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"SEA Consultants, Inc.

PROJECT: Now Britain - Hartford Bus Rapid Transit Stations
Scientist/iny) s/Arehitects PROJECT NO. 08-HD30  SHEET NO, 1
204 Corparate Place CALCULATED BY: KSR DATE: 11722009
Rocky 11, Connecticnt 06067 CHECKED BY: EAS  DATE: 13 /42009

Ruuoff Calcntations for the 2, 10, 25, 100 Year Storms
Last Street Station

System: Cateh Basins within Apartment Complex Parking Area

Pre- Development

100y Ruinfall

Dosign Area | CValue | 2yr Rainfull | T0yr Raiaufall | 25yr Rofafadl Qs (eF5) Qioyr (€183 | Qg (¢18) | Qypoy (ef5)
Pulnt {Aerey) (uf) (/i) (i {aMy)
A 179 043 4.60 6.00 6.70 7,80 37 4.83 540 6.28|
3 0,49 048 4,60 6.00 6.7¢ 7.0 1.08 141 1.58 B
Total @ = 474 6,24 6,497 812
Pest- Development
Besigu Aren C Valoe | 2yr Rainfall | 10yr Rainfall | 28y Rainfall | 100y2 Rainfalt Qaye (06F) Q oy (618) Q;s,,(ifs) Q oy {015)
Poing (Acres) (in/tsey {infhr) (/) - (infh)
A 0.53 0.66 4.60) 6.00! 6.70 7.80 1.6} 2,10 2.34 2.73
i3 0.26 0.60 4,601 6.00 6.70 7.80 0,72 0.94 1.08 1.22
Total Q= 233 3.03 339 3.95

System: Existing dry well behind existing building (CCSU Daycare Center)

Pre- Development

Design Area C Value | 2yr Rainfall | 10¥r Rainfall | 25yr Rainfall | 100y Rainfall Qe (cfS) Quope (€18)| Qagye (6151 Qg (£15)
Toint (Acres) (inMr} {inflir) (In/hr) (infhr)
_ C 0.08 0.90 4.60 6.00, 6.70 7.80 0.33 0.3 0.48 (.56
Total Q = Y .48 0.56
Post- Development
Desipn Arven C Value | 2y Rainfall | 10yr Rainfal) | 25y Roinfall | 100y Rainfall Qo (ef5} Qugyr (ef8Y| Qagy, @) Qrow, e (0f5)
Poind (Avres) (infhr) (infler) (i) {in/leey
C " 0.07 0.90 4,60 6.00 .70 7.80 0.29 0.38 0.42 0.49)
TotlQ = 039 038 42| 0.49

System: Existing swale along the west side of the railroad tracks to Sandy Brook

Note:

Pre- Development

Design Area C Value | 2yr Rainfall | Wyr Rajufall | 25yr Radnfall | (00yr Rainfall Qi (cls) Qioys (BF)| Qasyr (e08)] Qunyr (1fs)
Haint {Acres) (i) (inflir) (indlse} {in/ir)
D 0.64 0.60 4.60 6.00 6.70 7.80 .77 2.30 2,57 300
Totsl Q = 1,77 2.30 287 3.00
Post- Development
Design Arvea C Value | 2yt Rainfall | 10yr Rainfall | 25yr Rainfull | 100yr Rainfall Qy (e} Qogy (€15) | Qusyr ()] Qjonyr (0Fs)
Point {(Avres) {inhy) Gy - {in/hr) nflir)
D Calculations fiom StonnCad 467 6.13 6.80 7.86
Tolal Q@ = 4,67 6.13 6.80 7.86

1.} Calculations based on Rational Method, Q = CiA
2.) Deesign Points designated on Exhibit 3.2-A and 3.2-B
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SEA Consultants, Inc.
Scientist/Engincers/Architecls
200 Corporate Place
Rocky Hill, Conpecticut 06067

PROJECT:
PROJECT NO.

New Bh’iain - Hartford Bus Rapid Transit Slattons

CALCULATED BY:

68-14030  SHEET NO.
KSR DATE:

CHECKED BY: EAS  DATE:
Runoff Calculations for the 2, 10, 25, 160 Year Storms
East Street Station
Systenm: Catch Basins within Apartment Complex Parking Area
Pre- Development
BDesipn Area CValue | 2yr Rainfall | 10y Raiofall | 25yr Rajafandl | 100yr Rainfall Qaor (cf5) Qoys (065} | Qusye (e} Quupy (cFs)
Puini (Acren) il (inir} (infry (infhr)
A 1.7‘." 045 4.60 6.00 6.70 7.80 3.71 481 5.40 6.28
3 0,49 0.44 4.60 6.00 6.70 7.80 1.08 141 158 1.3
: Total Q = 4.79 .24 6.97 8.12]
Pogt- Development
Design Area C Value | 2yr Rainfadl | 10yr Rainfadl | 25yr Rainfall | 100yr Rainfaly Qyy, (ef3) Qe (€5) | Quasye (€F5}| Quonye (0f3}
Toint {Actres) (infhe) {in/hr) (infhr) (in/br)
A 0.53 0.66 4.60 6.00] 6,70 7.80 1.61 2.10 2.34 273
3 0,26 0.60 4.60; 6,00 6.70 7.80] 0.72 0.94 1.05 1.22
Tot Q = 233 3.03 3.39 3.95

System: xisting dry well bekind existing building (CCSU Daycare Center)

System:

Note:

Dree Development

Design Area C Valwe | 2yr Rainfall | 10y Rainfal) | 28y Raintall | 1#0ye Rainfall Qe (cf8) Quaye (e18)] Qagy, (€F5)] Qrange (18}
Paiat (Agres) (Infhr} G} {influy (inftr) ]
C 0.08 0.90 4.60 6.00 6.70 7.80 0.33 0.43 048 0.56
TotalQ = .33 0,43 (.48 0.86
Post- Development
Design Area | CValue | 2yr Raifall | 18y Rainfall | 25yr Rainfall [ 100yr Rainfall Qyye (efs) Qpyr (095} | Qg (@83 Qigoge {efs)
Podut (Aeren) Gndtir) {n/ur) (inflsr) (/)
C 0.07 0.90 4.60 6.00 £.70 7.80 0.29 0.38 0.42 049
Tolgl Q = 0.2¢ 0.38 V.42 (.49

xisting swale along the west side of the railroad tracks to Sandy Brook

Pre- Development

10yr Rainfall

Design Arca C Value | 2yr Rainfalt 25yr Rainfall [ 100y+ Rainfalt Qpyr (cfs) Quuye (€8 | Qusye (eI} Qiunyr (¢F5)
Puint (Acres) {in/hir) (in/by) {dnfhiry (In/r)
D 0.64 0.60 4.60 6.00 6.70 7.80 1.77 2.30] 2.57 3.00
Totab Q = 1.71 2.3t 2.57 330
Post- Development
Design Arca C Value | 2yr Rainfall | 10yr Raiafall [ 25y Roinfalt | 100yr Rainfall Q. (2f5) Quoyr (ef5) | Qasyp {cf5)] Qievyr (of5)
Yoini (Acres) (lnflary {in/lr) (in/br) {nflu}
b Calculations from StommCad 482 6,33 7.02 8.12
‘Folul () = 442 .33 7.02 8,12

1.} Calculations based on Rational Method, Q = CiA
2.) Design Points designated on Exhibit 3.2-A and 3.2-B3
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BRT Station Preliminary Drainage Design

DOT Report

CO-7 CB-1 0.401 0.05 104.35 100.33 0.32 74 2.9
CB-3 103.47( 99.65

CO-10 CB-4 0.626 0.56 98.6 §5.88 3.31 34 9.46 5.826
CB-6 9795 G948

CO-11 CB-5 0.9 0.14 98.58 94.82 0.82 48 3.95 6
CB-6 9795 348

CO-12 CB-6 0.9 0.80 97.95 94 .35 4.66 31 892 5.814
CB-7 96.7 93.84

CO-13 CB-7 0.521 0.92 96.7 93.76 538 27 3.04 5.803
CB-8 96.7 93.68

CO-18 AD-10 0.639 3.04 97 93.69 0.24 30 376 6
CB-8 96.7 93.68

CO-19 CB-20 Q.748 0.09 1064.5 100.55 0.51 111 5.21 6
CB-$ 9¢.81 96.42

CO-20 CB-9 0.403 0.18 99.81 96.28 1.1 98 342 5.929
CB-4 98.6 96.19

CO-21 CB-3 0.471 0.13 103.47 99.57 0.77 19 544 5915
CB-2 102.76 99.07

CO-22 CB-2 0.663 0.20 102.76 98.96 1.17 131 5.68 5.903
CB-4 98.6 96.19

CO-23 CB-8 0.9 ©1.10 96.7 93.52 6.36 54 3.6 5.76
MH-1 959 93.33

CO-24 MH-1 (N/A) 1.10 95.9 93.21 628 70 355 5.685
MH-2 04 92.96 , '

CO-32 MH-2 {(N/A) 1.10 84 92.83 6.17 22 3.49 5586
Or-1 94.16 92.75 .

East Street Station
10 Year Storm Event

S E A Consultants, Inc.
November 2009




BRT S$tation Preliminary Drainage Design
Catch Basin Summary

CTB-1 104.35 98.1 0.401|{Combination Type C Single Grate - Grate Type A - Plain Curb 223 223 (.32 0.06 100.33 100.33 1 4.

CB-2 102.76 96.51 0.663{Combinatior Type C Single Grate - Grate Type A - Plain Curtb 2.56 245 04 0.09 9,07 98.96 1.1 4.5
CB-3 103.47, 97.2 0.471{Combination Type C Single Grate - Grate Type A - Plain Curb 245 237 046 0.13 99.65 99.57 1.2 4.8
CB4 98.6 93.1 0.626jCombination Type C Single Grate - Grate Type A - Plain Curb 3.09 2.78 1.11 G 95.19 95.88 0.5 6.1
CB-5 . 98.58 92.08 0.9iCombination Type C Single Grate - Grate Type A - Plain Curb 3.54 274 .82 0.46 95.62 94,82 1.5 6.4
CB-6 $7.95 96.75 0.9]Combination Type C Single Grate - Grate Type A - Plain Curb 4905 3.6 0.58 022 94.8 94.35 1.3 5.4
CB-7 96.7] 89.35 (.52 |Combination Type C Single Grate - Grate Type A - Plair Curb 449 441 Q.75 0 $3.84 93.76, 0 4.3
CB-8 %6.7 §9.11 0.9|Combination Type C Single Grate - Grate Type A - Plain Curb 4.57 441 0.83 0 93.68 93.52 0.2 4.7
CB9 99.81 93.56 0.403|Combination Type C Single Grate - Grate Type A - Plain Cutb 2.86 272 0.6, 0.24/ 96.42 96.28 1.3 - 55
AD-10 97 90.75 0.639|Area Drain 2.94 2.94 0.24 0 93.69 93.69 1.7 0
CB-20 104.5 98.25 0.748|Combination Type C Single Grate - Grate Type A - Plawn Curb 2.3 23 0.51 0.17 100.55 100.55 1.2 5.1

East Street Station i S E A Consultants, Inc.

1Q Year Storm Event November 2009



BRT Station Preliminary Drainage Design
Conduit Summary

CO-7 CB-1 CB-3 [00.1 99.3|12 inch 0.32 74 0.011 3.7 104.35 103.47 325 3.17 2.9
CO-10  {CB-4 CB-6 95.1 93.5(12 inch 3.31 34 0.047 7.73 98.6 97.95 2.5 345 9.46
CO-11 CB-5 CB-6 94.08 93.5|12 inch 0.82 48 0.012 3.92 98.58 97.95 35 345 3.95
CO-12  |CB-6 CB-7 934 92.39(12 inch 4.66 31 0.033 6.43 97.95 96.7 3.55 3.31 8.92
CG-13 CB-7 CB-8 91.89 91.47118 inch 5.38 27 0.016 13.1 96.7 96.7 3.31 3.73 3.04
CO-18 AD-10 CB-8 92.75 91.87112 inch (.24 30 0.029 6.1 97 96.7 3.25 3.83 3.76
CO-19 CB-20 CB-9 100.25 9594112 inch 0.51 111 0.039 7.02 104.5 99.81 3.25 2.87 5.21
CO-20 CB-9 CB-4 95.84 95.2}12 inch 11 98 0.007 2.88 99.81 98.6 2.97 2.4 342
CO-21 CB-3 CB-2 992 98.61|12 inch G.77 - 19 0.031 6.28 103.47 102.76 3.27 3.15 5.44
CQG-22 CB-2 CB-4 98.51 95.2{12 inch 1.17 131 0.025 5.66 102.76 98.6 3.25 24 5.68
CO-23 CB-8 MHE-1 91.37 90.56|18 inch 6.36 54 0.015 12.86 96.7 95.9 3.83 3.84 3.6
CO-24 MH-1 MH-2 90.46 90.11|18 inch . 6.28 70 0.005 7.43 95.9 04| . 3.94 2.39 355
CO-32 MH-2 OF-1 90.01 88.86|18 inch 6.17 22 0.052 24,02 94 94.16 2.49 38 3.49
East Street Station S E A Consultants, Inc.

10 Year Storm Event November 2009
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BRT Station Preliminary Drainage Design

Catchment Area Summary

CM-1 0.03 0.9 0.02 s[CB-1 0.14
CM-2 0.055 0.3 0.016 5|CB-1 0.1
CM-4 0,05 0.3 0.01 5|CB-3 0.09
CM-5 0.06 0.9 0.049 5|CB-2 0.3

IcM-6 0.036 0.3 0.011 5(CB-2 0.06
CM-7 0.158 0.9 0.142 5/CB-5 0.86
CM-8 0.08 0.9 0.07 5|CB-5 0.43
CM-10 0.07 0.9 0.06 5|CB-8 0.37
CM-12 0.16 0.9 0.14 5|CB-4 0.87
CM-13 0.131 0.9 0.118 5/CB-6 0.71
CM-14 0.045 0.3 0.014 5/CB-4 0.08
CM-15 0.09 0.3 0.03 5|CB-4 0.16
CM-16 0.061 0.9 0.055 5/CB-7 0.33
CM-17 0.105 0.3 0.031 5/CB-7 0.19
CM-18 0.04 0.9 0.03 5|AD-10 0.19
CM-19 0.018 0.3 0.005 5/AD-10 0.03
CM-20 0.075 0.3 0.022 5/CB-1 0.14
CM-26 0.04 0.3 0.012 5/CB-3 0.07
CM-27 0.04 0.3 0.01 5|CB-3 0.08]
CM-28 0.005 0.3 0,002 5/CB-3 0.01
CM-32 0.01 0.3 0.003 5/CB-20 0.02
CM-34 0.01 0.3 0.00 5|CB-20 0.02
CM-35 0.00 0.9 0.00 5/CB-20 0.01
CM-37 0.02 0.3 0.01 5/CB-20 0.03
CM-40 0.01 0.3 0.00 5/AD-10 0.02
CM-42 0.054 0.9 0.048 5/CB-3 0.29
CM-43 0.025 0.9 0.022 5|CB-20 0.14
CM-44 0.086 0.9 0.077 5|CB-20 0.47
CM-45 0.047 0.9 0.042 5|CB-9 0.26
CM-46 0.113 0.3 0.034 5|CB-9 0.2
CM-47 0.031 0.3 0.009 s|cB-9 0.06
CM-48 0.084 0.3 0.025 5|CB-9 0.15

East Street Station
10 Year Storm Event

S IE A Consultants, Inc.
November 2009
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7. Appendix D: Drainage, Grading, and Soil
Erosion and Sedimentation Control Plans

S E A Consultants Inc,
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C.B.#2, CATCH BASIN—
TYPE ¢ L
TF = 102.768' |
INV. IN = 98,61 -
INV, OUT = 9851
BTM = 96.51'

12" & RCP 4/~ 19 (F
S = _0.031 .

C.B.#1, CATCH BASIN—
- OMYPE &
(L TE = 10435 L
FINV, OUT = 100.10'
BTM = 98.10"

5

.=.

~—
[T
[
L——"1

" -C.B.#3, CATCH ‘BASIN
TYPE 'C' . '

CTF = 103,47
INV, IN = 99,30°
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BYM = 97.20°
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C.B.#9, CATCH BASIN-- \
TYPE '© . -
TF = 9981 ° o <« \x
INV.IN = 9594 : \x

"INV, OUT .= 95.84" . L
BTM = 9334' : A . \

{

-C.B.#4, CATCH BASIN
TYPE 'C' '

2 TF = 99,60

©UOINV
INV,
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BTM

e
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- C,B.#5, CATCH BASIN
/ TYPE 'C'
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C.B.#8, CATCH BASIN
TYPE 'C'
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INV.IN (E) = 5147
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BTM = 89.37 -
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Station: Fast Reviewer: Hydraulic & Drainage Reviewer Date: 8/10/2009
Responder: Liz Sommer, P.E.  Responder Date: 2009-11-06 '

STATE OF CONN ECTICUT
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

subjeet: Project No. 88-F1039 (171-305 P.E.}
New Britain-Hartford Busway
Rast Street Station
New Britain

memorandum date: August 10, 2000

e =D
to: M. Richard 1B, Ammstrong from: M sayaa
Trans. Principal Engincer rans. Principal Engincer
Consultant Design Hydraulics and Drainage
Rureau of Engineering Bureau of Engineering
and Construction and Construction

‘The Hydranlics and Drainage Section has reviewed the Preliminary Desigh submission for
the subject project and has the following comments:

Not

No. . Comment Ine.
Inc.

i | Drawing No. GRD-XX:

The grading plans show low points without drainage fcatures at the
following locations. Provisions should be made 1o address the drainage
issuc.

4. Low point at the nor(heast corner of the small parking lot adjacent to
an existing two story bailding.

b. Low point at the parking lot thruway (90 degree bend) near the mulii-
trail access point,

2 | Drawing No, DRG-XX:

a. The plan shows g propesed hydrodymamic separator af the end of the
drainage system just priog to leaving the East Street Staion limils
{ncar busway mainline Sta. 121+50). The system then connects to the
busway mainline drainage system and discharges a: Sta. 123+00, Ifa
hydrodynamic separator is decmed necossary, it should be focated just
prior, to the mainline drainage discharge point in order to treat the
remainder of the flow,

b. A pipe conncction is shown from the East Street Station (o the busway
mainline near Sta. 119150, The source of this pipe flow {s not clear.

///./ Chong Luang Chow/elesd
U ce: Joseph J. Obsra
Mark W, Alexander
Paul N, Corrente
Brian T. Cunningham
Chong Lung Chow - Yolanda Aptoniak
088-11039C
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Station: East Reviewer: Hydraulic & Drainage Reviewer Date: 8/10/2009
Responder: Liz Sommer, P.E. Responder Date: 2009-11-06

Reviewer Comment 1a).

1 Drawing No. GRD-XX:

The grading plans show low points withoul drainage fcatures at the
following locations. Provisions should be made to address the drainage
issue.

a. Low point at the northeast corner of the small parking lot adJ acent 1o
an existing two story building.

S E A Response: An existing dry well is in this location and will remain in use followmg the
site development,

Reviewer Comment 1b).

e - -~

b, Low point at the parking lot thraway (90 degree bend) near the multi-
tratl access point.

S E A Response: Additional spot elevations have been added to the grading plan to clarify
drainage patterns.

Reviewer Comment 2a),

b2

Drawing No. DRG-XX:

a. The plan shows a proposed hydrodynamic separator at the end of the
drainage system just prior to leaving the East Street Station limits
(necar busway mainline Sta. 121+50). The system then connects to the
busway mainline drainage system and discharges at Sta. 123+00. Ia
hydrodynamic separator is deemad necessary, it should be located just
prior o the mainline drainage discharge point in order to treat the
remainder of the flow.

S E A Response: The HDS has been removed from the project. The station drainage ties to the

mainline system and will receive primary treatment by a proposed water quality basin before
discharge to the brook.

Reviewer Comment 2b).

b. A pipe conncction is shown from the East Strect Station {o the busway
mainline near Sta. 119450, The source of this pipc llow is not clear.

S E A Response: Coordination is required between S E A and the mainline designers. This
work is ongoing.
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Station: Last Reviewer: Environmental Planning Reviewer Date: 8/21/2009
Responder: Liz Sommer, P.E. Responder Date: 2009-11-06

STATE OF CONNECTICUT subject: Preliminary Design Submission
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 88-H038 / 171-308

East Street Station

New Britain — Hartford Busway

mem omndum date: August 21, 2009

to from e all ext,
Richard Amnstrong P o@e{v‘%‘b
Transportation Principal Engineer ortation Supervising Planner
Consultant Design nviconmental Planning Division
Bureau of Engineering and Construction Bureau of Policy and Planning
Type of Review;

[ Schematc [X] Preliminary Design (3 Semi-Final Design.[] Final Design [] Permit (] Other:

My staff has reviewed the above mentioned project and the water rasource cornpliance section
of this office offers the following comments:

General Please note that many of the preliminary design comments
provided for the Cedar Street Station will apply to the
Parkville Station design. Make changas as necessary.

» The plan sheets shall include the station markings, toe of
slope, cut and 1ill, and E&S cantrols, etc...

«  Please coordingte with the designers of Project 88-H034
regarding the transition points connecting retaining walfs,
curbing, etc...betwaen the busway and platform stations.

+ The Offfine Hydredynamic Separator s not needed and
should be removed from the project, as the station drainage
will ultimately discharge into Water Quality Basin No. 1 o be
constructad under Project 88-H034,

»  As CIV-XX correctly calts ot the use of lurf establishment,
other drawings within the project set and other station design
submittals have been incorrect.

+  No Meadow Mix. Turf Establishment onty.

i you have any gyestions regarding these comments, piease contact Mr. Paul Corrente at 860-504-2032.
Andrew Pkrané&)éif
[lo% Colleen Kissane - Paul Corrente

Mark Alexander — Kim Lesay — Amanda Freitas

Brian Cynningham - Dave Mancini- Jacob Argiro

Kevin Mahoney - Bob Reilly — Laurie LaRocca
Mike Masayda - Chong Lung Chow ~ Yolanda Antaniak



Station: East Reviewer: Environmental Planning Reviewer Date: 8/21/2009
Responder; Liz Sommer, P.E. Responder Date: 2009-11-06

Reviewer Comment 1a)

s Please note that many of the preliminary design comments

‘provided for the Cedar Street Station will apply to the
Parkville Station design. Make changes as necessary.,

S E A Response: Noted.

Reviewer Comment 1b)

o The plan sheets shall include the station markingé, toe of
slope, cut and {ill, and E&S controls, ete. ..

S E A Response: Appropriate detail has been added to the plan sheets.

Reviewer Cbmment 1¢)

¢ Please coordinate with the desig}xers of Project 88—H034§
regarding the tansition points connecting retaining wa[ls,‘
curbing, etc...betwaen the busway and platform stations.

S E A Response: Coordination between S E A and the mainline designers is continuous. This
work relates to all aspects of the project and will continue through final design.

Reviewer Comment 1d)

« The Offine Hydrodynamic Separator is not needed and
should he removed from the project, as the station drainage

will ultimately discharge into Water Quality Basin No. 1 to be
constructed under Project 88-H034.

S E A Response: The HDS has been removed from the project.

Reviewer Comment 1e¢)

'—J-‘_-"* R I ]

o As CIV-XX correctly calls out the use of turf establishment,
other drawings within the project set and cther station design
submittals have been incorrect.

S E A Response: Call-outs will be modified for the semi-final design submission.



Station: East Reviewer: Environmental Planning Reviewer Date: 8/21/2009
Responder: Liz Sommer, P.E. Responder Date: 2009-11-06 '

Reviewer Comment 1f)

! +_No Meadow Mix. Turf Estaﬁiléhment only.

S E A Response: An appropriate seed mix determined in coordination with the Department
will be specified.



Station: Bast Reviewer: Environmental Planning Reviewer Date: 8/ 10/2009
Responder: Liz Sommer, P.E. Responder Date: 2009-11-06

| have reviewed the PD plans submitted August 4th and offer the following
comments:

« It appears that a large portion of the proposed site is located on CT
State University Land. Please clarify who will be the owner/
responsible party for maintenance following construction.

o The site incorporates over 10 CB’s. Primary Stormwater Treatment
Practices must be investigated before they can be dismissed.
Specifically, if the site is not contaminated, infiltration should be
considered. ~

» The current HDS appears difficult to access for future maintenance.
Please review in light of long term maintenance and needed
equipment for cleaning.

I will pass these plans along to Paul Corrente's unit for further review.

Kimberly Lesay

Environmental Planning Division
Department of Transportation
2800 Berlin Turnpike

PO Box 317546

Newington, CT 06131-7546
phone (860) 594-2933

fax (860) 594-3028

Kimberly.Lesay@po.state.ct.us




Station: East Reviewer: Environmental Planning Rcviewér Date: 8/10/2009
Responder: Liz Sommer, P.E. Responder Date: 2009-11-06

Reviewer Comment 1a).

o It appears that a large portion of the proposed site is located on CT
State University Land. Please clarify who will be the owner/
- responsible party for maintenance following construction.

S E A Response: Right of way review is in process for the site development.

Reviewer Comment 1b),

« The site incorporates over 10 CB's. Primary Stormwater Treatment
Practices must be investigated before they can be dismissed.
Specifically, if the site is not contaminated, infiltration should be
considered.

S E A Response: The station drainage will discharge to the proposed mainline drainage
system. A water quality basin is proposed downstream which will provide primary treatment for
the station flows.

Reviewer Comment I¢).

» The current HDS appears difficult to access for future maintenance.
Please review in light of long term maintenance and needed
equipment for cleaning.

S E A Response: The hydrodynamic separator has been removed from the project.



