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(4) 7'x3' RCB 
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01+24 (1) 7'x3' R

05+44 (1) 5'x3' R

1+04 (1) 8'x6' R

8+76 (1) 7'x3' R

3+00 (1) 7'x3' R

2+53 (9) 12'x8'

9+55 (4) 7'x3' R

1+19 (4) 7'x3' R

arson

the most 
HSR 

itable areas. 
med as a part
will not 

contain the 
all basins 
depth is 
ed. The 
from 
45 feet. For 
water is 
ay cannot be
 therefore, it
basin.  

tion Flow (cfs

RCB 27

RCB 10

RCB 70

RCB 30

RCB 32

RCB 13

RCB 33

' RCB 83

' RCB 153

RCB 20

RCB 24

' RCB 472

' RCB 435

RCB 6

RCB 4

RCB 4

RCB 14

RCB 10

' RCB 1070

RCB 72

RCB 72

ns 

t 

 
t 

s) 

71 

00 

00 

00 

26 

36 

30 

35 

36 

00 

46 

25 

50 

60 

40 

40 

46 

00 

04 

26 

26 



P

 

 

Parso

Statio

518+05

519+19

532+49

570+31

573+33

691+00

694+00

696+67

699+31

701+97

704+64

707+32

710+43

717+69

722+87

728+55

760+96

772+62

780+23

804+16

848+09

903+19

921+09

933+14

 

Infiltr
conta
retain
existi
spillw
Alon
Mast
flood
infiltr
the in
the ro
estim

For p
basin

ons 

on Descrip

5 (1) 10'x9' R

9 (1) 7'x3' RC

9 (1) 7'x3' RC

1 (4) 7'x3' RC

3 (4) 7'x3' RC

0 (5) 10'x5' R

0 (5) 10'x5' R

7 (5) 10'x5' R

1 (5) 10'x5' R

7 (5) 10'x5' R

4 (5) 10'x5' R

2 (5) 10'x5' R

3 (4) 7'x3' RC

9 (4) 7'x3' RC

7 (4) 7'x3' RC

5 (1) 10'x5' R

6 (2) 10'x5' R

2 (5) 7'x3' RC

3 (5) 7'x3' RC

6 (1) 10'x5' R

9 (1) 10'x5' R

9 (1) 10'x5' R

9 (1) 10'x5' R

4 (2) 7'x3' RC

ration basins
ain the on-sit
ning the wate
ing condition
ways or pipe
g the wester
er Plan (DM

d control with
ration basins
nfiltration ba
oadway. The

mate of overa

projects in w
n should be d

Ta

ption Flow (

RCB 1

CB 

CB 

CB 

CB 

RCB 1

RCB 1

RCB 1

RCB 1

RCB 1

RCB 1

RCB 1

CB 

CB 

CB 

RCB 

RCB 

CB 

CB 

RCB 

RCB 

RCB 

RCB 

CB 

s are propos
te pavement 
er quality vol
ns. Once the

e risers where
rn portion of 

MP) that inco
hin Palmdal
s would be ti
asins would a
e locations o
all cost for th

which new ba
designed so t

Pre

able 3-2. Pro

(cfs) Station 

1032 1360+00 

85 1364+00 

85 1377+00 

428 1385+00 

428 1397+00 

1470 1428+00 

1470 1435+00 

1470 1473+00 

1470 1507+86 

1470 1543+89 

1470 1567+89 

1470 1598+95 

451 1611+89 

451 1621+89 

451 1629+95 

451 1643+92 

651 1667+91 

651 1683+11 

651 1691+53 

247 1706+00 

247 1719+00 

126 1746+00 

181 1777+00 

185 1858+00 

ed at most in
runoff of th

lume (WQV
e required vo
e the excess 

f the alignme
orporates a ne
e. After cons
ied to the pr
alleviate wat
f the propos

he on-site inf

asins are bein
that the WQV

eliminary 

oposed Culv

Description 

(2) 10'x6' RCB 

(3) 10'x8' RCB 

(3) 8'x6' RCB 

(3) 8'x6' RCB 

(1) 7'x3' RCB 
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Bas25th 25th 25th 25th 30303030
Bas4040404050505050
Bas90909090
BasA
Bas*50 yLos A
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Location 5th St. Basin 5th St. Basin 5th St. Basin 5th St. Basin 0th St. Basin 0th St. Basin 0th St. Basin 0th St. Basin 
sin @ 20th SSt. Basin - AlSt. Basin - AlSt. Basin - AlSt. Basin - Al0th St. Basin 0th St. Basin 0th St. Basin 0th St. Basin 
sin @ 30th S0th St. Basin 0th St. Basin 0th St. Basin 0th St. Basin 0th St. Basin 0th St. Basin 0th St. Basin 0th St. Basin 
sin @ 50th S0th St. Basin 0th St. Basin 0th St. Basin 0th St. Basin 
sin @ 90th SAdelanto * US 395* 
sin @ US 395yr rain totals Angeles Coun
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Storm 
Day Day 4 Day 3 Day 2 Day 1 Day 4 Day 3 Day 2 Day 1 

St. lt 7 Day 4 lt 7 Day 3 lt 7 Day 2 lt 7 Day 1 Day 4 Day 3 Day 2 Day 1 
St. Day 4 Day 3 Day 2 Day 1 Day 4 Day 3 Day 2 Day 1 
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2.8191 7.25326 
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