
Regional Stormwater Data Review
• Surveyed all MS4 jurisdictions in the 6 counties
• Have any data:

• ~55% of jurisdictions had some pond data – almost all in 
electronic format

• ~45% of jurisdictions did not

• Attributes of electronic data was unique to each 
jurisdiction:

• Common – location information, pond type (wet vs. dry)
• Less common – owner, engineering info, inspection 

history

• Conclusions:
• Creating a unified regional dataset would be 

cumbersome.
• Inclusion or Exclusion of private ponds was a key 

difference between communities. Not clear that a “best 
practice” has emerged.

• Map and summary report available upon request
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Goals of Detention/Retention Mapping
• Pond information management
• Pond locating
• Inspection tracking
• Follow-up action tracking
• Satisfy NPDES Requirement



Inspections
• OHQ000004 Permit requires inspection of 

detention/retention ponds
• Maintenance Issues lead to:

• Diminished capacity
• Water quality issues
• Eyesore

• 191 Detention/Retention Ponds
• Inspection form from OEPA



Initial Steps
• Updated database

• Added inspection fields
• Added new developments

• Discussed goals and needs with GIS team



Map Development
• ArcGIS Pro
• Drew shapes on map

• Challenges with locating detention ponds
• Applied Attributes
• Simple
• Moved to AGOL, can be edited by users

• Updates made after inspections
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