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This Drainage Plan is presented as an update to the previously approved
plan for this project. At this time, the revisions deal exclusively with
the certification of Phase II.
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The Grading Plan shows 1) existing (pre-construction) grades indicated by
contours at 1' 0" intervals, 2) as-built grades indicated by spot
elevations, and 3) the limit and character of the proposed improvements.
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The Calculations which appear below verify the pond volume provided. The
previous drainage plan did evaluate the required pond volume for this phase
by hydrograph analysis therefore, this volume has been maintained as a
minimum requirement and has been provided as shown in the calculations.
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The following items concerning the revised Drainage Plan for Phase I of the
Chelwood Apartments are contained hereon: :

1. Vicinity Map
2. Grading Flan
3. Calculations

This Drainage Plan is presented as an update %o the previously approved
plan for this project. At this time, the revisicns deal exclusively with
the certification of Phase I.

The Grading Plan shows 1) existing (pre-construction) grades indicated by
contours at 1' 0" intervals, 2) as-built grades indicated by spot
elevations, and 3) the limit and character of the proposed improvements.
As shown by this plan, the as-built grades are in substantial compliance
with the approved drainage plan in that they define a drainage pattern
which very closely resemples that of the approved plan. The finish floor
elevation of Building A has been maintained at the design elevation of
5701.0. The finish floor elevations for Buildings B and C have been
lowered to facilitate the earthwork on the site. From a drainage
standpoint, this has not created a problem. Futhermore, the finish floor
elevation of Building A was maintained at the prescribed l-foot above




