Table 1. Comparison of previous (2015) and current BCWMC (2017) and MPCA MS4 (2020) triggers and water quality performance standards for linear projects
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* Trails and sidewalks and other miscellaneous disconnected impervious surfaces are exempt from BCWMC water quality performance goals. Adjacent pervious areas may provide some pretreatment or water quality treatment.
2 Projects with site restrictions may not be required to "capture & retain" the water quality volume. These projects must follows BOWMC Flexible Treatment Options (FTOs).
3 Water quality treatment/pretreatment provided by project but documentation not submitted or not reviewed.
2018-02: Project included 5 new sump manholes for pretreatment. Drainage routed to existing ditches and wetlands along linear project which may also provide some water quality treatment and/or infiltration.
2018-07: Project included 18,905 cubic-foot Stormtech underground detention and infiltration system.
2018-08: Project included 4 new sump manholes for pretreatment.
2018-30: Project included 1 new sump manhole for pretreatment and an underground filtration trench to provide water quality treatment andj/or infiltration.
2019-02: Project included 2 new sump manholes with SAFL baffles for pretreatment.
2019-05: Project included 4 new sump manholes for pretreatment. Drainage routed to existing stormwater ponds, which were improved as part of this project and provide water quality treatment.
2019-28: Project included 23 new sump manholes with SAFL baffles for pretreatment.
2020-01: Project included 1 new sump manhole for pretreatment.
2020-12: Project included 1 new sump manhole for pretreatment.
2020-13: Project was designed to maximized the amount of runoff that is routed to ditches and infield ponding areas in order to maximize pretreatment and water quality treatment.
2021-28: Project included 2 new sump manholes with SAFL baffles for pretreatment.
2021-35: Project included 5 new sump manholes with SAFL baffles for pretreatment
2022-21: Project included 1 new sump manhole for pretreatment.
2022-23: Project included iron enhanced filtration basin and 2 new sump manholes for pretreatment
2022-26: Project included 4 new sump manholes for pretreatment
2023-23: Project included 1 new sump manhole for pretreatment.
2023-25: Project included 3 new sump manholes with SAFL baffles for pretreatment
2024-09: Project included 5 new sump manholes with SAFL baffles for pretreatment
* Draft 90% designs for the project included 6 new sump manholes for pretreatment. However, the city asked that these be removed from the final design due to access and maintenance concerns, minimal i and future imp plans for the area.
° No volume retained specifically as part of project, but a filtration basin proposed as mitigation for 2016 PMP project and 2017 PMP project.
© project included existing regional stormwater ponds, filtration basins, and swales within the construction limits that were utilized to iance to BOWMC requi
7 Water quality treatment provided as part of BOWMC Capital Improvement Program (CIP) Project CL-3 in conjunction with this project.
8 City of Plymouth was working with home owners to install two rai for additi water quality
? Where the entire water quality volume cannot be treated within the existing right-of-way, a reasonable attempt to obtain additional right-of-way, easement, or other permission to treat the stormwater during the project planning process must be made. Volume reduction practices must be considered first, as described in item 20.8. Volume reduction practices are not required if the practices cannot be provided cost ively. If additional right-of-way, or other permission cannot be obtained, owners of construction activity must maximize the treatment

of the water quality volume prior to discharge from the MS4.
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