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RECOMMENDATION

Reconmmendation of Dispute Review Board

Dispute No. 112 District 7

Hearing Date: April 25, 2000 Contractor: Hubbard Construction Co
SPN 10190-3432, Segment 5

DISPUTE

Hubbard was required to remove and realign all of the traffic railing in MSE Wall 5 on I-4, due to it being
out of tolerance by more than 2 inches plumb in 2 feet and 5 inches (2' 5") vertical alignment. They are
seeking reimbursement for the cost of this realignment. :

INTRACTOR’ ITION

Hubbard feels that the reinforcing steel details allow up to 6 degrees leaning in (low side) and/or leaning
out (high side). The 6 degrees over 32 inches equal to 3.33 inches. Also, Hubbard takes exception to the
misapplication of the particuiar specifications (special provisions, article 528-3) that address MSE Wall
panel erection and not barrier wall. A tolerance of ¥z inch per 10 feet equal approximately 1/8 inch over 2
feet 8 inches (2' 8") of barrier wall. None of the cast-in-place barrier has ever been held to this tolerance.
Hubbard feels that they were held to 2 higher standard than other Contractors performing the same type of
barrier work along the I-4 corridors.

DEPARTMENT’S POSITION

The precast barrier wall on well five between station 1411+00 and 1415460 does not conform to the
requirements of the plans and specifications because it is out of piumb, leaning toward the roadway in
excess of two inches in the upper 2 feet, 5 inches (2' 5*). The Department is therefore unwilling to accept
the barrier unless it conforms with the neat lines shown in the contract documents.

RECOMMENDATION

The bamxier clement, method of support and method of construction are proprietary to the Reinforced
Earth Company. Correspondence from the Company indicates that.

1. The Article 528-3 (4), “Wall Erection” ( plumbness from top to bottom) not to exceed ¥z inch per 10
feet of wall heipht. This specification is for the MSE Wall only and does not include the precast barrier.

2. RECO does not believe that the structural integrity of the barrier and moment slab system has been
affected.

aa——

RECO also states they have had to address similar problems on other projects throughout the country.
Hubbard states that the Department’s Inspectors were involved on a daily basis with the alignment of the
barrier and its acceptance prior to the placement of the moment slab. They were not advised that the

precast barrier was unacceptable until after the moment siab was complete.
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Since there appear to be no specified tolerance and the setting of the precast units was observed by the
Department’s inspectors, the Board recommends that Hubbard be reimbursed for the cost of reatigning the
precast barrier wall.

Dolph Hanson, Chairman; Frank Proch, Member; Keith Richardson, Member

SIGNED FOR AND WITH CONCURRENCE OF ALL MEMBERS.

Lol B

Dolph Hanson, Chairman
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