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	PROJECT NAME:
	DRAWING NO.
	REV.

	
	
	

	No.
	QUESTIONS
	ORIGINATOR
	CHECKER

	
	
	N/A
	YES
	NO
	N/A
	YES
	NO

	Preparation and Checking
	
	
	
	
	
	

	01
	Does the drawing comply with applicable codes, standards and regulatory requirements?
	[bookmark: Check1]|_|
	[bookmark: Check2]|_|
	[bookmark: Check3]|_|
	[bookmark: Check4]|_|
	[bookmark: Check5]|_|
	[bookmark: Check6]|_|

	02
	Does the drawing comply with applicable project design criteria, system or structural functional requirements, Scope Book, and Design basis documents?
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|

	03
	Do the Allowable Bearing Capacity (ABC) and settlement on the drawing comply with geotechnical report?
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|

	04
	Does the concrete cover to reinforcement comply with Project specifications?
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|

	05
	Does the compressive strength of concrete comply with project Specifications?
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|

	06
	Does the grades of Reinforcement steel comply with project Specifications?
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|

	07
	Does the splice length of tension splice comply with codes?
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|

	08
	Does the development/anchorage length of rebar comply with code?
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|

	09
	Does the backfill around the structure comply with Project specifications?
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|

	10
	Do the wall configurations match the calculations submitted for each proposed wall, which demonstrate the walls structural adequacy to resist the applicable design loads within the specified allowable soil bearing pressure, and to maintain a Minimum Factor of Safety against bearing, overturning and sliding, sliding and bearing for reinforced concrete walls?
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|

	11
	Is the shear key required for stability?
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|

	12
	Does the eccentricity of wall comply with code?
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|

	13
	Has the coefficient of friction between foundation & soil been reduced to account for the membrane under the foundation? 
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|

	14
	Have the effect of the ground water table and design flood levels been considered in the calculation report?
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|

	15
	Have the erosion and scour protections been considered in the design?
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|

	16
	Have water stops been provided at expansion & construction joints in the retaining walls?
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|

	17
	Are special drainage features behind the wall shown as required?
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|

	18
	Have dowels at expansion joint been provided for load transfer?
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|

	19
	Has the lining on the inner face which will be exposed to chemicals been provided?
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|

	20
	Has the retaining wall with a barrier on top, been checked for vehicle collision load?
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|

	21
	Have weep holes been provided for drainage?
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|

	22
	Has the clash with underground utilities/manholes been checked?
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|

	23
	Will the backfill soil have the same properties (angle of internal friction, unit weight, submerged weight etc.) as used in the design?
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|

	Co-related Documents
	
	
	
	
	
	

	24
	Has reference to the General Notes drawing been provided?
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|

	25
	Have references to interface drawings (MEP & Architecture) been provided?
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|

	26
	Has reference to a list of drawing been provided?
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|

	Coordination and Review
	
	
	
	
	
	

	27
	Has appropriate interdisciplinary and intradepartmental coordination been done?
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|

	28
	Have reviewers from other disciplines/departments evaluated items pertinent to their area and provided their comments?
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|

	29
	Has the Responsible engineer resolved their comments?
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|

	30
	If applicable has the drawing been stamped by a registered professional engineer?
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|

	Administrative
	
	
	
	
	
	

	31
	Is the Drawing number and template in accordance with the Project Requirements?
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|

	32
	If revised, have revisions been clearly identified with clouds and clear statement in the revision block?
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|

	33
	Have previous revision indications been removed?
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|

	No.
	Reviewer's Comments (against each SLD)
	Resolution

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	Originator's Name / Signature and Date:
	Checker's Name / Signature and Date:
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