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Methodology: Exam ple

Totalarea Total Annual Ruu
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'Results help clarify which range of stormwater policies best
meet a community’s watershed needs : -

2 Total projects triggered

7 ]hibefvid_u's area managed

7?7 Policy detention percentage

2 Percentage of water quality managed e,
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10, and 2-year storm events

Due to the limited number of -
projects that were triggered -
TesI0to the calculation

2 Policy 2 provided'the greatest

amount of detention according to
all three requirements
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detention for the-2-year storm-
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Policy 3

2 Policy 1 provided the
amount to be managed for
water.quality r

_ 2 "“Peliey 2.required the second

highest percentage to be
managed for quality

it implemented 1.2% less
than 85% required

7 Policy 3 prowded the™ — .
highest runoff percentage t(‘) - ﬂ
be managed for water ~
quality and was the only
policy to meet the full 85%
annual runoff requirement
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2 What pol age
beneflclal to the commumty of Starkville and its watershed. “

2 Hypothems-— the policy with the smallest trigger requirement and the smallest detention -
requirement would manage the greatest amount of runoff. P .
2  The results = the policy:with a more average-requi r-b i y
managed the greatest volume of stormwater runoff (Palicy 2) = =

2  Policy 3 had smallest trigger and detention’ reqwrement but its detention reqwremqnt was noI_ '
reflectlve gf Starkville’s rainfall volume. == :

? Inorder for a p’ Fcy to manage the greatest volume of stormwater runoff, the trigger must
&o--pe an aceurate representation of the types and sizes of projects being, bunt in an area and
s —the'detention reqwrement must reflect the rainfall volume of the region.
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- Eve unity is different; therefore each city will have different project SIZES that are“ ._;ﬂ
i bechonsq_jct_ed" as as different occurring storm-event sizes. - T e
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2 ., Amu valu ta their local rainfall volume and intensity, new-devel_o'p'ment_
-5 conditior of th el,r community, and recommend a stormwater management policy that is
! ic to their unique needs.
:&“—;"Jﬂ“ - +
r - - #‘"r
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2  The runoff coefflment of 22 for-pre existing
conditions J

2 Noway of-caicalatmg the preexisting =
conditions of each site
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