
ESCP and ITP Check List

Minor Erosion and Sediment Co ntrol Plans (ESCPs) should contain a drawing that clearly shows the site layout and, where app ropriate, the approximate locations of BMPs and

other  matters  li sted below. Where these drawings are to scale,  the sca le should be at 1:500 or larger . A narra tive should accompany the drawing that  describes how eros ion

control and soil and wa ter manageme nt wil l be achieved on site, including ongoing maintenance of structures. The following background  information should be presented  on the

Mino r ESC P dra wing (s):

G locat ion of s ite  boundaries  and adjo ining roads

G ap pro xim ate  grade s an d indic atio ns o f direc tion(s)  of f all

G approximate location of trees and other vegetation, showing items for removal or retention (consistent with any other plans attached to the app lication)

G location of site acce ss, propo sed roa ds and  other imp ervious areas (e.g. parking areas an d site facilities)

G existing an d p rop ose d d rainage  patte rns w ith storm wa ter disch arge p oints

G no rth p oin t and sca le

On the drawing and/or in a separate commentary, Minor ESCPs should explain how the var ious soi l conservation measures will  be carr ied out on site, including:

G t iming of works

G locat ions of lands where a protect ive ground cover wi ll , as far  as is practicable, be mainta ined

G access protect ion measures

G na ture  and  ex ten t of  ea rthw orks, includ ing the  am ou nt o f any cu t and fill

G where applicable, the diversion of runoff from upslope lands around the disturbed areas

G locat ion of al l soi l and other materia l stockpiles including topsoi l storage, protection and reuse methodology

G locat ion and type of proposed erosion and sediment control  measures

G s ite rehabil itation proposals , including schedules

G f requency and nature of any maintenance program

G any other si te-specif ic soil  or water conservat ion structures

Ma jor ESC Ps sho uld b e ba sed  on an  assessm ent o f:

(I) the physical constraints and opp ortunities to developm ent at the particular site, including those for soil, landform type and gradient, and hydrology;

(ii) app rop riate m easu res to o verco me  those  con straints and  take a dva ntage  of op po rtunities, including o ption s for:

• staging of works

• mitigat ion/contro l of  on s ite  so i l e rosion

• mo vem ent o f wa ter on to, thro ugh, and  off the  site

• rehabil itation/maintenance of the wo rks area; and

(iii) the way that works will  modify the landscape and surface and subsurface drainage patterns (adding new, or modifying existing constraints). In this regard, Major ESCPs

should result from a  consideration  of layout op tions, each of w hich harmo nise with the ove rall planning strategy and  with each a ssessed fo r econo my, aesthe tics,

function, and ESD criter ia.

Major ESCP drawings require:

G al l the data listed for Minor ESCPs

G the locat ion of lots , publ ic open space, schools,  shopping/community centres

G the locat ion of land designated or zoned for specia l uses

G the ex is ting and proposed s ite  contours ( recommended interva l i s 0 .5 m on gradients of  less than 15 percent,  1 metre on gradients  of 15 to 30 percent and 2

me tres for slo pe s >3 0 pe rcent)

G t he  locat ion  of  proposed stormwater  drainage  sys tems

G the location and general diagrammatic representations of al l necessary erosion and sediment control BMPs (often supported with a standard drawing)

G the location and  basic de tails of any other facilities prop osed  to be  included as p art of the de velopm ent or w orks, such as:

• const ructed wet lands

• gross pollutant  traps

• trash rac ks or tras h co llection/se para tor units

• "water sensi tive" stormwater t reatment measures, such as bioretent ion systems, vegetated swales and inf il tration measures

In a  separate commentary,  Ma jor  ESCPs should:

G outl ine the constraints, opportunities and assumptions that underpin the Major ESCP 

G expla in c lear ly any work’s phases/stages

G outline c learly how  the vario us ero sion an d se dim ent co ntrol m easu res w ill be carried  out o n site, referring to  the ES CP d raw ing(s) and  any ap pe nde d stan dard

drawings

G l ist engineering details with supporting design calculations for al l necessary erosion and sediment control structural works, including sediment basins, earth banks

high f low/spi llways, outlet structures, etc.

Inspect ion and Test  P lans ( ITPs)  should be presented as an e lement of  al l Ma jor ESCPs.   ITPs a re documents that  deta il  the inspect ion, test ing and acceptance requi rements  for

speci fic activi ties  such as  those associa ted wi th land development.  They he lp wi th the management and overa ll  cont ro l  of  the work 's  program. ITPs  should:

• relate to specific works at particular locations

• reflect the needs of individual organisations

• reflect the requirem ents nom inated in specific contracts.

Within this context, they should identify:

G the act iv ity to be undertaken

G the standard or specification compliance that is being sought

G the re levant acceptance cri ter ia the method of inspection and/or test  and the f requency at which it  is  to be performed

G who  is responsible for carrying out the inspe ction and/o r test

G wha t docu men tation is to be pro duce d as a reco rd of the inspe ction and/o r test

G any "witness" or "hold points" required during the works
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