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	Attachment

Number
	Commenter and Company Name
	Comment*
	Action Taken
	If No Action Taken, Explain Why

	A
	George Davis, MoDOT.
	Comment #1.
	Accepted.
	

	
	
	Comment #2.
	None.
	Secs 735.2.2 and 735.3.3 would allow heat fusion of PE pipe as currently written.

	
	
	Comment #3.
	None.
	This specification is written for placing liners inside concrete pipe.  To date ,we have not considered placing liners inside corrugated metal pipe (CMP).  This has not been considered feasible because normally the CMP is partially collapsed by the time the pipe has been identified for replacement, restricting the desired flow capacity of the pipe structure.

	B
	Kirsten Munck, MoDOT
	Comments #1, #2, #6, #8, #9, #11, #12,  and #14 thru #17.
	All of these comments are editorial and were incorporated into the specification.
	

	
	
	Comments #3 and #10.
	Rejected.
	These editorial changes were felt not appropriate or needed.  They were considered more of a writing preference than complying with current specification writing rules. 

	
	
	Comment #4.
	Rejected.
	Sec 735.2.2 provides acceptance criteria.

	
	
	Comment #5.
	Revised to place inspection of joint as the contractor’s responsibility.
	

	
	
	Comment #7.
	None.
	Feel the sentence provides clarification.

	
	
	Comment #13.
	None.
	This is felt to be a best practice and a proven method, whereas any other weep hole configuration would be subject to experimentation and time to verify through field performance. 


