Proportion

1TEm Value ttribonad tosw| ke Forward value SW's Latest on File Comment T&T Comments GRADE NEW- INFORMATION COMMENTS
T 2
5w maintains that these are covered by [SW are arguing a point n principle andhave
e e made no request for aditionsl information,
i sewer coTv inspections 400000 100% 455,00000 | Ereement. IE to provide copies o [lause 4.4 refersto suveys within DKE plus 2m (etherside). | 1.y 0, forardto the summary sheet asfull value.[We are unaware of what information has been
either letters, emails of Conformation ~[These works refer to surveys taken outwith that area.
b e ey e provided but TAT donohave accesstothe
B R, etails of the FA and any information would
— eed to come from archive.
Isw have a responsibilty under Claused.1 & 4.2 f the 3rdPart IsW are arguing a point in principle and have
- rial Holesin various Trial holeswere required toprovide  [Agreement to provide l contemporaneous data relfating to made no request for addtionsl information.
2 ocations throughout the information on esisting servicesthen i d
5 route to faciitate the 445,88352 0% 16038430 |they areincluded with Clause .4 of the |Apparatuswithin the limits of deviation and particularly 160,284.30 [We are unaware of what information has been
i establishment of existing tie/SW4/CEC agreement andareat Tie's [focusing upon the DKE plus two meters on either side thereo, provided but TAT donohave accesstothe
vater services cost. [Tial holes were deemed necessary e to the non provision of details of the Fa and anyinformation would
lthat complete information from allutiity providers. need to comefrom archive.
[The original apparatus for the Gogar
viain was not in a highway, street or . : " "
1447 330'“'“"’2:”“3":) . 1,838000.00 100% 1,838,000.00 | road and therefore does not fall within Mn il Taken forward to the summary sheet as full value ;‘"’(‘:_"“"f’i'_m"""'“"esw"“"“"“m"s
puersion & Gogar Depor the NRSWA cost sharing legisktion and | e
is a cost for Tie:
1 a5 sewer diversion 179292400 100% 1,792,524.00 |Tie o provide details 1,792,324.00 KIS0 uas g VA TaE s dutilty
[For this variation.
Sw maintain that this item is kerbing
and making good and therefore covered
[sW request for contemporan eous records s
under the original scope of works, TIE [ The original scope of thewarks did include kerb removal andire| i i i
Remove central reserve requireto provide detailed instatement (as noted in the BoQs) however this was for e e ot et et
Py and kerb outerops on T i 5505155 |4 bstantiation o variationfor measured works tems and in local areas to st the works. The _— i
Leith Walk to faciltate 7 consideration by SW, Substantiation to-[claimed works relate to the complete removal of central AT A TRRTRL IR
be provided will include reserve of Leith Walk to allow trffic managem ent to be put in TGNl e A
land any information would need to come
correspondence between TIE and U, [place.
lfromarchive.
contemporaneous records of labour,
plant, materials and sub-contractors
utilised for the works and detailed
reasoning as towhy SW are liable for a
share of the costs associated with these
works
Isw request for contemporaneous records s
Substantiation to be proviced asto why [Works were part of the TV necessary to carry out the works il
this wasnot included inthe original [T was greater than iniially anticipated due to the amount of oot e A Fe o g vt
152 e of MASS barier for [ . 7476845 T ati ided [ackitionsl work associated with unknown services, 27694
[ME mrudeoteinsjens hetween T AT IT&T do no have access tothe details of the FA
Tieand cus, - . an d any information would needto come from
of labour, plant, materialsand sub-  [was subject tomediation. rckives
contractors utilised for the works and
detailed reasoning as to whySW are
liable for a share of the costs associated
with these works
Substantiation to be provided asto why [works were part of the TV necessary to carry out the works. PSS o CoyterpomClsTedots
this wasnot included inthe original [T was greater than initially anticipated due to the amount et iR s e e T
contract. Substantiation to be provided. [of additional work associated with unknown services. provided the detalsof the CUS final account.
169 esign of T 18319850 0% /22650 i nehae-ccrrespondence bebwesn & ,8%50
Tie.and cUS, contemporaneaus records [works included in the agreed final account with CUS which was| e e
& b, plai il s . (st tomesiaion and any information wouldneedto come from
archive.
detailed reasoning as towhySW are
liable for a share of the costs associated
with these works
[sw are arguing a point in principle and have
T —— made no request for adtiona information.
s s ‘V o o [The insurance provision cost would have been a cost tothe
53 resion 70,88351 3% 2549680 |1C1USION OF Insurance Prowisiony - oroject whether it was included at contract award or not. 25,9650 |we are unaware of what information has been
insurance either the contractor of Tie on behalf of
s Reasons for not being in contract areirrelevant. provided but TAT donohave accessto the
cetails of the FA and anyinformation would
need to comefrom archive:
Mote that sw previously accepted the overall
number and it was only the split between the
[Agreement in principle Tieto provide parties which was required.
4 A rchaeological works 12456240 0% 44,205.10 |proposed cost share splt between  [As per splt noted 44,2510

10,264,568.11

relevant parties prior to final acceptance|

[T&T donohave access tothe details of the FA
and any information would need'to come from
archive.

Not on original

sice Entry Manholes

2,225,608.00

100%

2225,60800

No comments received

2,225,60800

Mo comments received from SW.

[T&T donohave access tothe details of the FA
and any information would needto come from
archive.
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