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December 8, 1995

MTA BOARD OF DIRECTORS
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MTA CONSTRUCTION NONCONFORMANCE REPORTS

Attached please find copies of the Nonconformance Reports (NCRs) received
by the MTA Director of Quality Management for the period of December 1 -7,
1995.

If you have any questions, please call Bill Moore, Director of Quality
Management, at 213-244-6109.

SGP:WRM:gg ~ ...... ,

Attachments

cc: John Adams
Tom Carmichael
Charles Stark
Dave Sievers
Elaine Stewart
Bill Moore
Kim Kimball
Judy ~wartz
AI Larado



Metropolitan Transportation Authority

4. Location
Courtyard Area

May Affect ROD

Yes No NA

Initials Date

Nonconformance Report

1. Line: Contract No.: Year: NCR No.: 2. Contract Name: 3. Date:
MRL B215 95

~ ~j
WilshireNermont Station Stage II 11/16/95

5. NCR Type: 6. ContractodSupplier:
Site Work Tutor-Saliba Corp.

7. Specification Section/Drawing No.: 8. Originator: Phone No.: Hold Tag No.
G0-28-C

_B.~ ~

213/380-8465
-//N/.~ --

9. Contract requirement: General Condition 28-C ~ates ir~art, "The contractor shall erect temporary structures
as necessary to protect the Work and materials from damage.

Nonconformance description: Throughout the courtyard area, while operating equipment for various work activities,
the contractor has damaged electrical conduits and concrete foundations for the lighting standards and has damaged
some of the wiring and conduits for the cathodic protection system.

10. Lead Inspector: Date: 11. Reply requested from: 12. Reply due date:

B.j/~/ //,~_,~..>~_ D. Goodarzi, Project Manager
/~/-2 ~. "/~-~

13.- R~’~t"c.~d’~ of the problem and action(s) to prevent recurrence (completed by the contractor):

14. Corrective action(s) (completed by the contractor):

15. Prepared By: Date: 16. Implementation Date: 17. RE Approval: Date:

18. Disposition status:

’"19. Engineer approval

Reject [~ Rework [~ Repair [~ Use-As-Is

Print Name: Signature: Date: 20. Lead Inspectoc Date:
(Repair and Use-As-Is):

21. Verification that nonconforming condition has been corrected:

22. Inspection:

Form 83 (7/95)

Print Name Signature Date



PARSONS-D1LLINGHAM
Nonconformance Report¯

"Z~- ~5_~ Page .1

1. Line: Contract No.: Year: NCR No.: I 2. Contract Name: I 3. Date:
MRL B-261 1995 20

I

VERMONT / SUNS ET STATION
I

1/10/95

4. Location 5. NCR Type: 1 6. Cont.ract..odSupplier:

Vermont / Sunset Station Sedimentation ControlI Tutor Saliba Perini .__

7. Specification/Drawing No.:
01566 1-3.5

8. Originator: Phone No.:

Ray Bass (213)953-2792

of

9. Nonconformance description and contract requirement:

Emission of water from construction site into Storm Drains.

01566 Part 1-3.5 A: Treat wastewater (except for ground water from dewatering), including storm runoff
encountered during construction, to remove suspended particles, pollutants and hydrocarbons through
settling basins or hydrocarbon separators. Criteria for pollutants in the water are set by State and local water
agencies.

10. Lead Inspector_ Date: 11. Reply requested from: I 12. Reply due date:

Ray Bass /,~/ 1110/95 Peter Clark "
I 1117/95

.

13. Root cause of the problem (completed by the contractor):

Heavyrainfall - run off exceeded berm height.

14. Corrective action(s) to preventrecurrence(completed bythe contractor):

Placed straw bales around street catch basin to catch any
Diverted any flows to protected catch basin.

suspended particles.

15. Prepared Date:

Clark 11-16-95

~Rework [] Repair [] Use-As-Is18. Disposition: [] Reject

19. Engineer approval Pdnt Name: Signature: Date: I 20. Lead Inspector:. Date:

(Repairand Use-As-Is):.
.

. _..~,:~.,~.~. ’/~L~~ ,z,/z~/4-~c-

21. Verification that nonconforming condition has been corrected:

-- 22.: Inspection:



1. Line:
MRL

Nonconformance Report

Contract No.: Year. NCR No.: 2. Contract Name:
B-261 1995 22 VERMONT/SUNSET STATION

4. Location
Vermont / Sunset Station

5. NCR Type:
Pollution Control

6. Contractor/Supplier:
Tutor Saliba Perini

Page 1
3. Date:

1/23195

of

7. Specification/Drawing No.:
01566 Part3- 3.5A

9. Nonconformance description and contract, requirement:

8. Originator: Phone No.:
R.A.Seal (213)953-2792

Storm runoff from construction area entering storm drain system.

01566 Part 3 - 3.5 A: Treat wastewater (except for ground water from dewatering), including storm runoff
encountered during construction, to remove suspended particles, pollutants and hydrocarbons through
settling basins or hydrocarbon separators. Criteria for pollutants in the water are set by State and local water
agencies.

10. Lead Inspector: Date: 11. Reply requested from:
Ray Bass 1/23/95 Peter Clark

13. Root cause of the problem (completed by the contractor):

Storm run off th~-ough storage yard. Berms/drainage not in place.

12. Reply due date:
1/30/95

14. Corrective action(s) to prevent recurrence (completed by the contractor):
Storm waste water control plan is in effect. Proper berms/drainage to be in place.

15. P,.Er_e~ared By.~ Date: 16. Implementation Date:

.eter A. Clark i1-16-95 i1-16-95

18. Disposition: [] Reject [~Rework
19. Engineer approval Print Name:

(Repair and Use-As-Is):
Signature:

17. RE Approval: Date:

[] Re3air [] Use-As-Is

Date: 20. Lead Inspector. Date:

21. Verification that nonconforming condition has been corrected: /
V .3~PS

22. Inspection:

Form 83 (4/94) Forward copy o~f t,)e_~mpleted NCR to the Manager, Quality Assurance



L
~.Metropolitan Transportation Authority

Nonconformance Report

1..Line: Contract No.: Year:. NCR No.: 2. Contract Name:
MRL B261 1995 45 Vermont/Sunset Station

Page 1 of
3. Date:

3/14/95

4. Location
Vermont/Sunset Station

5. NCR Type: 6. Contractor/Supplie~.
Water Pollution Controls Tutor-Saliba/Perini

7. Specification/Drawing No.:
01566 3.5-B

8. Originator. Phone No.:
C.M. Orr ( i/{ X A_Zr" ) ._ 953-2792

9. Non conformance description and contract requirement:

Failure to submit wastewater discharge records of measurement for January and February.

01566 3.5-B : Monitor wastewater discharge to ensure that it meets standards set by the appropriate laws, codes,
regulations, ordinances and permits. Records of measurements shall be retained for inspection by the Authority or its ~Z
designee. Contractor shall perform daily monitoring of wastewater discharges according to NPDES permit guidelines.
Certified monthly reports shall be submitted to the Authority or its designee no later than seven days from the
end of each monthly monitoring period. Contractor shall provide Authority with a readily accessible sampling station
down-stream of treatment facilities and before discharge.
10. Lead Inspector:. Date: 11. Reply requested from: 12. Reply due date:R a y. B a s s/~J~..~..~.~.._ - 3/14/95

Peter C,ark 3/21/95

13. Root cause of the problem (completed by the contractor):
No wastewater treatment facility in place. Any "wastewater
was

discharge" that occurred
a result of heavy rains and was contained in L.A. City street catch basins.

1

14. Corrective action(s)to p~ventrecurrence(completed bythe contra~or):
No actual excavation in station was performed during the months of January/February.
A Wastewater control plan has been submitted and approved. The contractor will submit
monthly reports as requiFed. A report for January/February will be submitted.

15. P..r.epa~d By:/, /"

¯ ~e~r~A: Clark

Date: 16. Implementation Date:

t 1-16-95 11216-95

[] Reject i~l//Rework18. Disposition:

19. Engineer approval Print Name:
(Repair and Use-As-Is):

[] Repair

Signature: Date:

Date:

Use-As-Is

20. Lead Inspector:. Date:

21. Verification that non conforming condition has been corrected:

¯ 22.. Inspection:

. -f~---~DtJ/-JE--C~t-’v-~L’4--’<7’ Print Name~-~..~z~-~ ,,.,~,.--,,,,.,(C__," Signature ,~#]~.i~iu-’’-
Date



Metropolitan Transportation Authority
Nonconformance Report

..®

Parle 1 of
¯ ̄ I 3. Date:

~ 1. Line:

I
. .MRL

5122/95

Phone No.:
953-2792

Contract No.: Year:. NCR No.: I 2. Contract Name:
B261 1995 53

I

Vermont/Sunset Station

4. Location I 5. NCR Type: I 6. Contractor/Supplier:
Vermont]Sunset Station

I Support of Utilities
I Tutor-Saliba/Perini(Electrical Duct)

Originatoru~l~.~7. Specification/Drawing No.:
R.A.Sea~ "02601 3.7 D

9. Non conformance description and contract requirement:

No detail on approved as noted submittal for filler beam installed under Electrical Duct carrier beam at deck beams
20/21 and 26/27. Field conditions do not meet requirements for detail drawings.

02601 3.7 D: Submit WorkingDrawings for support systems for approval.
Approved as noted submittal 02601-1.3D-1.00 does not include detail or calculations for filler beams.

10. Lead Inspector:. ~ Date: I 11. Reply requested from:

13. Root cause of t,.b~lSrobl~ (completed by the contractor):

... L)Field conditions conflicted with our submitted shop drawings.

12. Reply due date:
5/29/95

14. Corrective action(s) to prevent recurrence (completed by the contractor):

See attached sketch and supportive calculations.

15.~_.~ared By: ~ Date: ~_ 16.

" pe-~ter~r ~. ~Ciark¯
I

Implementation Date:

18. Disposition: ~ Reject [~] Rework ~ Repair [~Use-As-ls

19. Engineer approval Print Name: Signature,; Date:
~ Lead Inspecto~.~, Date:

21. Verification that non conforming cdndition has been correcte~.

22. Inspection:

Form 133 (12/94) Forward co h mpleted NCR to the Manager, Q6ality Assurance



Metropolitan Transportation Authority
Nonconformance Report

1. Line: Contract No.: Year:

MRL B261 1995

4. Location
Vermont/Sunset Station

7. Specification/Drawing No.:
02160-1.3 & 02160-1.4

NCR No.: I 2. Contract Name:
55I Vermont/Sunset Station

5. NCR Type:
¯ Excavation Support

System

6. ContractodSupplier:
Tutor-Saliba/Perini

Page 1 of
3. Date:

6/09/95

8. Originator:
Emanuel Douglas

Phone No.:
953-2792

9. Non conformance description and contract requirement:

~lonconforrnance: Excavation Support System being installed between soldier piles #68-#72 at an elevation of 10’6"
below the cap beam is being installed with out the required approval for that portion the work. The above referenced
specification requires an approved submittal before the work commences. This practice should be refrained from as not
to impeded the progress of the work.

10. Lead Inspector: Date: I 11. Reply requested from: I 12. Reply due date:

Emanuel Douglas 6/12/95I Peter Clark
I 6/19/95

13. Root cause of the problem (completed by the contractor):

Determining method of support, for the area between S.P. 68-72 required additional
time due to a changed condition at this location. In order to not stop the critical
work activity, the contractor commenced lagging prior to receiving approval from
the reviewer.

14. Co~ective action(s)to preventrecurrence(completed bythe contractoO:
Excavation support submittal for the lagging between S.P.
reviewed by the authority. More timely submittal to P/D

#68-72 has been submitted and
will prevent recurrence.

15. Preo.ared By:

Peter A. Clark

Date:

11-15-95

18. Disposition: [] Reject

19. Engineer approval

16. Implementation Date:

6-12-95
[~Rework

I~ ~_ppro~~_~ //~>~>j

[] Repair [--] Use-As-Is

Date: I 20. Lead Ins Date:

(Repair and Use-As-Is):
Print Name: Signature:

21. Verification that non conforminc~ condition has been corrected

22. Inspection:

Form 83 (12/94) Forward copy of

Signature //Z ~/,Y&-"" Date

NCR to the Manager. Quality Assurance



SUBMITTAL REVfEW RECOMMENDATION
r,; U M

,~.. APPf~OV~D [] ~EJ~CT~D
~ APPEO~’2’D AS NO?ED ~ RECORD ONLY

EES UB~ :I PTAL
~ APP/~OV2D AS

NO F{ESUB~.iIT’i’AI, i.,’

~ l:h,~ m,~.]ech submittal shall not
relieve the Oe:teu:.~l Contractor .from the
res!:cns:il,ili’,:y &oz’ e~’z’o~s or omissions in the
su br:~ tl :.ti ; or f~om devj atJ.oas

from the
cont~c..ct flec~:.::~onts, unless such

deviations
were s~<~c.[:~ ~ ~ai iy identified

in the
~ra~:s:t:~::.~t:: i¢:,L:e~. The General Cont~ac$o~ is
resg,:~! b:;.e f,u" the coz’rectness of the

sub:nftfi..::]., co:~p).:~.ance w:[th conh2aot documents,
d 1~c ~s i,.;.I:~, qt~an’~i t J us, cr)ol’dJ.natio~ with

oth~:~" work, field ve~’iiication and for resul%s.
obDained by its use.

RECEIVED

J UN - 9 1995
PB/I~MJM

CONSTRUCTION SUPPORT



SOLDIER PILE W68

V~24x117 LAC.,(;ING WALE / 
PLACE O 5’-00.C. VERT. . /
4" D F NO 2 VERTICAL LAgGiNG /

W/ 5/~ NELSON STUD
& 5xl/2x5 P,. WASHER

/~ 21’-6

WEB TO
AN(;LE-TYP

LSxSx3/4 x 1’-4

DETAIL

SOLDIER PILE 9/72

.NOTE: BACKFILL ~HIND LAGGING
AS EXCAVATION PROCEEDS.



(~tul~or-Salib-, "Perini JV--
VERMONT/SUNSET STATION B261

P.3

Sheet No.:

0810119

VERTICAL WOOD LAGGING DESIGN W/STUD & PLATE WASHER

H := 79. ft
S := 5.ft
R := .5’ft
k :-- 1.11
b := 12.in

Momen~f.’_

Depth of excavation
Center line spacing vertical wales

¯Flange width / 2
Plank coefficient
Plank widlh

P := .5-30-psf-H
P =" 1.185.klf
B :=S-2.R
B

50 % Group I loading

Nel soil spacing

M := P.--B-/R ~- ~1..8

M = 2.84.kip.ft

2

F b := .1.450.psi Allowable stress

F’b := k-F b Design st;ass F’b = 1610.psi

t req := /~~7-~ Req.’d thickness of plank ( req

F.v := 85.psi Allowable shear stress

V := p.~- 2, R_ V = 2370.1b Actual shear2

f v :: 1.5"-V-V
A fv = 74"1"psi < Fv = 85"psi

= 3.26oin

t: 4-in Thickness of plank

A := b.t Area of cross section

A = 48-in2

O,K.

.D_esJgn of Nelson ~_tuds;_

d := .S25.in
try 518" stud

Diameter

A st :: ~" A st : 0,307"in2 F t :: 20.ksi

Load on stud: P.B = 4.74 .kip < F t.A st = 6.14-kip

try 5"x1/2"xS"

t :: .5-inw:= 5.in

s,, :o s o o.182-in3
6

Morn : 0.247-kip.ftMorn := p. i3.~
2 4

O,K.

Section modulus oi’ plate

Moment on plate

~h eck_Eeadnj~c.

F c := .625.ksi Allowable compression

perpendicular to grain

R b := p.B R b = 2.37-kip
2

Area Required:

Rb - A req = 3.792-in2A req := ’~ c

A prey = 5.94"in2
O.K.

f b :: Morn b" -- f : 16.25-ksi < F b :: 27.ksi O.K,Sx

~ 4" OF NO. LAGGING Wl S"x112"XS"" PLATE WASHER & 518" NELSON STUD



t.S¢ilib :. Perini JV =
VERMONT/SUNSET STATION B261

" "

Sheet No.:

o6/oi/05

LAGGING WALE DESIGN

P := 40. pcf- H

L := 21.ft

S = 5-ft

.8.S.P.Lz
M :=

Ms req := 24.1.2.ksi

:=p L.SV req
"~. 1.2

Group II loading

Span

Vertical spacing

Moment

Section Modulus

Shear

P = 3.16.kip
ft2

M = 696.8-ft-kip

S req = 290"in3

V req = 138-kip

~ W24x117 Sx= 291 in3

ValI - 192 kips



Transmittal

TO:

Rl ~ph~:one

Fax Phone

PETE CLARK

JOB 485

Vermont /Sun$et Station

Metro Rail B261

Concrete lagging between

soldier plies W68 & W72

(213) 644-1096

(213) 6~-1o~9

Po2

I Date June 9, 1995

~~er sheet 2

FROM: JOHN S. JAMES

TUTOR ~.~ALIBA CORP.

15901 O/den ,.Rtre~t

Sylmar, CA 91342.1093

Phon= (818) 362-8391 x 280
Fax Phone (2.13} 872-2917

CC:

REMARKS: [] Urgent [] For your review [~ Reply ASAP [] Please Comment

Attached is a drawing providing an 18 inch shotcrate lagging wall between soldier piles W68
and W72. The 18 inch shotcrete lagging wall is an alternate to the wood I~,gging and steel wale
design previousty’ furnished for the 21’-6 space between soldier p~ies causod by utility
Interference. If you have any questions,_plea~e call.





RECEIVED

JUN ! 2 1995
PBIDMJ~

CONSTRUCTION SUPPORT



- lvi..etropolitan Transpor. 3on Authority

Nonconformance Report

May Affect ROD

Yes No NA

Initials Date

1. Line: Contract No.: Year:
MRL B261 1995

4. Location
Main Entrance.

7. Specification Section/Drawing No.:
Submittal 01522-1.313-03 Drawing ED-1

9. Nonconformance description:

NCR No.: I 2. Contract Name:
~l Vermont/Sunset Station

5. NCR Type: I 6. ContractodSupplier:
Field Changes

I Tutor-,Saliba-Pedni
8. Odginato~fl}.,< ] Phone No.:
R.A. Seal "#~ ’ 953-2792

3. Date:
10/3/95

Hold Tag No.
N/A

Installation of Decking for Main Entrance not in accordance with approved submittal.
1)- Spacing of deck beams changed from 12’ o.c. to 10’ o.c.
2)- Soldier pile to cap beam connection at southeast comer made with angle iron filler.

Contract requirement:
01522 1.3C - ...Approved details shall not be changed without pdor written concurrence by the Authority or its designee.

10. Lead Inspector: ~ , Date: I 11. Reply requested from: 12. Reply due date:

I Project Manager, Pete~ C,ark
October 13, 1995

13. Root cause of’th~rol~m and action(s) to prevent recurrence (completed by the contractor): Deck mats 
10’ long. l)~The D~k Beams are spaced at i0’ on Center in lieu of 12’ this is more con-
servative for the ~ding of Deck Mats and Deck Beams.
2) Upon changing the spacing of Deck Beam from 12’ to I0’, the Deck Beam at the most
easterly is bearing on pile #27 and does not induce any loading on Cap Beam at Deck Beam
#26. The next beam westerly is bearing on pile #24 & 25, and pile #26 does not get any
loadinA on W14x176 Cap Beam.
14. Co~ective action(s)(completed bythe contractor): NONE - We will be submitting the revised layoul
of Deck Beams and Revised details for your review and approval.

No Corrective Action Required. The As-Built will be submitted for records.

Date: ~,’~1"6.:5. Prepared By:

?eter Clark R~M
8. Disposition status: {~ Reject

Implementation Date: 17. RE Approv~:.,~ Date:

Rework E] Repair ~Use-As-ls

~). Engineer approval Pdnt Name: Signature: ,4 Date: ] 20__. Lead Inspector~ ~ate: II
(Repair and Use-As-Is):. / /1//

!. Verification that nonconforming con/dition has been corrected: / / y ’ ’

Inspection:

Signature /1./2~//,~,s---- Date



Metropolitan Transportation Authority May Affect ROD

Y~ No NA

In~a~

Nonconformance Report

1. Line: Contract No.: Ye’~-~’~----~.~NCR No..~ 2. Contract Name:
-3. Date:MRL B261 1995 068 / Vermont/Sunset Station 10/3/95

¯ ,. -ucauon 5. NCR Type: 6. Contractor/Supplie~.
~

--
Main Entrance. Field Changes Tuto~:-Saliba-Pedni

7. Specification Section/Drawing No.: 8. Odginato,~i. / ~’S Phone No.: Hold Tag No,Submittal 01522-1.3B-03 Drawing ED-4

R.A.Sea.~
953-2792 N/A

9. Nonconformance description:
Installation of Decking for Main Entrance not in accordance with approved submittal 01522-1.3B-03 Drawing ED-4.

1)- Submittal shows 6" x 1/2" plate centered on deck beam web with timber placed behind plate. Nelson studs have
been welded inside of web and plate centered on web has been partially removed.

Contract requirement:
01522 1.3C - ...Approved details shall not be changed without prior written concurrence by the Authority or its designee.

10. Eead InspectgE ._ Date: 11. Reply requested from:
E.manuel Dougl~s~7 ,~ 10/3/95

12. Reply due date:
Project Manager, Peter Clark

~._~~ ~>J~ ~ October 13, 1995

13. Root caus..~fth~roblem and action(s) to prevent recurrence (completed by the contractor):
The variati~is caused by the close proximity of the 8" PVC Storm drain.

Date

14. Corrective action(s) (completed by the contractor):

Use of 12 x 12 x i0’ t~mher lagging and 2 each 3/4" x 8" CPL Stud per t~mher lag at
each end.

15./P~epa~:
~e~Y~lark

Date: 16. Implementation Date:

18. Disposition status:
[~ Reject

19. Engineer approval Pdnt Name:

Rework

Signature:
(Repair a.n.~d L~se-A~-~): / ,,"/ ,~/’ ./7

21. Verification that nonconforming ~ondition has been~c(~rr~-ct~d:

Date:

[~ Repair [~ Use-As-Is

Date: 20. Lead Inspe,ctoq Date:

"~’~ Inspection:

Pdnt Nam U,~-~
Date



Z ~-A Pg£__ I Zxt2.
AT EACH



.\

1

x



Metropolitan Transportation Authority May Affect ROD

Yes No NA

Initials Date

Nonconformance Report

1. Line: Contract No.: Yea~. NCR No.: 2. Contract Name: 3. Date:
MRL B261 1995 069 Vermont/Sunset Station 10/31/95

4. Location 5. NCR Type:
Level D Excavation/Support

6. Contractor/Supplier:
Tutor-Saliba-Perini

7. Specification Section/Drawing No.: 8. Originator: Phone No.: Hold Tag No.
Specificaiton 02160/Drawing No. D-1,Rev.3

E.~
953-2792 N/A

9. Non conformance description:
The following list of struts are installed on Level "D" without the required vertical plates after preloading: ST-19, 20,

21, 33, 37, 38 and 39.
Contract requirement:

Struts, wales and star packs will be installed as per approved Drawing D-l, Rev.3., Details A and B. Failure to complete
the installations of these struts 19 thru 39 will result in a Suspension of Work Notice to halt excavation until the work is
in compliance.

10. Le.ad InspectoE

13. Root cause of th_~rob~

Date: 11. Reply requested from: 12. Reply due date:

~ctl-95 Project Manager, Peter Clark 11-3-95

ion(s) to prevent recurrence (completed by the contractor):

)

14. Corrective action(s) (completed by the contractor):

15. Prepared By: Date: 16. Implementation Date: 17. RE Approvah Date:

18. Disposition status: [~ Reject
~ Rework

Signature:19. Engineer approval Print Name:
(Repair and Use-As-Is):

21. Verification that nonconforming condition has been corrected:

[~ Repair ~] Use-As-Is

Date: 20. Lead Inspector:. Date:

22. Inspection:

Print Name

Form 83 (7/95)

Signature Date



Metropolitan Transportation Authority

Nonconformance Report

May. Affect ROD

Ye~ No NA

Initials Date

1. Line:.- Contract No.: Year:. NCR No.: 2. Contract Name:
" .B261 1995 073 Vermont/Sunset Station

4. Loc~tion
Station invert from Grid Une 22 through

Gdd Line 23 east and west of grade
beam.

5. NCR Type:
H.D.P.E. Installation

7. Specification Section/Drawing No.: 8. Originator:
07100 and 03300 R.A.Seal

9. Contract requirement and non conformance description:

6. Contractor/Supplier:
Tutor-Saliba-Perini

3. Date:
11-16-95

Phone No.: Hold Tag No.
953-2792 N/A

Contract Requirement: 07101 3.1 : ... Smooth the surface with shotcrete, mortar or other method approved by the
Authority or its designee.
03300 3.1..A.4 : Before placing membrane, reinforcement and concrete, vedfy that subgrade or base is smooth and
free from debris.
Non Conformance Description: Refusal of TSP H.D.P.E. superintendent to remove debris (wood blocks) buded 
mud.slab prior to placement of membrane. This issue must be resolved prior to placement of protective slab overarea
in question.

10. Lead Inspector:. Date: 11. Reply requested from: 12. Reply due date:
Emanuel Douglas~..-~ ,,/ ~11-15-95 Project Manager, Peter Clark 11/17/95

13. Root cause~f~the ~#oblem and action(s) to p.event recurrence (completed by the contractor): 
Treated 4 x 12 ~mber lagging was used to block-up manlift during mud mat placement.

¯The blocks were placed on non-disturbed soil. The blocks are not debris. Compressive
strength of the treated timber exceeds i sack slurry by a ratio of I0:i -
timber = 625 psi vs. 1 sack slurry 10.42 psi.

14. Corrective action(s)(completed bythecontracto0:
The four (4) pieces 4 x 12 treated timber lagging were left in place on the west side
of the grade beam. These four (4) blocks approximately 2’-0" long each were covered
with quick set and top surface was trowled smooth. The four (4) blocks on the east
side will be removed and holes will be filled with quick set.

15. Prepared By: Date: 16. Implementation Date: 17. RE Approval: Date:

Peter A. Clark 11-16-95 11-16-95

18. Disposition status: I~ Reject ~"Rework [] Repair [] Use-As-ls

19. Engineer approval Pdnt Name: Signature: Da’te: 20. Lead Inspector. Date:
(Repair and Use-As-Is): ¯

)--- _,.
~, .

21. Verification that nonconforming condition h~s been c(~rrected: . #.,

22. Inspection:

Print Nan~~

,
Signature ///Z ~/’#~’--- Date




