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	PROJECT NAME:
	DRAWING NO.
	REV.

	
	
	

	No.
	QUESTIONS
	ORIGINATOR
	CHECKER

	
	
	N/A
	YES
	NO
	N/A
	YES
	NO

	Preparation and Checking
	
	
	
	
	
	

	01
	Does the drawing comply with applicable codes, standards and regulatory requirements?
	[bookmark: Check1]|_|
	[bookmark: Check2]|_|
	[bookmark: Check3]|_|
	[bookmark: Check4]|_|
	[bookmark: Check5]|_|
	[bookmark: Check6]|_|

	02
	Does the drawing comply with applicable project design criteria, system or structural functional requirements, Scope Book, and Design Basis Documents considered?
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|

	03
	Have the shown structural steel framing plans/sections with indicated steel member sizes supported by the design calculations/structural analysis, which demonstrates the structural adequacy to resist the applicable design loads within the specified allowable limits, been met?
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|

	04
	Have structural steel framing plans provided at each level of building?
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|

	05
	Does the level on each structural framing/floor plan match with architectural Plan drawings?
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|

	06
	Have the structural plans/views captured the other disciplines requirements?
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|

	07
	Has clash of structural steel members been checked for MEP services/openings/recesses?
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|

	08
	Has the effect of MEP openings/ducts been considered in the design?
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|

	09
	Are the weights of secondary steel (additional steel required for cladding and MEP services etc.) and fireproofed steel members considered in design?
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|

	10
	Was a design margin adopted when no vendor info was available or was a Not-To-Exceed load defined?
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|

	11
	Have equipment & construction loads on roof/floor been considered in design?  Did it follow design criteria load application?
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|

	12
	Has accumulation weight of sand above the roof been considered in design?
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|

	13
	Have weights of electrical and mechanical services hangings from ceiling, considered in design?
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|

	14
	Has effect of temperature during construction stage (without cladding) considered in design?
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|

	15
	Has additional reinforcement or additional structural steel been provided around the openings, in composite deck slab?
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|

	16
	Does this drawing reflects the same material and structural configuration used in the Calculation?  Is the mentioned material included in the  issued project specification?
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|

	17
	Do steel framing plans and sections show the type of connection (moment or shear)?
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|

	18
	Do connections, clearly shown on the framing plans/sections match the connection design in the calculation report?
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|

	19
	Does lateral force resisting bracing system shown on the structural steel framing plans/sections match the system assumed in the calculation?
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|

	20
	Does slenderness ratio of steel columns comply with code?
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|

	21
	Is bay spacing adequate for architectural cladding?
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|

	22
	Has expansion joint location been identified on the drawing similar to calculation report? 
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|

	Co-related Documents
	
	
	
	
	
	

	23
	Has reference been provided for General Notes drawing?
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|

	24
	Does drawing include reference of interface drawings (MEP, Civil and architectural drawings)?
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|

	25
	Have the referenced drawings, applicable to framing plans been provided?
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|




	Coordination and Review
	
	
	
	
	
	

	26
	Has appropriate interdisciplinary and intradepartmental coordination been done?
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|

	27
	Have reviewers from other disciplines/departments evaluated items pertinent to their area and provided their comments?
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|

	28
	Has the Responsible engineer resolved their comments?
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|

	29
	If applicable has the drawing been stamped by a registered professional engineer?
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|

	30
	Has the drawing been checked for constructability?
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|

	Administrative
	
	
	
	
	
	

	31
	Are Is the Drawing number and the template in accordance with the Project requirements?
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|

	32
	If revised, have revisions been clearly identified with clouds and clear statement in revision block?
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|

	33
	Have previous revision indications been removed?
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|
	|_|

	No.
	Checker’s Comments
	Resolution

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	Originator's Name / Signature and Date:
	Checker's Name / Signature and Date:
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