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Tune 8, 1993 Introduced by: BAUE BARDEN
ORD  (VN) 0 = A7
Proposed No.: %%éﬁamﬁﬁ 4 i

ORDINANCE NO.

AN ORDINANCE granting an extension of
preliminary approval for the PLAT of
Emerald Meadows (BALD File No. S89P0097).

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE COUNCIL OF KING COUNTY:

SECTION 1. Findings. The council finds that:

A. The applicant has timely filed a written request for
an extension of twelve ﬁonths for prelimiﬁary plat approval.

B. The applicant has complied with and met the provisions
6f the King County Code and state law.

C. The applicant has acted in good faith and made
substantial progress in complying with the conditions of
preliminary approval.

D. It would be inequitable to require the applicant to
reapply.

SECTION 2. Preliminary approval for the plat of Emerald

Meadow (BALD File No.S89P0097) is granted an extension to

expire on July 16, 1994,

INTRODUCED AND READ for the first time this ]"fz/"’ day
~ i
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KING COUHTY COUNCIL

Intreduction 8lip

Clerk of the Council
Paul Barden

Introduction of Proposed
Motion/Ordinance No.




MEMORANDTIUM

TO: Paul Barden, Councilmember Dist.7
FROM: Vaughan Norris, Council Staff
DATE: June 8, 1993

SUBJECT': Granting a One-Year Extension for the Preliminary
Plat of Emerald Meadows

This is for your introduction consideration as this plat is in
your district. The plat consist of 56 lots on 16.5 acres and the
zoning at the time of preliminary plat approval was SR 9600,

The developer requests a one year extension for this plat,

expiring on July 16, 1994 subject to the conditions granted by
Ordinance 9536.

To date, the site has been surveyed and preliminary engineering
is underway. A conceptual wetland impact mitigation plan has been
bPrepared.

It is my opinion that the developer has met the test of
"substantial progress" as contained in K.C.C. 19.28.040 (D). It
would be inequitable and unfair to deny the extension.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: Introduce the attached ordinance.

ATTACHMENTS :

A. PROPOSED ORDINANCE GRANTING A ONE YEAR EXTENSTON
B. APPLICANT’S LETTER

C. ORDINANCE No. 9536

D. PLAT MAP



June 3, 19983

The Henorable Paul Barden
4G2 King County Courthouse
Seattle, Washington 98104

Re: Request for 4th year extension - Plat of Emerald Meadows
K.C. File #S288P0087

Mr. Barden:

I am writing to request a 4th year extznsisn for the plat of
Emerald Meadows. The project’'s 38 month expiration date is
July 16, 19883.

Backeground: This project is a 56 1ot plat, zoned SR 986606, located
near the intersection of Kitts Corner Reoad {SE 181} and Military
Road in scuth King County. Ordinance #8538, granting preliminary
approval to the project, was adopted July 16, 1988G.

The project is currently undergoing county staff review for
administrative approval of a Plat Revision and for variances from

the county Road Standards. This review/approval process was
precipitated by the recent identification of a large wetland ar=sa
on the site necessitating & reconfiguration of the plat. I

anticipate obtaining staff approvals within the next 3¢ days.

The site has been completely surveyed and preliminary enginsering
iz underway by Pacific Engineering Design. Inc.. A conceptual
wetland impact wmitigation plan has besn prepared by RB-Twelve
Associates and is undergoing review by county staff. The go-ahead
for final design work awaits only staff approval of the submittals

before them {staff contact: Mr. Pete Dye, Subdivisions Section.
D.D.E.S.).

Bationale for Extension: The one-year extension is necessary ito
allow sufficient time 1o receive staff approvals of the plat
revision, prepare and receive approvals for plat engineering design

drawings, build-ocut the plat improvements and reccord the Final
Piat.

Pipace motiftinn the Coauntv Contnnei i Fn ospnroave Thic reapnepad PAar oo
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July 12, 1990 Introduced by Lois North
4015D/53

Proposed No. 20~408

9536

ORDINANCE NO.

e t———————— e

AN ORDINANCE concurring with the recommendation
of the Zoning and Subdivision Examiner to

approve subject to conditions (modified) the
Preliminary Plat of EMERALD MEADOWS, designated
Building and Land Develcopment File No. S89P0097. -

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE COUNCIL OF KING COUNTY:

This ordinance does hereby adopt and incorporate herein the
findings and conclusions contained in the amended report of the
zoning and subdivision examiner dated June 22, 1990 which was
filed with the clerk of the council on July 12, 1990 to approve
subject to condtions (modified) the preliminary plat of Emerald
Meadows, designated by the building and land development
division, file no. S89P0G097, and the council does hereby adopt

as its action the recommendation(s} contained in said report.

INTRODUCED AND READ for the first time this 2 *é day

of Y ae, , 19 20 .
PASSED thias Z(O‘H" day of % ’ 1960 .

KING COUNTY COUNCIL
KING COUNTY, WASHINGTON
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VICINITY MAP

SCALE: 1"= Yo MILE

\[, DESCRIPTION

" THE SOUTH THPEE QUARTERS OF THE NORTHEAST QUARTER
T QUARTER OF SECTION 33. TOWKSHIP 21 NORTH, RANGE

IN KING COUNTY, WASHINGTON, LYING. EASTERLY OF
; RIGHWAY NO. 5-D;

"H 660 FEET THEREOF,
ITY ROAD: ALSO -

> THE SOUTHEAST QUARTER OF THE SOUTHEAST QUARTER OF
3, LYING EASTERLY OF SECONDARY STATE HIGHWAY NO. 5~
EDGEWOOD COUNTY ROAD (NOW KNOWN AS MILITARY ROAD)
Y THE FOLLOWING DESCRIBED LINE.
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PAC-TECH

July 6, 1990

QFFICE OF THE ZONTING AND SUBDIVISION EXAMINER
KING COUNTY, WASHINGTON

TO: Parties of Record
FROM: R. S. Titus
Deputy Zoning and subgk Xaminer
SUBJECT: Building and*tand Development File No, 589pP0097

Proposed Ordinance No. 90-403
Proposed Plat of EMERALD MEADOWS

16.5 acres lying genherally between Kit Corner
Road South and 32nd Avenue South (if extended)
and generally between South 380th Street ang
South 3Blst Street (1f extended)

Recommended Condition No. 10.a, as contained in the Examiner's

June 22, 1999g Feport and decision on this matter, should read
as follows:

A grasslined swale shall be designed and constructed to
coliect the off-site flows. ((as_feeemmeaéeé—éa~$egc§gn—l
of“thE“May"227*199ﬂ—geotcchnica%—repefb—pfep&feé—by
Assntiateﬁ"ﬁarth—Scfencc37~fnC7))

This clarification 1is consistent with the June 22, 19990
findings and conclusions and with the Division's final
recommendation to the Examiner, No new appeal period is
required,

TRANSMITTED this 6th day of July, 1990 to the following parties
of record;

T4 m A A A gy -
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July 12, 1990 Introduced by
4015D/53

Lois North

Proposed No. 90-408

ORDINANCE NO.

9536

AN ORDINANCE concurring with the recommendation
of the Zoning and Subdivision Examiner to

approve subject to conditions (modified) the
Preliminary Plat of EMERALD MEADOWS, designated
Building and Land Development File No. S89P00Y97. -

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE COUNCIL OF KING COUNTY:

This ordinance does hereby adopt and incorporate herein the

findings and conclusions contained in the amended report of the

zoning and subdivision examiner dated June 22, 1990 which was

filed with the clerk of the council on July

12, 1950 to approve

subject to condtions (modified) the preliminary plat of Emerald

Meadows, designated by the building and land development

divizion, file no. S89P0097, and the council does hereby adopt

as its action the recommendation(s)} contained in said report,

TNTRODUCED AND READ for the first time

this 2 *é day

of quéhﬁ, 19 ?kj .
PASSED thids Z(O‘H" day of %

KING COUNTY COUNCIL
KING COUNTY, WASHINGTON




June 22, 1990

OFFICE OF THE ZONING AND SUBDIVISION EXAMINER
KING COUNTY, WASHINGTON

REPORT AND RECOMMENDATION TO THE KING COUNTY COUNCIL.

SUBJECT Building and Land Development File No. S89pnGg97
Proposed Ordinance No. 90-408

Proposed Plakt of EMERALD MEADOWS
16.5 acres lying generally between Kit Corner
Road South and 32nd Avenue South {if extended)

and generally between South 380th Street and
South 38lst Street (if extended)

SUMMARY OF RECOMMENDATIONS:

Division's Preliminary: Approve subject to condtions
{modified)

Division's Final: Approve subject to condtions
(modified)

Examiner: Approve subject to conditions

(modified)

PEELIMINARY REPQRT:

The Building and Land Development Division's Preliminarv
Report on Item No. $S89P0D0Y7 was received by the Examiner
on May 24, 1990,

PUBLTC HEARING:

After reviewing the Building and Land Develonment
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File No. 589pP0g97 Page 2

Location: Generally between XKit Corner
Road South and 32nd Avenue
South (if extended) and
generally between South 330th
Street and sSouth 381st Street
{if extended),.

Zoning: SR 9600

Acreage: 16.5

Number of Lots: 56

Typical Lot Size: 9,600 square feet per lot

Proposed Use: Detached single~family
residences

Sewage Disposal: Federal Way Sewer & Water
District

Water Supply: Federal Way Sewer & Water
Districek

Fire District: #39 - Federal Way

School District: #417 - Fife

The applicant proposes to sy
classified gR 9600, into 55

building lots. The typical

9600 square feet.

An environmental impact stat
Section D, pages 1 and 2, pr
and Subdivision Examiner dat
1) and the Division's mitiga
non-significance dateqd May 1
mi;igqﬁgd_dg;erm;nthqn of n
fook high, s01id wood fence_
Proposed plat in order to de
‘area of sp 161, " The MDNS &1
develogmgggmﬁgg§mﬁprwschooll

——

bdivide a 16.5 acre parcel,
single Family residential
lot size ig proposed to he

ement is not required, See
eliminary report to the Egging
ed June 7, 1990 (Exhibit No.
ted determination of

5, 1990 (Exhibit No. 41} . The
on-significance requires a §
along the west boundary of the,
flect noise in the immediate
50 requires payment of any
impagtguif a relevant fee

schedile is adoé&e&"6§MEH€NﬁTH§Mb6Hnty Council prior to

final plat approval,

The Division recommends appr
subject to 22 conditions cf
one of those conditions are
1l of the Division's June 7,
the examiner, Condition No.
No. 19. aAdditionallyv. #he n

oval of the proposed plat
final plat approval, Twenty

set forth on pages 5§ through
1999 Preliminary report to
22 1is contained in Exhibit

T eyt e o Bl ogms o




File No. S89P0097 Page 3

Emerald Point will benefit from this
reconstruction and asks that the Emerald point
developer pay one third of the SR 161/28th Avenue
South intersection ihpfbvéﬁgﬁggfmwﬁﬁﬁmprlitéht”‘“
responds that Regency Woods is a substantially
larger development than Emerald Point and that
therefore it would be unfair to the Emerald Point
developer to bear one third of the intersection
improvement cost burden. The DPivision recommends
that the applicant submit an addendum traffic

Pl bl o
and which recommends mitigations based on the

analysis which addresses the trip distriby

revised preliminary plat dated May 11, 1999. Th e

Division recommends that, if it is shown that
pro~rata share is required for the SR 161/28th
Avenue South intersection, then the applicant
should pay the pro-rata share required by

KCC 21.49 as determined by the Washington State
Department of Transportation.

32nd Avenue South'extension impacts,

Two property owners located immediately east of
the subject property, Luce and Corthell/Huss,
€Xpress concern regarding the location of five
proposed urban density subdivision lots along the
east boundary of the subject property in addition
to extending 32né Avenue South as a stub street
to the northeast corner of the subject property
{adjacent) to the Luce property. The owners of
these neighboring properties have no present
intention to subdivide. However, the properties
are classified SR (9600). This classification
may yield 4.5 dwelling units Per acre when
developed, but i more likely to yield 3 to 4
dwelling units per acre. Thus, the 2.59 acre
Lace property may be exXpected one day to be
developed as approximately 9 homesites and the
0.6 acre Corthell/Huss Property as 2 homesites.

A 30 foot wide County right-of-way divides the
subject property from the Luce and Corthell/Huss
properties, This street right-of-way would

L ., TR + 4 -




File No. $89pg097 Page 4

they argue, the livestock pPresent on the Luce propercty
is a "different usze” just as the golf course is a
different use. The property is Presently fenced with
a hogwire fence, a wood Post two-strand fence, The
top strand is barbed wire.

Both Luce and Corthell/Huss ask for a "privacy fence™
to discourage unauthorized access to their propertieg
and to provide "esthetic enhancement®™ of the 32nd
Avenue South stub street. As an alternative tg a
fence, the Luce's Fequest requiring a qgreenbelt around
the northeast perimeter of the subdivision. King
County has no policy authorizing new developments to
be fenced when abutting identically zoned and used
properties,

¢+« North boundary fencing,
A golf range and nine hole golf course abuts the
subject property along its north boundary. The owner
of the golf range/course (Christy) believes that the
proposed stub street would cause loss of two holes on
the golf course. However, the entire street
development which is Fecommended at this fime would be
located either on County right-of-way or on the
subject property. It would not be extended further
northward until the Christy golf range were
tedeveloped. It is classified SR (9600},

Additionally, the Christy golf range owner recommends that
the developer keep existing trees to Screen the north
property line, in order prevent problems with golf range
night lights. Golf balls were found on the subject
Property during on-site investigations. The Division
recommends that a fernce be ‘nstalled along the north
Property line to mitigate golf range impacts on the
Subject property and to buffer conflicting land uses,
Although the applicant does not object, the applicant
observes that the Division's recommendation to provide a
grasslined drainage swale along the north boundary
together with a fence, eliminates any opportunity to
Provide a tree/vegetative visual screen along the north
side of the subject Property. The Division contends bhap

I T B




File No. S89P0097 Page 5

street which will actually abut the Luce property wiil
provide that property with a cost efficient opportunity to
develop consistent with existing zoning that here-to-fore
did not exist., <Thus, the 32nd Avenue South stub street
Presents an economic windfall gain to the Luce property.
Although the owners of the easterly abutting properties do
not presently intend to subdivide those properties, that
intension cannot be guaranteed over the next 100 vears.
The streets and lot lines created through subdivision will
probably last at least that long.

There is no policy in the Comprehensive Plan which
authorizes applicants to provide fencing to provide
additional privacy for identically classified neighboring
pProperties. In this case, the 30 foot wide generally
tndeveloped County right-of-way will provide a generous
buffer between the subject property and the easterly
neighboring properties. For all of these reasons, the
requests for fencing along the east boundary should be
denied. However, because of the eventual development of
the northerly abutting property cannot be predicted, the
barricade at the end of 32nd Avenue South should be
permanently installed--not temporarily (with sandbags) as
recommended by the pDivision. X
Recommended condition no., 22, below, will adequately
address the SR 161/28th Avenue South intersection impact
resulting from this proposed plat. The recommendation is
consistent with KCC 21.49 and should be approved. The
intersection financing proposal suggested by the
developers of Regency Woods Division IV is not consistent
with KCC 21.49 and therefore should not be approved.

Fencing along the north heundary of the subject property
will not adequately protect the proposed subdivision from
the negative impacts of the golf range located along the
north boundary. However, fencing is the best available
mitigating measure possible. It is required for the same
reason that fencing along the west boundary is also
required-~in order to mitigate severe use conflicts (cn
the north, a golf range; on the west, a State highway).
Considering the 30 foot wide public right-of~-way buffer,

BaYTobh i oot et o e I T a e e



File No. 3$89p0397 Page 6

and sanitary wastes; and it will Serve the public use ang
interest,

7. The conditions tecommended in the Division of Building and
Land Development's Preliminary Report as amended below are
in the public interest and are reasonahle requirements,

RECOMMENDATION:

GRANT Preliminary approval to the proposed plat of Emerald
Meadows, as depicted in EXhibit No. 6 of this hearing record,
subject to the following cenditions of final Plat approval,

1. Compliance with alil platting Provisions of Tikile 19 of the
King County Code,

1. The applicant must cbtain finail approval from the King
County Health Department,

5. All construction and Upgrading of public and Private roads
shall be done in accordance with the King County Road
Standards established and adopted by Ordinance No. B8041.

6. If an area-wide fire Protec:ion assessment isg authorized (ﬁgw &
by King County prior to final recording of this plat, this _“fgéﬂ
Plat shall be subject to any assessment providegd by that '
ordinance,

Fire Marshal for the adequacy of the fire hydrant, water
main, and fire flow standards of Chapter 17.08 of the King .
County cCode. [y 4



lo.

11.

12.

File No. S89p0B97 Page 7

Cff-site flows from the Upstream property enter the
proposed subdivision along the north property line via
Several 4-inch diameter culverts and an open channel. To
provide for future conveyance of these flows, the
following shall be satisfied:

a. A grasslined swale shall be designed and constructed
to collect the off-site flows, as recommended in
Section 7 of the May 22, 1990 geotechnical report
prepared by Associated Earkh Sciences, Inc.

b. The swale shall be located in a 15~-foot wide minimum
drainage easement with appropriate building setback
line (BSBL) and shall be designed with sufficient
capacity to convey at least a 25 year storm.

€+ The off-site flows shall bypass the future drainage
facilities for the proposed subdivision unless the
existing peak runoff rate from the off-site
contributing area is less than 50% of the proposed
subdivision post-developed peak runoff rate.

d. The following statement shall be shown on the
engineering plan and recorded document: "By
restriction no structure, filil, or obstruction,
including but not limited to decks, patios,
out-buildings, or overhangs shall be permitted beyond
the drainage easements and building setbacks as shown,
unless otherwise approved by King County.?*

Off-site surface water flowing from the east naturally
drains toward lot nos. 52 through 56, as numbered on the
May 11, 1990 preliminary plat plan. Aan interceptor,
designed as recommended i1 the May 22, 1990 geotechnical
report, shall be constructed along the east property line
of the proposed subdivision. it shall be located at least
5 feet away from the property line and placed in a 15-foot
minimum drainage easement with appropriate BSBL.

An addendum to the Associated Earth Sciences geotechnical
report dated May 22, 199G is required to address how the
soil~bearing capacity noted in Section 8 and the

T T 11 F om o b o omm e o kA e




File o, S589p0g97 Page 28

standards. At the north street end of 32nd~kv€dﬁe Soutkh gz
*fixed {permanent) Type 11T barricade," as illustratea in
Drawing No. 16 of the King County Roag Standards (KCRrs
1987) shall be installegq, v fuwfcf_b]
T a4

Nl b otiooe collsd .
“ g apiiedk -
l4. south 330th Street and South 379th Street ("Loops") may be
improved to urban subaccess Standards.
15, There shall he no direct vehicular access ko or fron SR
161 (Kit Corner Road) from those lots which abut it,

i
"

15, If lot make-up area is required, calculationg
demonstrating compliance must be submitted prior to
approval of the plan angd profile.

Space, {KCC 19.338 establishes the formula for ajgqg fee
amount, )

right~of—way, shall be dedicated to King County, The
details shall be worked out with the Subdivison Technical
Committee,

i

19. The eXxisting Structures shail be removeg Prior to the
Fecording of khis plat. ‘

20. A wood fence shall be constructed along the north Property

a. The applicant shali construct a 5~foot~high, solid



File No. §89p0097 Page 9

ORDERED this 22nd day of June, 1990.

R. S. s
Deputy ¢g¥ning and Subdivision
Examiner

TRANSMITTED this 22nd day of June, 1990, by certified mail, to
the following parties of record:

Jim Adams : Kim Adans

Louis Boitano Mark H. Calkins, Ph.D.

George & Arlene Christy Tony Huss/Lisa Corthell

Ken Luce Brad Merkle

Ray Mohr Pac-Tech, L. Heires/B. Harron

Robert Flitton, Parklane Ventures
TRANSMITTED this 22nd day of June, 1990, to the following:

Lydia Reynolds, Building and Land Development pivision
Fereshteh Dehkordi, Building and Land Development Division
Rich Hudson, Building and Land Development Division
Steve Townsend, Building and Land Development Divisioen
Dept. of Wildlife, Tony Oppermann

Christopher Brown

Gail Bruce, John L. Scott, Inc.

‘King County Cons. Dist.

Diara Xinared, Windemere Real Estate

New Constr. Serv., Alex White

Transamerica Title Ins., Tom Ka2llogg

NOTICE OF
RIGHT TO APPEAL AND ADDITIONAL ACTION REQUIRED

In order to appeal the recommendation of the Examiner, written
notice of appeal must be filed with the Clerk of the King
County Council with a fee of $70.00 (check payable to King
County Office of Finance) on or before July 6, 1990. If a

notica A€ AarmrmrasT & e £2409% o .



File No. s89p009y Page 10

Action of the Council Final. The action of the Council
approving or adopting a recommendation of the Examiner shall be
final and conclusive unless within thirty (30) days from the
date of the action an aggrieved party or bPerson applies for a
writ of certiorari from the Superior Court in and for the
County of King, State of Washington, for the purpose of review
of the action taken.

MINUTES OF THE PUBLIC HEARIKNG ON BALD FILE NO. S89P00S7 -
EMERALD MEADOWS

R. 5. Titus was the heaing examiner in this matter,
Participating in the hearing were Lydia Reynolds and Fereshteh
Dehkordi representing the Building and rLand Development
bivision, Robert Flitton, Tony Huss, Larry Keires, Arlene
Christy and Mark calkins.

The following exhibits were offered and entered into the record:

Exhibit No. 1 Building and Land Development's preliminary
report, dated June 7, 1990

Exhibit No. 2 Application, dated October 19, 1989

Exhibit No. 3 Environmental Checklist, dated October 19,
1989 ‘

Exhibit No. 4 Mitigated Declaration of Non-significance,
dated May 15, 1990

Exhibit No. 5 Affidavit of pPosting indicating May 4, 19990
as date of posting and indicating May 10,
1990 as date affidavit was received by
Building and rand Development

Exhibit No. & Revised plat, dated May 11, 1999

Exhibit No. 7 Assessors maps SW 34-21-4, SE 33-21-4

Exhibit No. 8 Kroll map pages 753E & 753W

Exhibit No. @ Traffic study b, Christopher Brown &

' Associates, dated December 27, 1989

Exhibit No. 190 Geologic Hazard report by Associated Earth
Sciences, Inc., dated May 22, 1990

Exhibit No. 11 Letter from Department of Wildlife, dated May
23, 199¢

Exhibit No. 12 Letter from Mr. George Christy, dated May 23,
1990

Exhibit No, 13 Letter from Louis Boitano, dated May 29, 199¢

Twh o S = AT - g - . 4 3
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Exhibit a
Standard Storm Drainage Requirements (Portion Oonly}

BALD approval of the drainage and roadway plans is
required prior to any construction,

A separate ESC plan for this project shall be submitted
with the engineering plans. The plan shall show areas to
be cleared (limits of clearing) and provide a schedule for
construction {construction sequence}.

Retention/detention (R/D) facilities shall be located in
tracts, unless located within improved King County
rights-of-way. Maintenance access shall be provided to
all facilities. This will require a I5~-foot accesns
roadway to all manhaoles {R/D)}. Access must also be
provided for maintenance of the entire pond,

Prior to recording of the final plat those portions of the
retention/detention facility necessary to control the
flows discharging from the site shall be constructed and
operational,

Oil/water geparation facilities shall be Provided at each
Point of permanent storm drainage release from the site go
contaminants do not enter natural drainage features, In
addition to standard King County oil/water separators, the
applicant {s required to pProvide biofiltration prior to
discharge of stormwater into any sensgitive areg (e.g.,
streams, wetlands, lakes, etc.}. Such biefiltration
includes 200 feet of breadg, flat-bottom, grass-lined
swales, or eguivalent systems,

Drainaqge outlets {(ctub-cu.s) shall be provided for each
individual lot, except for thosge lots approved for
infiltration by King County. Stub-outs shall be shown on
the engineered plans and shall coenform Lo the following:

1. Each outlet shall be sultably located at the lowest
elevation on the lot, B0 as to service all future roof
downspouts and ftooting drains, driveways, yard drains,

and any other surface or subsurface drains necessgary
to render +heo 1 <k e ot or T




In some cases, on-site infiltration systems may be
accepted for detention for the lots depending on soil
conditions., To determine the sET?Ebility of the soil for
infiltration systems, a solls reporkt that includes
Percolation tests and a 801l log taken at 6-foot minimum
depth shall be submitted by a professional engineer or
50il1 specialist. This shall include, at a minimun,
information on soill texture, depth to seasonal high water
and the occurrence of mottling andg impervious lavers, The
report shall also address potential down gradient impacts
due to increased hydraulic loading on slopes andg
structures. Soil permeability data obtained from the
design of the septic system may be used for the drywell
retention systenm, pProvided data 1isg submitted verifying
that no impervious layer exists within 6 feet oOf the sgol]
surface, If the soils report is approved, the
infiltration Bystems shall be installed at the time of the
building permit. A note to this effect shall be placed on
the map page of the recorded document. The drainage plan
and the recorded document shall indicate each lot approve
for infiltcration,

mile From the Point of release of each flow discharging
from the site. The analysis must address any existing
problems with flooding, capacity, overtopping, scouring,
sloughing, erosion and sedimentation of any drainage
facility, whether natural or man-made, Probable impacts
due to construction of the project must also be addregsged
With respect to these same concerns. Where this analysis
reveals more restrictive conditions, more stringent
drainage controls may be required than would otherwise be
necessary for a Project of thig tvpe. These controls mavy
include additional on-site rate and/or volume controls,
off-gite improvementa, or & combination of both, Any
off-gsite Improvements wilil require the apptoval aof ail
affected property owners.

Current standard notes and ESC notes, as establisghed by
BALD engineering review, shall be pPlaced on the engineered
plans.
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