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2ST2 Preliminary General Drawings
	AA #
	3
	Vertical Abutment Wall Envelopes
	Yes
	No
	N/A

	
	3.1
	Have the drawings been subject to a detailed QC review? Have review comments been incorporated and verified? Is the QC checklist completed and signed?
	☐	☐	☒
	
	3.2
	Are wall elevations and locations consistent with the adjacent roadway and bridge?
	☐	☐	☐
	
	3.3
	Is a section sketch provided of the wall showing the relationship of the wall to the roadway and bridge?
	☐	☐	☐
	
	3.4
	Are station and elevation points at the top and bottom of wall shown at each break or bend in the wall?
	☐	☐	☐


	AA #
	4
	Draft and Final Preliminary General Drawings (PGDs)
	Yes
	No
	N/A

	
	4.1
	Has the QC checklist been completed and signed, and all comments incorporated and verified?
	☒	☐	☐
	
	4.2
	Have any bents been placed in the channel or on a stream bank? If yes, has this been coordinated with Hydraulics or mitigated?
	☐	☐	☐
	
	4.3
	Have the plans been reviewed for the following constructability/maintenance of traffic concerns:
___ Are staged construction limits compatible with the structure typical section? 
___ Have concerns for setting girders over active roadways been addressed?
___ Are staged construction limits consistent and compatible with substructure staged construction?
___ Is temporary shoring required?
___ Can proposed structures be constructed as shown in the plans (i.e. one stage vs. multiple stages?
___ Is adequate separation provided between existing bridge and new construction or temporary bridges for constructability?
	☐	☐	☐
	
	4.4
	Have concerns with roadway geometry on the bridge been mitigated or coordinated to reduce constructability impacts:
___ Roadway crown points are not used in combination with vertical curves or sharp skews, if possible.
___ Vertical curves are moved off the bridge, if possible.
___ Superelevation transitions are not located on the bridge, if possible.
___ Hydroplaning concerns are mitigated when crest / high point falls on the bridge.
___ Sag points are moved off the bridge and approach slabs.
___ Does the typical section accommodate deck drains if required?
	☐	☐	☐
	
	4.5
	Do the slope protection slopes meet geotechnical limits?
	☒	☐	☐
	
	4.6
	Are there any issues with the bridge/roadway alignment? (Curved/tangent section) 
	☐	☐	☐
	
	4.7
	Have accommodations for future widening under the bridge been coordinated with other disciplines as necessary?
	☐	☐	☐
	
	4.8
	Has the low chord of the bridge been identified?
	☐	☐	☐
	
	4.9
	Does the low chord of the bridge meet hydraulic design requirements?
	☐	☐	☐
	
	4.10
	Is the vertical clearance adequate for the classification of road below?
	☐	☐	☐
	
	
	Drawing Components
	
	
	

	
	4.11
	Does the type of work accurately reflect the major work as shown in the plans?  
	☒	☐	☐
	
	4.12
	Is the hydraulic design data shown correct?
	☐	☐	☐
	
	4.13
	Are the girder types and sizes shown correctly and consistent with the span lengths, spacing, and type of bridge?
	☐	☐	☐
	
	4.14
	Do the bridge elevations, locations, and alignment match roadway data?
	☐	☐	☐
	
	4.15
	Is the correct title block data shown?
	☐	☐	☐
	
	4.16
	Is the location sketch shown correctly?
	☐	☐	☐
	
	4.17
	Is the scale of the drawing adequate for the detail shown?
	☐	☐	☐
	
	4.18
	Are staged construction limits shown?
	☐	☐	☐
	
	4.19
	Are span designations (A, B, C, EB1, EB2, etc.) shown?
	☐	☐	☐
	
	4.20
	Has the design been coordinated sufficiently with other design units?
	☐	☐	☐


	AA #
	5
	Preliminary Header Elevations
	Yes
	No
	N/A

	
	5.1
	Has the QC checklist been completed and signed, and all comments incorporated and verified?
	☒	☐	☐
	
	5.2
	Have header elevation sketches been prepared?
	☐	☐	☐
	
	5.3
	Are header elevations provided at ¼ points for each span?
	☐	☐	☐
	
	5.4
	Are header stations at the begin/end spans consistent with the workpoint stations on the Preliminary General Drawings
	☐	☐	☐
	
	5.5
	Is the vertical curve/profile data used consistent with the Preliminary General Drawings and roadway plans?
	☐	☐	☐




	AA #
	Additional Actions (AA) if necessary

	
	Click or tap here to enter text.



This checklist may not be comprehensive for every project.  It is the responsibility of the reviewer to ensure that an adequate review is performed. 

“As the signed reviewer below, I have reviewed the deliverables for consistency with this checklist and confirm that all applicable items have been satisfactorily completed and additional items not listed in the checklist are also appropriate and complete.”
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	Click or tap here to enter text.
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