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Annex A




redacted 11(2)

- - AR

From: redacted 11(2)
Sent; 01 May 2019 12:45
To: redacted 11(2)
Subject: Efff - SW - Lesmahagow -
Follow Up Flag: Follow:up
Flag Status: Flagged

redacted
Dear;;

out of scope

out of scope . . . L
P he location of the uncovered manhole are contained in the second

attachment,

.'

¢ ff

. n320027 28-03-...

redacted 10(5)(b)

d
| have been asked to send this request to you b *°**¢ 11®

Thank you for your assistance in this matter.

Yours sincerely
redacted 11(2)




redacted 11(2)

For agency and travel informalion visit our website.
Please see our privacy policy to find out why we collect personal information and how we use it



| & Tezeo Superture~ Gagglen X,._,‘




---Original Messade~-—--

From redacted 11(2)

Sent: 24 June 2019 08:22
To.redacted 11(2)

redacted 11(2)
Subject; M74 jct 10 Manhole

Good MOanﬂgredaCtEd 11(2)

| arranged for our guys to go to site on Saturday morning and take some photo's as attached.
The flow of the Manhole is running parallel with the M74 in the N/B direction. There does not
appear to be any outfalls from the M74 side indicating that the trunk road drainage system in
connected to the system, however it may be connected to the main carrier pipe.

The overall depth of the manhole is approximately 3.4 metres deep, with 2 x 500mm inlets and a
1.2metre outlet, The area has been protected by pedestrian barrier.

Kind Regards
redacted 11(2)

Follow us on twitter @ScotTranserv




redacted 11(2)

From: redacted 11(2)

Sent: 28 June 2019 09:35
redacted 11(2)

To:

Ce; i

Subject: RE: M74 jet 10 Manhole
Attachments; Sniplmage.jpg

Hiredacted 11(2)

Yes we checked the vault in SRWR and this only the manholes and gullies within the Trunk Road Boundary, which it
did highlight a Scottish Water Sewer which is in black on the attachment, which could be this system which we have
protected although it doesn’t show the manholes.

Kind Regards
redacted 11(2)

Ero m.:redacted 11(2)

Sent: 28 June 2019 09:22
toredacted 11(2)

redacted 11(2)
Cesredacted 11(2)

Subject: RE; M74 jct 10 Manhole

ThanksredaCted 11(2)

As | mentioned yesterday — could you get someone fo run a C2 (NRSWA) check to see if it throws
up anything?

Thanks
‘redacted 11(2)




redacted 11({2)
Subject: RE: M74 jct 10 Manhole

Good Momjngredacted 11(2)

| have attached the photos of the newly installed fencing.

Kind regards

redacted

From:
Sent: 27 Jun 2019 19:03

Subject: RE: M74 jct 10 Manhole

That is out thought although the only way to fully determine that would be to do the CCTV survey.,

Kind Regards



" Given the visual and dye tests and also the fact:that this asset is not on-our registet, 1 the assumption that it is not linked to trunk
road assets i.e. it is not ours?

redacted

11(9 Was a land search done of the area of land in question? Did that show anything

Regards
redacted
11(2)

Please see out privacy policy to find out why we collect personal information and how we use it

-=Original Messagg-----
From: Feédacted 11(2)

Sent: 26 June 2019 18:03
redacted 11(2)

Subject: RE: M74 jet 1U Manhole

iredacted
14(2)

An update on where we are : To confirm that the fencing has been completed around the manhole 1. A dye test was catried out
yesterday at a number of the gullies on the slip road adjacent to the manholes, it doesn't appear to be connected at that point and
1o lrace was detected within either of manholes,

Hi

The second manhole is protected currently by barrier and we will ook to install the replacement finger if possible, failing that 1
would suggest that we protect this manhole in the same manner as the first one, by fencing it off.

Kind Regards

redacted
112)

ceeesQriginal Meseaog.—-

Fro m;redacteol 11(2)

Sent: 24 June 2019 18:56

To: redacted 11(2)

Ce:

Subject: RE: M74 ject 10 Manhole
redacted

Hy1(2)

I think we need to, to see if its connected to the trunk road drainage system and carry out the dye test, which is organised for
tomerrow. I don't think it's too big to be associated with the local roads, however cannot see what it could be connected to. We
have gullies on the slip road parallel to the drain so we can check this tomogrow.

There is another manhole a very short distance away which our guys protected this one also with pedestrian barrier, The giys
have only reported these 2 manholes in the avea, there is the possibility that it's just a missing conerete finger on the second
manhole and | THINK. there is one of these within the area, which I will get the guys to check to see if this is reusable, if so we
will put it in place on Wednesday failing that it will be made safe.




We will have permanently fenced this off by Wednesday 26th June and [ will let you know about the dye test too.

Kind regards

redacted
11(2)

----- Orieinal Message—---
From edacted 11(2)

Sent: 24 sune 2u1y Lyio0
To:redacted 11(2)

Ce!
Subject: RE: M74 jet [0 Manhole

redacted
Thanks4 P

Do you think the dye test is still required to confirm whose asset it is? Does it look too large to serve the adjacent local
roads/paths? Also, one of the pictures shows red barriers at the bottom of a bright manhole (as opposed to the blue ones in the
manhole in question). Are thereé a series of these in the verge and are they all uncovered?

Regards

redacted
11(2)
Please see our privacy policy to find out why we collect personal information and how we use it

FromFedacted 11(2}

Sent: 24 June 2019 022 -
To:fedacted 11(2)

Subject: v1s4 jor Lu mvannow

Good Mernmgge,]o([g?ed

I arranged for our gays to go to site on Saturday moming and take some photo's as aftached.

The flow of the Manhole is tunning paralle] with the M74 in the N/B direction. Thete does not appear to be any outfalls from the
M74 side indicating that the trunk ioad drainage system in connected to the system, however it may be connected to the main
carrier pipe.

The overall depth of the manhwole is approximately 3.4 metves deep, with 2 x 500mm infets and a |.2metre outlet. The area has
been protected by pedestrian barrier.

Kind Regards
redacted 11(2)

Fallow us on twitter @ScotTranserv
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redacted 11(2)

redacted 11(2)

From:

Sent: 28 June 2019 10:43

To: redacted 11(2)

Cc:

Subject: FW: M74 jct 10 Manhole
Attachments; Sniplmagejpg

redacted 11(2)

As per our conversation, please see the sectlon from the mast northwards.

Red line - Scottish Power
Black line- Scottish Water Sewer.,

Kind Regards
redacted
11(2)

l:rcmredac’ced 11(2)

Sent: 28 lune 2019 09:35
Toredacted 11(2)

redacted 11(2)
cc:redacted 11(2)

Subject: RE: M74 jct 10 Manhole
Hredacted 11(2)

Yes we checked the vault in SRWR and this only the manholes and gullies within the Trunk Road Boundary, which it
did highlight a Scottish Water Sewer which is in black on the attachment, which could be this system which we have
protected although it doesn’t show the manholes.

Kind Regards

redacted
11(2)

d
Fromre acted 11(2)

Sent: 28 june 2019 U912
Tosedacted 11(2)

redacted 11(2)
ccredacted 11(2)

Subject: RE: M74 jct 10 Manhole

Thanksredacted 11(2)

As | mentioned yesterday — could you get someone to run a C2 (NRSWA) check to see if It throws
up anything?

Thanks




redacted 11(2)

redacted 11(2)

From:

Sent: L JUTES LA 13 UL

To: redacted 11(2)

Subject: M74 jct 10 Manhole

Attachments: IMG_4027.JPG; IMG_4028.JPG! IMG_4029.JPG; IMG_4030.JPG; IMG_4031.JPG

Good Momingredacted 11(2)

| arranged for our guys to go to site on Saturday morning and take some-photo's as attached.

The flow of the Manhole is running parallel with the M74 in the N/B direction. There does not
appear to be any outfalls from the M74 side indicating that the trunk road drainage system in
connected to the system, however it may be connected to the main carrier pipe.

The overall depth of the manhole is approximately 3.4 metres deep, with 2 x 500mmi inlets and a
1.2metre outlet. The area has been protected by pedestrian barrier.

Kind Regards
redacted 11(2)

edacted 11(2)

This email has been scanned by the Symantec Email Security. cloud service.
For more information please visit http:/fwww.symanteccloud.com
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redacted 11(2)
cim

Sent: 10 June 2019 16:09
To:redacted 11(2)

Ce:
Subject: redacted - Lesmahagow redacted 11(2)

A A TN

importance: High
redacted
Hiti o)
redactedout of scope
11(2)

Can you advise whether or not your operatives actually went down into the shaft? If not would it
be possible for them to do so in order to establish who might be responsible for this and if so can
this be done before 26" June.

Also we would like the area around the shaft to be fenced off. Can you raise a bid for this work to
be carried out.

Regards
redacted 11(2)




dacted 11(2
From:re acte (2)

Sent: 20 May 2019 18:32
To redacted 11(2)

Subject:redacted 11(2) Lesmahagow _redacted 11(2)

redacted

11(2) .
Please find attached photographs of {1} footpath, {2} location of manhole in relation to footpath — the top
of the blue barrier can just be seen in the middle above the bund of ground, (3 and 4), manhole with biue temporary
barrier which has been erected at some point. We have not heen able to identlfy the owner of the manhole.

redacted 11(2)

meredacted 11(2)

Sent: 01 May 2019 12:45
Toredacted 11(2)

Ce:
redacted 11(2)
Subjectredacted - Lesmahagow - I’edaCted 11(2)

redacted
Deal1 1(2)

out of scope

out of scope , . .
P the location of the uncovered manhole are contained in the second

attachment.

out of scope . .
we are trying to establish who owns the

mannoie.

We would be grateful if you could arrange for cne of your operatives to visit the site to establish
who the manhole belongs to. We would be obliged if they couid also take photos of the manhole
and the location to give us a better understanding of where it is in relation to the footpath.

2



From‘_redacted 11{2)

Sent: 21 June 2019 16:04
Toredacted 11(2)

Cc:
redacted 11(2)

Subject: RE: M74 Lesmahagow Manhole

redacted
114N

The priority action was ta go down into the manhale and determine if it was a plece of utllity infrastructure
or road drainage, and if the latter, to then to determine if it served the trunk or local roads (i.e. which was
were the pipe feeding into it from),

This is what | was told was getting done oh 11 June in our emails and over our phone calls.
out of scope

This is the urgent aspect as we need to confirm if the
not, it need to be an urgent priority and fed back to TS?

ours or nof. Has that been done and if

Regards
redacted 11(2)




Redacted (11(2)

From:

Sent: 28 June 2019 07:11

To: Redacted (11(2)

Ces Redacted (11(2)

Subject: RE: M74 jct 10 Manhole

Attachments: IMG_4075,jpg; IMG_4076,jpg; IMG_4077 jpg; IMG_4078,jpg; IMG_4079.jpg

GOOd MorninERedaCted (1 1 (2)

| have attached the photos of the newly instalied fencing.

Kind regards

Bedacted

Froni:

Sent: 2+ Jun 2ULY 1YU3S
To: Redacted (11(2)

Redacted (11(2)

Subjeet: RE: M74 jet 10 Manhole

Redacted
That is out thought although the only way to fully determine that would be to do the CCTV survey.

Kind Regards
Redacted (11(2)




..... lln"v.ﬂ MMacearreanan.

From Redacied (11(2)

Sent: 27 June.2019 09:46

To:Redacted (V1@ oo

Cc:Redacted (11(2) - A o T ‘e
Subiect: RE: M74 jct 10 Manhole

Redacte
Thanks 4 (11(2)

Given the visual and dye tests and also the fact that this asset is not on our register, I the assumption that it is not linked to trunk
road assets i.e. it is not ours?

Redacted . , land search done of the area of land in question? Did that show anything

(11(2)
Regards
Redacted
(11(2)

Please see our privacy policy to find out why we collect personal information and how we use it

----- QOriginal Messagg--~-«
rromPedacted (11(2)

Sent: 26 June 2019'18:03
To:Redacted (11(2)

Cer e

Slib_]ect RE: M74 jet 10 Manhole

HiRedacted

44N
An update on where we are : To confirm that the fencing has been completed around the mathole 1, A dye test wag cariied out
yesterday at a number of the gullles on the slip road adjacent to the manholes, it dogsn't appear to be commected at that point and
no trace was detected within either of manholes,

"The second manhole is protected currently by barrier and we will look to install the replacement finget if possible, failing that 1
would suggest that we protect this manhole in the sarme manner as the first one, by fencing it off,

Kind Regards

Redacted
{111

-—---Orieinal Messagg----«
From:Redacted (11(2)

Sent: 24 June 2019 18:56
To:Redacted (11(2)

Cc:

Subject: RE: M4 ] jet 10 Manhole

Redacted (11(2)



I think we need to, (o see if its connected Lo the trunk road drainage system and carry out the dye test, which is organised for
tomorrow. I don’t think-it's too big to be associated with the local roads, however cannot see what it could be connected to. We
have gullies on the slip road parallel fo the diain so-we can check this tomorrow.

There is another manhole a very short distance away which our guys protected this one also with pedestrian barrier, The guys
have only reported these 2 manholes in the area, there is the possiblhty that it's just a missing concrete finger on the second
manhole and I THINK there is one of these within the area, which I will get the guys to check to see if this is reusable, if so we
will put it in place on Wednesday fatling that it will be made safe.

We will have permanently fenced this off by Wednesday 26th June and I will fet you know about the dye test too,

#Kind regards

Redacted
f11(0

----- Original Message-—--
From:Redacted (11(2)

Sent: 24:1iHg 2019 10:35
ToRedacted (11(2)

CC

Subject; Kb m/4 jet LU Manhole

ThanksRedact
~

Do you think the dye test s still required to confirm whose asset it'is? Does it look oo large to serve the adjacent local
roads/paths? Also, one of the pictures shows red barriers at the bottom of a bright manhole (as opposed to the blue ones in the
manhole in question)..Are there a series of these in the verge and are they all uncovered?

Regards

Redacted
(11(2)

Please see our privacy policy to find out why we collect personal information and how we use it

----~Original Message--rm-
From: Redacted (11(2)

Sent; za vuus aviz vo.sa B o )
To: Redacted (11(2),, S i —————
Subject: M74 jot 10 Maniole

Hedacte

Good Moring (1490

I arranged for our guys to go to site on Saturday morning and take some photo's as attached,

The fiow, of the Manhole is running parallel with the M74 in the N/B direction. There does not appear to be any outfalls from the
M74 side indicating that the trunk road drainage systein in connected to the system, however it may be connected to the main
carrier pipe.

The overall depth of the manhole is approximately 3.4 metres deep, with 2 x 500mm inlels and a |.2metre outlet. The area has
been protected by pedestrian barrier.

Kind Regards

gﬁedacted {11(2)
Network Manager

ScotlandTranSery
150 Polmadie Road : Glasgow : G5 OHD

W www.scotlandtranserv.co,uk

Follow us on twitter @ScotTranserv
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Redacted (11(2)
Cc
Subject: FW; M74 jct 10 Manhole

Redacted (11(2}

As per our conversation, please see the section from the mast northwards.

Red line - Sco_ttish Power
Black line- Scottish Water Sewer.

Kind Regards
Redacted (11(2)

Redacted (11{2
From: cted (11(2)

Sent: 28 June 2019 09:35

To:Redacted (11(2) '
Redacted {11(2)

cc:Redacted (11(2)

Subject: RE: M74 jct 10 Manhole

HiRedacted
(11(2)

Yes we checked the vault in SRWR and this only the manholes and gullies within the Trunk Road Boundary, which it
did highlight a Scottish Water Sewer which is in black on the attachment, which could be this system which we have
protected although it doesn’t show the manholes.

Kind Regards

Redacted
{11(2)

Redacted (11(2
From ed (11(2)
Sent: 28 June 2019 09:22
ToRedacted (11(2)

Redacted (11(2)
Cc:Redacted (11(2)
Subject: RE; M74 jct 10 Manhole

Redacted
Thanksﬁ 1(2)

As | mentioned yesterday — could you get someone to run a C2 (NRSWA) check to see if it throws
up anything?

Thanks
Redacted (11(2)

Transport Scotland
Buchanan House

58 Port Dundas Road
Glasgow

G4 OHF




Redacted (11(2)

me:Redacted (11(2)
Sent: 28 June 2019 07:11

To: Redacted (11(2)
Redacted (11(2)

Cc:Redacted {11(2)
Redacted (11(2)
Subject: RE: M74 jct 10 Manhole

Good Morning Redacted (11(2) 4

| have attached the photos of the newly installed fencing.

Kind regards

Redact

Kegaras

Sent with BlackBerry Work (www.blackberry.com)
Fron

Sent: 27 Jun 2019 19:03

To:

Subject: RE: M74 jct 10 Manhole

11(2)




That is out thought although the only way to fully determine that would be to do the CCTV survey.

Kind Regards:

Redacted

(11(2)
----- Origindl Message----
Froin:Redacted (11(2)
Sent: 27 June 2019 0946
To:Redanted (112).. .
Ce: Redact I
Subject: |

Redact
Thank: od

Given the viswal and dye tests and also the fact that this asset is not on our register, I the assumption that it is not linked to trunk
road assets i.e, it is not ours?

Redact
ed

Regards

Redacted
(11(2)

r1ease seo our privacy policy to find out why we collect personal information and how we use it

Was a land search done of the area of land in question? Did that show anything

-----Origingl Message-=---

From: Redacted (11(2)

Sent: 20 June 2U1Y 18:U3
ToRedacted (11(2)

Ce: Redacted (11(2)

Subject; RE; M74 jet 10 Manhole

Redacted

{11
An update on where we are : To confirm that the fencing has been completed around the manhole 1. A dye test was carried out
yéstarday st a number of the gullies on the slip road adjacent to the manholes, it doesn't appeat to be connected at that point and
1o trace was detected within either of manholes,

The second manhole is protected currently by batvier and we will look to install the replacement finger if possible, failing that [
would suggest that we protect this manhole in the same manner as the first one, by fencing it off.

Kind Regards
Redacted

444

..... Original Messsge———

Fromiedacted (11(2)
Seni: 24 June2019 18:56




Redacted (11(2)
To

Ce
Subject: RE: W74 jot 10 Manhole

HiReda - f:":

cted
I think we need to, 1o see if its connected to the trunk road drainage system and carry out the dye test, which is organised for
tomorrow; I don’t think it's too big to be associated with the Jocal roads, however cannot see what it could be connected to. We
have gullies on the slip road parallel to the drain so we can check this tomoriow.

There is another manhole a very short distance away which our guys protected this one also with pedestrian barrier: The guys
have only reported these 2 manholes in the area, there is tlie possibility that it's just a missifg concrete finiget on the second
manhole and I THINK. there is one of these within the area, which T will get the guys to check to see if this is reusable, if so we
will put it in place on Wednesday failing that it will be made safe.

We will have permanently fenced this off by Wednesday 26th June and I will let you know about the dye test too.

Kind regards

Redacte
d(11{2)

—wa=Original Message-«---
From: Redacted (11(2)

Sent: 24 June 2019 11135
To:Redacted (11(2)

Ce:

SubJuuu. MMy LTLETT JWh LW ATIHLLINY

Redacte

Do you think the dye test fs still required to confirm whose asset it is? Does it look too large to serve the adjacent local
roadsfpaths? Also, one of the pictures shows red barriers at the bottom of a bright manhole (as opposed to the blue ones in the
manhole in question), Are there a seties of these in the verge and are they all uncovered?

Regards

Redacted
(11(2)

Please see our privacy policy to find out why we collect personal information and how we use it

—--QOriginal Message----
Fromedacted (11(2)

Sent; 24 June 2019 08:22
ToRedacted (11(2)
Sui)Jch: WE /4 JUL 1Y IVIROOO S

Redac
Good Morningied

I arranged for our guys to go to site on Saturday morning and take some photo's as attached.

The flow of the Manhole is running parallel with the M74 in the N/B direction. There does not appear to be any outfalls from the
M74 side indicating that the trunk road drainage system in connected to the system, however it may be connected to the main
cartier pipe.

The overall depth of the manhole is approximately 3.4 metres deep, with 2 x 500mm inlets and a 1.2mefre outlet. The area has
been protected by pedestrian barrier.

Kind Regards
Redacted {11(2)

. Scotland TranServ
150 Polmadie Road ; Glasgow : G5 OHD




Redacted (11(2)

L —
Erom: Redacted (11(2)
Sent: 11 June 2019 16:47
To: Redacted
Subject: ﬁéé;:;tad' Lesmahagow - Redacted (11(2) Information to TranServ for
"'m6ie detaited inspection and temporary fence erection - 11 June 2019
Redacted

ft4im

With apologies for the file size, here are some emails from the recent past on this which Andy was helping
us out with. It might be the Tesco one you mentioned on the phone.

d (10(5)(b)

Hedacle " We askedRedacto check out the manhole and to see if it was ours. On 20 May Redact provided
photos and said it wasi't established whose It was.

Estabilshing ownership of the manhole is key soRF_JdaCt and | discussed and then emailedRedactio see if the
lads had gone down into the manhole so that they could say if it was a roads one (and whether from the
motorway or the adjacent local road) or a utility. We're still unsure on that. Therefore, can you please check

that point and if thev didn an in ran thev An sa nlaasa and take photos of the insides to indicate whose
manhole it is? edacted (10(5)(b)

Redacteysked Sc Water to go check it and they replied below (not theirs) but is it linked to the m'way or the
local road.

Gan you also confirm if it is on the STS asset register/IRIS please and provide a screen shot?

Also, can you please arrange for the erection of a temporary fence to stop anyone falling in please and
send the bid toRedacted (11(2)

Thanks

Redacted
(11(2)

Please see our privacy policy fo find out why we collect personal information and how we use it

me:Hedacted (11(2)

Sent: 11 June 2019 16:25
To:Redacted (11(2)
Ce:

Redacted (11(2),. .., .._
Subject:

S Y I

Redacted {11(2)

As discussed.




Scottish Water have attended the site and confirmed the manhole is not theirs. It is a roads
surface water culvert, He has sprayed the footpath with blue paint as a marker for the location of
the culvert.

The footpath is located at the very back of Tesco car park beyond the télephone mast. These are
the co-ordinates given by the solicitors

Approximately 85°392'05.3"N 3°53'40.7"W on Google

but Scottish Water could not locate it using this information. | have attached the photos taken
previously by Transerv,

Lesmahagow,do..,

Regards

Redacted
(11(2)

Redacted (11(2)
From

Sent: 10 June 2019 16:09
To:Redacted (11(2)

Ce:

Subject: FW:
Importance: High

Hi‘l:ir?dac’s :

Redacted (11(2 . .
edacted (11( )WBI'G havifig another chaf-about this case.

Can you advise whether or not your operatives actually went down into the shaft? If not would it be
possible for them to do so in order to establish who might be responsible for this and if so can this be done
before 26™ June.

Also we would like the area around the shaft to be fenced off. Can you raise a bid for this work to be
carried out.



s g R
From edacted (11(2)

Sent: 28 June 2019 09:35
To:Redacted (11(2)
Redacted (11{2)

Smm74jct 10 Manhole

. Redacted
Hi(11(2)

Yes.we checked the vault in SRWR and this only the manholes and gullies within the Trunk Road
Boundary, which it did highlight a Scottish Water Sewer which is in black on the attachment, which
colild be this system which we have protected although it doesn’t show the manholes.

Kind Regards
Redacted {(11(2)

eromRedacted (11(2)
Sent: 23 June 2uiy UYL _
ToRedacted (11(2) B

Redacted (11(2)

Subject: RE: M74 jct 10 Manhole
Redacted
Thanks(11(2)

As | mentioned yesterday - could you get someone to run a C2 (NRSWA) check to
see if it throws up anything?

Thanks
Redacted (11(2)

Redacted (11(2)
From:

Sent: 28 June 2019 U711
TotRedacted (11(2)

Redacted (11(2)




Redacted
Thank:

(11(2)
Given the visual and dye tests and also the fact that this asset is not on our register, I the assumption that it is
not linked to trunk road assets i.e. it is not ours?

???13{021;3 Was a land search done of the area of land In question? Did that show amything
Regards

Redacted

(11(2)

Please see our privacy policy to find out why we collect personal information and how we use it
----- Qririnal Messaogaa---
From:iedacted (11(2)

Sent: 26 June 2U1Y 18:U3 .
Redacted (11(2) i

sSupject: KB vi/4 3ot 10 Manhoie

iReda”~ i

cted ”

An update on where we are : To confirm that the fencing has been completed around the manhole 1 . A dye test
was cartied out yesterday af a number of the gullies on the slip road adjacent to the manholes, it doesn't appear
to be connected at that point and no trace was detected within either of manholes.

H

The second manhole is protected currently by barrier and we will lock to install the replacement finger if
possible, failing that I would suggest thet we protect this manhole in the same manner as the first one, by

fencing it off.
Kind Regards

Redacted
(11(2)

From:Redacted {(11(2)

Sent: 24 June 2019 18:56
Redacted (11(2)

Subject: RE: M74 jct 10 Manhole

Redacted
(11(2)

1 think we need to, to see if its connected Lo the trunk road drainage system and catry out the dye test, which is
organised for tomorrow. I don’t think if's too big to be associated with the local roads, however cannot see what

5




it could be connected to. We have gullies on the slip road parallel to the drain so we can check this tomoriow,

There is another manhole a very short distance away which our guys protected this one also with pedestrian,
barrier. The guys have only reported these 2-manholes in the area, there is the possibility that it's just a missing
concrete finget on the second manhole and 1 THINK thers is one of these within the aiea, which T will get the
guys to check to see if this is reusable, if so we will put it in place on Wednesday failing that.it will be made
safe.

We will have permanently fenced this off by Wednesday 26th June and I will let you'know about the dye test
too,

Kind regards
Redacted
(11(2)

----- Original Message-——-
From: hedacted {11(2)

Senti 24 June2019 10:35

To:Redacted (11(2)

Ce;

Subject: RE: M74 jet 10 Manhole
Redacted

Thanks(11(2)

Do you think the dye test is still required to confirm whose asset it is? Does it look too latge to serve the
adjacent local roads/paths? Also, one of the pictures shows red barriers at the bottom of a bright manhole (as
opposed to the blue ones in the manhole in question). Are there a series of these in the verge and are they all

uncovered?
Régards
Redacted (11(2)
Pleasé see our privacy policy to find out why we collect personal information and how we use it
From: Redacted (11(2)

Sent: 24 June 2019 08:22
Redacted (11(2)

Subject: M74 jot 10.Manhole
Good MomiingRedact
el
I arranged for our giiys to go to site on Saturday morning and take sonte photo's as attached.
The flow of the Manhole is funning parallel with the M74 in the N/B direction. There does not appeat to be any
outfalls from the M74 side indicating that the trunk road drainage system in connected to the system, however it

may be connected to the main carrier pipe,

The overall-depth of the manhole is approximately 3.4 metres deep, with 2 x 500nim inlets and a 1;2metre
outlet. The area has been protected by pedesirian barrier.
Kind Regards
Redacted (11(2)
Network Manager
¢ SeotlandTranServ

150 Polmadie Road : Glasgow ; G5 OHD
Redacted (11(2)
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Client :

Hamilton
Industrial
Services

HAMILTON INDUSTRIAL SERVICES
1 TENNABNT AVENUE
EAST KiL BRIDE
Tal: 01355 246333
Fax; 01355 246033
Email:

Project-information

) Profect name ;
SCOTLAND TRANSERV M74 JN1ON

Confract Mumber : Contact: ' Date :
08/07/2018

Client:

Contact Name:
Department;
Road:

Town:

County:
Telephone:
Fax:

Mobile:

E-mail:

SCOTLAND TRANSERV
Redacted (11(2}

150 POLMADIE ROAD
GLASGOW

G5 OHD
Redacted (11(2)

Site:

Contact Name:
Department:
Road:

Town:

County:
Telephone:
Fax:

Mohbile:

E-mail:

M74 JUNCTION 10

M74 NORTHBOUND

Contractor
Contact Name:
Department:
Road:

Town:

County:
Telephone:
Fax:

Maobile:

E-mail:

HAMILTON INDUSTRIAL SERVICES
Redacted (11(2)

Redacted (11(2}

Redacted (11(2)

SCOTLAND TRANSERY M74 JN1O'NORTHEOUND / Page: ?




Client :

HAMILTON INDUSTRIAL SERVICES

Hamilton Redacted
Industrial (11{2)
Services

Project-information

Project name;: Gonteact Number ; Contact Date ;
SCOTLAND TRANSERY M74 JN1ON 08/07/2019

FURTHER CLEANING WORKS REQUIRED ON TWO SECTIONS OF PIPE TO REMOVE ROOTS
AND TO ALLOW FURTHER SURVEY.

$4 REQUIRES DEBRIS TO BE REMOVED FROM MANHOLE TO ALLOW ANY FURTHER
UPSTREAM SURVEYS.

SCOTLAND TRANSERY M74 JN10 NORTHBOUND // Page: 2




Place : LESMAHAGOW

Hamilton

HANILTOM INDUSTRIAL SERVICES

) Redacted
Industrial (11(2)
Services
Inspection report
Dale: Jaks number : Weather : Sewer calegory Saclion number : PLR suffx:
08/07/2019 07/19/038 Dry 1 X
Present : Vehlcle: | Gaméra ! Preset : Cleaned ; Onerafor !
Redactad no Redacted
Place : LESMAHAGOW Lacatlon delalls; WOODS UIS MH B1
Road : M74 JUNCTION 1¢ Catchmant: U/S Depth :
lLocation Tape number : DIS MH: 83
Inspection 51 (I8} 83 Pipe length ; 2.50 m /S Depth ¢
Use: Surface water Pipe shape : Circular
Year laid : 4 Pipe size : 1100 mm
Purpose ! Sample survay to determin asset condition Pipe materiat ; Gonerete
Total langth Lining :
Comment :
1:405 Positlon Code  OCbservation Grade
0.60 ST Stari of survey (Milsc) O
2.80 MH Manhote Remarks: 51 {Conslr) 0
0.60 V. Water level, 5% of sewer helght Remarks: LIVE  (Serv} 0
40.80 GO General observation Remarks: Barrler Visible {Misc) 0
Within MH 83
49.80 ME Manhole Remarks: S3 {Constr} ¢
49.80 FH Finish survey {Misc) 0
Stiuctira) Defests Constructional Features
Sarvice Defacts Miscallaneous Featuras
STR rio def STR poak STR mean STR total STR grade SER no def SER peak SER maan SER tolal SER grade
[] [] [ [ 1 [] 0 [1] [) E]

SCOTLAND TRANSERV M74 UJN10 NORTHROUND Jf Page: 3




Place : LESMAHAGOW

HAMILTON INDUSTRIAL SERVICES

Hamlltqn Redacted
Industrial (1 1(2)
Services
Ingpection report
Dats : Job nueber : Wealher ! Sewer calegory: Seclion pumber.: PLR suffix:
0B/07/2019 47191038 Dry. 2 X
Prasent: Vehicle : Camera: Preset: Cleaned : Qnaralar ¢
Redactad no Redacted
Place ; LESMAHAGOW Location délalls:  WQODS IS MH: 82
Road.: M74 JUNCTION 10 Calchment; U/S Deplh
Laocation Tape number ; DS MH: 51
Inspection &1 {U/s) 82 Pipe length : 2,60 mi D48 Depth :
Use: Surface water Pipa shape Clioutar
Year laid : z Plpe size : 1100 mm
Purpoga Sample survey to determin assef condition Plpe material : Concreta
Total length : Lining |
Comment :
1:50  Position Cods  Ohservation Grade
0.60 ST Stard of survey (Misc) O
0:60 MH  Manhole Remarks: S1 (Const} 0
0.80 WL Water level, 5% of sewer height Remarks: LIVE  (Serv) 0
3.60 MH  Manhole Remarks; 52 {Consir) 0
3.60 FH Finlsh stevey (Misc} 0
Stuckural Dalesls Constrisetlannl Featutes
Seivice Dafects Miscellanacus Fealres
STR ro def STR peak STRmean STR talal STR grade SER no daf SER peak SER mean SER letal SER grade
0 o [} [] 1 ¢ [] [ 1

SCOTLAND TRANSERV M74 JN10 NORTHBOUND /f Pageid




Place ; LESMAHAGOW

HAMILTON INDUSTRIAL SERVICES

Hamilton Redacted
Industrial (11(2)
Services
Inspection report
Dale : Job number: Weather : Sewer categary: Seclion number ; PLR suftlx:
08/07I2019 a7M91038 Bry 3 X
Present : Vehicle.:. Gamera : Preset: Cleaned : Operalor ;
Redacte no Redactad
Plage LESMAHAGOW Location details:  WOODS S MH:; INCET 8
Road : M74 JUNGTION 10 Catchment: U/S Depth :
Location Tape number | D/S MH: 52
Inspection 82 (UiS) INLET B Fips length : 2650 m D/IS Depth ;
Use: Surface water Plpe shape : Gircular
Year lafd : Z Pipe size : 550 mm
Purgose Sample survay to determin asset eendition Plpe matertal : Goncrete
Total length : Lining :
Commeni:
1:360 Position Codée  Observation Grade
0.60 ST Start of survey {Mlsc} 0
0.60 MH  Manhole Remarks: 52 {Consin) 0
0.60 GO General observation Remarks: INLET PIFE B {Misc) 0
0.60 WL Water level, 5% of sewer height Remarks: LIVE ~ (Serv) 0
44.30 MH Manhole Remarks: S4 {Constr} 0
44.30 GO General observation Remaiks: Debris Visible In - (Misc) O
MH S4
44,30 FH Firlsh survey (Mlsc) O
Styuntural Defocts Constructionat Fealures
Service Defacts Miscellanedus Features
STR no def STR paak STR maan STR tetal STR grade SER no def ‘SER paak SER mean SER total SER grade
[} 0 [ 0 1 0 [ [ [) i

SCOTLAND TRANSERY M74 JN10 NORTHBOUND # Page: 5




Place : LESMAHAGOW.

HAMILTON INDUSTRIAL SERVICES

Hamlltqn Redacted
Industrial 11(2)
Services
Inspection report
Date : Job nuneber Wealber ; Sewer category: Section aumbar ; PLR suffix
08ft7/2010 07M19/038 Diy 4 X
Present Vahicle : Camera : Preset : Cleaned : Operator :
Redacted no Redacted
Piacs | LESMAHAGOW Location detalls:  WOODS WIS MH : INLEYE
Road ; M74 JUNCTION 10 Catchment: /S Dapth :
Losaton Tape number ; OIS MH : s2
Inspeciion 82 {U/S) INLET E Plpe fength 1.60 m DIS Depih
Use: Siirface water Plpe shape Gircuiar
Yearlald : z Pipe slza 450 mm
Purpose : Sampla survey to determin asset conditlon Pipe matariaf : Vitrified clay
Total length : Lining ;
Comment :
11150  Position Code  QObservation Grade
ST Start of survey {Misc) 0
MH  Manhole Remarks; 82 {Cansley 0 emi 00:01:12
GO Ganeral observalion Remarks! INLET PIPEE {Misc) 0
WL Water level, 5% of sewer height Remarks: LIVE  {Serv) 0
LL Line of sewer deviates lefi, Start Remarks: {Serv) 0
SLIGHT
CM  Cracks, multiple, from 9 to 3 o'clock {Struct) 3
EL Line of sewer deviates left, End Remarks: {Serv}0
SLIGHT
CN Connection, al ‘[0 o'clock, 150mm diameter {Conslr} 0
‘GQ  Genheral observation Remarks: CHAMBER (Miscy 0
H Hole in sewer, from & {o 1 o'clock (Struct) 5
GO  General observatlon Remarks: DITCH (Misc) 0
FH Finish survey Remarks: LIMIT OF SURVEY {Misc) 0
REACHED
Structural Defesls Gonslrasiional Features
Sarviga Defects Miscellanesus Features
STR no def BTR paak STR medn STR total S'TR grade SER no def BER peak SER maan SER folal SER grada
2 166 10.98 205 5 0 0 0 1

SCOTLAND TRANSERV M74 JN1O NORTHBOUND /! Page: 6




Place : LESMAHAGOW

HAMILTON INDUSTRIAL SERVICES

Hamilton Redacted
Industrial (11(2)
Services
Inspection report
Date: Job number : Weather : Sewer category: Sealion number : PLR guffix :
08107172018 07/19/038 Dry 8 X
Present : Wahirle - Gamara : Predet ; Cleaned : Opérator :
Redacte no Redacted
Pace ! LESMAHAGOW Location details;  WOODS U/8 MH: INLET A
Road ; 74 JUNCTION 10 Gatchment; /S Bepth:
Location Tape number: DS MH ¢ 51
Inspection 81 (UrS) INLET A Pipe length : 1.50 m DIS Deplh :
Use: Surface water Pipe shape ! Circular
Year lald z Pipe size 228 mm
Purpose : Sample survey to determin asset condition Pipe matertal | Vitrifled clay
Tolaf length ; Lining :
Comment :
1:50  Position Code  Observation Grade
5T Start of survey (Misc) 0
MH Marnhole Remarks: 51 {Constr) 9
GO General observation Remarks: INLET PIPE A {Misc) 0
WL Water level, 06% of sewer height (Serv; 0
DES  Daebris silt, 50% cross-sectional area loss (Serv) 4
SA  Survey abandoned Remarks: HIGH SILT LEVEL  (Misc} 0
Straclurat Defects Capstrucilonal Featuyes
Service Defegts Miscellaneous Fealures
STR no def STR peak STR mean STR lotal STR grade SER no def SER peak SER mean SER 1olal SER grade
[ 0 0 [] 4 1 8.3 3

SCOTLAND TRANSERV M74 JN10 NORTHBOUND I Page: 7




Place : LESMAHAGOW

Hamilton

HAMILTON INDUSTRIAL SERVICES

) Redacted
Industrial (11(2)
Services
Inspection report
Dale: Job number : Waoather : Sewer category: Section number : PLE suffix ;
08/07/2019 071197038 Dry § X
Present Vehicle ! Camera ! Prasel ; GCleaned : Operator
Redacte no Redacted
Place : LESMAHAGOW Localion detalls: WOODS WS MH ! INLET D
Road : M74 JUNCTION 10 Calchment; LS Depth
Logatlon Tape numbser : DISMH: -82
Ingpectisn 82 (U/S) INLET D Fipe langth: 1.60 m /S Dapth
Use: Surface watetr Pipa shape : Giroular
Year lald ; F4 Pips size : 226 mm
Purpose.’ Sample survey to determin asset condition Plpe materal : Vitelfied clay
Tolat lenglh : Lining :
Comment:
1:60  Position Code  Observatlion Grade
5.6 m /000103

87 Start of survey (Msc) O

MH Manhole Remarks: $2 {Constn) 0

WL Water level, 05% of sewsr helghi {Serv)

DES  Debrls sill, 20% cross-sectlonal arga loss, Starl

DES  Debrls silt, 80% cross-sectional area loss, {Serv) 6

Change
SA  Surey abandoned Remarks: UNABLE TO (Misc) 0
PASS HIGH SILT LEVEL
Sructural Defecls Gonstrucifonal Features
Serylce Defecls Miscdllaneous Featurss
STR rio def STR poak STR mean STR lotat STR grade SER né def SER peak SER mean -5ER lotal SER grade
0 0 0 [ 1 1 40 7.32 #1 ]

SCOTLAND TRANSERV M74 JN10 NORTHBOUND - Page: 8




Place ; LESMAHAGOW

HARILTON INDUSTRIAL SERVICES

Hamilton Redacted (11(2)
Industrial
Services
Inspection report
Date: Job number Waather . Sewer category: Seciion number : PLR suffix ;
D8/07/2019 071191038 Dry 7 X
Present : Vahinfe - Camera : Preset: Cleaned : Onetator
Redacted no Redacted
Plage : LESMAHAGOW Location delafls:  WOODS W5 MH: INLET C
Road : M74 JUNGTION 10 Catchmant: U/s Depth
Lecation Tape number : D/SMH . 82
Inspeclion §2 {U/S) INLET C Pipe length : 1.60 m /S Depth
Usi: Surface water Pipe shape : Clreular
Yearfald : z Plpa size 160 mm
Purpose : Sample survey to determin asset conditton Plpe malerat ; Vitrified clay
Taolal length : Lining
Comment
1:90  Positlon Code  Observation Grade
8.20 ST Start of survey (Misc) 0
0,20 MH Manhole Remarks: 52 {Consly) O
0.20 GO General observalion Remarks: INLET PIPE G {Misc) 0 0.2 m Jf 00:00:34
0.20 WL Water level, 05% of sewer helght (Serv) 0
0.20 FL Fraclure, jongitudinal, at 11 o'clock {(Struct) 3
0.20 FL Fracture, jongltudinal, at 2 o'clock (Struc 3
0.20 FC Fraclure, circumferential, from 12 to 12 o'clock  (Shrucf) 3
1.90 RFJ Roots, fine at joint (Berv) 2
3.10 iR Line of sewer deviates right (Serv) ¢
3.80 s2 RF Roats, fine, Start
§.70 LL Line of sewer deviates loft (Serv) 0
870 &1 DE Debrls, 10% cross-sectional area loss, Start
10.50 FLJ  Fracture, longitudinal af jolnt, at 11 o'clock {Slruch 3
10.50 RT Roots, tap {Serv) 4
10.50 SA Survey abandoned Remarks: UNABLE TO {Misc) 0
PASS TAP ROOT
Structural Defects Constructionsl Featires
Servica Defects Miscellaneaus Faatures
STR no def STR paak STR mean STR tetal 5TR grade SER no def SER peak SER mean SER talat SER grade
q 120 13,97 148,67 4 2 § 0,54 5.67 4

SCOTLAND TRANSERY M74 JN10 NORTHBOUND /f Page: 8




Place : LESMAHAGOW

e HAMILTOM INDHSTRIA) SERP\VIDES
Hamilton Redacted
Industrial (11(2)

Services
Inspection report
‘Date . Job nuinber Weather : Sewer category: Sectlon number : PLR suffix !
08/07/2019 07191038 Dry 8 X
Prasent : \ahleda ¢ Camera ! Preset: Cleaned : Oinaratar
Redacted yos Redacted
Plage ; LESMAHAGOW Locatlon details:  WOQDS /S MH : INLET &
Road ; M74 JUNGTION 10 Catchmant: U/S Depln ;
Location Tape number D/ISMH: 52
Inapaction 52 ILS) INLET C. Pipe length : 1.60 m D/S Depth ;
Use! Surface water Fipe shape ! Circular
Year laid 4 Pipe slze : 160 mm
Pufpose : Sample survey to determin asset condition Pipe material ; Vitrifled clay
Tolal length ; Lining :
Comment :
1:90  Position Code  Observation Grade
ST Start of survay {Misc) 0
MH  Manhole Remarks: $2 {Constr) 0
GO General cbservalion Rematks: INLET G {Misc) ¢
FC Fraclure, clreumferential, from 12 lo 12 o'clock  (Struct) 3
FL Fraclure, longitudinal, at 9 o'clock (Struct) 3
FL Fraclure, longitudinal, at 2-o'clock {Struct} 3
RM Roots, mass, 10% cross-sectionat area 1oss (Serv) 3
RFJ  Roots, fine-al joint (Serv) 2
LR Line of sewer deviates right (Serv) 0
RFJ  Roots, flne at joliit (Senv) 2
LL Ling of sewar deviates left {Serv) 0
RFJ  Roals, fine at Joint {Serv) 2
RFJ  Rools, fine at Joint {Serv) 2
FC Fracture, ciroumfergniial, from 12 to 12 o'clock  (Struci) 3

3.8 m /] 00:01:29

SCOTLAND TRANSERV M74 JN10 NORTHBOUND #f Page: 10




Place : LESMAHAGOW

HAMILTON INDUSTRIAL SERVICES

Hamilton Redacted
Industrial (11(2)
Services
Inspection report
Date : Job number: Weather: Sewer calagary: Secilon number : PLR suffix:
0B/07/2019 07M8i038 Dry 8 X
Prasen!: Vahinla « Gamera: Preset : Cleaned : Goarator:
Redacted yos Redacte
1:30  Position Cade  Obseivation Grade
Riv Roots, mass, 50% cross-sectional area loss {Serv} 5
RT Roats, tap (Serv) 4
SA Survey abandoned Remarks: UNABLE TO (Misc) 0
PASS ROOTS
Structural Defects Conskructional Fealures
Bervice Dafects Miscellaneous Features
STR rio def STR peak STR moan STR lotal STR grade SER no det SER peak SER mesn "SER lefal SER grade
4 120 14.88 160 4 7 20 2.45 28,67 [
SCOTLAND TRANSERV M74 JN16 NORTHBOUND // Page: 11




Place : LESMAHAGOW

HAMILTON INDUSTRIAL SERVICES.

Hamilton 1 TENNANT AVENUE
i EAST KILBRIDE
Industrial Tel: 6155 246332
Services Fex: 071355 246033
Emall:
Inspection report
Date ! Job number Weather ; Sewer category: ‘Beciion number ; PLR suffix :
08/07/2019 07119/038 Bry 9 X
Present : Vehicle : Camera: Preset ; Cleaned : Ooeratar
Redacted yos Redacted
Place : LESMAHAGOW Locatlon details:  WOODS WIS MH: INLET D
Road : M74 JUNCTION 10 Catchment: U/S Depth :
Locatlon Tape number : DISMH: 82
[nspection 52 [U/S) INLETD Pipe fength ; 1.60m D5 Depth :
Use: Surface water Plpe shape : Clreular
Year faid : Z Pipa siza : 226 mm
Purpose ! Samplo survey to determin asset condition Plpe materal : Vitrifled clay
Tolal length ; Lining ;
Comment !
1:60  Position Code  Observation Grade
8T Starl of survey {Misc) O
MH Manhole Remarks; 52 (Consir) 0
GO General observalion Remarks: INLET PIPE D {Misc) 0
WL Water lavel, 05% of sewer height {Serv) 0
LL Line of sewer deviates left (Seivy 0
DE Debils, 80% cross-sectional area loss (Serv) &
SA.  Survey abandoned Remarks: HIGH DEBRIS (Misc) 0
LEVEL
Struclural Defacls Consliucttonal Featuses
Sarvize Defanls Miscellarious Features
$TR no def STR pesk STR mean STR lotal STR grade SER no def SER peak SER mean SER tolal SER prads
0 [} [ [} 1 1 10 1.38 10 6
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Place : LESMAHAGOW

HARHLTON INDUSTRIAL SERVICES

Hamlitqn Redacted
{rldustl'[al (1 i (2)
Services
Inspection report
Dala: Job number : Wealher : Sewar calegory: Sectlon number': PLR suifix :
oBlo7I2018 07191038 Dry 10 X
Present: Vehicle.: Camesa: Praset: Cleaned : Coeralor ;
Redacted yes Redacted
Place : LESMAHAGOW Localion datalls:  WQODS US MH ; INLETD
Road : M74 JUNGTION 10 Galchment: /S Depth :
Location Tape npumber: D/S MH ; §2
tnspestion 52 (UIS) INLET D Plpe langth : 1.50 m /S Depth ©
Use: Surface water Fipe shapé : Circular
Year laid : z Pipe sfze : 226 mm
Purpgse : Sample survey to determin asset condition Pipe materal ; Vitrlffed clay
Totat langth : Lining :
Comment:
+:150 Position GCode  Observation CGrade
0.60 8T Start of strvey {Misc) O .
6.8 m/f 00:01:33
0.60 MH  Manhcle Remarks: 52 {GCansin 0 . :
0.60 WL Water level, 05% of sewer height (Serv) 0
4.50 DE Debris, 10% cross-sectional area loss (Serv) 3
. 13,1 m F 03:02:29
6.80 0B Obstruction, from 12 {o 6 o'clock, 50% height (Serv} 5
loss
13.10 oB Obstruction, from 5 to 7 o'clock, 10% heightloss  (Sen) 5
Remarks: PIECE OF PIPE
18.80 GO General observallon Remarks: DITGH {Misc) 0
18.90 FH Finlsh survey {Misc) 0
Structurat Defscls Construcilonal Features
Service Defects Misceflaneous Features
STR no def STR padk STR maan STR lolat STR grade SER no def SER paak SER mean SER lota) SER grade
[} [} 0 0 1 3 10 1,46 22 &
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Place : LESMAHAGOW

HAMILTON JNDUSTRIAL SERVICES

"'am"t‘in Redacted
Industrial 11(2)
Services
Inspection report
Datle . Job number: Weather : Sewer catagory: Saclion number ; PLR suffix :
0a/o7/2a19 OTHHI038 Dy 1 X
Presant ; Vehide ! Gamera: ! Presel ; Cleaned : COperator ;
Redacted yes Redacted
Place LESMAHAGOW Localion detaila:  WOODS Uis MH: INLETA
Road : M74 JUNCTION 10 Catchment, /S Depth :
Locatlon Tape number : D/& MH 51
Inspaction 81 (UIS) INLET A Pipa leaglh ; 1,60 m D/8 Depth :
Usa; Surface water Plpe shape ! Clroular
Yearlald z Pipe size : 226 mm
Purpose; Sample survey to determin asset conditlen Pipe material : Vitrified clay
Total langth : Lining :
Comment :
1:50  Position Code  Observation Grade
0.6 i f 00:00:33
sT Start of survey (Misc) O
MH Manhole Remarks: St {Const) 0
GO General observation Remarks: INLET PIPE A {Misc) 0
WL Water level, 05% of sewar height {Serv) 0
RM Roots, mass, 30% cross-secllonal area loss {Serv} 5
DES  Debris slit, 20% cross-sectional area loss {Ser} 3
SA Survey abandoned Remarks: UNABLE TO {Misc} 0
PASS ROOTS/SILT
Structural Defegls Garislructional Fealures
Service Delacls Mistallaneous Features
STR no def STR paak STR'mean TR tolat STR grade SER no def SER peak SER maan SER {olal SER grade
[} [] 0 [ 1 F] 12 9,25 12 §
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Plage : LESMAHAGOW

HAMILTON INDUSTRIAL SERVICES

Hamilton Redacted
Industrial (1 1 (2)
Services
Inspection report
Datg: Job number Weather Seier catégory: Seclion numbier PLR suffix :
08/07/2019 07/M19/038 Dry ’ 12 X
Present : Vehlcle : Carmera : Preset: Gleaned : Onarainr
Redacted yes Redacted
Place | LESMAHAGOW l.acation delalts:  WOODPS U/S MH : [NLET A
Read : M4 JUNGTION 10 Galchment U/S Depth:
Locallon Tape number : D/S MH : 51
inspection 51 (UIS) INLET A Pipe length 1.60m DfS Depth :
Use; Surface water Hipa shapa | Circnlar
Year faid : z Pips siée 225 mm
Purpose ; Sample survey to determin assef condition Pipe matertal ; Vitrified elay
Total tength : Linlng :
Comment
1:50  Position Code Observation Grade
ST Start of survey {Misc) 0
wMH Manhole Remarks: S1 {Constr) 0
WL Water level, 10% of sewer height (Serv} 0
GO General abservation Remarks: INLET PIPE A (Misc) G 15 A obrot22
LR Line of sewer deviates right Remarks: SLIGHT (Serv) 0
RM Roals, rmass, 20% cross-sectional area loss {Serv) b
GO General observatlon Remarks: ROOT MASS (Misc) 0
VISIBLE
SA  Survey abandoned Remarks: UNABLE TO {Misc) O
PASS ROOTS
Structural Defecls Consiructional Fealures
Sorvice Defects Misgellanecus Featuras
STR no dof STR peak STR mean STR lotal “STR grade SER no def SER peak SER mean SER fola) BER grady
[ [ 0 [ 1 1 10 744 10 5
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