

ITT responses to clarification questions CBC 2016-039– Issue 3 dated 14 September 2016

Tender: Southfield Brook Flood Alleviation Scheme
	ID:
	Subject area
	Document / reference
	Clarification Question:
	Responses by Cheltenham Borough Council:

	1
	
	
	Is the ground investigation report mentioned in the site information available for us to see?
	See email dated 26th August 2016 @10:41

	2
	
	
	2) With regards to the borrow pit :					
a) What areas are available for the pit - please provide a location plan		












b) Your quantities indicate a pit of approx 720m3 - what are your sizing requirements for this pit 
i.e deep over a confined area or shallow over a large area to minimise visual impact?

c)  What is the ground investigation information for the pit area?


d) The borrow pit is subject to the landowners agreement - Is the council responsible for negotiating with
the landowner?





e) Can excavated material not suitable for embankment construction be deposited in the borrow pit
or does planning not allow this?





f) Will the borrow pit require top-soiling on completion?
						
									
	
2a The minimum technical requirements for fill material has been specified. No specific borrow pit site has been identified. The Contractor shall procure the fill material from an external source to meet the specification. There may be some excavated material available; particularly when excavating the swale area. This material would be subject to approval for use in the embankment

2b See 2 a) above.

2cThe Ground Investigation Report should be available to download, but only covers the proposed embankment locations.
2d) N/A 




2e) The quality of material after striping the top soil in the Swale area, if found to be unsuitable, shall be disposed of offsite. Topsoil strip from all areas and storage on site for re-use shall be included in the price
2f) Topsoil shall be stripped from all working areas before construction works commence. Upon completion, all areas shall be reinstated with topsoil to existing depths or a minimum of 150mm whichever is the greater.

	3
	
	
	Can existing vegetation removed from the ditch and trees etc. be shredded and spread on site?
	Yes, providing it can be demonstrated that it is not detrimental to the final reinstatement of the grass meadow.

	4
	
	
	Can you confirm that no seeding of new earthworks is required?
	All disturbed working areas shall be grass seeded with an approved grass meadow seed mix.

	5
	
	
	5) Can you confirm that only 3nr proposed trees are required - as indicated on dwg 205?

	Currently it is only envisaged that 3 trees will have to be removed and a small amount of shrubbery adjacent to the existing open channel

	6
	
	
	Can you confirm that all fencing shown on dwg 205 is existing and no new fencing is required?
	All fences shown on the Landscape Plan are existing fences and need to be reinstated to existing condition before the completion of the works

	7
	
	
		Please could you issue Drawing 204628.AL01.00.104 as
Referred to on drawing 2014628.AL.01.00-002 C.
	



	Drawing 204628.AL.01.00.104 is not issued and reference to it is now been removed from Drawing 204628.AL.01.00-002.  Revised drawing 204628.AL.01.00-002 rev-D with note 5 removed is now issued (attached).

	8
	
	
	
Can you please issue a detail showing your requirements for the spillway
	The design of the embankment has now been amended so that FSA will now spill across the entire embankment so topsoil and grass seeding is all that is required on the embankment.

	9
	
	
	What are your bed and surround requirements for the 2nr new pipelines passing under the embankment?
	Proposed that culvert to be encased in low permeability embankment fill. Area around trench to be compacted using hand held compactors around 225mm fill surrounding area.

	10
	
	
	The 300mm diameter pipeline connects into a new 1200mm diameter manhole.  What is the depth of this new manhole?
	Assume for costing purposes this is maximum 1.5m deep. Exact invert to be agreed on site to maintain existing drainage network gradient.

	11
	
	
	What is the diameter of the existing pipe that the manhole in 3) connects on to? and average flows of this pipeline?
	Assume for costing purposes that the outlet is 300mm. Under gravity only (normal conditions) the flow is expected to be no more than 0.2m3/s, with a velocity of around 2m/s. When the storage area is full the flow is expected to be around 0.4m3/s with a velocity greater than 3m/s.

	12
	
	
	The 1350mm diameter manhole on the new 375mm diameter pipeline is to connect onto an existing culvert.  What is the diameter of the existing culvert?
	The outflow pipe, for costing purposes is assumed to be 375mm.

	13
	
	
	What flows does this culvert receive?
	The flow is expected to be no more than 0.2m3/s, with a velocity of less than 1.5m/s.

	14
	
	
	Dwg nr AL.01.00.103 rev D - the ground beneath the bund is annotated as "replace any permeable material under footprint of floodbank with cohesive soil". To what depth do you require this?
	Please assume 250mm excavation and filling with low permeability material. Fill material to comply with Section 3 of CESWI7 Specification Additional Clauses.

	15
	
	
	Same drawing. There is a 250mm deep cut off filled with "well graded low permeability soil with 20 - 30% clay content". It is not clear whether this is the material spec for the bund also.
	Agreed-please ignore this statement and only comply with section 3 of CESWI7 Specification Additional Clauses. 


	16
	
	
	Dwg nr AL.01.00.102 rev B - there is no spec for the bunds, assume these can be formed with excavated material.
	Yes we can use the excavated material provided it is suitable for fill embankment – Please refer to  section 3 of CESWI7 Specification additional clauses.
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