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INLET PROTECTION

 Filtering vs. settling

 Fabric vs. media

 Surface vs. subsurface

 Capacity vs. flowrate

 Success rate for installation, maintenance and disposal

WE WANT TO BECOME MORE COMFORTABLE WITH OUR 
KNOWLGE OF PRODUCTS AND MATERIALS AND 
INSPECTION SKILLS



INLET PROTECTION

 Filtering vs. settling

 Fabric vs. media

 Surface vs. subsurface

 Capacity vs. flowrate

 Success rate for installation, maintenance and disposal



Drain Inlet Protection 
and Flood Prevention

 Filtering vs. settling

 Fabric vs. media

 Surface vs. subsurface

 Capacity vs. flowrate

 Success rate for installation, 
maintenance and disposal



INLET PROTECTION

 Filtering vs. settling

 Fabric vs. media

 Surface vs. subsurface

 Capacity vs. flowrate

 Success rate for installation, maintenance and disposal



INLET PROTECTION

 Filtering vs. settling

 Fabric vs. media

 Surface vs. subsurface

 Capacity vs. flowrate

 Success rate for installation, maintenance and disposal



INLET PROTECTION

 Filtering vs. settling

 Fabric vs. media

 Surface vs. subsurface

 Capacity vs. flowrate

 Success rate for installation, maintenance and disposal



INLET PROTECTION

 Filtering vs. settling

 Fabric vs. media

 Surface vs. subsurface

 Capacity vs. flowrate

 Success rate for installation, maintenance and disposal



INLET PROTECTION

 Filtering vs. settling

 Fabric vs. media

 Surface vs. subsurface

 Capacity vs. flowrate

 Success rate for installation, maintenance and disposal



INLET PROTECTION

 Filtering vs. settling

 Fabric vs. media

 Surface vs. subsurface

 Capacity vs. flowrate

 Success rate for installation, maintenance and disposal



INLET PROTECTION

 Filtering vs. settling

 Fabric vs. media

 Surface vs. subsurface

 Capacity vs. flowrate

 Success rate for installation, maintenance and disposal



INLET PROTECTION

 Filtering vs. settling

 Fabric vs. media

 Surface vs. subsurface

 Capacity vs. flowrate

 Success rate for installation, maintenance and disposal



INLET PROTECTION

 Filtering vs. settling

 Fabric vs. media

 Surface vs. subsurface

 Capacity vs. flowrate

 Success rate for installation, maintenance and disposal



INLET PROTECTION

 Filtering vs. settling

 Fabric vs. media

 Surface vs. subsurface

 Capacity vs. flowrate

 Success rate for installation, maintenance and disposal



INLET PROTECTION

 Filtering vs. settling

 Fabric vs. media

 Surface vs. subsurface

 Capacity vs. flowrate

 Success rate for installation, maintenance and disposal



INLET PROTECTION-COMPOST APPLICATIONS

 Filtering vs. settling

 Fabric vs. media

 Surface vs. subsurface

 Capacity vs. flowrate

 Success rate for installation, maintenance and disposal



INLET PROTECTION-COMPOST APPLICATIONS

 Filtering vs. settling

 Fabric vs. media

 Surface vs. subsurface

 Capacity vs. flowrate

 Success rate for installation, maintenance and disposal



SiltSoxx = 3 Dimensional Filter

Sediment Trapped        IN and BEHIND Soxx



Particle Size Specifications



Compost Sock Biofiltration

 Physical

 Traps sediment in matrix of varying pore spaces and sizes

 Chemical

 Binds and adsorbs pollutants in storm runoff

 Biological

 Degrades various compounds with bacteria and fungi 

Filtrexx Products 2004

BacteriaBacteria

FungiFungi
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Resources

 The Sustainable Site

 SWPPP Cut Sheets

 CAD Drawings

 Staff

 Call

 Email

 Site Visits 



Industrial Applications



A compost filter sock…with natural adsorbents

EnviroSoxx…is a mesh tube filled with ground up composted 
hardwood and adsorbents.  It’s an all natural media that filters
polluted water.







David Franklin
415-301-1848
david.franklin@filtrexx.com


