	Table 5.3 – LID BMP Feasibility Analysis

Category 1 – Minimum Road Widths

	1.a -  Does the project need to meet jurisdictional code or General Plan requirements for minimum road widths? 
	  No      Yes; if checked, describe requirements

     

	1.b – Based on the findings of 1.a., determine if this BMP can be applied to the project. If applicable, describe how it was incorporated into the project design. 
	  Applicable, describe design features incorporating this BMP; include in Table 7.1

     
  Not Applicable, describe basis for decision (e.g., project requirements, traffic or pedestrian safety concerns)

     


	Table 5.3 – LID BMP Feasibility Analysis

Category 2 – Drainage Swales

	2.a – Are there any programmatic constraints that prevent the use of this BMP, e.g., Americans with Disabilities Act; need for emergency access, funding restrictions, etc.? See Section 3.b of the Guidance.
	  Yes; if checked, provide basis for finding and STOP; this BMP is infeasible

     
  No; BMP is potentially feasible, continue to 2.b

	2.b - Considering grade and need for drainage connectivity, is there sufficient ROW for proper swale installation? 
	  Yes 

  No; if checked, provide basis for finding

     

	2.c - Can drainage swales be sized large enough to capture site run-on and redirect it into the drainage system? 
	  Yes 

  No; if checked, provide basis for finding

     

	2.d - Are existing soil characteristics sufficient to support infiltration such that nuisance or vector conditions are not created by any ponded water that may occur?
	  Yes 

  No; if checked, provide basis for finding

     

	· If “No” is checked for 2.b, 2.c, or 2.d, then STOP - this BMP is infeasible; attach appropriate documentation support as needed

· If “Yes” is checked for 2.b, 2.c, and 2.d, then this BMP is potentially feasible, continue on to 2.e and 2.f

	2.e - Are irrigation water and power available to support vegetation in swale during dry periods? 
	  Yes 

  No; if checked, provide basis for finding

     

	2.f - If irrigation water and power are not available, can the site support native vegetation that does not require irrigation?
	  Yes 

  No; if checked, provide basis for finding

     

	· If “No” is checked for 2.e and 2.f, this BMP is infeasible

· If “Yes” is checked for 2.e or 2.f, then this BMP is potentially feasible; continue to 2.g


	Table 5.3 – LID BMP Feasibility Analysis

Category 2 – Drainage Swales (continued)

	2.g – Are there any special maintenance, equipment, or experience requirements associated with the implementation of this BMP?
	  Yes; if checked, provide basis for finding and determine whether the findings prevent implementation of this BMP

     
  No

	2.h – If this BMP is implemented, will there be any one-time capital costs incurred, e.g., for new equipment required to maintain the BMP, that impacts project funding?
	  Yes; if checked, provide basis for finding and determine whether the findings prevent implementation of this BMP

     
  No

	2.i – Is there long-term funding available to maintain this BMP?
	  Yes

  No

	· If any of the findings from 2.g, 2.h or 2.i prevent the use of this BMP, then this BMP is infeasible; attach appropriate documentation as needed

· If the findings from 2.g., 2.h, and 2.i do not prevent implementation of this BMP, then the BMP is feasible; incorporate into Table 7.1


	Table 5.3 – LID BMP Feasibility Analysis

Category 3 – Infiltration Basins

	3.a – Are there any programmatic constraints that prevent the use of this BMP, e.g., Americans with Disabilities Act; need for emergency access, funding restrictions, etc.? See Section 3.b of the Guidance.
	  Yes; if checked, provide basis for finding and STOP; this BMP is infeasible

     
  No; BMP is potentially feasible, continue to 3.b

	3.b - Do appropriate soil conditions exist at the project site to allow effective infiltration consistent with a drawdown period, not to exceed 72 hours?
	  Yes 

  No; if checked, provide basis for finding

     

	3.c - Is there at least 10 feet separation between the planned basin invert and the measured groundwater elevation? 
	  Yes 

  No; if checked, provide basis for finding

     

	3.d- Is there at least 100 feet separation from the proposed basin(s) and any known water supply wells?
	  Yes 

  No; if checked, provide basis for finding

     

	3.e - Is the underlying soil and/or groundwater free from any known contamination?
	  Yes 

  No; if checked, provide basis for finding

     

	3.f - Is there sufficient space to size or place an infiltration basin that:

· Has slopes that are no steeper than 4:1, and
· Is located at least 100 feet from bridge structures?
	  Yes 

  No; if checked, provide basis for finding

     

	3.g - For a project area that has high vehicular traffic (25,000 or more average daily traffic), can the planned infiltration basin meet the MS4 Permit’s pretreatment of runoff requirements?
	  Yes 

  No; if checked, provide basis for finding

     


	Table 5.3 – LID BMP Feasibility Analysis

Category 3 – Infiltration Basins (continued)

	3.h - Can an infiltration basin be incorporated into the site plan in a manner that does not create traffic or pedestrian safety concerns?
	  Yes 

  No; if checked, provide basis for finding

     

	3.i - Does inclusion of an infiltration basin detract from the aesthetics of the roadway or project area that cannot be mitigated?
	  Yes 

  No; if checked, provide basis for finding

     

	· If “No” is checked for any of the above questions (3.b – 3.i), this BMP is infeasible

· If “Yes” is checked for all of the above (3.b - 3.i), then this BMP is potentially feasible; continue to 3.j

	3.j – Are there any special maintenance, equipment, or experience requirements associated with the implementation of this BMP?
	  Yes; if checked, provide basis for finding and determine whether the findings prevent implementation of this BMP

     
  No

	3.k – If this BMP is implemented, will there be any one-time capital costs incurred, e.g., for new equipment required to maintain the BMP,  that impacts project funding?
	  Yes; if checked, provide basis for finding and determine whether the findings prevent implementation of this BMP

     
  No

	3.l – Is there long-term funding available to maintain this BMP?
	  Yes

  No

	· If any of the findings from 3.j, 3.k or 3.l prevent the use of this BMP, then this BMP is infeasible; attach appropriate documentation as needed

· If the findings from 3.j., 3.k, and 3.l do not prevent implementation of this BMP, then the BMP is feasible; incorporate into Table 7.1


	Table 5.3 – LID BMP Feasibility Analysis

Catergory 4 – Bioretention 

	4.a – Are there any programmatic constraints that prevent the use of this BMP, e.g., Americans with Disabilities Act; need for emergency access, funding restrictions, etc.? See Section 3.b of the Guidance.
	  Yes; if checked, provide basis for finding and STOP; this BMP is infeasible

     
  No; BMP is potentially feasible, continue to 4.b

	4.b - Is there sufficient ROW to consider curb extensions?
	  Yes 

 No; if checked, provide basis for finding

     

	4.c - Is there sufficient ROW to consider sidewalk planters?
	  Yes 

  No; if checked, provide basis for finding

     

	4.d – Is there sufficient space to consider using the road median for bioretention?
	  Yes 

  No; if checked, provide basis for finding

     

	· If “No” is checked for 4.b, 4.c and 4.d, then STOP - this BMP is infeasible; attach appropriate documentation support as needed

· If “Yes” is checked for 4.b, 4.c or 4.d, then this BMP is potentially feasible, continue on to 4.e

	4.e – Can the site be designed so that median, curb extensions or sidewalk planters tie into the existing drainage at the project site?
	  Yes 

  No; if checked, provide basis for finding

     

	· If “No” is checked for 4.e, then STOP - this BMP is infeasible; attach appropriate documentation support as needed

· If “Yes” is checked for 4.e, then this BMP is potentially feasible, continue on to 4.f and 4.g


	Table 5.3 – LID BMP Feasibility Analysis

Catergory 4 – Bioretention (continued)

	4.f - Are irrigation water and power available to support bioretention area or sidewalk planters? 
	  Yes 

  No; if checked, provide basis for finding

     

	4.g - If irrigation water and power are not available, can the site support native vegetation that does not require irrigation?
	  Yes 

  No; if checked, provide basis for finding

     

	· If “No” is checked for 4.f and 4.g, then STOP - this BMP is infeasible

· If “Yes” is checked for 4.f or 4.g, then this BMP is potentially feasible; continue on to 4.h

	4.h – Based on anticipated traffic capacity and MAS applicable to the project site, are there any traffic or pedestrian safety concerns that prevent application of this BMP?
	  Yes; if checked, provide basis for finding

     
  No

	· If “Yes” is checked for 4.h this BMP is infeasible

· If “No” is checked for 4.h, then this BMP is potentially feasible; continue to 4.i.

	4.i – Are there any special maintenance, equipment, or experience requirements associated with the implementation of this BMP?
	  Yes; if checked, provide basis for finding and determine whether the findings prevent implementation of this BMP

     
  No

	4.j – If this BMP is implemented, will there be any one-time capital costs incurred, e.g., for new equipment required to maintain the BMP,  that impacts project funding?
	  Yes; if checked, provide basis for finding and determine whether the findings prevent implementation of this BMP

     
  No

	4.j – Is there long-term funding available to maintain this BMP?
	  Yes

  No

	· If any of the findings from 4.i, 4.j or 4.k prevent the use of this BMP, then this BMP is infeasible; attach appropriate documentation as needed

· If the findings from 4.i, 4.j, and 4.k do not prevent implementation of this BMP, then the BMP is feasible; incorporate into Table 7.1


	Table 5.3 – LID BMP Feasibility Analysis

Category 5 – Sidewalk Trees and Tree Boxes

	5.a – Are there any or programmatic constraints that prevent the use of this BMP, e.g., Americans with Disabilities Act; need for emergency access, funding restrictions, etc.? See Section 3.b of the Guidance.
	  Yes; if checked, provide basis for finding and STOP; this BMP is infeasible

     
  No; BMP is potentially feasible, continue to 5.b

	5.b - Is there sufficient ROW to incorporate sidewalk trees or tree boxes into the project site?
	  Yes 

  No; if checked, provide basis for finding

     

	· If “No” is checked for 5.b, then STOP - this BMP is infeasible; attach appropriate documentation support as needed

· If “Yes” is checked for 5.b, then this BMP is potentially feasible, continue on to 5.c and 5.d

	5.c - Are irrigation water and power available to support vegetation in the bioretention area or sidewalk planters? 
	  Yes 

  No; if checked, provide basis for finding

     

	5.d - If irrigation water and power are not available, can the site support native vegetation that does not require irrigation?
	  Yes 

  No; if checked, provide basis for finding

     

	· If “No” is checked for 5.c and 5.d, then STOP - this BMP is infeasible

· If “Yes” is checked for 5.c or 5.d, then this BMP is potentially feasible; continue on to 5.e

	5.e – Based on anticipated traffic capacity and MAS applicable to the project site, are there any traffic or pedestrian safety concerns that prevent application of this BMP?
	  Yes; if checked, provide basis for finding

     
  No

	· If “Yes” is checked for 5.e this BMP is infeasible

· If “No” is checked for 5.e, then this BMP is potentially feasible; continue to 5.f


	Table 5.3 – LID BMP Feasibility Analysis

Category 5 – Sidewalk Trees and Tree Boxes (continued)

	5.f – Are there any special maintenance, equipment, or experience requirements associated with the implementation of this BMP?
	  Yes; if checked, provide basis for finding and determine whether the findings prevent implementation of this BMP

     
  No

	5.g – If this BMP is implemented, will there be any one-time capital costs incurred, e.g., for new equipment required to maintain the BMP,  that impacts project funding?
	  Yes; if checked, provide basis for finding and determine whether the findings prevent implementation of this BMP

     
  No

	5.h – Is there long-term funding available to maintain this BMP?
	  Yes

  No

	· If any of the findings from 5.f, 5.g or 5.h prevent the use of this BMP, then this BMP is infeasible; attach appropriate documentation as needed

· If the findings from 5.f, 5.g and 5.h do not prevent implementation of this BMP, then the BMP is feasible; incorporate into Table 7.1


	Table 5.3 – LID BMP Feasibility Analysis

Category 6 – Permeable Pavement

	6.a – Are there any or programmatic constraints that prevent the use of this BMP, e.g., Americans with Disabilities Act; need for emergency access, funding restrictions, etc.? See Section 3.b of the Guidance.
	  Yes; if checked, provide basis for finding; STOP, this BMP is infeasible

     
  No; BMP is potentially feasible, continue to 6.b

	6.b - Does the planned road project include any of the listed types of impervious surfaces (check all that apply)? 
	  Roadside parking/parking lane

  Driveways

  Sidewalks, walkways

  None of the above

	· If “none of the above” is checked in 6.b, then STOP – BMP is infeasible

· If any box other than “none of the above” is checked, BMP is potentially feasible; continue to 6.c

	6.c – Will any of the transportation surfaces checked in 6.b be subject to high traffic volume or heavy traffic loads that prevent the use of permeable pavement?
	  Yes; if checked, provide basis for finding

     
  No

	6.d – Do the underlying soils at the project site provide adequate infiltration capacity for use of this BMP while not causing structural concerns?
	  Yes 

  No; if checked, provide basis for finding

     


	· If “Yes” is checked for 6.c or “No” is checked for 6.d, then STOP - this BMP is infeasible; attach appropriate documentation support as needed

· If “No” is checked for 6.c and “Yes” is checked for 6.d, then this BMP is potentially feasible for all impervious surface types checked in 6.b; continue to 6.e

· If “Yes” is checked for 6.c and 6.d and “sidewalks, walkways” was checked in 6.b, then this BMP is potentially feasible for sidewalk or walkway elements of the project; continue to 6.e


	Table 5.3 – LID BMP Feasibility Analysis

Category 6 – Permeable Pavement (continued)

	6.e – Are there any special maintenance, equipment, or experience requirements associated with the implementation of this BMP?
	  Yes 

  No; if checked, provide basis for finding and determine whether the findings prevent implementation of this BMP

     

	6.f – Will the BMP maintain an adequate service life (at least 5 years) such that the BMP is economically feasible?
	  Yes 

  No; if checked, provide basis for finding and determine whether the findings prevent implementation of this BMP

     

	6.g – If this BMP is implemented, will there be any one-time capital costs incurred, e.g., for new equipment required to maintain the BMP,  that impacts project funding?
	  Yes; if checked, provide basis for finding and determine whether the findings prevent implementation of this BMP

     
  No

	6.h – Is there long-term funding available to maintain this BMP?
	  Yes

  No

	· If any of the findings from 6.e, 6.f, 6.g or 6.h prevent the use of this BMP, then this BMP is infeasible; attach appropriate documentation as needed

· If the findings from 6.e, 6.f, 6.g and 6.h do not prevent implementation of this BMP, then the BMP is feasible; incorporate into Table 7.1


