Does the Project result in 2,000 square feet, or more, of new plus replaced hard surface
area? OR Does the land disturbing activity total 7,000 square feet or greater?
| |
Yes No
v v

Minimum Requirement #1 through #5
apply to the new and replaced hard Next Question
surfaces and the land disturbed. l

Minimum Requirements #2
applies.

Does the Project add 5,000* square feet or more of new hard surfaces? OR
Convert ¥ acres or more of vegetation to lawn or landscaped areas? OR
Convert 2.5 acres or more of native vegetation to pasture?

lYGS

J I_ Next
Nol Question
All Minimum Requirements apply to the new hard |
surfaces and the converted vegetation areas.

Next Question——p Is this a road related project?

Does the Project add 5,000* square feet or more of new Yes No
<_|
hard surfaces? l

Is the total of new plus replaced hard surfaces
5,000* square feet or more, AND does the

< Yes value of the proposed improvements —

including interior improvements — exceed 50%

of the assessed value (or replacement value) of

| ,_ the:
[ ]

Yes Yes existing Project Site improvements (for

¢ commercial or industrial projects) OR
| e existing Site improvements (for all other
All Minimum Requirements apply projects)

to the new and replaced hard
surfaces and converted

Do new hard surfaces add 50%
or more to the existing hard
surfaces within the Site?

Next Question |

vegetation areas. No
No v
No > ) o N )
> Is the project within a critical drainage area per <
KCC 12.28?
| I
. o . Yes
* Threshold for project sites inside census defined urban No L 4
areas or UGAs is 5,000 square feet. Threshold for project +
sites outside census defined urban areas or UGAs is 10,000 Consult Kitsap DCD for
square feet, or 5% of the lot area (whichever is greater). No additional additional requirements that
requirements may apply

Flow Chart for Determining
Minimum Requirements for
Redevelopment Projects
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Infiltration Feasibility Flow Chart

June 2020

Step 1 — Evaluate horizontal setbacks & site

constraints.

Is the project
site in a landslide-
prone area?

Is the project
site within a setback
above a steep slope
area (1)?

Yes

slope area.
2. Horizontal Setbacks include:

Can horizontal
setback

requirements
be met (2)?

No further infiltration
investigation required to
meet On-site, Flow Control,
or Runoff Treatment

requirements.

Yes

1. Setback is 10 times the height of the steep slope area to a maximum of 500 feet above a steep

e 10 feet from property lines (may be reduced from right of way with County approval)

e 10 feet from another infiltration facility

e 5 feet from building without basement and 10 feet from building with basement when infiltrating
< 5,000 sf impervious surface

e 5 feet from building and 10 feet from building with basement between 1H:1V slope from bottom

of BMP when infiltrating = 5,000 sf impervious surface

100 feet of a contaminated site or landfill (active or closed)

Where soil and/or groundwater containment problems have been identified

Within groundwater protection area

10 feet from petroleum, chemical or hazardous waste storage tank of 1,100 gallons or less

100 feet from petroleum, chemical or hazardous waste storage tank > 1,100 gallons

100 feet from open water features and designated landslide hazards

200 feet from springs and flowing artesian wells used for drinking water supply. Infiltration

BMPs upgradient of drinking wster supplies shall comply with Health Department requirements

50 feet from the top of any slope over 20%

e  See Table 5-1 for Horizontal Setback requirements for on-site systems
See Table 5-2 for Horizontal Setback requirements for private/public wells

Step 2 — Conduct subsurface investigation and

evaluate vertical separation requirements.

Step 3 — Conduct infiltration testing.

Step 4 — Determine design infiltration rate.

v

Step 2
Conduct subsurface

investigation (Table 5.4 and
Appendix G) and evaluate
vertical separation
requirements.

A4

Step 3
Conduct infiltration

testing (Table 5.4 and
Appendix G).

Is measured

Appendix G?

No

v

infiltration rate less than the
minimum infiltration rate (Table 5.5)?
OR is groundwater or hydraulically-
strictive layer too shallow p

Deleted bullet about 100ft setback from drinking water
wells, septic tanks and drainfields; conflicted with
Table 5-1 and Table 5-2.

No further infiltration
investigation required to

Step 4

infiltration rate
(Appendix G).

Determine design

Is runoff from
= 5,000 sfimpervious

» | meet On-site, Flow Control,
or Runoff Treatment
requirements.

Step 6
Evaluate and utilize

area to be infiltrated
on the site?

N . .
S infiltration BMPs as

feasible.

Step 5 — Conduct groundwater monitoring, receptor

characterization, mounding and seepage analysis,
and infiltration testing for permeable pavements

and surfaces.

Step 6 — Evaluate use of infiltration to meet

minimum requirements.

Yes

Step 5

Perform groundwater
monitoring (Table 5.4
and Appendix G).

Is runoff from
> 10,000 sf.
impervious area to be
infiltrated on
the project site?

No

Step 5

Perform characterization

Yes— of infiltration receptor (for

infiltration basins;
Appendix G).

Is runoff from

No

=1 ac. impervious
area to be infiltrated
on the project site?

Step 5

Conduct groundwater
monitoring and seepage
analysis (Appendix G).

Yes—p>

Step 6

Evaluate and utilize

infiltration BMPs as
feasible.
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