SIFR ECE Review Guideline

ECAS ID Licensee Licence # CP # Cost Other Total ECE $ Value

Base Year

Yes | No | Comment

1. Revenue risk is high* O O *Provide explanation in “Comments” below.
2. Is submission complete and provides sufficient detail for review? O O
3. Professional assessments and/or reports (i.e. Terrain Stability Field | ] N
Assessment or equivalent) reviewed?
4, Geometric road design including plans, profiles & x-sections N N
reviewed?
5. Volumes, mass haul volume reports/movements and diagrams N N
reviewed?
6. Summary report for all drainage and major structures reviewed? [ [
7. Construction equipment rates reviewed and verified? O O
8. All unit costs reviewed and reasonable? O O
9. Productivity rates and site factors reviewed and reasonable? [ [
10. Has the principle of “least cost” been applied? [ [
11. Should this ECE project or portions thereof be red-flagged to n n
Compliance & Enforcement?
[l [l

12. Are there any temporary structures?

| have completed a review of the noted Engineering Cost Estimate (ECE).
In my opinion, for appraisal estimating purposes:
e The ECE submission is in general conformance with the requirements of the Interior Appraisal Manual (IAM);
e The supporting documents of the ECE are sufficient in scope and completed to a generally acceptable standard;

e The submitted costs and sum total are within generally acceptable estimating limits for appraisal purposes.

Print Name Signature Date

Comments
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