Chapter 1: Introduction

1-1: Puget Sound water budget before development.
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1-2: Puget Sound development.



1-3: Puget Sound water budget after development.
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1-4: UrbanvsRural hydrograph.
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1-5: The channel cross section documents the f@mm record of actual

channel enlargement in response to the transition from a relatively
undisturbed to increasingly urbanized watershed in the eastern U.S. From Lur
Leopold.
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1-6: EIA and ratio of 10yr forested to 2yr urban flow.
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1-7: Forest cover EIA and stream channel stability.
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Chapter 2: Site Assessment

2-1: Pilot Infiltration Test.

2-2: This 35 home LID project is divided into-satchments or small contributing
areas to facilitate a distributestormwatermanagement approach.
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2-3 Composite site analysis for a residential subdivision
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Chapter 3: Site Planning and Layout

3-1: Curb extensions slowing traffic and managitaymwater (Portland, OR).

CHANNEL & GRATE

—»> —»

TT11T
T

OVERFLOW

4"NOTCH FOR SIDE-
WALK DRAINAGE,
AS NECESSARY

OUTLET fffenten

METAL INLET

CHECK DAM
OPTIONAL, DEPENDING
ON SLOPE

SPLASH PAD AT INLET

p FEREazs
[ o
= 1 1 CONCRETE OR PAVERS
st ]
2, | ]
M
INLET
NOTE:
| M | Graphic adapted from Gty of
Portland, OR Stormmwater Managmant
CURB & 6 0" 6 SIDEWALK al Datails




3-3: Urban trees with permeable pavement and subsurface soil galleries
integrated into the streetscape (Shoreline, WA) .

3-4: Sherbourneplan view (Bellevue, WA).



3-5: Combined commons anstormwaterfacility atSherbourngBellevue, WA) .

3-6: Vancouver, B.C. Country Lane alley uses a combination of permeable pavir
materials .




3-7: Bioretentionplanters (Portland State University, OR).

3-8: Bioretentionincorporated into the center of an apartment courtyard. This
apartment complex was a used car sales lot. By incorporating LID into the
redevelopment stormwatermanagement can be enhanced over the previous
land use. BuckmarHeights, Portland State, OR).




3-9: Danielson Grove case study.

3-10: Grid road layout.
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3-11:Curvlinearoad layout.

7T

3-12: Hybrid road layout.




3-13: Loop road design.

3-14: Green street section.



