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April 7, 2014







K.E. Project #:  214-525-006
Weber County

Building Inspection Department

2380 Washington Blvd., Suite 240


Ogden, Utah 84401

Phone:  (801) 399-8374

Attention:  Craig Browne, Building Official

Subject:  Ogden City Water Treatment Plant – Follow-up Review Comments
Mr. Browne:
Kimball Engineering has completed the second review (Structural only) of the above mentioned project. Responses, plan revisions and supplemental calculations were submitted to Kimball Engineering on March 3, 2014.  These responses and revisions were provided in regards to our first plan review comments which were dated 02/27/2014.  Some items remain unresolved.  These items are included in the comments attached to this cover letter.  If you have any questions in regards to this project please do not hesitate to contact me. 

Sincerely,
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J KlMBALL

ENGINEERING
A West Coast Code Consultants Company





Mike Molyneux, P.E.   
Attachment:  Comments

Plan Review Comments – No. 2
Project Name:  Ogden City Water Treatment Plant

 

K.E. Project #:  214-525-006
Location(s):  Ogden Canyon, Utah





Structural By:  Mike Molyneux
Code Review By:  John Saunders





Checked By:  Todd Snider

Date of Comments:  04/07/2014 






The responses and revisions provided for the above noted project have been checked. These responses and revisions were made in reference to comments made by Kimball Engineering dated 02/27/2014. The following items require correction, clarification, or additional details before they can be approved. The appropriate design professional must address each comment below and submit a written response in addition to revised plans, specifications and calculations as necessary. Please cloud any revisions made to the construction drawings and provide the date of the latest revision on each revised sheet.

Normal font – initial plan review comments

Bold-italicized font – comments to responses to initial comments

CODE REVIEW COMMENTS:


   All code review comments have been addressed.
MECHANICAL REVIEW COMMENTS:


All mechanical review comments have been addressed.
PLUMBING REVIEW COMMENTS:

  All plumbing review comments have been addressed.
ELECTRICAL REVIEW COMMENTS:

No electrical revisions have been provided to us for this follow up review.
E1. Please provide an available fault current analysis for the electrical system. Please note what the maximum available fault current will be at each electrical panel as required by NEC 110.9 and 110.10 and Field Markings need to be provided as indicated in Article 110.24 of the NEC.

In your response letter you mentioned that the contractor is to provide an updated fault current analysis and a overcurrent protective device coordination study. I have spoken with the Weber County Building Official about this issue and he is ok with the contractor providing this information. However, he wants a note on the actual plans (in addition to the specifications) specifying that the contractor is to provide this information to the Weber County Building Dept. for approval prior to the installation of the electrical system.  Please provide this note on the plans and submit the revised sheets.
E2. Please show, or note on the plans, that this building is required to have a Ufer ground and the main panel grounding bus bar must have a grounding electrode conductor extend from it to the Ufer ground. Also please note that the grounding electrode conductor for the transformer will connect to building steel. NEC 250. 

In your response letter you noted that sheet GE-2 has been updated to contain this information. Please provide this revised sheet for us to verify compliance.
E3. Sheet GE-2:  Please address the following:

A. In the Main Distribution Panelboard drawing, under the 1600AT, it indicates to see drawing E-x. It appears that this referenced drawing has not been included in the set of drawings. Please clarify.

Please provide the revised sheet with the changed drawing reference as noted in your response letter.
B. In the Main Distribution Panelboard drawing, under the 600AT, it indicates to see drawing E-x. It appears that this referenced drawing has not been included in the set of drawings. Please clarify.

Please provide the revised sheet as noted in your response letter.
E4. Sheet GE-3:  In the Single Line Diagram above the 600A MCP it notes to See Sheet GE-3. Is this the correct reference or should it reference Sheet GE.2 for continuance?
Please provide the revised sheet with the changed drawing reference as noted in your response letter. No electrical revisions have been provided to us for this follow up review.
GEOTECHNICAL COMMENTS:

G1. Resolved.
STRUCTURAL COMMENTS:
Structural Drawings:
S1. Resolved.
S2. Resolved.
S3. Resolved.
S4. Sheet S103:  Please address the following:
A. Resolved.
B. Detail 122/S103 is shown at gridlines A and 4. This detail could not be found. Please clarify.
Please provide a revised Sheet S103 with the revised detail indicating detail 122/S304.
S5. Resolved.
S6. Resolved.
S7. Resolved.
Structural Calculations:
S8. – S13.  Resolved.
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