\
\ /
\
\\ K
\ }
L\
A\ e R
! : EXISTING PUBLIC.
/ é / * DRAINAGE EASEMENT
\ G /o APNI3E-02-202-017 TO BE VACATED
o NOT 4 PART
N ) HARDIN TASS ¢ & L0IS REV
\ i FAM TR
¥ VACANT Z4ND
A\ \ ,
£\ \ ’
) A /
‘8:’. \\ i.j ;‘ o
Or
\ \\\ o /j\ I
} ] \ I
f i \ |
.l ; I\ /
} EXISTING GRAVEL PAD —/\/ p
I ! N :
| f X
r / 2=
| BN
I / \
4 |
FLOOD ZONE

A PORTION OF THIS SITE IS LOCATED IN ZONE "AE", AREAS WHERE BASE FLOOD ELEVATIONS HAVE
BEEN DETERMINED, PER THE FLOOD INSURANCE RATE MAP COMMUNITY PANEL 32003C2155 E.
CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA DATED SEPTEMBER 27, 2002, REVISED TO REFLECT LOMAR DATED
JANUARY 12, 2006.

FLOOD ZONE “AE" DEPICTED ON PLAN REFLECTS PROPOSED CONDITION AND WILL BE SUBMITTED AS
PART OF A CLOMAR TO FEMA FOR THIS PROJECT.

BASIS OF BEARING

NORTH 83'40°'36™ EAST, BEING THE BEARING OF THE NORTH LINE OF THE NORTHWEST QUARTER

NW 1/4) OF SECTION 2, TOWNSHIP 20 SOUTH, RANGE 60 EAST, M.D.M., CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA,
(AS SH/O\‘;N BY MAP THEREOF ON FILE IN FILE 111, PAGE 12 OF OFFICIAL RECORDS IN THE CLARK

COUNTY RECORDER'S OFFICE, NEVADA.

BENCHMARK
BENCHMARK STATION: BLVOO 2C4N

RIVET AND ROUND ALUMINUM PLATE IN THE TOP OF CURB, 4521 N RANCHO DR AND 100° SW OF
P.l. OF TORREY PINES DR AND RANCHO DR.

ELEVATION = 2303.01 FEET, 701.959 METERS
N.A.V.D. 88 DATUM

PER THE CITY OF LAS VEGAS VERTICAL CONTROL V.2008 UPDATED 2010

Call before you DJg

Avola cutting underground NOTES
Ca" 1. CONTRACTOR TO VERIFY LOCATION AND ELEVATION OF EXISTING STRUCTURES

AND NOTIFY ENGINEER OF ANY DISCREPANCIES PRIOR TO CONSTRUCTION.

2. IT IS THE CONTRACTOR'S RESPONSBILITY TO VERIFY LOCATION AND ELEVATION OF
EXISTING UTILITIES PRIOR TO CONSTRUCTION.

. OWNER RESPONSIBLE TO PROVIDE SURVEY MONUMENTATION AS SHOWN AND TO
’ REPLACE ALL SURVEY MONUMENTATION DAMAGED, DISTURBED, DESTROYED OR
OBSCURED DURING CONSTRUCTION.

I 1-800-227-2600
AND
4°702-455.7544
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GRADING

(1) CONSTRUCT *"L* CURB AND GUTTER PER CCAUSD 4216
(2) CONSTRUCT *A" CURB AND GUTTER PER CCAUSD #219
(3) CONSTRUCT SDEWALK PER CCAUSD 234

@ 6"-0" AC TRANSITION

@ CONSTRUCT 32° (FACE TO FACE) WIDE COMMERCIAL DRIVEWAY
PER CCAUSD #222A AND $228

@ MAIN CORRIDOR (TRUCK ACCESS) INSTALL 4™ AC OVER 5" TYPE |
AGGREGATE BASE PER GEOTECH REPORT PREPARED BY TERRACON
MAY 12, 2011

@ AUTOMOBILE ROUTE / PARKING. INSTALL 3" AC OVER 57 TYPE ||
AGGREGATE BASE PER GEOTECH REPORT PREPARED BY TERRACON
MAY 12, 2011

CONSTRUCT HANDICAP RAMPS PER CCAUSD #235 CASE Il
A AND B = 8 UNLESS OTHERWISE NOTED

@ CONSTRUCT SIDEWALK RAMPS USING ARMOR TILE TRUNCATED DOMES OR EQUIV.
PER LATEST ADA GUIDE LINE

CONSTRUCT 5' CURB CUT

INSTALL RIP-RAP PAD D50=6", 12" DEEP (PAD SIZE PER PLAN)
SEE DETAIL 9 SHEET D1

INSTALL SIDEWALK UNDER DRAIN PER CCAUSD # 236

@ CONCRETE APRON. INSTALL 5" CONCRETE OVER 4" TYPE Il AGGREGATE

BASE PER GEOTECH REPORT PREPARED BY TERRACON
MAY 12, 2011

CONSTRUCT 3' CURB TRANSITION PER DETAIL 10 ON SHEET D1

(15) CONSTRUCT EARTH SWAIL AT MIN 1% SLOPE

INSTALL TRASH ENCLOSURE, SEE ARCHTECTURAL PLANS FOR DETAILS
(17) SAWCUT (CLEAN), REMOVE CURB, GUTTER, & SIDEWALK

EXISTING BILLBOARD SIGN TO REMAIN IN PLACE

REMOVE EXISTING CONCRETE VALLEY GUTTER

REMOVE EXISTING CURB, GUTTER, AND SIDEWALK
@ REMOVE EXISTING SIDEWALK UNERDRAIN

@ EXISTING VALLEY GUTTER TO REMAIN IN PLACE
@ REMOVE EXISTING RIP-RAP TRACK OUT PAD
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N S o HEC.RAS | _Sun Valley Auto® Draft House? FEMA Effective’ | Proposed WSE (¢
| Station | CLOMR 07-09-1025R | LOMA 01-09-1032A | LOMR 05-09-0073P | Condition - ()
— el = i WSE (ft) WSE (ft) WSE (ft) WSE (ft) | Proposed - FEMA Effective
| 94+72.00 = = 2316.66 TIEIN 0.00
. . o 93+76.000 = = 2316.40 2316.42 0.02 DATE: 07/20/11
o e - | , \ 2 93+24.(00 - - 2314.81 2314.86 0.05
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