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1. DO NOT SCALE THIS DRAWING.
INDICATIVE WORK TO FIGURED DIMENSIONS ONLY.
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4. Permeable footpath (System B) was proposed to discharge the surface water runoff by partial infiltration and
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UNLESS NOTED OTHERWISE.
2. This drawing is to be read in conjunction with all
relevant Architect's, Engineer's and Specialist's
drawings and their respective Specifications.
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Project Title:

HEMSLEYS MEADOWS
AND FINCHES FIELD

CDM, 2,071'5"RE"'S'”I"DUAL RISKS N o

1. Tree root protection zones.to bxe,,conﬁ'r'r'riéa.r
2. Working on or by existing utlities.

The above residual risks are for non-standard hazards.
~1tis assumed that a competent contractor familiar with
the construction of this type of work will be appointed

who will be aware of the standard hazards.
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