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The Drawings/Documents have been reviewed. The submission is NOT accepted.

The following comments below have been identified.  Please review all comments above, revise the drawings/document as appropriate, and provide a response to comments.
	AIP
	Review Comment
	Contractor’s Response

	Cl 3.1
	1st para: 

Amend ‘T-beams’ to ‘Y-beams’.

Amend ‘wingwalls are set perpendicular to the abutment wall’
	

	Cl 3.7.2
	Add that the environmental noise barriers would be easily demountable from the bridge deck in the event that they need to be removed to allow access.
	

	Cl 3.8.1
	Add detail regarding deck slab soffit exposure class.
Consider ‘Cantilever soffit’ should be XD3, (ie cyclic wet and dry), rather than XD1, ie as per S12 U/B.
Reinstate the note regarding 20mm cover to ribs of GRP formwork.
Exposure classification for the paint system for the parapets was not stated for other Stream Underbridges. The proposal for ‘no maintenance for 12 years etc’ given for S14 appears to have been downgraded from that stated in the 2009 AIPs for steelwork. Please clarify.
	

	Cl 5.1
	Amend ‘Retaining walls’ to ‘Wingwalls’   
	

	Cl 6.3
	Include that 20mm differential movement between the piled structure and the approach embankments will be taken into account, and that provision will be made for this vertical movement for the N2 parapet, environmental noise barriers and drainage pipe at the interface of the free standing wingwall with the piled section.
	

	Cl 8.1
	Drawing title not consistent with drawing provided.
Drawing number not consistent with drawing provided.
	

	Appendix A
TAS
	Omit  BS 5400 Part 5 
Include BD 63/07, (as this can be relevant for design with future inspection in mind)
	

	Appendix B
	Drawing Number & Title on cover sheet are not consistent with drawing provided.
	

	Appendix D
	Skew grillage mesh does not appear to be appropriate for this 30deg skew bridge, orthogonal mesh as skew > 20deg?
	

	GA Drg


	Drawing Number & Title on the drawing are not consistent with that stated on Appendix B Cover Sheet.

Clarify provisions for relative movements between piled wingwall and free standing section of wingwall, how will parapet/noise barrier/drainage pipe accommodate 20mm vertical movement?
Show ducts to be provided, (as per Cl 4.1.8).

Detail A to be amended to show waterproofing up inner face of concrete parapet upstand.

On Detail A the kerb shown is not a ‘45deg splay kerb’.

Drawing states ‘150 Minimum surfacing + waterproofing’. This is not consistent with other U/Bs that provide 125mm. Please clarify.

	 


