Modular Wetland System O & M
(Media Filter & Wetland/Bioretention)



Maintenance Overview —

A. Every installed MWS - Linear unit is to be maintained by the Supplier, or a

Supplier approved contractor. The cost of this service varies among providers.

B. The MWS - Linear is a multi-stage self-contained treatment train for stormwater

treatment. Each stage protects subsequent stages from clogging. Stages include:

screening, separation, cartridge media filtration, and biofiltration. The biofiltration media

works with or without plants as the microorganisms play the primary biological removal

role.

1. Clean Separation (sediment) Chamber — separation occurs in the pre-treatment

chamber located at the influent end of the system. This chamber has a large
capacity for trash, debris and sediments. This chamber targets TSS, and
particulate metals and nutrients. This procedure can be performed with a standard
vacuum truck. This chamber is located directly under the manhole or grate access

cover.

2. Replace Cartridge Filter Media — Primary filtration is provided by a horizontal

flow cartridge filter utilizing coarse granular media. Each cartridge has a media
surface area of 25 square feet. The large surface area will insure long term
operation without clogging. The cartridge filter targets fine TSS, metals, nutrients,
hydrocarbons, turbidity and bacteria. Media life depends on local loading
conditions and can easily be replaced and disposed of without any equipment.
The filters are located in the pre-treatment chamber. Entry into chamber required

to replace granular media. Each cartridge contains 8 filter columns.

3. Evaluate Wetland Media Flow Hydraulic Conductivity — The systems flow can

be assessed from the discharge chamber. This should be done during a rain

event. By viewing into the discharge chamber the flow out of the system can be
observed. If little to know flow is observed from the lower valve or orifice plate this

is a sign of potential wetland media (biofiltration) maintenance needs.



4. Wetland Media Replacement - biofiltration is provided by an advance

horizontal flow vegetated wetland. This natural filter contains a mix of sorptive
media that supports abundant plant life. This biofilter targets the finest TSS,
dissolved nutrients, dissolved metals, organics, pesticides, oxygen demanding
substances and bacteria. This filter provides the final polishing step of treatment.
If prior treatment stages are properly maintained, the life of this media can be up
to 20 years. Replacement of the media is simple. Removal of spent media can be

done with a shovel of a vacuum truck.

C. The MWS - Linear separation chamber, cartridge filter media and wetland media are
designed to allow for the use of vacuum removal of captured pollutants and spent filter
media by centrifugal compressor vacuum units without causing damage to the filter or
during normal cleaning and maintenance. Filter and chambers can be cleaned from

finish surface through standard manhole or grate access.

Maintenance Procedures -

1. Clean Separation (sediment) Chamber — Modular Wetland Systems, Inc. recommends

the separation chamber be inspected and cleaned a minimum of once a year. The

procedure is easily done with the use of any standard vacuum truck. 7775 proce
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takes approximalely 30 minuies.

1. Remove grate or manhole o gain access.

2. With a pressure washer spray down pollutants accumulated on walls and
cartridge filters.

3. Vacuum out separation chamber and remove all accumulated debris and
sediments.

4. Replace grate or manhole cover.

5. Transport all debris, trash, organics and sediments to approved facility for

disposal in accordance with local and state requirements.



2. Replace Cartridge Filter Media — Modular Wetland Systems, Inc. recommends the

cartridge filters media be inspected and cleaned a minimum of once a year. The
procedure will require prior maintenance of separation chamber. Replacemeni of media

fakes approximately 45 minules.

1. Remove grate or manhole to gain access.

2. Enter separation chamber.

3. Unscrew the two /4” diameter bolts holding the lid on each cartridge filter and
remove lid and place outside of unit.

4. Remove each of the 8 filter cartridge cages in each cartridge.

5. Spray down the outside and inside of the cartridge filter to remove any

accumulated sediments.

Vacuum out spent media.

Replace cartridge cage and fill with new media.

Replace the lid and tighten down bolts.
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Replace grate or manhole cover.
10. Transport all debris, trash, organics, spent media and sediments to approved

facility for disposal in accordance with local and state requirements.

3. Evaluate Wetland Media Flow Hydraulic Conductivity - Modular Wetland Systems,

Inc. recommends system flow be inspected and observed a minimum of once a year.

This needs to be done during a rain event. /nspecton and Obsarva
approximately 5 minurtes.

Open hatch of discharge chamber

Observe the level of flow from the bottom valve or orifice plate.

If flow is steady and high the system is operating normaily.

N

If little or no flow is observed exiting the valve possible maintenance to the
biofiltration wetland chamber may be needed. Contact Modular Wetlands for
further assistance.

5. Exit chamber, close and lock down the hatch.

4. Wetland Media Replacement — Modular Wetland Systems, Inc. recommends the

wetland media be replaced a minimum of one every 20 years. //



. Use a vacuum truck or shovel to remove alt wetland media.

. Spray down the walls and floor of the chamber and vacuum out any
accumulated pollutants.

. Spray down perforated piping and netting of flow matrix and the inflow and
outflow end to remove any accumulated pollutants.

. Vacuum out any standing water from the media removal and insure the

chamber is cleaning.
. Use a small backhoe to fill chamber with new media. Cail Modular Wetland

Systems, Inc. for media delivery information.

7. Other Maintenance Notes -

. Following maintenance and/or inspection, the maintenance operator shall
prepare a maintenance/inspection record. The record shall include any
maintenance activities performed, amount and description of debris collected,
and condition of the system and its various filter mechanism. .

. The owner shall retain the maintenance/inspection record for a minimum of
five years from the date of maintenance. These records shall be made
available to the governing municipality for inspection upon request at any time.
. Any person performing maintenance activities must have completed a
minimum of OSHA 24-hour hazardous waste worker (hazwoper) training.

. Remove access manhole lid or grate to gain access to filter screens and
sediment chambers. Where possible the maintenance should be performed
from the ground surface. Note: entry into an underground stormwater vault
such as an inlet vault requires certification in confined space training.

. Transport all debris, trash, organics and sediments to approved facility for
disposal in accordance with local and state requirements.

. The hydrocarbon boom is classified as hazardous material and will have to be
picked up and disposed of as hazardous waste. Hazardous material can only
be handled by a certified hazardous waste trained person (minimum 24-hour

hazwoper).






Wet Vault

MP-50

Description

A wet vault is a vault with a permanent water pool, generally 3 to
5 feet deep. The vault may also have a constricted outlet that
causes a temporary rise of the water level (i.e., extended
detention) during each storm. This live volume generally drains
within 12 to 48 hours after the end of each storm.

California Experience

There are currently several hundred stormwater treatment
facilities in California that use manufactured wet vaults currently
in operation in California.

Advantages

m Internal baffling and other design features such as bypasses
may increase performance over traditional wet vaults and/or
reduce the likelihood of resuspension and loss of sediments
or floatables during high flows.

m Head loss is modest.

Limitations
= Concern about mosquito breeding in standing water

m The area served is limited by the capacity of the largest
models.

®  Astheproducts come in standard sizes, the facilities will be
oversized in many cases relative to the design treatment
storm, increasing the cost.

m Do not remove dissolved pollutants.

5  Aloss of dissolved pollutants may occur as accumulated
organic matter (e.g., leaves) decomposes in the units.

Design and Sizing Guidelines

Water quality volume or flow rate (depending on the particular
product) is determined by local governments or sized so that
85% of the annual runoff volume is treated. There are three
general configurations of wet vaults currently available, differing
with the particular manufacturer.

Vault System A: This system consists of two standard precast
manbholes, the size varying to achieve the desired capacity.
Stormwater enters the first (primary) manhole where coarse
solids are removed. The stormwater flows from the first to the
second (storage) manhole, carrying floatables where they are
captured and retained. Further sedimentation occurs in this
second marnhole. The off-line serves as a storage reservoir for

Design Considerations

w Hydraulic Capacity

= Sediment Accumulation

Targeted Constituents

v Sediment
v" Nutrients
v Trash
v Metals
Bacteria
v Oiland Grease
v Organics
Removal Effectiveness
See New Development and

Redevelopment Handbook-Section 5.

Stormwater
Quality
Association
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MP-50 Wet Vault

floatables as stormwater flows though at flow rates less than the design flow. A patented device
controls the flow into the storage manhole. All flows above the stated treatment flow rate bypass
through the device. The bypass prevents resuspension or loss of sediment and floatables that
have accumulated in the second manhole. It is important to recognize that has storage of
accumulated sediment occurs directly in the operating area of the manholes; treatment
efficiency will decline over time given the reduction in treatment volume

The manufacturer currently provides 4 models, with treatment capacities (flow rate above which
bypass occurs) from 2.4 to 21.8 cfs. The hydraulic capacities range from 10 to 100 cfs. As such,
all stormwater achieves at least partial treatment through essentially all but the most extreme
storm flows since some settling occurs in the first manhole. The manufacturer provides
information on the total system (water) volume, sediment capacity, and floatable capacities.
The size of the storage manhole can be varied with each of the four models to increase storage
capacity as desired, following recommendations of the manufacturer. The footprint of this
system ranges from about 200 to 350 ft2, with heights of about 11.5 to 13.5 feet (excluding
minimum soil cover and access port extenders), depending on the model. Head loss ranges
from 5 to 12 inches, depending on the model. Sediment and floatable capacities range up to 201
cf and 150 gallons, respectively. The recommended point of maintenance is when about 25% of
the wet pool volume is supplanted by sediment. The affect of the accumulation of sediment on

performance is not given

Vault System B: This wet vault has outward appearance of a standard, rectangular wet vault, but
with its own unique design for internal baffles. Included is an entrance baffle, presumably to
reduce the energy of the flow entering the unit. Baffles are also affixed to the floor, purportedly
to reduce resuspension of settled sediments improve performance. A floating sorbent pad may
be placed near the outlet to remove free oil floating on the surface. The vault includes both a
permanent wet pool, 3 feet in depth, and live storage volume that is filled during each storm.
The live storage volume is accomplished by restricting the outlet. The system is modular: that
is, it consists of standard units that are added to increase the length, thereby providing the

" desired volume. Presumably for very large sites there is a practical total length. Further
capacity could be accomplished by having two or more vaults in parallel. The capacity of the
system is therefore essentially unlimited, Being modular may allow the design engineer to more
closely match facility size to the design event.

Vault System C: This system is like System A, but differs in two primary respects. The
Stormceptor module consists of only one circular structure. Hence, standard precast manholes
can be used for the smaller models but larger models are non-standard sizes. Like System A,
System C has an internal bypass, involving a unique design. The purpose of the bypass is to
prevent resuspension of previously suspended material. All stormwater up to the bypass rate is
diverted downward into the center well where removal occurs. Flows in excess of the treatment
capacity are diverted directly across the top of the device to the outlet. According to the
manufacturer there is also some storage capacity for floatables immediately beneath the bypass

structure.

Twelve models are available. The treatment capacity of each is not indicated for the
Stormceptor as it is a function of the removal efficiency specified by the designer. The
manufacturer provides a methodology for the calculation of efficiency as a function of flow rate
(see Design Guidelines). Hydraulic capacities range up to approximately 63 cfs. The head
requirement is a function of the model and desired hydraulic flow rate, ranging up to 21 inches.
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Wet Vault MP-50

Diameters range from 4 to 12 feet, and minimum heights up to about 13 feet plus the diameter of
the incoming pipe. Sediment and floatable capacities range up to 1,470 cf and 3,055 gallons,
respectively. The recommended point of maintenance is when about 15% of the wet pool volume
is supplanted by sediment. The affect of the accumulation of sediment on performance is not
given but can be estimated using the manufacturer’s sizing methodology.

Construction/Inspection Considerations
Refer to guidelines provided by the manufacturer.

Performance

A manufactured wet vault can be expected to perform similarly to large catch basins in that its
wet volume (dead storage) is similar to that determined by methodology provided in TC-20 for
wet ponds. Hence, the engineer should compare the volume of the model s/he intends to select
to what the volume of a constructed wet vault would be for the site. Conceivably, manufactured
vaults may give better performance than standard catch basins, given the inclusion of design
elements that are intended to minimize resuspension. Given this benefit, it could be argued that
manufactured wet vaults can be smaller than traditional catch basins, to achieve similar
performance. However, there are no data indicating the incremental benefit of the particular
design elements of each manufactured product.

Siting Criteria
There are no unique siting criteria. The size of the drainage area that can be served by a
manufactured wet vault is directly related to the capacities of the largest models.

Additional Design Guidelines
Refer to guidelines of the manufacturers.

Maintenance

Maintenance consists of the removal of accumulated material with an eductor truck. It may be
necessary to remove and dispose the floatables separately due to the presence of petroleum
product. Annual maintenance is typical.

It is important to recognize that as storage of accumulated sediment occurs directly in the
operating area of the wet vault, treatment efficiency will decline over time given the reduction in
treatment volume. Whether this is significant depends on the design capacity. If the total
volume of the wet pool is similar to that determined by the method on TC-20, the effect on

performance is minor.

Maintenance Requirements

= Each manufacturer provides storage capacities with respect to sediments and floatables,
with recommendations on the frequency of cleaning as a function of the percentage of the
volume in the unit that has been filled by these materials.

»  The recommended frequency of cleaning differs with the manufacturer, ranging from one to
two years. Itis prudent to inspect the unit twice during the first wet season of operation,
setting the cleaning frequency accordingly.
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MP-50 Wet Vault

Cost
Manufacturers provide costs for the units including delivery. Installation costs are generally on
the order of 50 to 100 % of the manufacturer’s cost.

Cost Considerations

s The different geometries of the several manufactured separators suggest that when
comparing the costs of these systems to each other, that local conditions (e.g., groundwater
levels) may affect the relative cost-effectiveness.

= Subsurface facilities are more expensive to construct than surface facilities of similar size.
However, the added cost of construction is in many developments offset by the value of
continued use of the land.

»  Some of the manufactured vaults may be less expensive to maintain than public domain
vaults as the former may be cleaned without the need for confined space entry.

= Subsurface facilities do not require landscaping, reducing maintenance costs accordingly.

References and Sources of Additional Information
Manufacturers literature.
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TC-22 Extended Detention Basin

Limitations

» Limitation of the diameter of the orifice may not allow use of extended detention in
watersheds of less than 5 acres (would require an orifice with a diameter of less than 0.5
inches that would be prone to clogging).

»  Dry extended detention ponds have only moderate pollutant removal when compared to
some other structural stormwater practices, and they are relatively ineffective at removing
soluble pollutants.

= Although wet ponds can increase property values, dry ponds can actually detract from the
value of a home due to the adverse aesthetics of dry, bare areas and inlet and outlet
structures.

Design and Sizing Guidelines
m  Capture volume determined by local requirements or sized to treat 85% of the annual runoff
volume.

=  Qutlet designed to discharge the capture volume over a period of hours.
m Length to width ratio of at least 1.5:1 where feasible.
m Basin depths optimally range from 2 to 5 feet.

= Include energy dissipation in the inlet design to reduce resuspension of accumulated
sediment.

® A maintenance ramp and perimeter access should be included in the design to facilitate
access to the basin for maintenance activities and for vector surveillance and control.

m  Use a draw down time of 48 hours in most areas of California. Draw down times in excess of
48 hours may result in vector breeding, and should be used only after coordination with
local vector control authorities. Draw down times of less than 48 hours should be limited to
BMP drainage areas with coarse soils that readily settle and to watersheds where warming
may be determined to downstream fisheries.

Construction/Inspection Considerations
® Inspect facility after first large to storm to determine whether the desired residence time has
been achieved.

®  When constructed with small tributary area, orifice sizing is critical and inspection should
verify that flow through additional openings such as bolt holes does not occur.

Performance

One objective of stormwater management practices can be to reduce the flood hazard associated
with large storm events by reducing the peak flow associated with these storms. Dry extended
detention basins can easily be designed for flood control, and this is actually the primary
purpose of most detention ponds.

Dry extended detention basins provide moderate pollutant removal, provided that the
recommended design features are incorporated. Although they can be effective at removing
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Extended Detention Basin TC-22

some pollutants through settling, they are less effective at removing soluble pollutants because
of the absence of a permanent pool. Several studies are available on the effectiveness of dry
extended detention ponds including one recently concluded by Caltrans (2002).

The load reduction is greater than the concentration reduction because of the substantial
infiltration that occurs. Although the infiltration of stormwater is clearly beneficial to surface
receiving waters, there is the potential for groundwater contamination. Previous research on the
effects of incidental infiltration on groundwater quality indicated that the risk of contamination

is minimal.

There were substantial differences in the amount of infiltration that were observed in the
earthen basins during the Caltrans study. On average, approximately 40 percent of the runoff
entering the unlined basins infiltrated and was not discharged. The percentage ranged from a
high of about 60 percent to a low of only about 8 percent for the different facilities. Climatic
conditions and local water table elevation are likely the principal causes of this difference. The
least infiltration occurred at a site located on the coast where humidity is higher and the basin
invert is within a few meters of sea level. Conversely, the most infiltration occurred at a facility
located well inland in Los Angeles County where the climate is much warmer and the humidity
is less, resulting in lower soil moisture content in the basin floor at the beginning of storms.

Vegetated detention basins appear to have greater pollutant removal than concrete basins. In
the Caltrans study, the concrete basin exported sediment and associated pollutants during a
number of storms. Export was not as common in the earthen basins, where the vegetation

appeared to help stabilize the retained sediment.

Siting Criteria

Dry extended detention ponds are among the most widely applicable stormwater management
practices and are especially useful in retrofit situations where their low hydraulic head
requirements allow them to be sited within the constraints of the existing storm drain system. In
addition, many communities have detention basins designed for flood control. It is possible to
modify these facilities to incorporate features that provide water quality treatment and/or
channel protection. Although dry extended detention ponds can be applied rather broadly,
designers need to ensure that they are feasible at the site in question. This section provides
basic guidelines for siting dry extended detention ponds.

In general, dry extended detention ponds should be used on sites with a minimum area of 5
acres. With this size catchment area, the orifice size can be on the order of 0.5 inches. On
smaller sites, it can be challenging to provide channel or water quality control because the
orifice diameter at the outlet needed to control relatively small storms becomes very small and
thus prone to clogging. In addition, it is generally more cost-effective to control larger drainage

areas due to the economies of scale.

Extended detention basins can be used with almost all soils and geology, with minor design
adjustments for regions of rapidly percolating soils such as sand. In these areas, extended
detention ponds may need an impermeable liner to prevent ground water contamination.

The base of the extended detention facility should not intersect the water table. A permanently
wet bottom may become a mosquito breeding ground. Research in Southwest Florida (Santana
et al., 1994) demonstrated that intermittently flooded systems, such as dry extended detention
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TC-22  Extended Detention Basin

ponds, produce more mosquitoes than other pond systems, particularly when the facilities
remained wet for more than 3 days following heavy rainfall.

A study in Prince George's County, Maryland, found that stormwater management practices can
increase stream temperatures (Galli, 1990). Overall, dry extended detention ponds increased
temperature by about 5°F. In cold water streams, dry ponds should be designed to detain
stormwater for a relatively short time (i.e., 24 hours) to minimize the amount of warming that

occurs in the basin.

Additional Design Guidelines

In order to enhance the effectiveness of extended detention basins, the dimensions of the basin
must be sized appropriately. Merely providing the required storage volume will not ensure
maximum constituent removal. By effectively configuring the basin, the designer will create a
long flow path, promote the establishment of low velocities, and avoid having stagnant areas of
the basin. To promote settling and to attain an appealing environment, the design of the basin
should consider the length to width ratio, cross-sectional areas, basin slopes and pond

configuration, and aesthetics (Young et al., 1996).

Energy dissipation structures should be included for the basin inlet to prevent resuspension of
accumulated sediment. The use of stilling basins for this purpose should be avoided because the

standing water provides a breeding area for mosquitoes.

Extended detention facilities should be sized to completely capture the water quality volume. A
micropool is often recommended for inclusion in the design and one is shown in the schematic
diagram. These small permanent pools greatly increase the potential for mosquito breeding and
complicate maintenance activities; consequently, they are not recommended for use in

California.

A large aspect ratio may improve the performance of detention basins; consequently, the outlets
should be placed to maximize the flowpath through the facility. The ratio of flowpath length to

width from the inlet to the outlet
should be at least 1.5:1 (L:W)
where feasible. Basin depths
optimally range from 2 to 5 feet.

The facility’s drawdown time
should be regulated by an orifice
or weir. In general, the outflow
structure should have a trash
rack or other acceptable means
of preventing clogging at the
entrance to the outflow pipes.
The outlet design implemented
by Caltrans in the facilities
constructed in San Diego County ' ' .
used an outlet riser with orifices . Figure 1
. . Example of Extended Detention Qutlet Structure
sized to discharge the water

- quality volume, and the riser
overflow height was set to the design storm elevation. A stainless steel screen was placed
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Extended Detention Basin TC-22

around the outlet riser to ensure that the orifices would not become clogged with debris. Sites
either used a separate riser or broad crested weir for overflow of runoff for the 25 and greater

year storms. A picture of a typical outlet is presented in Figure 1.

The outflow structure should be sized to allow for complete drawdown of the water quality
volume in 72 hours. No more than 50% of the water quality volume should drain from the
facility within the first 24 hours. The outflow structure can be fitted with a valve so that
discharge from the basin can be halted in case of an accidental spill in the watershed.

Summary of Design Recommendations

()

&3]

o~

@))

(5)

Facility Sizing - The required water quality volume is determined by local regulations
or the basin should be sized to capture and treat 85% of the annual runoff volume.
See Section 5.5.1 of the handbook for a discussion of volume-based design.

Basin Configuration — A high aspect ratio may improve the performance of detention
basins; consequently, the outlets should be placed to maximize the flowpath through
the facility. The ratio of flowpath length to width from the inlet to the outlet should
be at least 1.5:1 (L:W). The flowpath length is defined as the distance from the inlet
to the outlet as measured at the surface. The width is defined as the mean width of
the basin. Basin depths optimally range from 2 to 5 feet. The basin may include a
sediment forebay to provide the opportunity for larger particles to settle out.

A micropool should not be incorporated in the design because of vector concerns. For
online facilities, the principal and emergency spillways must be sized to provide 1.0
foot of freeboard during the 25-year event and to safely pass the flow from 100-year

storm.

Pond Side Slopes - Side slopes of the pond should be 3:1 (H:V) or flatter for grass
stabilized slopes. Slopes steeper than 3:1 (H:V) must be stabilized with an
appropriate slope stabilization practice.

Basin Lining — Basins must be constructed to prevent possible contamination of
groundwater below the facility.

Basin Inlet — Energy dissipation is required at the basin inlet to reduce resuspension
of accumulated sediment and to reduce the tendency for short-circuiting.

Outflow Structure - The facility’s drawdown time should be regulated by a gate valve
or orifice plate. In general, the outflow structure should have a trash rack or other
acceptable means of preventing clogging at the entrance to the outflow pipes.

The outflow structure should be sized to allow for complete drawdown of the water
quality volume in 72 hours. No more than 50% of the water quality volume should
drain from the facility within the first 24 hours. The outflow structure should be
fitted with a valve so that discharge from the basin can be halted in case of an
accidental spill in the watershed. This same valve also can be used to regulate the

rate of discharge from the basin.

The discharge through a control orifice is calculated from:
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TC-22 Extended Detention Basin

Q = CA(2gH-Ho)°5

where: Q = discharge (ft3/s)
C = orifice coefficient
A = area of the orifice (ft?)
g = gravitational constant (32.2)
H = water surface elevation (ft)
H,= orifice elevation (ft)

Recommended values for C are 0.66 for thin materials and 0.80 when the material is
thicker than the orifice diameter. This equation can be implemented in spreadsheet
form with the pond stage/volume relationship to calculate drain time. To do this, use
the initial height of the water above the orifice for the water quality volume. Calculate
the discharge and assume that it remains constant for approximately 10 minutes.
Based on that discharge, estimate the total discharge during that interval and the
new elevation based on the stage volume relationship. Continue to iterate until H is
approximately equal to Ho. When using multiple orifices the discharge from each is

summed.

(6) Splitter Box - When the pond is designed as an offline facility, a splitter structure is
used to isolate the water quality volume. The splitter box, or other flow diverting
approach, should be designed to convey the 25-year storm event while providing at

least 1.0 foot of freeboard along pond side slopes.

@) Erosion Protection at the Outfall - For online facilities, special consideration should
be given to the facility’s outfall location. Flared pipe end sections that discharge at or
near the stream invert are preferred. The channel immediately below the pond
outfall should be modified to conform to natural dimensions, and lined with large
stone riprap placed over filter cloth. Energy dissipation may be required to reduce
flow velocities from the primary spillway to non-erosive velocities.

(8)  Safety Considerations - Safety is provided either by fencing of the facility or by
managing the contours of the pond to eliminate dropoffs and other hazards. Earthen
side slopes should not exceed 3:1 (H:V) and should terminate on a flat safety bench
area. Landscaping can be used to impede access to the facility. The primary spillway
opening must not permit access by small children. Outfall pipes above 48 inches in

diameter should be fenced.

Maintenance
Routine maintenance activity is often thought to consist mostly of sediment and trash and
debris removal; however, these activities often constitute only a small fraction of the
maintenance hours. During a recent study by Caltrans, 72 hours of maintenance was performed
annually, but only a little over 7 hours was spent on sediment and trash removal. The largest
recurring activity was vegetation management, routine mowing. The largest absolute number of
hours was associated with vector control because of mosquito breeding that occurred in the
stilling basins (example of standing water to be avoided) installed as energy dissipaters. In most
cases, basic housekeeping practices Such as removal of debris accumulations and vegetation
management to ensure that the basin dewaters completely in 48-72 hours is sufficient to prevent
creating mosquito and other vector habitats.

/
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Extended Detention Basin TC-22

Consequently, maintenance costs should be estimated based primarily on the mowing frequency
and the time required. Mowing should be done at least annually to avoid establishment of
woody vegetation, but may need to be performed much more frequently if aesthetics are an

important consideration.
Typical activities and frequencies include:

s Schedule semiannual inspection for the beginning and end of the wet season for standing
water, slope stability, sediment accumulation, trash and debris, and presence of burrows.

» Remove accumulated trash and debris in the basin and around the riser pipe during the
semiannual inspections. The frequency of this activity may be altered to meet specific site

conditions.

= Trim vegetation at the beginning and end of the wet season and inspect monthly to prevent
establishment of woody vegetation and for aesthetic and vector reasons.

" Remove accumulated sediment and regrade about every 10 years or when the accumulated
sediment volume exceeds 10 percent of the basin volume. Inspect the basin each year for

accumulated sediment volume.

Cost

Construction Cost

The construction costs associated with extended detention basins vary considerably. One recent
study evaluated the cost of all pond systems (Brown and Schueler, 1997). Adjusting for
inflation, the cost of dry extended detention ponds can be estimated with the equation:

C = 12.4Vo760

where: C = Construction, design, and permitting cost, and
V = Volume (ft3).

Using this equation, typical construction costs are:
$ 41,600 for a 1 acre-foot pond
$ 239,000 for a 10 acre-foot pond

$ 1,380,000 for a 100 acre-foot pond

Interestingly, these costs are generally slightly higher than the predicted cost of wet ponds
(according to Brown and Schueler, 1997) on a cost per total volume basis, which highlights the
difficulty of developing reasonably accurate construction estimates. In addition, a typical facility
constructed by Caltrans cost about $160,000 with a capture volume of only 0.3 ac-ft.

An economic concern associated with dry ponds is that they might detract slightly from the
value of adjacent properties. One study found that dry ponds can actually detract from the
perceived value of homes adjacent to a dry pond by between 3 and 10 percent (Emmerling-

Dinovo, 1995).
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TC-22 Extended Detention Basin

Maintenance Cost

For ponds, the annual cost of routine maintenance is typically estimated at about 3 to 5 percent
of the construction cost (EPA website). Alternatively, a community can estimate the cost of the
maintenance activities outlined in the maintenance section. Table 1 presents the maintenance
costs estimated by Caltrans based on their experience with five basins located in southern
California. Again, it should be emphasized that the vast majority of hours are related to

vegetation management (mowing).

Table 1 Estimated Average Annual Maintenance Effort

Activity Labor Hours li‘.\g:tig ::&;f‘ Cost
Inspections 4 7 183
Maintenance 49 126 2282
Vector Control o 0 0
Administration 3 o 132
Materials - 535 535
Total 56 $668 $3,132
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be required since clogging may result, particularly if the BMP receives runoff with high
sediment loads (EPA, 1999).

» Bioretention is not a suitable BMP at locations where the water table is within 6 feet of the
ground surface and where the surrounding soil stratum is unstable.

» By design, bioretention BMPs have the potential to create very attractive habitats for
mosquitoes and other vectors because of highly organic, often heavily vegetated areas mixed
with shallow water. , :

» In cold climates the soil may freeze, preventing runoff from infiltrating into the planting soil.

Design and Sizing Guidelines
s The bioretention area should be sized to capture the design storm runoff.

m In areas where the native soil permeability is less than 0.5 in/hr an underdrain should be
provided. ,

m  Recommended minimum dimensions are 15 feet by 40 feet, although the preferred width is
25 feet. Excavated depth should be 4 feet.

m  Area should drain completely within 72 hours.
m Approximately 1 tree or shrub per 50 ft2 of bioretention area should be included.
= Cover area with about 3 inches of mulch.

Construction/Inspection Considerations
Bioretention area should not be established until contributing watershed is stabilized.

Performance

Bioretention removes stormwater pollutants through physical and biological processes,
including adsorption, filtration, plant uptake, microbial activity, decomposition, sedimentation
and volatilization (EPA, 1999). Adsorption is the process whereby particulate pollutants attach
to soil (e.g., clay) or vegetation surfaces. Adequate contact time between the surface and
pollutant must be provided for in the design of the system for this removal process to occur.
Thus, the infiltration rate of the soils must not exceed those specified in the design criteria or
pollutant removal may decrease. Pollutants removed by adsorption include metals, phosphorus,
and hydrocarbons. Filtration occurs as runoff passes through the bioretention area media, such
as the sand bed, ground cover, and planting soil.

Common particulates removed from stormwater include particulate organic matter,

phosphorus, and suspended solids. Biological processes that occur in wetlands result in
pollutant uptake by plants and microorganisms in the soil. Plant growth is sustained by the
uptake of nutrients from the soils, with woody plants locking up these nutrients through the
seasons. Microbial activity within the soil also contributes to the removal of nitrogen and
organic matter. Nitrogen is removed by nitrifying and denitrifying bacteria, while aerobic
bacteria are responsible for the decomposition of the organic matter. Microbial processes
require oxygen and can result in depleted oxygen levels if the bioretention area is not adequately
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aerated. Sedimentation occurs in the swale or ponding area as the velocity slows and solids fall
out of suspension.

The removal effectiveness of bioretention has been studied during field and laboratory studies
conducted by the University of Maryland (Davis et al, 1998). During these experiments,
synthetic stormwater runoff was pumped through several laboratory and field bioretention areas
to simulate typical storm events in Prince George's County, MD. Removal rates for heavy metals
and nutrients are shown in Table 1.

Table 1 Laboratory and Estimated
Bioretention Davis et al. (1998);
PGDER (1993)

Pollutant Removal Rate

Total Phosphorus 70-83%

Metals (Cu, Zn, Pb) 03-98%

TKN 68-80%

Total Suspended Solids 90%

Organics 90%

Bacteria 90%

Results for both the laboratory and field experiments were similar for each of the pollutants
analyzed. Doubling or halving the influent pollutant levels had little effect on the effluent

pollutants concentrations (Davis et al, 1998).

The microbial activity and plant uptake occurring in the bioretention area will likely result in
higher removal rates than those determined for infiltration BMPs.

Siting Criteria

Bioretention BMPs are generally used to treat stormwater from impervious surfaces at
commercial, residential, and industrial areas (EPA, 1999). Implementation of bioretention for
stormwater management is ideal for median strips, parking lot islands, and swales. Moreover,
the runoff in these areas can be designed to either divert directly into the bioretention area or
convey into the bioretention area by a curb and gutter collection system.

The best location for bioretention areas is upland from inlets that receive sheet flow from graded
areas and at areas that will be excavated (EPA, 1999). In order to maximize treatment
effectiveness, the site must be graded in such a way that minimizes erosive conditions as sheet
flow is conveyed to the treatment area. Locations where a bioretention area can be readily
incorporated into the site plan without further environmental damage are preferred.
Furthermore, to effectively minimize sediment loading in the treatment area, bioretention only
should be used in stabilized drainage areas.
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Additional Design Guidelines

The layout of the bioretention area is determined after site constraints such as location of
utilities, underlying soils, existing vegetation, and drainage are considered (EPA, 1999). Sites
with loamy sand soils are especially appropriate for bioretention because the excavated soil can
be backfilled and used as the planting soil, thus eliminating the cost of importing planting soil.

The use of bioretention may not be feasible given an unstable surrounding soil stratum, soils
with clay content greater than 25 percent, a site with slopes greater than 20 percent, and/or a
site with mature trees that would be removed during construction of the BMP.,

Bioretention can be designed to be off-line or on-line of the existing drainage system (EPA,
1999). The drainage area for a bioretention area should be between 0.1 and 0.4 hectares (0.25
and 1.0 acres). Larger drainage areas may require multiple bioretention areas. Furthermore,
the maximum drainage area for a bioretention area is determined by the expected rainfall
intensity and runoff rate. Stabilized areas may erode when velocities are greater than 5 feet per
second (1.5 meter per second). The designer should determine the potential for erosive
conditions at the site.

The size of the bioretention area, which is a function of the drainage area and the runoff
generated from the area is sized to capture the water quality volume.

The recommended minimum dimensions of the bioretention area are 15 feet (4.6 meters) wide
by 40 feet (12.2 meters) long, where the minimum width allows enough space for a dense,
randomly-distributed area of trees and shrubs to become established. Thus replicating a natural
forest and creating a microclimate, thereby enabling the bioretention area to tolerate the effects
of heat stress, acid rain, runoff pollutants, and insect and disease infestations which landscaped
areas in urban settings typically are unable to tolerate. The preferred width is 25 feet (7.6
meters), with a length of twice the width. Essentially, any facilities wider than 20 feet (6.1

- meters) should be twice as long as they are wide, which promotes the distribution of flow and
decreases the chances of concentrated flow.

In order to provide adequate storage and prevent water from standing for excessive periods of
time the ponding depth of the bioretention area should not exceed 6 inches (15 centimeters).
Water should not be left to stand for more than 72 hours. A restriction on the type of plants that
can be used may be necessary due to some plants’ water intolerance. Furthermore, if water is
left standing for longer than 72 hours mosquitoes and other insects may start to breed.

The appropriate planting soil should be backfilled into the excavated bioretention area. Planting
soils should be sandy loam, loamy sand, or loam texture with a clay content ranging from 10 to
25 percent.

Generally the soil should have infiltration rates greater than 0.5 inches (1.25 centimeters) per
hour, which is typical of sandy loams, loamy sands, or loams. The pH of the soil should range
between 5.5 and 6.5, where pollutants such as organic nitrogen and phosphorus can be adsorbed
by the soil and microbial activity can flourish. Additional requirements for the planting soil
-include a 1.5 to 3 percent organic content and a maximum 500 ppm concentration of soluble
salts.
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Soil tests should be performed for every 500 cubic yards (382 cubic meters) of planting soil,
with the exception of pH and organic content tests, which are required only once per
bioretention area (EPA, 1999). Planting soil should be 4 inches (10.1 centimeters) deeper than
the bottom of the largest root ball and 4 feet (1.2 meters) altogether. This depth will provide
adequate soil for the plants' root systems to become established, prevent plant damage due to
severe wind, and provide adequate moisture capacity. Most sites will require excavation in
order to obtain the recommended depth.

Planting soil depths of greater than 4 feet (1.2 meters) may require additional construction
practices such as shoring measures (EPA, 1999). Planting soil should be placed in 18 inches or
greater lifts and lightly compacted until the desired depth is reached. Since high canopy trees
may be destroyed during maintenance the bioretention area should be vegetated to resemble a
terrestrial forest community ecosystem that is dominated by understory trees. Three species
each of both trees and shrubs are recommended to be planted at a rate of 2500 trees and shrubs
per hectare (1000 per acre). For instance, a 15 foot (4.6 meter) by 40 foot (12.2 meter)
bioretention area (600 square feet or 55.75 square meters) would require 14 trees and shrubs.
The shrub-to-tree ratio should be 2:1 to 3:1.

Trees and shrubs should be planted when conditions are favorable. Vegetation should be
watered at the end of each day for fourteen days following its planting. Plant species tolerant of
pollutant loads and varying wet and dry conditions should be used in the bioretention area.

The designer should assess aesthetics, site layout, and maintenance requirements when
selecting plant species. Adjacent non-native invasive species should be identified and the
designer should take measures, such as providing a soil breach to eliminate the threat of these
species invading the bioretention area. Regional landscaping manuals should be consulted to
ensure that the planting of the bioretention area meets the landscaping requirements
established by the local authorities. The designers should evaluate the best placement of
vegetation within the bioretention area. Plants should be placed at irregular intervals to
replicate a natural forest. Trees should be placed on the perimeter of the area to provide shade
and shelter from the wind. Trees and shrubs can be sheltered from damaging flows if they are
placed away from the path of the incoming runoff. In cold climates, species that are more
tolerant to cold winds, such as evergreens, should be placed in windier areas of the site.

Following placement of the trees and shrubs, the ground cover and/or mulch should be
established. Ground cover such as grasses or legumes can be planted at the beginning of the
growing season. Mulch should be placed immediately after trees and shrubs are planted. Two
to 3 inches (5 to 7.6 cm) of commercially-available fine shredded hardwood mulch or shredded
hardwood chips should be applied to the bioretention area to protect from erosion.

Maintenance

The primary maintenance requirement for bioretention areas is that of inspection and repair or
replacement of the treatment area's components. Generally, this involves nothing more than the
routine periodic maintenance that is required of any landscaped area. Plants that are
appropriate for the site, climatic, and watering conditions should be selected for use in the
bioretention cell. Appropriately selected plants will aide in reducing fertilizer, pesticide, water,
and overall maintenance requirements. Bioretention system components should blend over
time through plant and root growth, organic decomposition, and the development of a nataral
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soil horizon. These biologic and physical processes over time will lengthen the facility's life span
and reduce the need for extensive maintenance.

Routine maintenance should include a biannual health evaluation of the trees and shrubs and
subsequent removal of any dead or diseased vegetation (EPA, 1999). Diseased vegetation
should be treated as needed using preventative and low-toxic measures to the extent possible.
BMPs have the potential to create very attractive habitats for mosquitoes and other vectors
because of highly organic, often heavily vegetated areas mixed with shallow water. Routine
inspections for areas of standing water within the BMP and corrective measures to restore
proper infiltration rates are necessary to prevent creating mosquito and other vector habitat. In
addition, bioretention BMPs are susceptible to invasion by aggressive plant species such as
cattails, which increase the chances of water standing and subsequent vector production if not
routinely maintained.

In order to maintain the treatment area’s appearance it may be necessary to prune and weed.
Furthermore, mulch replacement is suggested when erosion is evident or when the site begins to
look unattractive. Specifically, the entire area may require mulch replacement every two to
three years, although spot mulching may be sufficient when there are random void areas. Mulch
replacement should be done prior to the start of the wet season.

New Jersey's Department of Environmental Protection states in their bioretention systems
standards that accumulated sediment and debris removal (especially at the inflow point) will
normally be the primary maintenance function. Other potential tasks include replacement of
dead vegetation, soil pH regulation, erosion repair at inflow points, mulch replenishment,
unclogging the underdrain, and repairing overflow structures. There is also the possibility that
the cation exchange capacity of the soils in the cell will be significantly reduced over time.
Depending on pollutant loads, soils may need to be replaced within 5-10 years of construction

(LID, 2000).

Cost

Construction Cost

Construction cost estimates for a bioretention area are slightly greater than those for the
required landscaping for a new development (EPA, 1999). A general rule of thumb (Coffman,
1999) is that residential bioretention areas average about $3 to $4 per square foot, depending on
soil conditions and the density and types of plants used. Commerecial, industrial and
institutional site costs can range between $10 to $40 per square foot, based on the need for
control structures, curbing, storm drains and underdrains.

Retrofitting a site typically costs more, averaging $6,500 per bioretention area. The higher costs
are attributed to the demolition of existing concrete, asphalt, and existing structures and the
replacement of fill material with planting soil. The costs of retrofitting a commercial site in
Maryland, Kettering Development, with 15 bioretention areas were estimated at $111,600.

In any bioretention area design, the cost of plants varies substantially and can account for a
significant portion of the expenditures. While these cost estimates are slightly greater than
those of typical landscaping treatment (due to the increased number of plantings, additional soil
excavation, backfill material, use of underdrains etc.), those landscaping expenses that would be
required regardless of the bioretention installation should be subtracted when determining the

net cost.
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Perhaps of most importance, however, the cost savings compared to the use of traditional
structural stormwater conveyance systems makes bioretention areas quite attractive financially.
For example, the use of bioretention can decrease the cost required for constructing stormwater
conveyance systems at a site. A medical office building in Maryland was able to reduce the
amount of storm drain pipe that was needed from 800 to 230 feet - a cost savings of $24,000
(PGDER, 1993). And a new residential development spent a total of approximately $100,000
using bioretention cells on each lot instead of nearly $400,000 for the traditional stormwater
ponds that were originally planned (Rappahanock, ). Also, in residential areas, stormwater
management controls become a part of each property owner's landscape, reducing the public
burden to maintain large centralized facilities.

Maintenance Cost

The operation and maintenance costs for a bioretention facility will be comparable to those of
typical landscaping required for a site. Costs beyond the normal landscaping fees will include
the cost for testing the soils and may include costs for a sand bed and planting soil.
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Performance & Reports

The Modular Wetland System - Linear is the industry's first hybrid treatment system. It is a self-contained
treatment train that incorporates the following treatment processes: screening, hydrodynamic separation,
media filtration, and a bioretention filter. The bioretention filter is an enhanced sub surface flow vegetated
wetland with a special blend of sorptive media. This treatment train approach makes this system very
effective at removing a wide range of stormwater pollutants.

Pollutant Removal Performance

(bench scale testing)

Pollutant Efﬁﬁ/ie“cy
(1]

TSS (Sil-Co-Sil 106)
(mean particle size 20 98%
microns)
Dissolved Phosphorus 22%
Dissolved Copper 93%
Dissolved Lead 81%
Dissolved Zinc 80%
Oils & Grease 84%
Total Petroleum
Hydrocarbons 100%
Turbidity 93%
Fecal Coliform 66%
E. Coli 60%

http://www.modularwetlands.com/mws-linear/performance 7/30/2012
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Download Performance Summary

[full scale field testing)

Pollutant Efficiency %

TSS (Sil-Co-Sil 106

(less (than 15 micron)s) 82%
Nitrate-N 76%
Copper 53%
Lead (not present) N/A
Zinc 79%
TPH - diesel 100%
TPH - motor oil 100%
Enterococci 70%
Fecal Coliform 84%
E. Coli 79%

More Information

For more information on performance please email us at assistance(@modularwetlands.com or call 760-433-
7640.

Learn More About ...

The revolutionary filter media

Copyright © 2012 Modular Wetland Systems, Inc.. All rights reserved.
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GREEN

The revolutionary filter media
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