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Main Bady Repart| 1 3 [inFcorr sE1 N On 16 August 2010 tie issed a Remediable Termination Notice (RTN] to the Infraca in respect of an
[esed/apparent] Infraco default relating 1o Clause 60

2 3 [251.20LKDR.679L N The Infrace responded to that RTN on 24 September 2010 disputing the validity of same and inviting tio to
withdraw the RTN

3 3 |25.1.200/K0R/GEDS N Tht I a ion Plan on 24 prossy a5 heing witheat
projudice to its positien that the ATN was iwvalid

4 3 |INF CORR B3R6 N Reciification Man was rejected by the on 7 Ccicher 2009

5 3 |INF CORR 6316 L} 0 25 September 2000, te issued a separate ATN to the Infrace in respect of an [alleged] Infrace default
relating 1o Clause 79

3 4 [25.1,200KDR 7350 N The Inf r {10 that RTN on 9 2000 disputing the validity of same and mwiting tie 1o
withdraw the RTH

ri 5 |Period Report Mo 2-10 & 3-11 to 2% lanuary 2011 N Infraco Pesiod Repor

] S |Programme Revisien 1 tracked for VB6 Design Programme and Progress 1o 21 January 2011° and the N Programmes from Infraca Pered Report 3-10 & 3-11 dated 29 Jamsary 2011

Infrace’s “Update spdated for V66 Design Progress 1o 21 lanuary 2001

£l B [INFCORR - #7 N tie letter rejecting the infrace Rev 03 Prograsnme. Do not have letter.

10 8 |25 1.201/K0R/6 791 N Thee Infraco better states that this is the programme oo which they are recording progress.

i1 11 251201 %08/ 665 N MUDFA 2 [INTC 536} Infrace submission dated 17/08/2010 re DWA's.

12 12 [251.20LKDR.6791 L That Infraco bettes ref 251,201 KDR,6751 disputed the validity of the RTN and invited tie to withdraw same.

13 | 12 |251.201/K0R/6EDS N Notwithstanding that pesitien, the Inf I itted a Rectification Plan on 24 2010
(experessly stated as being without prejudice to Its pesitien that the RTN was invalid) weder cover of its
letter ref 25.1.201/KDR/6805

14 18 |NR/L3/INIJCPDOAS Wark Package Planning Process N ‘Work Package Manning Process

15 18 |H¥l.l’|_‘..n’i;f:|-'.':l Health & Safety Management of Third farty Works. N Health & Safety Management of Third Farty Werks,

16 19 |Gary Walker of NR emall on 13 December 2010, N That email stated the fellowing:- “Further 1o our discussiens at the last Netwerk Rall / Tie progress meeting
| would like te confinm that ne heavy givils weorks should take place on or directly adjacent 16 Netwerk Rail
assets until the Construction Phase Health and Safety Plan has been reviewed and updated to show the
current set-up.”

17 | 19 |INFCORR 6I27/WE N tie: conclucled that letter [ref, INE CORR G927} by stating that by stating that “Any delay In commencement
of the Heavy Civils works along the fad Comridor on NWR assets caused by the re-submistion and approval
of the Network Rall Construction Phase Health and Safety Plan will be the responsibility of BSC".

i8 19 |Asset Protection Agresment N Assel Protection Agreement Schedule Part 27

19 | 13 [2siz01/BOW/ /7792 N That Infraco ros 10 thir above on & January 2011 {25,1.201/BOW/ 7792, Within tha
letter the Infraco noted:- “We confirm the accepred Neowork Rall Censtruction Phase PMan is ourrenthy
being revised and no “Heavy Civil works” will be undertaken without the plan being fully updated and|
approved by the relivant parties”,

20 | 20 |NFCORR 723931 N tie confirmed “Prior appreval from NWER is required before any change is undertaken by BSC. Failure to de)
se Is in contraventien of the Asset Protection Agreement sections 7.2.2.2, 7.22.4 and 94 which ig
contaned in Schedule part 27 of the Infraco Conmact,

21 20 |INF CORR 7442 N tie wrote again to the Infrace on 2 March 2011 {under cover CORR INF 7442} confinming that they had yet
to receive the updated Constrisstien Phase Plan frem the Infrice

2 21 |INF CORR 7443 N tle has yet to recelve a up dated Track Monitoring Action Plan from the Infraco showing how it will
demenstrate compliance with Schedule 27 {and Clause 3 of same in partiodar

23 | 22 [nR/se/MTC/0BE Management of Changed Assots N Management of Changed Assets

24 | 23 [wesseicviood N Design of Temporary Works {NWR Standard NR/SE/CIV/ 003 Technical Approval of Design — Construction
and maintenance of Civil Englneering Infrastruchure

25 23 |MNR/L3/INICRODAA ] NWik Standard NR/L3,1NI/CPO044 regarding Work Package Planning Process

26 | 23 [NR/PRC/MPCIO0SE N Controfling the Risk of Farthwerks Instability during Earth Werks

27 24 |INF CORR 6432 N tie confirmed to the Infraco that in effect its submission was non-compliant with Network Rail's
requirements {specifically in refation to Section 5A Reseburn to Balgreen Road} and detalled the specific NR
concems which required close-out.

28 INF CORR 6717 N Om 17 Novernber 2010 {INF CORR 6717} 1 and concerns

29 INF CORR GE14 N A further sirndlar letter was ksued by tie 1o the infraco on 3 December 2010

30 25 L201/BOWSTTLY L] U 16 December 2019 Infrace acknowledged receipt of same within s better ref, 25,1.201/B0W/7717 and
requested a meeting to disouss same.

31 | 25 |iNFcome 7047 N tia Jetter arranging 3 maeting for 11 January 2011

32 27 |WPP & Form C Tracker N WWP and Form C Tracker dated 10/01/2011

33 27 |INF CORR 671 N tie's letter to the infraco dated 17 Nevember 2000 (INF CORR 671 clearhy stated that * As noted in the
status report [attached to that letter] NWR wilf only sign off quaiified WPPs which stote that no works can
commenee it the Track ing Action Plan has besn ogreed ond signed off by NWR .

34 28 [Digganie 13 regarding Clawse BO.13 N Dispante Resolution Procedures Ne 13 Desision

35 30 [Acutus emad of 28/01/11 N Legal/contractual questions to MoGrigors

35 31 [251.201/MRH/1134 N This shows that instead of alming te comply with the centraciual imescale of 18 Business Days (3 weeks
and 3 days), the Infrace expects 10 provide Estimates on sverage within 17 to 21/22 wecks,

37 | 36 [251.201/GA/T085 L] Sefer 1o Appendiz 05 below.

38 36 |INF CORR B5T1 N Refer to Appendix 05 below.

39 | 36 |zs;1.zn|,(uq.f?3uo N Refes 1o dix 05 below.

40 37 |251.201/GA/7520 N Refer to Appendix 05 bilow.

41 37 _|INF CORR 6200 N Refor to pndix 05 bl ow.

a2 40 |Acutus Emall Dated 14701/2011 N Email to tie management explaining categorisation of INTC's. {Refer to Appendix 01 below}

il 01 1 1 |ULE 00130-05-REP-D0146 ¥ |CEC: AJP for S21C
521C 2 3 [Contract Pregramane Updated for V31 & Mitigation dated 14/08,2008. N ]Ong'n:l Contract Programane

3 A |INFCORR - 72 M te letter relecting the Infrace Rev 03 Programme. Do not have letter.

4 4 |25 1.201KDR B 7S N The Infraco better states that this is the programme on which they are recordin Fess.

5 5 |Period Report No 3-10 & 3-11, 1o 29 January 2011 N Perjod Report

3 5  |Drawing Mumbers: ULERO130-05-BRG-D0633 revd /00684 revs / 00GES revd / DDESE revd & LILESOI0-D5. N Original IFC Drawing Release

FOR-002119 revl / 00220 rev] [ DOX243 revl,

7 B |lie DOrawing Reglster {asat 25 lanuary 2011} N tie Drawing Register

B B |ULESKNI0-05-RTW-006E2 revd N Farther 1w [FC drawing was issued against Murrayfield Underpass (521C) on the 20/00,/2009

L] 7 IW‘WP and Form C Tracker ] WP and Form C Trackes dated 10v01/2011

10 B |INFCORR B71 N te letter inforr the Infraco that NWR will only sign off qualified With's.

11 9 JAcuts Emad Dated 14/01/2011 ¥ Email to tle management explaining categorisation of INTC's

12 11 |251.201/10,/495 N INTC 109 issued by the Infraco

13 11 |251.20L10.3651 Y Thet Infraco finally subn 5 Estimate for INTC 109 on 3(0/09,/2009

14 12 [INF CORR 2B50/5) N tie respond to the Infraco Estimate

15 12 [INF CORRA4ET Y Taco to carry out the works pirsisant 1o clause B0.13

16 | 12 [2s1201/KDR/5763 ¥ Thet Infrace’s ¥ ] i it5 pesition with regard to this B0.13 instruction as
detaded in its letrer dated 21/06/2010

17 12 |25 1.201/KDR/SE6T ¥ Consistent with the Dispute Resolution Procedure, a meeting was held between the and the Infraco senior
management {Mesers Steven Bell and Martin Foerder] on the 25/05/2010. {INTCLS ref

1B 13 |INF CORR 5322 ¥ tie issued a tie Change Order (Nr. 120}, instructing the Infraco 1o preceed with the works in connection with
the Murrayfield Stadiumn Undempass (S21C) {INTC 109 refers,

19 | 13 [250201/Rw/e100 ¥ Pursuant to paragraph 9.3 of Schedule Part 9, a CED meeting was subseaquently hild Between the Fartie
on the 21/06,/2000 to discuss the Position Papers provided. A summary of this meeting was detalled in the.
Infraco’s letter dated 27{!&”:"0

20 13 |INF CORR GO0 b tie submitted its assessment of the Estimate for INTC 108 in its letter dated 20/10/2010 a1 £25,930.38

21 14 |INFCORR 7183 ¥ Init Lrecent the Infrace, tie its position with regard to INTC 109 in its
letter dated 27/01/2011

22 | 15 [25.1.201/IMD/C/02/7256 ¥ It would appear that the Infraco has raised INTC 667 for changes (it avers) have arisen dhse 1o  requirem ent
for seil nailing works at the Murrayfield Underpass (S21C). This is confirmed in the infrace letter dated
28/10/2010. Estmate attached

23 15 |[25.L201/CFf2833 ¥ The Infraco first notified te in its letter dated 16/06/2005, that {in its opinion} the IFC drawings for the
Murraylield Underpass {5210} required “the installation of permanent sheet piling which would necessitate

an anchoring system which can b sat fed by nading”

WEDO00000226_0001



ftem

Page Document Reference

Hard Copy bn Summary of Content
Folder

24 16 |INF CORR 2138,/DC ¥ to INTC 414, ti b ing that it “does not consider that both cirounstances
(l.e. trial seil nailing at RRE and MU constitute tie changes and weuld therefore ask you te provide
apgropHate evidence 16 support yeur case” and that “for tracking and clasity purposes we would request
that yeu split your responses Ter each becation in the future”,

25 16 |25 1L.201/CF/3418 ¥ On032/089/2009 the Infraco responded by submitting separate Estimates for both the Russell Road
Underbridge {52141 and the Murrayfield Underpass [S21C)

26 16 |INF CORR 2606/MP ¥, tie responded to this Estimate in its letter dated 09//10/2009 and stated that "the requirement to soll nall
this location is ted with BSC's temg v wiork: d acoept that this work is a change™

esmphasis added).

27 16 |25.1.201/1MDC/02/7256 ¥ The Infraco submitted a revised Estimate for the ‘test’ seding nading werks undes cover of its letter dated
29/10/2000 in the sm of £42,892.64. This was submitted under |NTC 667a {Part Estimate = $21C

55 Teesl Soi Nailing].
|Appendlx 02 1 1 JULE 90130-05-REP-00146 Y CEC: AIP for 5218
5218 2 3 |contract fregramme Updated for v31 & Mitigation dated 14/08/2008 N Original Contract Programame

3 A |INFCORR - #7 N tie letter rejecting the Infrace Rev 03 Progranme. Do not have letter

a 4 |25 1.2017K0RS6TS1 N Thee Infraco better states that this is the programme on which they are recording progress.

5 6 |Period Report Mo 3-10 & 3-11, to 25 Jansary 2011 N Period Report

] 7 JULESD130-05-RTW-00440 1o 00452 N |FC Drawings: the actual issase date was 25/07/2008

7 7 Drawiny o (a5 at 25 January 2011} N L Drawing Rugister

B 3 IULE?O]JEI{H! Wk ddrevd, D044 3revh, D0446revd N A further 3 nr IFC drawings were ssued against Murrayfield Retalning Walls (5218} on the ?EEDMQ.

9 9 WP and Form C Tracker N WWP and Form C Tracker dated 10/01/2011

10 10 |INF CORR 671 N ti letter informing the Infrace that NWR will only sign off qualified WP,

11 12 |Acutus Emall Daed 14/01/2011 N Seeitem 11in endix 1 (duplicate}

12 13 |251.20110.497 ¥ INTC 106 was Issued by the Infraco on the 1 5/ 092004 {circa 53 calendar days afer IFC Bsue)

13 14 251201105928 : The infraco date for 7 thmes each time} before finally submitting an
estimate totalling ES46A492.22 on 08/06/2010

1a 14 |INF CORR 5493 ¥ Inrespanae e the Infraco's better dated 07/07/2010 tie stated that it did not consider that these works
constituted a change.

15 14 [25.1.20110.6505 A Infrace submit updated Estimate

18 15 |INF CORR 6441/5C N Subject to its opinion that the above noted changes (cited by the Infrace} did not constitute a Netified
Departure tie issued the follo riter 1o the Infraco dated 13/10/2000

17 | 15 |iNFCORR 6953/58a ¥ Subject 1o (15 opinicn that the: above neted changes (cited by the Infrace} did not constilute a Netified
Deparnare the issued the following letter to the Infraco dated 21/12/2010

1B | 15 [25.1.201/GA/7847 ¥ the Infraca reasserted that these changes did constitute a Netified Departure and clarified its position with
regard o clause 34 1 in its better dated ls.fmgan

19 | 15 [INFCORR 7524 N In its better dated 10¥03/11 tie reaffirmed its position that the works attaching to INTC 106 are not {in its
opinien} a Notified Departure .

20 16 |25.1.201B0¢ 6329 N INTC 625 was issued on the 28/07/2010 and titled "Musrrayfield Corddor Retaining Walls Ground
Imprevment’

21 17 |251.201/SN/6630 N INTC 625 was the subject of discussion btween the Parties at a meeting held on the
13/08/2000. In the Infraco’s letter dated 03/06/2010 specific reference was made to a propesed selution
for same to be discussed with lie's Colin Hell during week ing 13/09/2010

22 17 [INF CORR GO6%/5Ea N S iten 16 above (duplicatel

23 17 |25.1.201/GA/T871 N The Infraco finally submitted its Estimate (which proposed theee potential solutions within its letter dated
the 20/01/2011

24 18 [INF CORR 7457 N The: ketter also authorised the Infraco to preceed with the site i works, as detad in the
origing Estimate, in the sum of £19,538.93

|Appendix 03 1 1 |ULE 50130-D5-REP-00146 Y CEC: AIP for S210
521D Fl 3 |Contract frogramme Updated for V3L & Mitigation dated 14/08/2008 N Ciginal Contract Programime

3 4 JINFCORR - 77 N tie letrer rejecting the Infrace Rev 02 Programme. Do not have letter.

4 4 [251.200/K0R6 791 ] The Infraco letter states that thic ks the prograrmme on which they are recording

5 5 |Period Report No 3-10& 3-11 to 2% January 2011 ] Pesiod Report

3 6 |ULES0130.05 RTW.0483revd | D4B4revd [ D485revd | D4BGrewd | 048 Trovd [ 0488revd [ 0400revE | 049 1rev3 N That Rev 1 programme identifies the planned date for th issee of the IFC against Murrayfield Retadning

[ D4%2rev3 J0493rev3 & ULEBDIS0-05-FOR-0001 Srevl fOOONErevL. Walls (5210} as being 05, 008; the actual ridease date was 01/08/2008
7 6 __|tie Drawiny Ister {as at 25 lanuary 2011} N e Dy lster
B 8 |WWP and Form C Tracker N WWP and Form C Tracker dated 10v01/2011
9 10 [Acunus Ermail Dated 14/01/2011 N |50 ftean 11 in Appendix 1 (duplicate}

10 11 |25.1.20L10.683 Y INTE 147 weas issuid by the infraco on 14/10/2008 {circa 75 cabendar days after IFC isse}

11 12 251201103273 Y Thee Infraco déd not subwmit its Estimate of E£1,342,200.42 unil 13/06/2005

12 12 |INF CORR 2524/TC ¥ the"s better of 16/10/2009 clarified the matters désoussed at that meeting and requested that the current
Estimate bet amended [ revised,

13 12 |25.20110/5248 Y Thet Infraca revised its Estmate on DB/4 /2010 1o £454 039.00

14 12 [INF CORR 4865/5ba Y the responded to the revised Estimate on 23/04/2010 and assessed INTC 147 at £13,945.73

15 12 |INF CORR 7436 ¥ To further lhsstrate the Parties difference of opinlen on this matter, thein its mest recent correspondence
on INTC 147 inits ketter dated 10403/2011 enclesed ancther revised assessment of INTC 147 in the sum of -
E70.B46

| Appendix 04 1 1 |ULE 90130-05-REP-D0146 ¥ CEC: AIP for WE
W8 Fl 2 |contract frogramme Updated for V31 & Mitigation dated 14/08/2008 N Ciginal Contract Programime
3 3 |INFCORR- ¥} N tie
4 4 |21[.2DI}KD&;"&F)1 ] The Infraco letter states that this is the programme on which they are recording pregre
5 4 |Period Report Mo 3-10& 3-11 to 29 January 2011 ] Pesiod Report
& 5 |ULESOIZ0-05-RTW-00200 revs / 00201 rev? [ 00202 revb 00203 rev [ O0204 revs [00205 revd | N IFC Drawings: The Rev 1 programme Identifies the planned date for the kssue of the IFC agalrst Balrd Drive
002010 rev3 J 002011 revd 2B/07/2008; the actusl issn: date was 25
7 5 N
B & |WWP and Form C Tracker N WWP and Form C Tracker dated 10/01/20
] 7 |INFCORRBTL N link batween e approval process asseciated with the WPP / ‘Fori C processes and the
Track Menitoring Action Plan was artioslated in tie®s better to the Infrace dated 17 /11/10

10 9 |Acumus Emall Dated 14/01/2011 N Seeitesn 11 in Appendix 1 {duplicate}

11 10 [25.1.201/GA/5424 Y INTE 613 was Issued by the Infraco on the 16/04/2010 {circa 631 calendar days after [FC issue}

12 | 10 [250.201/6AMS70 [ O the 30/08/2000 {16 weeks after the Estimate due date] the nfraco, in its bettor tithed ‘Romeval and
disposal of contaminated soil WE Baird Drive Retaining Wall’ stated that:

“Currently, we are unable 16 accurately quantify the amount of centaminated material at the above
location”

13 10 |INF CORR 6329/58a Y Omnreceipt of this ‘Rate Only’ Estimate the responded in its letter dated 01,/10/2010 which referred the
Infraco to tie better INF CORR 6265 and datid 22/09,/2010.

14 10 |INF CORR 6265 Y This letter entitled “INTC 414 - Site Wide Contaminated Land and Materials’ instructed the infracoe under tie
Change Order Nr 183 1o:- Undertake Additional Testing.

15 | 11 [251.201/GA/7120 ¥ That Infraco responded in its brtter dated 19/10/2010 stating that a copy ©f its test results had been

rovided 1o tie on the 160472010,

16 11 |INF CORR 7053/1C ¥ Inresponse to the aforementioned, tle in ts letter dated 2212/2010 referred the Infrace to a meeting
between the Parties on the 21/12/2010, whare discussh d on the land at Baird Drive
Retaining Walls {WE] and Sections 58,

i7 11 |21623(FR N the made reference to the content of the letter received from Raetuem Driling and Geotechnical lid

18 11 |251.201/GA/T846 ¥ The infraco duly submitted a ‘Rate Only* Estimate for the removal and disposal of contaminated soll at
Baird Drive Ritaining Walls {WE} on the 18/01/2011

|Appendix 05 1 1 JULE 50130-05-REP-D0146 ¥ CEC: AIP for S21E
S21E 2 1 |ULE0130-05-BRG-00742 ] Drawing of Water of Leith Bridge.

3 3 [Contract P Jpdated for V31 & Mitigation dated 14/08/2008 N Original Contract

4 4 |INFCORR - 7 N tie letter rojecting the Infrace Rev 03 Programme. Do not have letter.

5 4 |25.1.2:I;{KDR,."6 N [ The Infraco letter states that thisis the programme on which they are recording progress.

[} 4 |Period Repert No 2-10 & 3-11, to 25 January 2011 N Perlod Report

7 6 |tie Drawing Register {as at 25 January 2011} N tiss Drawing Register

B 6 |ULES0130.05 RRR-00036/ ULEBDI30-05-BRG-00752/ ULES0130-05-BRG-00754/ ULESDI30-05-BRG-00752 | N Analysis of tie's drawing register as ot 25/01/10 appoars 1o indicate that a further 40 no. IFC drawings were
ULESO130-05-BRG-00754/ LILER0130-05-BRG-00753/ LILEDD130-05-BRG-00761, LULESO130-05-BRG-00751 issued against Water of Leith Bridge {S21E), These drawings were issued in 4 no, Packages - 151 release date

O207,/08
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LLESO130-05- BRG-00766/ ULES0130-05-BRG-00768/ ULEIO130-05-REP-00248_revl.pdf LILESD120-05-REP-
00271_revipd/ ULES0130-05-BRG-00766 Schedules._revLpdf/ ULESO130-05-BRG-D0765/ULEIIN30-05- BRG]
00767 ULEDII30-05-RAA-00036 rev2. pdfy LILES0130-05-FOR-00017_rev2.pdf/ ULESD130-05-FOR-
00018_rev2.pellf LILESO120.05-REP-00146_reva.pdl/ LLES0130-05- BRG-00756 Schodules_reva,palf
ULESO130-05- BRG-00755 Schedules rev.pdf/ ULES0130-05-BAG6-00757/ ULEXIL30-05-BRG-D0TSES
ULESO130-05-BRG-00752 Schedules_revé paf/ ULESO130-05-BRG-00750/ ULEID130-05-8RG-00755/
ULES0130-05-BRG-00763/ ULESO130-05-BRG-D0764/ ULEIDII0-05-BRG-00754 Schedules_revs.pdfy
LILES0120-05-BRG-00752/ ULESD130-05-BRG-00754/ ULEBD130.05-BRG 00759 LLES0130-05-BRG-00760/,
ULESKN 30-05- BRE-00762/ ULESO130-05-BRG-00763 Schedules_reve.pdf/ ULES0130-05-8RG-00753/
ULESO120-05-BRG-00751/ ULESO130-05-BRG-00761

Hard Copy bn Summary of Content
Folder

Analysis of te's dedwing register as at 25/00/10 appears 16 indicate that a further 40 no. |FC drawings were
Issued agairst Water of Leith Bridge {521E). These drawings were ksued In 4 no. Packages - 2nd release
date 13/08/10

10 6 |ULES0130-05-DRGOD62A-5CHEDLILE rev 2 N Analysis of ie's deawing register a5 a1 250110 appears 1o indicate that a herther 40ne. |FC drawings wene
Issued against Water of Leith Bridge {S21E). These drawings were ssued in 4 no. Packages - 3rd release
date 1%/ 'IO! 10

11 6 |ULEZOL3005 RRR-00047 N Analysis of tie's drawing register as ot 25/01/10 appoars 1o indicate that a further 40 no. IFC drawings were
issund agadnst Water of Leith Bridge {521F), These drawings were Bsued in 4 no, Packages - 4th rebease
date 31/08/10

12 9 _|WwP and Form C Tracker N WWP and Form C Tracker dated 10v01/2011

13 10 |INF CORR 671 N tie"s betrer o the Infraco dated 17 Nowernber 2010 {INF CORR 671} dhearly stated that * As noted in the
status repor! [attached 1o that letter] NWR witt awrly sign off qualified WPPs wivich state that no works can
commence witd the frack Monitorkng Action Plav s been agreed and signed off by NWR ",

14 11 |Acums Emall Dated 14/01/2011 N Seeitesn 11 in Appendic 1 (duplicate]

15 13 |INF CORR DT N the Infraco to redesign the pled foundation to the Water of Leith Bridge to avoid the egg

16 13 [251.201/BoC/882 ¥ The Infraco responded on 10/11/2008 stating that It requested an extension of time to meet with tie's
request in regard io the above.

17 13 |25.1.200/B0c/1565 ¥ The Infraco apologised for the defay in respending and confirmed that it was preceeding with the design,

18 | 13 |\NFCORR 734 ¥ the responded to the aforementioned in its better dated 27/02/2009 and stated that it required clarification
on a mamber of questions before It could fully review and subsequently respond to the 505 Estamate
provided.

19 | 13 [INF CORR L6MGDC ¥ the In its better dated the 05/06/2000 stated that:

\-wit hereby authorise you to preceed with the design works detalled in the validated SDS design Change
Estimate {506 ref DCROVE dated 18/11/08, updated 09/02,/09, kssue 3}, with the exception of the 505
Estimate costs which d and not allewed.” elded}

0 14 [INFCORR 2151 N On 21708/ tie issued TNCDGL the Infrace to submit an Estimate for sewer protection [ lining
works a1 Water of Leith Bridge

21 | 14 [2suzo1f7/0038 N the Infraco under cover of its lerer dated 08/09/03

22 | 14 |251201/DAT/4842 N

3 14 |INF CORR 4078 N

24 15 [251.201/GAf4TIL N

5 15 |INF CORR 4439 N Inits better dated 17/03/2010 tie stated there had only been cne compliant quotation. That being a
comgany called MeAllisters,

26 15 JINF CORR 5194 N Om D4/06/10 tie enclosed tie Change Order 153 for the above

27 15 25 L300 MRH/BOTE N Under cover of its letter dated 22/06/2000 the Infraco endosed [/ rewrned its siprid Change Order.

F1 15 |25 1201 7DAT 4442 [ Withreference to the's assertion in its letter dated 17/03/2010 the Infraco qualified its dsagreement with
the second paragraph and referred tle o its letter dated 20/00/2000,

20 15 [INF CORR 5438 N On 07/07/2000 te responded to the Infrace’s assertions and with reference to its earller letter dated
17/03/2010 it reiterated its position that th d quatation itted by the Infrace for
the works was not compliant as it did net include the full werk: 3

30 16 _[tie proforma for INTC 475 N Tie Proforma (historical Wsting of refevant correspondence)

31 | 16 [250201/77083 N Inits better dated 15/10/2010 the Infrace made reference o INTC 4793 and the previcusly lssued tie

@ Order 153,

32 16 |INF CORR 6570 N On 04/06,/2000 tle responded to the Infrace’s position and confirmed that this lssue had been discussed at

asite meeting between tie and Scottish Waters on Zi\o‘lm’m At that meeting it had been agreed that the
progesal 1o build a new manhole 15m F502 ws 10 Scottish
Water

33 16 |25 1.201/GA/TT00 [ The Infrace responded on 15/12/2010 averring that ourrently there was no agreement beoween Scottish
‘Water and tie,

34 16 |INF CORR 7016 N the responded to the abeve on 04/01/2011, tverified that at the ume of its letter dated 04/06/10 there
Wikt an agrotment in place betwien SW and the, However this had singe been withdrawn following input
from SW technical repeesentation.

35 17 |251.201/GAST084 N Invits better dated 10/10,/2010 with reference te the Change Order 153 {in refation to INTC 475] the Infraco
made the further ohservation that the CCTV survey undertaken had identified intresions in the sewer that
would require: removal pries to wndertaking the Bning works required undes |NTC 479,

36 17 |INF CORR 6566 N On27/10/10 tie respended confirming that It had net received the Infraco’s CCTV survey detading the
alleged intrusions. [t noted that any works required by the Infrace In this regard should be undertaken in

ith Clawse 22.5 / 65 of the infrace Contract.

37 | 17 [2s0204/6A/7276 N That Infrace respanded on thi: 05/01,/2011, neting that this additional work had been specifically excluded
from its original Estimate under cover of its letter dated 02/11/2010

38 1B |25 1.201/GA/T085 ¥ INTC 654 was Issued by the Infraco on 15/10/2010 {crca 813 calendar days afier the first IFC issue dane!

20 | 18 [ULE-80130.05-BRG.00751 ¥ This INTC was raised by the Infraco, on the grounds that e existing hgh pressure gas main was not
located to the sast of the footpath as had been previcusly detaded in the BOD! drawings.

40 1B |INF CORR B5711C ¥ On25/10/2010 tie responded stating that pursuant to dause 225 of the Infraco Contract the protection
measwes to the gas madn sheudd be the subject of a Compensation Event In accordance with clause b5

a1 18 DG/ 7300 ¥ Thet Infraco in its lecter dated 04/11/2010 challenged tie mterpretation of the Contract.

a2 | 18 [rsron/EAf7a0E ¥ Onthe same day the infraco submitted a second bettes headid ' Bifering facts/drcunmstances o Base Case
| Assurmptions and attrcied its Estimate to protect the existing gas main i the sum of £27, 179,65,

43 19 |INF CORR 6723/ES ¥ Inresponse to the Infraco Estimate, the reaffirmed its position in its letter dated 25/10/2010 where it stated
that the Infraco are obliged to carry out the protection measures to the existing gas man at Water of Leith
Bridge (S} 1E} pursuant to the procedures set cutin Clause 22,5

a4 19 |251.201/GA/T529 Y The Infraco subsequently respended in its better dated 23/11/2010 referring to page 4 of Mr Howie's
Decision on the MUDFA Adjudication whese it Is stated that:-

“Clause 87 and clause 65 are mutually exclusive routes to o remedy for the 1V, and so o Notified Deporture
claim, bekng directed by sub-clouse 80024 fo proceed under clause 80, cannat be the subject of procedure
under clnese 65,7
45 | 19 [INFCORR GR00/ES ¥ that it It inapprog for the Infraco 1o “cherry
d averred that the e of the Decisk { d by
wxrefers) has been taken out of context
46 19 |BSC-POW-135 N A3 a ddencte the reminded the Infraco that although its Permit 1o Commence Works indicated a start date

2010, tie was not notified of these matters unil the 15/10/2010.
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