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	Attachment

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

	A
	Mike Rose
	#2.
	Accepted as proposed, except changed “without cost” to “at the contractor’s expense” to clarify who the without cost applied to.
	

	
	
	#3 and #4.
	Accepted as proposed.
	

	B
	Troy Hughes, Travis Koestner and Kirsten Munck of MoDOT
	#1.
	Accepted.
	

	
	
	#2 thru #8 and #10.
	All of these comments are editorial and were incorporated into the specification.
	

	
	
	#9.
	None.
	The current language states just that, payment for this work will be as the work is being done and estimated by the engineer based on the data provided by the contractor to the engineer 2 days prior to the progress estimate date.

	C
	Kirsten Munck, MoDOT
	 #1, #2, #4 thru #7.
	All of these comments are editorial and were incorporated into the specification.
	

	
	
	#3
	None.
	Chamges the intent.  There may be cases that it is impossible to perform the work without disturbing a monumentation.

	
	
	#8.
	
	Listing these items is more appropriate than having a long, strung out sentence to address these items.


* Refer to the referenced attachment to see recommended change.

