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Graph ParametersGraph Parameters
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For determination of 
soil runoff 
characteristics, areas 
of the development 
that are hydrologically 
disturbed and 
compacted shall be 
changed to that soil 
types’ highest runoff 
potential/soil group 
classification. 
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LC rainfall 
6.5-in vs. 
7.58-in



Questions 20Questions 20--yrs lateryrs later……
Cups or Cups or 
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Bowls???Bowls???
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HSPF MODEL CALIBRATIONHSPF MODEL CALIBRATION



HSPF Unit Area Detention HSPF Unit Area Detention 
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Final TMDL Report for Salt Creek, October 2004



Final TMDL Report for Salt Creek, October 2004



Existing Land Cover Existing Land Cover 
(at HSPF calibration)(at HSPF calibration)



Land Use Reasonable Today?Land Use Reasonable Today?

• 71.2 % grassland
• 13.8 % Forest / 

Wetland
• 15% HC 

Impervious 



Comparison ResultsComparison Results

¼ Ac Res. (40-ac) HEC-1* HSPF

2-yr 3.0 1.6

100-yr 11.2 7.8

Commercial (40-ac) HEC-1* HSPF

2-yr 7.3 6.0

100-yr 17.8 (17.6) 15.8

28% HC impervious, CN 69 (10% HD impervious, 57% Lawn, 5% trees/landscape), Tc 50-min

85% hydraulically connected impervious, CN 68 (15% lawn), Tc 15-min

* Bulletin 70 (3.04 and 7.58-inches), Huff 3rd quartile



Recreate ResultsRecreate Results



22--yr comparisonyr comparison



100100--yr comparisonyr comparison



SO WHAT???SO WHAT???



And the CN isAnd the CN is……
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