NOTES:

1. SUMMIT GEOENGINEERING SERVICES
WITH STRUCTURAL INTEGRITY CONSULTING ENGINEERS,

IN COORDINATION

INC. SHALL PROVIDE THE RETAINING WALL DESIGN,

GLOBAL STABILITY ANALYSIS, AND THE DESIGN OF THE
TEMPORARY SOIL RESTRAINT MEASURES, AS REQUIRED.
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ACTUAL GROUND ELEVATION TO
BE DETERMINED BY THE
CONTRACTOR UPON REMOVAL
OF THE EXISTING HOUSE.
BASED UPON THOSE GRADES
THE RETAINING WALL MAY NOT
BE NECESSARY FROM STA
302+60 TO 302+98 IF 3:1
SLOPES CAN BE ACHIEVED TO
THE EXISTING GROUND AT THE
PROPERTY LINE.
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ONSITE-THE7CONTRACTOR SHALL INSTALL THE DOWNHILL
RETAINING WALLS FOLLOWED BY THE CONSTRUCTION OF
UNITS 19—29 FOUNDATION FIRST. THE CONTRACTOR SHALL
ONLY CUT AN FILL THE SITE AS NECESSARY TO CONSTRUCT
THE WALLS AND FOUNDATIONS.

WALL 3

PROPOSED CONCRETE

EXISTING 8” COMBINED STORM AND SEWER DRAIN TO BE LOCATED.

UNITS

19—29 SANITARY SEWER SHALL OUTLET INTO EXISITNG SYSTEM.
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