6.4 min. 44in/hr 8.2 in/hr 4.2 cfs 8.6 cfs 7B
8B 80,100 sf 184 ac 0.14 .40 11.2 min. 3.6in/hr 6.7 in/hr 0.9 efs 4.9 cfs gB
9B 116,400 sf  2.67 ac (.81 (.88 8.9 min, 39in/hr 7.4 in/hr 8.5 cfs 17.3 cfs 9B
10B 46,600 s  1.07ac 0.81 0.88 8.0 min. 4.1in/hr 7.6 in/hr 3.5 cfs 7.2 cfs 10B
11B 59,600sf  1.37 ac 0.81 0.88 7.3 min. 4.2in/hr  7.9in/hr 4.7 cfs 9.5 cfs 11B
12B 100,200 sf 230 ac 0.81 0.88 10.6 min. 3.7in/hr 6.9 in/hr 6.8 cfs 13.9 efs 12B
13B 65,200 1.50 ac 0.81 0.88 13.3 min. 33in/hr 6.2 in'hr 4.¢ cfs 8.2 cfy 138
1C 72910 sf 1.67 ac 0.54 0.66 13.6 min. 33in/hr 6.2 in/hr 3.6 cfs 6.8 cfs 1C
2C 361,300 sf 829 ac 0.14 0.40 18.4 min. 29in/hr 5.3 in/hr 3.3 cfs 17.7 ¢fs 2C
3C 43,100 st 0.99ac 0.81 0.88 14.7 min. 32 m/hr  6.0in/hr 2.6 cfs 5.2 cfs 3cC
4ac 32,500sf 0.75ac 0.81 0.88 9.4 min, 3.8in/hr 7.2 in/hr 2.3 cfs 4.7 cfs 4C
5C 42.640sf 098 ac 0.81 0.88 11.4 min. 3.6in/hr 6.7 in/hr 2.8 cfs 5.7 cfs 5C
6C 22.020sf 051 ac 0.81 (.88 7.9 min. 4.1in/hr 7.7 in/hr 1.7 efs 3.4 cfs 6C
gL 37,700 s 0.87 ac 0.90 0.96 5.0 min. 4.7in/br 8.8 in/hr 3.7 cfs 7.3 cfs 7C
1D 21,080 sf 048 ac 0.81 0.88 6.4 min. 44in/hr 8.2 in/hr 1.7 cfs 3.5 cfs 1D
2D 17,360 s 0,40 ac 0.81 0.88 5.0 min. 47in/hr 8.8 in/hr 1.5 ¢fs 3.1 cfs 2D
D 25,680 sf 0.59 ac 0.81 0.88 5.0 min. 47in/hr 8.8 in/hr 2.3 cfs 4.6 cfs 3D
DP1 A Basins 673,210sf  1545ac 0.75 0.83 12.7 min. 34in/hr 6.4 in/hr 39 cfs 82 cfs DP1
DP2 B Basins 919.450sf 21.1]1 ac 0.74 0.83 19.1 min. 2.8in/hr 5.2 in/hr 44 cfs 92 cfs DP 2
Equations:

I=(28.5P)(10+t,) 578

P=One-hour point rainfall depth (in.) P(Syr)=1.3%in. P(100yr)}=2.60in.

s, 1g hpg=Average 5, 10 and 100-year Rainfall Intensity in inches per hour (Fig 5.1, Town of Parker Storm Drainage and Environmental Criteria Mamual)

Q= CiA

Q = Peak Runoff Rate, in cubic fiet per second (cfs) {Initial Storm=0Qs Major Storm=Qg0}

C = Runoff coefficient representing a ration of peak runoff rate to average rainfall

intensity for a duration equal to the runoff time of concentration.
i= average rainfafl intensity in inches per hour
A = Drainage area in acres

00056hydroxds  Runoff
Date Prepared: 7/11/2004

Kiowa Engineering Corporation
Project No. 00056




DRAINAGE CRITERIA MANUAL (V. 1) RUNOFF

I TABLE RO-3
Recommended Percentage Imperviousness Values
Land Use or Percentage
Surface Characteristics Imperviousness
Business;
Commercial areas 95
Neighborhood areas 85
Residential:
Single-family *
Multi-unit (detached) , 80
Multi-unit (attached) 75
Half-acre lot or larger *
Apartments 80
industrial:
Light areas 80
Heavy areas 90
Parks, cemeteries 5
Playgrounds 10
Schools 50
Railroad yard areas 15
Undeveloped Areas:
Historic flow analysis 2
- - Greenbelts, agricultural. ot L2
Off-site flow analysis 45
. {when land uss not defined)
B Streets:
Paved 100
Gravel (packed) 40
Drive and walks 80
Roofs 90
Lawns, sandy soil 0
Lawns, clayey soii 8]

o *sSes Figures RO-3 through RO-5 for percentage imperviousness., _ . . . _ .

Based in part on the data collected by the District since 1969, an empirical relationship between C and
the percentage imperviousness for various storm return periods was developed. Thus, values for C can
be determined using the following equations (Urbonas, Guo and Tucker 1980).

C, =K, + (131 - 144> +1.1351 - 0.12) for C4 = 0, otherwise C4=0  (RO-6)
Cop = Kop + (0.8587% = 0.7861% + 0.774i + 0.04) (RO-7)
Cp = (CA + CCD)/2

in which:

i = % imperviousness/100 expressed as a decimal {ses Table RO-3)

06/2001 RO-9
Urban Drainage and Flood Contral District
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DRAINAGE CRITERIA MANUAL (V. 1) RUNOFF
TABLE RO-5
Runoff Coefficients, C
Pearcentage
Imperviousness Type C and D NRCS Hydrologic Soil Groups
2-yr 5-yr 10-yr 25-yr 50-yr 100-yr

0% 0.04 0.15 0.25 0.37 0.44 0.50
5% 0.08 0.18 0.28 0.39 0.46 0.52
10% 0.11 0.21 0.30 0.41 0.47 0.53
15% 0.14 0.24 0.32 0.43 0.49 0.54
20% 0.17 0.26 0.34 0.44 0.50 0.55
25% 0.20 0.28 0.36 0486 0.51 0.56
30% 0.22 0.30 0.38 047 0.52 0.57
35% 0.25 0.33 0.40 048 0.53 0.57
40% 0.28 0.35 0.42 0.50 0.54 0.58
45% 0.31 0.37 0.44 0.51 0.55 0.59
50% 0.34 0.40 0.46 0.53 0.57 0.60
55% 0.37 0.43 0.48 0.55 0.58 0.62
60% 0.41 0.46 0.51 0.57 0.60 0.63
65% 0.45 0.49 0.54 0.59 0.62 0.65
70% 0.49 0.53 0.57 0.62 0.65 0.68
75% 0.54 0.58 0.62 0.66 0.68 0.71
80% 0.60 0.63 0.66 0.70 0.72 0.74
85% 0.66 0.68 0.71 0.75 0.77 0.79
90% 0.73 0.75 0.77 0.80 0.82 0.83
55% 0.80 . 0.82 0.84 0.87 0.88 0.89
100% 0.89 090 [ 092 0.94 0.95 0.96

' Type B NRCS Hydrologic Soils Group

0% 0.02 0.08 0.15 0.25 0.30 0.35

5% 0.04 0.10 0.18 - 0.28 0.33 - 0.38
10% 0.06 | 0.14 0.22 0.31 0.36 0.40
15% 0.08 0.17 0.25 0.33 0.38 0.42
20% 0.12 0.20 0.27 0.35 0.40 0.44
25% 0.15 0.22 0.30 0.37 0.41 0.46
30% 0.18 0.25 0.32 0.38 0.43 0.47
35% 0.20 0.27 0.34 0.41 0.44 0.48
40% 0.23 0.30 0.36 0.42 > 0.46 0.50
45% 0.26 0.32 0.38 0.44 0.48 0.51 -TWE 8
50% 0.29 0.35 0.40 0.46 0.49 0.52
55% 0.33 0.38 0.43 0.48 0.51 0.54
60% 0.37 0.41 0.46 0.51 0.54 0.56
65% 0.41 0.45 0.49 0.54 0.57 0.59
70% 0.45 0.49 0.53 0.58 0.80 0.62
75% 0.51 0.54 0.58 0.62 0.64 0.66
80% 0.57 0.59 0.63 0.66 0.68 0.70
85% 0.63 0.66 0.69 0.72 0.73 0.75
90% 0.71 0.73 0.75 0.78 0.80 0.81
95% 0.79 0.81 0.83 0.85 0.87 .88
100% 0.89 0.90 0.92 0.94 0.85 0.96

06/2001 RO-11
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TOWN OF PARKER ) . STORM DRAINAGE AND ENVIRONMENTAL CRITERIA MANUAL

5.1 INTRODUCTION

This section presents the criteria and methodology for determining storm runoff design
peaks and volumes to be used in the Town of Parker for preparation of storm drainage
plans and facility design. In general hydrologm analysis of the initial and major storm
events for both the historic and fully developed site conditions are required. In addition to
the hydrologic analysis for a site, a hydrologic analysis should be performed for all off site
basins that impact the proposed site. The Town of Parker adopts procedures prescribed by
the Urban Drainage and Flood Control District {District) for performing hydrologic analysis.
These procedures may be found in the Rainfall and Runoff sections of the MANUAL.
Standards and technical criteria found in the MANUAL should be followed except where
superseded by specific requirements of this criteria MANUAL '

5.2 DESIGN RAINFALL

For any storm runoff technique, design rainfall must first be established. The design rainfall
data to be used for the Town of Parker were obtained from NOAA Atlas 2, Precipitation-
Prequency Atlas of the Western United States, Volume III- Colorado. The design storm
events developed and utilized are the same as those used by the District.

The one-hour point ramfall depths for dlfferent freguency events are shown in Table 5 1.
Rainfall intensity as a function of the one-hour point rainfall and the time of concentration

can be approximated by the following equation which appears in the MANUAL as
Equation RA-5.

[= (28.5P1)/ (10+t)0786

Where, = rainfall intensity (in/hz)
Pi = one-hour point rainfall depth (in).
t. = time of concentration (min)

Graphical presentation of the equation is shown as the Time-Intensity-Frequency curves in
Figure 5.1. Rainfall intensity for use in the Rational Method may be taken from Figure 5.1 or
calculated using the equation. '

Table 5.1
ONE-HOUR POINT RAINFALL
Frequency of Design Qne-hour Paint
Event Rainfall, P,

o) (in)

2 0.99

5 1.39

10 1.64

25 1.98
50 2.31
100 _ 2.60

SECTION 5.00C 53 NOVEMBER 2002




TOWN OF PARKER

STORM DRAINAGE ANG ENVIRONMENTAL CRITERIA MANUAL

Intensity, Duraticn, Frequency
Parker, Colorado
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TOWN OF PARKER ) STORM DRAINAGE AND ENVIRONMENTAL CRITERIA MANUAL

Table 2.3

RECURRENCE INTERVALS (years) FOR
INITIAL AND MAJOR STORM RUNOFF DESIGN

Land use Initial Starm Major Storm
Residential 2 100
Open SpacefAgriculivral 2 100
Schoot ) 2 100
Commercial/Business/Industrial 5 100

251  STREETS

Streets are an integral part of the urban drainage system and may be used for transportmg
storm runoff up to design limits. The design engineer should recognize that the primary
purpose of streets is for traffic. Therefore, use of streets for storm runoff must be limited.

Although street criteria are formulated to allow certain drainage, streets should not
routinely be considered as major drainageways. The Town of Parker, prohibits the practice
of discharging offsite culverts and other non-local drainage outfalls onto streets. Storm
drains should not outfall onto streets, but should be piped to suitable outfalls in a swale,
channel, or detention basin. Street criteria should be applied to storm runoff flows
emanating from building lots and other streets rather than dlscharges from major offsite
drainageways flowing into streets.

Town of Parker criteria for allowable uses and depth of flow for initial and major storm
runoff events is presented in Table 2.4, Table 2.5, and Table 2.6

Table 2.4
ALLOWABLE USE OF STREETS FOR INITIAL STORM RUNOFF
Street
Classification  1Maximum Theaoretical Encroachment
Local - No curb overtopping. Fiow may spread to crown of street.
. Collector No curb overtopping. Flow spread must leave at least a 10 foot width free of water.
Arterial No curb overtopping. Flow spread must Ieave at least two lanes free of water, one 10

foot lane each direction.

Where no curbing exists, encroachment should not extend past the street right-of-way. The maximum
allowable street flow shall be the product of the flow calculated at "maximum theoretical street
encroachment” and required reduction factor, See Section 6.4

SECTION 2D0C 222 NOVEMBER 2002



Parker Auto Plaza
inlet Capacity Smmary

i Interior 10 ft Sump } } 17.9 cfs o 17.2 cfs lefs Basin TA

2 Interior 151t Sump 20.7 cfs 24.3 cfs (4 cfs) Basin 2A

3 Interior 10 ft Sump 19.5 cfs 19.1 efs O cfs Basin 3A

4 Interior 104t Sump 23.1cfs 19.5 efs 4 cfs Basin 4A

10 20Mile Rd | 151t Grade 1.9 cfs 13 f 3.7 cfs 3.6 cfs 0 cfs Off Site Basin 1B

11 20Midle Rd | 10ft Grade 1.6 cfs 6.6 ft 3.8 cfs 3.0 efs 1efs Inlet 18 Basin 28

12 Interior 10 f Sump 8.2 cfs 9.2 cfs (1 cfs} Basin 13B

13 Interior 10 £ Sump 13.7 cfs 13.5 cfs Ocfs Basin 4B

14 Interior 10 ft Sump 11.4 cfs 13.6 cfs (2 cfs) Basin 5B

15 Interior Sh Sump 8.8 cfs 8.2 cfs 1cfs Detention Basin | Basin 6B

16 Dransfeldt | 15ft Grade 2.1 cfs 551t 4.3 ofs 3.6 efs 1cfs Inlet 27 1/2 Basin 7B
16a Dransfeldt 15t Grade 2.1 cfs 5514t 4.3 cfs 3.6 cfs 1 ¢fs Inlet 27 1/2 Basin 7B

17 Interior 15 fi Sump 17.3 efs 18.9 cfy (2 ofs) Basin 9B

I8 20 MileRd | 15ft Grade 3.5cfs 123 ft 7.2 ofs 6.4 cfs 1 cfs OfF Site to the west| Basin 108, Carry Inlet 11
19 Interior 101t Sump 9.5 cfs 11.3 efs (2 cfs) Basin 11B

20 Interior 10 ft Sump 13.9 cfs 18.3 efs {4 cfs) Basin 12B

21 Interior 10 f Sump 15.5 cfs 15.5 cfs Ocfs Basin 3B

25 20Mile Rd | 101t Sump 2.8 cfs 9.1ft 7.0 cfs 11.6 cfs (5 cfs) Basin 5C, Carry Inlet 27
26 20 Mile Rd | 3.251t Sump 1.7 cfs 6.9t 4.3 cfs 5.8 cfs (2 cfs) Basin 6C, Carry Inlet 27a
27 20 Miie Rd 10f Grade 2.6 cfs 13.7 ft 5.9 cfs 3.4 cfs Jefs Inlet 25 Basin 3C, Carry Inlet 16,16a
27a | 20MileRd | 10ft Grade 23 cfs 10.9 ft 4.7 ofs 2.9 cfs 2 efs Inlet 26 Basin 4C

28 20 Mile Rd 5t Grade 1.5 cfs 10.1 & 3.1cfs 1.6 ofs 2cfs Basin 2D

40 Parker Rd St Sump 3.7 cfs 3.6 1t 7.3 cfs 6.2 cfs 1 cfs Baldwin Gulch Basin 7C

Town of Parker Criteria (Pg 6-15, Section 6.3.5): A 50% reduction factor should be used on carry over flows when determining the amount of flow entering a downstream inlet, due
to Carry Over.

Table 2.4: Allowable Use of Streets for Initial Sterm Runoff (3-year Runoff)
Collector: No curb overtopping, Flow spread must leave at least a 10-ft width free of water.

Dransfeldt Rd Maximum Flow Spread = 16.0 ft
Arterial: No curb overtopping. Flow spread must leave at least two lanes free of water, one 10-ft lane each direction.
Twenty Mile Rd Maximum Flow Spread = 17.0 ft
00056hydroxls  Inlet Capacity Kiowa Engineering Corporation

Date Prepared: 7/14,/2004 Project No. D056
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WQCV =
% Impervious(l) =

(.45 inches
95 %

Parker Auto Plaza

Detention Basin Calculations

WQCV (Water Quality Capture Volume) taken from Fig. EDB-2, Volume 3 of the Urban Storm Drainage Criteria Manual for the basin imperviousness shown.
Percent Impervious taken from Table RO-3, Volume 1 of the Urban Storm Drainage Criteria Manual

WQCV =

0.045 *A

WQCV=WQCV/12* A% 12

A= Arca

Required Detention Storage Volume =K A

Ky =
K=

Kyo = {0.951-1.9)/1000

0.08835
0.14749

Ky = (1.781-0.00212-3.56 Y1000

Unit Flow Release Rate (cfs/acre)
Hydrologic Soil Group

U=

Usge =

B
0.23
0.85

1

Detention Basin A

1545 ac

1.37 ac-ft

59,460 cf

2.28 ac-ft 99,261 cf

0.70 ac-ft 30,285 cf

pa

2.06 ac-ft 89,745 cf

2.97 ac-ft 129,546 cf

3.6chs 13.1 cfs

Detention Basin B

21.20 ac

1.87 ac-ft

81,589 cf

313 acft 136,203 of

0.95 ac-ft 41,556 ¢f

2.83 ac-ft 123,145 cf

4.08 ac-ft 177,759 cf

4.9 cfs 18.0 cfs

Vi=Ky A
Release Rate = Area * Ux

Ux= Recommended Maximum Allowable Unit Flow Release Rates {cfs/acre) of Tributary Catchrment (Table SO-1, Urban Drainage and Flood Control District - Yolume 2)

00056hydraxis  Basin Volume
Date Prepared: 11,/23/2003

Kiowa Engineering Corporaticn
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Parker Auto Plaza
Detention Basin Calculations

Presedementation / Forebay Sizing

Detention Basin A
wQCv 30,285 cf
10% WQCV 3,029 ¢f
Qrifice Eqn Coef. (C 0.50
Forebay Size Pipes Out of Forebay - Orifice Calculati
Forebay Pipe il % Total | Weighted orebay Semici 5 Minute ) ) s ) ore ay. e .a ation .
Number o Flow |Forebay Area| Depth Surface EMICIIC. | 1y in Flow ?lpe 1 Pipe 1 Pipe 2 Pipe 2 :.Plpe 3 Pipe 3 Total
Area Radii Diameter Flow Diameter Flow Diameter  Flow Flow
s52 37chs | 46.84 % 1,418 cf 2.0t 709 sf 21 ft 4.7 cfs 8 inches 1.8¢fs | 10inches 2.8cfs Oinches 0.0cfs 4.6 cfs
S3 19cfs | 24.05% T28 of 201t 364 sf 151t 24 cfs 6 inches 1.0cfs 6 inches 1.0cfs Oinches 0.0cfs | 2.1cfs
54 23¢ls {29.11% 882 cf 201t 441 sf 17f 2.9 cfs 6 inches 1.0 cfs 8 inches 1.8 ¢fs Oinches 0.0cfs | 2.9cfs
79.0cfs [100.00%| 3,029cf 9.5 cfs
Orifice Equation:
Q=CA(2gH)™
C = Orifice coefficient (dimensionless)
A = Cross-sectional area of opening, in sf
g = Gravitational acceleration constant, 32.2 fi/sec®
H = Head above the centerline of the pipe, in ft
Detention Basin B
WwWQCLCv 41,556 cf
10% WQCV 4,156 cf
Orifice Eqn Coef, (C (.50
. . Forebay Size ) Pipes Out of Forebay ~ Orifice Calculation
Forebay Pipe Flow % Total | Weighted Surface  Semicirc 5 Minute Pipe 1 Pine 1 ' Pine 2 Pine 2 Pipe 3 Pine 3 Total
Numb Fl Forebay Ar urfac . | Drain FI ipe ipe ipe ipe e ipe
Hmber o orebay Area)  Depth Area Radii rean Fow Diameter  Flow Diameter Flow Diameter  Flow Flow
S10 92cfs {100.00%| 4,156c¢f 201 2,078 sf 360 13.9cfs | 12inches 39cfs | 12inches 39cfs | 12inches 3.9cfs | 11.6cfs
92.0cfs [100.00%| 4,156cf 11.6 cfs

0005Bhydroxls  Basin Velume

Kiowa Engineering Corporation
Date Prepared: 11,/23/2003
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DRAINAGE CRITERIA MANUAL (V. 3) STRUCTURAL BEST MANAGEMENT PRACTICES
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STORAGE DRAINAGE CRITERIA MANUAL (V. 2)

attempt to account for the effects of the WQCV on all control levels whenever it performs watershed-level
drainage and flood control system master plans.

3.2 Sizing of On-Site Detention Facilities

3.2.1 Maximum Allowable Unit Release Rates for On-Site Facilities. The maximum allowable unit

release rates per acre for on-site detention facilities for a number of design return periods are listed in

Table 8O-1. These rates apply unless other rates are recommended in a District-approved master plan.

The predominant soil group for the total tributary catchment shall be used for determining the allowable
release rates. Multiply the unit rates provided in Table SO-1 by the tributary catchment's area to obtain
the actual design release rates in cubic feet per second (cfs). Whenever Natural Resources
Conservation Service (NRCS) soil surveys are not available for the portion of a county being studied,
extrapolate their types using sof! investigations at the site,

TABLE S0-1
Recommended Maximum Allowable Unit Flow Release Rates (cfs/acre) of Tributary Catchment
Design Retun . NRCS Hydrologic Soil Group. N
Period
(Years) A B C&D
2 0.02 0.03 0.04
5 0.07 0.13 0.17
10 0.13 0.23 0.30
25 0.24 0.41 0.52
50 0.33 0.56 0.68
] 100 0.50 0.85 100

3.2.2 Empirical Equations for the Sizing of On-Site Detention Storage Velumes. Urbonas and
Gliddan (1983), as part of the District's ongoing hydrologic research, conducted studies that evaluated

peak storm runoff flows along major drainageways. The following set of empirical equations provided
preliminary estimates of on-site detention facility sizing for areas within the District. They are not intended
for use when off-site inflows are present or when mulli-stage controls are fo be used {e.g., 10- and 100-
vear peak control} at the storage facility. In addition, these equ'atiohs are not intended to reptace detailed
hydrologic and flood routing analysis, or even the analysis using the Rational Formula-based FAA method
for the sizing of detention storage volumes. The District does not promote the use of these empirical
equations. It doeé not object, however, to their use by local governments who have adopted them or
want to adobt therﬁ as minimum requirements for the sizing of on-site detention for small catchments

within their jurisdiction. [f the District has a master plan that contains specific guidance for detention

S0-8 06/2001 -

Urban Drainage and Flood Control District
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Parker Auto Plaza
Detention Basin Earthwork Calculation

Detention Basin A

448 sf 134 cf 03 ft 134 cf 0.003 ac-fi 78
3,743 sf 3,743 of 13# 3,877 f 0.09 ac-ft 79
13,299 sf 13,299 cf 231 17,175 f 0.39 ac-ft 80
22,546 st 22,546 cf 338 39,721 cf 0.91 ac-ft 81
27,000 sf 27,000 ¢f 434 66,721 of 1.53 ac-ft 82
30,125 sf 30,125 ¢f 531t 96,846 cf 2.22 ac-ft 83
33,225 sf 33,225 ¢f 631t 130,071 cf 2,99 ac-ft 84
36,075 sf 36,075 cf 731 166,146 cf 3.81 ac-ft 85
Water Quality Capture Volume= 30,285 cf
WQCYV Elevation = 80.58 1t
10yr Water Volume = 89,745 of
10yr Water Surface Elevation = 82,76 ft
100yr Water Volume = 129,546 cf
190yr Water Surface Elevation = 83.98 1t

00G56hydroxls Basin A
Date Prepared: 4/17,/2004

Kiowa Engineering Carporation
Project No. CO058
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T — _ , | 100 YEAR WS _ _ T -
4 TP ' l 5:1 R 4 TP c
0 100’ 200’ d

SCALE: 1"=100'

Q5=200cfs
Q100=2,100cfs

(70/30 MIX)

TYPICAL BALDWIN GULCH CHANNEL SECTION
SCALE: 1"=10'

MACLACHAN SUBDIVISION -

FILING NO. 1 —

~ EXTEND EX. 24" CMP-"
_ TO STORM SEWER

"FES w/RIPRAP

— TARGET

7175 West Jefferson Avenue, Suite 3400

36" STORM BY OTHERS-

EX. 30" STORM TO BE
REMOVED AND REPLACED::.
. AS PART OF PINE LANE -
" IMPROVEMENTS. o

SCULPTED CONCRETE
DROP ;

ALBERTSONS

Kiowa Engineering Corporat
Lakewood, Colorado 80235

(303) 692-0369
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FILINGNO.2
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| EX._ 5 TYPER
FLARED. E} EGTON - e 33 . ' TYPE 'R’
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LINCOLN AVENUE

S31

L
R — SV CFES w/RIPRAP
—579715 1vee R g 22 /
; ] . | 100-YR WATER s s sg0e—f15" _TYPE R 36
PINE LANE IMPROVEMENTS SURFACE 42" STORM o)

BY OTHERS (DOUGLAS ~ ~ \ = | ——— ke B ey « i Ao TN\ . ; | R L
DRAINAGE IMPROVEMENTS

A

PARKER, COLORADO

FINAL DRAINAGE REPORT

PARKER AUTO PLAZA
DEVELOPED DRAINAGE PATTERNS

Nk S /I FES w/RIPRAP
coros , | | ~ N\3C ) _wa/ \ m
YA e N 579210.99)0:89/ 4’ TYPE RMLET TR
S DOUGLAS COUNTY. COLORADO
< ; : 3 144" ALUM CAP IN RANGE
- . TW % MILE RO AD. BOX PLAS“ 19003 1999
W 1/4 CORNER SECTION 10 3 - _ ”
He 20085 Toa7 o . A , 15" TYPE R INLET ;
15" TYPE R INLET & 15" STORM ' RIPRAP : 10° TYPE R INLET : :
L/] ; 10" WPE R i BASIN 5-YR FLOW 100-YR FLOW DESIGN POINT | 5-YR FLOW 100-YR FLOW & 18" STORM % |
; s g10"
AZIOE R INLET o 1A 8.7 cfs 17.7 cfs E
g 24 10.1 cfs 20.5 cfs / jx 39 cfs 82 cfs i
i , 3]
R~ sfosg/fe  \ 34 9.5 cfs 19.3 cfs A 44 ofs 92 ofs <
z | =72 ¢ ¢ T 4A 11.2 cfs 22.8 cfs
& 4 ; W ‘
| % 5% 08cfs | 41 cfs LEGEND
SN N 1B 1.9 cfs 3.9 cfs
, 2SN [ ] | 28 1.6 cfs 3.8 cfs BASIN DESIGNATION
\~F7 \ O P VR 3B 7.6 cfs 15.5 cfs
» 3-s|béo‘ Fg: w{RlPRAP 45 6.7 ofs 137 ofs C100 RUNOFF COEFFICIENT
( \/ ~ CULVERT = 58 5.6 cfs 11.4 cfs
Sesoru/ N e | a3l | 87cfs - DIRECTIONAL FLOW ARROW
| URE—"T PN | 78 4.2 cfs 8.6 cfs é
CHECK STRUCTURE— ¢ 5 ; ,
~ / ' 8B 0.9 cfs 4.9 cfs DESIGN POINT
LRI, ‘ 98 8.5 cf 17.3 cf n
o 108 e e T re DETENTION POND DESIGNATION Project No.: 00056
113 4.7 cfs 9.5 cfs ———5790———  INDEX CONTOUR Date: July 12, 2004
DETENTION BASIN VOLUME 128 6.8 cfs 13.9 cfs Design: MWE
INTERMEDIATE CONTOUR Drawn: MWE
STORAGE VOLUME 18 | 40cfs 8.2 cfs :
2C 3.3 cfs 17.7 cfs — R.O.W. / PROPERTY LINE Revisions:
0.70 ac—ft 2.06 ac—ft 10yr 381 go—ft 3.6 cfs 10yr 3C 2.6 cfs 5.2 cfs
2.83 ac—ft 10yr _ 4.9 cfs 10yr 5C 2.8 cfs 5.7 cfs e STORM SEWER w/FES FIGURE
0.95 ac—ft 4.08 ac—ft 100yr 554 ac—ft 18.0 cfs 100yr 6¢ 1 7 ofs 34 ofs .
PROJECT SITE 7| 37t 73 ofs INLET
VICINITY MAP 1D 1.7 cfs 3.5 cfs SCULPTED CONCRETE DROP
PROJECT DATUM: ALL ELEVATIONS ARE REFERENCED TO NAVD 88 ) .
NOT TO SCALE AS SHOWN ON THE 1998 DOUGLAS COUNTY TABULATION 2D 1.5 cfs 3.1 cfs
3D 2.3 cfs 4.6 cfs
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REFER TO SHEET C6.4 \5 / MIRAFI® BASXGRID 12
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g/ ! BELOW EURV WATER SURFACE
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STRUCTURE TO BE 5784.60- \ % ABOVE EURV WATER SURFACE 22
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EXISTING 12"X12" ORIFICE PLATE REMOVED AND
REPLACED WITH 10.1"X11” ORIFICE PLATE.—\ 4.2" (EXISTING)
ELEVATION PLAN _
\ EX. STAINLESS STEEL
12' SQUARE ORIFICE ORIFICE PLATE TO BE STRUCTURAL STEEL CHANNEL "\
AN 5783.17 REPLACED FORMED INTO CONCRETE :
re ] 1.9" (EXISTING) 100—YEAR STORM ELEV: 5784.20 EX. TOP OF WEIR
e : 5783.17 ® CBX18.75 AMERICAN —— WALL: 5782.76
TOG=5782.12
_ 3912 ORIFICE PLATE e o TURE CRATES STEEL CHANNEL. TRASH o000 |
TOP OF ORIFICE PLATE=5781.77 WITH (11) 1" HOLES Il I/ 5782.69 RACK ATTACHED BY WELDING /_EX|ST|NG EURV ELEV: 5782.97
/ V578272 ) "‘\\ 5782.76 @ g?gb%TrURE ] A : :
8" PVC
P Il q INV.=5777.17 A 7 TO REMAIN __;) \ -
5782.12 ol | 5782.10 0.28! I 5
: \ 4 y @ (. PROVIDE CONTINUOUS NEOPRENE 8" CIRCULAR ORIFICE AR o wQcy ELEV: 5781.07 >
\ NO. 93 JOHNSON VEE 1 H GASKET BETWEEN ORIFICE PLATE INV: 5780.30 1 0w D
BOTTOM OF BOX=5777 22 5777.97 ORIFICE WIREm STAINLESS STEEL ( AND STRUCTURE : ‘ ‘ i o
' WELL SCREEN (OR Tl |- 1-3/8” CIRCULAR oriFicE""| —72 O o
INV.=5777.92 EQUIVALENT) | H EXISTING 8" PVC PIPE. 103" EXISTING 8" PVC —
=R [ INV: 5777.17 : = EQUALIZER PIPE
EXISTING WATER (. 1-3/8” CIRCULAR ORIFICE""| [l i
UALITY ORIFICE C8X18.75 AMERICAN { ,
q WING WALLS STANDARD STRUCTURAL { 0.75 ,
PLATE AND TRASH STEEL GHANNEL ( 7 5
RACK TO BE REMOVED FORMED INTO { TOP OF MICROPOOL: 5777.97
AND REPLACED CONCRETE BOTTOM AND { BOTTOM OF WEIR WALL: 5777.17
SIDES OF 12" TRASH = 8 C
RACK ATTACHED BY = . _/ BOTTOM OF BOX: 5777.22
INTERMITTENT WELDS. e / 173/8" CIRCULAR ORIFICE EXISTING INTERNAL WEIR

ORIFICE PLATE AND TRASH RACK DETAIL TO REMAIN
EXISTING OUTLET STRUCTURE St @ J . N.T.S. N.T.S.

J SCALE: 1” — 5’ EXISTING 12” X 12" SQUARE ORIFICE PLATE
: TO BE REPLACED WITH 10.1” X 11” ORIFICE PLATE NOTES:
AT D RS AN - RECTANGULAR ORIFICE PLATE 1. PROVIDE CONTINUOUS NEOPRENE GASKET MATERIAL BETWEEN THE ORIFICE
BY INTERMITTENT -z ) ’ PLATE AND THE CONCRETE.
WELDS - - EXISTING OUTFALL PIPE. TO REMAIN SIZE, 2. BOLT PLATE TO CONCRETE 12" MAX ON CENTER.

MATERIAL, AND SLOPE ARE UNKNOWN.

TYPE Il BEDDING DENSITY COMPACTED
SUBGRADE

EXISTING OUTLET STRUCTURE WITH
TRICKLE CHANNEL MODIFIED ORIFICE PLATE

F EX. TOP OF WEIR WALL: 5782.76 DESIGNED BY:DLS
NTS NTS DRAWN BY:JRK

CHECKED BY: DLS

(@]
CONCRETE SHALL CONFORM STAINLESS STEEL EURV AND WQCV TRASH RACKS = oS
TO TOWN OF PARKER STEEL ORIFICE PLATE SUPPORT BARS 1. WELL—SCREEN TRASH RACKS SHALL BE STAINLESS STEEL AND SHALL BE 5o o
45 REQUIREMENTS R , TE 0.074” X 0.50”, ATTACHED BY INTERMITTENT WELDS ALONG THE EDGE OF THE MOUNTING C=!
Fo Min S \A\\‘\ F TN VT 1” 0.C FRAME. A <
Rs P OR P et 2 . - 2. BAR GATE TRASH RACKS SHALL BE ALUMINUM AND SHALL BE BOLTED USING A S
2 ) ;\/ R 5 — L L STAINLESS STEEL HARDWARE. AN 930
% 24 0.655 3. TRASH RACK OPEN AREAS ARE FOR SPECIFIED TRASH RACK MATERIALS. =
T I N AN Fow TOTAL TRASH RACK SIZE MAY NEED TO BE ADJUSTED FOR MATERIALS HAVING >Q i
(1= 32 FLOW A DIFFERENT OPEN AREA/GROSS AREA RATIO. Zeh
= | VT Vv 0. 95 STAINLESS 0.139" 0.090" 4. STRUCTURAL DESIGN OF TRASH RACKS SHALL BE BASED ON FULL m _ 0 %
: : : HYDROSTATIC HEAD WITH ZERO HEAD DOWNSTREAM OF THE RACK. z s
i f STEEL SECTION — O 0
f : TS5
/ : \_ SECTION . g2
MINIMUM OF 6 INCHES 4.0 95% STANDARD PROCTOR NTS 4.2 (EXISTING) =o°
| T 2
: : [@GRNeN]
N O
O w0
N <

Denver,
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X West 13.94| 14,295 286 523 6.6 18.0| 119.14 2.38 5.5 5.5 2.53 NOTE: Kimley-Horn and Associates, Inc.
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FOREBAY WEST: X 5.5 IN M 096502001
2. REFER TO PLAN FOR WALL HEIGHT (H) N T.S
T 1 Know what's below DRAWING NAME
. FOREBAY NOTCH DETAIL FOREBAY WALL SECTION TYPICAL DETAIL o Call before you dig, | 298502001ST_DET
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CERTIFICATION

ENGINEERS STATEMENT

This report for the final design of Parker and Pine Development was prepared by me or under
my direct supervision in accordance with the provisions of the Town of Parker Storm Drainage
and 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.

Signature

Daniel L. Skeehan, P.E.

Colorado P.E. License No. 46391

04/24/2020

Seal and Date
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VICINITY MAP

=

VICINITY MAP

1"=2,000

GENERAL LOCATION AND DESCRIPTION

The purpose of this report is to outline the drainage plan for the Parker and Pine Development
located between Twenty Mile Road and Parker Road, south of Pine Lane in the Town of Parker,
County of Douglas, State of Colorado (herein the “Project”).
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LOCATION

The proposed Parker and Pine Development lies within 1 parcel of land, located in the
southeast quarter of Section 9 and a part of the northeast quarter of section 16 within Township
6 South, Range 66 West of the Sixth Principal Meridian, Town of Parker, County of Douglas,
State of Colorado (see Vicinity Map). South Parker Road (State Highway No. 83) borders the
project to the east, Pine Lane borders the project to the north, and Twenty Mile Road to the
west. An existing detention pond and Baldwin Gulch abut the project to the south. The Site is
currently vacant.

DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY

The Project Site is 15.952 acres in size, a majority of which is currently native grass and
overgrown vegetation. The project slopes from east to west from an elevation of £5820 feet on
the east side to an elevation of +5783 feet on the west side at a slope of about 3.5%. There is a
flat area in the southeast corner of the property at an elevation of £5811 feet that prevents a
portion of the site from flowing west. This southeast corner of the site flows south, directly into
Baldwin Gulch.

Soils onsite are generally USCS Type BrD, Lo, and Sa as verified by the soil survey included in
Appendix A. There are 4 existing storm sewer inlets adjacent to the property. The proposed site
conditions will convey stormwater to the existing detention pond via overland sheet flows and a
proposed underground storm drain system. Currently, there are no storm inlets or detention
facility improvements located on the site. The existing site conditions sheet flow to an existing
off-site detention basin and ultimately discharge into Baldwin Gulch.

Water quality treatment is provided by means of an extended detention basin with a water
quality outlet structure. The existing detention basin is located adjacent to Baldwin Gulch on the
southwest side of the Site. The controlled WQCV, EURV, and 100-year release will outfall to
Baldwin Gulch.

DESCRIPTION OF PROJECT

The Project involves the construction of interior streets, vacant lots with native seeding, and
utility mains including storm sewer infrastructure intended to convey flows for the phased site
development. Modifications to an existing stormwater pond south of the site to current code is
also in the scope of the project.

DRAINAGE BASINS AND SUB-BASINS

The Project falls within the limits of the “Parker Auto Plaza Final Drainage Report” (FDR),
prepared by Kiowa Engineering Corporation dated July 12, 2004 and included in Appendix F, as
part of the Parker Auto Plaza development. The Project will ensure that the requirements of the
FDR are met. For a detailed look at the requirements and how they are met, refer to the “Existing
Parker Auto Plaza Storm Sewer Requirements” of this report.

The FDR provides design for the overall development of approximately 52.7 acres. The Project
includes sub-basins 1A, 2A, 3A and 4A from the FDR which total to 13.95 acres. The drainage
map from the Parker Auto Plaza FDR is included in Appendix F. Portions of sub-basins 1C and
5C from the FDR are also included in the Project site as part of detained sub-basins. The Project
also captures offsite runoff from approximately 0.33 acres between the property line on the east
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side of the Project and the existing sidewalk in the right of way along South Parker Road. Runoff
from basins 1A-4A were planned to be conveyed to the detention basin (hoted as sub-basin 5A in
the FDR) via an underground storm sewer system that has not been implemented. Sub-basins 1C
and 5C were planned to flow directly into Baldwin Gulch via grassed swales and a separate storm
sewer system. The Project detains runoff from a total of 15.81 acres, which includes the entirety of
FDR sub-basins 1A, 2A, 3A and 5A, a majority of FDR sub-basins 4A and 1C, and approximately
a third of FDR sub-basin 5C.

MAJOR DRAINAGE BASIN DESCRIPTION

Baldwin Gulch is mapped as a Zone AE, which is defined by FEMA as ‘Areas subject to
inundation by the 1-percent-annual-chance flood event determined by detailed methods’ The
existing FEMA Flood Insurance Rate Map (FIRM) is number 08035C0067G, effective date
March 16, 2016.

The current FIRM Panel shows no portion of the subject property to be located within the 100-
year floodplain; however, Baldwin Gulch is designated as a major drainageway by UDFCD.
There are no planned improvements to the existing Baldwin Gulch.

The FIRM panel referenced above is included in Appendix B1. The overall drainage basin is
mostly developed. The proposed development is ultimately tributary to Cherry Creek. Drainage
facilities are provided to allow drainage into the detention pond on the southwest corner of the
Site and ultimately discharging into Baldwin Gulch. The proposed Site consists of twenty-two
(22) on-site drainage basins. Twenty (20) drainage basins are conveyed to the detention pond
via overland flow or by storm sewer. There are 0.34 acres of off-site runoff included within the
twenty (20) on-site basins that drain onsite and are conveyed to the existing detention pond via
storm sewer. More specifically, sub-basins 3.0, 5.0, 7.0, 8.0, and 15.0 all account for portions of
the off-site runoff totaling to 0.34 acres. Two (2) of the twenty-two (22) onsite drainage basins
(sub-basins 19.0 and 20.0) drain overland into Pine Lane and Twenty Mile Road, mimicking
conditions which currently exist onsite. One (1) of the twenty-two (22) drainage basins (sub-
basin 18.0) drains directly into Baldwin Gulch, mimicking conditions which currently exist onsite.
The existing detention pond discharges into Baldwin Guilch.

DRAINAGE DESIGN CRITERIA

REGULATIONS

There are no deviations from the Town of Parker and UDFCD floodplain regulations.
COMPLIANCE WITH TOWN’'S STREAM PRESERVATION STANDARDS

There are no existing stream buffers within the Project area. Baldwin Gulch is preserved with no

drainage upgrades required to maintain compliance with Town of Parker and UDFCD
regulations.

DEVELOPMENT DESIGN CRITERIA REFERENCE AND CONSTRAINTS

The FIRM panel cited in the Major Drainage Basin Description Section shows no portion of the
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Site to be located within the 100-year floodplain. The proposed storm facilities are in compliance
with the Town of Parker Storm Drainage and Environmental Criteria Manual (the “CRITERIA”)
and the Urban Storm Drainage Criteria Manual (the “MANUAL). Site drainage is not
significantly impacted by such constraints as utilities or existing development.

The proposed approach includes pipe flow into an existing detention pond. Additional detail
regarding onsite drainage patterns is provided in the Drainage Facility Design Section.

HYDROLOGIC CRITERIA

The 5-year and 100-year design storm events were used in determining rainfall and runoff for
the proposed drainage system per Table 2.3 of the CRITERIA. Table 5.1 of the CRITERIA is the
source for rainfall data for the 5-year and 100-year design storm events. Design runoff was
calculated using the Rational Method for developed conditions as established in the CRITERIA
and MANUAL. Runoff coefficients for the proposed development were determined using Table
RO-5 of the MANUAL by calculating weighted impervious values for each specific site basin. The
detention storage requirement was calculated using the same method and formulae used by
Kiowa Engineering Corporation in the Parker Auto Plaza FDR.

An existing orifice plate placed in the first bay of a drop box outlet (Figure 2 of the Parker Auto
Plaza FDR, UDFCD, Typical WQCV Outlet Structure Profiles) controls the release rate for the 10-
year event. An orifice plate mounted to the second bay wall of the detention basin outlet structure
controls the 100-year release rate. The release of flow is limited to 3.6 cubic feet per second (cfs)
in the 10-year event and 13.1 cfs in the 100-year event. Flows from this existing detention basin
discharge directly into Baldwin Gulch, and limited modifications (replacing existing orifice plate) to
the existing outlet structure are being proposed.

HYDRAULIC CRITERIA

The proposed drainage facilities are designed in accordance with the CRITERIA and MANUAL.
Floodplain identification was determined using FIRM panels by FEMA and information provided
in the CRITERIA.

Hydrologic and hydraulic calculations are summarized in Appendix D.

DRAINAGE FACILITY DESIGN

GENERAL CONCEPT

The Project consists of interior streets, vacant lots with native seeding, and utility mains
including storm sewer infrastructure intended to convey flows for the phased site development.

The Project provides water quality treatment by means of an existing water quality outlet
structure and detention through an existing surface detention pond for the entirety of the site.
The detention pond outfalls to Baldwin Gulch. Improvements to the pond will consist of a
proposed forebay, trickle channel, and access road.

The Site has been divided into twenty-two (22) sub-basins, sub-basins 1.1 through 20.0, which
represent small sub-basins that are tributary to the adjacent right-of-way and Baldwin Gulch
which mimics current site conditions. Ultimately the developed runoff is conveyed downstream
to the existing detention pond. Further information regarding the basins and drainage patterns
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can be found in Appendix C.

SUB-BASIN DESCRIPTION

Sub-basin 1.1 is 1.43 acres consisting of open lot with assumed imperviousness of 85%. Runoff
will enter Storm Stub 1.1 and be conveyed to Pond 1 through a private underground storm
sewer. The runoff coefficients for this sub-basin are 4.93 and 10.37 for the 5-year and 100-year
storm, respectively. If Storm Stub 1.1 were to plug, the runoff for the basin would flow east onto
sub-basin 9.0 and drain into inlet AO4.

Sub-basin 1.2 is 1.97 acres consisting of open lot with assumed imperviousness of 85%. Runoff
will enter inlet BO1 and be conveyed to Pond 1 through a private underground storm sewer. The
runoff coefficients for this sub-basin are 6.77 and 14.25 for the 5-year and 100-year storm,
respectively. If inlet BO1 were to plug, the runoff for the basin would flow south onto sub-basin
13.0 and drain into inlet BOO.

Sub-basin 2.0 is 0.88 acres consisting of open lot with assumed imperviousness of 85%. Runoff
will enter inlet C00.1 and be conveyed to Pond 1 through a private underground storm sewer.
The runoff coefficients for this sub-basin are 3.00 and 6.33 for the 5-year and 100-year storm,
respectively. If inlet C00.1 were to plug, the runoff for the basin would flow south onto sub-basin
10.0 and drain into inlet COO.

Sub-basin 3.0 is 1.97 acres consisting of open lot with assumed imperviousness of 85%. Runoff
will enter inlet C01.1 and be conveyed to Pond 1 through a private underground storm sewer.
The runoff coefficients for this sub-basin are 6.80 and 14.29 for the 5-year and 100-year storm,
respectively. If inlet C01.1 were to plug, the runoff for the basin would flow south and drain onto
sub-basin 11.0 and drain into inlet CO1.

Sub-basin 4.1 is 1.14 acres consisting of open lot with assumed imperviousness of 85%. Runoff
will enter inlet BO2 and be conveyed to Pond 1 through a private underground storm sewer. The
runoff coefficients for this sub-basin are 3.91 and 8.23 for the 5-year and 100-year storm,
respectively. If inlet BO2 were to plug, the runoff for the basin would flow south onto sub-basin
16.0 and drain to inlet AO1.

Sub-basin 4.2 is 0.77 acres consisting of open lot with assumed imperviousness of 85%. Runoff
will enter Storm Stub 4.2 and be conveyed to Pond 1 through a private underground storm
sewer. The runoff coefficients for this sub-basin are 2.65 and 5.56 for the 5-year and 100-year
storm, respectively. If inlet Storm Stub 4.2 were to plug, the runoff for the basin would flow south
onto sub-basin 14.0 and drain into inlet BO3.

Sub-basin 5.0 is 1.13 acres consisting of open lot with assumed imperviousness of 85%. Runoff
will enter inlet BO5.1 and be conveyed to Pond 1 through a private underground storm sewer.
The runoff coefficients for this sub-basin are 3.89 and 8.18 for the 5-year and 100-year storm,
respectively. If inlet BO5.1 were to plug, the runoff for the basin would flow south onto sub-basin
15 and drain into inlet B0O5.

Sub-basin 6.0 is 2.22 acres consisting of open lot with assumed imperviousness of 85%. Runoff
will enter via a connection to manhole DO1 and be conveyed to Pond 1 through a private
underground storm sewer. The runoff coefficients for this sub-basin are 7.62 and 16.06 for the
5-year and 100-year storm, respectively. If the connection to manhole DO1 were to clog, the
runoff for the basin would flow south directly into Baldwin Gulch.

7 Kimley»Horn



Final Drainage Report, April 2020
Parker and Pine, Parker, CO

Sub-basin 7.0 is 1.02 acres consisting of open lot with assumed imperviousness of 85%. Runoff
will enter inlet BO7.1 and be conveyed to Pond 1 through a private underground storm sewer.
The runoff coefficients for this sub-basin are 3.48 and 7.35 for the 5-year and 100-year storm,
respectively. If inlet BO7.1 were to plug, the runoff for the basin would flow south onto sub-basin
17 and drain into inlet BO8.

Sub-basin 8.0 is 1.94 acres consisting of open lot with assumed imperviousness of 85%. Runoff
will enter inlet B08.1 and be conveyed to Pond 1 through a private underground storm sewer.
The runoff coefficients for this sub-basin are 6.13and 12.90 for the 5-year and 100-year storm,
respectively. If inlet BO8.1 were to plug, the runoff for the basin would flow west onto sub-basin
17 and drain into inlet BO8.

Sub-basin 9.0 is 0.10 acres consisting of streets, curb, and gutter. Runoff will enter inlet A04
and be conveyed to Pond 1 through a private underground storm sewer. The runoff coefficients
for this sub-basin are 0.42 and 0.81 for the 5-year and 100-year storm, respectively. If the inlet
were to plug, the runoff for the basin would flow south onto sub-basin 12 and drain into inlet
A02.

Sub-basin 10.0 is 0.16 acres consisting of streets, curb, and gutter. Runoff will enter inlet CO0
and be conveyed to Pond 1 through a private underground storm sewer. The runoff coefficients
for this sub-basin are 0.65 and 1.26 for the 5-year and 100-year storm, respectively. If inlet CO0
were to plug, the runoff for the basin would flow west onto sub-basin 12 and drain into inlet A02.

Sub-basin 11.0 is 0.21 acres consisting of streets, curb, and gutter. Runoff will enter inlet CO1
and be conveyed to Pond 1 through a private underground storm sewer. The runoff coefficients
for this sub-basin are 0.86 and 1.66 for the 5-year and 100-year storm, respectively. If inlet CO1
were to plug, the runoff for the basin would flow west onto sub-basin 10 and drain into inlet COO.

Sub-basin 12.0 is 0.14 acres consisting of streets, curb, and gutter. Runoff will enter inlet A02
and be conveyed to Pond 1 through a private underground storm sewer. The runoff coefficients
for this sub-basin are 0.57 and 1.09 for the 5-year and 100-year storm, respectively. If inlet AO2
were to plug, the runoff for the basin would flow south into sub-basin 16.0 and drain into inlet
AO01.

Sub-basin 13.0 is 0.08 acres consisting of streets, curb, and gutter. Runoff will enter inlet BOO
and be conveyed to Pond 1 through a private underground storm sewer. The runoff coefficients
for this sub-basin are 0.32 and 0.62 for the 5-year and 100-year storm, respectively. If inlet BOO
were to plug, the runoff for the basin would flow south and west onto sub-basin 19, flowing
offsite following its historic path.

Sub-basin 14.0 is 0.17 acres consisting of streets, curb, and gutter. Runoff will enter inlet BO3
and be conveyed to Pond 1 through a private underground storm sewer. The runoff coefficients
for this sub-basin are 0.67 and 1.30 for the 5-year and 100-year storm, respectively. If inlet BO3
were to plug, the runoff for the basin would flow west onto sub-basin 16.0 and drain into inlet
AO01.

Sub-basin 15.0 is 0.18 acres consisting of streets, curb, and gutter. Runoff will enter inlet BO5
and be conveyed to Pond 1 through a private underground storm sewer. The runoff coefficients
for this sub-basin are 0.72 and 1.40 for the 5-year and 100-year storm, respectively. If inlet BO5
were to plug, the runoff for the basin would flow west onto sub-basin 17 and drain into inlet BO8.

Sub-basin 16.0 is 0.17 acres consisting of streets, curb, and gutter. Runoff will be conveyed to
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inlet AO1 and outfall into Pond 1 through future private underground storm sewer. The runoff
coefficients for this sub-basin are 0.67 and 1.30 for the 5-year and 100-year storm, respectively.
This sub-basin will sheet flow directly into Pond 1.

Sub-basin 17.0 is 0.11 acres consisting of streets, curb, and gutter. Runoff will enter inlet BO8
and be conveyed to Pond 1 through a private underground storm sewer. The runoff coefficients
for this sub-basin are 0.45 and 0.87 for the 5-year and 100-year storm, respectively.

Sub-basin 18.0 is 0.39 acres consisting of landscaping. Runoff will sheet flow to Baldwin Gulch,
following its historic path. The runoff coefficients for this sub-basin are 1.59 and 3.09 for the 5-
year and 100-year storm, respectively.

Sub-basin 19.0 is 0.11 acres consisting of streets, curb, and gutter. Runoff will flow onto Twenty
Mile Road, following its historic path. The runoff coefficients for this sub-basin are 0.45 and 0.88
for the 5-year and 100-year storm, respectively.

Sub-basin 20.0 is 0.03 acres consisting of streets, curb, and gutter. Runoff will flow onto Pine
Lane, following its historic path. The runoff coefficients for this sub-basin are 0.11 and 0.22 for
the 5-year and 100-year storm, respectively.

Runoff from the proposed development will generally be collected by means of curb and gutter
in the paved driveways and access roads within each delineated basin area. The runoff
collected from each basin will be conveyed to the existing detention pond at the southwest
corner of the Site. The controlled stormwater release from the detention and water quality
structures will be conveyed through the existing outlet structure into Baldwin Guich.

There are two (2) drainage basins (0.14 acres) of the Project Site that drain off-site, following
their historic paths. Sub-basins 19.0 & 20.0 drain into the adjacent right-of way to the North and
West. These drainage basins represent the landscape area between the perimeter buildings
and the adjacent roadways (Twenty Mile Road to the west and Pine Lane to the north).

DETAINED SUB-BASINS

Sub-Basins 1.1 - 18.0

Sub-basins 1.1-18.0 are bound between Twenty Mile Road, Pine Lane and Baldwin Gulch.
Some sub-basins being detained on-site include a total of 0.34 acres of off-site runoff. Sub-
basins 3.0, 5.0, 7.0, 8.0, and 15.0 all account for portions of the off-site runoff being detained
on-site. Each sub-basin contains a combination of paved areas, landscaping and streets.
Overland flows will be directed to catch basins throughout the site. Curb inlets and grate inlets
have been designed to accommodate the 100-yr storm. The landscaping areas overland flow to
grate inlets or curb and gutter within each respective sub-basin. Runoff from the sub-basins is
conveyed through an underground storm sewer system to the existing detention pond on the
southwest corner of the site.

Refer to Table 1 for a summary of areas and post-development flows for the detained sub-
basins.
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Table 1. Runoff Summary for All Detained Sub-Basins

Runoff Summary
BASIN ID AREA Qs Q100
Ac CES CES
1.1 1.43 4,93 10.37
1.2 1.97 6.77 14.25
2.0 0.88 3.00 6.33
3.0 1.97 6.80 14.29
4.1 1.14 3.91 8.23
4.2 0.77 2.65 5.56
5.0 1.13 3.89 8.18
6.0 2.22 7.62 16.06
7.0 1.02 3.48 7.35
8.0 1.94 6.13 12.90
9.0 0.10 0.42 0.81
10.0 0.16 0.65 1.26
11.0 0.21 0.86 1.66
12.0 0.14 0.57 1.09
13.0 0.08 0.32 0.62
14.0 0.17 0.67 1.30
15.0 0.18 0.72 1.40
16.0 0.17 0.67 1.30
17.0 0.11 0.45 0.87
18.0 0.39 1.59 3.09

UNDETAINED SUB-BASINS

Sub-Basins 19.0, and 20.0

Sub-basins 19.0, and 20.0 are a total of 0.14 acres in size and are not detained. These sub-
basins follow their historic flows onto the public right of way and into Baldwin Gulch.

Table 2. Runoff Summary for Undetained Sub-Basins

Runoff Summary
BASIN AREA Qs Q100
ID Ac CFS CFS
190 0.11 0.45 0.88
0.0 0.03 0.11 0.22
10
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PARKER AUTO PLAZA FINAL DRAINAGE REPORT COMPLIANCE

The Parker Auto Plaza Final Drainage Report, dated July 12, 2004 was prepared as part of the
Parker Auto Plaza Development by Kiowa Engineering Corporation.

The FDR extended detention basin is sized to store 15.45 acres of a proposed 95% impervious
site. The Project extended detention basin will actually detain 15.81 acres of the proposed 85%
impervious site.

The existing detention basin was sized based on a required 10-year and 100-year capacity of
2.06 ac-ft and 2.97 ac-ft, respectively. The Project site only requires 1.26 ac-ft and 2.13 ac-ft for
the 10-year and 100-year capacities, respectively. The Project's required volumes were
calculated to include WQCV capture volume. Based on this approach, the drainage design
provided for the Project is in keeping with the Parker Auto Plaza FDR. Appendix D5 shows the
calculations for the required 10-year and 100-year storage capacities for proposed development
configuration.

FLOODPLAIN DEVELOPMENT PERMIT

A floodplain development permit from the Town of Parker is not required.
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION CRITERIA

GENERAL

The Site is influenced by Baldwin Gulch. Baldwin Gulch is in the Town of Parker and Urban
Drainage and Flood Control District jurisdictions. No impacts to threatened or endangered
species are anticipated as a result of the Project, and the Project is understood to comply with
the State and Federal environmental permitting regulations.

CONSTRUCTION BMP PLAN

Construction BMPs will be used throughout the redevelopment of the Site in order to comply
with section 8.2 of the CRITERIA. Construction BMPs implemented onsite include temporary
sediment basins, diversion ditches, silt fence and construction fence around the perimeter of the
Site, vehicle tracking control, and a concrete washout area. The full list of construction BMPs to
be implemented is shown on sheets C3.0- C3.11 of the Project’s Civil Construction Documents.

PERMANENT BMP PLAN

The permanent plan to implement BMPs was designed in accordance with section 8.3 of the
CRITERIA. For this Tier 3 redevelopment according to the CRITERIA, the primary permanent
BMP that will be implemented is the existing detention pond for the Site drainage. The pond will
satisfy the requirements for the permanent BMPs onsite.
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CONCLUSIONS

COMPLIANCE WITH STANDARDS

The drainage design presented within this report conforms to the Town of Parker Storm
Drainage and Environmental Criteria Manual. The major drainageway in the area, Baldwin
Gulch, will not be adversely affected by the Project, and the Project meets Urban Drainage and
Flood Control District requirements.

DRAINAGE CONCEPT

The drainage design discussed herein effectively controls the storm runoff from the Project by
conveying developed runoff to the detention pond at the southwest portion of the Site. The
proposed 10-year and 100-year volume requirements fall below the Parker Auto Plaza FDR’s
10-year and 100-year volume requirements, to which the existing detention pond was designed.
The existing outlet structure and release rates will not be modified as part of the proposed
development. The released drainage from the pond is carried through a storm sewer and
outfalls into Baldwin Guich.

SEDIMENT AND EROSION CONTROL CONCEPT

The Construction BMP plans are designed to prevent erosion within the Site during and after
construction. BMPs are in place to prevent erosion during construction including a temporary
sediment basin, diversion ditch, silt fence around the perimeter of the Site, vehicle tracking
control, and a concrete washout area. The forebay structure will prevent erosion at the bottom
of the pond. Furthermore, the proposed concrete trickle channels within the pond will prevent
erosion in the permanent condition.
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Hydrologic Soil Group—Castle Rock Area, Colorado
(Web Soil Survey)
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Hydrologic Soil Group—Castle Rock Area, Colorado

(Web Soil Survey)
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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 B 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 Web Soil Survey 7/5/2017

=== Conservation Service National Cooperative Soil Survey Page 3 of 4



Hydrologic Soil Group—Castle Rock Area, Colorado Web Soil Survey

Rating Options

Aggregation Method: Dominant Condition
Component Percent Cutoff: None Specified
Tie-break Rule: Higher

UsDA  Natural Resources Web Soil Survey 7/5/2017
== Conservation Service National Cooperative Soil Survey Page 4 of 4
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TOWN OF PARKER STORM DRAINAGE AND ENVIRONMENTAL CRITERIA MANUAL

5. HYDROLOGIC CRITERIA

5.1 INTRODUCTION

This section presents the criteria and methodology for determining storm runoff design peaks and
volumes to be used in the Town of Parker for preparation of storm drainage plans and facility design. In
general, hydrologic analysis of the initial and major storm events for both the historic and fully
developed site conditions is required. In addition to the hydrologic analysis for a site, a hydrologic
analysis should be performed for all off site basins that impact the proposed site. The Town of Parker
adopts procedures prescribed by the Urban Drainage and Flood Control District (UDFCD) for
performing hydrologic analysis. These procedures may be found in the Rainfall and Runoff sections of
the MANUAL. Standards and technical criteria found in the MANUAL should be followed except
where superseded by specific requirements of this manual.

5.2 DESIGN RAINFALL

For any storm runoff technique, design rainfall must first be established. The design rainfall data to be
used for the Town of Parker were obtained from NOAA Atlas 2, Precipitation— Frequency Atlas of the
Western United States, Volume IlI- Colorado. The design storm events developed and utilized are the
same as those used by UDFCD.

The one-hour point rainfall depths for different frequency events are shown in Table 5.1 herein.
Rainfall intensity as a function of the one-hour point rainfall and the time of concentration can be
approximated by the following equation which appears in the MANUAL as Equation RA-5.

1= (28.5P,)/(10+t,)" 7

Where, 1= rainfall intensity (in/hr)
P; = one-hour point rainfall depth (in)
t. = time of concentration (min)

Graphical presentation of the equation is shown as the Time-Intensity-Frequency curves in Figure 5.1
herein. Rainfall intensity for use in the Rational Method may be taken from Figure 5.1 or calculated
using the equation.

SECTION 5. HYDROLOGIC CRITERIA 5-1 2014



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 5-2 2014
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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 VVolume 1
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2" MIN FROM EDGE OF PLATE
ORIFICE DIAMETER: 6"

INV: 577717

N

— PROVIDE CONTINUOUS NEOPRENE
GASKET BETWEEN ORIFICE PLATE
AND STRUCTURE
\11"X10.1" ORIFICE

INV: 5776.87

MODIFIED ORIFICE PLATE
N.T.S.

EXISTING 12"X12” ORIFIGE PLATE — [ ===
TO BE REMOVED AND REPLACED

FINISHED GRADE
EMERGENCY SPILLWAY = 5784.20

100=YR WSF =

EURV WSE = 5782.97 y M

4

84 U'!

5778.30
(4) #4 REBAR

REBAR REINFORCEMENT IS ONLY REQUIRED FOR
FOREBAYS WITH WALL HEIGHTS GREATER THAN 8”
2. REFER TO PLAN FOR WALL HEIGHT (H)

FOREBAY WALL SECTION TYPICAL DETAIL

CONTINUOUS PERMANENT WSEY _— | e

SPACED 9” O.C. = 57477.97 -
\—EXIS'HNG

OUTLET PIPE

5775.47

MICROPOOL
N.T.S.

N

NTS

Know what's below.
o Call before you dig.
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Final Drainage Report, April 2020
Parker and Pine, Parker, CO

APPENDIX D - RATIONAL METHOD CALCULATIONS, INLET CALCULATIONS

6 Kimley»Horn



Job No. 096502001

Parker Pine Retail

Parker, CO

Rainfall Intensity

IDF - Intensity, Duration, Frequency Data
Time Intensity Frequency Tabulation

TIME

Note:

Intensity values utilized as published within the Town of Parker

2YR
3.36
3.19
3.04
291
2.79
2.68
2.58
2.49
2.40
2.32
2.25
2.18
2.12
2.06
2.00
1.95
1.90
1.85
1.81
1.76
1.73
1.69
1.65
1.62
1.58
1.55
1.52
1.49
1.47
1.44
1.42
1.39
1.37
1.35
1.32
1.30
1.28
1.26
1.25
1.23
1.21
1.19
1.18
1.16
1.14
1.13
1.11
1.10
1.09
1.07
1.06
1.05
1.04
1.02
1.01
1.00

5YR
4.71
4.48
4.27
4.09
3.92
3.76
3.62
3.49
3.37
3.26
3.16
3.06
2.97
2.89
2.81
2.73
2.66
2.60
2.54
2.48
2.42
2.37
2.32
2.27
2.22
2.18
2.14
2.10
2.06
2.02
1.99
1.95
1.92
1.89
1.86
1.83
1.80
1.77
1.75
1.72
1.70
1.67
1.65
1.63
1.61
1.59
1.57
1.55
1.53
151
1.49
1.47
1.45
1.44
1.42
1.40

10 YR
5.56
5.29
5.04
4.82
4.62
4.44
4.27
4.12
3.98
3.84
3.72
3.61
3.50
3.41
3.31
3.23
3.14
3.07
2.99
2.92
2.86
2.80
2.74
2.68
2.62
2.57
2.52
2.48
2.43
2.39
2.35
231
2.27
2.23
2.19
2.16
2.13
2.09
2.06
2.03
2.00
1.98
1.95
1.92
1.90
1.87
1.85
1.82
1.80
1.78
1.76
1.74
1.72
1.70
1.68
1.66

Storm Drainage Criteria Manual, Table 5.1

KADEN_Civil\096502001 - Mixed Use Parker Rd\_Project Files\Eng\Drainage\2019_0715 - CIA Calcs.xls

100 YR

8.82
8.38
7.99
7.64
7.32
7.03
6.77
6.53
6.30
6.09
5.90
5.72
5.56
5.40
5.25
511
4.98
4.86
4.75
4.64
4.53
4.43
4.34
4.25
4.16
4.08
4.00
3.93
3.85
3.78
3.72
3.66
3.59
3.53
3.48
3.42
3.37
3.32
3.27
3.22
3.18
3.13
3.09
3.05
3.01
2.97
2.93
2.89
2.85
2.82
2.79
2.75
2.72
2.69
2.66
2.63

11/5/2019
9:47 AM
Calculated By: EZ



Job No. 096502001

TIME

KADEN_Civil\096502001 - Mixed Use Parker Rd\_Project Files\Eng\Drainage\2019_0715 - CIA Calcs.xls

Parker Pine Retail

Time Intensity Frequency Tabulation

2YR
3.36
3.19
3.04
291
2.79
2.68
2.58
2.49
2.40
2.32
2.25
2.18
2.12
2.06
2.00
1.95
1.90
1.85
1.81
1.76
1.73
1.69
1.65
1.62
1.58
1.55
1.52
1.49
1.47
1.44
1.42
1.39
1.37
1.35
1.32
1.30
1.28
1.26
1.25
1.23
1.21
1.19
1.18
1.16
1.14
1.13
1.11
1.10
1.09
1.07
1.06
1.05
1.04
1.02
1.01
1.00

Parker, CO

5YR
4.71
4.48
4.27
4.09
3.92
3.76
3.62
3.49
3.37
3.26
3.16
3.06
2.97
2.89
2.81
2.73
2.66
2.60
2.54
2.48
2.42
2.37
2.32
2.27
2.22
2.18
2.14
2.10
2.06
2.02
1.99
1.95
1.92
1.89
1.86
1.83
1.80
1.77
1.75
1.72
1.70
1.67
1.65
1.63
1.61
1.59
1.57
1.55
1.53
151
1.49
1.47
1.45
1.44
1.42
1.40

10 YR
5.56
5.29
5.04
4.82
4.62
4.44
4.27
4.12
3.98
3.84
3.72
3.61
3.50
3.41
3.31
3.23
3.14
3.07
2.99
2.92
2.86
2.80
2.74
2.68
2.62
2.57
2.52
2.48
2.43
2.39
2.35
231
2.27
2.23
2.19
2.16
2.13
2.09
2.06
2.03
2.00
1.98
1.95
1.92
1.90
1.87
1.85
1.82
1.80
1.78
1.76
1.74
1.72
1.70
1.68
1.66

100 YR

8.82
8.38
7.99
7.64
7.32
7.03
6.77
6.53
6.30
6.09
5.90
5.72
5.56
5.40
5.25
511
4.98
4.86
4.75
4.64
4.53
4.43
4.34
4.25
4.16
4.08
4.00
3.93
3.85
3.78
3.72
3.66
3.59
3.53
3.48
3.42
3.37
3.32
3.27
3.22
3.18
3.13
3.09
3.05
3.01
2.97
2.93
2.89
2.85
2.82
2.79
2.75
2.72
2.69
2.66
2.63

11/5/2019
9:47 AM
Calculated By: EZ



Job No. 096502001

BASIN IMPERVIOUSNESS AND RUNOFF COEFFICIENT

Parker Pine Retail
Parker, CO

11/5/2019
9:48 AM
Calculated By: KR

KADEN_Civil\096502001 - Mixed Use Parker Rd\_Project Files\Eng\Drainagel2019_0715 - CIA Calcsxls

Landuse | C, Cs Cio Cioo
Landscape 2% 0.01 0.01 0.07 0.44
Roof 90% 0.74 0.76 0.78 0.84
Streets/Drives and Walks 100% 0.84 0.86 0.86 0.89
All Basins
Basin AroTaL ArotaL ALanDsCAPE ArooF ASTREETSIDRIVES
Designation (AC) (SF) (SF) (SF) ewaks(SF) | weieHTeD Cz Cs Cio  [SIGN PO INLET
1.1 1.43 62,381 9,500 0 52,881 85% 0.71 0.73 0.82
1.2 1.97 85,635 13,000 0 72,635 85% 0.71 0.73 0.82
2.0 0.88 38,143 6,000 0 32,143 85% 0.71 0.73 0.82
3.0 1.97 85,881 13,000 0 72,881 85% 0.71 0.73 0.82
4.1 1.14 49,452 7,500 0 41,952 85% 0.71 0.73 0.82
4.2 0.77 33,396 5,000 0 28,396 85% 0.72 0.73 0.82
5.0 1.13 49,201 7,500 0 41,701 85% 0.71 0.73 0.82
6.0 2.22 96,743 15,000 0 81,743 85% 0.71 0.73 0.82
7.0 1.02 44,356 7,000 0 37,356 85% 0.71 0.73 0.82
8.0 1.94 84,345 13,000 0 71,345 85% 0.71 0.73 0.82
9.0 0.10 4,470 0 0 4,470 100% 0.84 0.86 0.89
10.0 0.16 6,975 0 0 6,975 100% 0.84 0.86 0.89
11.0 0.21 9,219 0 0 9,219 100% 0.84 0.86 0.89
12.0 0.14 6,073 0 0 6,073 100% 0.84 0.86 0.89
13.0 0.08 3,465 0 0 3,465 100% 0.84 0.86 0.89
14.0 0.17 7,207 0 0 7,207 100% 0.84 0.86 0.89
15.0 0.18 7,746 0 0 7,746 100% 0.84 0.86 0.89
16.0 0.17 7,231 0 0 7,231 100% 0.84 0.86 0.89
17.0 0.11 4,854 0 0 4,854 100% 0.84 0.86 0.89
18.0 0.39 17,130 0 0 17,130 100% 0.84 0.86 0.89
19.0 0.11 4,871 0 0 4,871 100% 0.84 0.86 0.89
20.0 0.03 1,228 0 0 1,228 100% 0.84 0.86 0.89
16.30 710,001 96,500 - 613,501 87% 0.73 0.74 0.83
Detained Basins
Basin AroTaL AroTaL ALanDSCAPE Aroor ADRIVES & WALKS | c c c
Designation (AC) (SF) (SF) (SF) (SF) WEIGHTED 2 5 100
1 1.43 62,381 9,500 0 52,881 85% 0.71 0.73 0.82
2 1.97 85,635 13,000 0 72,635 85% 0.71 0.73 0.82
3 0.88 38,143 6,000 0 32,143 85% 0.71 0.73 0.82
4 1.97 85,881 13,000 0 72,881 85% 0.71 0.73 0.82
5 1.14 49,452 7,500 0 41,952 85% 0.71 0.73 0.82
6 0.77 33,396 5,000 0 28,396 85% 0.72 0.73 0.82
7 1.13 49,201 7,500 0 41,701 85% 0.71 0.73 0.82
8 2.22 96,743 15,000 0 81,743 85% 0.71 0.73 0.82
9 1.02 44,356 7,000 0 37,356 85% 0.71 0.73 0.82
10 1.94 84,345 13,000 0 71,345 85% 0.71 0.73 0.82
11 0.10 4,470 0 0 4,470 100% 0.84 0.86 0.89
12 0.16 6,975 0 0 6,975 100% 0.84 0.86 0.89
13 0.21 9,219 0 0 9,219 100% 0.84 0.86 0.89
14 0.14 6,073 0 0 6,073 100% 0.84 0.86 0.89
15 0.08 3,465 0 0 3,465 100% 0.84 0.86 0.89
16 0.17 7,207 0 0 7,207 100% 0.84 0.86 0.89
17 0.18 7,746 0 0 7,746 100% 0.84 0.86 0.89
18 0.39 17,130 0 0 17,130 100% 0.84 0.86 0.89
15.88 691,818 96,500 - 595,318 86% 0.72 0.74 0.83
Undetained Basins
Basin ArotaL ArotaL ALanpscaPE Aroor ADRIVES & WALKS | c c c
Designation (AC) (SF) (SF) (SF) (SF) WEIGHTED 2 5 100
19 0.11 4,871 0 0 4,871 100% 0.84 0.86 0.89
20 0.03 1,228 0 0 1,228 100% 0.84 0.86 0.89
0.14 6,099 - - 6,099 100% 0.84 0.86 0.89



Job No. 096502001

Parker Pine Retail
Parker, CO

Time of Concentration

11/5/2019
9:48 AM
Calculated By: KR

INITIAL / OVERLAND TIME TRAVEL TIME T(c) CHECK
SUB-BASIN DATA 0 T (URBA(N?ZED BASINS) | FINAL
DESIGN DRAIN AREA AREA NRCS | C(5) || Length Slope T() Length Slope |Coefficient Velocity T() T(c) | TOTAL |L/180+10 (M(I?\i)
POINT BASIN SF AC Soil Type % FT % MIN FT % FPS MIN (MIN) | LENGTH
11 11 62,381 1.43 B 85% 0.73 45 2.0% 3.6 - - 20 0.0 0.0 5.0 45 10.3 5.0
1.2 1.2 85,635 197 85% 0.73 41 21.0% 1.6 450 3.1% 15 2.6 2.8 5.0 491 12.7 5.0
2.0 2.0 38,143 0.88 B 85% 0.73 40 5.6% 24 60 3.3% 20 3.6 0.3 5.0 100 10.6 5.0
3.0 3.0 85,881 197 B 85% 0.73 69 4.3% 35 97 1.3% 20 2.2 0.7 5.0 166 10.9 5.0
4.1 4.1 49,452 1.14 B 85% 0.73 170 7.0% 4.6 50 2.7% 20 33 0.3 5.0 220 11.2 5.0
4.2 4.2 33,396 0.77 B 85% 0.73 93 9.2% 3.1 163 3.7% 20 3.8 0.7 5.0 256 114 5.0
5.0 5.0 49,201 1.13 B 85% 0.73 0 0.0% 230 1.0% 21 21 1.8 5.0 230 11.3 5.0
6.0 6.0 96,743 2.22 B 85% 0.73 50 2.0% 3.8 150 3.0% 20 35 0.7 5.0 200 11.1 5.0
7.0 7.0 44,356 1.02 B 85% 0.73 35 1.5% 35 105 2.0% 20 2.8 0.6 5.0 140 10.8 5.0
8.0 8.0 84,345 1.94 B 85% 0.73 100 1.0% 6.8 10 15.0% 20 7.7 0.0 6.8 110 10.6 6.8
9.0 9.0 4,470 0.10 B 100% 0.86 101 101.0% 0.9 11 115.0% 21 225 0.0 5.0 112 10.6 5.0
10.0 10.0 6,975 0.16 B 100% | 0.86 75 5.0% 2.2 130 2.5% 20 3.2 0.7 5.0 205 11.1 5.0
11.0 11.0 9,219 0.21 B 100% | 0.86 45 4.3% 1.8 500 3.6% 20 3.8 22 5.0 545 13.0 5.0
12.0 12.0 6,073 0.14 B 100% | 0.86 100 1.0% 4.4 10 15.0% 20 7.7 0.0 5.0 110 10.6 5.0
13.0 13.0 3,465 0.08 B 100% 0.86 101 101.0% 0.9 11 115.0% 21 225 0.0 5.0 112 10.6 5.0
14.0 14.0 7,207 0.17 B 100% | 0.86 63 2.0% 2.8 98 0.7% 20 1.7 1.0 5.0 161 10.9 5.0
15.0 15.0 7,746 0.18 B 100% | 0.86 35 17.0% | 1.0 72 1.2% 20 2.2 05 5.0 107 10.6 5.0
16.0 16.0 7,231 0.17 B 100% 0.86 90 15.0% 1.7 50 3.0% 20 35 0.2 5.0 140 10.8 5.0
17.0 17.0 4,854 0.11 B 100% | 0.86 90 15.0% 1.7 51 3.0% 20 35 0.2 5.0 141 10.8 5.0
18.0 18.0 17,130 0.39 B 100% 0.86 90 15.0% 1.7 52 3.0% 20 35 0.3 5.0 142 10.8 5.0
19.0 19.0 4,871 0.11 B 100% | 0.86 90 15.0% | 1.7 53 3.0% 20 35 0.3 5.0 143 10.8 5.0
20.0 20.0 1,228 0.03 B 100% 0.86 90 15.0% 1.7 54 3.0% 20 35 0.3 5.0 144 10.8 5.0
Watercourse Coefficient
Forest & Meadow 25
Fallow or Cultivation 5.0
Short Grass Pasture & Lawns 7.0
Nearly Bare Ground 10.0
Grassed Waterway 15.0
Paved Area and Shallow Gutter 20.0
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Job No. 096502001

CIA Runoff Calculations

Parker Pine Retail

Parker, CO

2-Year Design Storm Runoff Calculations

(Rational Method Procedure)

3/11/2020
6:03 PM
Calculated By: DLS

BASIN INFORMATION

DIRECT RUNOFF

TOTAL RUNOFF

DESIGN DRAIN [ AREA|RUNOFF T(c) CxA | Q T(c) SUM | Q REMARKS
POINT BASIN Ac | COEFF Min In/Hr CFS Min CxA In/Hr CFS
1 1.1 1.43 0.71 5.0 1.02 3.36 3.43 5.0 1.02 3.4 3.43
1 1.2 1.97 0.71 5.0 1.40 3.36 4.71 5.0 2.4 3.4 8.14
1 2.0 0.88 0.71 5.0 0.62 3.36 2.09 5.0 3.0 3.4 10.23
1 3.0 1.97 0.71 5.0 141 3.36 4.73 5.0 4.5 3.4 14.96
1 4.1 1.14 0.71 5.0 0.81 3.36 2.72 5.0 5.3 3.4 17.68
1 4.2 0.77 0.72 5.0 0.549 3.36 1.84 5.0 5.8 3.4 19.53
1 5.0 1.13 0.71 5.0 0.806 3.36 2.71 5.0 6.6 3.4 22.23
1 6.0 2.22 0.71 5.0 1.580 3.36 5.30 5.0 8.2 3.4 27.54
1 7.0 1.02 0.71 5.0 0.722 3.36 2.42 5.0 8.9 3.4 29.96
1 8.0 1.94 0.71 6.8 1.379 3.09 4.26 5.0 10.3 3.4 34.59
1 9.0 0.10 0.84 5.0 0.086 3.36 0.29 5.0 10.4 3.4 34.88
1 10.0 0.16 0.84 5.0 0.135 3.36 0.45 5.0 10.5 3.4 35.33
1 11.0 0.21 0.84 5.0 0.178 3.36 0.60 5.0 10.7 3.4 35.93
1 12.0 0.14 0.84 5.0 0.117 3.36 0.39 5.0 10.8 3.4 36.32
1 13.0 0.08 0.84 5.0 0.067 3.36 0.22 5.0 10.9 3.4 36.55
1 14.0 0.17 0.84 5.0 0.139 3.36 0.47 5.0 11.0 3.4 37.01
1 15.0 0.18 0.84 5.0 0.149 3.36 0.50 5.0 11.2 3.4 37.51
1 16.0 0.17 0.84 5.0 0.139 3.36 0.47 5.0 11.3 3.4 37.98
1 17.0 0.11 0.84 5.0 0.094 3.36 0.31 5.0 11.4 3.4 38.30
1 18.0 0.39 0.84 5.0 0.330 3.36 111 5.0 11.7 3.4 39.41
1 19.0 0.11 0.84 5.0 0.094 3.36 0.32 5.0 11.8 3.4 39.72
1 20.0 0.03 0.84 5.0 0.024 3.36 0.08 5.0 11.9 3.4 39.80
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Job No. 096502001

Parker Pine Retail

Parker, CO

5-Year Design Storm Runoff Calculations

(Rational Method Procedure)

3/11/2020
6:03 PM
Calculated By: DLS

BASIN INFORMATION

DIRECT RUNOFF

TOTAL RUNOFF

DESIGN DRAIN [ AREA|[RUNOFF T(c) CxA | Q T(c) SUM | Q REMARKS
POINT BASIN Ac | COEFF Min In/Hr CFS Min CxA In/Hr CFS
1 1.1 1.43 0.73 5.0 1.05 4.71 4.93 5.0 1.05 4.7 4.93
1 1.2 1.97 0.73 5.0 1.44 4.71 6.77 5.0 2.5 4.7 11.71
1 2.0 0.88 0.73 5.0 0.64 4.71 3.00 5.0 3.1 4.7 14.71
1 3.0 1.97 0.73 5.0 1.44 4.71 6.80 5.0 4.6 4.7 21.50
1 4.1 1.14 0.73 5.0 0.83 4.71 3.91 5.0 5.4 4.7 25.42
1 4.2 0.77 0.73 5.0 0.56 4.71 2.65 5.0 6.0 4.7 28.07
1 5.0 1.13 0.73 5.0 0.83 4.71 3.89 5.0 6.8 4.7 31.96
1 6.0 2.22 0.73 5.0 1.62 4.71 7.62 5.0 8.4 4.7 39.58
1 7.0 1.02 0.73 5.0 0.74 4.71 3.48 5.0 9.1 4.7 43.06
1 8.0 1.94 0.73 6.8 141 4.34 6.13 5.0 10.5 4.7 49.72
1 9.0 0.10 0.86 5.0 0.09 4.71 0.42 5.0 10.6 4.7 50.14
1 10.0 0.16 0.86 5.0 0.14 4.71 0.65 5.0 10.8 4.7 50.79
1 11.0 0.21 0.86 5.0 0.18 4.71 0.86 5.0 11.0 4.7 51.64
1 12.0 0.14 0.86 5.0 0.12 4.71 0.57 5.0 11.1 4.7 52.21
1 13.0 0.08 0.86 5.0 0.07 4.71 0.32 5.0 11.1 4.7 52.53
1 14.0 0.17 0.86 5.0 0.14 4.71 0.67 5.0 11.3 4.7 53.20
1 15.0 0.18 0.86 5.0 0.15 4.71 0.72 5.0 11.4 4.7 53.92
1 16.0 0.17 0.86 5.0 0.14 4.71 0.67 5.0 11.6 4.7 54.60
1 17.0 0.11 0.86 5.0 0.10 4.71 0.45 5.0 11.7 4.7 55.05
1 18.0 0.39 0.86 5.0 0.34 4.71 1.59 5.0 12.0 4.7 56.64
1 19.0 0.11 0.86 5.0 0.10 4.71 0.45 5.0 12.1 4.7 57.10
1 20.0 0.03 0.86 5.0 0.02 4.71 0.11 5.0 12.1 4.7 57.21
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Job No.

096502001

100-Year Design Storm Runoff Calculations
(Rational Method Procedure)

Parker Pine Retail

Parker, CO

3/11/2020
6:03 PM
Calculated By: DLS

BASIN INFORMATION

DIRECT RUNOFF

TOTAL RUNOFF

DESIGN DRAIN [ AREA|[RUNOFF T(c) CxA | Q T(c) SUM | Q REMARKS
POINT BASIN Ac | COEFF Min In/Hr CFS Min CxA In/Hr CFS
1 1.1 1.43 0.82 5.0 1.18 8.82 10.37 5.0 1.18 8.8 10.37
1 1.2 1.97 0.82 5.0 1.62 8.82 14.25 5.0 2.8 8.8 24.62
1 2.0 0.88 0.82 5.0 0.72 8.82 6.33 5.0 3.5 8.8 30.95
1 3.0 1.97 0.82 5.0 1.62 8.82 14.29 5.0 5.1 8.8 45.24
1 4.1 1.14 0.82 5.0 0.93 8.82 8.23 5.0 6.1 8.8 53.46
1 4.2 0.77 0.82 5.0 0.631 8.82 5.56 5.0 6.7 8.8 59.03
1 5.0 1.13 0.82 5.0 0.928 8.82 8.18 5.0 7.6 8.8 67.21
1 6.0 2.22 0.82 5.0 1.822 8.82 16.06 5.0 9.4 8.8 83.27
1 7.0 1.02 0.82 5.0 0.834 8.82 7.35 5.0 10.3 8.8 90.63
1 8.0 1.94 0.82 6.8 1.589 8.12 12.90 5.0 11.9 8.8 104.64
1 9.0 0.10 0.89 5.0 0.091 8.82 0.81 5.0 12.0 8.8 105.44
1 10.0 0.16 0.89 5.0 0.143 8.82 1.26 5.0 12.1 8.8 106.70
1 11.0 0.21 0.89 5.0 0.188 8.82 1.66 5.0 12.3 8.8 108.36
1 12.0 0.14 0.89 5.0 0.124 8.82 1.09 5.0 12.4 8.8 109.46
1 13.0 0.08 0.89 5.0 0.071 8.82 0.62 5.0 12.5 8.8 110.08
1 14.0 0.17 0.89 5.0 0.147 8.82 1.30 5.0 12.6 8.8 111.38
1 15.0 0.18 0.89 5.0 0.158 8.82 1.40 5.0 12.8 8.8 112.78
1 16.0 0.17 0.89 5.0 0.148 8.82 1.30 5.0 12.9 8.8 114.08
1 17.0 0.11 0.89 5.0 0.099 8.82 0.87 5.0 13.0 8.8 114.95
1 18.0 0.39 0.89 5.0 0.350 8.82 3.09 5.0 13.4 8.8 118.04
1 19.0 0.11 0.89 5.0 0.100 8.82 0.88 5.0 135 8.8 118.92
1 20.0 0.03 0.89 5.0 0.025 8.82 0.22 5.0 135 8.8 119.14

K:ADEN_Civil\096502001 - Mixed Use Parker Rd\_Project Files\Eng\Drainage\2019_0715 - CIA Calcs.xls




DETENTION BASIN STAGE-STORAGE TABLE BUILD

MHFD-Detention, Version 4.02 (February 2020)

Project: Parker Mixed-Use - Parker and Pine

Basin ID:

o -
] T vt
T

00-vEAS
ZONE 1 AND 2 ORIFicE

PERMANENT. oRIFICES
pook. Example Zone Configuration (Retention Pond)

Watershed Information
Selected BMP Type = EDB
Watershed Area = 15.95 acres
Watershed Length = 1,100 ft Note: Lc/L Ratio > 0.9
Watershed Length to Centroid = 5,500 ft Lec /L Ratio=5
Watershed Slope = 0.030 ft/ft
Watershed Imperviousness =| 85.00% |percent
Percentage Hydrologic Soil Group A =|  0.0% |percent
Percentage Hydrologic Soil Group B =|  100.0% |percent
Percentage Hydrologic Soil Groups C/D =| ~ 0.0% |percent
Target WQCV Drain Time = 40.0 hours

Location for 1-hr Rainfall Depths = Parker - Town Hall

After providing required inputs above including 1-hour rainfall
depths, click ‘Run CUHP' to generate runoff hydrographs using

the embedded Colorado Urban Hydrograph Procedure Optional User Overrides

Depth Increment =

Gptional Gptional

Stage - Storage Stage | Override | Length Width Area | Override | Area Volume | Volume
Description (ft) stage (ft) (ft) (ft) (ft) | Area(ft?) | (acre) (ft%) (ac-ft)

Top of Micropool - 0.00 - - - 88 0.002

5778 - 1.00 - - - 981 0.023 535 0.012
5779 - 2.00 - - - 8,866 0.204 5,458 0125
5780 - 3.00 - - - 18,678 0.429 19,230 0.441
5781 - 4.00 - - - 23,807 0547 40,473 0.929
5782 - 5.00 - - - 27,251 0.626 66,002 1515
5783 - 6.00 - - - 30717 | 0.705 94,986 2181
5784 7.00 - - - 35001 | 0804 | 127,845 | 2.935

Water Quality Capture Volume (WQCV) =|  0.481  |acre-feet acre-feet
Excess Urban Runoff Volume (EURV) =|  1.512 |acre-feet acre-feet
2yr Runoff Volume (P1=0.99in) =| 1094 |acre-feet 099 |inches
5-yr Runoff Volume (P1=1.39in) =| 1632 |acre-feet 139 |inches
10-yr Runoff Volume (P1=1.64in.) =| 1.976 |acre-feet 164 |inches
25-yr Runoff Volume (PL=1.98in.) =| 2.479 |acre-feet 198 |inches
50-yr Runoff Volume (P1=2.31in.) =| 2950 |acre-feet 231 |inches
100-yr Runoff Volume (PL=2.6in.) =| 3.380 |acre-feet 260 |inches
500-yr Runoff Volume (PL=3.08in.) =| 4.070 |acre-feet inches
Approximate 2-yr Detention Volume =|  1.003 |acre-feet
Approximate 5-yr Detention Volume =| 1465 |acre-feet
Approximate 10-yr Detention Volume =|  1.826 _|acre-feet
Approximate 25-yr Detention Volume =|  2.067 |acre-feet
Approximate 50-yr Detention Volume =|  2.225 |acre-feet
Approximate 100-yr Detention Volume =|  2.339 _|acre-feet

Define Zones and Basin Geometry

Zone 1 Volume (WQCV) =| 0481 |acre-feet
Zone 2 Volume (EURV - Zone 1) =|  1.031 |acre-feet
Zone 3 Volume (100-year - Zones 1&2) =|  0.826 |acre-feet
Total Detention Basin Volume =|  2.339 |acre-feet
Initial Surcharge Volume (ISV) =|  user |it®
Initial Surcharge Depth (1SD) =|  user |t
Total Available Detention Depth (Hiora) =|  user |t
Depth of Trickle Channel (Hr) =|  user |t
Slope of Trickle Channel (Src) =|  user |ft/ft
Slopes of Main Basin Sides (Smain) =|  user  [H:V
Basin Length-to-Width Ratio (Ruw) =|  user
Initial Surcharge Area (Asy) =|  user |ft?
surcharge Volume Length (Lisy) =|  user |t
Surcharge Volume Width (Wisy) =|  user |t
Depth of Basin Floor (Hrioor) =|  user |ft
Length of Basin Floor (Lro0r) user |t
Width of Basin Floor (Wrioor) =|  user  |ft
Area of Basin Floor (Arioor) = user _[it?
Volume of Basin Floor (Vrioor) =|  user |ft®
Depth of Main Basin (Huan) =|  user  |ft
Length of Main Basin (Lyan) =|  user [t
Width of Main Basin (Wyan) =|  user  |ft
Area of Main Basin (Avan) =|  user [it?
Volume of Main Basin (Vyan) =|  user  [ft®
Calculated Total Basin Volume (Vi) =|  user |acre-feet

MHFD-Detention_v4-02.xism, Basin

4/24/2020, 9:41 AM



DETENTION BASIN STAGE-STORAGE TABLE BUILDER

MHFD-Detention, Version 4.02 (February 2020)
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DETENTION BA LET STRUCTURE DESIGN

MHFD-Detention, Version 4.02 (February 2020)
Project: Parker Mixed-Use - Parker and Pine

Basin ID:
f o NES Estimated Estimated
‘wm]: — Stage (ft) Volume (ac-ft) Outlet Type
voume] evav | woct Zone 1 (WQCV) 3.10 0.481 Orifice Plate
100-YEAR Zone 2 (EURV) 5.00 1.031 Circular Orifice
ORIFICE
PERMANENT CRIICES Zone 3 (100-year) 6.23 0.826 Weir&Pipe (Rect.)
pooL Example Zone Configuration (Retention Pond) Total (all zones) 2339

Calculated Parameters for Underdrain
N/A s
N/A feet

User Input: Orifice at Underdrain Outlet (typicall
Underdrain Orifice Invert Depth =
Underdrain Orifice Diameter =

used to drain WQCV in a Filtration BMP)
N/A ft (distance below the filtration media surface)
N/A

Underdrain Orifice Area =
Underdrain Orifice Centroid =

inches

User Input: Orifice Plate with one or more orifices or Elliptical Slot Weir (typically used to drain WQCV and/or EURV in a sedimentation BMP) Calculated Parameters for Plate

Invert of Lowest Orifice = 0.00 ft (relative to basin bottom at Stage = 0 ft) WQ Orifice Area per Row = 1.056E-02 t?
Depth at top of Zone using Orifice Plate = 3.10 ft (relative to basin bottom at Stage = 0 ft) Elliptical Half-Width = N/A feet
Orifice Plate: Orifice Vertical Spacing = 12.40 inches Elliptical Slot Centroid = N/A feet
Orifice Plate: Orifice Area per Row = 1.52 sq. inches (diameter = 1-3/8 inches) Elliptical Slot Area = N/A t?

User Input: Stage and Total Area of Each Orifice Row (numbered from lowest to highest)
Row 1 (required) Row 2 (optional) Row 3 (optional)
0.00 1.03 2.07
1.52 1.52 1.52

Row 4 (optional) Row 5 (optional) Row 6 (optional) Row 7 (optional) Row 8 (optional)

Stage of Orifice Centroid (ft)

Orifice Area (sq. inches)

Row 9 (optional) | Row 10 (optional) [ Row 11 (optional) | Row 12 (optional) | Row 13 (optional) | Row 14 (optional) | Row 15 (optional) | Row 16 (optional)

Stage of Orifice Centroid (ft)
Orifice Area (sq. inches)

User Input: Vertical Orifice (Circular or Rectanqular) Calculated Parameters for Vertical Orifice
Zone 2 Circular Not Selected Zone 2 Circular Not Selected
Invert of Vertical Orifice = 3.10 N/A ft (relative to basin bottom at Stage = 0 ft) Vertical Orifice Area = 0.35 N/A t?
Depth at top of Zone using Vertical Orifice = 5.00 N/A ft (relative to basin bottom at Stage = 0 ft) Vertical Orifice Centroid = 0.33 N/A feet
Vertical Orifice Diameter = 8.00 N/A inches
User Input: Overflow Weir (Dropbox with Flat or Sloped Grate and Outlet Pipe OR Rectanqular/Trapezoidal Weir (and No Outlet Pipe) Calculated Parameters for Overflow Weir
Zone 3 Weir Not Selected Zone 3 Weir Not Selected
Overflow Weir Front Edge Height, Ho = 4.79 N/A ft (relative to basin bottom at Stage = 0 ft) Height of Grate Upper Edge, H; = 6.04 N/A feet
Overflow Weir Front Edge Length = 1.00 N/A feet Overflow Weir Slope Length = 5.15 N/A feet
Overflow Weir Grate Slope = 4.00 N/A H:v Grate Open Area / 100-yr Orifice Area = 4.68 N/A
Horiz. Length of Weir Sides = 5.00 N/A feet Overflow Grate Open Area w/o Debris = 3.61 N/A t?
Overflow Grate Open Area % = 70% N/A %, grate open area/total area Overflow Grate Open Area w/ Debris = 1.80 N/A t?
Debris Clogging % = 50% N/A %

User Input: Outlet Pipe w/ Flow Restriction Plate (Circular Orifice, Restrictor Plate, or Rectanqular Orifice)

Zone 3 Rectangula

Not Selected

Calculated Parameters for Outlet Pipe w/

Flow Restriction Plate

Zone 3 Rectangula

Not Selected

Depth to Invert of Outlet Pipe = 1.10 N/A ft (distance below basin bottom at Stage = 0 ft) Outlet Orifice Area = 0.77 N/A t?
Rectangular Orifice Width = 10.10 N/A inches Outlet Orifice Centroid = 0.46 N/A feet
Rectangular Orifice Height = 11.00 inches Half-Central Angle of Restrictor Plate on Pipe = N/A N/A radians
User Input: Emergency Spillway (Rectanqular or Trapezoidal Calculated Parameters for Spillway
Spillway Invert Stage= 6.20 ft (relative to basin bottom at Stage = 0 ft) Spillway Design Flow Depth= 0.55 feet
Spillway Crest Length = 26.00 feet Stage at Top of Freeboard = 7.00 feet
Spillway End Slopes = 4.00 H:v Basin Area at Top of Freeboard = 0.80 acres
Freeboard above Max Water Surface = 0.25 feet Basin Volume at Top of Freeboard = 2.93 acre-ft

Routed Hydrograph Results

The user can override the default CUHP hydrographs and runoff volumes by entering new values in the Inflow Hydrographs table (Columns W through AF).

Design Storm Return Period =| WwQcv EURV 2 Year 5 Year 10 Year 25 Year 50 Year 100 Year 500 Year
One-Hour Rainfall Depth (in) = N/A N/A 0.99 1.39 1.64 1.98 2.31 2.60 3.08
CUHP Runoff Volume (acre-ft) =| 0.481 1.512 1.094 1.632 1.976 2.479 2.950 3.380 4.070
Inflow Hydrograph Volume (acre-ft) = N/A N/A 1.094 1.632 1.976 2.479 2.950 3.380 4.070
CUHP Predevelopment Peak Q (cfs) = N/A N/A 0.1 1.5 2.6 5.9 8.0 10.7 14.0
OPTIONAL Override Predevelopment Peak Q (cfs) = N/A N/A
Predevelopment Unit Peak Flow, q (cfs/acre) = N/A N/A 0.01 0.09 0.16 0.37 0.50 0.67 0.87
Peak Inflow Q (cfs) =| N/A N/A 10.6 15.6 18.4 25.0 29.7 34.2 41.1
Peak Outflow Q (cfs) = 0.2 2.6 15 2.2 3.1 6.0 8.7 9.7 18.7
Ratio Peak Outflow to Predevelopment Q =| N/A N/A N/A 1.5 1.2 1.0 1.1 0.9 i3
Structure Controlling Flow =| Plate Overflow Weir 1 | Vertical Orifice 1 | Vertical Orifice 1 | Overflow Weir 1 | Overflow Weir 1 | Overflow Weir 1 Outlet Plate 1 Spillway
Max Velocity through Grate 1 (fps) = N/A 0.07 N/A N/A 0.2 0.9 1.6 1.8 1.8
Max Velocity through Grate 2 (fps) = N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Time to Drain 97% of Inflow Volume (hours) = 38 47 47 48 48 47 46 45 43
Time to Drain 99% of Inflow Volume (hours) = 40 51 51 53 53 53 53 52 52
Maximum Ponding Depth (ft) =| 3.10 5.00 3.97 4.70 5.11 5.55 5.86 6.19 6.43
Area at Maximum Ponding Depth (acres) =| 0.44 0.63 0.54 0.60 0.63 0.67 0.69 0.72 0.75
Maximum Volume Stored (acre-ft) = 0.485 1.515 0.913 1.325 1.584 1.871 2.076 2.316 2.485




DETENTION BASIN OUTLET STRUCTURE DESIGN

MHFD-Detention, Version 4.00 (December 2019)
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DETENTION BASIN LET STRUCTURE DESIGN

Outflow Hydrograph Workbook Filename:

Inflow Hydrographs
The user can override the calculated inflow hydrographs from this workbook with inflow hydrographs developed in a separate program.

SOURCE CUHP CUHP CUHP CUHP CUHP CUHP CUHP CUHP CUHP
Time Interval TIME WQCV [cfs] | EURV [cfs] | 2 Year [cfs] | 5 Year [cfs] |10 Year [cfs] | 25 Year [cfs] | 50 Year [cfs] [100 Year [cfs] | 500 Year [cfs]

5.00_min 0:00:00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
0:05:00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
0:10:00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.16 0.06 0.35
0:15:00 0.00 0.00 0.63 1.49 1.91 1.40 1.92 1.86 2.53
0:20:00 0.00 0.00 3.10 4.93 6.00 4.02 4.98 5.28 6.67
0:25:00 0.00 0.00 7.35 11.15 13.54 9.09 10.98 11.78 14.56
0:30:00 0.00 0.00 10.01 14.88 17.68 18.42 22.05 24.26 29.39
0:35:00 0.00 0.00 10.64 15.62 18.44 23.34 27.83 31.82 38.32
0:40:00 0.00 0.00 10.42 15.10 17.79 24.98 29.71 34.21 41.10
0:45:00 0.00 0.00 9.75 14.21 16.82 24.40 28.99 33.98 40.80
0:50:00 0.00 0.00 9.07 13.40 15.79 23.51 27.92 32.79 39.35
0:55:00 0.00 0.00 8.48 12.56 14.84 22.04 26.18 31.10 37.32
1:00:00 0.00 0.00 8.02 11.88 14.12 20.58 24.44 29.45 35.34
1:05:00 0.00 0.00 7.64 11.28 13.49 19.39 23.03 28.16 33.79
1:10:00 0.00 0.00 7.10 10.68 12.85 18.05 21.43 26.06 31.27
1:15:00 0.00 0.00 6.53 9.95 12.18 16.68 19.82 23.78 28.56
1:20:00 0.00 0.00 5.97 9.17 11.36 15.18 18.03 21.25 25.53
1:25:00 0.00 0.00 5.51 8.49 10.46 13.76 16.33 18.87 22.67
1:30:00 0.00 0.00 5.20 8.02 9.77 12.41 14.74 16.82 20.21
1:35:00 0.00 0.00 4.96 7.66 9.20 11.38 13.52 15.27 18.36
1:40:00 0.00 0.00 4.75 7.19 8.69 10.52 12.49 14.02 16.85
1:45:00 0.00 0.00 4.56 6.70 8.21 9.77 11.59 12.90 15.50
1:50:00 0.00 0.00 4.36 6.23 7.77 9.08 10.77 11.88 14.28
1:55:00 0.00 0.00 4.01 5.80 7.28 8.43 9.99 10.92 13.12
2:00:00 0.00 0.00 3.64 5.33 6.70 7.80 9.25 10.01 12.02
2:05:00 0.00 0.00 3.14 4.61 5.78 6.78 8.03 8.67 10.41
2:10:00 0.00 0.00 2.63 3.85 4.83 5.70 6.75 7.28 8.74
2:15:00 0.00 0.00 2.15 3.14 3.95 4.67 5.53 5.96 7.15
2:20:00 0.00 0.00 1.73 2.53 3.21 3.76 4.44 4.77 5.72
2:25:00 0.00 0.00 1.40 2.05 2.62 2.96 3.50 3.72 4.47
2:30:00 0.00 0.00 1.15 1.70 2.19 2.35 2.78 2.91 3.50
2:35:00 0.00 0.00 0.96 1.42 1.83 1.91 2.26 2.32 2.79
2:40:00 0.00 0.00 0.80 1.19 1.53 1.55 1.84 1.86 2.23
2:45:00 0.00 0.00 0.66 0.98 1.26 1.26 1.49 1.48 1.78
2:50:00 0.00 0.00 0.55 0.81 1.04 1.02 1.20 1.17 1.41
2:55:00 0.00 0.00 0.45 0.66 0.85 0.82 0.97 0.92 1.11
3:00:00 0.00 0.00 0.37 0.54 0.69 0.66 0.78 0.73 0.88
3:05:00 0.00 0.00 0.31 0.44 0.56 0.54 0.64 0.59 0.72
3:10:00 0.00 0.00 0.25 0.35 0.45 0.44 0.52 0.48 0.58
3:15:00 0.00 0.00 0.20 0.28 0.36 0.35 0.41 0.39 0.47
3:20:00 0.00 0.00 0.15 0.21 0.28 0.27 0.32 0.31 0.37
3:25:00 0.00 0.00 0.11 0.16 0.21 0.21 0.24 0.23 0.28
3:30:00 0.00 0.00 0.08 0.11 0.15 0.15 0.18 0.17 0.21
3:35:00 0.00 0.00 0.05 0.08 0.10 0.11 0.12 0.12 0.14
3:40:00 0.00 0.00 0.03 0.05 0.06 0.07 0.08 0.08 0.09
3:45:00 0.00 0.00 0.02 0.03 0.03 0.04 0.04 0.04 0.05
3:50:00 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.02
3:55:00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.01
4:00:00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
4:05:00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
4:10:00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
4:15:00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
4:20:00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
4:25:00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
4:30:00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
4:35:00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
4:40:00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00




DETENTION BASIN LET STRUCTURE DESIGN

MHFD-Detention, Version 4.02 (February 2020)
Summary Stage-Area-Volume-Discharge Relationships
The user can create a summary S-A-V-D by entering the desired stage increments and the remainder of the table will populate automatically.
The user should graphically compare the summary S-A-V-D table to the full S-A-V-D table in the chart to confirm it captures all key transition points.

Total
Stage - Storage Stage Area Area Volume Volume Outflow
Description It [ft?] [acres] [ft3] [ac-ft] [cfs]

For best results, include the
stages of all grade slope
changes (e.g. ISV and Floor)
from the S-A-V table on
Sheet 'Basin'.

Also include the inverts of all
outlets (e.g. vertical orifice,
overflow grate, and spillway,
where applicable).




Version 4.05 Released March 2017

ALLOWABLE CAPACITY FOR ONE-HALF OF STREET (Minor & Major Storm)

(Based on Regulated Criteria for Maximum Allowable Flow Depth and Spread)

Project:

Parker & Pine Retail

Inlet ID:

Inlet AO4

Teack

Seack
—_—

Heurs

Gutter Geometry (Enter data in the blue cells)

Gutter Width
Street Transverse Slope

Maximum Allowable Width for Spread Behind Curb
Side Slope Behind Curb (leave blank for no conveyance credit behind curb)
Manning's Roughness Behind Curb (typically between 0.012 and 0.020)

Height of Curb at Gutter Flow Line
Distance from Curb Face to Street Crown

Gutter Cross Slope (typically 2 inches over 24 inches or 0.083 ft/ft)
Street Longitudinal Slope - Enter 0 for sump condition
Manning's Roughness for Street Section (typically between 0.012 and 0.020)

Max. Allowable Spread for Minor & Major Storm
Max. Allowable Depth at Gutter Flowline for Minor & Major Storm
[Check boxes are not applicable in SUMP conditions

MINOR STORM Allowable Capacity is based on Depth Criterion
MAJOR STORM Allowable Capacity is based on Depth Criterion

Teack = 0.0 ft
Seack = 0.000 ft/ft
Neack = 0.012
Hcurs = 6.00 inches
Terown = 13.0 ft
W= 1.00 ft
Sx= 0.020 ft/ft
Sw= 0.083 ft/ft
So= 0.000 ft/ft
NsTReeT = 0.012
Minor Storm Major Storm
Tuax =| 13.0 | 13.0 it
Auax = 6.0 | 6.0 |inches
r r
Minor Storm Major Storm
Qaiow=|  SUMP | SUMP [cfs

2017_0808 UD-Inlet_v4.05.xIsm, Inlet A04

11/12/2019, 11:55 AM



( INLET IN A SUMP OR SAG LOCATION |
Version 4.05 Released March 2017

f——Lo (C)———

Design Information (Input) - MINOR MAJOR
Type of Inlet I CDOT Type R Curb Opening ﬂ Type = CDOT Type R Curb Opening
Local Depression (additional to continuous gutter depression ‘a’ from above) Bocal = 3.00 inches
Number of Unit Inlets (Grate or Curb Opening) No = 1
IWater Depth at Flowline (outside of local depression) Ponding Depth =| 3.9 3.9 inches
Grate Information MINOR MAJOR [~ Override Depths
Length of a Unit Grate L, (G) = N/A feet
IWidth of a Unit Grate W, = N/A feet
|Area Opening Ratio for a Grate (typical values 0.15-0.90) Avaiio = N/A
(Clogging Factor for a Single Grate (typical value 0.50 - 0.70) Ci(G)= N/A N/A
Grate Weir Coefficient (typical value 2.15 - 3.60) Cu (G)= N/A
Grate Orifice Coefficient (typical value 0.60 - 0.80) G, (G) = N/A
[Curb Opening Information MINOR MAJOR
Length of a Unit Curb Opening L, (©) = 5.00 feet
Height of Vertical Curb Opening in Inches Hyert =] 6.00 inches
Height of Curb Orifice Throat in Inches Hinroat = 6.00 inches
JAngle of Throat (see USDCM Figure ST-5) Theta = 63.40 degrees
Side Width for Depression Pan (typically the gutter width of 2 feet) W, = 1.00 feet
Clogging Factor for a Single Curb Opening (typical value 0.10) G (C) = 0.10 0.10
[Curb Opening Weir Coefficient (typical value 2.3-3.7) Cu(C) = 3.60
Curb Opening Orifice Coefficient (typical value 0.60 - 0.70) G (©)= 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 deurb = 0.24 0.24 ft
[Combination Inlet Performance Reduction Factor for Long Inlets RFcombination =| 0.50 0.50
[Curb Opening Performance Reduction Factor for Long Inlets RFcub =| 1.00 1.00
Grated Inlet Performance Reduction Factor for Long Inlets RFgrate =| N/A N/A

MINOR MAJOR
Total Inlet Interception Capacity (assumes clogged condition) Qa= 2.6 2.6 cfs
Inlet Capacity IS GOOD for Minor and Major Storms(>Q PEAK) Q pEAK REQUIRED = 0.4 0.8 cfs

2017_0808 UD-Inlet_v4.05.xIsm, Inlet A04 11/12/2019, 11:55 AM



Version 4.05 Released March 2017

ALLOWABLE CAPACITY FOR ONE-HALF OF STREET (Minor & Major Storm)

(Based on Regulated Criteria for Maximum Allowable Flow Depth and Spread)

Project:

Parker & Pine Retail

Inlet ID:

Inlet AO2

Teack

Seack
—_—

Heurs

Gutter Geometry (Enter data in the blue cells)

Gutter Width
Street Transverse Slope

Maximum Allowable Width for Spread Behind Curb
Side Slope Behind Curb (leave blank for no conveyance credit behind curb)
Manning's Roughness Behind Curb (typically between 0.012 and 0.020)

Height of Curb at Gutter Flow Line
Distance from Curb Face to Street Crown

Gutter Cross Slope (typically 2 inches over 24 inches or 0.083 ft/ft)
Street Longitudinal Slope - Enter 0 for sump condition
Manning's Roughness for Street Section (typically between 0.012 and 0.020)

Max. Allowable Spread for Minor & Major Storm
Max. Allowable Depth at Gutter Flowline for Minor & Major Storm

|Allow Flow Depth at Street Crown (leave blank for no)

MINOR STORM Allowable Capacity is based on Spread Criterion
MAJOR STORM Allowable Capacity is based on Spread Criterion
Minor storm max. allowable capacity GOOD - greater than the design flow given on sheet 'Inlet Management'
Major storm max. allowable capacity GOOD - greater than the design flow given on sheet 'Inlet Management'

Teack = 0.0 ft
Seack = 0.000 ft/ft
Neack = 0.012
Hcurs = 6.00 inches
Terown = 13.0 ft
W= 1.00 ft
Sx= 0.015 ft/ft
Sw= 0.083 ft/ft
So= 0.006 ft/ft
NsTReeT = 0.012
Minor Storm Major Storm
Tuax =| 13.0 | 13.0 it
Auax = 6.0 | 6.0 |inches
. [ check = yes
Minor Storm Major Storm
Qatow =| 3.2 | 32 |cfs

2017_0808 UD-Inlet_v4.05.xIsm, Inlet A02

11/12/2019, 11:55 AM



| INLET ON A CONTINUOUS GRADE |
Version 4.05 Released March 2017

——Llo(C)——

Design Information (Input) - MINOR MAJOR

Type of Inlet ‘ CDOT Type R Curb Opening ﬂ Type = CDOT Type R Curb Opening

Local Depression (additional to continuous gutter depression 'a’) aiocaL = 3.0 inches
Total Number of Units in the Inlet (Grate or Curb Opening) No = 1

Length of a Single Unit Inlet (Grate or Curb Opening) Lo = 5.00 ft
\Width of a Unit Grate (cannot be greater than W, Gutter Width) W, = N/A ft
(Clogging Factor for a Single Unit Grate (typical min. value = 0.5) CrG = N/A N/A

Clogging Factor for a Single Unit Curb Opening (typical min. value = 0.1) CrC= 0.10 0.10

Street Hydraulics: OK - Q < Allowable Street Capacity MINOR MAJOR

Total Inlet Interception Capacity Q= 0.6 1.4 cfs
Total Inlet Carry-Over Flow (flow bypassing inlet) Q= 0.0 0.3 cfs
Capture Percentage = Q./Q, = C%= 100 80 %

2017_0808 UD-Inlet_v4.05.xIsm, Inlet AO2 11/12/2019, 11:55 AM



Version 4.05 Released March 2017

ALLOWABLE CAPACITY FOR ONE-HALF OF STREET (Minor & Major Storm)

(Based on Regulated Criteria for Maximum Allowable Flow Depth and Spread)

Project:

Parker & Pine Retail

Inlet ID:

Inlet COO

Teack

Seack
—_—

Heurs

Gutter Geometry (Enter data in the blue cells)

Gutter Width
Street Transverse Slope

Maximum Allowable Width for Spread Behind Curb
Side Slope Behind Curb (leave blank for no conveyance credit behind curb)
Manning's Roughness Behind Curb (typically between 0.012 and 0.020)

Height of Curb at Gutter Flow Line
Distance from Curb Face to Street Crown

Gutter Cross Slope (typically 2 inches over 24 inches or 0.083 ft/ft)
Street Longitudinal Slope - Enter 0 for sump condition
Manning's Roughness for Street Section (typically between 0.012 and 0.020)

Max. Allowable Spread for Minor & Major Storm
Max. Allowable Depth at Gutter Flowline for Minor & Major Storm
[Check boxes are not applicable in SUMP conditions

MINOR STORM Allowable Capacity is based on Depth Criterion
MAJOR STORM Allowable Capacity is based on Depth Criterion

Teack = 0.0 ft
Seack = ft/ft
Neack = 0.012
Hcurs = 6.00 inches
Terown = 13.0 ft
W= 1.00 ft
Sx= 0.020 ft/ft
Sw= 0.083 ft/ft
So= 0.000 ft/ft
NsTReeT = 0.012
Minor Storm Major Storm
Tuax =| 13.0 | 13.0 it
Auax = 6.0 | 6.0 |inches
I r
Minor Storm Major Storm
Qaiow=|  SUMP | SUMP [cfs

2017_0808 UD-Inlet_v4.05.xIsm, Inlet COO

11/12/2019, 11:55 AM



( INLET IN A SUMP OR SAG LOCATION |
Version 4.05 Released March 2017

f——Lo (C)———

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) Bocal = 3.00 inches
Number of Unit Inlets (Grate or Curb Opening) No = 1
IWater Depth at Flowline (outside of local depression) Ponding Depth =| 3.9 3.9 inches
Grate Information MINOR MAJOR [~ Override Depths
Length of a Unit Grate L, (G) = N/A feet
IWidth of a Unit Grate W, = N/A feet
|Area Opening Ratio for a Grate (typical values 0.15-0.90) Avaiio = N/A
(Clogging Factor for a Single Grate (typical value 0.50 - 0.70) Ci(G)= N/A N/A
Grate Weir Coefficient (typical value 2.15 - 3.60) Cu (G)= N/A
Grate Orifice Coefficient (typical value 0.60 - 0.80) G, (G) = N/A
[Curb Opening Information MINOR MAJOR
Length of a Unit Curb Opening L, (©) = 5.00 feet
Height of Vertical Curb Opening in Inches Hyert =] 6.00 inches
Height of Curb Orifice Throat in Inches Hinroat = 6.00 inches
JAngle of Throat (see USDCM Figure ST-5) Theta = 63.40 degrees
Side Width for Depression Pan (typically the gutter width of 2 feet) W, = 1.00 feet
Clogging Factor for a Single Curb Opening (typical value 0.10) G (C) = 0.10 0.10
[Curb Opening Weir Coefficient (typical value 2.3-3.7) Cu(C) = 3.60
Curb Opening Orifice Coefficient (typical value 0.60 - 0.70) G (©)= 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 deurb = 0.24 0.24 ft
[Combination Inlet Performance Reduction Factor for Long Inlets RFcombination =| 0.50 0.50
[Curb Opening Performance Reduction Factor for Long Inlets RFcub =| 1.00 1.00
Grated Inlet Performance Reduction Factor for Long Inlets RFgrate =| N/A N/A

MINOR MAJOR
Total Inlet Interception Capacity (assumes clogged condition) Qa= 2.6 2.6 cfs
Inlet Capacity IS GOOD for Minor and Major Storms(>Q PEAK) Q pEAK REQUIRED = 0.7 1.3 cfs

2017_0808 UD-Inlet_v4.05.xIsm, Inlet CO0O 11/12/2019, 11:55 AM



Version 4.05 Released March 2017

ALLOWABLE CAPACITY FOR ONE-HALF OF STREET (Minor & Major Storm)

(Based on Regulated Criteria for Maximum Allowable Flow Depth and Spread)

Project:

Parker & Pine Retail

Inlet ID:

Inlet AO1

Teack

Seack
—_—

Heurs

Gutter Geometry (Enter data in the blue cells)

Gutter Width
Street Transverse Slope

Maximum Allowable Width for Spread Behind Curb
Side Slope Behind Curb (leave blank for no conveyance credit behind curb)
Manning's Roughness Behind Curb (typically between 0.012 and 0.020)

Height of Curb at Gutter Flow Line
Distance from Curb Face to Street Crown

Gutter Cross Slope (typically 2 inches over 24 inches or 0.083 ft/ft)
Street Longitudinal Slope - Enter 0 for sump condition
Manning's Roughness for Street Section (typically between 0.012 and 0.020)

Max. Allowable Spread for Minor & Major Storm
Max. Allowable Depth at Gutter Flowline for Minor & Major Storm
[Check boxes are not applicable in SUMP conditions

MINOR STORM Allowable Capacity is based on Depth Criterion
MAJOR STORM Allowable Capacity is based on Depth Criterion

Teack = 0.0 ft
Seack = ft/ft
Neack = 0.012
Hcurs = 6.00 inches
Terown = 13.0 ft
W= 1.00 ft
Sx= 0.028 ft/ft
Sw= 0.083 ft/ft
So= 0.000 ft/ft
NsTReeT = 0.012
Minor Storm Major Storm
Tuax =| 13.0 | 13.0 it
Auax = 6.0 | 6.0 |inches
I r
Minor Storm Major Storm
Qaiow=|  SUMP | SUMP [cfs

2017_0808 UD-Inlet_v4.05.xIsm, Inlet AO1

11/12/2019, 11:55 AM



( INLET IN A SUMP OR SAG LOCATION |
Version 4.05 Released March 2017

f——Lo (C)———

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) Bocal = 3.00 inches
Number of Unit Inlets (Grate or Curb Opening) No = 1
IWater Depth at Flowline (outside of local depression) Ponding Depth =| 5.1 5.1 inches
Grate Information MINOR MAJOR [~ Override Depths
Length of a Unit Grate L, (G) = N/A feet
IWidth of a Unit Grate W, = N/A feet
|Area Opening Ratio for a Grate (typical values 0.15-0.90) Avaiio = N/A
(Clogging Factor for a Single Grate (typical value 0.50 - 0.70) Ci(G)= N/A N/A
Grate Weir Coefficient (typical value 2.15 - 3.60) Cu (G)= N/A
Grate Orifice Coefficient (typical value 0.60 - 0.80) G, (G) = N/A
[Curb Opening Information MINOR MAJOR
Length of a Unit Curb Opening L, (©) = 5.00 feet
Height of Vertical Curb Opening in Inches Hyert =] 6.00 inches
Height of Curb Orifice Throat in Inches Hinroat = 6.00 inches
JAngle of Throat (see USDCM Figure ST-5) Theta = 63.40 degrees
Side Width for Depression Pan (typically the gutter width of 2 feet) W, = 1.00 feet
Clogging Factor for a Single Curb Opening (typical value 0.10) G (C) = 0.10 0.10
[Curb Opening Weir Coefficient (typical value 2.3-3.7) Cu(C) = 3.60
Curb Opening Orifice Coefficient (typical value 0.60 - 0.70) G (©)= 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 deurb = 0.34 0.34 ft
[Combination Inlet Performance Reduction Factor for Long Inlets RFcombination =| 0.65 0.65
[Curb Opening Performance Reduction Factor for Long Inlets RFcub =| 1.00 1.00
Grated Inlet Performance Reduction Factor for Long Inlets RFgrate =| N/A N/A

MINOR MAJOR
Total Inlet Interception Capacity (assumes clogged condition) Qa= 4.3 4.3 cfs
Inlet Capacity IS GOOD for Minor and Major Storms(>Q PEAK) Q pEAK REQUIRED = 0.7 2.2 cfs

2017_0808 UD-Inlet_v4.05.xIsm, Inlet AO1 11/12/2019, 11:55 AM



Version 4.05 Released March 2017

ALLOWABLE CAPACITY FOR ONE-HALF OF STREET (Minor & Major Storm)

(Based on Regulated Criteria for Maximum Allowable Flow Depth and Spread)

Project:

Parker & Pine Retail

Inlet ID:

Inlet BO5

Teack

Seack
—_—

Heurs

Gutter Geometry (Enter data in the blue cells)

Gutter Width
Street Transverse Slope

Maximum Allowable Width for Spread Behind Curb
Side Slope Behind Curb (leave blank for no conveyance credit behind curb)
Manning's Roughness Behind Curb (typically between 0.012 and 0.020)

Height of Curb at Gutter Flow Line
Distance from Curb Face to Street Crown

Gutter Cross Slope (typically 2 inches over 24 inches or 0.083 ft/ft)
Street Longitudinal Slope - Enter 0 for sump condition
Manning's Roughness for Street Section (typically between 0.012 and 0.020)

Max. Allowable Spread for Minor & Major Storm
Max. Allowable Depth at Gutter Flowline for Minor & Major Storm
|Allow Flow Depth at Street Crown (leave blank for no)

MINOR STORM Allowable Capacity is based on Spread Criterion
MAJOR STORM Allowable Capacity is based on Spread Criterion
Minor storm max. allowable capacity GOOD - greater than the design flow given on sheet 'Inlet Management'
Major storm max. allowable capacity GOOD - greater than the design flow given on sheet 'Inlet Management'

Teack = 0.0 ft
Seack = ft/ft
Neack = 0.012
Hcurs = 6.00 inches
Terown = 13.0 ft
W= 1.00 ft
Sx= 0.020 ft/ft
Sw= 0.083 ft/ft
So = 0.017 ft/ft
NsTReeT = 0.012
Minor Storm Major Storm
Tuax =| 13.0 | 13.0 it
Auax = 6.0 | 6.0 |inches
. [ check = yes
Minor Storm Major Storm
Qatow =| 8.7 | 87 |cfs

2017_0808 UD-Inlet_v4.05.xIsm, Inlet BO5

11/12/2019, 11:55 AM



| INLET ON A CONTINUOUS GRADE |
Version 4.05 Released March 2017

——Llo(C)——

Design Information (Input) - MINOR MAJOR

Type of Inlet ‘ CDOT Type R Curb Opening ﬂ Type = CDOT Type R Curb Opening

Local Depression (additional to continuous gutter depression 'a’) aiocaL = 3.0 inches
Total Number of Units in the Inlet (Grate or Curb Opening) No = 1

Length of a Single Unit Inlet (Grate or Curb Opening) Lo = 5.00 ft
\Width of a Unit Grate (cannot be greater than W, Gutter Width) W, = N/A ft
(Clogging Factor for a Single Unit Grate (typical min. value = 0.5) CrG = N/A N/A

Clogging Factor for a Single Unit Curb Opening (typical min. value = 0.1) CrC= 0.10 0.10

Street Hydraulics: OK - Q < Allowable Street Capacity MINOR MAJOR

Total Inlet Interception Capacity Q= 0.7 1.3 cfs
Total Inlet Carry-Over Flow (flow bypassing inlet) Q= 0.0 0.1 cfs
Capture Percentage = Q./Q, = C%= 100 90 %

2017_0808 UD-Inlet_v4.05.xIsm, Inlet BO5 11/12/2019, 11:55 AM



Version 4.05 Released March 2017

ALLOWABLE CAPACITY FOR ONE-HALF OF STREET (Minor & Major Storm)

(Based on Regulated Criteria for Maximum Allowable Flow Depth and Spread)

Project:

Parker & Pine Retail

Inlet ID:

Inlet BO3

Teack

Seack
—_—

Heurs

Gutter Geometry (Enter data in the blue cells)

Gutter Width
Street Transverse Slope

Maximum Allowable Width for Spread Behind Curb
Side Slope Behind Curb (leave blank for no conveyance credit behind curb)
Manning's Roughness Behind Curb (typically between 0.012 and 0.020)

Height of Curb at Gutter Flow Line
Distance from Curb Face to Street Crown

Gutter Cross Slope (typically 2 inches over 24 inches or 0.083 ft/ft)
Street Longitudinal Slope - Enter 0 for sump condition
Manning's Roughness for Street Section (typically between 0.012 and 0.020)

Max. Allowable Spread for Minor & Major Storm
Max. Allowable Depth at Gutter Flowline for Minor & Major Storm
|Allow Flow Depth at Street Crown (leave blank for no)

MINOR STORM Allowable Capacity is based on Spread Criterion
MAJOR STORM Allowable Capacity is based on Spread Criterion
Minor storm max. allowable capacity GOOD - greater than the design flow given on sheet 'Inlet Management'
Major storm max. allowable capacity GOOD - greater than the design flow given on sheet 'Inlet Management'

Teack = 0.0 ft
Seack = ft/ft
Neack = 0.012
Hcurs = 6.00 inches
Terown = 13.0 ft
W= 1.00 ft
Sx= 0.019 ft/ft
Sw= 0.083 ft/ft
So= 0.038 ft/ft
NsTReeT = 0.012
Minor Storm Major Storm
Tuax =| 13.0 | 13.0 it
Auax = 6.0 | 6.0 |inches
. [ check = yes
Minor Storm Major Storm
Qatow =| 12.0 | 12.0 |cfs

2017_0808 UD-Inlet_v4.05.xIsm, Inlet BO3

11/12/2019, 11:55 AM



| INLET ON A CONTINUOUS GRADE |
Version 4.05 Released March 2017

——Llo(C)——

Design Information (Input) - MINOR MAJOR

Type of Inlet ‘ CDOT Type R Curb Opening ﬂ Type = CDOT Type R Curb Opening

Local Depression (additional to continuous gutter depression 'a’) aiocaL = 3.0 inches
Total Number of Units in the Inlet (Grate or Curb Opening) No = 1

Length of a Single Unit Inlet (Grate or Curb Opening) Lo = 5.00 ft
\Width of a Unit Grate (cannot be greater than W, Gutter Width) W, = N/A ft
(Clogging Factor for a Single Unit Grate (typical min. value = 0.5) CrG = N/A N/A

Clogging Factor for a Single Unit Curb Opening (typical min. value = 0.1) CrC= 0.10 0.10

Street Hydraulics: OK - Q < Allowable Street Capacity MINOR MAJOR

Total Inlet Interception Capacity Q= 0.7 1.2 cfs
Total Inlet Carry-Over Flow (flow bypassing inlet) Q= 0.0 0.1 cfs
Capture Percentage = Q./Q, = C%= 100 93 %

2017_0808 UD-Inlet_v4.05.xIsm, Inlet BO3 11/12/2019, 11:55 AM



Version 4.05 Released March 2017

ALLOWABLE CAPACITY FOR ONE-HALF OF STREET (Minor & Major Storm)

(Based on Regulated Criteria for Maximum Allowable Flow Depth and Spread)

Project:

Parker & Pine Retail

Inlet ID:

Inlet BO8

Teack

Seack
—_—

Heurs

Gutter Geometry (Enter data in the blue cells)

Gutter Width
Street Transverse Slope

Maximum Allowable Width for Spread Behind Curb
Side Slope Behind Curb (leave blank for no conveyance credit behind curb)
Manning's Roughness Behind Curb (typically between 0.012 and 0.020)

Height of Curb at Gutter Flow Line
Distance from Curb Face to Street Crown

Gutter Cross Slope (typically 2 inches over 24 inches or 0.083 ft/ft)
Street Longitudinal Slope - Enter 0 for sump condition
Manning's Roughness for Street Section (typically between 0.012 and 0.020)

Max. Allowable Spread for Minor & Major Storm
Max. Allowable Depth at Gutter Flowline for Minor & Major Storm
[Check boxes are not applicable in SUMP conditions

MINOR STORM Allowable Capacity is based on Depth Criterion
MAJOR STORM Allowable Capacity is based on Depth Criterion

Teack = 0.0 ft
Seack = ft/ft
Neack = 0.012
Hcurs = 6.00 inches
Terown = 13.0 ft
W= 1.00 ft
Sx= 0.020 ft/ft
Sw= 0.083 ft/ft
So= 0.000 ft/ft
NsTReeT = 0.012
Minor Storm Major Storm
Tuax =| 13.0 | 13.0 it
Auax = 6.0 | 9.0 |inches
I r
Minor Storm Major Storm
Qaiow=|  SUMP | SUMP [cfs

2017_0808 UD-Inlet_v4.05.xIsm, Inlet BO8

11/12/2019, 11:55 AM



( INLET IN A SUMP OR SAG LOCATION |
Version 4.05 Released March 2017

f——Lo (C)———

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) Bocal = 3.00 inches
Number of Unit Inlets (Grate or Curb Opening) No = 1
IWater Depth at Flowline (outside of local depression) Ponding Depth =| 3.9 3.9 inches
Grate Information MINOR MAJOR [~ Override Depths
Length of a Unit Grate L, (G) = N/A feet
IWidth of a Unit Grate W, = N/A feet
|Area Opening Ratio for a Grate (typical values 0.15-0.90) Avaiio = N/A
(Clogging Factor for a Single Grate (typical value 0.50 - 0.70) Ci(G)= N/A N/A
Grate Weir Coefficient (typical value 2.15 - 3.60) Cu (G)= N/A
Grate Orifice Coefficient (typical value 0.60 - 0.80) G, (G) = N/A
[Curb Opening Information MINOR MAJOR
Length of a Unit Curb Opening L, (©) = 5.00 feet
Height of Vertical Curb Opening in Inches Hyert =] 6.00 inches
Height of Curb Orifice Throat in Inches Hinroat = 6.00 inches
JAngle of Throat (see USDCM Figure ST-5) Theta = 63.40 degrees
Side Width for Depression Pan (typically the gutter width of 2 feet) W, = 1.00 feet
Clogging Factor for a Single Curb Opening (typical value 0.10) G (C) = 0.10 0.10
[Curb Opening Weir Coefficient (typical value 2.3-3.7) Cu(C) = 3.60
Curb Opening Orifice Coefficient (typical value 0.60 - 0.70) G (©)= 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 deurb = 0.24 0.24 ft
[Combination Inlet Performance Reduction Factor for Long Inlets RFcombination =| 0.50 0.50
[Curb Opening Performance Reduction Factor for Long Inlets RFcub =| 1.00 1.00
Grated Inlet Performance Reduction Factor for Long Inlets RFgrate =| N/A N/A

MINOR MAJOR
Total Inlet Interception Capacity (assumes clogged condition) Qa= 2.6 2.6 cfs
Inlet Capacity IS GOOD for Minor and Major Storms(>Q PEAK) Q pEAK REQUIRED = 0.5 0.9 cfs

2017_0808 UD-Inlet_v4.05.xIsm, Inlet BO8 11/12/2019, 11:55 AM



Version 4.05 Released March 2017

ALLOWABLE CAPACITY FOR ONE-HALF OF STREET (Minor & Major Storm)

(Based on Regulated Criteria for Maximum Allowable Flow Depth and Spread)

Project:

Parker & Pine Retail

Inlet ID:

Inlet BOO

Teack

Seack
—_—

Heurs

Gutter Geometry (Enter data in the blue cells)

Gutter Width
Street Transverse Slope

Maximum Allowable Width for Spread Behind Curb
Side Slope Behind Curb (leave blank for no conveyance credit behind curb)
Manning's Roughness Behind Curb (typically between 0.012 and 0.020)

Height of Curb at Gutter Flow Line
Distance from Curb Face to Street Crown

Gutter Cross Slope (typically 2 inches over 24 inches or 0.083 ft/ft)
Street Longitudinal Slope - Enter 0 for sump condition
Manning's Roughness for Street Section (typically between 0.012 and 0.020)

Max. Allowable Spread for Minor & Major Storm
Max. Allowable Depth at Gutter Flowline for Minor & Major Storm
|Allow Flow Depth at Street Crown (leave blank for no)

MINOR STORM Allowable Capacity is based on Spread Criterion
MAJOR STORM Allowable Capacity is based on Spread Criterion
Minor storm max. allowable capacity GOOD - greater than the design flow given on sheet 'Inlet Management'
Major storm max. allowable capacity GOOD - greater than the design flow given on sheet 'Inlet Management'

Teack = 0.0 ft
Seack = ft/ft
Neack = 0.012
Hcurs = 6.00 inches
Terown = 13.0 ft
W= 1.00 ft
Sx= 0.014 ft/ft
Sw= 0.083 ft/ft
So= 0.024 ft/ft
NsTReeT = 0.012
Minor Storm Major Storm
Tuax =| 13.0 | 13.0 it
Auax = 6.0 | 6.0 |inches
. [ check = yes
Minor Storm Major Storm
Qatow =| 5.9 | 59 |cfs

2017_0808 UD-Inlet_v4.05.xIsm, Inlet BOO

11/12/2019, 11:55 AM



| INLET ON A CONTINUOUS GRADE |
Version 4.05 Released March 2017

——Llo(C)——

Design Information (Input) - MINOR MAJOR

Type of Inlet ‘ CDOT Type R Curb Opening ﬂ Type = CDOT Type R Curb Opening

Local Depression (additional to continuous gutter depression 'a’) aiocaL = 3.0 inches
Total Number of Units in the Inlet (Grate or Curb Opening) No = 1

Length of a Single Unit Inlet (Grate or Curb Opening) Lo = 5.00 ft
\Width of a Unit Grate (cannot be greater than W, Gutter Width) W, = N/A ft
(Clogging Factor for a Single Unit Grate (typical min. value = 0.5) CrG = N/A N/A

Clogging Factor for a Single Unit Curb Opening (typical min. value = 0.1) CrC= 0.10 0.10

Street Hydraulics: OK - Q < Allowable Street Capacity MINOR MAJOR

Total Inlet Interception Capacity Q= 0.3 1.6 cfs
Total Inlet Carry-Over Flow (flow bypassing inlet) Q= 0.0 0.6 cfs
Capture Percentage = Q./Q, = C%= 100 72 %

2017_0808 UD-Inlet_v4.05.xIsm, Inlet BOO 11/12/2019, 11:55 AM



Version 4.05 Released March 2017

ALLOWABLE CAPACITY FOR ONE-HALF OF STREET (Minor & Major Storm)

(Based on Regulated Criteria for Maximum Allowable Flow Depth and Spread)

Project:

Parker & Pine Retail

Inlet ID:

Inlet CO1

Teack

Seack
—_—

Heurs

Gutter Geometry (Enter data in the blue cells)

Gutter Width
Street Transverse Slope

Maximum Allowable Width for Spread Behind Curb
Side Slope Behind Curb (leave blank for no conveyance credit behind curb)
Manning's Roughness Behind Curb (typically between 0.012 and 0.020)

Height of Curb at Gutter Flow Line
Distance from Curb Face to Street Crown

Gutter Cross Slope (typically 2 inches over 24 inches or 0.083 ft/ft)
Street Longitudinal Slope - Enter 0 for sump condition
Manning's Roughness for Street Section (typically between 0.012 and 0.020)

Max. Allowable Spread for Minor & Major Storm
Max. Allowable Depth at Gutter Flowline for Minor & Major Storm
|Allow Flow Depth at Street Crown (leave blank for no)

MINOR STORM Allowable Capacity is based on Spread Criterion
MAJOR STORM Allowable Capacity is based on Spread Criterion
Minor storm max. allowable capacity GOOD - greater than the design flow given on sheet 'Inlet Management'
Major storm max. allowable capacity GOOD - greater than the design flow given on sheet 'Inlet Management'

Teack = 0.0 ft
Seack = ft/ft
Neack = 0.012
Hcurs = 6.00 inches
Terown = 13.0 ft
W= 1.00 ft
Sx= 0.020 ft/ft
Sw= 0.083 ft/ft
So= 0.028 ft/ft
NsTReeT = 0.012
Minor Storm Major Storm
Tuax =| 13.0 | 13.0 it
Auax = 6.0 | 6.0 |inches
. - check = yes
Minor Storm Major Storm
Qatow =| 11.3 | 11.3 |cfs

2017_0808 UD-Inlet_v4.05.xIsm, Inlet CO1

11/12/2019, 11:55 AM



| INLET ON A CONTINUOUS GRADE |
Version 4.05 Released March 2017

——Llo(C)——

Design Information (Input) - MINOR MAJOR

Type of Inlet ‘ CDOT Type R Curb Opening ﬂ Type = CDOT Type R Curb Opening

Local Depression (additional to continuous gutter depression 'a’) aiocaL = 3.0 inches
Total Number of Units in the Inlet (Grate or Curb Opening) No = 1

Length of a Single Unit Inlet (Grate or Curb Opening) Lo = 5.00 ft
\Width of a Unit Grate (cannot be greater than W, Gutter Width) W, = N/A ft
(Clogging Factor for a Single Unit Grate (typical min. value = 0.5) CrG = N/A N/A

Clogging Factor for a Single Unit Curb Opening (typical min. value = 0.1) CrC= 0.10 0.10

Street Hydraulics: OK - Q < Allowable Street Capacity MINOR MAJOR

Total Inlet Interception Capacity Q= 0.9 1.4 cfs
Total Inlet Carry-Over Flow (flow bypassing inlet) Q= 0.0 0.2 cfs
Capture Percentage = Q./Q, = C%= 100 85 %

2017_0808 UD-Inlet_v4.05.xIsm, Inlet CO1 11/12/2019, 11:55 AM



Elevation (ft)

5,795.00

5,790.00

5,785.00

5,780.00

5,775.00

-0+50

2020.04.22.stsw
4/27/2020

Profile Report
Profile Main A (5-Year)

A01

Rim: 5,790.60 ft
Invert: 5,779.89 ft
HGLin:5,782.06 ft

HGLout:5,781.69 ft A03
Rim: 5,793.08 ft
A02 Invert: 5,783.52 ft
Rim: 5,791.76 ft HGLin'5,785.23 ft
Invert: 5,780,61 ft HGLout:5,784.90 ft
HGLin:5,783.13 ft
HGLout:5,782.39 ft

A00
Rim: 5,783.01 ft
Invert: 5,779.18 ft

fuft
STORM); 22891 @ 0032
[— pIPE 27 (M) € L
. PIPE -27 (STORM): 75.7 ft @ 0.010 ft/ft
/\ RCP
PIPE -26 (STORM): 44.2 ft @ 0.012 ft/ft

RCP

PIPE -25 (STORM): 59.5 ft @ -0.012 ft/ft
RCP

0+00 0+50 1+00 1+50 2+00 2+50 3+00 3+50 4+00

Station (ft)

Bentley Systems, Inc. Haestad Methods Solution
Center
27 Siemon Company Drive Suite 200 W
Watertown, CT 06795 USA +1-203-755-1666

A04

Rim: 5,793.32 ft
Invert: 5,785.18 ft
HGLin:5,786.36 ft
HGLout:5,786.07 ft

4+50

StormCAD
[10.02.03.03]
Page 1 of 1



Elevation (ft)

5,795.00

5,790.00

5,785.00

5,780.00

5,775.00

-0+50

2020.04.22.stsw
4/27/2020

Profile Report

Profile Main A (100-Year)

A01

Rim: 5,790.60 ft
Invert: 5,779.89 ft
HGLin:5,783.22 ft
HGLout:5,782.46 ft

A02
Rim: 5,791.76 ft

Invert: 5,780.61 ft
/HGLin:5,784.82ﬂ

HGLout:5,783.61 ft

A03 A04
Rim: 5,793.08 ft Rim: 5,793.32 ft

Invert: 5,783.52 ft Invert: 5,785.18 ft
/HGLin:5,786.93 ft

HGLin:5,788.28 ft
HGLout:5,786.46 ft HGLout:5,787.78 ft

A00
Rim: 5,783.01 ft
Invert: 5,779.18 ft

g0t @0.012 fUft

(1) (STORM): 22

L— PIPE 27 -
RCP
. PIPE -27 (STORM): 75.7 ft @ 0.010 ft/ft
/\ RCP
PIPE -26 (STORM): 44.2 ft @ 0.012 fu/ft
RCP
PIPE -25 (STORM): 59.5 ft @ -0.012 ft/ft
RCP
0+00 0+50 1+00 1+50 2+00 2+50 3+00 3+50 4+00 4+50
Station (ft)
Bentley Systems, Inc. Haestad Methods Solution StormCAD
Center [10.02.03.03]
27 Siemon Company Drive Suite 200 W Page 1 of 1

Watertown, CT 06795 USA +1-203-755-1666



Profile Report
Profile Lateral A.1 (5-Year)

AO05
Rim: 5,792.47 ft
Invert: 5,785.42 ft

A04
Rim: 5,793.32 ft
5,795.00 Invert: 5,785.18 ft
5
E 5,790.00
ﬁ PIPE -177 (STORM): 16.8 ft @ 0.009 ft/ft
|~ RCP
vy
5,785.00 AE—
-0+50 0+00 0+50
Station (ft)
Bentley Systems, Inc. Haestad Methods Solution StormCAD
2020.04.22.stsw Center [10.02.03.03]
4/27/2020 27 Siemon Company Drive Suite 200 W

Page 1 of 1
Watertown, CT 06795 USA +1-203-755-1666



Profile Report
Profile Lateral A.1 (100-Year)

AO05
Rim: 5,792.47 ft
Invert: 5,785.42 ft

A04
Rim: 5,793.32 ft
5,795.00 Invert: 5,785.18 ft
5
E 5,790.00
ﬁ | PIPE -177 (STORM): 16.8 ft @ 0.009 ft/ft
N~ RCP
vy
5,785.00 AE—
-0+50 0+00 0+50
Station (ft)
Bentley Systems, Inc. Haestad Methods Solution StormCAD
2020.04.22.stsw Center [10.02.03.03]
4/27/2020 27 Siemon Company Drive Suite 200 W

Page 1 of 1
Watertown, CT 06795 USA +1-203-755-1666



Profile Report
Profile Main B (5-Year)

B0s
Rim: 5807.48 1
Invert 5,789.94 1
HGLinS 79182 1t
HGLout579L32 ft

206 HGLout’5796.70 ft
Rim: 5

Rim: 580831t
Invert 5 794,04 f Invert 5,796.31 .

HGLInS.795.46 1t

sonw
Hen T
i etz
- ke o
R sroion P S
P spren e
e elnereratn
HGLout:5,782.39 ft Bo3
Ok sratn
B
o it iy
Fer iPE 160 (ST 4841 0 D0G8
ReP \|
B Helont o
§ 5,795.00
H ot
o ozt P 17 (STORM) 557110 0.5 1
s, i
s Tl
HGLoES, 18462 1t PIPE|-176 (STORM): 335 ft @ 0.007 ft/ft
s L
PPE 5 (ST0RM) 4921 0 00087
3
—_—
PIPE 35 (STORM): 153.1t @ 0.005 o PIPE -157 (STORM): 404 1t @ 0010 Ut
RCP Ree
smo
oo 0w o w0 e 20 20 a0 a0 o . oo s o0 oo o0 oo o o0 o0 o0
Station (ft)

Bentley Systems, Inc. Haestad Methods Solution
Center

StormCAD

2020.04.22.stsw
4/27/2020

[10.02.03.03]
27 Siemon Company Drive Suite 200 W Page 1 of 1

Watertown, CT 06795 USA +1-203-755-1666



Profile Report
Profile Main B (100-Year)

i s51
Invert 5,794.83
HGLin5,799.

Rim: 5807.48

Invert 5,789.94 1 HGLout’s,799.46 ft

HGLinS,797

HGLout5,796.48 ft

e HGLouts 80084 1
Rim: 5,808,181
Rim: 5,808,311
Invert 5791.01 1t o
5800 HeLins,798 5Lt frera e
HoLout5,798.09 1t HGLouts 802101
5050 102
Rim: 579576 1t
ivert: 578061 1
HGLins 78482 1
fiLouts 78361 1 803
Rir: 5,798,411t
58000
B0g PIPE 160 (STORM): 48.4 1 @ D005 it
Rim: 5,787.30 ft Rrep |
Ivert 578462
WeLins 76570
B HGLout5.785.70 t
£ smo
=
PIPE -175 (STORM): 5.7 @ 0.00 fft
ReP
HGLout’5 185,401t o
angoont PIPE|176 (STORM): 335 @ 0,007 it
Mo Fipe 41 STORME IS RCP
PIPE -35 (STORM): 482 f @ 0.005 it
fer a0
“oipE 158 (STORMY: 18821t @ 00
550 RCP
PIPE -150 (STORM) 78.4 1t @007 ot
Rep
PIPE 35 (STORM): 153.1 @ 0.005
ReP
sm0®
o o0 o0 100 150 20 250 20 250 400 a0 510 550 00 6450 o0 50 0 a0 200 250

Station (1)

Bentley Systems, Inc. Haestad Methods Solution StormCAD
2020.04.22.stsw Center [10.02.03.03]
4/27/2020 27 Siemon Company Drive Suite 200 W Page 1 of 1

Watertown, CT 06795 USA +1-203-755-1666



Profile Report
Profile Lateral B.1 (5-Year)

B05.1

Rim: 5,809.68 ft
Invert: 5,791.28 ft
HGL: 5,792.03 ft

BO5
Rim: 5,807.48 ft
5,810.00 Invert: 5,789.94 ft
HGL: 5,791.82 ft
5,805.00
5,800.00
=
R
©
>
o
L
5,795.00
PIPE -187 (§ FORM): 41 5
Y. @ 0.008 ft/ft
_\
5,790.00 s
5,785.00
-0+50 0+00 0+50
Station (ft)
Bentley Systems, Inc. Haestad Methods Solution StormCAD
2020.04.22.stsw Center [10.02.03.03]
4/27/2020 27 Siemon Company Drive Suite 200 W Page 1 of 1

Watertown, CT 06795 USA +1-203-755-1666



5,810.00

5,805.00

5,800.00

Elevation (ft)

5,795.00

5,790.00

5,785.00

Profile Report
Profile Lateral B.1 (100-Year)

B05.1

Rim: 5,809.68 ft
Invert: 5,791.28 ft
HGL: 5,797.92 ft

B05
Rim: 5,807.48 ft
Invert: 5,789.94 ft
HGL: 5,797.67 ft
_\
PIPE -187 (8 [O-E-M):_Al,ﬁj
RCP @ 0.008 ft/it
_\
-0+50 0+00 0+50

2020.04.22.stsw
4/27/2020

Station (ft)

Bentley Systems, Inc. Haestad Methods Solution
Center
27 Siemon Company Drive Suite 200 W
Watertown, CT 06795 USA +1-203-755-1666

StormCAD
[10.02.03.03]
Page 1 of 1



Profile Report
Profile Lateral B.2 (5-Year)

B07.1

Rim: 5,809.14 ft
Invert: 5,796.66 ft
HLG: 5,797.46 ft

5,810.00
BO7
Rim: 5,806.55 ft
Invert: 5,794.83 ft
HLG: 5,796.50 ft
5,805.00
=4
= 5,800.00
E PIPE -174 (STORM): 35.7 ft @ 0.010 ft/ft
o | — RCP
et
T ———N
5,795.00 =
5,790.00
-0+50 0+00 0+50
Station (ft)
Bentley Systems, Inc. Haestad Methods Solution StormCAD
2020.04.22.stsw Center [10.02.03.03]
4/27/2020 27 Siemon Company Drive Suite 200 W Page 1 of 1

Watertown, CT 06795 USA +1-203-755-1666



Profile Report
Profile Lateral B.2 (100-Year)

B07.1

Rim: 5,809.14 ft
Invert: 5,796.66 ft
HLG: 5,801.40 ft

5,810.00
BO7
Rim: 5,806.55 ft
Invert: 5,794.83 ft
HLG: 5,799.88 ft
5,805.00
E, \
= 5,800.00
E PIPE -174 (STORM): 35.7 ft @ 0.010 ft/ft
o | — RCP
\<
_\
5,795.00 =
5,790.00
-0+50 0+00 0+50
Station (ft)
Bentley Systems, Inc. Haestad Methods Solution StormCAD
2020.04.22.stsw Center [10.02.03.03]
4/27/2020 27 Siemon Company Drive Suite 200 W Page 1 of 1

Watertown, CT 06795 USA +1-203-755-1666



Profile Report
Profile Lateral B.3 (5-Year)

B08.1

Rim: 5,808.31 ft
Invert: 5,796.31 ft
HGL: 5,797.27 ft

5,810.00
BO8
Rim: 5,806.00 ft
Invert: 5,795.56 ft
HGL: 5,796.96 ft
J
5,805.00
=
R
©
>
[¢5]
w
=,800.00 PIPE -176 (STORM): 33.5 ft @ 0.007 ft/ft
" RCP
_\
5,795.00 :
-0+50 0+00 0+50
Station (ft)
Bentley Systems, Inc. Haestad Methods Solution StormCAD
2020.04.22.stsw Center [10.02.03.03]
4/27/2020 27 Siemon Company Drive Suite 200 W Page 1 of 1

Watertown, CT 06795 USA +1-203-755-1666



Profile Report
Profile Lateral B.3 (100-Year)

B08.1

Rim: 5,808.31 ft
Invert: 5,796.31 ft
HGL: 5,802.10 ft

5,810.00
BO8
Rim: 5,806.00 ft
Invert: 5,795.56 ft
HGL: 5,801.59 ft
J
5,805.00
=
R
I—
w
=,800.00 PIPE -176 (STORM): 33.5 ft @ 0.007 ft/ft
" RCP
5,795.00 :
-0+50 0+00 0+50
Station (ft)
Bentley Systems, Inc. Haestad Methods Solution StormCAD
2020.04.22.stsw Center [10.02.03.03]
4/27/2020 27 Siemon Company Drive Suite 200 W Page 1 of 1

Watertown, CT 06795 USA +1-203-755-1666



Profile Report
Profile Lateral B.4 (5-Year)

STUB

Rim: 5,802.00 ft
Invert: 5,788.23 ft
HGL: 5,788.85 ft

BO4
5,805.00 Rim: 5,801.93 ft
Invert: 5,786.43 ft
HGL: 5,788.51 ft

5,800.00
§
= 5,795.00
>
o
Ll
40
5,790.00 (“'\“'.TOR/\@.\L
Circle | 1803_-2f1‘@ 0
=Y “U.02¢9
[T\ Rep ft/fy
5,785.00
-0+50 0+00 0+50
Station (ft)
Bentley Systems, Inc. Haestad Methods Solution StormCAD
2020.04.22.stsw Center [10.02.03.03]
4/27/2020 27 Siemon Company Drive Suite 200 W Page 1 of 1

Watertown, CT 06795 USA +1-203-755-1666



Profile Report
Profile Lateral B.4 (100-Year)

STUB

Rim: 5,802.00 ft
Invert: 5,788.23 ft
HGL: 5,795.97 ft

BO4

5,805.00 Rim: 5,801.93 ft
Invert: 5,786.43 ft
HGL: 5,795.93 ft
5,800.00
§
= 5,795.00
>
<]
[
40
5,790.00 (“'\“'.TOR/\@.\L
Circye | x b2
80y o2 -0.029 1,
H P t
5,785.00
-0+50 0+00 0+50
Station (ft)
Bentley Systems, Inc. Haestad Methods Solution StormCAD
2020.04.22.stsw Center [10.02.03.03]
4/27/2020 27 Siemon Company Drive Suite 200 W Page 1 of 1

Watertown, CT 06795 USA +1-203-755-1666



Profile Report
Profile Main C (5-Year)

Co1
Rim: 5,799.02 ft
AO3 Invert: 5,788.77 ft
Rim: 5,793.08 ft HGLin:5,790.07 ft
5,800.00 Invert: 5,783.52 ft HGLout:5,789.76 ft
HGLin:5,785.23 ft ¥
HGLout:5,784.90 ft
C00
Rim: 5,793.41 ft
Invert: 5,784.15 ft
5,795.00 HGLin:5,785.66 ft
HGLout:5,785.36 ft
Y
‘é’
= 5,790.00
© ft
g 0.012
® :198.31t@ 1
w pipE -154 (STORM)
—
5,785.00 e
PIPE -153 (STORM): 43.1 ft @ 0.010 ft/ft
RCP
5,780.00
-0+50 0+00 0+50 1+00 1+50 2+00 2+50
Station (ft)
Bentley Systems, Inc. Haestad Methods Solution StormCAD
2020.04.22.stsw Center [10.02.03.03]
4/27/2020 27 Siemon Company Drive Suite 200 W Page 1 of 1

Watertown, CT 06795 USA +1-203-755-1666



Profile Report
Profile Main C (100-Year)

Co1
Rim: 5,799.02 ft
AO3 Invert: 5,788.77 ft
Rim: 5,793.08 ft HGLin:5,790.75 ft
5,800.00 Invert: 5,783.52 ft HGLout:5,790.21 ft
HGLin:5,786.93 ft ¥
HGLout:5,786.46 ft
C00
Rim: 5,793.41 ft
Invert: 5,784.15 ft
5,795.00 HGLIn:5,787.92 ft
HGLout:5,787.39 ft
Y
=
2 5,790.00
©
3 - :
u - RCP
—
—
5,785.00
PIPE -153 (STORM): 43.1 ft @ 0.010 ft/ft
RCP
5,780.00
-0+50 0+00 0+50 1+00 1+50 2+00 2+50
Station (ft)
Bentley Systems, Inc. Haestad Methods Solution StormCAD
2020.04.22.stsw Center [10.02.03.03]
4/27/2020 27 Siemon Company Drive Suite 200 W Page 1 of 1

Watertown, CT 06795 USA +1-203-755-1666



Profile Report
Profile Lateral C.1 (5-Year)

C00.1
5,800.00 Rim: 5,796.99 ft
Invert: 5,784.67 ft
HGL: 5,785.64 ft

C00
Rim: 5,793.41 ft
Invert: 5,784.15 ft
5,795.00 HGL: 5,785.66 ft
=t
% 5,790.00
3 PIPE -156 (STORM): 41.9 ft @ 0.010 ft/ft
- " RCP
5,785.00
_\_
5,780.00
-0+50 0+00 0+50

Station (ft)

Bentley Systems, Inc. Haestad Methods Solution StormCAD

Center [10.02.03.03]
27 Siemon Company Drive Suite 200 W Page 1 of 1

Watertown, CT 06795 USA +1-203-755-1666

2020.04.22.stsw
4/27/2020



Profile Report
Profile Lateral C.1 (100-Year)

C00.1
5,800.00 Rim: 5,796.99 ft
Invert: 5,784.67 ft
HGL: 5,787.95 ft

C00
Rim: 5,793.41 ft
Invert: 5,784.15 ft
5,795.00 HGL: 5,787.92 ft
=t
% 5,790.00
3 PIPE -156 (STORM): 41.9 ft @ 0.010 ft/ft
- " RCP
5,785.00
_\_
5,780.00
-0+50 0+00 0+50

Station (ft)

Bentley Systems, Inc. Haestad Methods Solution StormCAD

Center [10.02.03.03]
27 Siemon Company Drive Suite 200 W Page 1 of 1

Watertown, CT 06795 USA +1-203-755-1666

2020.04.22.stsw
4/27/2020



Elevation (ft)

5,805.00

5,800.00

5,795.00

5,790.00

5,785.00
-0+50

2020.04.22.stsw

4/27/2020

Profile Report
Profile Lateral C.2 (5-Year)

Co01.1

Rim: 5,803.23 ft
Invert: 5,789.42 ft
HGL: 5,790.43 ft

co1

Rim: 5,799.02 ft
Invert: 5,788.77 ft
HGL: 5,790.07 ft

\4// RCP

0+00 0+50

Station (ft)

Bentley Systems, Inc. Haestad Methods Solution
Center
27 Siemon Company Drive Suite 200 W
Watertown, CT 06795 USA +1-203-755-1666

PIPE -155 (STORM): 44.6 ft @ 0.010 ft/ft

StormCAD
[10.02.03.03]
Page 1 of 1



Elevation (ft)

5,805.00

5,800.00

5,795.00

5,790.00

5,785.00
-0+50

2020.04.22.stsw

4/27/2020

Profile Report
Profile Lateral C.2 (100-Year)

Co01.1

Rim: 5,803.23 ft
Invert: 5,789.42 ft
HGL: 5,791.58 ft

co1

Rim: 5,799.02 ft
Invert: 5,788.77 ft
HGL: 5,790.75 ft

_¥ (| Rep

0+00 0+50

Station (ft)

Bentley Systems, Inc. Haestad Methods Solution
Center
27 Siemon Company Drive Suite 200 W
Watertown, CT 06795 USA +1-203-755-1666

PIPE -155 (STORM): 44.6 ft @ 0.010 ft/ft

StormCAD
[10.02.03.03]
Page 1 of 1



Elevation (ft)

2020.04.22.stsw
4/27/2020

5,805.00

5,800.00

5,795.00

5,790.00

5,785.00

5,780.00

5,775.00

-0+50

Profile Report
Profile Lateral D.1 (5-Year)

D01 (STORM)
Rim: 5,800.32 ft
Invert: 5,782.92 ft

0+00 0+50

Station (ft)

Bentley Systems, Inc. Haestad Methods Solution
Center
27 Siemon Company Drive Suite 200 W
Watertown, CT 06795 USA +1-203-755-1666

D00
Rim: 5,782.60 ft
Invert: 5,779.08 ft

1+00

StormCAD
[10.02.03.03]
Page 1 of 1



Elevation (ft)

2020.04.22.stsw
4/27/2020

5,805.00

5,800.00

5,795.00

5,790.00

5,785.00

5,780.00

5,775.00

-0+50

Profile Report
Profile Lateral D.1 (100-Year)

D01 (STORM)
Rim: 5,800.32 ft
Invert: 5,782.92 ft

0+00 0+50

Station (ft)

Bentley Systems, Inc. Haestad Methods Solution
Center
27 Siemon Company Drive Suite 200 W
Watertown, CT 06795 USA +1-203-755-1666

D00
Rim: 5,782.60 ft
Invert: 5,779.08 ft

1+00

StormCAD
[10.02.03.03]
Page 1 of 1



Final Drainage Report, April 2020
Parker and Pine, Parker, CO
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Final Drainage Report
Parker Auto Plaza
Town of Parker
Douglas County, Colorado

Prepared for:

Parker Auto Plaza, LLLP
°/, Concepts West Architecture
202 East Cheyenne Mountain Blvd.
Suite Q
Colorado Springs, Colorado 80906

Prepared by:
Kiowa Engineering Corporation

1604 South 21 Street
Colorado Springs, Colorado 80804

Kiowa Project No. 00056

July 12, 2004




ENGINEER'S STATEMENT:
This report for the final design of the Parker Auto Plaza development was prepared by me or
under my direct supervision in accordance with the provisions of the Town of Parker Storm
Drainage and Environmental Criteria Manual. I understand that the Town of Parker and its
designated town authority do not and will not assume liability for drainage facilities designed by
others.

ﬁ:—"":l\."“
") REgG, et
Kiowa Engineering Corporation, 7175 W. Jefferson Avg - @@p&ﬁag oad, CO 80235

Thtter Hfuistins

Registered Professional Engineer
State of Colorado # 36713
(For and on behalf of Kiowa Engineering Corp.)

00056FDR.doc i Kiowa Engineering Corporation
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General Location and Description

This report addresses the drainage impacts related to the Parker Auto Plaza development. The
development will include construction of automobile sales facilities, an automobile body shop
and future commercial site development. The property is located in the northwest quarter and
southwest quarter of Section 10, Township 6 South, Range 66 West of the Sixth Principal
Meridian. The property lies northwest of the intersection of Parker Road and Lincoln Avenue. It
is bounded on the north by Pine Lane, on the east by Parker Road, Dransfeldt Road and
MacLachlan Subdivision Nos. 1 & 2, on the south by Lincoln Avenue and on the west by the
proposed extension alignment of Twenty Mile Road. The proposed Parker Auto Plaza site
includes approximately 52.7 acres. A vicinity map of the area is included as Figure 3.

The site is covered by native vegetation, including weeds, sagebrush and a few large and smaller
deciduous trees. Baldwin Gulch runs through the property from an existing box culvert under
Parker Road to the proposed extension alignment of Twenty Mile Road.

Approximately 31.6 acres of the site will be utilized for the proposed commercial development
sites described above, The 8.1 acres that surrounds Baldwin Guich and the 100-year flood plain
will be designated open space. This area will remain undeveloped except for a proposed trail
and trailhead area and for channel improvements recommended in the Baldwin Gulch Outfall
Systems Planning Study prepared by the Urban Drainage and Flood Control District.

Drainage Basins and Sub-Basins

Major Basin Description

The site was part of the MacLachlan Property (of which Filing Nos. 1 & 2 are currently
developed). As a result of the review of the final drainage report for the MaclLachian
Subdivision No. 1 (S.A. Miro, Inc., March 1994), and the Newlin and Baldwin Gulches and
Basin 4600-09 Qutfall Systems Study Preliminary Design Report (Kiowa Engineering
Corporation, December 1994), it is apparent that the site lies within a portion of two major
historic basins; Basin 4600-09 and Baldwin Guich. Basin 4600-09 drains directly into Cherry
Creek west of the site. A copy of the Future Major Watershed Boundaries and Reach
Delineations, Baldwin Gulch basin 4600-09 is included in the Appendix of this report as Figure

7. The outfall for Baldwin Gulch into Cherry Creek is located approximately one-quarter mile
west of the proposed extension of Twenty Mile Road. In the current condition it appears that a

portion of the flows from the Basin 4600-09 section of the site are being diverted into Baldwin
Gulch by the existing road in the Twenty Mile Road R.O.W. Existing drainage basins are
shown on Figure 1 that is located in the map pocket at the end of this report.
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Site Sub-Basin Description

Most of the flows from the developed lots within the MacLachlan subdivision drain to onsite
detention basins. These detention basins in turn outfall directly into Baldwin Gulch and will
remain in this condition. A small portion of Ponderosa Drive discharges onto the site in the
current condition, and will be conveyed across the site by curb and gutter as Dransfeldt Road
will be extended to Twenty Mile Road during the development of the site. Channel
improvements will be made to Baldwin Gulch as part of the site development. The channel
improvements noted in the Newlin and Baldwin Gulches and Basin 4600-09 Outfall Systems
Study (OSP) Preliminary Design Report were reviewed during the Preliminary Drainage Report
(PDR) for the site. The following modifications have been made to the channel improvements
outlined in the OSP as part of the PDR review by UDFCD and the Town of Parker, Sculpted
concrete drop structures have been substituted for the check structures shown in the OSP. The
sculpted drop structures have replaced the checks so that the channel can be constructed to the
ultimate longitudinal slope anticipated for sandy soils instead of allowing the channel to degrade
over time with check structures as recommended in the OSP. This will minimize the amount of
sediment that could be conveyed to Cherry Creek resulting from the degradation of the invert
along this portion of Baldwin Gulch. The longitudinal slope of the channel was also modified
from 0.94% to 0.6% to reduce the flow velocities in the channel. The proposed improvements to
Baldwin Guich are shown on the Drainage Plan, Figure 2. No further onsite drainage
improvements are needed to convey flows from MacLachlan Subdivisions through the site.

The development of the site will not change the drainage patterns significantly onsite. However
the increase in runoff that accompanies the development of the site will require the construction
of two detention basins. The detention basins are located east of the future alignment of Twenty

Mile Road to regulate discharge from the site into Baldwin Guich. A storm sewer system will be
required on the parcels south of Baldwin Gulch in order to convey site runoff from drainage
basins 1B-12B into Detention Basin B south of Baldwin Gulch. A storm sewer system will also
be required to convey flows from drainage basins 1A-5A to Detention Basin A (see Figure 2).

The existing and proposed grading precludes any freatment or detention of the runoff from
Twenty Mile Road basins 3C and 4C and Pine Lane basins 1D and 2D. The Twenty Mile Road
basins will be released to their historic Baldwin Gulch outfall location. The drainage basins
along Pine Lane will be released to their historic outfall location westerly along the south edge of
Pine Lane, eventually reaching Baldwin Gulch. The drainage improvements associated with
Pine Lane will be completed as part of the Pine Lane extension project by Douglas County.

Floodplains

The Baldwin Gulch existing 100-year flood plain is shown on Figure 1 located in a map pocket
at the end of this report. The 100-year flood plain boundary is based in part on the /1977 Flood
Hazard Delineation (FHAD) Report for Baldwin Gulch. The flood plain boundary was
confirmed using Panel Number 080310 0070 D of the FEMA Flood Insurance Rate Map for
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Douglas County, shown in Figure 8 which is located in the Appendix of this report. The
development of this site will include channel improvements to Baldwin Gulch. These
improvements, along with Detention Basin A south of Baldwin Gulch, east of the proposed
Twenty Mile Road extension alignment will be the only grading that will occur within the 100-
year floodplain. The construction of the channel improvements and attendant grading along the
major drainageway will alter the 100-year floodway and floodplain through the site east of the
proposed Twenty Mile Road extension. The proposed 100-year floodplain resulting from the
proposed channel improvements is shown on Figure 2. A conditional Letter of Map Revision
(CLOMR) will be required for this project. The submittal of a CLOMR to FEMA will
commence once the design of the Baldwin Gulch improvements are generally approved and
accepted by the Town of Parker and the Urban Drainage and Flood Control District.

Drainage Design Criteria

Regulations

In accordance with the Town of Parker’s Floodplain ordinance, no temporary or permanent
structures designed for human habitation will be placed in the floodplain. There will be a multi-
use trail proposed along the Baldwin Gulch drainageway. The area adjacent to the low flow
channel and on overbanks will be revegetated with native grasses, trees, and shrubs.

The development of this site will include improvements to the Baldwin Gulch channel, as stated
above. These improvements include four sculpted concrete drop structures as well as grading the
channel to conform to the recommended channel section and reinforcing the channel as
necessary to minimize the adverse affects of erosion along Baldwin Gulch and the lands adjacent
to it. A riprap lined low flow channel of 5-year capacity with a benched channel section above
the low flow area is proposed. The total 100-year flooding depth along the channel through the
site ranges from four to six-feet. A multi-use trail will follow the channel along the north bench
of the drainageway, generally located above the 100-year floodplain. This trail will cross
beneath proposed Twenty Mile Road in a three-sided box culvert. The upstream portion of the
multi-use trail will cross under Parker Road through the north bay of the existing twin box
culvert. The trail will loop up to Parker Road on the north side. The trail will continue south
along Parker Road to the existing multi-use trail located on the south side of Baldwin Gulch and
east of Parker Road. The plan and profile design for Baldwin Gulch has been included in a map
pocket at the end of this report.

The proposed channel improvements will alter the existing channel section for the entire length
of Baldwin Gulch within the project site. As a result of field meetings with the U. S. Army
Corps of Engineers it was determined that a 404 Permit will not be required for the proposed
channel improvements. It was determined that the portion of Baldwin Gulch through the site is
not considered as jurisdictional waters of the United States.
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Development Criteria Reference and Constraints

The Final Drainage Report for MacLachlan Subdivision No. 1 includes portions of this site in its
analysis of historic drainage basins, however, drainage reports including developed conditions
for this site could not be found. This drainage study generally agrees with the Final Drainage
Report for MacLachlan Subdivision No. 1 concerning the historic drainage patterns for the site.

The Final Drainage Report for MacLachlan Subdivision No. 1 describes the developed flows of
the neighboring subdivision. This study indicates that all flows aside from three small basins
will be routed to a detention basin in MacLachlan Subdivision No. 1 and discharged directly into
Baldwin Gulch. Two of the three small basins currently discharge onto the project site. When
Dransfeldt Road is extended to Twenty Mile Road as a part of the development of this site,
runoff from the offsite sub-basins currently discharging will be conveyed by curb and gutter to
the storm sewer system in Dransfeldt Road and Twenty Mile Road and from there to Detention
Basin B.

Hydrologic Criteria

Basin runoff was calculated using the Rational Method. Hydrology for Baldwin Gulch was
obtained from the Newlin and Baldwin Gulches Outfall Systems Planning Study. The 5-year
and 100-year peak discharges for the segment of Baldwin Gulch adjacent to the site are 260
cubic feet per second and 2,100 cubic feet per second, respectively.

Hydraulic Criteria

The drainage systems and street capacities for this site have been designed to accommodate the
S-year initial storm event and the 100-year major storm event as specified in the Town of Parker,

Colorado, Storm Drainage and Environmental Criteria Manual (SDECM). The hydraulic
capacities of the curb inlets were determined using the UDINLET computer model developed by
the University of Colorado at Denver. The initial storm event water spread was used to help
determine the inlet locations in the site. Table 2.4 from the SDECM was used to determine the
maximum allowable water spread for the initial storm runoff and has been included in the
Appendix. An Inlet Capacity Summary spreadsheet is included in the Appendix, showing the
inlet capacities and the minor storm water spread in tabular form. Colorado Department of
Transportation (CDoT) Type R curb inlets will be used throughout the site. City of Denver
Standard No. 16 Open Throat Inlets will be used in areas where there is insufficient area behind
the curb for a curb-opening inlet.

Detention basins for this site have been designed to conform to the 10-year and 100-year
regulated release rates per the aforementioned manual. Detention basins were sized and
discharge rates determined using the UDFCD Detention Formulas. The supporting calculations
associated with the sizing of hydraulic facilities for this development are included in the
Appendix of this report.
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Drainage Facility Details

General Concept

In the current condition, drainage from the proposed site flows into Baldwin Gulch. Calculations
for the analysis of existing drainage basins are presented in the appendix at the end of this report.
The existing Drainage Plan, including drainage basins are shown in Figure 1. The proposed
development seeks to preserve the existing drainage patterns with the exception of routing flows
through detention basins prior to discharging into Baldwin Gulch in order to limit flows from the

developed site to acceptable levels. Calculations for the analysis of developed basins for this
site, as well as calculations for the design of the detention basins and their tributary storm water
conveyances are presented in the appendix of this report. The configuration of proposed basins

and their related drainage facilities are presented in Figure 2. Offsite runoff impacting the site is
minimal and will be conveyed across the site with the extension of Dransfeldt Road to be
handled by the drainage facilities discharging to Detention Basin B.

Drainage Basin and Storm Sewer System Description

Runoff from Basin 1A will sheet-flow westerly through a parking lot area to a 10-foot sump curb
inlet (Inlet 1). The flows captured by the inlet will be routed to Inlet 2. Drainage from Basin 2A
will sheet-flow westerly through a parking lot area to a 15-foot curb inlet in sump condition. The
flows will combine with flows from Inlet 1 and be carried by a storm sewer to Detention Basin
A. Flows generated from Basin 3A will sheet-flow westerly through a parking lot area to a 10-
foot sump curb inlet. A storm sewer will route the flows to Detention Basin A. Runoff
generated from Basin 4A will sheet-flow southwesterly through a parking lot area to a 10-foot
sump curb inlet. The flows will be routed to Detention Basin A by a storm sewer.

Runoff from Basin 1B will be carried northerly by curb and gutter along the western side of
Twenty Mile Road. The runoff will be collected by a 15-foot on grade curb inlet at Dransfeldt
Road. Runoff generated within Basin 2B will be carried northerly by curb and gutter along on
the eastern side of Twenty Mile Road. The runoff will be collected by a 10-foot on grade curb
inlet at Inlet 11. Drainage developed from Basin 3B will sheet-flow westerly through a parking
lot area to be collected by a 15-foot sump curb inlet near Twenty Mile Road. The flow will then
be carried by a 24-inch RCP to join with flows at Inlet 20. Runoff generated within Basin 4B
will sheet-flow west through a parking lot area and will be collected by a 10-foot sump curb
inlet. The flow will then be carried to Inlet 20 by a storm sewer. Drainage from Basin 5B will
sheet-flow northwest through a parking lot area and will be collected by a 10-foot sump curb
inlet. The flow will be routed to Inlet 19 through a storm sewer. Drainage from Basin 6B will
sheet-flow northwest through a parking lot area and will be collected by a 5-foot sump curb iniet.
The flow will be routed to Detention Basin B through a storm sewer. Drainage from Basin 7B
will be carried northwest by the Dransfeldt Road curb and gutter to 15-foot curb inlets on grade
at the intersection of Twenty Mile Road. A storm sewer will route the flows into the storm
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sewer system along Twenty Mile Road. Runoff generated from Basin 8B will sheet-flow
directly to Detention Basin B. Runoff gencrated from Basin 9B will sheet-flow westerly to a 15-
foot sump curb inlet. At this point the runoff will combine with the flows in the 36-inch RCP
storm sewer located along the east side of Twenty Mile Road (Twenty Mile Storm Sewer). The
storm sewer will continue north to a manhole to the north of Dransfeldt Road. The Twenty Mile
Storm Sewer will bend at this manhole and be directed into Detention Basin B. The runoff
generated by Basin 10B will be carried along the gutter of the private drive extending into the
commercial development area. The flows will continue along the east curb and gutter of Twenty
Mile Road to a 20-foot inlet (Inlet 18) on grade at the intersection with Dransfeldt Road. The
runoff captured by Inlet 20 will be directed info the Twenty Mile Storm Sewer. Runoff
generated within Basin 11B will sheet-flow westerly through a parking lot area and will be
collected by a 10-foot sump curb inlet near Twenty Mile Road. The flows will be routed into the
Twenty Mile Storm Sewer. Runoff generated within Basin 12B will sheet-flow westerly through
a parking lot area and will be collected by a 10-foot sump curb inlet near Twenty Mile Road.

Flows developed within Basin 1C will be carried southeasterly by a grass-lined swale to enter
Baldwin Gulch. Runoff from Basin 2C will sheet-flow directly to Baldwin Gulch. Drainage
Basins 3C-5C are located along a superelevated portion of Twenty Mile Road. Inlets have been
located along this section of Twenty Mile Road to minimize the amount of flows crossing the
street at points of superelevation. Drainage generated from Basin 3C will sheet-flow onto the
west median curb line of Twenty Mile Road. An inlet will be placed along the west cwb of
Twenty Mile Road to capture the flows. The flows will be conveyed to Baldwin Gulch through a
storm sewer. Flows from Basin 4C will be carried along the west curb and gutter of Twenty
Mile Road to Inlet 27A. The flows will be routed by a storm sewer into Inlet 27. Flows from
Basin 5C will flow onto the east curb and guotter of Twenty Mile Road to Inlet 25 at the low
point. Flows from Basin 6C will flow along the east median curb and gutter of Twenty Mile
Road to Inlet 26 at the low point, A storm sewer will route the flows to Inlet 26 and Baldwin
Gulch. Runoff generated from Basins 1D and 2D will be handled as part of the Pine Lane
Improvements. Runoff generated from Basin 1D is carried northerly along the west curb and
gutter onto Pine Lane. The flows from Basin 2D will be captured by an inlet and conveyed to
the Pine Lane storm sewer system.

Detention Basin Facility Description

The required detention volumes for Detention Basin A are 2.06 acre-feet for the 10-year event
and 2.97 acre-feet for the 100-year event, which includes the WQCV. Calculations for this
detention basin are located in the Appendix of this report. To control the release of flows and
allow for pollutant removal, the detention basin is designed as an Extended Detention Basin
Sedimentation Facility, as shown in Figure EDB-1 in Volume 3 of the Urban Storm Drainage
Criteria Manual, found in the Appendix of this report. The design will include a forebay, trickle
channel and emergency spillway. Modifications to the Figure EDB-1 design were made per the
request of the Town of Parker. The modifications include the elimination of the micropool and
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APPENDIX A
Hydrologic Calculations
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Parker Auto Plaza
Time of Concentration (Existing)

A 6.1 % 0.9 % 150 If 11251f 0.01 0.2 ft/sec 0.5 fi/sec 788 sec. 2272 sec. 51.0 min.

B 24% 2.5% 1501f 1105 H 0.01 0.1 ft/sec 1.0 ft/sec 1077 sec. 1163 sec. 37.3 min.

C 1.9% 2.4 % 150 1f 1659 If 0.01 0.1 fi/sec 0.9 fi/sec 1158 sec. 1880 sec. 50.6 min.

D 25% 3.4 % 150 1f 900 If 0.01 0.1 fifsec 1.1 ft/sec 1067 sec. 842 sec. 31.8 min.

E 1.5% 3.9% 150 1f 814 1f 0.01 0.1 fi/sec 0.8 ft/sec 1268 sec. 1072 sec. 39.0 min.
Equations:

Time of Concentration (Overland) = 1.8(1.1-Cq)L *¥ g %

C; = Runoff coefficient for five-year flow

L= Length of overland flow in feet{ Length must be less than 1,000 feet for undeveloped area before entering a channel)

S = Slope of flow path in percent

00056hydroxds  Time of Conc (Exist}
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Parker Auto Plaza
Basin Runoff Calculation (Existing)

Cip: 1centratio 1100
A 519,090 sf 11.92 ac 0.05 0.20 51.0 min. 1.8 in/hr 2.9 in/hr 1.1 cfs
B 657,300 sf 15.09 ac 0.05 6.20 37.3 min. 23inhr  3.6in/hr 1.7 cfs
C 512,500 sf 11.77 ac 0.05 0.20 50.6 min. 1.9in/hr 2.9 in/hr 1.1 cfs
D 256,610 sf 5.89 ac 0.05 0.20 31.8 min. 2.5in/hr 3.9in/hr 0.7 cfs
E 354,940 sf 815ac 0.05 0.20 39.0 min. 2.21in/hr 3.5 in/hr 0.9 cfs
Equations:

=(28.5P)( 10+

P=0ne-hour point rainfall depth (in.)  P(5yr’=1.3%n. P(10yr)=1.64in. P{100yr)=2.60in.
is, 110, Ijog=Average 5, 10 and 100-year Rainfall Inteasity in inches per hour (Fig 5.1, Town of Parker Storm Drainage and Environmental Criteria Manual)

Q=CiA

() = Peak Runoff Rate, in cubic feet per second (cfs)

C = Runoff cocfficient representing a ration of peak runoff rate to average rainfall

intensity for a duration equal to the nmoff time of concentration.

1= average rainfall intensity in inches per hour

A= Drainage area in acres

00056hydro.ds  Runoff (Exist)
Date Prepared: 5/16/03
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Parker Auto Plaza
Runoff Coefficient Calculation {Developed)

» TAAA T396ac 9031% 081 088  0.73 3
A sA 1.50ac 969% 014 040 001  0.04
15.45 ac_100.0 % 075 0.83

—
il LG =
18,38-7B,9B-13B 16.83ac 85.84% 0.8l 0.83 0.76
: 2B 094ac 478% 0.54 0.66 0.03 0.03
=) &B 184ac 938% 0.14 0.40 0.01 0.04
19.61 ac 100.0 % 0.73 0.82
00G55hydroxls  Runoff Coef Kiowa Engineering Carparation
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Time of Concentration (Developed)

Parker Auto Plaza

1A 80% 3.0% 851t 4301 ﬁ——“'"—"o.z Tisec 3.4 I/sec 8. 0min. 2.1 min. 1-6.1 mm | TZ9mmn | 10T i
2A 3.0%  3.0% | 1001f  3601f 0.14 0.1 ft/sec 3.4 ft/sec 12.0min. 1.8 min. | 13.8min. | 12.6min. | 12.6 min.
A 1.0% 3.0% g01f  4101f 0.14 0.1 ft/sec 3.4 ftfsec 155 min. 2.0min. | 17.5min. | 12.7 min. 12.7 min.
4A 30% 13% F01f  3501f 0.14 0.1 ft/sec 2.2 fifsec [0.0 min. 2.7min. | 12.7min, | 2.3 min. 12.3 min.
SA 40% 1.0% [ 1101f  S50If 0.14 0.2 fi/sec 1.6 ft/sec [14min. O5min. | 11.9min. | 10.9 min. 10.9 min.
1B 30%  1.5% | 201f  5001f 0.14 0.1 ft/sec 2.3 fi/sec 54min. 3.6 min. 9.0 min. 12.9 min. 9.0 min.
2B 1.0% 1.5% | 2001f S5501f 0.14 0.1 fi/sec 2.3 fi/sec 244 min. 4.0min. | 284 min. | 14.2 min. 14.2 min,
38 3.0% 1.0% | 60If 2301f 0.14 0.1 ft/sec 2.0 ft/sec 93min. 1.9min. { 11.2min. | 11.6 min. § 11.2 min.
4B 8.0% 2.5% 30 3501f 0.14 0.1 fi/sec 3.1 fi/sec 47 min. 1.9 min. 6.6 min. 12.1 min. 6.6 min.
3B 80% 2.0% | 401f 300I1f 0.14 0.1 fifsec 2.8 ft/sec 55min. 1.8 min. 7.3 min. 11.5 min. 7.3 min,
6B 30% 35% | 601f 4001f 0.14 0.1 fi/sec 3.7 fi/sec 93min. 1.8min | ILlmin | 12.6min. | 11.1 minm.
7B 4.0% 4.5% 151f 3401f 0.14 0.1 ft/sec 4.2 ft/sec 4.2min. 2.1 min. 6.4 min. 13.1 min. 6.4 min.
8B 3.0% 1.0% 801f 140 1f 0.14 0.1 ft/sec 1.6 fi/sec 10.7 min. 1.5 min. 12.2 min. 11.2 min. 11.2 min.
93 50% 3.0% 501 350If 0.14 0.1 ft/sec 3.4 fifsec 7.1 min, 1.7 min. 8.9 min. 12.2 min. 8.9 min.
10B 3.0% 25% 201f  5001f 0.14 0.1 ft/sec 3.1 fi/sec 54 min. 2.7 min. 8.0 min. 12.9 min. 8.0 min.
1B 30%  25% | 251 2504 0.14 0.1 ft/sec 3.1 fi/sec 6.0min. 1.3 min. 7.3 min. 11.5 min. 7.3 min.
128 30% 25% | S0 40031 0.14 0.1 ft/sec 3.1 fi/sec 85min. 22min } 10.6min. | 12.5min. | 10.6 min.
138 1.0% 1.0% | 1501f 4501f 0.14 0.1 ft/sec 2.0 ft/sec 212min. 3.8min. | 249 min. | 133 min. | 13.3 min.
1C 1.0% 2.0% | 2001f 4501f 0.14 0.1 fi/sec 1.0 fifsec 24.4min,  7S5min. | 31.9min. | 13.6 min 13.6 min.
2C 1.0% 1.0% | 2351f 14901f 0.14 0.0 ft/sec 1.5 fi/sec 86 min. 16.6min | 252 min. | 184 min. | 184 min
aC 20% 1.0% | 1501f 7001f 0.14 0.1 ft/sec 3.4 ft/sec 168 min. 3.4min | 202min. | 14.7min { 14.7 min.
4C 1.0% 1.1% 101f  5001f 0.14 0.0 ft/sec 2.1 fi/sec 5.5min. 4.0 min 9.4 min. 12.8 min, 9.4 min.
5C 20% 10% | 60 2001f 0.14 0.1 ft/sec 3.4 ft/sec 10.6min. 1.0min. § 11.6min. | 11.4min. | 11.4 min.
6C 20% 1.0% 103 3401f 0.14 0.0 ft/sec 1.6 ft/sec 43 min. 3.5 min. 7.9 min. 11.9 min. 7.9 min.
7C 20% 1.0% 101 2201f 0.90 0.2 ft/sec 3.4 fi/sec 0.9min. 1LImin | 5.0min 11.3 min. 5.0 min.
1D 20% 20% 161f  3501f 0.14 0.0 ft/sec 2.8 ftfsec 43min. 2.1 min. 6.4 min. 12.0 min. 6.4 min.
2D 10.0% 3.0% | 301f 1001f 0.14 0.1 fi/sec 3.4 fi/sec 44 min. 0.5min. | 5.0min. 10.7 min. 5.0 min.
3D 100% 3.0% 101f  4001f 0.14 0.1 fi/sec 3.4 fi/sec 2.5min, 2.0 min. 5.0 min, 12.3 min. 5.0 min.
DP1 A Basins 1.0% 3.0% 801f 410%f 0.14 0.1 fifsec 3.4 fi/sec 155min. 2.0min. | 17.5min. | 12.7 min. 12.7 min.
DP 2 B Basins 3.0% 1.5% §0If 15601f 0.14 0.1 fi'sec 2.3 fi/sec 107min. 11.3min, | 22.0 min. | 19.1 min. 19.1 min.
Equations:

1; (Overland) = 1.8(1.1-CoL ** § 9%

Cs = Runoff coeflicient for five-year flow

L = Length of overland flow in feet
$ = Slope of flow path in percent

00056hydroxds  Time of Conc

Date Prepared: 6/23/2004

te Check = (L/180)+10
L = Overall Length
Fig. RO-1: Average velocities for Estimating Travel Time
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Parker Auto Plaza
Basin Runoff Calculation (Developed)

1A 124,700 sf  2.86 ac 0.81 0.88 10.1 min. 3.7iwhr 7.0 in/hr 8.7 cfs 17.7 cfs 1A
2A 158,280sf 3.63 ac (.81 0.88 12.6 min. 34in/hr 6.4 in/hr 10.1 efs 20.5 cfs 2A
3A 140.800sf 3.44 ac 0.81 0.88 12.7 min. 34in/hr 6.4 in/hr 9.5 cfs 19.3 cfs A
44 175,180 sf 4.02ac 0.81 0.88 12.3 min. 34in/br 6.4 in/hr 11.2 cfs 22.8 cfs 4A
5A 65,250sf  1.50 ac 0.14 0.40 10.9 min, 3.6inhr 6.8 infhr 0.8 cfs 4.1 cfs SA
1B 26,630sf  0.61 ac 0.81 0.88 9.0 min, 3.9in/hr 7.3 infhr 1.9 cfs 3.9 cfs 1B
2B 40,850 sf  0.94 ac 0.54 0.66 14.2 min. 3.2in/br 6.1 in/hr 1.6 cfs 3.8 cfs 2B
3B 114,100 sf  2.62 ac 0.81 0.88 11.2 min. 3.6in/hr 6.7 in‘hr 7.6 cfs 15.5 cfs 3B
4B 83,300sf 191 ac 0.81 0.88 6.6 min, 4.4 in/hr 8.1 in/hr 6.7 cfs 13.7 cfs 4B
5B 71,200sf 163 ac 0.81 (.88 7.3 min. 42in/hr 7.9 in/hr 5.6 cfs 11.4 cfs 5B
6B 63,550sf 146 ac 0.81 0.88 11.1 min. 3.6in/ar 6.7 in/hr 4.3 cfs 8.7 cfs 6B
7B 51,720sf  1.19ac 0.81 0.88 6.4 min. 44in/hr 8.2 in/hr 4.2 cfs 8.6 cfs 7B
8B 80,100 sf 184 ac 0.14 .40 11.2 min. 3.6in/hr 6.7 in/hr 0.9 efs 4.9 cfs gB
9B 116,400 sf  2.67 ac (.81 (.88 8.9 min, 39in/hr 7.4 in/hr 8.5 cfs 17.3 cfs 9B
10B 46,600 s  1.07ac 0.81 0.88 8.0 min. 4.1in/hr 7.6 in/hr 3.5 cfs 7.2 cfs 10B
11B 59,600sf  1.37 ac 0.81 0.88 7.3 min. 4.2in/hr  7.9in/hr 4.7 cfs 9.5 cfs 11B
12B 100,200 sf 230 ac 0.81 0.88 10.6 min. 3.7in/hr 6.9 in/hr 6.8 cfs 13.9 efs 12B
13B 65,200 1.50 ac 0.81 0.88 13.3 min. 33in/hr 6.2 in'hr 4.¢ cfs 8.2 cfy 138
1C 72910 sf 1.67 ac 0.54 0.66 13.6 min. 33in/hr 6.2 in/hr 3.6 cfs 6.8 cfs 1C
2C 361,300 sf 829 ac 0.14 0.40 18.4 min. 29in/hr 5.3 in/hr 3.3 cfs 17.7 ¢fs 2C
3C 43,100 st 0.99ac 0.81 0.88 14.7 min. 32 m/hr  6.0in/hr 2.6 cfs 5.2 cfs 3cC
4ac 32,500sf 0.75ac 0.81 0.88 9.4 min, 3.8in/hr 7.2 in/hr 2.3 cfs 4.7 cfs 4C
5C 42.640sf 098 ac 0.81 0.88 11.4 min. 3.6in/hr 6.7 in/hr 2.8 cfs 5.7 cfs 5C
6C 22.020sf 051 ac 0.81 (.88 7.9 min. 4.1in/hr 7.7 in/hr 1.7 efs 3.4 cfs 6C
gL 37,700 s 0.87 ac 0.90 0.96 5.0 min. 4.7in/br 8.8 in/hr 3.7 cfs 7.3 cfs 7C
1D 21,080 sf 048 ac 0.81 0.88 6.4 min. 44in/hr 8.2 in/hr 1.7 cfs 3.5 cfs 1D
2D 17,360 s 0,40 ac 0.81 0.88 5.0 min. 47in/hr 8.8 in/hr 1.5 ¢fs 3.1 cfs 2D
D 25,680 sf 0.59 ac 0.81 0.88 5.0 min. 47in/hr 8.8 in/hr 2.3 cfs 4.6 cfs 3D
DP1 A Basins 673,210sf  1545ac 0.75 0.83 12.7 min. 34in/hr 6.4 in/hr 39 cfs 82 cfs DP1
DP2 B Basins 919.450sf 21.1]1 ac 0.74 0.83 19.1 min. 2.8in/hr 5.2 in/hr 44 cfs 92 cfs DP 2
Equations:

I=(28.5P)(10+t,) 578

P=One-hour point rainfall depth (in.) P(Syr)=1.3%in. P(100yr)}=2.60in.

s, 1g hpg=Average 5, 10 and 100-year Rainfall Intensity in inches per hour (Fig 5.1, Town of Parker Storm Drainage and Environmental Criteria Mamual)

Q= CiA

Q = Peak Runoff Rate, in cubic fiet per second (cfs) {Initial Storm=0Qs Major Storm=Qg0}

C = Runoff coefficient representing a ration of peak runoff rate to average rainfall

intensity for a duration equal to the runoff time of concentration.
i= average rainfafl intensity in inches per hour
A = Drainage area in acres

00056hydroxds  Runoff
Date Prepared: 7/11/2004

Kiowa Engineering Corporation
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DRAINAGE CRITERIA MANUAL (V. 1) RUNOFF

I TABLE RO-3
Recommended Percentage Imperviousness Values
Land Use or Percentage
Surface Characteristics Imperviousness
Business;
Commercial areas 95
Neighborhood areas 85
Residential:
Single-family *
Multi-unit (detached) , 80
Multi-unit (attached) 75
Half-acre lot or larger *
Apartments 80
industrial:
Light areas 80
Heavy areas 90
Parks, cemeteries 5
Playgrounds 10
Schools 50
Railroad yard areas 15
Undeveloped Areas:
Historic flow analysis 2
- - Greenbelts, agricultural. ot L2
Off-site flow analysis 45
. {when land uss not defined)
B Streets:
Paved 100
Gravel (packed) 40
Drive and walks 80
Roofs 90
Lawns, sandy soil 0
Lawns, clayey soii 8]

o *sSes Figures RO-3 through RO-5 for percentage imperviousness., _ . . . _ .

Based in part on the data collected by the District since 1969, an empirical relationship between C and
the percentage imperviousness for various storm return periods was developed. Thus, values for C can
be determined using the following equations (Urbonas, Guo and Tucker 1980).

C, =K, + (131 - 144> +1.1351 - 0.12) for C4 = 0, otherwise C4=0  (RO-6)
Cop = Kop + (0.8587% = 0.7861% + 0.774i + 0.04) (RO-7)
Cp = (CA + CCD)/2

in which:

i = % imperviousness/100 expressed as a decimal {ses Table RO-3)

06/2001 RO-9
Urban Drainage and Flood Contral District
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DRAINAGE CRITERIA MANUAL (V. 1) RUNOFF
TABLE RO-5
Runoff Coefficients, C
Pearcentage
Imperviousness Type C and D NRCS Hydrologic Soil Groups
2-yr 5-yr 10-yr 25-yr 50-yr 100-yr

0% 0.04 0.15 0.25 0.37 0.44 0.50
5% 0.08 0.18 0.28 0.39 0.46 0.52
10% 0.11 0.21 0.30 0.41 0.47 0.53
15% 0.14 0.24 0.32 0.43 0.49 0.54
20% 0.17 0.26 0.34 0.44 0.50 0.55
25% 0.20 0.28 0.36 0486 0.51 0.56
30% 0.22 0.30 0.38 047 0.52 0.57
35% 0.25 0.33 0.40 048 0.53 0.57
40% 0.28 0.35 0.42 0.50 0.54 0.58
45% 0.31 0.37 0.44 0.51 0.55 0.59
50% 0.34 0.40 0.46 0.53 0.57 0.60
55% 0.37 0.43 0.48 0.55 0.58 0.62
60% 0.41 0.46 0.51 0.57 0.60 0.63
65% 0.45 0.49 0.54 0.59 0.62 0.65
70% 0.49 0.53 0.57 0.62 0.65 0.68
75% 0.54 0.58 0.62 0.66 0.68 0.71
80% 0.60 0.63 0.66 0.70 0.72 0.74
85% 0.66 0.68 0.71 0.75 0.77 0.79
90% 0.73 0.75 0.77 0.80 0.82 0.83
55% 0.80 . 0.82 0.84 0.87 0.88 0.89
100% 0.89 090 [ 092 0.94 0.95 0.96

' Type B NRCS Hydrologic Soils Group

0% 0.02 0.08 0.15 0.25 0.30 0.35

5% 0.04 0.10 0.18 - 0.28 0.33 - 0.38
10% 0.06 | 0.14 0.22 0.31 0.36 0.40
15% 0.08 0.17 0.25 0.33 0.38 0.42
20% 0.12 0.20 0.27 0.35 0.40 0.44
25% 0.15 0.22 0.30 0.37 0.41 0.46
30% 0.18 0.25 0.32 0.38 0.43 0.47
35% 0.20 0.27 0.34 0.41 0.44 0.48
40% 0.23 0.30 0.36 0.42 > 0.46 0.50
45% 0.26 0.32 0.38 0.44 0.48 0.51 -TWE 8
50% 0.29 0.35 0.40 0.46 0.49 0.52
55% 0.33 0.38 0.43 0.48 0.51 0.54
60% 0.37 0.41 0.46 0.51 0.54 0.56
65% 0.41 0.45 0.49 0.54 0.57 0.59
70% 0.45 0.49 0.53 0.58 0.80 0.62
75% 0.51 0.54 0.58 0.62 0.64 0.66
80% 0.57 0.59 0.63 0.66 0.68 0.70
85% 0.63 0.66 0.69 0.72 0.73 0.75
90% 0.71 0.73 0.75 0.78 0.80 0.81
95% 0.79 0.81 0.83 0.85 0.87 .88
100% 0.89 0.90 0.92 0.94 0.85 0.96

06/2001 RO-11
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TOWN OF PARKER ) . STORM DRAINAGE AND ENVIRONMENTAL CRITERIA MANUAL

5.1 INTRODUCTION

This section presents the criteria and methodology for determining storm runoff design
peaks and volumes to be used in the Town of Parker for preparation of storm drainage
plans and facility design. In general hydrologm analysis of the initial and major storm
events for both the historic and fully developed site conditions are required. In addition to
the hydrologic analysis for a site, a hydrologic analysis should be performed for all off site
basins that impact the proposed site. The Town of Parker adopts procedures prescribed by
the Urban Drainage and Flood Control District {District) for performing hydrologic analysis.
These procedures may be found in the Rainfall and Runoff sections of the MANUAL.
Standards and technical criteria found in the MANUAL should be followed except where
superseded by specific requirements of this criteria MANUAL '

5.2 DESIGN RAINFALL

For any storm runoff technique, design rainfall must first be established. The design rainfall
data to be used for the Town of Parker were obtained from NOAA Atlas 2, Precipitation-
Prequency Atlas of the Western United States, Volume III- Colorado. The design storm
events developed and utilized are the same as those used by the District.

The one-hour point ramfall depths for dlfferent freguency events are shown in Table 5 1.
Rainfall intensity as a function of the one-hour point rainfall and the time of concentration

can be approximated by the following equation which appears in the MANUAL as
Equation RA-5.

[= (28.5P1)/ (10+t)0786

Where, = rainfall intensity (in/hz)
Pi = one-hour point rainfall depth (in).
t. = time of concentration (min)

Graphical presentation of the equation is shown as the Time-Intensity-Frequency curves in
Figure 5.1. Rainfall intensity for use in the Rational Method may be taken from Figure 5.1 or
calculated using the equation. '

Table 5.1
ONE-HOUR POINT RAINFALL
Frequency of Design Qne-hour Paint
Event Rainfall, P,

o) (in)

2 0.99

5 1.39

10 1.64

25 1.98
50 2.31
100 _ 2.60

SECTION 5.00C 53 NOVEMBER 2002




TOWN OF PARKER

STORM DRAINAGE ANG ENVIRONMENTAL CRITERIA MANUAL

Intensity, Duraticn, Frequency
Parker, Colorado
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APPENDIX B
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TOWN OF PARKER ) STORM DRAINAGE AND ENVIRONMENTAL CRITERIA MANUAL

Table 2.3

RECURRENCE INTERVALS (years) FOR
INITIAL AND MAJOR STORM RUNOFF DESIGN

Land use Initial Starm Major Storm
Residential 2 100
Open SpacefAgriculivral 2 100
Schoot ) 2 100
Commercial/Business/Industrial 5 100

251  STREETS

Streets are an integral part of the urban drainage system and may be used for transportmg
storm runoff up to design limits. The design engineer should recognize that the primary
purpose of streets is for traffic. Therefore, use of streets for storm runoff must be limited.

Although street criteria are formulated to allow certain drainage, streets should not
routinely be considered as major drainageways. The Town of Parker, prohibits the practice
of discharging offsite culverts and other non-local drainage outfalls onto streets. Storm
drains should not outfall onto streets, but should be piped to suitable outfalls in a swale,
channel, or detention basin. Street criteria should be applied to storm runoff flows
emanating from building lots and other streets rather than dlscharges from major offsite
drainageways flowing into streets.

Town of Parker criteria for allowable uses and depth of flow for initial and major storm
runoff events is presented in Table 2.4, Table 2.5, and Table 2.6

Table 2.4
ALLOWABLE USE OF STREETS FOR INITIAL STORM RUNOFF
Street
Classification  1Maximum Theaoretical Encroachment
Local - No curb overtopping. Fiow may spread to crown of street.
. Collector No curb overtopping. Flow spread must leave at least a 10 foot width free of water.
Arterial No curb overtopping. Flow spread must Ieave at least two lanes free of water, one 10

foot lane each direction.

Where no curbing exists, encroachment should not extend past the street right-of-way. The maximum
allowable street flow shall be the product of the flow calculated at "maximum theoretical street
encroachment” and required reduction factor, See Section 6.4

SECTION 2D0C 222 NOVEMBER 2002



Parker Auto Plaza
inlet Capacity Smmary

i Interior 10 ft Sump } } 17.9 cfs o 17.2 cfs lefs Basin TA

2 Interior 151t Sump 20.7 cfs 24.3 cfs (4 cfs) Basin 2A

3 Interior 10 ft Sump 19.5 cfs 19.1 efs O cfs Basin 3A

4 Interior 104t Sump 23.1cfs 19.5 efs 4 cfs Basin 4A

10 20Mile Rd | 151t Grade 1.9 cfs 13 f 3.7 cfs 3.6 cfs 0 cfs Off Site Basin 1B

11 20Midle Rd | 10ft Grade 1.6 cfs 6.6 ft 3.8 cfs 3.0 efs 1efs Inlet 18 Basin 28

12 Interior 10 f Sump 8.2 cfs 9.2 cfs (1 cfs} Basin 13B

13 Interior 10 £ Sump 13.7 cfs 13.5 cfs Ocfs Basin 4B

14 Interior 10 ft Sump 11.4 cfs 13.6 cfs (2 cfs) Basin 5B

15 Interior Sh Sump 8.8 cfs 8.2 cfs 1cfs Detention Basin | Basin 6B

16 Dransfeldt | 15ft Grade 2.1 cfs 551t 4.3 ofs 3.6 efs 1cfs Inlet 27 1/2 Basin 7B
16a Dransfeldt 15t Grade 2.1 cfs 5514t 4.3 cfs 3.6 cfs 1 ¢fs Inlet 27 1/2 Basin 7B

17 Interior 15 fi Sump 17.3 efs 18.9 cfy (2 ofs) Basin 9B

I8 20 MileRd | 15ft Grade 3.5cfs 123 ft 7.2 ofs 6.4 cfs 1 cfs OfF Site to the west| Basin 108, Carry Inlet 11
19 Interior 101t Sump 9.5 cfs 11.3 efs (2 cfs) Basin 11B

20 Interior 10 ft Sump 13.9 cfs 18.3 efs {4 cfs) Basin 12B

21 Interior 10 f Sump 15.5 cfs 15.5 cfs Ocfs Basin 3B

25 20Mile Rd | 101t Sump 2.8 cfs 9.1ft 7.0 cfs 11.6 cfs (5 cfs) Basin 5C, Carry Inlet 27
26 20 Mile Rd | 3.251t Sump 1.7 cfs 6.9t 4.3 cfs 5.8 cfs (2 cfs) Basin 6C, Carry Inlet 27a
27 20 Miie Rd 10f Grade 2.6 cfs 13.7 ft 5.9 cfs 3.4 cfs Jefs Inlet 25 Basin 3C, Carry Inlet 16,16a
27a | 20MileRd | 10ft Grade 23 cfs 10.9 ft 4.7 ofs 2.9 cfs 2 efs Inlet 26 Basin 4C

28 20 Mile Rd 5t Grade 1.5 cfs 10.1 & 3.1cfs 1.6 ofs 2cfs Basin 2D

40 Parker Rd St Sump 3.7 cfs 3.6 1t 7.3 cfs 6.2 cfs 1 cfs Baldwin Gulch Basin 7C

Town of Parker Criteria (Pg 6-15, Section 6.3.5): A 50% reduction factor should be used on carry over flows when determining the amount of flow entering a downstream inlet, due
to Carry Over.

Table 2.4: Allowable Use of Streets for Initial Sterm Runoff (3-year Runoff)
Collector: No curb overtopping, Flow spread must leave at least a 10-ft width free of water.

Dransfeldt Rd Maximum Flow Spread = 16.0 ft
Arterial: No curb overtopping. Flow spread must leave at least two lanes free of water, one 10-ft lane each direction.
Twenty Mile Rd Maximum Flow Spread = 17.0 ft
00056hydroxls  Inlet Capacity Kiowa Engineering Corporation

Date Prepared: 7/14,/2004 Project No. D056
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WQCV =
% Impervious(l) =

(.45 inches
95 %

Parker Auto Plaza

Detention Basin Calculations

WQCV (Water Quality Capture Volume) taken from Fig. EDB-2, Volume 3 of the Urban Storm Drainage Criteria Manual for the basin imperviousness shown.
Percent Impervious taken from Table RO-3, Volume 1 of the Urban Storm Drainage Criteria Manual

WQCV =

0.045 *A

WQCV=WQCV/12* A% 12

A= Arca

Required Detention Storage Volume =K A

Ky =
K=

Kyo = {0.951-1.9)/1000

0.08835
0.14749

Ky = (1.781-0.00212-3.56 Y1000

Unit Flow Release Rate (cfs/acre)
Hydrologic Soil Group

U=

Usge =

B
0.23
0.85

1

Detention Basin A

1545 ac

1.37 ac-ft

59,460 cf

2.28 ac-ft 99,261 cf

0.70 ac-ft 30,285 cf

pa

2.06 ac-ft 89,745 cf

2.97 ac-ft 129,546 cf

3.6chs 13.1 cfs

Detention Basin B

21.20 ac

1.87 ac-ft

81,589 cf

313 acft 136,203 of

0.95 ac-ft 41,556 ¢f

2.83 ac-ft 123,145 cf

4.08 ac-ft 177,759 cf

4.9 cfs 18.0 cfs

Vi=Ky A
Release Rate = Area * Ux

Ux= Recommended Maximum Allowable Unit Flow Release Rates {cfs/acre) of Tributary Catchrment (Table SO-1, Urban Drainage and Flood Control District - Yolume 2)

00056hydraxis  Basin Volume
Date Prepared: 11,/23/2003
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Parker Auto Plaza
Detention Basin Calculations

Presedementation / Forebay Sizing

Detention Basin A
wQCv 30,285 cf
10% WQCV 3,029 ¢f
Qrifice Eqn Coef. (C 0.50
Forebay Size Pipes Out of Forebay - Orifice Calculati
Forebay Pipe il % Total | Weighted orebay Semici 5 Minute ) ) s ) ore ay. e .a ation .
Number o Flow |Forebay Area| Depth Surface EMICIIC. | 1y in Flow ?lpe 1 Pipe 1 Pipe 2 Pipe 2 :.Plpe 3 Pipe 3 Total
Area Radii Diameter Flow Diameter Flow Diameter  Flow Flow
s52 37chs | 46.84 % 1,418 cf 2.0t 709 sf 21 ft 4.7 cfs 8 inches 1.8¢fs | 10inches 2.8cfs Oinches 0.0cfs 4.6 cfs
S3 19cfs | 24.05% T28 of 201t 364 sf 151t 24 cfs 6 inches 1.0cfs 6 inches 1.0cfs Oinches 0.0cfs | 2.1cfs
54 23¢ls {29.11% 882 cf 201t 441 sf 17f 2.9 cfs 6 inches 1.0 cfs 8 inches 1.8 ¢fs Oinches 0.0cfs | 2.9cfs
79.0cfs [100.00%| 3,029cf 9.5 cfs
Orifice Equation:
Q=CA(2gH)™
C = Orifice coefficient (dimensionless)
A = Cross-sectional area of opening, in sf
g = Gravitational acceleration constant, 32.2 fi/sec®
H = Head above the centerline of the pipe, in ft
Detention Basin B
WwWQCLCv 41,556 cf
10% WQCV 4,156 cf
Orifice Eqn Coef, (C (.50
. . Forebay Size ) Pipes Out of Forebay ~ Orifice Calculation
Forebay Pipe Flow % Total | Weighted Surface  Semicirc 5 Minute Pipe 1 Pine 1 ' Pine 2 Pine 2 Pipe 3 Pine 3 Total
Numb Fl Forebay Ar urfac . | Drain FI ipe ipe ipe ipe e ipe
Hmber o orebay Area)  Depth Area Radii rean Fow Diameter  Flow Diameter Flow Diameter  Flow Flow
S10 92cfs {100.00%| 4,156c¢f 201 2,078 sf 360 13.9cfs | 12inches 39cfs | 12inches 39cfs | 12inches 3.9cfs | 11.6cfs
92.0cfs [100.00%| 4,156cf 11.6 cfs

0005Bhydroxls  Basin Velume

Kiowa Engineering Corporation
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DRAINAGE CRITERIA MANUAL (V. 3) STRUCTURAL BEST MANAGEMENT PRACTICES
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0.45 :

Extended Detention Basin
40-hour Drain Time )

0.40 | | ~
0.35 Constructed Wetland Basin A
- k. 24-hour Drain Time
<
= 0.30 5 wocv=ato 91/°-1.16i% +0.788 v
§0.25 —~
= 0.20 e
5] ‘/
g — 11
.15
6-hr drain tima a = 0.7 //)<
12-hrdraintime a=08 | " :
0.10 4+— 24-hrdraintime a=05 = Retention Pond, Paraus Pavement
40-hr draintime a=1.0 Detention and Porcus
W Landscape Detention
0.05 12-hour Drain Time
O.GO___ . J P R e P TIPY. SRt .44....,”!, ‘.__.._._]t..._.‘.. --":EL-_-“ Y B

0 €1 02 03 04 05 06 07 08 089 1

Total Imperviousness Ratio {/ =/,.,,/100})

_ FIGURE EDB-2

Water Quality Capture Voluma (WQCV), 80" Parcentile Runoff Event

8-44 Rev. 6-2002

Urban Drainage and Flood Control District




STORAGE DRAINAGE CRITERIA MANUAL (V. 2)

attempt to account for the effects of the WQCV on all control levels whenever it performs watershed-level
drainage and flood control system master plans.

3.2 Sizing of On-Site Detention Facilities

3.2.1 Maximum Allowable Unit Release Rates for On-Site Facilities. The maximum allowable unit

release rates per acre for on-site detention facilities for a number of design return periods are listed in

Table 8O-1. These rates apply unless other rates are recommended in a District-approved master plan.

The predominant soil group for the total tributary catchment shall be used for determining the allowable
release rates. Multiply the unit rates provided in Table SO-1 by the tributary catchment's area to obtain
the actual design release rates in cubic feet per second (cfs). Whenever Natural Resources
Conservation Service (NRCS) soil surveys are not available for the portion of a county being studied,
extrapolate their types using sof! investigations at the site,

TABLE S0-1
Recommended Maximum Allowable Unit Flow Release Rates (cfs/acre) of Tributary Catchment
Design Retun . NRCS Hydrologic Soil Group. N
Period
(Years) A B C&D
2 0.02 0.03 0.04
5 0.07 0.13 0.17
10 0.13 0.23 0.30
25 0.24 0.41 0.52
50 0.33 0.56 0.68
] 100 0.50 0.85 100

3.2.2 Empirical Equations for the Sizing of On-Site Detention Storage Velumes. Urbonas and
Gliddan (1983), as part of the District's ongoing hydrologic research, conducted studies that evaluated

peak storm runoff flows along major drainageways. The following set of empirical equations provided
preliminary estimates of on-site detention facility sizing for areas within the District. They are not intended
for use when off-site inflows are present or when mulli-stage controls are fo be used {e.g., 10- and 100-
vear peak control} at the storage facility. In addition, these equ'atiohs are not intended to reptace detailed
hydrologic and flood routing analysis, or even the analysis using the Rational Formula-based FAA method
for the sizing of detention storage volumes. The District does not promote the use of these empirical
equations. It doeé not object, however, to their use by local governments who have adopted them or
want to adobt therﬁ as minimum requirements for the sizing of on-site detention for small catchments

within their jurisdiction. [f the District has a master plan that contains specific guidance for detention

S0-8 06/2001 -
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Parker Auto Plaza
Detention Basin Earthwork Calculation

Detention Basin A

448 sf 134 cf 03 ft 134 cf 0.003 ac-fi 78
3,743 sf 3,743 of 13# 3,877 f 0.09 ac-ft 79
13,299 sf 13,299 cf 231 17,175 f 0.39 ac-ft 80
22,546 st 22,546 cf 338 39,721 cf 0.91 ac-ft 81
27,000 sf 27,000 ¢f 434 66,721 of 1.53 ac-ft 82
30,125 sf 30,125 ¢f 531t 96,846 cf 2.22 ac-ft 83
33,225 sf 33,225 ¢f 631t 130,071 cf 2,99 ac-ft 84
36,075 sf 36,075 cf 731 166,146 cf 3.81 ac-ft 85
Water Quality Capture Volume= 30,285 cf
WQCYV Elevation = 80.58 1t
10yr Water Volume = 89,745 of
10yr Water Surface Elevation = 82,76 ft
100yr Water Volume = 129,546 cf
190yr Water Surface Elevation = 83.98 1t

00G56hydroxls Basin A
Date Prepared: 4/17,/2004

Kiowa Engineering Carporation
Project No. CO058
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ENGINEER'S STATEMENT:
This report for the final design of the Parker Auto Plaza development was prepared by me or
under my direct supervision in accordance with the provisions of the Town of Parker Storm
Drainage and Environmental Criteria Manual. I understand that the Town of Parker and its
designated town authority do not and will not assume liability for drainage facilities designed by
others.

ﬁ:—"":l\."“
") REgG, et
Kiowa Engineering Corporation, 7175 W. Jefferson Avg - @@p&ﬁag oad, CO 80235

Thtter Hfuistins

Registered Professional Engineer
State of Colorado # 36713
(For and on behalf of Kiowa Engineering Corp.)
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General Location and Description

This report addresses the drainage impacts related to the Parker Auto Plaza development. The
development will include construction of automobile sales facilities, an automobile body shop
and future commercial site development. The property is located in the northwest quarter and
southwest quarter of Section 10, Township 6 South, Range 66 West of the Sixth Principal
Meridian. The property lies northwest of the intersection of Parker Road and Lincoln Avenue. It
is bounded on the north by Pine Lane, on the east by Parker Road, Dransfeldt Road and
MacLachlan Subdivision Nos. 1 & 2, on the south by Lincoln Avenue and on the west by the
proposed extension alignment of Twenty Mile Road. The proposed Parker Auto Plaza site
includes approximately 52.7 acres. A vicinity map of the area is included as Figure 3.

The site is covered by native vegetation, including weeds, sagebrush and a few large and smaller
deciduous trees. Baldwin Gulch runs through the property from an existing box culvert under
Parker Road to the proposed extension alignment of Twenty Mile Road.

Approximately 31.6 acres of the site will be utilized for the proposed commercial development
sites described above, The 8.1 acres that surrounds Baldwin Guich and the 100-year flood plain
will be designated open space. This area will remain undeveloped except for a proposed trail
and trailhead area and for channel improvements recommended in the Baldwin Gulch Outfall
Systems Planning Study prepared by the Urban Drainage and Flood Control District.

Drainage Basins and Sub-Basins

Major Basin Description

The site was part of the MacLachlan Property (of which Filing Nos. 1 & 2 are currently
developed). As a result of the review of the final drainage report for the MaclLachian
Subdivision No. 1 (S.A. Miro, Inc., March 1994), and the Newlin and Baldwin Gulches and
Basin 4600-09 Qutfall Systems Study Preliminary Design Report (Kiowa Engineering
Corporation, December 1994), it is apparent that the site lies within a portion of two major
historic basins; Basin 4600-09 and Baldwin Guich. Basin 4600-09 drains directly into Cherry
Creek west of the site. A copy of the Future Major Watershed Boundaries and Reach
Delineations, Baldwin Gulch basin 4600-09 is included in the Appendix of this report as Figure

7. The outfall for Baldwin Gulch into Cherry Creek is located approximately one-quarter mile
west of the proposed extension of Twenty Mile Road. In the current condition it appears that a

portion of the flows from the Basin 4600-09 section of the site are being diverted into Baldwin
Gulch by the existing road in the Twenty Mile Road R.O.W. Existing drainage basins are
shown on Figure 1 that is located in the map pocket at the end of this report.
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Site Sub-Basin Description

Most of the flows from the developed lots within the MacLachlan subdivision drain to onsite
detention basins. These detention basins in turn outfall directly into Baldwin Gulch and will
remain in this condition. A small portion of Ponderosa Drive discharges onto the site in the
current condition, and will be conveyed across the site by curb and gutter as Dransfeldt Road
will be extended to Twenty Mile Road during the development of the site. Channel
improvements will be made to Baldwin Gulch as part of the site development. The channel
improvements noted in the Newlin and Baldwin Gulches and Basin 4600-09 Outfall Systems
Study (OSP) Preliminary Design Report were reviewed during the Preliminary Drainage Report
(PDR) for the site. The following modifications have been made to the channel improvements
outlined in the OSP as part of the PDR review by UDFCD and the Town of Parker, Sculpted
concrete drop structures have been substituted for the check structures shown in the OSP. The
sculpted drop structures have replaced the checks so that the channel can be constructed to the
ultimate longitudinal slope anticipated for sandy soils instead of allowing the channel to degrade
over time with check structures as recommended in the OSP. This will minimize the amount of
sediment that could be conveyed to Cherry Creek resulting from the degradation of the invert
along this portion of Baldwin Gulch. The longitudinal slope of the channel was also modified
from 0.94% to 0.6% to reduce the flow velocities in the channel. The proposed improvements to
Baldwin Guich are shown on the Drainage Plan, Figure 2. No further onsite drainage
improvements are needed to convey flows from MacLachlan Subdivisions through the site.

The development of the site will not change the drainage patterns significantly onsite. However
the increase in runoff that accompanies the development of the site will require the construction
of two detention basins. The detention basins are located east of the future alignment of Twenty

Mile Road to regulate discharge from the site into Baldwin Guich. A storm sewer system will be
required on the parcels south of Baldwin Gulch in order to convey site runoff from drainage
basins 1B-12B into Detention Basin B south of Baldwin Gulch. A storm sewer system will also
be required to convey flows from drainage basins 1A-5A to Detention Basin A (see Figure 2).

The existing and proposed grading precludes any freatment or detention of the runoff from
Twenty Mile Road basins 3C and 4C and Pine Lane basins 1D and 2D. The Twenty Mile Road
basins will be released to their historic Baldwin Gulch outfall location. The drainage basins
along Pine Lane will be released to their historic outfall location westerly along the south edge of
Pine Lane, eventually reaching Baldwin Gulch. The drainage improvements associated with
Pine Lane will be completed as part of the Pine Lane extension project by Douglas County.

Floodplains

The Baldwin Gulch existing 100-year flood plain is shown on Figure 1 located in a map pocket
at the end of this report. The 100-year flood plain boundary is based in part on the /1977 Flood
Hazard Delineation (FHAD) Report for Baldwin Gulch. The flood plain boundary was
confirmed using Panel Number 080310 0070 D of the FEMA Flood Insurance Rate Map for
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Douglas County, shown in Figure 8 which is located in the Appendix of this report. The
development of this site will include channel improvements to Baldwin Gulch. These
improvements, along with Detention Basin A south of Baldwin Gulch, east of the proposed
Twenty Mile Road extension alignment will be the only grading that will occur within the 100-
year floodplain. The construction of the channel improvements and attendant grading along the
major drainageway will alter the 100-year floodway and floodplain through the site east of the
proposed Twenty Mile Road extension. The proposed 100-year floodplain resulting from the
proposed channel improvements is shown on Figure 2. A conditional Letter of Map Revision
(CLOMR) will be required for this project. The submittal of a CLOMR to FEMA will
commence once the design of the Baldwin Gulch improvements are generally approved and
accepted by the Town of Parker and the Urban Drainage and Flood Control District.

Drainage Design Criteria

Regulations

In accordance with the Town of Parker’s Floodplain ordinance, no temporary or permanent
structures designed for human habitation will be placed in the floodplain. There will be a multi-
use trail proposed along the Baldwin Gulch drainageway. The area adjacent to the low flow
channel and on overbanks will be revegetated with native grasses, trees, and shrubs.

The development of this site will include improvements to the Baldwin Gulch channel, as stated
above. These improvements include four sculpted concrete drop structures as well as grading the
channel to conform to the recommended channel section and reinforcing the channel as
necessary to minimize the adverse affects of erosion along Baldwin Gulch and the lands adjacent
to it. A riprap lined low flow channel of 5-year capacity with a benched channel section above
the low flow area is proposed. The total 100-year flooding depth along the channel through the
site ranges from four to six-feet. A multi-use trail will follow the channel along the north bench
of the drainageway, generally located above the 100-year floodplain. This trail will cross
beneath proposed Twenty Mile Road in a three-sided box culvert. The upstream portion of the
multi-use trail will cross under Parker Road through the north bay of the existing twin box
culvert. The trail will loop up to Parker Road on the north side. The trail will continue south
along Parker Road to the existing multi-use trail located on the south side of Baldwin Gulch and
east of Parker Road. The plan and profile design for Baldwin Gulch has been included in a map
pocket at the end of this report.

The proposed channel improvements will alter the existing channel section for the entire length
of Baldwin Gulch within the project site. As a result of field meetings with the U. S. Army
Corps of Engineers it was determined that a 404 Permit will not be required for the proposed
channel improvements. It was determined that the portion of Baldwin Gulch through the site is
not considered as jurisdictional waters of the United States.
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Development Criteria Reference and Constraints

The Final Drainage Report for MacLachlan Subdivision No. 1 includes portions of this site in its
analysis of historic drainage basins, however, drainage reports including developed conditions
for this site could not be found. This drainage study generally agrees with the Final Drainage
Report for MacLachlan Subdivision No. 1 concerning the historic drainage patterns for the site.

The Final Drainage Report for MacLachlan Subdivision No. 1 describes the developed flows of
the neighboring subdivision. This study indicates that all flows aside from three small basins
will be routed to a detention basin in MacLachlan Subdivision No. 1 and discharged directly into
Baldwin Gulch. Two of the three small basins currently discharge onto the project site. When
Dransfeldt Road is extended to Twenty Mile Road as a part of the development of this site,
runoff from the offsite sub-basins currently discharging will be conveyed by curb and gutter to
the storm sewer system in Dransfeldt Road and Twenty Mile Road and from there to Detention
Basin B.

Hydrologic Criteria

Basin runoff was calculated using the Rational Method. Hydrology for Baldwin Gulch was
obtained from the Newlin and Baldwin Gulches Outfall Systems Planning Study. The 5-year
and 100-year peak discharges for the segment of Baldwin Gulch adjacent to the site are 260
cubic feet per second and 2,100 cubic feet per second, respectively.

Hydraulic Criteria

The drainage systems and street capacities for this site have been designed to accommodate the
S-year initial storm event and the 100-year major storm event as specified in the Town of Parker,

Colorado, Storm Drainage and Environmental Criteria Manual (SDECM). The hydraulic
capacities of the curb inlets were determined using the UDINLET computer model developed by
the University of Colorado at Denver. The initial storm event water spread was used to help
determine the inlet locations in the site. Table 2.4 from the SDECM was used to determine the
maximum allowable water spread for the initial storm runoff and has been included in the
Appendix. An Inlet Capacity Summary spreadsheet is included in the Appendix, showing the
inlet capacities and the minor storm water spread in tabular form. Colorado Department of
Transportation (CDoT) Type R curb inlets will be used throughout the site. City of Denver
Standard No. 16 Open Throat Inlets will be used in areas where there is insufficient area behind
the curb for a curb-opening inlet.

Detention basins for this site have been designed to conform to the 10-year and 100-year
regulated release rates per the aforementioned manual. Detention basins were sized and
discharge rates determined using the UDFCD Detention Formulas. The supporting calculations
associated with the sizing of hydraulic facilities for this development are included in the
Appendix of this report.
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Drainage Facility Details

General Concept

In the current condition, drainage from the proposed site flows into Baldwin Gulch. Calculations
for the analysis of existing drainage basins are presented in the appendix at the end of this report.
The existing Drainage Plan, including drainage basins are shown in Figure 1. The proposed
development seeks to preserve the existing drainage patterns with the exception of routing flows
through detention basins prior to discharging into Baldwin Gulch in order to limit flows from the

developed site to acceptable levels. Calculations for the analysis of developed basins for this
site, as well as calculations for the design of the detention basins and their tributary storm water
conveyances are presented in the appendix of this report. The configuration of proposed basins

and their related drainage facilities are presented in Figure 2. Offsite runoff impacting the site is
minimal and will be conveyed across the site with the extension of Dransfeldt Road to be
handled by the drainage facilities discharging to Detention Basin B.

Drainage Basin and Storm Sewer System Description

Runoff from Basin 1A will sheet-flow westerly through a parking lot area to a 10-foot sump curb
inlet (Inlet 1). The flows captured by the inlet will be routed to Inlet 2. Drainage from Basin 2A
will sheet-flow westerly through a parking lot area to a 15-foot curb inlet in sump condition. The
flows will combine with flows from Inlet 1 and be carried by a storm sewer to Detention Basin
A. Flows generated from Basin 3A will sheet-flow westerly through a parking lot area to a 10-
foot sump curb inlet. A storm sewer will route the flows to Detention Basin A. Runoff
generated from Basin 4A will sheet-flow southwesterly through a parking lot area to a 10-foot
sump curb inlet. The flows will be routed to Detention Basin A by a storm sewer.

Runoff from Basin 1B will be carried northerly by curb and gutter along the western side of
Twenty Mile Road. The runoff will be collected by a 15-foot on grade curb inlet at Dransfeldt
Road. Runoff generated within Basin 2B will be carried northerly by curb and gutter along on
the eastern side of Twenty Mile Road. The runoff will be collected by a 10-foot on grade curb
inlet at Inlet 11. Drainage developed from Basin 3B will sheet-flow westerly through a parking
lot area to be collected by a 15-foot sump curb inlet near Twenty Mile Road. The flow will then
be carried by a 24-inch RCP to join with flows at Inlet 20. Runoff generated within Basin 4B
will sheet-flow west through a parking lot area and will be collected by a 10-foot sump curb
inlet. The flow will then be carried to Inlet 20 by a storm sewer. Drainage from Basin 5B will
sheet-flow northwest through a parking lot area and will be collected by a 10-foot sump curb
inlet. The flow will be routed to Inlet 19 through a storm sewer. Drainage from Basin 6B will
sheet-flow northwest through a parking lot area and will be collected by a 5-foot sump curb iniet.
The flow will be routed to Detention Basin B through a storm sewer. Drainage from Basin 7B
will be carried northwest by the Dransfeldt Road curb and gutter to 15-foot curb inlets on grade
at the intersection of Twenty Mile Road. A storm sewer will route the flows into the storm
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sewer system along Twenty Mile Road. Runoff generated from Basin 8B will sheet-flow
directly to Detention Basin B. Runoff gencrated from Basin 9B will sheet-flow westerly to a 15-
foot sump curb inlet. At this point the runoff will combine with the flows in the 36-inch RCP
storm sewer located along the east side of Twenty Mile Road (Twenty Mile Storm Sewer). The
storm sewer will continue north to a manhole to the north of Dransfeldt Road. The Twenty Mile
Storm Sewer will bend at this manhole and be directed into Detention Basin B. The runoff
generated by Basin 10B will be carried along the gutter of the private drive extending into the
commercial development area. The flows will continue along the east curb and gutter of Twenty
Mile Road to a 20-foot inlet (Inlet 18) on grade at the intersection with Dransfeldt Road. The
runoff captured by Inlet 20 will be directed info the Twenty Mile Storm Sewer. Runoff
generated within Basin 11B will sheet-flow westerly through a parking lot area and will be
collected by a 10-foot sump curb inlet near Twenty Mile Road. The flows will be routed into the
Twenty Mile Storm Sewer. Runoff generated within Basin 12B will sheet-flow westerly through
a parking lot area and will be collected by a 10-foot sump curb inlet near Twenty Mile Road.

Flows developed within Basin 1C will be carried southeasterly by a grass-lined swale to enter
Baldwin Gulch. Runoff from Basin 2C will sheet-flow directly to Baldwin Gulch. Drainage
Basins 3C-5C are located along a superelevated portion of Twenty Mile Road. Inlets have been
located along this section of Twenty Mile Road to minimize the amount of flows crossing the
street at points of superelevation. Drainage generated from Basin 3C will sheet-flow onto the
west median curb line of Twenty Mile Road. An inlet will be placed along the west cwb of
Twenty Mile Road to capture the flows. The flows will be conveyed to Baldwin Gulch through a
storm sewer. Flows from Basin 4C will be carried along the west curb and gutter of Twenty
Mile Road to Inlet 27A. The flows will be routed by a storm sewer into Inlet 27. Flows from
Basin 5C will flow onto the east curb and guotter of Twenty Mile Road to Inlet 25 at the low
point. Flows from Basin 6C will flow along the east median curb and gutter of Twenty Mile
Road to Inlet 26 at the low point, A storm sewer will route the flows to Inlet 26 and Baldwin
Gulch. Runoff generated from Basins 1D and 2D will be handled as part of the Pine Lane
Improvements. Runoff generated from Basin 1D is carried northerly along the west curb and
gutter onto Pine Lane. The flows from Basin 2D will be captured by an inlet and conveyed to
the Pine Lane storm sewer system.

Detention Basin Facility Description

The required detention volumes for Detention Basin A are 2.06 acre-feet for the 10-year event
and 2.97 acre-feet for the 100-year event, which includes the WQCV. Calculations for this
detention basin are located in the Appendix of this report. To control the release of flows and
allow for pollutant removal, the detention basin is designed as an Extended Detention Basin
Sedimentation Facility, as shown in Figure EDB-1 in Volume 3 of the Urban Storm Drainage
Criteria Manual, found in the Appendix of this report. The design will include a forebay, trickle
channel and emergency spillway. Modifications to the Figure EDB-1 design were made per the
request of the Town of Parker. The modifications include the elimination of the micropool and
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APPENDIX A
Hydrologic Calculations
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Parker Auto Plaza
Time of Concentration (Existing)

A 6.1 % 0.9 % 150 If 11251f 0.01 0.2 ft/sec 0.5 fi/sec 788 sec. 2272 sec. 51.0 min.

B 24% 2.5% 1501f 1105 H 0.01 0.1 ft/sec 1.0 ft/sec 1077 sec. 1163 sec. 37.3 min.

C 1.9% 2.4 % 150 1f 1659 If 0.01 0.1 fi/sec 0.9 fi/sec 1158 sec. 1880 sec. 50.6 min.

D 25% 3.4 % 150 1f 900 If 0.01 0.1 fifsec 1.1 ft/sec 1067 sec. 842 sec. 31.8 min.

E 1.5% 3.9% 150 1f 814 1f 0.01 0.1 fi/sec 0.8 ft/sec 1268 sec. 1072 sec. 39.0 min.
Equations:

Time of Concentration (Overland) = 1.8(1.1-Cq)L *¥ g %

C; = Runoff coefficient for five-year flow

L= Length of overland flow in feet{ Length must be less than 1,000 feet for undeveloped area before entering a channel)

S = Slope of flow path in percent

00056hydroxds  Time of Conc (Exist}
Date Prepared: 5(16/03
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Parker Auto Plaza
Basin Runoff Calculation (Existing)

Cip: 1centratio 1100
A 519,090 sf 11.92 ac 0.05 0.20 51.0 min. 1.8 in/hr 2.9 in/hr 1.1 cfs
B 657,300 sf 15.09 ac 0.05 6.20 37.3 min. 23inhr  3.6in/hr 1.7 cfs
C 512,500 sf 11.77 ac 0.05 0.20 50.6 min. 1.9in/hr 2.9 in/hr 1.1 cfs
D 256,610 sf 5.89 ac 0.05 0.20 31.8 min. 2.5in/hr 3.9in/hr 0.7 cfs
E 354,940 sf 815ac 0.05 0.20 39.0 min. 2.21in/hr 3.5 in/hr 0.9 cfs
Equations:

=(28.5P)( 10+

P=0ne-hour point rainfall depth (in.)  P(5yr’=1.3%n. P(10yr)=1.64in. P{100yr)=2.60in.
is, 110, Ijog=Average 5, 10 and 100-year Rainfall Inteasity in inches per hour (Fig 5.1, Town of Parker Storm Drainage and Environmental Criteria Manual)

Q=CiA

() = Peak Runoff Rate, in cubic feet per second (cfs)

C = Runoff cocfficient representing a ration of peak runoff rate to average rainfall

intensity for a duration equal to the nmoff time of concentration.

1= average rainfall intensity in inches per hour

A= Drainage area in acres

00056hydro.ds  Runoff (Exist)
Date Prepared: 5/16/03
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Parker Auto Plaza
Runoff Coefficient Calculation {Developed)

» TAAA T396ac 9031% 081 088  0.73 3
A sA 1.50ac 969% 014 040 001  0.04
15.45 ac_100.0 % 075 0.83

—
il LG =
18,38-7B,9B-13B 16.83ac 85.84% 0.8l 0.83 0.76
: 2B 094ac 478% 0.54 0.66 0.03 0.03
=) &B 184ac 938% 0.14 0.40 0.01 0.04
19.61 ac 100.0 % 0.73 0.82
00G55hydroxls  Runoff Coef Kiowa Engineering Carparation
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Time of Concentration (Developed)

Parker Auto Plaza

1A 80% 3.0% 851t 4301 ﬁ——“'"—"o.z Tisec 3.4 I/sec 8. 0min. 2.1 min. 1-6.1 mm | TZ9mmn | 10T i
2A 3.0%  3.0% | 1001f  3601f 0.14 0.1 ft/sec 3.4 ft/sec 12.0min. 1.8 min. | 13.8min. | 12.6min. | 12.6 min.
A 1.0% 3.0% g01f  4101f 0.14 0.1 ft/sec 3.4 ftfsec 155 min. 2.0min. | 17.5min. | 12.7 min. 12.7 min.
4A 30% 13% F01f  3501f 0.14 0.1 ft/sec 2.2 fifsec [0.0 min. 2.7min. | 12.7min, | 2.3 min. 12.3 min.
SA 40% 1.0% [ 1101f  S50If 0.14 0.2 fi/sec 1.6 ft/sec [14min. O5min. | 11.9min. | 10.9 min. 10.9 min.
1B 30%  1.5% | 201f  5001f 0.14 0.1 ft/sec 2.3 fi/sec 54min. 3.6 min. 9.0 min. 12.9 min. 9.0 min.
2B 1.0% 1.5% | 2001f S5501f 0.14 0.1 fi/sec 2.3 fi/sec 244 min. 4.0min. | 284 min. | 14.2 min. 14.2 min,
38 3.0% 1.0% | 60If 2301f 0.14 0.1 ft/sec 2.0 ft/sec 93min. 1.9min. { 11.2min. | 11.6 min. § 11.2 min.
4B 8.0% 2.5% 30 3501f 0.14 0.1 fi/sec 3.1 fi/sec 47 min. 1.9 min. 6.6 min. 12.1 min. 6.6 min.
3B 80% 2.0% | 401f 300I1f 0.14 0.1 fifsec 2.8 ft/sec 55min. 1.8 min. 7.3 min. 11.5 min. 7.3 min,
6B 30% 35% | 601f 4001f 0.14 0.1 fi/sec 3.7 fi/sec 93min. 1.8min | ILlmin | 12.6min. | 11.1 minm.
7B 4.0% 4.5% 151f 3401f 0.14 0.1 ft/sec 4.2 ft/sec 4.2min. 2.1 min. 6.4 min. 13.1 min. 6.4 min.
8B 3.0% 1.0% 801f 140 1f 0.14 0.1 ft/sec 1.6 fi/sec 10.7 min. 1.5 min. 12.2 min. 11.2 min. 11.2 min.
93 50% 3.0% 501 350If 0.14 0.1 ft/sec 3.4 fifsec 7.1 min, 1.7 min. 8.9 min. 12.2 min. 8.9 min.
10B 3.0% 25% 201f  5001f 0.14 0.1 ft/sec 3.1 fi/sec 54 min. 2.7 min. 8.0 min. 12.9 min. 8.0 min.
1B 30%  25% | 251 2504 0.14 0.1 ft/sec 3.1 fi/sec 6.0min. 1.3 min. 7.3 min. 11.5 min. 7.3 min.
128 30% 25% | S0 40031 0.14 0.1 ft/sec 3.1 fi/sec 85min. 22min } 10.6min. | 12.5min. | 10.6 min.
138 1.0% 1.0% | 1501f 4501f 0.14 0.1 ft/sec 2.0 ft/sec 212min. 3.8min. | 249 min. | 133 min. | 13.3 min.
1C 1.0% 2.0% | 2001f 4501f 0.14 0.1 fi/sec 1.0 fifsec 24.4min,  7S5min. | 31.9min. | 13.6 min 13.6 min.
2C 1.0% 1.0% | 2351f 14901f 0.14 0.0 ft/sec 1.5 fi/sec 86 min. 16.6min | 252 min. | 184 min. | 184 min
aC 20% 1.0% | 1501f 7001f 0.14 0.1 ft/sec 3.4 ft/sec 168 min. 3.4min | 202min. | 14.7min { 14.7 min.
4C 1.0% 1.1% 101f  5001f 0.14 0.0 ft/sec 2.1 fi/sec 5.5min. 4.0 min 9.4 min. 12.8 min, 9.4 min.
5C 20% 10% | 60 2001f 0.14 0.1 ft/sec 3.4 ft/sec 10.6min. 1.0min. § 11.6min. | 11.4min. | 11.4 min.
6C 20% 1.0% 103 3401f 0.14 0.0 ft/sec 1.6 ft/sec 43 min. 3.5 min. 7.9 min. 11.9 min. 7.9 min.
7C 20% 1.0% 101 2201f 0.90 0.2 ft/sec 3.4 fi/sec 0.9min. 1LImin | 5.0min 11.3 min. 5.0 min.
1D 20% 20% 161f  3501f 0.14 0.0 ft/sec 2.8 ftfsec 43min. 2.1 min. 6.4 min. 12.0 min. 6.4 min.
2D 10.0% 3.0% | 301f 1001f 0.14 0.1 fi/sec 3.4 fi/sec 44 min. 0.5min. | 5.0min. 10.7 min. 5.0 min.
3D 100% 3.0% 101f  4001f 0.14 0.1 fi/sec 3.4 fi/sec 2.5min, 2.0 min. 5.0 min, 12.3 min. 5.0 min.
DP1 A Basins 1.0% 3.0% 801f 410%f 0.14 0.1 fifsec 3.4 fi/sec 155min. 2.0min. | 17.5min. | 12.7 min. 12.7 min.
DP 2 B Basins 3.0% 1.5% §0If 15601f 0.14 0.1 fi'sec 2.3 fi/sec 107min. 11.3min, | 22.0 min. | 19.1 min. 19.1 min.
Equations:

1; (Overland) = 1.8(1.1-CoL ** § 9%

Cs = Runoff coeflicient for five-year flow

L = Length of overland flow in feet
$ = Slope of flow path in percent

00056hydroxds  Time of Conc

Date Prepared: 6/23/2004

te Check = (L/180)+10
L = Overall Length
Fig. RO-1: Average velocities for Estimating Travel Time
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Parker Auto Plaza
Basin Runoff Calculation (Developed)

1A 124,700 sf  2.86 ac 0.81 0.88 10.1 min. 3.7iwhr 7.0 in/hr 8.7 cfs 17.7 cfs 1A
2A 158,280sf 3.63 ac (.81 0.88 12.6 min. 34in/hr 6.4 in/hr 10.1 efs 20.5 cfs 2A
3A 140.800sf 3.44 ac 0.81 0.88 12.7 min. 34in/hr 6.4 in/hr 9.5 cfs 19.3 cfs A
44 175,180 sf 4.02ac 0.81 0.88 12.3 min. 34in/br 6.4 in/hr 11.2 cfs 22.8 cfs 4A
5A 65,250sf  1.50 ac 0.14 0.40 10.9 min, 3.6inhr 6.8 infhr 0.8 cfs 4.1 cfs SA
1B 26,630sf  0.61 ac 0.81 0.88 9.0 min, 3.9in/hr 7.3 infhr 1.9 cfs 3.9 cfs 1B
2B 40,850 sf  0.94 ac 0.54 0.66 14.2 min. 3.2in/br 6.1 in/hr 1.6 cfs 3.8 cfs 2B
3B 114,100 sf  2.62 ac 0.81 0.88 11.2 min. 3.6in/hr 6.7 in‘hr 7.6 cfs 15.5 cfs 3B
4B 83,300sf 191 ac 0.81 0.88 6.6 min, 4.4 in/hr 8.1 in/hr 6.7 cfs 13.7 cfs 4B
5B 71,200sf 163 ac 0.81 (.88 7.3 min. 42in/hr 7.9 in/hr 5.6 cfs 11.4 cfs 5B
6B 63,550sf 146 ac 0.81 0.88 11.1 min. 3.6in/ar 6.7 in/hr 4.3 cfs 8.7 cfs 6B
7B 51,720sf  1.19ac 0.81 0.88 6.4 min. 44in/hr 8.2 in/hr 4.2 cfs 8.6 cfs 7B
8B 80,100 sf 184 ac 0.14 .40 11.2 min. 3.6in/hr 6.7 in/hr 0.9 efs 4.9 cfs gB
9B 116,400 sf  2.67 ac (.81 (.88 8.9 min, 39in/hr 7.4 in/hr 8.5 cfs 17.3 cfs 9B
10B 46,600 s  1.07ac 0.81 0.88 8.0 min. 4.1in/hr 7.6 in/hr 3.5 cfs 7.2 cfs 10B
11B 59,600sf  1.37 ac 0.81 0.88 7.3 min. 4.2in/hr  7.9in/hr 4.7 cfs 9.5 cfs 11B
12B 100,200 sf 230 ac 0.81 0.88 10.6 min. 3.7in/hr 6.9 in/hr 6.8 cfs 13.9 efs 12B
13B 65,200 1.50 ac 0.81 0.88 13.3 min. 33in/hr 6.2 in'hr 4.¢ cfs 8.2 cfy 138
1C 72910 sf 1.67 ac 0.54 0.66 13.6 min. 33in/hr 6.2 in/hr 3.6 cfs 6.8 cfs 1C
2C 361,300 sf 829 ac 0.14 0.40 18.4 min. 29in/hr 5.3 in/hr 3.3 cfs 17.7 ¢fs 2C
3C 43,100 st 0.99ac 0.81 0.88 14.7 min. 32 m/hr  6.0in/hr 2.6 cfs 5.2 cfs 3cC
4ac 32,500sf 0.75ac 0.81 0.88 9.4 min, 3.8in/hr 7.2 in/hr 2.3 cfs 4.7 cfs 4C
5C 42.640sf 098 ac 0.81 0.88 11.4 min. 3.6in/hr 6.7 in/hr 2.8 cfs 5.7 cfs 5C
6C 22.020sf 051 ac 0.81 (.88 7.9 min. 4.1in/hr 7.7 in/hr 1.7 efs 3.4 cfs 6C
gL 37,700 s 0.87 ac 0.90 0.96 5.0 min. 4.7in/br 8.8 in/hr 3.7 cfs 7.3 cfs 7C
1D 21,080 sf 048 ac 0.81 0.88 6.4 min. 44in/hr 8.2 in/hr 1.7 cfs 3.5 cfs 1D
2D 17,360 s 0,40 ac 0.81 0.88 5.0 min. 47in/hr 8.8 in/hr 1.5 ¢fs 3.1 cfs 2D
D 25,680 sf 0.59 ac 0.81 0.88 5.0 min. 47in/hr 8.8 in/hr 2.3 cfs 4.6 cfs 3D
DP1 A Basins 673,210sf  1545ac 0.75 0.83 12.7 min. 34in/hr 6.4 in/hr 39 cfs 82 cfs DP1
DP2 B Basins 919.450sf 21.1]1 ac 0.74 0.83 19.1 min. 2.8in/hr 5.2 in/hr 44 cfs 92 cfs DP 2
Equations:

I=(28.5P)(10+t,) 578

P=One-hour point rainfall depth (in.) P(Syr)=1.3%in. P(100yr)}=2.60in.

s, 1g hpg=Average 5, 10 and 100-year Rainfall Intensity in inches per hour (Fig 5.1, Town of Parker Storm Drainage and Environmental Criteria Mamual)

Q= CiA

Q = Peak Runoff Rate, in cubic fiet per second (cfs) {Initial Storm=0Qs Major Storm=Qg0}

C = Runoff coefficient representing a ration of peak runoff rate to average rainfall

intensity for a duration equal to the runoff time of concentration.
i= average rainfafl intensity in inches per hour
A = Drainage area in acres

00056hydroxds  Runoff
Date Prepared: 7/11/2004
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DRAINAGE CRITERIA MANUAL (V. 1) RUNOFF

I TABLE RO-3
Recommended Percentage Imperviousness Values
Land Use or Percentage
Surface Characteristics Imperviousness
Business;
Commercial areas 95
Neighborhood areas 85
Residential:
Single-family *
Multi-unit (detached) , 80
Multi-unit (attached) 75
Half-acre lot or larger *
Apartments 80
industrial:
Light areas 80
Heavy areas 90
Parks, cemeteries 5
Playgrounds 10
Schools 50
Railroad yard areas 15
Undeveloped Areas:
Historic flow analysis 2
- - Greenbelts, agricultural. ot L2
Off-site flow analysis 45
. {when land uss not defined)
B Streets:
Paved 100
Gravel (packed) 40
Drive and walks 80
Roofs 90
Lawns, sandy soil 0
Lawns, clayey soii 8]

o *sSes Figures RO-3 through RO-5 for percentage imperviousness., _ . . . _ .

Based in part on the data collected by the District since 1969, an empirical relationship between C and
the percentage imperviousness for various storm return periods was developed. Thus, values for C can
be determined using the following equations (Urbonas, Guo and Tucker 1980).

C, =K, + (131 - 144> +1.1351 - 0.12) for C4 = 0, otherwise C4=0  (RO-6)
Cop = Kop + (0.8587% = 0.7861% + 0.774i + 0.04) (RO-7)
Cp = (CA + CCD)/2

in which:

i = % imperviousness/100 expressed as a decimal {ses Table RO-3)

06/2001 RO-9
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DRAINAGE CRITERIA MANUAL (V. 1) RUNOFF
TABLE RO-5
Runoff Coefficients, C
Pearcentage
Imperviousness Type C and D NRCS Hydrologic Soil Groups
2-yr 5-yr 10-yr 25-yr 50-yr 100-yr

0% 0.04 0.15 0.25 0.37 0.44 0.50
5% 0.08 0.18 0.28 0.39 0.46 0.52
10% 0.11 0.21 0.30 0.41 0.47 0.53
15% 0.14 0.24 0.32 0.43 0.49 0.54
20% 0.17 0.26 0.34 0.44 0.50 0.55
25% 0.20 0.28 0.36 0486 0.51 0.56
30% 0.22 0.30 0.38 047 0.52 0.57
35% 0.25 0.33 0.40 048 0.53 0.57
40% 0.28 0.35 0.42 0.50 0.54 0.58
45% 0.31 0.37 0.44 0.51 0.55 0.59
50% 0.34 0.40 0.46 0.53 0.57 0.60
55% 0.37 0.43 0.48 0.55 0.58 0.62
60% 0.41 0.46 0.51 0.57 0.60 0.63
65% 0.45 0.49 0.54 0.59 0.62 0.65
70% 0.49 0.53 0.57 0.62 0.65 0.68
75% 0.54 0.58 0.62 0.66 0.68 0.71
80% 0.60 0.63 0.66 0.70 0.72 0.74
85% 0.66 0.68 0.71 0.75 0.77 0.79
90% 0.73 0.75 0.77 0.80 0.82 0.83
55% 0.80 . 0.82 0.84 0.87 0.88 0.89
100% 0.89 090 [ 092 0.94 0.95 0.96

' Type B NRCS Hydrologic Soils Group

0% 0.02 0.08 0.15 0.25 0.30 0.35

5% 0.04 0.10 0.18 - 0.28 0.33 - 0.38
10% 0.06 | 0.14 0.22 0.31 0.36 0.40
15% 0.08 0.17 0.25 0.33 0.38 0.42
20% 0.12 0.20 0.27 0.35 0.40 0.44
25% 0.15 0.22 0.30 0.37 0.41 0.46
30% 0.18 0.25 0.32 0.38 0.43 0.47
35% 0.20 0.27 0.34 0.41 0.44 0.48
40% 0.23 0.30 0.36 0.42 > 0.46 0.50
45% 0.26 0.32 0.38 0.44 0.48 0.51 -TWE 8
50% 0.29 0.35 0.40 0.46 0.49 0.52
55% 0.33 0.38 0.43 0.48 0.51 0.54
60% 0.37 0.41 0.46 0.51 0.54 0.56
65% 0.41 0.45 0.49 0.54 0.57 0.59
70% 0.45 0.49 0.53 0.58 0.80 0.62
75% 0.51 0.54 0.58 0.62 0.64 0.66
80% 0.57 0.59 0.63 0.66 0.68 0.70
85% 0.63 0.66 0.69 0.72 0.73 0.75
90% 0.71 0.73 0.75 0.78 0.80 0.81
95% 0.79 0.81 0.83 0.85 0.87 .88
100% 0.89 0.90 0.92 0.94 0.85 0.96

06/2001 RO-11
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TOWN OF PARKER ) . STORM DRAINAGE AND ENVIRONMENTAL CRITERIA MANUAL

5.1 INTRODUCTION

This section presents the criteria and methodology for determining storm runoff design
peaks and volumes to be used in the Town of Parker for preparation of storm drainage
plans and facility design. In general hydrologm analysis of the initial and major storm
events for both the historic and fully developed site conditions are required. In addition to
the hydrologic analysis for a site, a hydrologic analysis should be performed for all off site
basins that impact the proposed site. The Town of Parker adopts procedures prescribed by
the Urban Drainage and Flood Control District {District) for performing hydrologic analysis.
These procedures may be found in the Rainfall and Runoff sections of the MANUAL.
Standards and technical criteria found in the MANUAL should be followed except where
superseded by specific requirements of this criteria MANUAL '

5.2 DESIGN RAINFALL

For any storm runoff technique, design rainfall must first be established. The design rainfall
data to be used for the Town of Parker were obtained from NOAA Atlas 2, Precipitation-
Prequency Atlas of the Western United States, Volume III- Colorado. The design storm
events developed and utilized are the same as those used by the District.

The one-hour point ramfall depths for dlfferent freguency events are shown in Table 5 1.
Rainfall intensity as a function of the one-hour point rainfall and the time of concentration

can be approximated by the following equation which appears in the MANUAL as
Equation RA-5.

[= (28.5P1)/ (10+t)0786

Where, = rainfall intensity (in/hz)
Pi = one-hour point rainfall depth (in).
t. = time of concentration (min)

Graphical presentation of the equation is shown as the Time-Intensity-Frequency curves in
Figure 5.1. Rainfall intensity for use in the Rational Method may be taken from Figure 5.1 or
calculated using the equation. '

Table 5.1
ONE-HOUR POINT RAINFALL
Frequency of Design Qne-hour Paint
Event Rainfall, P,

o) (in)

2 0.99

5 1.39

10 1.64

25 1.98
50 2.31
100 _ 2.60

SECTION 5.00C 53 NOVEMBER 2002




TOWN OF PARKER

STORM DRAINAGE ANG ENVIRONMENTAL CRITERIA MANUAL

Intensity, Duraticn, Frequency
Parker, Colorado
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Figure 5.1 Rainfall Intensity Versus Duration Curves for Parker, Colorado
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APPENDIX B
Hydraulic Calculations
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TOWN OF PARKER ) STORM DRAINAGE AND ENVIRONMENTAL CRITERIA MANUAL

Table 2.3

RECURRENCE INTERVALS (years) FOR
INITIAL AND MAJOR STORM RUNOFF DESIGN

Land use Initial Starm Major Storm
Residential 2 100
Open SpacefAgriculivral 2 100
Schoot ) 2 100
Commercial/Business/Industrial 5 100

251  STREETS

Streets are an integral part of the urban drainage system and may be used for transportmg
storm runoff up to design limits. The design engineer should recognize that the primary
purpose of streets is for traffic. Therefore, use of streets for storm runoff must be limited.

Although street criteria are formulated to allow certain drainage, streets should not
routinely be considered as major drainageways. The Town of Parker, prohibits the practice
of discharging offsite culverts and other non-local drainage outfalls onto streets. Storm
drains should not outfall onto streets, but should be piped to suitable outfalls in a swale,
channel, or detention basin. Street criteria should be applied to storm runoff flows
emanating from building lots and other streets rather than dlscharges from major offsite
drainageways flowing into streets.

Town of Parker criteria for allowable uses and depth of flow for initial and major storm
runoff events is presented in Table 2.4, Table 2.5, and Table 2.6

Table 2.4
ALLOWABLE USE OF STREETS FOR INITIAL STORM RUNOFF
Street
Classification  1Maximum Theaoretical Encroachment
Local - No curb overtopping. Fiow may spread to crown of street.
. Collector No curb overtopping. Flow spread must leave at least a 10 foot width free of water.
Arterial No curb overtopping. Flow spread must Ieave at least two lanes free of water, one 10

foot lane each direction.

Where no curbing exists, encroachment should not extend past the street right-of-way. The maximum
allowable street flow shall be the product of the flow calculated at "maximum theoretical street
encroachment” and required reduction factor, See Section 6.4

SECTION 2D0C 222 NOVEMBER 2002



Parker Auto Plaza
inlet Capacity Smmary

i Interior 10 ft Sump } } 17.9 cfs o 17.2 cfs lefs Basin TA

2 Interior 151t Sump 20.7 cfs 24.3 cfs (4 cfs) Basin 2A

3 Interior 10 ft Sump 19.5 cfs 19.1 efs O cfs Basin 3A

4 Interior 104t Sump 23.1cfs 19.5 efs 4 cfs Basin 4A

10 20Mile Rd | 151t Grade 1.9 cfs 13 f 3.7 cfs 3.6 cfs 0 cfs Off Site Basin 1B

11 20Midle Rd | 10ft Grade 1.6 cfs 6.6 ft 3.8 cfs 3.0 efs 1efs Inlet 18 Basin 28

12 Interior 10 f Sump 8.2 cfs 9.2 cfs (1 cfs} Basin 13B

13 Interior 10 £ Sump 13.7 cfs 13.5 cfs Ocfs Basin 4B

14 Interior 10 ft Sump 11.4 cfs 13.6 cfs (2 cfs) Basin 5B

15 Interior Sh Sump 8.8 cfs 8.2 cfs 1cfs Detention Basin | Basin 6B

16 Dransfeldt | 15ft Grade 2.1 cfs 551t 4.3 ofs 3.6 efs 1cfs Inlet 27 1/2 Basin 7B
16a Dransfeldt 15t Grade 2.1 cfs 5514t 4.3 cfs 3.6 cfs 1 ¢fs Inlet 27 1/2 Basin 7B

17 Interior 15 fi Sump 17.3 efs 18.9 cfy (2 ofs) Basin 9B

I8 20 MileRd | 15ft Grade 3.5cfs 123 ft 7.2 ofs 6.4 cfs 1 cfs OfF Site to the west| Basin 108, Carry Inlet 11
19 Interior 101t Sump 9.5 cfs 11.3 efs (2 cfs) Basin 11B

20 Interior 10 ft Sump 13.9 cfs 18.3 efs {4 cfs) Basin 12B

21 Interior 10 f Sump 15.5 cfs 15.5 cfs Ocfs Basin 3B

25 20Mile Rd | 101t Sump 2.8 cfs 9.1ft 7.0 cfs 11.6 cfs (5 cfs) Basin 5C, Carry Inlet 27
26 20 Mile Rd | 3.251t Sump 1.7 cfs 6.9t 4.3 cfs 5.8 cfs (2 cfs) Basin 6C, Carry Inlet 27a
27 20 Miie Rd 10f Grade 2.6 cfs 13.7 ft 5.9 cfs 3.4 cfs Jefs Inlet 25 Basin 3C, Carry Inlet 16,16a
27a | 20MileRd | 10ft Grade 23 cfs 10.9 ft 4.7 ofs 2.9 cfs 2 efs Inlet 26 Basin 4C

28 20 Mile Rd 5t Grade 1.5 cfs 10.1 & 3.1cfs 1.6 ofs 2cfs Basin 2D

40 Parker Rd St Sump 3.7 cfs 3.6 1t 7.3 cfs 6.2 cfs 1 cfs Baldwin Gulch Basin 7C

Town of Parker Criteria (Pg 6-15, Section 6.3.5): A 50% reduction factor should be used on carry over flows when determining the amount of flow entering a downstream inlet, due
to Carry Over.

Table 2.4: Allowable Use of Streets for Initial Sterm Runoff (3-year Runoff)
Collector: No curb overtopping, Flow spread must leave at least a 10-ft width free of water.

Dransfeldt Rd Maximum Flow Spread = 16.0 ft
Arterial: No curb overtopping. Flow spread must leave at least two lanes free of water, one 10-ft lane each direction.
Twenty Mile Rd Maximum Flow Spread = 17.0 ft
00056hydroxls  Inlet Capacity Kiowa Engineering Corporation

Date Prepared: 7/14,/2004 Project No. D056
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WQCV =
% Impervious(l) =

(.45 inches
95 %

Parker Auto Plaza

Detention Basin Calculations

WQCV (Water Quality Capture Volume) taken from Fig. EDB-2, Volume 3 of the Urban Storm Drainage Criteria Manual for the basin imperviousness shown.
Percent Impervious taken from Table RO-3, Volume 1 of the Urban Storm Drainage Criteria Manual

WQCV =

0.045 *A

WQCV=WQCV/12* A% 12

A= Arca

Required Detention Storage Volume =K A

Ky =
K=

Kyo = {0.951-1.9)/1000

0.08835
0.14749

Ky = (1.781-0.00212-3.56 Y1000

Unit Flow Release Rate (cfs/acre)
Hydrologic Soil Group

U=

Usge =

B
0.23
0.85

1

Detention Basin A

1545 ac

1.37 ac-ft

59,460 cf

2.28 ac-ft 99,261 cf

0.70 ac-ft 30,285 cf

pa

2.06 ac-ft 89,745 cf

2.97 ac-ft 129,546 cf

3.6chs 13.1 cfs

Detention Basin B

21.20 ac

1.87 ac-ft

81,589 cf

313 acft 136,203 of

0.95 ac-ft 41,556 ¢f

2.83 ac-ft 123,145 cf

4.08 ac-ft 177,759 cf

4.9 cfs 18.0 cfs

Vi=Ky A
Release Rate = Area * Ux

Ux= Recommended Maximum Allowable Unit Flow Release Rates {cfs/acre) of Tributary Catchrment (Table SO-1, Urban Drainage and Flood Control District - Yolume 2)

00056hydraxis  Basin Volume
Date Prepared: 11,/23/2003

Kiowa Engineering Corporaticn
Project No, 02056




Parker Auto Plaza
Detention Basin Calculations

Presedementation / Forebay Sizing

Detention Basin A
wQCv 30,285 cf
10% WQCV 3,029 ¢f
Qrifice Eqn Coef. (C 0.50
Forebay Size Pipes Out of Forebay - Orifice Calculati
Forebay Pipe il % Total | Weighted orebay Semici 5 Minute ) ) s ) ore ay. e .a ation .
Number o Flow |Forebay Area| Depth Surface EMICIIC. | 1y in Flow ?lpe 1 Pipe 1 Pipe 2 Pipe 2 :.Plpe 3 Pipe 3 Total
Area Radii Diameter Flow Diameter Flow Diameter  Flow Flow
s52 37chs | 46.84 % 1,418 cf 2.0t 709 sf 21 ft 4.7 cfs 8 inches 1.8¢fs | 10inches 2.8cfs Oinches 0.0cfs 4.6 cfs
S3 19cfs | 24.05% T28 of 201t 364 sf 151t 24 cfs 6 inches 1.0cfs 6 inches 1.0cfs Oinches 0.0cfs | 2.1cfs
54 23¢ls {29.11% 882 cf 201t 441 sf 17f 2.9 cfs 6 inches 1.0 cfs 8 inches 1.8 ¢fs Oinches 0.0cfs | 2.9cfs
79.0cfs [100.00%| 3,029cf 9.5 cfs
Orifice Equation:
Q=CA(2gH)™
C = Orifice coefficient (dimensionless)
A = Cross-sectional area of opening, in sf
g = Gravitational acceleration constant, 32.2 fi/sec®
H = Head above the centerline of the pipe, in ft
Detention Basin B
WwWQCLCv 41,556 cf
10% WQCV 4,156 cf
Orifice Eqn Coef, (C (.50
. . Forebay Size ) Pipes Out of Forebay ~ Orifice Calculation
Forebay Pipe Flow % Total | Weighted Surface  Semicirc 5 Minute Pipe 1 Pine 1 ' Pine 2 Pine 2 Pipe 3 Pine 3 Total
Numb Fl Forebay Ar urfac . | Drain FI ipe ipe ipe ipe e ipe
Hmber o orebay Area)  Depth Area Radii rean Fow Diameter  Flow Diameter Flow Diameter  Flow Flow
S10 92cfs {100.00%| 4,156c¢f 201 2,078 sf 360 13.9cfs | 12inches 39cfs | 12inches 39cfs | 12inches 3.9cfs | 11.6cfs
92.0cfs [100.00%| 4,156cf 11.6 cfs

0005Bhydroxls  Basin Velume

Kiowa Engineering Corporation
Date Prepared: 11,/23/2003

Praject No. 00056




DRAINAGE CRITERIA MANUAL (V. 3) STRUCTURAL BEST MANAGEMENT PRACTICES

0.50 /
0.45 :

Extended Detention Basin
40-hour Drain Time )

0.40 | | ~
0.35 Constructed Wetland Basin A
- k. 24-hour Drain Time
<
= 0.30 5 wocv=ato 91/°-1.16i% +0.788 v
§0.25 —~
= 0.20 e
5] ‘/
g — 11
.15
6-hr drain tima a = 0.7 //)<
12-hrdraintime a=08 | " :
0.10 4+— 24-hrdraintime a=05 = Retention Pond, Paraus Pavement
40-hr draintime a=1.0 Detention and Porcus
W Landscape Detention
0.05 12-hour Drain Time
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Total Imperviousness Ratio {/ =/,.,,/100})

_ FIGURE EDB-2

Water Quality Capture Voluma (WQCV), 80" Parcentile Runoff Event

8-44 Rev. 6-2002

Urban Drainage and Flood Control District




STORAGE DRAINAGE CRITERIA MANUAL (V. 2)

attempt to account for the effects of the WQCV on all control levels whenever it performs watershed-level
drainage and flood control system master plans.

3.2 Sizing of On-Site Detention Facilities

3.2.1 Maximum Allowable Unit Release Rates for On-Site Facilities. The maximum allowable unit

release rates per acre for on-site detention facilities for a number of design return periods are listed in

Table 8O-1. These rates apply unless other rates are recommended in a District-approved master plan.

The predominant soil group for the total tributary catchment shall be used for determining the allowable
release rates. Multiply the unit rates provided in Table SO-1 by the tributary catchment's area to obtain
the actual design release rates in cubic feet per second (cfs). Whenever Natural Resources
Conservation Service (NRCS) soil surveys are not available for the portion of a county being studied,
extrapolate their types using sof! investigations at the site,

TABLE S0-1
Recommended Maximum Allowable Unit Flow Release Rates (cfs/acre) of Tributary Catchment
Design Retun . NRCS Hydrologic Soil Group. N
Period
(Years) A B C&D
2 0.02 0.03 0.04
5 0.07 0.13 0.17
10 0.13 0.23 0.30
25 0.24 0.41 0.52
50 0.33 0.56 0.68
] 100 0.50 0.85 100

3.2.2 Empirical Equations for the Sizing of On-Site Detention Storage Velumes. Urbonas and
Gliddan (1983), as part of the District's ongoing hydrologic research, conducted studies that evaluated

peak storm runoff flows along major drainageways. The following set of empirical equations provided
preliminary estimates of on-site detention facility sizing for areas within the District. They are not intended
for use when off-site inflows are present or when mulli-stage controls are fo be used {e.g., 10- and 100-
vear peak control} at the storage facility. In addition, these equ'atiohs are not intended to reptace detailed
hydrologic and flood routing analysis, or even the analysis using the Rational Formula-based FAA method
for the sizing of detention storage volumes. The District does not promote the use of these empirical
equations. It doeé not object, however, to their use by local governments who have adopted them or
want to adobt therﬁ as minimum requirements for the sizing of on-site detention for small catchments

within their jurisdiction. [f the District has a master plan that contains specific guidance for detention

S0-8 06/2001 -

Urban Drainage and Flood Control District




APPENDIX C.1
Detention Basin A Calculations
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Parker Auto Plaza
Detention Basin Earthwork Calculation

Detention Basin A

448 sf 134 cf 03 ft 134 cf 0.003 ac-fi 78
3,743 sf 3,743 of 13# 3,877 f 0.09 ac-ft 79
13,299 sf 13,299 cf 231 17,175 f 0.39 ac-ft 80
22,546 st 22,546 cf 338 39,721 cf 0.91 ac-ft 81
27,000 sf 27,000 ¢f 434 66,721 of 1.53 ac-ft 82
30,125 sf 30,125 ¢f 531t 96,846 cf 2.22 ac-ft 83
33,225 sf 33,225 ¢f 631t 130,071 cf 2,99 ac-ft 84
36,075 sf 36,075 cf 731 166,146 cf 3.81 ac-ft 85
Water Quality Capture Volume= 30,285 cf
WQCYV Elevation = 80.58 1t
10yr Water Volume = 89,745 of
10yr Water Surface Elevation = 82,76 ft
100yr Water Volume = 129,546 cf
190yr Water Surface Elevation = 83.98 1t

00G56hydroxls Basin A
Date Prepared: 4/17,/2004

Kiowa Engineering Carporation
Project No. CO058
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DETENTION BA

Project: Parker Mixed-Use - Parker and Pine

Basin ID:

AGE

RAGE TABLE BUILDE

MHFD-Detention, Version 4.02 (February 2020)

o
] T vt
T

PERMANENT-
PooL

Watershed Information

ORIFICES

Selected BMP Type =

Watershed Area =

Watershed Length =

Watershed Length to Centroid =

Watershed Slope =

Watershed Imperviousness =

Percentage Hydrologic Soil Group A =

Percentage Hydrologic Soil Group B =

Percentage Hydrologic Soil Groups C/D =
Target WQCV Drain Time =

Location for 1-hr Rainfall Depths =

After providing required inputs above inc

00-vEAS
ORIFICE

depths, click ‘Run CUHP' to generate runoff hydrographs using

the embedded Colorado Urban Hydrox

Depth Increment =

Water Quality Capture Volume (WQCV) =

Excess Urban Runoff Volume (EURV) =

2-yr Runoff Volume (P1 = 0.99 in.) =

5-yr Runoff Volume (P1 = 1.39 in.) =

10-yr Runoff Volume (P1 = 1.64 in.) =

25-yr Runoff Volume (P1 = 1.98in.) =

50-yr Runoff Volume (P1 = 2.31in.) =

100-yr Runoff Volume (P = 2.6in.) =

500-yr Runoff Volume (P1 = 3.08 in.) =

Approximate 2-yr Detention Volume =

Approximate 5-yr Detention Volume =

Approximate 10-yr Detention Volume =

Approximate 25-yr Detention Volume =

Approximate 50-yr Detention Volume =

Approximate 100-yr Detention Volume =

Define Zones and Basin Geometry

Zone 1 Volume (WQCV) =

Zone 2 Volume (EURV - Zone 1) =

Zone 3 Volume (100-year - Zones 1 & 2) =

Total Detention Basin Volume =

Initial Surcharge Volume (ISV) =

Initial Surcharge Depth (ISD) =

Total Available Detention Depth (Hiota) =

Depth of Trickle Channel (Hrc) =

Slope of Trickle Channel (Src) =

Slopes of Main Basin Sides (Smain) =

Basin Length-to-Width Ratio (Ruw) =

Initial Surcharge Area (Aisy) =

Surcharge Volume Length (Lisy) =

Surcharge Volume Width (Wisy) =

Depth of Basin Floor (HrLoor) =

Length of Basin Floor (Lrioo

Width of Basin Floor (Wr.o0r) =

Area of Basin Floor (AfLoor) =

Volume of Basin Floor (Vrioor) =

Depth of Main Basin (Hyan) =

Length of Main Basin (Lyan) =

Width of Main Basin (Wyain) =

Area of Main Basin (Ayan) =

Volume of Main Basin (Vi) =

Calculated Total Basin Volume (Viota)) =

MHFD-Detention_v4-02 (As-Built) 2.dsm, Basin

ces Gptional GOptional
Example Zone Configuration (Retention Pond) Stage - Storage Stage | Override | Length Width Area | Override | Area Volume | Volume
Description (ft) stage (ft) (ft) (ft) (ft) | Area(ft?) | (acre) (ft%) (ac-ft)
Top of Micropool - 0.00 - - - 208 0.005
EDB 5778 - 0.10 - - - 216 0.005 21 0.000
1595 |acres 57785 - 0.60 - - - 530 0.012 208 0.005
1100 |t 5779 - 1.10 - - - 4,926 0.113 1572 0.036
550 it 57795 - 1.60 - - - 12524 | o0.288 5934 0.136
0030 |fu/ft 5780 - 210 - - - 17,500 0.404 13,463 0.309
85.00% |percent 5780.5 - 2.60 - - - 21,213 0.487 23,163 0532
0.0% |percent 5781 3.10 - - - 23,701 0544 34,302 0.790
100.0% |percent 57815 - 3.60 - - - 25,830 0593 46,775 1074
0.0% |percent 5782 - 4.10 - - - 27,849 0.639 60,194 1382
400 |hours 5782.5 - 4.60 - - - 29,602 0.682 74,580 1712
Parker - Town Hall 5783 - 5.10 - - - 31,538 0724 89,887 2.064
Juding 1-hour rainfall 57835 - 5.60 - - - 33,395 0767 | 106120 | 2436
5784 - 6.10 - - - 35,207 0810 | 123203 | 2830
graph Procedure Optional User Overrides 5784.5 - 6.60 - - - 38,721 0.889 141,798 3.255
0481 |acre-feet acre-feet 5784.6 - 6.70 - - - 39,940 09017 | 145731 | 3346
1512 |acre-feet acre-feet - = = =
1048 |acre-feet 099 |inches - = = =
1562 |acre-feet 139 |inches - = = =
1892 |acre-feet 164 |inches - = = =
2373 |acre-feet 198 |inches - = = =
2823 |acre-feet 231 |inches - = = =
3235 |acre-feet 260 |inches = = =
3.896 |acre-feet inches - = = =
1.003 |acre-feet - = = =
1465 |acre-feet - = = =
1826 |acre-feet - = = =
2.067 |acre-feet - = = =
2225 |acre-feet - = = =
2339 |acre-feet - = = =
0481 |acre-feet - = = =
1031 |acre-feet - = = =
0826 |acre-feet - = = =
2339 |acre-feet - = = =
user ft - - -~ ~
user it = = =
user it - = = =
user it - = = =
user |/t - = = =
user  |HV - = = =
user - = = =
user ft? - - -~ ~
user it - = = =
user it - = = =
user it - = = =
user it - = = =
user it - = = =
user ft? - - -~ ~
user ft - -~ ~
user it - = = =
user it - = = =
user it - = = =
user ft? - - -~ ~
user ft? - - -~ ~
user |acre-feet - = = =

5/21/2021, 11:27 AM



DETENTION BASIN STAG ORAGE TABLE BUILDER

MHFD-Detention, Version 4.02 (February 2020)

20 40000
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MHFD-Detention_v4-02 (As-Built) 2.xism, Basin 5/21/2021, 11:27 AM



DETENTION BASIN OUTLET STRUCTURE DESIGN DETENTION BASIN OUTLET STRUCTURE DESIGN

MHFD-Detention, Version 4.02 (February 2020) MHFD-Detention, Version 4.00 (December 2019)
Project: Parker Mixed-Use - Parker and Pine 90
Basin ID: = S00YR IN
. (zo;g g"iéug. Estimated Estimated 80 4| _iZZ:E ::VUT
mm:li L— = L =l Stage (ft) Volume (ac-ft) Outlet Type o — 100ROUT
VOLUME Euqu WWT N Zone 1 (WQCV) 2.50 0.481 Orifice Plate e 50YR IN [-\
" —1o0vean Zone 2 (EURV) 431 1.031 Circular Orifice 7077 = = sorour
ZONE 1 AND 2 ORIFICE 25YRIN
EERNARENT ORYioEs ] ) ) Zone 3 (100-year) 5.48 0.826 Weir&Pipe (Rect.) 25YROUT
Example Zone Configuration (Retention Pond) Total (all zones) 2339 60 -] RN
User Input: Orifice at Underdrain Outlet (typically used to drain WQCV in a Filtration BMP) Calculated Parameters for Underdrain 10YROUT
Underdrain Orifice Invert Depth = N/A ft (distance below the filtration media surface) Underdrain Orifice Area = N/A ft? =50 | TSWIN //7\\ \
Underdrain Orifice Diameter = N/A inches Underdrain Orifice Centroid = N/A feet 5 eeecee S5YROUT
% 2RIN // / \\
User Input: Orifice Plate with one or more orifices or Elliptical Slot Weir (typically used to drain WQCV and/or EURYV in a sedimentation BMP) Calculated Parameters for Plate = 40 1 2RouT /
Invert of Lowest Orifice = 0.00 ft (relative to basin bottom at Stage = 0 ft) WQ Orifice Area per Row = 1.042E-02 t? EURVIN \\
Depth at top of Zone using Orifice Plate = 2.08 ft (relative to basin bottom at Stage = 0 ft) Elliptical Half-Width = N/A feet 30 | _::;va
Orifice Plate: Orifice Vertical Spacing = N/A inches Elliptical Slot Centroid = N/A feet eeevee WOLVOUT
Orifice Plate: Orifice Area per Row = 1.50 sq. inches (diameter = 1-3/8 inches) Elliptical Slot Area = N/A t?
20
User Input: Stage and Total Area of Each Orifice Row (numbered from lowest to highest) 71 A" "4 I O 0 NN, N — T T [ 1
Row 1 (required) Row 2 (optional) Row 3 (optional) Row 4 (optional) Row 5 (optional) Row 6 (optional) Row 7 (optional) Row 8 (optional) :
Stage of Orifice Centroid (ft) 0.00 0.93 1.86 55\""‘“‘""‘*‘—-—ﬁr—--—rhm_._,ﬁwﬁ__\
Orifice Area (sg. inches) 1.50 1.50 1.50 . ' —
0.1 1 10
TIME [hr]
Row 9 (optional) Row 10 (optional) | Row 11 (optional) | Row 12 (optional) | Row 13 (optional) | Row 14 (optional) | Row 15 (optional) | Row 16 (optional)
Stage of Orifice Centroid (ft) 7
Orifice Area (sg. inches) ====500YR
e 100VR
User Input: Vertical Orifice (Circular or Rectangular) Calculated Parameters for Vertical Orifice g [T
Zone 2 Circular Not Selected Zone 2 Circular Not Selected 2R
Invert of Vertical Orifice = 2.08 N/A ft (relative to basin bottom at Stage = 0 ft) Vertical Orifice Area = 0.35 N/A 2 101R
Depth at top of Zone using Vertical Orifice = 4.77 N/A ft (relative to basin bottom at Stage = 0 ft) Vertical Orifice Centroid = 0.33 N/A feet c | _:2
Vertical Orifice Diameter = 8.00 N/A inches cURY
_ —W/QCV
E
User Input: Overflow Weir (Dropbox with Flat or Sloped Grate and Outlet Pipe OR Rectanqular/Trapezoidal Weir (and No Outlet Pipe) Calculated Parameters for Overflow Weir E 4 >
Zone 3 Weir Not Selected Zone 3 Weir Not Selected a
Overflow Weir Front Edge Height, Ho = 4.77 N/A ft (relative to basin bottom at Stage = 0 fty ~ Height of Grate Upper Edge, H; = 5.28 N/A feet 2
Overflow Weir Front Edge Length = 4.00 N/A feet Overflow Weir Slope Length = 3.04 N/A feet % 3
Overflow Weir Grate Slope = 5.90 N/A H:V Grate Open Area / 100-yr Orifice Area = 10.56 N/A .
Horiz. Length of Weir Sides = 3.00 N/A feet Overflow Grate Open Area w/o Debris = 8.52 N/A t?
Overflow Grate Open Area % = 70% N/A %, grate open area/total area Overflow Grate Open Area w/ Debris = 4.26 N/A t? 2
Debris Clogging % = 50% N/A %
User Input: Outlet Pipe w/ Flow Restriction Plate (Circular Orifice, Restrictor Plate, or Rectangular Orifice) Calculated Parameters for Outlet Pipe w/ Flow Restriction Plate 14
Fone 3 Rectangulal  Not Selected Zone 3 Rectangulaj  Not Selected
Depth to Invert of Outlet Pipe = 1.03 N/A ft (distance below basin bottom at Stage = 0 ft) Outlet Orifice Area = 0.81 N/A t?
Rectangular Orifice Width = 11.50 N/A inches Outlet Orifice Centroid = 0.42 N/A feet 0 ;
Rectangular Orifice Height = 10.10 inches Half-Central Angle of Restrictor Plate on Pipe = N/A N/A radians 1 100
DRAIN TIME [hr]
User Input: Emergency Spillway (Rectangular or Trapezoidal) Calculated Parameters for Spillway
Spillway Invert Stage= 5.64 ft (relative to basin bottom at Stage = 0 ft) Spillway Design Flow Depth= 0.55 feet User Area [ft"2] | 160
Spillway Crest Length = 50.00 feet . Stage at Top of Freeboard = 6.69 feet 140,000 +— Interpolated Area [ftA2]
Spillway End Slopes = 4.00 H:V 3a5|n Area at Top of Freeboard = 0.91 acres summary Area 2] // -
Freeboard above Max Water Surface = 0.50 feet Basin Volume at Top of Freeboard = 3.33 acre-ft
120,000 +— Volume [ft"3]
-+ <@ .- Summary Volume [ft"3] L 140
Routed Hydrograph Results The user can override the default CUHP hydrographs and runoff volumes by entering new values in the Inflow Hydrographs table (Columns W through AF). 100,000 +— Outflow [cfs] |
Design Storm Return Period = WQCV EURV 2 Year 5 Year 10 Year 25 Year 50 Year 100 Year 500 Year -+ 4@ -+ Summary Outflow [cfs] r 120
One-Hour Rainfall Depth (in) = N/A N/A 0.99 1.39 1.64 1.98 2.31 2.60 3.08 ta 7
CUHP Runoff Volume (acre-ft) = 0.481 1.512 1.048 1.562 1.892 2.373 2.823 3.235 3.896 £ 80,000 L 1002
Inflow Hydrograph Volume (acre-ft) = N/A N/A 1.048 1.562 1.892 2.373 2.823 3.235 3.896 s %
CUHP Predevelopment Peak Q (cfs) = N/A N/A 0.2 4.2 6.9 14.6 19.6 24.6 317 > E
OPTIONAL Override Predevelopment Peak Q (cfs) =, N/A N/A C>)_ 60,000 - 80 8
Predevelopment Unit Peak Flow, q (cfs/acre) = N/A N/A 0.02 0.26 0.43 0.92 1.23 1.54 1.99 &
Peak Inflow Q (cfs) = N/A N/A 20.9 30.5 36.3 47.2 56.3 63.7 76.2 E=) F 60
Peak Outflow Q (cfs) = 0.6 26 1.7 23 26 36 7.1 9.7 25.4 S 40000 e
Ratio Peak Outflow to Predevelopment Q = i N/A_ . i N/A_ . i N/A_ . i 0.6 _ i 0.4 _ 0.2 . 0.4 : 0.4 _0.8 < / L 40
Structure Controlling Flow =|| Vertical Orifice 1 | Vertical Orifice 1 | Vertical Orifice 1 | Vertical Orifice 1 | Vertical Orifice 1 | Overflow Weir 1 | Overflow Weir 1 Outlet Plate 1 Spillway
Max Velocity through Grate 1 (fps) =| N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.1 0.5 0.7 0.8 20,000
Max Velocity through Grate 2 (fps) =, N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 20
Time to Drain 97% of Inflow Volume (hours) = 42 44 44 45 44 44 43 41 39
Time to Drain 99% of Inflow Volume (hours) = 45 50 49 50 51 52 51 50 50 0@ : : . . 0
Maximum Ponding Depth (ft) = 2.50 4.31 3.20 3.92 4.36 4.95 5.27 5.63 5.86 0.00 1.00 2.00 3.00 4.00 5.00 6.00 7.00 8.00
Area at Maximum Ponding Depth (acres) = 0.47 0.66 0.55 0.62 0.66 0.71 0.74 0.77 0.79 PONDING DEPTH [ft]
Maximum Volume Stored (acre-ft) = 0.484 1.518 0.844 1.268 1.551 1.956 2.188 2.452 2.631




Stormwater Detention and Infiltration Design Data Sheet

SDI-Design Data v2.00, Released January 2020

Stormwater Facility Name: PARKER AND PINE FILING 1 POND AS-BUILT

Facility Location & Jurisdiction: TOWN OF PARKER

User Input: Watershed Characteristics

User Defined

User Defined

User Defined

User Defined

Extended Detention Basin (EDB) v EDB Stage [ft] Area [ft"2] Stage [ft] Discharge [cfs]
Watershed Area = 15.95 acres 0.00 208 0.00 0.00
Watershed Length = 1,100 ft 0.10 216 0.10 0.02
Watershed Length to Centroid = 550 ft 0.60 530 0.60 0.04
Watershed Slope = 0.030 ft/ft 1.10 4,926 1.10 0.07
Watershed Imperviousness = 85.0% percent 1.60 12,524 1.60 0.10
Percentage Hydrologic Soil Group A = 0.0% percent 2.10 17,590 2.10 0.15
Percentage Hydrologic Soil Group B = 100.0%  |percent 2.60 21,213 2.60 0.81
Percentage Hydrologic Soil Groups C/D = 0.0% percent 3.10 23,701 3.10 1.61
Target WQCV Drain Time = 40.0 hours 3.60 25,830 3.60 2.07
Location for 1-hr Rainfall Depths (use dropdown): 4.10 27,849 4.10 2.45
User Input v 4.60 29,692 4.60 2.77
' 5.10 31,538 5.10 4.88
After providing required inputs above including 1-hour 5.60 33,395 5.60 9.68
rainfall depths, click 'Run CUHP' to generate runoff 6.10 35,297 6.10 10.06
hydrographs using the embedded Colorado Urban 6.60 38,721 6.60 26.20
Hydrograph Procedure. 6.70 39,940 6.70 36.30
Once CUHP has been run and the Stage-Area-Discharge
information has been provided, click 'Process Data' to
interpolate the Stage-Area-Volume-Discharge data and
generate summary results in the table below. Once this
is complete, click 'Print to PDF'.
After completing and printing this worksheet to a pdf, go to:
https://maperture.digitaldataservices.com/gvh/?viewer=cswdif
Create a new stormwater facility, and attach the PDF of this
worksheet to that record.
Routed Hydrograph Results
Design Storm Return Period = WQCV 2 Year 5 Year 10 Year 50 Year 100 Year
One-Hour Rainfall Depth = N/A 0.99 1.39 1.64 2.31 2.60 in
CUHP Runoff Volume = 0.481 1.048 1.562 1.892 2.823 3.235 acre-ft
Inflow Hydrograph Volume = N/A 1.048 1.562 1.892 2.823 3.235 acre-ft
Time to Drain 97% of Inflow Volume = 40.9 43.6 43.5 43.4 41.3 39.8 hours
Time to Drain 99% of Inflow Volume = 43.3 47.8 49.3 49.9 50.1 49.5 hours
Maximum Ponding Depth = 2.50 3.21 3.93 4.37 5.28 5.64 ft
Maximum Ponded Area = 0.47 0.55 0.62 0.66 0.74 0.77 acres
Maximum Volume Stored = 0.482 0.847 1.268 1.554 2.191 2.467 acre-ft
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