DISPUTE REVIEW BOARD DECISION

QOctober 1, 1998

Mr. James V. Moulton Jr., P.E. Mr. Mike L. Cone

Construction Program Manager President

Florida Department of Transportation Cone Constructors, Inc.

2525 Drane Field Road, Suite 8 6735 S. Lois Avenue
Lakeland, Florida 33811 Tampa. Florida 33622-2869
FAX: (941) - 646-8098 FAX: (813)- 839-8921

RE: State Job No. 97160-3308/6315 -
W.P.I. No.: 1157808
Contract No. 19388
Polk County Parkway - Section 3A
Disputes Review Board

Subject: Geosynthetic Fabric Dispute

Dear Sirs:

On September 21, 1998, at the request of the Contractor, Cone Constructors, Inc. (Cone),
and the Florida Department of Transportation (FDOT), the Disputes Review Board
(DRB) held a hearing to consider the subject dispute. Cone and the FDOT presented
certain testimony and copies of data prior to and during the hearing. Additional
information was requested by the Board following the hearing the last of which was
received on September 29" and is incorporated into this review.

The Board was requested to determine “Entitlement” for the issues. Should Entitlement
in favor of the Contractor be found, the parties would negotiate the time and value.

ISSUE:

Although there was some dispute as to what “ISSUE” was to be examined by the DRB,
the parties identified the following as to the issues involved in the dispute:

Cone:

“Is Cone Constructors, Inc. entitled to receive a Supplemental Agreement
(monetary & time) to its contract for Geosynthetic Fabric Related Issues, Impacts
and Delays?”

FDOT:

“Is there a sole source supplier situation with Nicolon, and if so is the Department
responsible for the actions or inactions of Nicolon?”

As it were, in order to address either issue the DRB was obliged to examine both.

Page | of 8



DISPUTE REVIEW BOARD DECISION

FINDINGS:
As to the sole source issue:

It is evident that:
by establishing performance specifications and inviting multiple fabric vendors to
submit alternate designs for geosynthetic reinforcement for embankment to be
included in the subject project plans,

by including in the plans the multiple designs accepted by the FDOT,
and by providing multiple altemate bid items in the proposal,
the FDOT intended for the Contractor to have a choice of vendors.

The FDOT was forewarned prior to the bid date that there was only one valid bid item
available.

Nicolon wrote the Department on 01/19/96 stating:

NO BID ITEM FOR THE HUESKER PRODUCT - There is also one last concern we
must mention. Presently the bid tabs show Matrex and Nicolon as the only bid items. The
first problem is that there is no Matrex design in the plans and therefore there should not
be a Matrex bid item. The second problem is that Huesker has offered a design for bidding,
however a Huesker bid item is absent from the bid documents. This creates the potential
Jfor contractors and Huesker to protest the bid since without a Huesker bid item there is
only one valid bid item available which is Nicolon. This would not be fair and we ask that

you correct this.
The Department could have delayed bidding on this project to correct the bid form, but
elected to proceed with accepting bids January 24, 1996. The FDOT bid form
contained item Alt. BA 145 75 2 Geogrid Reinf. Foundations Over Soft Soil (Matrex)
and item Alt. BB 145 75 6 - Geogrid Reinf. Foundations Over Soft Soil (Nicolon).
Both items had identical quantities of 101,628 Sq. Yds.

Florida Department of Transportation Standard Specifications for Road and Bridge
Construction Section 6 — Control of Materials states:

“6-2 Designation of a Specific Project as a Criterion (“Or Equal” Clause). Reference in
the plans or special provisions, to any proprietary article, device, product, material or
fixture, or any form or type of construction, by name, make or catalog number, with or
without the words “or equal,” shall be interpreted as establishing a standard of quality
and shall not be construed as limiting competition. The Contractor may use any article,
device, product, material or fixture, or any form or type of construction, wiich in the
Jjudgment of the Engineer (expressed in writing) is equal, for the purpose intended, to
that named,

Therefore, even at bid time the Contractor was free to consider the use of
another supplier (especially one that had been identified in the plans as having

an acceptable design).

This is exactly what appears to have occurred.

Multiple vendors quoted the project at bid time and multiple contractors apparently
used different suppliers.

used different suppliers.
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On 08/01/96, in Progress Meeting No. 21:

“Cone stated 1o the Turnpike that they forced them to use these characters. The Turnpike
responded this was not true, Cone made a choice at the time of bid. Cone stated the
Turnpike gave them a list of two (it was clarified as four). so they picked the lesser of the
Jew evils, and they picked a manufacturer that had a design that the Turnpike accepred and
Cone cannot get the design approved.” "*

On 08/22/96, in Progress Meeting No. 22:

“...Cone stated that the Turnpike forced them to use this manufacturer. The Turnpike |
clarified that Cone chose to use them. Cone stated there was a pot of three and they chose
this one and they have been a problem.

On 09/10/96, in DRB Meeting No. 5

Cone stated:

“They started trying to get submittals from the sole source designer in March. The
other designer had a more elaborate design with more layers of fabric, so they chose
the one with the least elaborate design.”

The DRB asked Cone:

“... if the main contention was, Cone was stating their designer was a sole source
supplier even though there were two designers and they were Cone’s sub and the
State’s contention was that there was a pick of two suppliers and it was Cone’s
design. Cone stated they felt that since it was pretty much a sole source in the plans
and Cone had to pick the best of the two, it was the State’s designer.”

Cone stated:

“...the FDOT has accommodated them and their beef was with Nicolon and their
argument was that they were forced to choose one of the two and they chose Nicolon.
The Tensor design was ridiculous, because they had 8 or 9 lavers.”

The Board finds:

e That at the time of bidding (01/24/98). there was but one line item in the
bid for which the Contractor could submit a price without running the risk
of having his bid challenged as being non-responsive or irregular.

» Cone did consider the other supplier(s) and elected to use Nicolon.
¢ The Department did not write an overly restrictive specification that
resulted in a disguised proprietary specification.

e The Department did not seek to enforce any duty on Cone to only use
Nicolon. Indeed, if the FDOT had rejected a functionally equivalent
product it would have been a constructive change to the contract.

As to the Supplemental Agreement (monetary & time) to ifs contract for Geosynthetic
Fabric Related Issues, Impacts and Delays issue:

Cone states that it really does not matter whether vou call Nicolon a “sole source”
or some other term. What really matters is:

e Cone’s bid assumed and the FDOT warranted that the Geosynthetic Design was
complete and constructible.
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+ Cone’s bid assumed and the FDOT warranted that its plans and specifications were
complete and constructible.

o Cone issued a purchase order to the FDOT’s Geosynthetic Designer to Furnish,
Engineer and Install its Fabric.

FINDINGS:
On 01/26/95, PSI, on behalf of the Department. wrote Nicolon:

“Your participation will involve submitting to Reynolds, Smith and Hills, Inc. three (3) sets of
prints of your final design for review, and upon netification of acceptance. the submittal of
drawings on polyester film material for inclusion in the final plan assembly. The drawings
shall be made on standard size {36 "x24") sheets.

-

Design is scheduled to be completed by the end of February, 1993, therefore, the final plan
and design calculations and tracings should be submitted not later than February 8, 1995

PSI had previously written Reynolds Smith on 08/12/94:

“On behalf of the Florida Department of Transportation Turnpike District we would like to
extend your company an invitation to participate in alternate designs for geosynthetic
reinforced embankment to be included in the subject project. Submittals as well as schedule
and general design questions should be directed to:

General: The geosynthetic designer shall provide the Engineer with the information
requested in accordance with the Department’s letter of invitation.

Plans: Complete plans shall be provided which include: plan view, elevation view, and
details in accordance with the Plans and Specifications. These shall show the extent, number
of layers of geosynthetic types of geosynthetic, vertical spacing of geosynthetic, orientation of
geosynthetic facing details, details at special structures or obstructions, typical construction
at special structures or obstructions, typical construction sequence, and top and bottom
elevations of the geosynthetic reinforcement. All plans are to be signed and sealed by a
Professional engineer registered in the State of Florida and employed by the OPL
geosynthetic supplier.”

Ultimately muitiple alternate designs were included in the plans.

The Department must be responsible for the adequacy and sufficiency of the design
included in the plans. The relevant questions are:

Does the design included in the plans work?

Did the Department redesign the project or supplement the plan design using the
Shop Drawing Process?

Who requested the redesign?

On 02/22/96 Earth Improvement Technologies (EIT) wrote Nicolon-Mirafi:

“EIT’s proposal to evaluate and produce the VE (Value Engineering) Proposal will be
broken into two parts:

A A feasibility design review of the VE Proposal 1o determine the potential magnitude of
reinforcement strength reduction. Nicolon-Mirafi has requested this feasibility
review o assess the potential for cost reduction due to changes in total reinforcement
strength requirements.”

Air (:ngur rcquu EIETiLS.
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On 03/05/96 Cone transmitted PO # 16916 to Nicolon with a letter stating:

“It is my understanding that Nicolon Mirafi (Nicolon) is proceeding with the redesign of
the geosynthetic reinforcement requirements on this project.”

On 05/08/96 Cone wrote the engineer stating:

"It was mentioned that certain restrictions exist regarding partial placement of fill inside of
one roadway. In order to expedite the installation of the geosynthetic reinforcement fabric,
Cone Constructors proposes to place partial fill an the west side geosynthetic
reinforcement area This partial fill would be from the north edge of the fabric up to about
20 feet from the edge of existing Drane Field Road. Specifically, Cone Constructors would
like to place approximately 3 feet of fill, including the designed fabric layers. This bottom
five feet is significantly lower than the final grade”

EIT’s Chronology 05/14/96 (FDOT Exhibit 8) page 8 of 28:

“EIT receives from Will Hanusch (Cone} a copy of the design reviewers comments
requiring re-submittal (see attached items BA1-BA3). EIT discusses submiital review
comments with Norm Amend (NM). A plan of action is devised to resolve these issues.
Norm will ascertain if they want whole west side redesigned to account for the improved
foundation soils reported by PSL”

.05/16/96 EIT’s Chronology:

“EIT meets with Will Hanusch (Cone) and Jerry Smith (Cone) relative to geotextile
reinforcement. They are pleased with new geotextile layout drawings showing exact
elevation and location relative to centerline stationing. EIT explains reinforcement lavout
to them. Will and Jerry direct EIT fo whenever possible utilize more layers of lower
strength geotextile rather than less layers of strong reinforcement. (see BEI) Before
meeting with owner's representative, EIT and Hanusch site visit the borrow pits and
geotextile installation from Sta. 360 to 363. EIT indicates that it will take 7 to 10 days to
revamp the design and return to Cone for re-submittal. Cone does not object. Drane Field
Road had not been rerouted at this time."”

05/16/96 Geosynthetic Reinforcement Meeting Minutes:

“...EIT explained, as discussed before, there are two functions of the fabric. One is base
stabilization and the ather is reinforcement. Now that there are better soils at the
abutment, than anticipated, the need for the base stabilization fabric is vastly reduced.
Based on the initial soil report, they thought they would need to have a working platform to
be able to move the crane around to drive piles. But that is not the case, so the fact that
there will be cuts in the fabric, will not be critical.

... The Turnpike questioned Cone, where are the results for the test taken for the Phi
Angle of the fill material? Cone responded that the test lab is working on this.

... The Turnpike also asked what would happen 1o the design if the Phi Angle test results do
not come back at 307 EIT responded that the design will have to be redone, because the
design is based on a Phi Angle of 30 and a unit weight of 125 PCF on the fill material.
The maximum average wet unit weight should not exceed 125 PCF. EIT explained that
Cone provided them some test results that they were running on Section 2 and this project.
This is where EIT came up with the values. Based on the gradation that Cone’s quality
control tester provided, EIT estimated the Phi Angle to be a minimum of 30 on the fill.”

06/20/96 EIT wrote Nicolon:

At your (N-M} request we have incorporated two additional geotextile types ("B and
“E"), please see calculation page 45 for design strengths, associated with each. Please
submit the technical and quality control data required by the FDOT.

“E "), pléase see calculation page 45 }'or design strengths, associated with each. Please
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09/22/98 EIT wrote:

Re: Reasons for Re-Design of Geotextile Reinforcement

a) The initial redesign, as explained in EIT proposal 202 on Feb. 22, '96, was fo produce
a value engineering proposal based on the reduction of geotextile reinforcement
strength due to incorporating the stabilizing effects of the MSE walls. The wali designs
were now defined by the wall supplier VSL, {as selected by Cone) an unknown diiring
Jormulation of Nicolon/Mirafi's initial {contract) design.

b) .
c.) OnMar. 13, 1996 VSL informed EIT that soil parameters for their analysis were
going to change and the contractor was currently running tests. EIT requested Cone
provide soil parameters. On. Mar. 19 Cone provided soil parameters verbally
indicating a unit weight of 126.3 pcf and a phi angle of 29.3 degrees, which are
heavier (> 103 pcf) and weaker (< 30 degs.) than the properties stipulated in the
contract documents. EIT requested Cone verify the estimated phi angles with soil
shear test results. The selection of these fill soils rendered Nicolon/MirafT’s initial
(contract) design invalid. This now made the primary reason for redesign,
accommodating the use of fill soils from Cone's borrow pit.
Without the participation of both EIT and Nicolon in the DRB process, it is apparent to
the Board, that no matter what additional information is requested, the question as to
whether the redesign was requested by Nicolon or Cone will not be definitively
answered. Further, whether the original design was adequate given the soils used for

embankment will remain in question.

Therefore, the Board is forced to make its findings and recommendations based on the
state of the record as it presently exists.

The Board finds:

o The design in the plans was to be the complete final design furnished by the
geosynthetic vendor.
“Complete plans shall be provided which include: plan view, elevation view, and details in
accordance with the Plans and Specifications. These shall show the extent, number of
layers of geosynthetic types of geosynthetic, vertical spacing of geosynthetic, orientation of
geosynthetic facing details, details at special structures or obstructions, typical
construction at special structures or obstructions, typical construction sequence, and top
and bottom elevations of the geosynthetic reinforcement. o

¢ The design furnished by the various geosynthetic vendors once approved and
incorporated into the plans became the Department’s design.

e The plans sheets incorporated into the contract did not incorporate all of the
elements as defined in “Complete plans”.

¢ The shop drawings would have to incorporate the properties of the embankment.
actually encountered. '

e The embankment would have to meet the minimum properties specified in the
contract.

' PSI letter 08/12/94.
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e Irregardless of whether the plan geosynthetic design was redesigned there would
have been obstructions to contend with in the plan design,

» These obstructions and the details to deal with structures and obstructions as well as
the top and bottom elevations of the fabric were not shown on the geosynthetic
drawings. "

e This would have caused some delay in the shop drawing process.

e On 08/14/96, Cone filed intent to claim No. 9 — Geosynthetic Reinforcement Design
Delay.

e On 08/22/96, in Progress Meeting No. 22, Cone stated a probable cost of the
outstanding issues:

“...The Turnpike stated what we needed to look at the frequency of the Disputes Review
Board Meetings for ihe remainder of the project. Cone stated they would like to meet once
every two months or have special ones if needed The Turnpike would like 1o keep them
every month for right now, but it would be evaluated at the next DRB meeting. KCA stated
that if all of the claim issues were resolved, we could go to once every quarter. Cone stated
those issues would probably add up to $ 10,000. Cone stated this really needed to be
looked at, because it was very time consuming.”

Recommendation:

Based upon the Board’s review of all documents presented by both parties to this
dispute, and additional documents requested after the hearing, and the current state of
the record, it is our opinion that it is in the best interest of the parties that:

The Contractor be granted a noncompensable time extension of 53 days.

The Contractor be compensated for those penetrations and obstructions that
would have been encountered in the original design.

The Board has spent an inordinate amount of time on this issue because it was not made
aware of the issue contemporaneously as stated in DRB meeting No. 1:

... when every Board meets, Mr. Wegman stated that he hopes that in these round rable
discussions that the Board is made aware aof the three or four items that are being argued
over, for the lack of a better word, There could be three or four items, so that when the
Board rides through the job, they are made aware of them. The Board can look at those
problems on a real fime basis as compared to waiting o year and a half from now to get a
written report to review and make a decision on. The Board could at least look and say ~Yes,
I remember when the crossing held up the Access Road, because we talked about it when we
drove through.” .

Mr. Richardson stated that this is objectively how the Board on Section 2 has been
Junctioning and on the other Board that he sits on. It is to try and keep current with anything
that is an area of concern. The Board should be kept aware of any of those issues at the
round table discussions to see them weekly how they progress and watch the settiement,
hopefully by the parties involved, the Contractor and the Department.

The Board, John Norton went on to say, that what the Specifications and the Agenda takes
into account, is to review and discuss potential problems and proposes both parties not to be
bashful and bring up issues that may or may not become before the Board, but al least they

into account. is to review and discuss potential problems and proposes both parties not to be
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know what’s geing on, on the job. That is one of the reasons why he likes to attend the
weekly meetings, and that’s what he does on a couple of the other Boards that he sits on, and
have the DRB meeting afterwards. This way you don’t rehash what 's been said at the
previous meeting. Also, as on the other jobs, the tour of the jobs after the meetings, has been
very informative.

All parties should, in accordance with the Dispute Review Board Specificatioff, strive to
keep the Board advised of all challenges encountered as they arise.

The Board appreciates the cooperation by all parties involved and the information
provided to make this recommendation.

I certify that [ participated in all of the meetings of the DRB regarding the Dispute
indicated above and concur with the findings and recommendations.

Respectfully Submitted,
Disputes Review Board

Keith Richardson, DRB Chairman
John H. Duke, DRB Member
John Norton, DRB Member

SIGNED FOR AND WITH THE CONCURRENCE OF ALL MEMBERS:

S i —

Keith Richardson
DRB Chairman

Enclosure: Dispute Review Board Chronology

CC: Joseph M. Chao, Jr,P.E.
Jerry Smith, Cone Constructors, Inc.
Kent Seltzer, Cone Constructors, Inc.
Charles B. Wegman, P.E., FDOT
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Cone Constructors, Inc. - DRB Dispute 1 - Geosynthetic

Chronology

Date  Source Code Remarks'
8712794 LTR PSI  To John DeBellis of Reynolds, Smith — From PSI
Re: Purchase/Instrumentation/Geogrid Reinforcement Consiruction Procedures Report
(Page 41 of 43) -
General: The geosynthetic designer shall provide the Engineer with the informarion requeswed in
accordance witl the Department s letter of ivitation.
Plans: Complete plans shall be pravided which include: plan view. elevation view. and details in
accordance with the Plans and Specifications. These shall show the exteny. number of lavers of
geosynthetic npes of geasynthetic. vertical spacing of geosynihedic, orientation of geasymhienc
Jfucing detaiis. details at special structures or obstructions, hpical construction al special
structures or obsiructions. typical construction sequence. and 1op and bortom elevarions of the
geosvnthetic reinforcement. All plans are 1o be signed and sealed by a Professional engineer
registered in the State of Florida and emploved by the QPL geosynihetic supplier.
1/26/95 LFR PSSt FoJerry R. Payne, Jr. of Nicolon-Mirafi Group - From Henri V. Jeuan, PSI
Re: Invitation Letter
On behalf of the Florida Depariment of Transportation Turnpike District we would like 1o extend
your company an invitation 1o participale in afternate designs for geosynthetic reinforced
embankment to be included in the subject project. Submittals as well as schedule and general
design questions should be directed to:
Reynolds. Smith and Hills. Inc.
1715 N. Westshore Boulevard
Suite 500
Tampa, Florida 33607-3999
Atn: Mr. David Wantman, P.E.
Phone: 813/289-3550 FANX: 8137289-0263
Geotechnical guestions may be addressed ro:
PSi
5801 Benjamin Center Drive
Suite 112
Tampa. Florida
Atun: Mr. Ching Kuo. P.E. PiLD.
Phone: 813/886-1075 FAX: 813/588-6514
Your participation will involve submitting 10 Reynolds, Smith and Hills. Inc. ithree (3} se1s of prinis
of vour final design for review. and upon notification of acceptance, the subminial of drasvings on
polvester fiim material for inclusion i the final ptan assembly. The dravwings shall be made on
standard size (36 'x247} sheeis.
Design is scheduled to be completed by the end of February. 19953 therefore. the final plan and
design calculations and tracings should be submitted not later than February 8. 1995,
He are enclosing the following for your use:
e ]00% Surcharge Drawings
- i000% Wall Drawings
«  [00% Roadway Drawings
. Geotechnical Report Dared August 29. 1994
. Purchase/Instrumentarion/Geogrid Reinforcement Construction Procedures
Report Dated August 12. 1994
Please note that Sheets E11 through E13 of the plans are void as such details should be dependent
on your specific design. Design methodelogy requirements are outlined in the attached copy of the
Geagrid Reinforcement Construction Procedures Report.
Your design must conform strictly with the above information.
Your acknowledgment of this invitation and acceprance/or refection will be appreciated. In the
event of non-accepiance, the enclosed material may be discarded. Also, your firm wiil not be
considered for a Value Engineering Concept Proposal for this project at a later date.
08/31/93 PREBID Prebid Conference: Polk County Parkway, Section 5

This meeting is going 1o be recorded by Precision Reporting. that is the first part. the pre-bid
partion. A copy of the transcript will be forvwarded to you and ail plan helders within ten business
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days. It is also important to noie at this time that nothing said and/or transcribed here today, nor
any responses to questions, either verbally or in writing later constitute a change to the bid
documents. The only way the bid documents will be changed is through issuance of an addendum
to these documenis from Tallahassee.

Beginning immediately east of the Mainline Toll Plaza and ending approximately 1.300 feet west
of Saddle Creek is the third critical area of earth work. These areas also involve placement of
wick drains. embankment surcharge and geosvnthetics. The surcharge duration in this area is "3()
calendar days. Immediately east of this area is located Starnrwater Treatment Pord-d.

The contractor should note that even though a product is called out for in the plans as a specified
company, the shop drawing requirements. calculations for connections. supporl. et celera. are still
required for that shop drawing. and the specified product is not necessarily automatically
approved for the use on the project.

1'd like 1o point out that we anticipaie a second supplement. which should be issued sometime
either late this week or first of next week. and some of the key items thai that addendum vwill
address. .

I'd like 1o also mention that in that addendum there may be a change or an addition to the wick
drain supplier, which would allow American Wick Drains as well to be a provider of the wick
drains. Thar's stifl under review and I'm not sure what the outcome yet is on that.

-

Under Geotechnical Services. the Depariment will be hiring a general consultant to assist in the —
AUDIENCE MEMBER: Neal we can't hear back here.
MR. PENNY: Well 'm sorry. 1'm talking as loud and as close as I can get

Pages 26 through 62 of the Technical Special Provisions covers the Surcharge Construction,
Installation of settlement places, Digital Inclinometer Casings and Pore Pressure Transducers.
Geosynthetic Material and Installations of Wick Drains.

Pages 46 through 55 specify the requirements for conditions for design and insiallation of
geosynthetics materials. Payment is also discussed

Pages 56 through 62 specify installation requirements, locations. depth. spacing berween drains.
sole source — 1've been corrected now. It's not sole source supplier. sumpling. shipping and
storage, method of installation. payment and quantity 1o be paid for.

MR MARTIN: My name is Jim Martin, I'm with Huesxer. Incorporated. And I have a question
dealing with the geosynthetic reinfor. embankment section, particiiarly Station 1771 to
1780 plus 50. This deals with the vendor designs that are incorporated into the plans. I have a
question. There’s four particular companies that have suppfied vendor designs.

Three of the companies have Strengths in this particular section over the siime pit that are in the
area of 28 10 36.000 pounds per foot requirements. One particular company has a design which is
20 times less than that, which gives me the feeling that there is some discrepancy as far as the
design requirements on this particular section.

1 have a concern as 1o how the state views this. particularly in light of the gentleman s guestion
here about failures. Is there anybody can shed light as to why there is a difference in the vendor
designs and the strength requirements over this particular section?

MR. MOULTON: First thing I'd like to say and then I'll turn it over to the geotechs is that those,
designs, designers for those four companies were given certain parameters and they were to
came up with a design that fell within those parameters and they were 1o sign and seal those. So
there is a professional and a legal liability here that we 're taiking about. So then. in turn. I will let
PSIor—

MR STEWART: That is answered.

MR MOULTON: So if what you 're saying Is true, then that needs to be passed on 1o the
contraciors that would be bidding this job and also hopefully someone would talk to that
particular firm and say. hey, I think you might have missed something here and maybe they will.
you know, come clean on it or something.

MR. MARTIN: Just a follow-up guestion. Will there — mavbe this is a different type of procedure.
i'm not sure as far as how the state approaches these types of designs. But will there be a design -
I mean. will there be a review of the vendor designs at the state level beyond the stage that they
ere in the plans at this point?

you know. come clean on it or something.

o ~ -
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MR MOULTOX: There will be shop drawing review. but obviously that is just a cursory review
and it's up to the designer who is signing and seal thai, which would be one of the firms that the
comracior citose 10 use.

MR MARTIN: I'd just like 10 make one more comment and I'll shut up.
MR MOULTON: Yes.

MR MARTIN: Our particular campany feels like, particulariv sheets No. TEIL 10 TEIS are
underdesigned and we would — we 'd like 1o go on record as saving we feel like that onght 10 be
removed from the pluns. -

MR MOULTON: Thar's TEIS through TEIS: is that carrect?
MR MARTIN: Yes sir.
MR MOULTON: So noted.

MR. PAYNE. Jerry Payne with Nicolon Mirafi. reinforcement vendor. Question about the svick
drain installation. The question I have is are — is the wick drain installation and the. I guess. the
A-3 material that s being placed, is that going 10 be placed on top af the first lift of geosymhetic in
the surcharge area® Or are you going fo puf the geasynthetic on top of the wick drain?

MR CASPER: Wick drain is first. The intent was only put enough 4-3 material in to provide a
working surfuce, and we didn 't really anticipare that they would have to put 4-3 material in
everywhere before they put the wick drains in.

AR MOULTON: So the second part of your question would be would you be purting your wicks
through the geosyntheric fabric. and the answer is no.

MR PAYNE: Well. the other c}uesnon is without @ separator fabric in there, you're in these soft
soils. how is the A-3 going to drain when you put a ioad on it and get migration of the fines
{phonetic) up into the A-37

MR. CASPER: Idon't think thar they Il penetrate entirely through the two foor thick layer. I ithink
we re going to have — [ mean, that's something. again. thai takes time. And [ think we ‘re going to
have enough of u drainuge effect,

MR. PAYNE: Could that be at the aption of the comtractor if he felt betier abowt putting a working
laver in there with the geosvnthetic and the A-3 material and then punch his wick drains through
the fabric?

MR MOULTON: [ think thar that option, any of those options, If you've got — the comtractor has
a geetechntical engineer working for him and he's recommending something like that, sure. we
would consider it. It shouldn’t be any additional cost invelved, but we would consider it. If there
was the feeling that this would be a more adequare design or constriction methodology.

MR. CASPER. The coniractor has to submir @ wick drain installation plan, so that could be part
of his installation plan.

MR WEGMAN: The real question is whether or not we would pay for it. And I think ovr position
right now is we would not.

MR MOULTON. [don 't think the gquestion had anything to do with pay. from his perspective.
This is a supplier.

MR. CASPER: That's as long as we re comfortable that them punching through the geosvathetics.
as provided isn’t going lo compromise the strength of the geosynthetics.

MR AIOULTON: | hope evervbody could hear all that that's going on.

MR BUENAVENTURA: Right. I was going to follow up on that by asking thar the specs clearh:
indicate what expectarions or what filling rates we can use in those locations. Seo it's nat going to
be a sinvation of how fast we want to build it. but we re governed by what's in the specs thar we
can only place the fill at a certain amount of filling per dav or per week. So that information
should have been utilized by the geotechnical engineers to determine the raie of placement. and
hopefully that information can be —

MR GRAHAM- Bob Graham with Cone Corporation. Neal talked about the sieel casings that
you put in for the utility work. and apparently some of them go under the surcharge areas. So
you Il be restricted to put those in ajter the surcharge is in place. 'm just curious if vou try io
open cut Hhose in You 're going to dig up your geogrid or -

AUDIENCE MEMBER: Storm sewer will be the same way.
MR. GRAHAA: So you'll be allowed to cut through the grid?

MR, PENNY: After the surcharge is completed you go back to do your storm sewer installation,
then at the same time you put some aof those casings in that are in the surcharge area.

AUDHENCE MEMBER: Storm sewer will be the same way.
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MR. GRAHAM: Doesn 't it affect the design if vou cut through the geogrid?
MR CASPER: By that time it doesn t matter anymore.

MR. PAYNE: Jerry Payne with Nicolon Mirafi. In addressing the reinforcement areas in the
surcharge zones. there are several different designs that incorporate panel to pane! interface.
Some designs have a one foot overlap, some designs are seamed. some designs just geosvathetics
abutted up 1o each other adjacent — with adjacent panels. A rwo part question. The first part is
kow will the state propose to check the panels after the fill has been placed to assare that a
hundred percent coverage has been effected during the installation?

And the second part is as part of the vendor designs and the comractor s insiallation of these
systems, whose responsibility is it to achieve that hundred percent coverage?

MR MOULTON: 'l answer the second parr of that question. which both parts of the question
deal with geosynthetic fabrics and Iundred percent caverage of the area. Some require an overlap
and is that overlap sufficient once you put equipment gn it, so_forth or some reguire materials 1o be
butted up against each other. The Jirsi part of that guestion was how will the Department
guaraniee that we gei a hundred percent coverage.

We have our CEI that will be in the field and if it reguires doing some test strips and so forth with
this material, [ can envision that. Secondly. whar was the second part of that question again?

MR. PAYNE: The second part is as part of the engineer s design or the vendor design. some say 1o
maintain a ceriain overlap. say a foot. some say to seam the geotextile 1o a certain strength. and
some just have just put the geesynthetic side by side with no overlap or no seaming.

MR MOULTON: [ think you said whose responsibility will it be 1o —
MR. PAYNE: Who is responsible —

MR. MOULTON: -- 10 guarantee whether it will be the suppliers or the comtraciors that we have
thal kundred percent coverage. | would say that it would be the prime contracior's responsibilin.
but obviously if the design requirements or the supplier's requiremenis need to be modified. then
they will need to be modified. If they ve specified a foot overlap and that fool overlap doesn 't work
and you 're getting — ending up with a foot and a half gap between the 1wo fabrics. then obvicusly
they Il have 1o start with maybe a three foot overlap or something like that.

Those are important things to discuss with the supplier that yout may be using, up froni, because
that could significantly impact the amount of material needed, geosynthetic needed te cover
these areas. Any other questions?

12/14/95 PREBID Prebid Conference: Polk County Parkway, Section 34

It is also impartant at this time to note that nothing said and/or transcribed here today. nor any
responses o questions either verbally today or in writing later. constitute u change to the
doctiments. The only way the bid documents will be changed is through the Issuance of an
addendum to these documents from Tallahassee. In other words, this is jus! the same as any other
Job.

Any questions which may arise after this meeting must be sent in writing to Charles Wegman
attention in Lakeland. the jax mumber is area code 941-646-3098. no later than 5:00 p.m.
Tuesday, December 19™. This will enable the questions io be responded to and distributed to all
pian holders in a timely manner. '

These two surcharge areas involve the placement of geosynthetic fabric and embankment
surcharge over unstable soils to consolidate the soil to provide foundation of roadway
construction. The surcharge duration jor these areas is 180 calendar days. ...

... It is imperative that the site preparation including surcharge consolidation and utility work for
these ramp plazas be completed within the frame allotted for the Turnpike Aaster Schedule.
Special Provision 14 establishes the 101l plaza site delivery date as Angust 8. 1997

.. I should be noted thar Ramp A plaza site is within the area requriring placement of geosynthetic
Jfabric and surcharge embankment. 180 davs of monitoring settlement time has been esiablished
for the surcharge embankment afier acitieving the surcharge elevation.

Special atiention is recommended i0.the utility construction notes I through 14. which define
when the utility installations including storm sewer structures need to be installed to permit other
section contraciors to proceed as well as to coordinate construction sequencing for their project

o e -
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and this project.

All surcharge embankment. including monitoring devices and geosynthetic fubrics are detailed in
Surcharge Plans, Plan Sheets E1 through E41. shall be installed during Phase [ The second
sentence of Phase I note 8 states ~Contractor shall coordinate installation of steel casings shown
in the urihin: relocation plans with the placement of all embankmene.”

Shop drawings. Il shop drawings shall be handled in the same manner. a copy of tie
requirements witl be distribited at the preconstruction meeting,

A few highlights. The procedure thar will be utilized specifies thar the contractor will send
drawing submittals to the Engineer of Record, copies of the transmittal letter will be required to
2o to the resident engineer, Turnpike program manager and Turnpike production. Addresses
will be provided at the preconstruction meeting. This way we can check on the staws and location
of any submittal very easih.

Befare submining anv shop drawings, the contractor shall submir a schediile for the shop drawing
submittals to the resident engineer and Turnpike production shop drawing review section. This
will help them schedule their time appropriately and help expedite shop drawings in a manner that
will keep the job running smoothly.

Fach subminal will be stamped, reviewed and initialed by the contractor. This is written
confirmation that he has reviewed the submittal (o ensure its compliance with plans and
specification requirements as defined in Standard Specifications Section 3-1.4.4. Shop drawing
submittals are frequently held up due to not having them signed. The Engineer of Record can do
nothing with the submirtals that are not signed and sealed where required. Turnpike District
Construction wants to reinforce how important it is for the contractor 10 coordinate these shop
drawings. make sure that they are reviewed with the various disciplines. confirmed 1o comply with
the contract requirements and submitted earfy in the contract.

This coordination effort can greatly decrease the time required for the shop drawing reviews, like
all other FDOT districts, shop dravings for the Turnpike District go the Designer of Record and
district production. Thorough and timely reviews 1o expedite the construction progress is the goal
of the Turnpike District.

The contractor should note that even though a product is named in the plans as a specified
company, the shop drawing requirements. calculations for the connections, supports, elc. are
still required for that shop drawing and witizoit this information. the specified product is not
necessarily automarically approved for the use on the project.

Addendums. Three supplements to the Supplemental Special Provisions have been added to the
specification package dated October 6*. They are dated November 2*, November 7 and
November 14, 1995.

Submission of a working schedule. Within 21 calendar davs after the contract has been avwarded
or at the preconstruction conference. whichever is earlier. the successful bidder shall submit o the
engineer a Critical Path Method schedule for the project.

(ther schedule considerations include milestones listed in the Turnpike Master Schedule for site
work and utility connections associated with the Ramp -1 and B toll plazas. The ramp toll plaza
site work and ntifiny connections must be placed 10 aflow an August 8. 1997 delivery date. In order
10 meet these toll plaza milestones, the contractor must consider the surcharge operations and
settlement durations. :

Special Pravision 21. Allowance for delays caused by the effects of inclement weather will not be
made. Delays caused by catastrophic occurrences. such as a fiurricane, may be considered as
basis for contract time extension.

Liguidated damages for failure to complete the work. Special Provisions cover. on page 22. for
this contract. a daily rate of 55200 will be assessed for revenues thar would be lost due 1o failure
to complere the work within the approved comiract time. This lost revenue assessment shall be
cumularive with the assessment of the liguidared damages assessed in accordance with the
Specification 8-10.2.

Special Provision 23. Such liquidated damages shall be the amounts established in the following
schedule. The schedule is shown on page 19 of the Special Provisions.

Combining lost revenues and damages for this project approach 813,000 per day.

Supplement Specifications, under Supplemental Agreements. At the beginning of the project. as
MACUWIE, ¢ SCHEAINE IS5 SRUWTT OFT LR | U HIE SDEUIUT T TUYID U,
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Charlie eariier mentioned, a (ontingency Supplemental Agreement will be processed. Thix
valuable asset enables the comtractor to keep moving when extra work or changed conditions are
encountered.

Additional or unforeseen work having no guantin: or price approved in the contract will be paid at
a negotiated price. Where the cost is negotiated. the contractor shall submir an estimate 1o the
Department in terms of labor. materials. equipment. overhead and oiher expenses incurred solely
as a result of additional or unforeseen work.

Next area. Geotechnical Services. A geotechnical general consuliant will be selecicd by the
Department 10 provide PDA and initial surcharge instrumentarion services.

There are several geotechnical issues that all bidders should be jamiliar with. Surcharge

operations arc covered under pages 36 through 38. Settlement plates. digital inclinomeier casings
and pore pressure transducers are covered on page 39 through ~1. Geosynihetic reinforcement is
covered under pages 72 through 83.

Pages 57 through 71 covers the requirement for the installation of those setilement plates. casings
and the pore pressures transducers.

The pore pressure transducer installation shall be performed by a qualified geotechnical
engineering firm meeting the approval of the engineer. The contracior is responsible for the
proiection of all installation of plates. casings and iransducers. Pavmeni will only be made for
acceptably installed, protected and maintained in a satisfactory operating condition. equipment
until the final acceptance of project.

Pages 72 through 83 specify the requirements and conditions for the design and installation of
the geosynthetic materials. Payment shall be per square yard per Section 1434 5.4. on page 78

-

Close coordination will be required with the City of Lakeland contractor who will remove the
existing asbhestos piping after roadway contractor has proposed water lines operational. Plun
sheet R15 has a note reminding the contractor that protection of existing plant materials will be
required. TSP 1613 contains additional information in this area.

01/19/96 LTR NI To Michael Stewart of Florida Turnpike District — From Nicolon-Mirafi Group”
C Re: Differences in Geotextile Reinforcement Designs

As a follow up to your discussions with Michae! Cowell yesterday we wanted 1o express our
concern over the differences in the design supplied by Huesker versus that of Nicolon/Mirafi.

The key concern is that the Huesker submittal either is under designed or has an error in the
stationing on the table designaring the geotextiles 1o be used. Specifically in the zone of the large
temporary surcharge there are significant differences in the geotextile requirements. The
embankment in the surcharge area ranges from 28 to 40 feet high. Therefore to maintain
embanikment stability the NicolonMirafi designs required that some of our strongest georextiles be
used in the surcharge area. Two layers of geotextiles with design sirengths totaling approximately
33.000 and 23.000 lbs/ft respectively were used. However, the Huesker design used only one layer
of their rwe lowest sirength geotextiles with design strengths of 10.300 and 1743 lbs/foot
respectively. A summary of the design strength used in each design by station in the surcharge
area is summarized on the following page:

Design Strength Required

Station Embankment Nicolon/Mirafi Huesker
Height (ft) Design Design
375400 40 34,250 10.500
376+00 38 34.250 1,745
377+00 23 23.000 1,743
381+00 19 23.000 1.745
381+25 18 1300 1743

It seems that at a minimum, there is an errar in the stationing in Hucsker's table and a difference
in design strength assumptions per the spec. The difference in the Huesker design presents iwo
problems:

I. POTENTIAL FOR EMBANKMENT FAILURE — Since this section is very much under
designed there is a porential for a bearing failure of the embankment if it is buili per the
Huesker plans.

2. POTENTIAL FOR BID PROTESTS AND CHANGE ORDERS — Presently vou have
designs from two bidders which are vastly different for an area 300+ feet long and both
designs are approved by the owner as valid. Therefore vou have the porential for a large
change order 1o make it safe and the poteniial for a number of protesis 1o the bid from
comractors and suppliers due 10 the unequal alternate provided.

? Giamped as Received by Fla Dept of Transportation, 'I'allahassee on January 23, 1996 at 11:20 AM
IR POnT SN UIUUES S WHELH G5 € VUSLEY WL JET I JUF LI WFEL JUN | JaTE CUNE UL LU

d‘est gns are approved by the owner as valid. Therefore you have the poiential for a large

10/01/98 Page 6 of 66



DISPUTE REVIEW BOARD CHRONOLOGY

You stitt have an opportunity (o make the bids both teclmicafly safe and to limit your liabiliv by
muking sure the Huesker design is corrected.

NO BID ITEM FOR THE HUESKER PRODUCT — There is also one last concern we must
mention. Presenth the bid tabs show Matrex and Nicolon as the only bid items. The first problem
is that iheve is no Matrex design in the plans and therefore there should not be a Matrex bid item.
The second problem is that Huesker has offered a design for bidding. however a Huesker bid ifem
is absent from the bid documents. This creates the porenriul for contractors and Huesker to
protest the bid since without a Huesker bid itew there is only one valid bid item avaifable which is
Nicelon. This would not be fair and we ask that You correct tliis. —

Plegse understand thar we bring these differences up in order ro maintain a fair and safe bid for
all partics. We feel very strongly it is critical that to assure both a saffe design and to limit your
liahility the Huesker designs be corrected and the bid items listed correctly.

01724796 CONTRACT BID DATE

02/22/96 LTR £l To J. Rusty Pavne of Nicolon-Mirafi — From Michael R. Simac of Earth Improvement Technologies

Re- Proposal for Feasibility VE Design Review of the Nicolon/Mirafi Geosynihetic
Reinforcement Design and Prepararion of Final VE Construcrion Documents

Earth Improvement Technologies (EIT) is pleased to provide the following propasal for the
potential Value Engineering (VE) proposal alternative 1o the Embankment Reinforcement Design
originally generated and bid by Nicolon/Mirafi on this projece. EIT understands Nicolon/Mirafi's
basis for a I'E proposal would be:

A reduction in the required reinforcement strength may be realized (from Siations 361 io
373} by incorporating the stabilizing effects of the reinforced soil mass from the MSE walls
supporiing the Polk C mmly Parkway traffic surface. now defined by the contractor selected
I'SL design

EIT’s proposal 1o evalvate and produce the VE (Value Engineering) Proposal will be broken into
1o pars:

A A feasibilin: design review of the §'E Proposal to deiermine the potential magnitude of
reinforcement strength reduction. Nicolon-Mirafi has requested this feasibility review to
assess the polential for cost reduction due 1o changes in total reinforcement strength
requiretents.

B, Should a switch to lower strength reinforcement be determined viable by
Nicolon/Mirafi. EIT would develop the detailed design calcenlations. engineering
submittal, and construction drawings/specifications jfor the I'E proposal.

SCOPE of WORK
For the Part A feasibiliry design review EIT proposes to:

% Review the project Plans, Specifications & Seils Report

“  Review the design input paramerers & stratigraphy ar rwo rargel Sections: Sta. 364 &
373

4 Review the material properry determinations

< Perform Global Stability calculations

% Perform Bearing Capacity Analysis of each section

% Perform Base Sliding Analysis of each section

Provide letter report of results. indicating potential reinforcement strength reductions

along alignment.

EIT estimales the initial design review will take berween 10-12 hours by the principal engineer.
Michael R. Simac. Using standard rates (§ 125.00 7 hour) the budge: for the imitial design review
should be $1.250 10 §1.500. pius expenses. 4 preiiminary verbal report could be provided on
Friday. February 23. with the letter report by Monday morning February 26, 1996.

For the Part B design EIT proposes to perform the final design calculations, plan/project review,
and preparation of submittal documents which wonld be conpleted upon Mca!an/eraf (N/M)
receiving a purchase order for this project. EIT proposes to:

< Final review of the project Plans. Specifications & Soils Report

% She visit to meet with PSI. RSH & FLDOT Engineers

> Terify- backfill source & review the design parameters

<% Review the material propertv & soil stratigraphy determinations

< Perform detailed Global Siability analyses at each Station. verify the revised VE design
{from part A) for more detailed soils

Perform Bearing Capacity & Base Sliding Analysis of all sections

Prepare Construction sequence. procedires & monitoring plan

Prepare submitial. calculations. construction pians & specs

Seal the calculations & construction drawings

e o%
0o

.
oo

)
(3

EIT estimates the final desism review will take about 60 hours by the principal engineer. Michael
R. Simace. roughly 60 hours of CADD rime and about 16 hours of administrative/clerical time.
Using EIT's standard hourly rates the budget for the final design review and plan preparation

prae e ey

e

- Sea! the calculanons & construction dranmgs
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should be 312 300 which includes expenses. Additional projecissite meeiings extra.
SCHEDULE

Earth Improvement Technologies is prepared 1o start the feasibilin design review (1) as soon as
we receive written or verbal authorization from N/M. A preliminary verbal repart conld by
provided on Friday, February 23, with the lester report by Monday morning February 26, 1996

Preparation of final documents (B) will take four to five weeks to complete. so the earliest notice
on the start or completion date would be appreciated.

SUMMARY —

EIT has proposed a two part VE design process 10 provide an Embankment Reinforcement Design
that meets the feasibility assessment needs of Nicolon/Mirafi. This iwo-part approach is necessary
o meet project timing and manufacturing resource allocation decisions by N/M. EIT will perform
an initial design review (d) to permit N/M to qccurately evaluate the cost-savings that could
initiate from this type of VE propesal. EIT aiso proposes to provide stamped plans, specs and
submittals (B). if the Nicolon/Mirafi VE proposal is selected by the contractor. EIT is currently:
staffed and capable of performing the work in the stated time frame.

Provided this proposal meets Nicolon-Mirafi's needs for engineering design services. EIT will
provide two copies of our standard contract for execution by both parties.

03/04/96 NTP NOTICE TO PROCEED

03/05/96 LR To Greg Roscoe of Nicolon Mirafi — From L. F. Buengventura of Cone Constructors

Please find attached a copy of Purchase Order #16916 for the geosynthetic reinforcement on the
above referenced project. This P.O. covers all labor. materiais. taxes. equipment, freight. design
and engineering services required 1o supph: and insiall the geosynthetic reinforcement.

It is my understanding that Nicolon Mirafi (Nicolon) is proceeding with the redesign of the
geosynthetic reinforcement requirements on this project. Additionally. Nicolon indicated that
your redesign would be completed and shop drawings wonld be submitted 1o Cone no later than
March 12, 1996. Further, Nicolon is o proceed immediatety with the production of the
reinforcement materials required west of the CSX railroad track between stations 360+00 and
370+ 00.

According to Nicolon, the delivery date for the maierials required west of the CSX RR will be no
later than March 29, 1996. Cone Consiructors. Inc. (Cone) would appreciare Nicolon's best
efforts to achieve this deadline. Cone has received a Notice to Proceed on this project and
commenced work on March 4, 1996, Ohr crews will rapidly approach this area but can not
proceed further without these materials. As such. please give the production of these materials
your utmost ailendion to ensure compliance with the March 29. 1996 date.

N3/08/96 PRECO Pre-Construction Conference — Polk County Parkway Section 3A
v

MR. CHAQ: The notice to proceed for this comiract was on March £, 1996. Monday. which is
the same day as begin construction. The contract duration is 778 calendar days. There will be no
time granted for inclement weather or contractor vacation. And the contractor is notified that
liquidated damages for this project is $7.022 per day. plus 0002 of any amount over 520 million.
And lpst revenue damage is 85,200 per day. And these damages are cumulative.

MR. CHAQ: Thank you. Just to clarify that. Lou. all correspondence will go to Jerry unless it's a
direct response 16 —

MR. BUENAVENTURA: Unless it’s a'direct response 1o something I may have generated or Jim
Lundy, yeah evervthing should go to Jerry. It needs to be addressed to the home office.

MR CHAQ: Everything through the home office.
MR BUENAVENTURA: Yes, copy Jerry.

MR. CHAO: Okay. Thankyou. Asistated the begin construction was on March 4", ]996. |
would Iike 1o ask Cone at this time if they have a CPM schedule to submir.

MR BUENAVENTURA: We have a drafi of the baseline CPM schedule 1o submit today.

MR. CHAO: ... Then we also have a shop drawing submittal procedure. Mosr shop drawings will
go through the engineer of record, Reynolds. Smith & Hills.

Please be sure because I think you submitted some the other day that went 1o the Turnpike and they
returned them. Those go straight to the engineer of record. And please provide us with a letter of
transmittal so that we may track them for you and we Il discuss it at the weekly meetings so we can
push those through for you and see where they re at and get them back to you as soon as possible.
Please also try not to flood them in, if you can give us a schedule of the ones you re going o be
submitting.
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MR CHAOQ: .. would also like af this time 1o set up the weekl: progress meetings. Those will be
on Thursdav afternoons ar 1:00 p.m. in our office beginning nexr week. We use those weekly
progress meetings (o discuss job pragress and any job issues. design issues. wriliny issues von may
have at the rime. We 'l also go through the tracking logs for RFI's. sublets. shop drawings. so that
we can all be on the same page and track them and get them back to you.

1'd fike to ask Cone at this time are there any VECP’s that are coming up in the near future?

MB BUENAVENTURA: Not at this time. ——

MR. CHACY: Okay The last area I'd like to bring up. 1'd like 1o ask Cone at this time are there
any errors or omissions that you re aware of in the plans ar this time?

MR. SMITH: The only ones I'm aware of is the RFT’s that we 've submitted at this time.

03/14/96

PAAL#T

Progress Meeting Mimutes: Meeting No. |

Chustanding Shop Dravings & Subminals

... The Conrractor noted the Geogrid will be submitted with a reguest to splice.

Contractor Delays

The Contractor has stated that there have been no delays to consiruction since begin construction.
Action ltems

. A field review of the Contractor s request 10 place utility casings prior 1o surcharging was
scheduled immediatety follow the progress meeting.

Errors and Omissions

The Coniracior stated that there were no errors or omissions in the plans encountered (o date
other than what has been transmitted by RFIs.

03/19r96

10/01/98
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To J. Rusty Payne of Nicolon-Mirdfi — From Michael R. Simac of Earth Improvement Technologies
Re: Reguest for Additional Soils Data & Information in the Nase Area (Bin Walls) of MSE
Abutments

As part of the final design to prepare construction submittal drawings Earth Improvement
Technologies (EIT) is examining many potential failure mechanisns for the MSE wall systems
supported by the geosynthetic embankment reinforcement on this project. During this
examination EIT has determined that the design jor the walls/embankment in the acute angle
fnosej area of the west fand probably easi} bridge abuiment may be controlled by bearing
capacity. In particular. the bearing capacity failure mechanism wifl be lareral plastic flow.
commanly known as squeezing. of the soft fcohesion. ¢ = 600 psfy clay laver out from beneaih the
tall. narrow wall sections al the nose ared.

With very limited subsurface information and test data available for the soils in this area of the
profect. EIT has examined the effects of the saft clay layer initiating at Elevation (EL) 130 feet with
a 10 foot thickness and alse beginning at EI 133 feet for a 13 foort thickness. Attached (see page 9
calcs) please find graphs of the bearing capacity safety factor for squeezing versus centerline
stationing. The top graph is appropriate for the nose area. formed by Walls IC and 1E. This
scenario is appropriare provided Wall 14 from station 369+32 10 368 is buiit in conjunction with
or after Walls 1C and 1E. In the event that Wall 14 and [C behind staiion 369+32 are
constructed before Wall 1E. then two critical wall bearing capaciry scenarios develop. The initial
one created during construciion of Wall 1. depicted in the lower graph and then the long term
scenario created by Walls 1C and 1E

The generally accepted mininim bearing capacity safety facter for reétaining walls is 2.0 isee
AASHTO Bridge AManual section 5.8.1). with the specifications for this profect requiring 2.5 (see
Sheet W-1; The calculated safety factors presented in the attached graphs are significantly befow
those requiremenis. The range of nel atiowable (ES = 2.0; bearing pressure for the soft clay laver
wenid be:

1.300 psf 0 3.000 psf starting ar EI 135 fi.
1.350 psf 1o 4.000 psf starnng at EIL 130 ft

These allowable soil pressures are significantly different than the range of allowable bearing
capacity of 3.400 to 5.800 psf for 30 0 34 feei tall MSE walls shown on Sheet W-2 (Table 2} of
the plans. Howvever. EIT's analysis did not include any beneficial confinement effects from the
abutment piles.

Since the entire base width of the wall/embaniment structure is part of the failing part of the
structure, geosynthetic reinforcement will NOT mitigate or alleviate ithis situation The fuctors
that control the performance of the Structure are as follows:

Height of Structure Strength of Saft Layer

i
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Density of Fill in Structure Depth to Soft Laver
Width of Structure Thickness of Soft Layer

Consequently, prior to recommending any potential solution for the problem it is prudent fo obtain
more information on the subsurface conditions in this area of the project. EIT is requesting thar a
supplementary subsurface investigation be performed 1o determine the depth. thickpess, and
strength of the clay layer in the nose area of both abutments. idealty. the strength of the clay laver
should be tested both insitu fvane shear). and in the laboratory (UU and CU)} 16 quantifs: the
potential gain in strength with time under the consolidating load of the constructed abument
walls. Since the undrained shear strength (c) of the clay will need ro be in the range of 900 psf (EL.
130) to 1200 psf (El. 133) to achieve the minimum required safery factors. quantificatton of the soil
shear strength is extremely important. In the event that amv or ail of this information already
exists, please forward a copy 1o EIT as soon as possible.

Therefore, even though the original Nicolon-Mirafi embankment reinforcement design
specifically excluded bearing capacity, the issue should be addressed prior to proceeding to
construction. Please be aware that proceeding with construction, without specifically addressing
the bearing capacity of the MSE abutment walls in the nose area could lead to carasirophic failure
without warning during construction or shortly thereafter. [f there are any questions concerning

013/21/96

PMAM #2

the information provided herewith or the recommended request for soils data please call me.
Progress Meeting Minutes: Meeting No. 2

Future Work Plan / 2 Week Look Ahead Schedule

... Setile piate installation requires instailation plan prior to any insiallation. A meering can be set
up with Cone 's Geotechnical Engineer to discuss all installation plans and submitals.

Contractor Delays
Cone stated that there have been no delays to construction this past week.
Errors and Omissions

Cone stated that there were no errors or omissions in the plans encountered since fasr week's
meeting other than what has been transmitied by RFIs.

03/26/96

LTR

To Lou Buenaventura of Cone Constructors — From Jerry R. Payne of Nicolon-Mirafi
Re: MSE Wall Abutments/Bearing Capacity

In Nicolon Mirafi's effort to develop final shop drawings for the reinforced embankments on the
above referenced project, our designer (Earth Improvements Technologies — EIT) has identified a
possible bearing capacity problem in the nose area (Bin Wails) of the MSE abutments. This
situation may result in a catastrophic failure, without warning if the issue is not addressed.

As a courtesy, I have contacted PSI (Geotechnical Engineer of record), I'SL (selected MSE wall
vendor} and Paul Stays (Polk County Parkway Program Manager). in an effort 1o daviight as
quickly as possible this bearing capacity issue. As directed by Mr. Stays, Nicolon Mirafi is
presenting this correspondence to you as a beginning in bring this issue to a resolution.

Please understand. as we have previously discussed, that this potential problem is not something
that can be corrected solely with geosynthetic reinforcement and is therefore outside of our
present scope. However, if needed our design consultant. EIT, would be interested in the
opportunity to enter a contract with vou to analyze and develop an engineering solution to this
problem.

It is recommended that the additional subsurface investigation in the Bin Wall areas should
include information which would be beneficial in the development of possible soheuions such as
resting the Bin Wall corner on a pier, or 1o support the Bin Wail corner with a column. or to place
a series of shallow piles along the wall fjoundation in the problem areas and bridge support the soil
mass between piles geosynthetic reinforcement. However. the most important result of the
additional subsurface investigation should be to qualify, locate limits. and quantify the problem.

03728796

PAMM 43

Progress Meeting Minutes: Meeting No. 3
Progress of the Contractor (This Week)

... Tuesday April 2, 1996, the contractor plans a test placement of Geogrid. in preparation towards
surcharging. This will be a small test strip using applicable fill to verify geotextile design.

The Contractor was reminded to submil the Geogrid Instaliation Plan. A meenng between his
Geotech Engineer and the Department was suggested to the Contractor

Errors and Omissions

The Contractor stated there were no errors or omissions in the plans encountered since last week s
meeting other than what has been transmitted by RFI5.

(14/02/96

(14/02/96

10/01/98

LTR

LIK

£t

To Henri Jean aof PST - From Michael R Simac of Earth Improvement Technologies
Re: Transmittal of Bearing Capacity Calculations

Pursuant fo your recent request for a copy of Earth Improvement Technologies (EIT) bearing
capacity calculations for the above referenced pr:ujecl. enclosed please find same. Included with
the bearing capacity calculations is the technical reference upon which the analysis for lateral
To Henrt Jean of ¥31 — From Michael I dimac of Larth tmprovement | €Chnoiogies

Re: Transmiual of Bearing Capacity Calculations

Page 10 of 66



DISPUTE REVIEW BOARD CHR()NOLOG\]

plastic flow (squeezing) is based.

04463796 GEO Geotechnical Meering Mintes
TECH

This was an introductory meeling conducted benveen the Deparment. KCA and the Contracior io
gain a better understanding of pertinent issues related to the geotecinical requirements of this
projeci.

To date the Contractor has submitied:

Piezometer Installation Plan and Piezometers.
Senlement Plate Assembiy Plan.
Digital Inclinomerter Casing.

The Contractor is working to submit the geotexiile Fabric Design,

The Contractor has scheduled a test strip for the instatlation of this fabric 10 determine the
installation coefficient in an effort 10 produce a more precise design. Lpon determination of this
coefficient. the geotextile design will be finulized and submitted for review as required.

Regarding the insiallation of the digital inclinometer. the Depariment was concerned if the
Contractor was proposing (o utilize telescopic couplings. The couplings are proposed as outlined
in the submiual except at three locations. The department will review for the need of conplings
where none were proposed.

It was noted the specifications required “Peter P-102 Pressure Transducers.” Mr. Hawkins stated
that he feels there is a no-equal ro this piece of equipment. However. the Department will review
the equipment proposed. and if the Depariment feels the equipmenr proposed will accomplish the
task then it may be approved.

General discussion occurred regarding the geotextile fabric and in particular the soil property
values (¢ A depicted in the plans. Mr. Hawkins feit the values given were intended for the design
af the MSE Walls and that the Contractor may need to perform the stability analvsis utilizing the
soil properties of actual soils to be used. It was suggested that the Contracrors submit an RFT with
the proposed design criteria values and method. This is suggested in an cffors to avoid potential
problems in the future.

The Contractor was concerned about making penetrarions through the fabric as required for the
setilement plate stems elc. Mr. Hawkins stared. peneirations may be made by cuiting a small slice
in the fabric. in the direction and parallel 10 the primary: tensile forces.

The Contractor had ideas related 1o instatiation of the geotextile fabric that would possible open
some of the project site to Construction. The Conmtractor was notified 1o submit these ideas in
writing for consideration including his request for splicing the fabric. The Coniractor was
reminided, that splicing may not be done without the priar approval of the Engineer.

The Contractor was reminded that the backfill material within the reinforced vofume of the
geotextile fubric has specific requirements in the specifications. He was also reminded of the sand
bedding requirement in the trenches of the piezomeler tubing.

The Departmenr requesied thar the Contractor submit his proposal sequencing of construcrion for
this related work.

0:4:03/96 LTR To Joseph M. Chao of KCA — From William J Hanusch of Cone Constructors
Re: Confirmation of Meeting of 3 April 1996

This letter confirms several items discussed at todav's meeting with Cone Constructors. Kisinger
Cammpo & Assoc.. Corp.. FDOT and Bromwell & Carrier (BCI). In this meeting ihe designs of
several items were discussed including the surcharge wistrumentation, the reiained earth walls.
and the geotexiile surcharges.

- ) Surcharge instrumentation

Mr. Dick Hawkins of the FDOT mer Mr. Godwin Naadi of BCT and instrumentation installarion
was discussed and agreed upon. The instrumeniarion submittals are currently under review by the
FDOT and these were discussed as well. Cone Consiructors requested that review of this trem be
expedited to allow major earthnwork to begin.

The scope of work under the digital inclinometer pay item 144-073 required clarification in that
Cone Constructors bid price inciudes only the single FDOT-provided digiral inclinometer

Retained Earth Walis designed by VSL

The design reguirements of this item were discussed at fength by all parties. Mr. Hawkins
provided clarification on the design vs. construction parameters and Mr. Nnadi concurred in the
Jollowing:

. The 30 degree Phi angle and 103 gamma weight were limits placed on the design team to
ensure a safe and reliable design.

. The purpose of these design resiriclions was based on the assumpiion that actueal fill placed
at these walls would have a gamma weight jn excess of 105 and a phi angle greater than 31).

o A higher gamma weight improves the structural integrity of the fill and 105 is the minimum

ensure a safe and reliable design.
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accepiable gamma weight. Geotechnicai reports perjormed on Cone Consiructors’ A3 fill
material put this gamma weight much higher than 103, and is therefore unacceprable for use
in these walls.

e Muftiple geotechnical tests have been, and are being. performed on Cone Construciors' A3
[fill material and will be forwarded to KCA wpan receipt of the latesi test. This testing was
and is being performed by ASC Geosciences inc.

Geasynthetic Material Design by Nicolon Mirafi

Cone Constructors informed FDOT and Kisinger Campo & Assoc., Corp that tomorrow,
Thursday, 4 April 1996. a field west of the Geosynthetic Material (geafab) wiil be performed on
site. This test will be performed by a subcontractor of Nicolon Mirafi. Geosyniec Consufrants. Inc.
The purpose of this test was clarified via the following items:

s One of the strength reliabifity factors is a coefficient called “installation damage.”

o In order to find a proper strength design. this factor is obtained from an in-field test
installation.

o This test will yield a more “real-world” coefficient than a simple guideline value.

e This test will be averseen by geotechnical experts wha can monitor and verify proper
installation. The resuits of this test will yield vatues for the calculations necessary for the
Jforthcoming submitial on the design of this item.

o A targel date of 15 April 1996 was discussed as being the submitial date for this irem.

Cone Constructors appreciates your help in arranging this meeting and addressing these issues in
a timely manner.

04/0:4/96 PMA i Progress Meeting Minutes: Meeting No. 4
Quistanding Shop Drawings & Submittals
...Submittal Nos. 251. 252, and 253 for the Geotechmical items are in KCA's and the Turnpike s
office for review. The Geotechnical Engineer will probably be appraved and the sublet has been
sent for approval. ..
Design Issues / RFIs
...Cone siated that there are RFTs on the geotechnical issues fortheoming and will be sent right
away instead of waiting. ...
Contractor Delays
Cone stated that the only delay has been getting the permit for the cranes for pile driving,
Errors and Omissions
Cane stated that there were no errors or omissions in the plans encountered since last week's
meeting other than what has been transmitted by RFIs.

04/11796 LTR Er To J. Rusty Payne of Nicofon-Mirafi — From Michael R. Simac of Earth Improvement Technologies

T Re. Influence of Fili Parameters on Embankment Design

10/01/98

In finalizing the design calculations for the geotextile reinforcement for embankment foundation
support, Earth Improvement Technologies has encountered several items that should be brought to
Nicalon-Mirafi'’s (N-M) attention and we would hope that you would share these items with other
members of the praject design team. On March 19. 1996 Will Hanusch of Cone Consiructors. Inc
(CCl) provided data on the soils anticipated to be the borrow source for the embankment fill on the
above referenced project. Thar data indicated an average phi (@) angle of 30 degrees and @ moist
unit weight of 123 pcf. Selection of that borrow soil has the follawing impacts on the project:

1} Theincrease (from 105 10 125 pcf) of fill unit weight has necessitated a significant
increase in the amount of geotextile reinforcement required to stabilize the embanknient
foundation. The increase is approximately 50 and 30 % for the ype “C" (20.000 Ibs/fi). and
type D7 (8.000 lbs/fl) geotextile reinforcements, respecrively.

2) The increase in weight of the embankment fill will also provoke more settlement in the
Joundation soils. Additional settlement may have impacts on other aspecis of the overall
project design that should be evaluated by those original designers. Please notify the
FLPOT, FL Turnpike Authority, the civil engineer of record Reynolds, Smith and Hills. and
PSI the geotechnical engineer af this change.

3) EIT's global stability analysis in the vicinity of the MSE walls has indicated Iow (< 1.3}
safety factors for circles above the geolextile reinforcement but below and through the steel
reinforcement. Although this behavior does not appear to threaten performance of the
Structure, since safety factors are generally above 1.4, the low shear strength (¢ = 30
degrees) embankment fill has an influence on thar mode of failure and the wall designer.
VSI, should be made aware of this possible failure mode. This is not a part of the
embankment foundation reinforcement design.

4.)  On the south fright ) side of the west approach embankment. there is a 2:1 (H:1) side siope
Structure, since safety factors are generally above 1.4, the 0w shear strengtit (¢ = 31
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from Station 366+ 16 369+30. This side siope varies in height from 3 to 23 feer. The
Jfactor of safety for shallow slope circles varies from 1,13 to 125 This is below the minimum
1.3 safety factor required for the other siructures (walls and foundation) that make up tie
west approach embankment. Since this siability problem is creared by using u low strength
(¢ = 30 degrees) soil. on a steep (26.5 degree; slope and nor reluted to foundation siabiliny. it
should not be part of the embankment foundation reinforcemen: design. This slope is a
perfect candidate for geotextile slope reinforcement. EIT wonld be pleased to provide the
additional design services to develop a reinforcement layout for this slope.

In light of the influence and impact of the selection of embarnknment borrow soils. EfT enconrages
NoM to suggest to CCIa program of shear sirength lesting of the borrow soils 1o déiérmine the phi

(s angle directly.

04711796 PAIM A5 Progress Meering Mimues, Meeting No. 5

Ouistanding Shop Drawings & Submitals

... KC4 review comments for the Geotechnical submirnal Nos. 231, 252 and 253 were sent down 1o
the Turnpike this morning so they should be rerurned soon. ..

Design Issues / RFIs
... Cone stated that they are very happy with the response tinie on all of the REIs from RS&H.
Coniractor Delays

Cone stated that there have been no delays to construction this pust week with the exception of the
omrcome of the discussions after this meeting on the 30" iemporary RCP drainage pipe.

Errors and Omissions

Cone stated that there were no errors or omissions in the plans encountered since last week's
meeling.

H/16/96 LTR PSI To David Wantman of Reynolds, Smith & Hills. Inc. — From Henri V. Jean of PSI
Re: MSE Bin Wall

PSI has completed the follovw-up foundation sudy for the MSE Bin Walls located ar the CSX
railroud and Dranefield Road bridge siruciure. The study was prompied by the resulis of the wail
design calculations completed by Earth Improvements Technologies (EIT). The review of the
bearing capacities for areas where slenderness (lreight/width) over apparent soft soils (clay}
revealed factors of safety for soil bearing of less than 2.0. The soil parameters utilized i this
area were jor the general conditions encountered along the roadway embankment

The subsequent study consisted of performing four (4) Standard Penerration (SFT) borings within
the bin wall locations to obtain specific site soil conditions. The borings were performed at
Starions 369+00. 60° Right. 369+73, 100" Right. 37000 100" Left and 371+00. 72" Lefr.
Drawing I of ] provides the results of our subsequent study. The in-situ soil conditions
encauntered in the proposed bin wall locations are significantiv betrer than the condinions
encountered along the roadway embankment. A review of the geotechnical structures report for
the CSX railroad crossing will confirm the subsequent soil data.

Bused on the results of our subsequent review. PSI recommends utilizing a cohesion vaiue of 1.300
pounds per square fooi for the shallow clay layer within the wsted areas. Based on calculations
provided by EIT, the pertinent factors of safety wonld increase to greater than 2.

4/18/96 PMM 46 Progress Meeting Minwtes: Meeling No. 6
Quistanding Shop Drawings & Submittals

. KC4 review commenys for the Geotechnical submittal Nos. 251 and 233 were sent to Cone
yesterday. Settlement plates (No. 251) were approved for order and will be inspected afier they
are put together prior to installution. The Pore-pressure transducers (No. 253) were rentrned so
that the type can be depicted by Cane. This was received todav and will be sent 1o the Turapike
today. The piezometers (No. 252) are down at the Turnpike under review. ..

The Geo-Fab submittal was submitted to KCA. but Cone 100k it back 1o have all copies signed an
sealed and sent to RS&H. :

Action Items

...Note: CPM Schedude is not approved at this time. Comiracior submitted CPM scheduie on April
1. 1996,

Errors and Oniissions

Cone stated that there were no errors or omissions in the plans enconntered since last week's
meeling.

4/19/96 LTR To Joseph M. Chao of KCA — From William J Hanusch of Cone Constructors
Re: Geotechnical Sequence of Work

Pursuant 10 the Geotechnical Meeting held at Kisinger Campa & Assoc.. Corp. on 3 Aprif 1996,
Cone Construciors herein provides its planned general sequence of geotechnical work. This

nII0nE I TD T Incanh A hrn af BT 4" Lunm Willinu T Hanacrh af Canos Cnncteiirtore
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includes geotextile reinforcement and surcharge operations.

I.  Begin installation of select settlement plate assemblies that do not requiire instrumentation on
Monday, 22 April 1996;

Behind the veterinarian s hespital proceeding east to Drane Field Road:

From Harden Bivd. proceeding west to CSX Railroad:

North Frontage Road.:

South Frontage Road (Frontage sequence and direction 1o be decided closer 1o
commencement of these areas).

o

If vou have any questions or comments please do not hesitate to conlact mz at 941 8446727

04725/96 P #S Progress Meeting Minutes: Meeting No. 7
Owuistanding Shop Drawings & Submittals

.. The CPM schedule. 2 submittal is being reviewed by the Turnpike and KCA.

The Geo-Textile Fabric submittal was sent 1o P51 on April 22. 1996. The caleulations for one of
the numbers in this package is being overnighted to RS&H todm from Cone o complete the
package. ...

Coniractor Delays
Cone stated that there have been no delays to construction this past week. ...
Action frems

... Note: CPM Schedule is not approved at this time. Contractor submitied CPM schedule on
April 17, 1996

Errors and Omissions

Cone stated that there were no errors or omissions in the plans encountered since last week s
meeting.

New Issues / Open Discussion

Cone was asked why Scott Vulger, of Cone. sent a letter 1o the Turnpike withowt going through the
normal channels. Turnpike will respond to this correspondence, but all correspondence from
Cone should be submitted through the normal channels. ...

Cone was asked if they had a issue with the construction of the reinforced earth walls down in the
apex at the CSX railroad that they are aware of. IS there a stability problem from either their
R.E. wall manufacturer or geosynthetic fabric subconsultam. Cone responded that they did.
Cone needs to send KCA what the issue is. The Turnpike thinks they probably have a resofution
after some geotechnical exploration was done on the project. It may not be an issue but the
Turnpike would like to know what the perceived problem is before they give a recommended
solution. The Turnpike would like to resolve this issue.

There has been some discussion on the unit weight of the material to be placed on the geosynthetic

Sfabric from Cone’s Subconsultant. Cone said that Nikolan Mirafia has taken this into account in
their design. Cone needs to provide copies of the resulls of the phi-angle tests and strength tests to
the EOR and KCA.

03/02/96 PMM#8 Progress Meeting Minutes: Mgeting No. 8
Future Work Plan / 2 Week Look Ahead Schedule

... Also will continue installation of the settlement plates. Nicolon Mirafi will mobilize Tuesday to
install geofab material Turnpike will check to see if plan is approved. Cone will submit sublet
tomorrow.

Quistanding Shop Drawings & Submiuals

... The Geo-Textile Fabric material has been approved for order. The design will have 10 be
resubmitted to inclitde the boring data that was transmitted to Cone today. ...

Turnpike questioned the strength tesis of the Geo-Fab material and the Phi-angie 1ests of the soil.
These have both been submitted by Cone and the Turnpike has a copy of the phi-angle tests. ...

Cone asked if there was another submittal required for the Geo-Fab maierial. The lightweight
material has been appreved for order and the heavier weight marerial will be submirted once
results from the light weight material are received  Cone said that this was critical to their
embankment operations and if they can get the same turnaronnd time on the review process, it
will be very helpful.

Design fssues / RFis

..RFI No. 32 has been received and the response is in Cone s basket. Procedure was approved
Jfor partial placement of fabric. Cone needs to submit a list of the areas for this procedure.

Contractor Delays )
Cone stated that there have been no delays to construction this pasi week.

. RFINa. 32 has been received and the résponse 15 1M Lone S pAsKel. rrocedure Was dpproved
. r 1 ol B o Lociia

- . . [ U
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Acrion lrems

_ Note: CPAlSchedule is not approved at this time. Contractor resubmitted CPM schedule on
April 171996,

Errors and Omissions

Cone stated that there were no errors or omissions in the plans encountered since last week's
meeling.

New Issues / Open Discussion o

... Turnpike wanted everyone 10 take a look at the Jact that 19.3% of the work has been completed
in only ~.2% of the time. Evervone present should be proud of this. Cone pointed out that the
ream thar has been assembled has had good working relarionship and there has been a good flow
Cone asked if there were upcoming isswes that could be a snag. Cone stated that once the fubric
is installed and once the wraffic is swirched te CSX Access Rd., the project shotild move even
faster. ...

15/02/96 DRB #} Disputtes Review Board Meeting Minues: Meeting No. 1
Introductions & Review of DRB Specification

Mr. Richardson said that when an issue gets to a point that both parties acknowledge that they are
rot making any further progress. then it should be pushed up and finally up 1o the Board. The field
level should make every effort ta resolve all issues that can be resolved. instead of letting the
Board try te work out normal day 10 day operations.

Mr. Wegman agreed with this. but there is one thing that he would hope the Board would do in
addition 1o this. In tie part of the charter where you have a round wble discussion with the
Engineer and the Contractor. when every Board meets. Mr. Wegman stated that he hopes that in
these round table discussions that the Board is made aware of the three or four items that are
being argued over, for the lack of a better word. There could be three or four ttems, so that when
the Board rides through the job, they are made aware of them. The Board can look at those
problems on a real fime basis as compared to waiting a year and a half from now 1o get a written
report to review and make a decision on. The Board could at least look and say " Yes. | remember
when the crossing held up the Access Road. because we talked about it when we drove through.”

Mr. Richardson stated that this is objectively how the Boord on Section 2 has been functioning and
on the other Board that he sits on. It is to Iry and keep current with anything that is an area of
concern. The Board should be kept aware of any of those issues at the ronnd lable discussions to
see them weekly how they progress and watch the settlemeni. hopefully by the parties involved. the
Contractor and the Depariment.

The Board. John Norton went on to say. that what the Specifications and the Agenda takes into
account, is to review and discuss potential problems and proposes both pariies not to be bashful
and bring up Issues that may or may not become before the Board, but al least they know whart's
going on. on the job. Tiat is one of the reasons why he likes to atlend the weekly meetings. and
that s what he does on a couple of the other Boards that he sits on. and have the DRB meeting
afterwards. This way you don 't rehash what's been said at the previous meeiing. Also. as on the
other jobs. the tour of the jobs after the meelings. has been very informative.

Description of the Work bv the Contractor

Mr. Richardson questioned if a round table meering like roday had been held prior 1o this meeting
to discuss this issue and how 10 resolve this.

Mr. Moudton stated that permits were obtained within two days of this ivpe of meeting.

AMr. Wegman stepped in and asked why is the sarcasm in this discussion in the way it is being
conducted. Why is this being done today when e have not had this for any other issie. This is
wot how we gol to 7% of time and 19% of construction. We re af a point of severe friction and we
don’t want it ta effect the bigger issue of the construction of this project.

Ar. Cone stated that on behalf of evervane there from Cone Constructors. they are not going fo let
this thing spoil a good warking relationship.

Afr. Richardson stated that he hopes thal this issue can get resolved withowt it going before the
Board. He also questioned, to clarify. thai this was about g 2-week delay?

Mr. Adams replied that the extent of the delay to the overall Project cannot be determined at this
time because there is not an approved Baseline Schedule.

Discussion of DRB Meeting Schedule
Mr. Adams replied that the extent of the delay 16 the overall Project cannot be determined af this

10/01/98 Page 15 of 66



DISPUTE REVIEW BOARD CHRONOLOGYI

Mr. Richardson asked if there were any other issues to bring before the Board. He also asked
about a review of the job. It was decided that the Board members would go out with Mr. Chao of
KCA and Mr. Smith of Cone.

Any objections with these meeting mimutes should be notified in writing to Kisinger Campo and
Associates at 2525 Drane Field Road. Suite 3. Lakeland. Florida 33811 by Monday May 20. 1996.
or the minutes will stand as written. -

05/08/96

GEO
TECH

Geotechnical Meeting Minutes

This meeting was conducted between Turnpike. KCA, Cone Constructors. and Nicolon Mirafl.

The following items were discussed:

The Turnpike requested that the comtracror provide additional tesi results of the fill material from
3 different areas of the proposed pit, including direcr shear tests for phi angle results on alt
material to be utilized as backfill over the fabric. Cone agreed to have these tests run und to
provide the Turnpike with the results.

The Turnpike and KCA provided Cane with their comments of the comtractor s previous geo-
technical submittals. Cone agreed fo incorporate the appropriate comments in lheir re-submittals,

The manufacturer, Nicolon Mirafi. of the fabric stated that the fabric conld be exposed to the
sunlight for a period not 10 exceed 7 days. bt should be covered as soon as possible to prevent -
damage to the fabric. He also stated that the rolls of unused fabric should be supported off the
ground. Cone agreed to meet the manufacturer s requirements.

The Turnpike and KCA reminded the contractor that none of his geo-rechnical submittals with the
exception of his settlement plate submittal has been approved at this time. Cone stated that he
intended to place fabric and backfill “at his own risk " until his re-submitals were approved..

03/08/%6

LTR

To Josepht M. Chao of KCA — From William J. Hanusch of Cone Constructors

This afternoon Cone Construciors met with KCA and Mr. Rhett Leary and Mr. Dick Havkins of
FDOT to discuss submittals for geosynthetic reinforcement fabric installation. Pursuant to this
meeting Cone Construclors has proceeded to incorporate items discussed inio a resubmitial for the
geosynthetic reinforcement west of CSX Railroad (West Side Package). The submittal package for
the east side of CSX Railroad (East Side Package) will be sent to your dffice in about two weeks.

It was mentioned that certain restrictions exist regarding partial placement of fill inside of one
roadway. In order (o expedite the instaliation of the geosynthesic reinforcement fabric. Cone
Constructors proposes o place partial fill on the west side geosynthetic reinforcement area. This
pariial fill would be from the north edge of the fabric up ro abour 20 feer from the edge of exisiing
Drane Field Road Specifically, Cane Constructors would like to place approximarely 5 feet of fill.
including the designed fabric layers. This bottom five feet is significantly lower than the final

grade.

03/09/96

10/01/98

PMM #9

Progress Meeting Minutes: Meeting No. 9

Utility Issues

...Cone stated that they submitted a letter on the conflict of the 16 forcemain with the Geotextile
material. They also submitted a letter on the conflict of the 36 " storm sewer outfall. for Structure
S-210, with the Geotextile material at approximately Sta. 370+040. ..

Progress of the Contractor (This Past Week)

Cone worked on erosion control throughout the project and finished driving production pifes on
the east side of Harden Blvd. Laid sod on the CSX Access Rd. slopes and stabilized on the CSX
Access Rd. Installed jack and bores under the raflroad and laid watermain and forcemain along
the mainline. Instafled settlement plates on the east side of Harden Bivd. and started the geotextile
materiol installation this week. Also laid storm sewver pipe on the wesi side of the railroad and
Fulton Construction (subcontracior) is laving storm sever pipe and drainage srructures along
Harden Bivd.

Future Work Plan / 2 Week Look Ahead Schedule

... Fuiton Construction will be working on Harden Bivd. and Nicolon Mirafi will try to finish the
geofab material. ..

Cone’s Two Week Ahead Schedule was modified 1o show Nicolon Mirafi working on the geofab
material on Monday and Tuesday, May {3 and 14, 1990. Also Cone was requesied on the next
Two Week Look dhead. to break down the activities to be perfornied by their subcontractor. Fulron
Construction. ..

Subcontractors / Sublets

Sublet for Nicolon Mirafi was verbally approved-by the Turnpike on May 7. 1996. ...

Outstanding Shop Drawings & Submitials
Construction, ...
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... The Geotextile Material Shop Drawings. submirtal No. 237-238. will be returning from Post
Buckley taday or tomorrow. The shop drawing log was clarified as a verbal O.K. on the marerial
far acquisition only and not the shop dravings themsefves.

Coniractor Delays

Cone stated that they have had problems gerting density on the stabilized subgrade on the CSY
Access Rd. They have removed the material from this area, replaced it with sand and re-mixed the
area. This relares back to the issue discussed wnder Pending Issues 7 Claims

Action Items

... Note: CPM Schedule is nor approved at this time. Contracior resubmitted their CPM Schedude
on April 17. 1996, The resubminal is rejected and will be returned 10 Cone romorrow with
Coments.

Errors and Omissions

Cone stated that the only errors or omissions encouniered in the plans since last week's meenng
have been the 1wo sitrvey problems and the one utility conflict thar were transmitted with RFIs.

013/10/96 LTR To Jerry Smith of Cone Construcrors — From Joseph M. Chao of Kisinger Campo
Re: Geosynthetic Reinforcement ~ Fill Marerial

This letter is 1o confirm our conversation yesterday concerning the fill material for the
Geosynthetic Reinforcement. Al fill material must meet the requirements as set forth in Section
1454-3.2 of the Technical Special Provisions. This office sampled the material vesterday and is
waiting for the results. Cone has stated that they swill proceed with the fili operation at their ovwn
risk until the sample results are obtained. Once the results are obtained. it will be determined
whether this material is acceptable or not.

05714796 CHRON  EI  Chrenology of TC Mirafi & EIT’s Involvement in the VE Design of Geotextile Reinforcement
o T Jor Approacl Embankments

EIT receives from Will Hanusch (Cone) a copy of the design reviewers commenis requiring re-
submitial (see attached items BAI-BA3). EIT discusses submittal review comments with Norm
Amend (NM). A plan of action is devised to resolve these issues. Norm will ascertain if they want
whaole west side redesigned 1o account for the improved foundarion soils reported by PSI in their
April 16. 96 lerrer. Norm will work on geotextile layour drawing and derail changes. (see item
BBI). EIT provides information to Greg Roscoe (NM) and Norm Amend (NM) relative 1o design
strength of geotextiles and soil paramerers for design from project specifications and PSI report
{See attached item BCI).

EIT sends Greg Roscoe (NM) and Norm Amend (NM) fux concerning geotextile design sirength
and fill s6il design properties (see attached items BDI-BD3).

05/15/96 CHRON  El' Chronology of TC Mirafi & EIT’s Involvement in the VE Design of Geotextile Reinforcement
[ r for Approach Embankments

Greg Roscoe (NM) requests that EIT be present at a site meeting the next day in Lakeland, FI.
EIT travels to site in PAM.

05/16/96 CHRON  EI Chronology of TC Mirafi & EIT's Involvement in the VE Design of Geotextile Reinforcement
o T Jor Approach Embankments

EIT meets with Will Hannsch (Cone) and Jerry Smith (Cone) relative to georextile reinforcement.
They are pleased with new geotextile lavout drawings showing exact elevation and location
relative to centerline stationing. EIT explains reinforcement lavout to them. Will and Jerry direct
EIT to whenever possible utilize more layers of lower strength geotextile rather than less layers
of strong reinforcement. (see BE1) Before meeting with owner s representative. EIT and
Hanusch site visit the borrow pits and geotextile installation from Sta. 360 16 363. EIT indicates
that it will take 7 to 10 days to revamp the design and return to Cone jor re-submitial. Cone does
nof object. Drane Field Road had not been rerouled at this rime

Smith (Coney indicare thar all ntifities on “east” side will be instailed after surcharging is
complete. However, they were told ar pre-consiruciion cenference at that poisd fabric is no longer
needed and it could be severed by renching operations.

EIT participates in meeting with owner s represemiatives. owner s designers. and Cone concerning
installarion of geotextile. The meeting focuses on the following issues (see attached iient BE])

a.) Georextile conflicts with wtifities and other penetrations
b} Tvpical repairs jfor damaged areas of georextile.
c)

03/16/96 GEO Geosynthetic Reinforcement Meeting Minutes

The meeting was opened with everyone in attendance introducing themselves

KCA stated that the purpose of the meering was hwo-fold. It was set-up to discuss issues that were
arising with the geotextile fabric. These issues were conflicts with the storm sewer, watermain
and forcemain pipes. These pipes either need to be cut through the fabric or the fabric needs 1o be

The meetine was onened with evervone in attendance introducine themselves
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placed on top of the pipe. at the conflict locations. The second issue that will be discussed. is the
Jfabric has been placed below the elevation of 145 that was depicted in the lavour  The third issue
that will be discussed, is the fill material that was placed on top of the fabric. which came back
Jrom the lab with a lower pH value than is allowed by the Specifications. The Specifications
permit a pH range of 6-10 on the backfill material, and rhe backfill muterial that was tested, had
a pH vaiue of 5.2.

The Meeting was adjourned 1o the project site to look al the geotextile fabric. possible conflicts
and to discuss technical issues.

The meeting was resumed in KCA s field office. KCA summarized what was discussed in the field
KCA stated that the first issue that was discussed in the field was the conflict situations that exist
with the storm sewer. watemain and forcemain pipes and where they will cross the fubric. Cone
was asked if they will submit a procedure for each of these conflicts. thar will show how the fabric
is to be instafled at these locations®

CONFLICT LOCATIONS

Earth Improvement Tech, (Cone’s Subcontractor) stated they will submit a set of standard
details for different types of penetrations. These details will be referenced on their lavout. so that
a particular detail will be designated to be used for each penetration location. If there exisis an
unusual situation thar carmot be addressed by these standard details. a special derail will be
provided for review. KCA stated that the one conflict, Structure §210, that was addressed by
RS&H. needs to be addressed by Cone. since it is their design. EIT responded thar thev have a
standard deiail for manholes and drainage structures. that they will submii for review.

Cone will submit these standard details as an addendum to their shop drawing package for the
geosvnithetic reinforcement material.

207 WATERMAIN CONFLICT

Cone wanted to address the sﬁec{ﬁc conflict with the 20~ watermain. Cone wants 1o lower this
20" watermain so that it is completely below the fabric. Cone needs to resolve this conflict today.
so that they can keep their subcontractor moving today.

EIT stated that the fabric can be humped up over this pipe. but thar we need a mimimum of 6
separation between the fabric and the pipe with the soil.

KCA brought up to Cone that the 20" watermain should be pressure tested prior io laving the
Jabric. If there is a problem with one of the joinis in the pipe after the fabric and fill has been
placed, then Cone would have to go down through the material to fix the pipe. Cone responded
that they need to review this situation.

ELEVATION AND SEPARATION OF FABRIC LAYERS

RS& H wanted to know the separation berween the first and second layer of the fabric and how will
we know where we are at where the material is humped?

LIT responded that there is a minimumn of one foot separation. In the outer reaches. there is only
one layer of fabric amyway. The only place that there is muldtiple layers of fabric will be within
the alignment of the MSE walls.

KCA wanted 1o clarify that it is only the first layer that cannot be above elevation 143

EIT responded that this was correct because the second layer is fixed at elevation [46. [fyou read
the plans. EIT is allowing them to adjust the level of fabric once you find out the elevations of
straps or welded wire of the VSL walls. The geotextile fabric must come in berween the sets of
straps so they will have some play in the elevation of 146. The most imporiant fact is 10 keep the
one foo! separation between the layers of jabric.

KCA stated that the situation with the fabric. as it is installed, will be that one end may have the
one foot separation and the other end may have a three foot separation. Will this be acceprable as
long as the first layer is not above elevation 1352 EIT responded thar this will be acceptable.

EIT was asked to clarify the bottom layer elevation of 143 (max.) for the fabric.

EIT explained that the base layer of the geotextile fabric has two functions. One is overall
reinforcement and the other function is to act as a stabilization laver for the initial eartinvork
construction. 5o this first layer was designed to be installed at existing grade. once clearing and
grubbing is completed. It is o be pilaced on natural ground, provided it is below elevation 143, If
the elevation of the natural ground is above elevation 145, Cone will be required to dig down to
elevation 145 to ensure the separation requirements of the lavers of fabric.

Before moving to the next issue, the conflict with the 20" watermain was discussed again. It was
discussed whether 1o lower the pipe or leave as is and hump the fabric over the pipe. Afrer
discussions. it was decided to lay the 20" watermain as i1 is in the plans. backfill with 6™ of fill
material, place the layer of geotextile fabric and continue with backfilling. Everyone in attendance
agreed with this solution.

TEST PILES DRIVEN PRIOR TQ INSTALLATION OF FABRIC

Cone will submit a procedure for driving the test piles first and then instailing the geotextile
fabric.

agreed with this solution.
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EIT explained that the procedure that is in the plans is_for insialling the fabric first. They will add
a detadl for driving the piles first and then wrapping the fubric around the piles.

The Turnpike Geotechnical Engmeer brought up that the pile template has H-beam legs ihar pin it
to the ground. If piles are driven after the fabric is placed. there must be allowance for
penerrarion of these legs.

Cone responded that all of the pifes. test and production. will be driven prior to the fabric being
placed. EIT explained. as discussed before. there ure two functions of the fabric. One is base
stabilizaion and the other is reinforcement. New that there are better soils at the abutment, than
anticipated, the need for the base stabilization fabric is vastly reduced. Based on the initial soil
report. they thought they would need 10 have a working platform 1o be able to move the crane
arcund 1o drive piles. Bui that is not the case. so the fact thar ihere will be cuns in the fabric. will
not be critical.

Fhe Turnpike Geotechnical Engineer wanted 1o clarify if vasth- reduced meant that the base
stabilization laver is not needed. EIT responded probably.

EIT explained that the fabric will ke instatled up 10 whatever working distance will be required 1o
drive pifes. The fabric will be rofled up and protected at this point. The piles will be driven. the
Jabric will be rolled up to these piles and marked  Then the fabric will be siit paralle! to the seam
line because it cannot be cur perpendicular to the wall. The fabric will be folded around the piles
like fingers. The fabric will not be needed 10 be sewn for strength. but butied up together and
backfilled  The fabric will then dive down under the leveling pad. abowrt 6" below the hottom of
the pad. The pracedure was explained on the board where the slits will be at the center of the piles
and joined on the other side. The buckfili will be hand placed around the piles. EIT will review
this procedure 1o see if additional stabifization will be required behind the piles. Additionat
procedures will be provided if this operation jeopardizes the structural integrity of the fabric.

The Turnpike wonted 1o know if there could be general procedures provided that can cover certain
npes of punctures and tears, or does it have 1o be a case by case situation? EJT can provide a
general fix to cover most sitmarions. The best thing thai can be done when there is a tear will be 1o
provide an additional piece of fabric over the entire tear. If it is in the strength direction. a large
piece will have to be overlapped. 20 feet on either side of the tear or an additional roll of fabric.

PHTEST RESULTS FOR SELECT BACKFILL

EIT explained that generally they use pH requirements to control the durability or degradation
due to chemical exposure 1o the geosvathetic material. The polyester fabrics that are being
utilized on this project; generally the pH range jor this fubric is 3-10. EIT said they could
provide additional information to allow the usage of a wider range of pH for the fiil.

P51 explained that the pH reguirement in the Specifications are not just for the geosynthetic
Jabric. Itis also for the strap reinforcements for the MSE walls, for protection of the piling.
protection of the ductile iron and several other items.

KCA explained that PSI does not conirol the Specifications at this point amyway. Any Specification
changes at this point. will have to go through FDOT, Tallahassee.

The Turnpike explained that Cone should subnit that the fabric they are using is non-sensitive to
pH. and if they have a wider pH range. they should submit this with their resubmittal

PSI brought up that someone made a statement that the pH was only 0.8 off but your have 1o
remember that molarity is a factor base of 10. So the difference between 6 and 7 is ten times,
not just a percent of what it is.

KCA pointed out that the Specificarions for RE wall is a pH range of 3-10. Cone meets the
Specification for RE wall. Cone stated that their expert says that the pH of 3.2 is allowable for this
npe of fabric.

PSI responded that what the State will probably come back and say is that there is an unknown. of
long term acidic effects on a geotextile fabric. Nicolon Mirafi will not be able 1o refute this
because, they probably do nor have pH tests for over a 20-30 year period.

EIT stated that the design life of the geosynthetic reinforcement is currenth ser gr ~3-100 vears.
depending on the particular specifications. The reduction factors that are used in determining the
sirength are based on one of those nio design lifes. and the factors vary based on thai. There is
some long tern exposure testing of the geosynrherics and it comes down to how far you can
extrapolate the data. PSI was right in that. how much data do you have. and currently they have
1-2 years of data. Then you have to look al the standardized methods 1o extrapolate that over the
lifetime of the structure. It wonld be up 10 the Depariment on what tyvpe of scientific data they will
accepl.

The Turnpike Geotechnical Engineer wanted to ask: is the stability of the embanimeni. afier the
surcharge is removed. dependent upon continued performance of the fabric? In other words, does
the embankment design include continued reliance on the tensioning provided by the fabric after
the surcharge is removed?

PS{ responded that this is a question that only God could answer. Exactly, what are the effects of
post construction?, how much strain is taken by éach layer of fabric?. and can you make a broad-
brush statement that when you cur this reinforcement. it should give you zero, but does it? The
e emodniment acsigen INCtude CORILea relidnce Oon Ine IEASIONING proviaed gy e joric dyer
the surcharge is removed?
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Turnpike Geotechnical Engineer responded by saving he did not think thar this was a question that
only Ged could answer. What he is asking is what is the basis of the design of the embankment?
PSI responded that it is based on long term stability of the fabric. The Turnpike clarified; so that
the design of the embankment, as on the prints right now. based on PSI's calculations. depends on
continued performance of the geotextile fabric after the surcharge is removed? PS5 responded yes.
that is theoretical design. The Turnpike stated that this means that if vou cut the fabric ransverse
to the tendons, it will have to be fixed. PSI responded yes. .

Cone siated that they have several results, tested by FDOT. in Borrow Pit No. 2 that have results
of 3.2, 6.1. 4.6. ... EIT stated that lime treatment will not be a solution because of the possible
degradation of the fabric on this project. R

KCA explained to Cone that a change in the Specifications will have ¢ be signed off by FDOT.
Tallahassee. probably Mr. Goodman. Cone asked if this should be submited as a RFI. The
Turnpike responded that this should be in the form of a proposal. because it is a modificarion to
the Specifications. It will have to go through the normal channels. then 1o Chariie Wegman for
signature and then to FDOT. Tallahassee for a determination.

KCA asked Cone if they will proceed with the insiallation of the fubric based on the jailure of the
fill marerial? Cone responded that they will not insiall any additional layers of the fabric until the
PH issue is resolved.

The Turnpike questioned Cone, where are the results for the test taken for the Phi Angle of the
Jill material? -Cone responded that the test lab is working on this. Cone was alse asked abour the
status of all the other tests. as required by the Specifications, for approval of the material prior to
placement. Cone stated that more tests are being run out of Pit A and will be submitted with the
Phi Angle test results. The test lab has not decided whether they are going to perform the Phi
Angle test in-house or send it out to PSI. 1t was explained to Cone that PSI could not run these
lests, because they are ihe Designer of Record. und this could be a conflict of interest.

Cone was asked if the design calculations are forthcoming incorporating the additional boring
data provided? EIT responded that the calculations are being worked on based on the additional
borings taken in the bin wall locations. The Turnpike also asked what would happen to the design
if the Phi Angle test results do nat come back at 30? EIT responded that the design will have to be
redone. because the design is based on a Phi Angle gf 30 and a unit weight of 125 PCF on the
fili material. The maximum average wet unit weight should not exceed 125 PCF. EIT explained
that Cone provided them some test results that they were running on Section 2 and this praject.
This is where EIT came up with the values. Based on the gradation that Cone s quality control
tester provided, EIT estimated the Phi Angle to be a minimum of 30 on the fill.

05/16/96 PMM Progress Meeting Minutes: Meeting No. 1
#10
Utility Issues

...Cone brought up the 20 water main that was in conflict with the geo-fad material that was
resolved this morning. It will only be in a ore foot cut and not the required three foot cut. KCA
stated, being it is only abaut a 300 or 400 foot run. they do not see a problem with this. The City
of Lakeland’s only concern would be heavy equipment on top of the pipe. bt if Cone flags it aoff.
then they do not have a problem with this. The City of Lakeland will inform their inspector on-site
of tus situation. ..

Outstanding Shop Drawings & Submittals

... Fhe Geotextite Material Shop Drawing submitials were discussed at this morning s meeting. ...

Design Issues / RFls

...Cone wanted 1o mention that the one item that they wanted to bring up on the georextile fabric.
pursuan! to this morning’'s meeting. is the permanent condition of the fabric afier the surcharge
period. Especially, in light of having to put in storm sewer pipe below the fabric after the
surcharge period. This fabric will have to be ripped up to put in the storm sewer pipe. PSI
mentioned this morning, that the integrity of the fabric had tc remairn intact after the surcharge
period. The Turnpike stated that they could not answer this question at this time. but that they
understood it the same way. that once the surcharge period is over. the fabric is not needed. If
PSI is changing their position, and it will cost the Department money, then the Turnpike
production needs to get imvolved. Cone will submit a letter on this issue. Cone needs to submit .
the specific pipes and locations invalved with this issue.

Action Items

... Note: CPM Schedule was rejected on May 10, 1996, Cone was reminded. as previously
discussed. that a meeting could be sel up to discuss the comments. Cone siated that they do not
need to meet and that they will submit the schedule. ..

Errors and Omissions

Cone stated that the only errors or omissions encountered in the plans since fast week's meeting,
was the jack and bore at Pipkin Rd.. which was previously discussed under contractor delays.

035/23/96 PMM Progress Meeting Minutes: Meeting No. 11

C ane stafed (hat the only errors or OPNssIons encountered In g pIans SmCe [asr WeeK s meeing,
T A (L L TT Uy P IR Ao nnsmtmmarae dalae
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#1
Utifiy Issues
... Cone wanted to bring up again if they will be able 1o plug some of the exisiing 12 ashestos
lines. Cone needs to submit by fetter. which areas they want to plug. Cone added, that since these
lines were supposed io be removed by the Cirve of Lakeland. will they cut and grow fill these lines
The Turnpike stated that for this special sitwation. the City will probably 1ake care of this. Cone
needs to submit the specific areas and KC-A will send it through the Citv. Cone wanis 1o plug some
of these areds so that their bridge crews will not be delayed.

Quistanding Shop Drenvwings & Submintals

... The Geotextile Shop Drawing submittals were rejected by PST at this time. until the uems
discussed in last week s Geosynthetic Reinforcement Meeting are submitted .

The submittal from Cone on the pH range for the select backfill for the geotextile fabric did not
address the pH range for the siraps for the R E. wall. Cone needs to clarify their letter. becanse
was requested to allow a pH range of 3-9 . which is not allowabie for the straps jor the R.E. wall.
Cone will resubmit a letter requesting a pH range of 3-10 for the backfill material.

Contractor Delays
Cone stated that they were delayed with weather this past week.
Action ltems

.. Note: CPM Schedule was rejected on May 10. 1996 and relurned 1o Cone. ds discussed earlier.
the 3 submittal is 10 be submirted by Cone this afternoon.

* Errors and Omissions

Cone staited that the only errors or omissions encountered in the plans since last week s meeting
have been submitted through RFIs.

An issue came up this morning on the grades for the temporary pavement at the inersection of
Harden Bivd. and CSX Access Rd. The grades are being shot today and will be faved ro RS&H
this afterncon. RS & H will be coming out tomarrow to look at this situation so that it can be
resolved. The problem is in the supers going northbound and southbound on Harden Blvd.

032996 PAIM Progress Meeting Minutes: Meeting No. 12

#12
Chustanding Shop Drawings & Submittals

... The Geotextile Shop Drawing submittals. Waiting on the revised calculations from Cone.
which will include the repair and installation procedures discussed at the Geosynthetic
Reinforcement Meeting. Cone stated they should be receiving them on Friday for the east side of
the R/R tracks and the submittal for the west side of the R/R tracks should come in abour iwe
weeks. ft was discussed that the fabric has 1o be placed west of Harden Blvd.. prior to
embankmenr. for which the submiitals have not been turned in to RS&H. The area east of Harden
Bivd onfy requires the instrumentation prior to the embankment, which is now being instatled.
Also need the revised letter, from Cone. on the pH range for the select backfill for the fabric and
the letter for the specific stations and elevations for the partial width embankment construction. ...

Contractor Delays

Cone stated none other than the first two issues discussed above.

Action ltems

...Nate: CPM Schedule, the 3* submitial, was submutted by Cone on May 23, 1996 and is being
reviewed by KCA. A meeting will be set up on Friday. possibly. to discuss the submittal

Errors and Omissions

Cone stated that there were no errors or omissions encountered in the plans since last week's
meeling.

New Issues / Open Discussion

Cone wanted to bring up that there mav be some concern wirh the VSL walls on this project. There
has been a lof of time taken io get in shop drawings and Cone hopes that this will not carrv over
into delivery of materials. KCd clarified. that at this point. the only defays have been with getting
in shop drawings. Cone wanied to further clarify the FDOT s sofe supplier was never asked if they
could handle the work load and get thesc jobs up and running.

06/03:96 DRRB #2 Disputes Review Board AMeeting Minutes: Meeting No. 2
DESCRIPTION BY THE CONTRACTOR OF:

Future Schedule

The main item to be complered, upcaming, is the switching of traffic from Drane Field Rd. 1o the
CSX Access Rd. Cone has given a date of June 17, 1996. as the date of the rraffic swirch. Cone
mentioned that there are some problems to be vrorked out with the ufilities on Harden Bivd.. but

Future Schedule
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thar this is in the negotiation phase and there are no lold-ups on either side.

Posential Problems

Mr. Hanusch. wanted to come back to ~Potential Problems ™ after KCA s discussion of the
Contractor s work schedule. Mr. Hanusch brought up a potential problem which is not a problem
at this time, but could be in the future. He pointed out the bottleneck of utilities along the front
side of the R.E. wall, on the west side of Harden Bivd. There is storm sewer pipe. force main
casing. small casings for cablet.v. and an existing A.C. vwater line that has to be removed or
plugged in a very narrow space. Cone stated that this is the closest thing 1o a potential problem
in that there may be a coordination problem with all of the owners of these utiliny lings. KCA
stated that it has been discussed to possibly cut and plug this water line instead of removing it. ..

DISCUSSION BY THE ENGINEER OF:

Work Schedule As He Views It

... The submittal has just been received for the fabric on the west side of the raifroud bridge 1o
open this area up for embankment. ...

Status of Past Disputes or Claimy

A The first intent te claim is the Polk County Aviation Authority Permit delay. ...

The second intent to claim is the water line that was hit. at the CSX Bridge. by the pile
driving aperation. ...

C. The third issue is unsuitable material / Pond 3 — CSX Access Rd . east of the railroad
tracks. ...

D. The last issue is the unsuitable marerial - CSX Access Rd.. west of the railroad tracks. ..

Poiential New Disputes or Claims

Mr. Richardson, with the DRB. asked if there were any new disputes or claims? Cone responded.
none, other than what has been talked about. ...

06/06/96

PMM
#13

Progress Meeting Minutes: Meeting No. 13
Conrtractor Delays

Cone stated none that they can think of right now.
Errors and Omissions

Cone stared that there were no errors or omissions encountered in the plans since last week's
meeting.

06/13/96

PMM
#l4

Progress Meeting Minutes: Meeting No. 14

{No excerpis)

06/20/96

10/01/93

LTR

El

To Michael Koutsourais of Nicalon-Mirafi — From Michael R. Simac of Earth Improvement
Technologies
Re: Summary Design Calculations & Construction Drawings Submittal

On June 13, 1996 Will Hanusch of Cone Constructors, Inc. (Nicolon-Mirfai's {N-M] customery
requesied Earth Improvement Technologies (EIT) accelerate preparation of the construction
drawings and engineering calculations for the east approach embankment and surcharge area.
EIT is pleased to submit six sets of the Engineering Calculations & Construction Drawings for
review and approval. Summarized below are some key issues and highlights contained in this
submission:

1} Anunderdrain is required in the surcharge area to remove water expelled from consolidating
soils beneath the embankment. This has necessitated placing the Base Geotextile laver ftype
“D"or "E") on a slight grade to promate drainage. The underdrain was designed 10
attempt to stay just above the groundvater table (El. 137) at the site. .

2) At your (N-M) request we have incorporated two additional geotextile ypes ("B” and "E").
please see calculation page 45 for design strengths. assoclated with each. Please submir the
technical and quality control data reguired by the FDOT.

3) This design prepared by EIT reguires geotextile reinforcement from Sta 389 10 390+30 and
the Harden Road abutment which are outside the limits indicated in the construction
dacuments. The quantity of this extra geoiextile reinforcement is approximately ~.750 sg.
yds, of Type "E", 2.200 sq. yds. of Dipe "D", and 2.300 sq. yds. of Type "B".

Should the FDOT nat require this reinforcement to be installed based upon engineering
recommendations or design performed by others. Please notify EIT in writing of this change
as a professional courtesy.

44 EIT caiculated bearing capacity safety faciors of about 1.5 in the surcharge embankment
area for the proposed surcharge height. Although this is below the desired 2.0 safety factor,

recommendations or des}gn pe:formet? by others. Please notify EIT in ;rrr'ling:;f this Czange
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the specific purpose of the surcharge program to improve those soils. Therefore, these
safety factors are acceptable to proceed with construction under the surcharge placentent
amnd monitering program ontlined in the project specifications.

3.0 The increased weight of the embankment fill could affeet both the rate of fill placement and
the final design heigit of the surcharge fill 1o obtain the 1arger consolidation settlemenis.
Neither of these factors were considered in this design being submitted.

Cluside the surcharge areas the increased weight of fill may provoke additional settiement
that could impact other aspects of the overall project design. Please notify the appropriate
parties of this change. e

6.) EIT's global stability analvsis in the vicinity of the MSE walls has indicared fow (< 1.5)
safely jactors jor circies above the geotextile reinforcement bui below and through the sieel
reinforcement. Although this bekavior does not appear to threaten performance of the
structure, since safery factors are generally above 1.4 the low shear strength (¢ = 30
degrees) embankmeni fill has ar influence on that mode of failure and the wall designer,
VSL, should e made aware of this possible failure miode. This is not a part of the
embankment foundation reinforcement design.

.} On the south (right) side of the east approach and surcharge embankmeni. there are
temporary and permanent 2:1 (H:1') side slope from Station 371+30 1o 390+30. These side
slope varies in height from 5 10 30 feet. The factor of safety for shallow slope circles varies
from 1.15 10 1.25. This is below ihe minimum 1.5 safery factor required jor the other
structures (walls and foundation) that make up the highnvay embankment. Since this stabifity
problem is created by using a low strengih (9 = 30 degreest soil. on a sieep (26.5 degree)
slope and not related 1o foundation stabilin. it has NOT been considered part of the
embankment foundation reinforcement design. This slope is a perfect candidate for
geolextile slope reinforcement. EIT would be pleased 1o provide the additional design
services 1o develop a reinforcement layout.

These calcwlarion and drawings were prepared without the benefit of receiving finul commenis
and/or approval frem the Florida DOT (FDOT) or the Floridu Turnpike s representative (PBSJ)
on the amended submittal (dated May 30. 1996) for the west approach 1o the CSX railroad

overpass.
EIT was waiting on these commenis. as previously agreed te by N-M and Cone. in order 10

streamline the approval for the east side. With this subminial EIT has atempied to respond as
guickh: and prafessionaily as possibie to meet this change in Cone s submission schedule.

06/20/96 PAA Progress Meeting Mimutes: Meeting No. 15

#13 »
Ltility Issues

... Cone brought up RFI No. 54 that dealt with the proposed 16 forcemain within the surcharge
area. RS&H has discussed this with Greiner and they will probably allow Cone to install the 16~
Jorcemain prior 10 the installation of the fabric and surcharge. easi of the railroad. ...

Cutstanding Shop Drawings & Submittais

... The Georextile calculations and repair procedures, Resubmittal No. 238. should be going our of
Post Buckley's office tomorrow. ..

Design Issues / REIs
...RFI Nos. 53 and 54 are at RS&H for review and should be coming back early: next week. ...

Maintenance of Traffic / Safery Isstes

... Cone was asked. if they are going to modify the maintenance of traffic phasing on Harden
Bivd.? Cone responded possibly. KC.A siated that Cone needs 1o submir a proposal on this so that
it can he reviewed by RS&H. CSX was comacted and the railroad signals will be switched on
‘Wednesday. June 26. 1996. ...

Pending Issues / Claims

... Intent 1o Claim No. 4. filed on June 18. 1996. CSX Ruailroad wiilities impact. KCA-stated that
the only twa conflicis are the three piles that cannot be driven because of the video house and the
8" CSX waterline. Cone stated that there are piles on the north side thar cannot be driven because
of the CSX lintle “shack”. KCA repiied that Cone s bridge superiniendent stated that the oniyv two
conflicts are the video house on the south side and the waterline on the north side. Cone also
memntioned that GTE cable is now a conflict. This will be checked into after the meeting 1o see if it
is a conflict. GTE will alse be contacted. KCA clarified with Cone. if the crew is impacted now?
Cone responded no. but these issues may cause an impact. KC.{ also mentioned thar some piles
may not be able to be driven because of the existing 127 watermain and 16" forcemain. Cone is
Just putting us on notice that they conld be delayed. but they are not ar this time.

Contractor Delays

Cone stated none other than rain.

Errors and Omissions

Contractor Delays
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Cone stated that there were no errors or omissions encounlered in the plans since last week s
meeting,

06/2°/96 LTR NI To Will Hanusch of Cone Constructors, inc. — From Greg Roscoe of Nicolon-\irafi
C Re: High Strength Geotextile Requirement

In response to your letter dated June 23. I have the following comments.

1. The proposed underdrain system was recommended in the PSI report. bur not specifically in
the project specifications. The specificarions imply the use of drainage materials bul do not
specify- an underdrain system. We believe this is either an oversight in the spétifications or
it was deemed unnecessary by FDOT. Per our teleconference this morning. we will remove
the underdrain system from the plans and include a note referring to drainage of the
embankment design as not being in the scope of our design. This should put the
responsibility on FDOT 10 accept the design as is. or isswe a change order to Cone 1o include
a drainage system.

2. Nicolon-Mirafi is not responsible for the cost or installation of any dramnage system or any
components (i.e.. sand} of a drainage system.

3. The base geotextile layer is an exact elevation per our plans if a drainage laver is required.
Qur revised plan as outlined above will require the base laver of geotexiile ai a maximum
elevation.

4. Al upper lavers of geotextiles will be fived to the base laver elevation. There will be a
tolerance gf 6" where the geotextile may coincide with steel reinforcement for the MSE wali
Structures.

5. The issue of 7.000 Ib/fi material versus 8.000 Ib/ft material in the West Section submittal is
being corrected today. We will replace only sheet NM-3. We will include a letter from Mike
Simac explaining that this change will not have an impact on the design calculations. You
should receive these corrections no later than Tuesday. July 2. Furthermore. the same
mistake in the East Section submitial will be corrected and resubmitted with the adjusiments
previously mentioned regarding the underdrain system.

Further to our teleconference this morning. our resubminal of the East Section should leave onr
office Wednesday. July 3 and arrive on Friday. July 3, if vou are working. or Monday. July 8. 1
will update you if we have any problems meeting this schedule.

Also, in your letter #9604-338, you asked for us to mobilize our installation crews 1o be on site
July 8, provided the West Section submittal gets final approval. However. in letter #9604-360 of
the same date, you asked us to be prepared 10 mobilize for installation of both East and Wesr
Sections on August 5. Please clarifv your needs for installarion schedules. [f vou need us there on
July 8. [ need to know by tomorrow, June 28. (Hand Note: Called Greg R. on Monday. 1 Jufy 96
and informed him not 8 July 96. Signed NJH)

06/27/96 PMM Progress Meeting Minutes: Meeting No. 16
#
Ié Utility Issues

... Cone was reminded to submit a letter to give the exact locations of the portions of the 12"
asbestos water line that they propose to leave in place and grout. This will have 1o be treated on
a case by case issue. The section of water line on Harden Bivd. in front of the piles is no longer an
issue because there was no water line discovered in this area. ...

Cone wanted to discuss the water and sewer lines within the surcharge areas that was discussed
last week. It has been agreed by all parties that the 20" watermain could be installed prior to the
surcharge period but there has still been discussions on the 16" forcemain which is further
within the surcharge area.

The RFI came back that the line could not be installed until after the surcharge period. Cone
stated that the water and sewer lines have 1o be removed to construct the CSX Bridge. Cone
explained that the existing watermain and forcematn run directly through the pier footer. The City
of Lakeland stated that if the new forcemain is installed and the surcharge damages the line. the
City will not pay 1o have it fixed. Cone responded that neither will Cone. The City stated they:
would rather install the new forcemain and surcharge instead of leaving in the existing line. The
City of Lakeland will get with Greiner and resolve this issue. Cone would like ro install the new
Sforcemain immediately. ...

Qutstanding Shop Drawings & Submittals

... The Geotextile calculations and repair procedures. Resubmittal No. 238. was returned approved
as noted on June 23, 1996 bur was rejected based on the strength of the fabric. It changed 1o
7,000 PSI and the minimum is 8,000 PSI. Cone stated that it is being revised and thev will
resubmit. Cone was asked, if they have received the results for the tests on the backfill marerial for
the Geotextile fabric? Cone responded that they will ger this tomorrow or Monday. The Phi
Angle result came back as 32° The gradation came back satisfactory aiso. ..

Design Issues / RFls
... RFI No. 34 the 16" forcemain within the surcharge area. vas discussed earlier. ...
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Angle result came back as 32° The gradation came back satisfactory also. ...
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06/28/96

LTR

Ei

To Michael! Kowsourals of Nicolon-Mirafi — From Michael R Simac of Earili Improvement
Technologies

Re: Removal of Underdrain System and Adjustments 10 Fill Placement Procedures in Mined Arzas
Sie. 37410 391)

Titis letter is 1o clarify the proposed filling procedure Jor the mined areas (Station 374 10 391 that
was developed in response to CONE Constructors Ine. «CONE) request. that the underdrain
svstem for the mined area by removed. This request occurred during owr teleplione conference of
June 271996 At Nicolon-Mirafi s suggestion, Earth Improvement Technologies (EIT) has placed
the responsibility for controlling the rate of fill placement on the Florida Departmesiof
Transportation (FDOT). Their responsibifity will be 1o keep the pore pressure increase in any
Joundation stratum 1o @ maximum rise eguivalent to where the underdrain sysiem would have been
placed. {i.e.. one foot below the base (bottomy geotextile iayer). This becomes an additional
criteria that the FDOT Engineer, or their dubv appointed representative responsible for reading
the georechnical instrumeniation and interpreting the data. will utilize to control the rate of fill
placement. The authority of the FDOT engineer 10 conirol the rate of fill placement is clearfy:
established in Section 1204 of the Technical Special Provisions of the contract specifications. This
additional criteria to follow is provided for the FDOT Engineer in new Note 16 on sheet NM-9 of
the drawings

Althaugh this fill placement procedure/criteria eliminates the need for the underdrain. it may
increase the time required to place the embankment/surcharge fill. CONE should determine what
impacts. if anv. this would have on their overall construction schedule. It is impossible at this time
with the limited information and soil parameters available, for EIT ip predict what increase in time
may be involved. Generally. the base geotextile elevation and fill placement criteria provides for
an additional head increase of more than 2 feet over most of the east embankment area. including
those portions of the site where surcharge fill is to be placed. This may or may not be adeguate to
maintain CONE's original fill placement schedule depending on how the underlying stratim
respoid to the increased loading.

An exception to this general behavior is from Stations 383 to 387 (right of centerline) where the
maximum head increase will be further limited 1o | or 1 3 feet Conceptually. fill could be placed
much more slowly in these areas since the change in grade is smaller and there is no surcharge fill
or extended loading period required in this embankment area (Sta 383 — 387) under the contracr
specifications. However. as described above. CONE should determine what impacts, if any, this
choice has on their construction schedule and contract.

As per N-M instructions to comply with CONE s reguest to remove the underdrain system, some
adjusrments were made in the geotextile reinforcement layout and quantity of reinforcement
required. In making those adjustments, a stable structure meeting the project specification
reguirements is obiained for the groundwater conditions and pore pressure regime created by the
proposed consiruction operations using the guidelines established in Note 16 of sheet NM-9.
Should fill placement operations proceed at a rate which viclates this established criteria.
performance and/or stability of the surcharge or permanent embankmenis may be effected.

Since the proposed monitoring procedure for controlling the fill placement operations is already a
stipulated provision of the construction specifications (see Special Technical Provision Section
1204). a request for clarification on underdrain requirements is unnecessary from EIT's
perspective. EIT proposes to mention the monitoring requirement in the design calculation
summary accompanying the design submirtal, which shouid be sufficient along ywith the note on the
drawings 1o make the FDOT aware of the additional criteria for fill placement. If the FDOT is
uncomfortable with this additional criteria, within their contract stipulated responsibiliny te
control the fill placement operations. it could be alfeviated by FDOT specifving an underdrain
svstem as recommended by PSI

0-/03/%96
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Progress Meeting Minutes: Meeting No. 17
Utiliry fssues

.. Cone asked, if they had approval to place the 16" forcemain in the surcharge area hefore the
surcharge is placed? KCA responded this decision was sent back to Cone with RFI No. 54

Cone mentioned they submitted two RFIs this morning dealing with wtility conflicts as well as a
letter for a request to avoid another conflict. Cone stated that this letter deals with a request 1o
lower the 167 forcemain approximately three feet 10 avoid the fabric. KCA stated they thought
that this issue was addressed previously. and that tie fabric would be laid over the forcemain. ...

Outstanding Shop Drawings & Submitals

The Geotextile calculations and repair procedures. Resubmittal No. 238, was returned
approved as noted. June 25. 1996, but was refected based on the strength of the fabric. Cone
resubmitied the plan sheets yesterday with the revised strength of the fabric. This should resoive
tiris submittal. ..

The Turnpike asked Cone. if there was anyrhing else required from the Turnpike for the
Geosynthetic fabric submittal. vwest of the railroad tracks? Cone responded that they got the
answer they needed from KCA and will be submitting these drawings on Monduy or Tuesdav of
next week. - .

Errors and Omissions
111€ 1 UrNPIKE dSKed \ Ong. If INere Was anyining eise requirea jrom Ine I urnpise jor me
Geosynthetic fabric submittal. west of the raifroad tracks® Cone responded that they got the
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Cone siated that there were no errors or omissions encountered in the plans since last week's
meeting other than the RFIs discussed earlier.

New Issues / Open Discussion

... Cone requested that, for the area between the railroad rracks and Harden Blvd.. they be
aliowed to place a couple of feet of embankment, to fill in the low spor. KCA asked Cone. hiow
would this effect the placement of the fabric? Cone responded that the existing ground elevation is
about 139 and the elevation of the fabric is 143. Cone will check the design of the fabric when it
comes in this week 10 verify: this elevation. KCA stated that they do not see a problem with this. bur
will check with the Turnpike Geotechnical Engineer. ... -

17/03/96 LTR El  To Michael Koutsourais of Nicolon-Mirafi — From Michael R Simac of Earth Improvement
T Technologies
Re: 5 v Design Calculations & Censtruction Drawings Submintal

Pursuant to our telephone conference with Cone Constructars. ine. (CONE} on June 27 1996
Earth Improvement Technologies (EIT) has completed preparanion of the construction dravings
and engineering calculations for the east approach embankment and surcharge area. EIT is
pleased to submit six sets of the Engineering Calculations & Consiruction Drawings for review
and approval. Summarized below are some key issues and highlights contained in this submission.

1) Construction over the soft (mined) soils from Sta. 374 ro 391 will be controlled by the
surcharge placement specification (special technical provision 120:4). The Nicolon-Mirafi
(N-M) geotextile reinforcement design prepared by EIT takes advartage of the geotechnical
instrumentation and monitoring program, which will control the rate of fill placement. The
N-M design requires that the pore pressure in all underlying foundation stratum. converted
o an equivalent pressure head. NOT be greater than the base (boriom) geotexiile elevation
less one (1) foot. This additional criteria is expected 1o have an affect on rate of fill
placement. (See note 16.on Sheet NM-9 of the submittal drawings for more derails.)

2) At your (N-M} request we have incorporated two additional geotextile types ("B " and "E£").
please see calculation page 43 for design strengths, assaciated with each. Please subniit the
technical and quality control data required by the FDOT.

3) Incompliance with contract specifications fSections 1204 & 1454-1) and drawings (Sheet E-
5) geotextile reinforcement is NOT utilized beyond Sta. 389. This area near the Harden Bivd.
abutment has siightly deficient safety facters, as explained in EIT's letter of July 1. 1996.
That letter also provided several alternatives to alleviate porential instability problems.
CONE should proceed cautiously in this area while discussing alternatives with FDOT.

4) EIT calculated bearing capacity safety factors of abowt 1.3 in the surcharge embankment
area for the proposed surcharge height. Althaugh this is below the desired 2.0 safery factor.
the specific purpose of the surcharge program to improve those soils. Therefore. these safety
[Jactors are acceptable to proceed with consiruction under the surcharge placemem and
monitoring program outlined in the project specifications.

5.} The increased weight of the embankment fill could affect botlt the rate of fill placement and
the final design height of the surcharge fill to obtain the target consolidation settlements.
Neither of these factors were considered in this design being submitied. Outside the
surcharge greas the increase weight of fill may provoke additional settlement that could
impact other aspects of the overall project design. Please notify the appropriate pariies of
this change.

6.) EIT’s global stability analysis in the vicinity of the MSE walls has indicated low (< 1.3}
safety factors for circles above the geotextile reinforcement but below and through the sieel
reinforcement. Although this behavior doesmot appear to threaten performance of the
structure, since safety factors are generally above 1. 4. the low shear swrength (¢ = 30
degrees) embankment fill has an influence on that mode of failure and the wall designer.
VSL, should be made aware of this possible fuilure mode. This is not a part of the
embankment foundation reinforcement design.

74  On the south fright) side of the east approach and surcharge embankmem. there are
temporary and permanent 2:1 (H:V) side slope from Station 374450 ta 390450, These side
slope varies in height from 5 10 30) feet. The factor of safery for shallow slope circles varies
from 1.15 to 1.25. This is below the mininmem 1.5 safen factor required for the other
structures (walls and foundation) that make up this highway embankment. Since this stabifity
problem is created by using a low strength (¢ = 30 degrees) soil. on a sieep (26.5 degree)
slope and not related to foundation stability. it has NOT been considered part of the
embankment foundation reinforcement design. These 2:1 (H:1} slopes are perfect candidates
for geotextile slope reinforcement. EIT would be pleased 1o provide the additional design
services to develop a reinforcement luyout.

07111796 DRB #3 Dispuies Review Board Meeting Minutes: Meeting No. 3
DESCRIPTION BY THE CONTRACTOR OF:

Work Accomplished Since Last Meeting

... Not too many large items have changed since the last meeting but Cone is striving to ger
utilities tied in to get existing utilities out of the way in the CSX Bridge area Al of the wilities

DESCRIPTION BY THE CONTRACTOR OF:
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have 10 be removed in this aren to bulld the footers. ..

Future Schedule

... The DRE asked Cone. in regards 1o the utilities, are they causing a delav? Cone responded that
they are casting them time. becanse they have fo stop each time to get a resolution. The DRB
asked Cone. specifically, which wtilities have been a problem? Cone responded that there were
conflicrs ar Drane Field Rd. and Pipkin Rd Also GTE is working in the same area as the 207
watermain. birl they should be able to work together. The 16”7 forcemain, which has to be lowered
3 feet. as discussed in the Progress Meeting. has to be tied in and also the wotermain needs to be
tied in to be able to remove the existing wrifities.

WV ardrar oo i al Sl TV B S an Fmmens Fmas ptmdad e e neercadl v o mene
11€3€ Htiiiiigs are vi ine Way oj in€ L O\ DFIGEE JOOTErs. L Giie stated, as discussed in the progress

meeting, they have to grade the area east of the railroad, within .20 of a foot for the fubric. The
Turnpike asked Cone. why is their design more siringent on the easi side of the iracks than it was
on the west side of the tracks? Cone responded that they were not sure. buit they need to get the
Jabric in and the rest of the wiilities in. The area is essentially at grade but needs to be balanced
on the east side of the tracks. The Turnpike asked Cone, if their designer was asked if there was
any latitude in the grades? Cone responded no. not yet. but 1he designer thinks there is more
evidence of mining on the east side

The DRB, wanted to clarify that the jack and bore operation at Harden Bivd. is delaving the
switch of the traffic because of the temporary pavement in the median. Cone agreed with this.
The DRB went on to say that the utilities are an ongoing problem but are concurrent with the jack
and bore operation. Cone stated that it was a good possibilin: that the jack and bore could have
been completed by now if all of the wtilities from Pipkin Rd. 10 Harden Bivd.. had not been a
continuous problem. These utilities do ot have 10 do with the switching of the traffic but have to
all be tied in before the existing wtilities are removed. There are existing utilities below the
surcharge and the plans state that vou cannot pud the new atilities in prior 1o the surcharge. so
they have had fo stop and go back 1o the designer to resolve this isswe. The Turnpike mentioned
that putiing in the 16" forcemain before the surcharge is not an issue yei. until the watermain is
installed  Cone reiterated that there have been a lot of problems from Pipkin Rd. onup. ...

The DRB asked Cone, if these delays due to the utilities. are affecting the completion date of the
project down the road? Cone responded that they could not answer this question right now. but
the utilities are critical because they are holding up the surcharge that has te be in place for six
months. The Turnpike stated that there are other factors for the delavs other than the utilities.
such as the submittals for the fabric on the east side of the railroad tracks which was just
sitbmitted and shouid have been submitted a while back. ...

The DRB wanted ta clarify. not to belabor the point. but 1o make sure they were clear in their
mind. regardless of the rest of the wiifities. was the crossing ar Harden Bivd. keeping Cone from
opening up the CSX Access Rd.? Cone responded yes .

0°/11/96
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Progress Meeting Minutes: Meeting No. 18
Utility ssues

. KCA stated that the request from Cone to lower the 16 forcemain from CSX Railroad 10
Harden Bivd._ needs to be revisited hy Cone. If the line is Iowered 3 _feet it will still be above
existing ground. Cone stated that in looking at the fabric drawings. the elevation of the fabric goes
Jrom 139 to 143 and needs 1o be within 1).2 of a foot. Cone will have 10 bring fill in and balance
the whaole area before placing the fabric. Cone stated they will look ai the fabric grades and the
pipe and the three feet of cover issue and get back with KCA. KC.A stared that they need te get
with the City because the forcemain may be as deep as 10 feer it is lowered below the fabric.
The Ciry stated they will review this issue once the facts are known. ..

Ouistanding Shop Drawings & Submittals

... The Geotextile calculations and repair procedures. Resubmitial No. 238, were resubmitied by
Cone on Juh 2. 1996. Cone also submirted the test results of the select fill material for the fabric
yesterday. ... '

Design Issues / RFIs
... Al RFIs up through No. 54 and No. 36 have been responded to and retrned 1o Cone. ..

Contracior Delays
Cone stated none other than the 607 RCP headwall mentioned earfier.

Errors and Omissions

Cone stated that there were no errors or omissions encountered in the plans since fast week's
meeling other than the 607 RCP headwall discussed earlier.

New fssues / Open Discussion

...Cone asked. whar was the status of the change on the pH range for the fill for the fabric? KCA

rebvponded that the pack%’_e was sent sﬁ’om the Turnpike ?#"ice 10 Tallahassee, S/or Ar. Goodman's
L ONE SKIed 1hal TREre WeFg NG Errory Or QMUSSIUAN ERUONTIEred U1 (HUIY SIRUE s nees 5

meeling other than the 601" RCP headwall discussed earlier.
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signature. Once this is signed. a Change Order will be processed. The Turnpike mentioned that
the results were received from the fill from the pir. but this does not resofve the issue with the fifl
on-site. Cone stated that the pH issue will be resolved with the Change Order. but the organic
content is a problem. The test results from the pit were less than 1 and the tesi resulls from on-site
were greater than 2. KCA stated that Cone and KCA will take a joint sample on-site and send it to
the lab to be analyzed.

0:/19/96 PMM Progress Meeting Minutes. Meeting No. 19

#19
Utility Issues

.. The City of Lakeland stated to Cone that in the last progress meeting. the 16 "fo;c:;smam, that is

in conflict with the fabric on the east side of the railroad, was discussed. In the last meering it was
discussed that Cone would stake the area out with the grades and the City would look at it to
possibly lower the 16” forcemain. KCA stated that this was discussed in the meering with Greiner
and the City. earlier this week. and it was decided 10 place the 16" forcemain nwo feet below the .
Sinal grade of the bottom layer of the fabric. Cone siated that the grades have been provided ro

KCA .

Future Wark Plan / 2 Week Look Ahead Schedule

.. Will start VSL Wall No. 3 on the west side of Harden Bivd. Cone stated that they are switching
to Wall No. 3 until they remave the existing 30" DIP watermain. The Cin stated again that
Cone s superintendent is aware of this ling because they met twice out in the field to discuss it .

Outstending Shop Drawings & Submittals

.. The Geotextile calculations and repair procedures. Resubmittal No. 238, were resubminted by
Cone on July 2. 1996. This is still at RS&H. Cone stated that both georextile fubric submitials
were top priority. ...

The Geotextile Shap Drawings. east of the raifroad. Submittal Nos. 262-264, were submiticd on
July 14, 1996.

Cone requested that KCA inform RS& H that the Geoiextile Submittals on Section 34 are top
priarity as with the walls on Section 38. ..

Pending Issues / Claims

.. KCA expiained this is why the two-week look ahead schedule is helpful. There have been no
bridge activities on the schedule and if the mass concrete pour was on there two weeks ago. the
paper work may have been resolved by now. The Turnpike asked Cone. when will they be driving
piles on Section 34? Cone responded they did not know, they have several rigs for each section.
The Turnpike stated there is only one pile driving hammer approved. KCA stated that they need to
kmow the pile driving schedule, because there are a couple issues o resolve in this area. Al of the
raifroad wrilities have been moved unless Cone sees something that is stifl in the way. Cone stated
that as of Wednesday all of the railroad wilities have been moved. ...

Intent to Claim No. 6, filed on July 16. 1996, surcharge on the 16" forcemain. the response for the
reques! for change came back that the 16" forcemain could be installed before the surcharge. bt
any damages to the pipe would be Corne s responsibility. Cone’s position is that it will not be their
responsibility. This is not an issue yel. bui Cone has put us on notice in case there qre any
damages incurred. ...

Errors amd Omissions
Cone stated that there were no errors or ontissions in the plans since last week s meeting.

Mew Issues / Open Discussion

Cone stated that they know that the CPM Schedule has been submitted fate and with the estimare
cut-off on Sunday, they had heard a rumor that pavment may be withheld. Cone asked if this was
a fact? KCA responded that this will not be known until the estimate is submitted and a final
decision has been made. Cone siated that certainly. KCA is recommending that the payment not
be withheld KCA explained that their rec dation is going 1o have to be 1o withhold the
estimate. The CPM Schedule was due on June 25. 1996 and there have been several meetings to
discuss the issues that needed to be addressed and there is no way that KC A can adequately
review the schedule in two days. ...

07/23/96 PafM Progress Meeting Minutes: Meeting No. 20

#20
Progress of the Contractor (This Past Week)

... Continued installation of the watermain and forcemain between the railroad tracks and Harden
Bhd. ... -

Future Work Plan / 2 Week Look Ahead Schedule

.. KCA stared that last week, Cone was asked to find out about their pile driving schedule for the
CSX Bridge. Cone stated that their bridge superintendent stated that they were not coming back in
urttil all of the wtilities were moved out of the way. GTE, watermain, forcemain. etc. KCA stated
that all of the utilities were out of the way except for the water and sewer which is Cone s work.
Cone stated that this is correct. but kow about GTE? GTE responded that this area was trenched

.. KCA stared that last week, Cone was asked to find out about their pile driving schedule for the
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up and KCA surveyed it yesterday and the cable can be worked around because it is above the
Jfooter. This cable has to stay in service. the one cable. but all of the other conduit and cable have
been removed. KCA stated that this has been resolved. Cone stated again. that they will be back
in when all of the utilities are out of the way. KCA reiterated that all of the ntifities are out of the
ey except for the water and sewer. and that is Cone s work. Cone acknowledged that the warer
and sever work was theirs, but asked abouit the yater meter from the railroad. KCA responded.
that as discussed last week. the water merer cannot be refocated until the new 207 warermain is
activated. This is part of the JPA work. If this is a probiem, the Citv may be able 1o do something
temporary 10 help out. but this is pari of the JPA work and that is why the pile driving schedule is
needed Cone siated that they will {ook ar it agam and ger back with KCA. ...

Custanding Shop Drawings & Submitals

... The Geotextile calculations and repair procedures. Resubmirtal No. 238. were sent 10 RS&H. by
KCA. on Julv 23. 1996. Cone does not know what happened with the original submital that was
sent on July 2. 1996, but will check on Menday and send new sepias. RS&H will review the copy
sent by KCA. bur will not send them out until the sepias are received. ..

The Geolextile Shop Drawings. east of the railroad. Submittal Nos. 262-264. were siwbmitied on
Juby 10, 1996 RS& H stated that these will be sent to Post Buckley this Friday. ...

Design Issues / RFls
...l of the RFI5 up through No. 61 have been responded 10 and returned to Cone. ...

Pending Issues / Claims

... Intent to Claim No. 4. filed on June 18, 19%96. CSX Railroad wiilities impact. KCA stated that
this has been discussed as it has evolved. This was filed by Cone in case the utilities were not
moved out of the way of the pile driving operations at the CSX Bridge. .1s discussed earlier in the
meeting, ail of the utilities are ot of the way except for the water and sewer. which is part of the
JPA work. .

Intent 10 Claim No. 6. filed on July 16, 1996, surcharge on the 16" forcemain. The City of
Lakeland asked KCA. what was the significance of this intent? KCA responded that it was decided
to install the new 167 forcemain now instead of surcharging the existing line. Greiner’s response
was that it was okay for Cone to install the forcemain prior 10 the surcharge. bur if there were any
damages to the line, it would be Cone s responsibilin: to fix. Cone has put us on notice that it
would not be their responsibility if the line is damaged. The City stated that they could have taken
the position to build it according to the original plans. Cone stated that if they could not install the
line now. their aperations would be impacted down the road. KCA stated that the decision was
made to expedite the project. The siance would have been to surcharge the existing forcemain. but
then it would not have been Cone s responsibilin: if this line would become damaged. The City
agreed that it would be better to surcharge the new forcemain as long as there will be no costs to
the City. ..

Errors and Omissions

Cone stated that there were no errors or omissions encountercd in the plans since last week's
meeting other than the RFls submitted. ..

058/01/96
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Progress Meeting Mirmsles: Meeting No. 21

Progress of the Contractor (This Past Week)

... Continued instaltation of the forcemain between the railroad tracks and Harden Blvd. ...

Future Work Plan / 2 Week Look Ahead Schedule

.. KC4 also asked Cone, was there any updare on their pile driving schedule for the CSX Bridge?
Cane responded that they did come up with a schedule. b they were still working on it 10 get it
printed. but as they recall it will be some time in October. KCA stated thar the reason they asked
was that rwo issues could be handled temporarily. but if Cone was not driving uniil October there
was no sense in wasting the money. KCA stated that Cone could get in there now 1o drive piles. as
stated last week.

The Turnpike asked Cone. when will the walermain and forcemain. from CSX Railroad 1o Harden
Blvd . going to be activated? Cone responded that the veater tap will be on the ™" and then they’
will pressure test. chlorinate and send off the bacr test. The forcemain can be instatled into the [if
starion easr of Harden Blvd. and then they have a couple of confiici boxes in this area that they are
addressing io get built. When this is completed thev can aciivare the line. The Turnpike stated the
reason they asked is so that the City of Lakeland can be given their two-week notice for the
removal of the existing 12" AC watermain, so at best we are 2 weeks away and possibly longer.

Cone stated that they were going to bring up in the new isswes that Cone is looking ar possibly.
after meeting with the City of Lakeland. going ahead with their work from Pipkin Rd. 1o the
raifroad tracks. They will go on with the fabric and embankment and Cone will 1ake the fiability
if the existing watermain or forcemain breaks. Once they were completed with this work, they
would request 1o grout fill these lines. The City of Lakeland stated thar their stance was. that they
do not have a problem with this, bur they would write a letter 10 the Deparument stating they were
not responsible for the line and they would not have i6 dig it up at a larer date. KCA stated that at
one time it was mentioned that it was all right to plug the AC lines for short distances. but not long
if the existing watermain or forcemain breaks. Once rhey were completed with this work, they
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disiances. The City of Lakeland stated that they did not think there was any specific length
involved. they just do not want to have to dig it up ar a laier date. Cone explained that in fooking
al the cross sections that there was only 4-3 fi. of fill in these areas, so there would not be a big
load on these lines. The Turnpike siated thai it was their understanding that Cone was io provide
the locations of where they want io leave the lines in place and grout them so that the legal
department can rake a look al them. if they were going to provide a letter for release of
responsibility. The City of Lakeland stated 10 the Turnpike that their position was that when Cone
was through and the City gets their permit. that any lines they have in there belong 1o the Cin.
They were only saying that the lines that were grouted would not belong to them. The Turnpike
stated that these lines wouid belong to the City but any removals that were required would be
done by the State. The City of Lakeland stated that was not i accordance with the FDOT Liilin:
Accommedation Guide. that the city would own the lines. The Turnpike asked Cone, if the
Turnpike said Cone could not grout the lines. what would be the time frame to get the new lines
activated lo facilitate removal of the old lines? Cone responded about 5 weeks.

The Turnpike asked Cone. how would they drive piles at CSX Raifroad, west side, with the fabric
in, as discussed before with the pile template legs? KCA explained that Cone had a procedure for
stopping short. keeping the fabric rolled up and covered. driving the piles and then placing the
fabric by the piles with slits in the fabric. This procedure should be in the installation plan for the
Jabric. ...

Outstanding Shop Drawings & Submitials

... The Geotexiile calculations and repair procedures. Resubmitial Nos. 257 and 258, were sent to
RS&H. by KCA. on July 23. 1996. KCA talked to RS&H and they were ready to go out as soon as
Cone submitted the sepias as required. Cone stated that ihey were going 1o Fed-Ex them directly

fram Nicolon Mirafl. ...

The Geotextile Shop Drawings, east of the railroad, Submitial Nos. 262-264. were submitted on
July 10, 1996. KCA talked 10 RS& H and they stated that the calculations were approved by RS&H
but the drawings were rejected and sent fo Post Buckley on July 30. 1996. The drawings were
missing some elevations. ...

Design Issues / RFIs
...All of the RFIs up through No. 61 have been responded to and returned to Cone. .
Pending Issues / Claims

...Intent to Claim Ne. 4, filed on June [8.1996. CSX Railroad utilities impact. KCA siated that this
was discussed briefly foday and was discussed in the previons weeks. All of the utilities are out of
the way except for the water and sewer. which is part of the JP'4 work. ..

Intent to Claim No. 6, filed on July 16, 1996. surcharge on the 16" forcemain. KCA stated that
this will not be an issue unless there is damage 16 the 167 forcematn after the surcharge period.

Contractor Delays

Cone stated that they will have future delays if they cannot make payment o their subcontraciors
and material suppliers. then there will be some definite delays on the job. The Turnpike stated alf
of the JPA work was paid for. so there was nothing associated with this that would be a problem.
Cone stated this was only a small part of the job. The Turnpike responded they were just making a
statement. KCA stated they understood Cone's cancerns. Cone stated that it was a choke hold
KCA responded it was not a choke hold. that the schedule was due on June 23. 1996 and ir was not
submitted until July 18, 1996 Cone stated it was back in their court as of today. because ii is
marked on the agenda, rejected as of today. so the time starts ticking again. KCA stated that when
the same comments are being made since the first submintal, and they are nof being addressed,
then it should not be in KCA’s court anyway. ...

Cone stated to keep in mind that every time you have a problem on the job, it affects the schedule.
For instance. the RECO wall delays they were incurring, because the supplier cannot deliver
their product, was affecting their schedule. Cone siated that if everything was perfect. no delivery
problems or design flaws, they could submit the schedule on the dav of the bid. Based on wiat
they know at this time, it is making a good schedule. a schedule the owner can rely on, more than
Just waving a wand and expecting it to happen. ...

The Turnpike siated the purpose was 1o have the schedule to anticipate what was going to be built
and when if was going to be built. Cone stated they do have a schedule. but the Turnpike fjust does
not like it. ...

Cone asked, if the item concerning the fabric had been gone over? K(CA4 responded yes. Cone
also asked, if someone could enlighten them as 1o why the Turnpike 's designer was holding Cone
up? KCA responded they were not holding Cone up. The west side was approved by RS&H. but
were waiting for the sepias from Nicolon so that they can be distributed 10 Post Buckley. Cone
asked, what about the east side? KCA responded the calculations for the east side were approved
but the drawings were rejected and those werg being semt back te Cone. Cone wanted 1o know. so
that they could understand it. that it was the Turnpike’s designer that is the manufacturer. The
Turnpike responded that it was Cone 's designer. Cone stated they were the sole source in the
plans. The Turnpike stated they were not the sole source, there were three or four sources. Cone
asked, if the manufacturer was the one approving the drawings? KCA responded no. it was
RS&H, the engineer of record. reviewing them. Cone stated the marufacturer that the Turnpike
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that they could understand it. that nw;z:s:ﬂ:ei '.;’umpt.};": d;zs.!gner rkar n‘ the manufacuurer. The
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speced out to them cannot gel their design right. KCA stated that the last drawings were refected,
as discussed with RS&H. because there were elevations missing on the drawings.

Cone stated to the Turnpike thar they forced them to use these characters. The Turnpike responded
tiris was not triue. Cone made a choice at the time of bid. Cone Stated the Turnpike gave them a
fist of two (it was clarified as fonr). so they picked the lesser of the few evils. and thev picked a
mannfacturer that had a design that the Turnpike accepied and Cone cannot get the design
approved. Cone staled thai in locking a1 the big piciure, the Turnpike was spending afl of their
emphasis on holding Cone 's estimaie and not dealing with the real issues thai were affecting iis
contract. Cone also stated thexy have the east end of the projeci. from the bridge. that they cannot
do anything with wntil the fabric was approved. The Turnpike responded it could liive been
submitted three or four months ago. Cone explained that the design was delaved because the east
side incorporated a lot of features that Cone would not have been paid for and was totally differenr
from ihe pians. Their designer was designing all over the place. owiside of the areas shown in the
plans.

Cone stated the point they were making was that this was a big issue as far as getiing this job built
and we swept this under the carpel. Instead of holding Cone s monev. which was a big issue 1o the
Turnpike and a bigger issue to Cone. if we could focus this time with Bill Adams and some of the
otier folks on getting this submintal approved. KCA stated they met with Cone and their designer
two or three months ago and spoon fed them on what 1o submit and they did not. Cone'’s general
superintendent stated that he does not come 1o all of the meetings and he does not read the specs
specifically on this issue, but in listening to what was going on, was that the Turnpike gave Cone
four suppliers in the specs. Cone chose of the of the four suppliers that was put in the specs.

Cone did not pre-qualify them or know anvthing about their ability. but they chose one and they
cannor perform and it is Cone s fault. The Turnpike responded that Cone comrols when the
supplier gets a subcontract and Cone controls when they get the product in because they pay them.
so it is under Cone s control.

Cone siated the supplier cannot get the job done. listen to KCA. thev said they spoon fed them two
or three months ago. The first subnuttal did not comply with the plans. Cone also stated they iold
Charlie Wegman who they were using and Charlie said these guys were horrible to work with.

The Turnpike stared this was not true. Cone stated that we all know the guy cannot gel the job
done. yet we were not assisting in getting this approved. The Turnpike stated this was the first
time Cone has come in and said they were having a problem with the supplier. Cone stated this
was incorrect, that they had a special meeting just for that about a month age with Joe Chao and
the Turnpike was invited and did not show up. KCA stated that meeting was to discuss some of the
issues on the east side. Cone did not state that the supplier was incompetent. Cone responded
that KCA said they were incompetent. because three months ago they were spoon fed. KCA
clarified what they meant by spoon feeding was thal they were helping them out in the parinering
effort in trying to get the submittals approved. Cone responded put the parinering effort crap
aside, Cone cut out parinering when they did not get paid. Cone stated they did not krow they
were incompeient, they assumed ai the time they negotiated with them thar they were comperent.
The Turnpike asked Cone, if they had a contractual agreement with the supplier? Cone responded
yes. The Turnpike then suggested that maybe Cone should start exercising it.

Cone just wanted to state that these were the real issues out here. not the CPM schedule that was
not going to get the job buift. No matier how many times they submit the CPM schedule. it was not
going to get the job built. Cone alse stated that if you cut off Cone's cash flow out here. you were
going to see a decline in productivity. ...

Errors and Omissions

Cone siated that the one that comes to mind is Pond 3 and the possible re-design. because of the
stime that was found. KCA stated thar they were going out after the meeting with RS&H to look at
the pond.

New Issues / Open Discussion

Cone stated that there was a comment made that there was a possibility that the Depariment was
locking at dropping a lot of surcharge in the area between CSX Railroad and Harden Rivd. Cone
asked. if there vias any iruth to that? KCA responded no. that it was just off the cuff Cone stated
that if this was the case it would certainly accelerate the overall progress of the comtract. if it conld
be eliminated. The Turnpike stated the only poteniial for this would be if there was no settlement.

18708/96 DRB #4 Disputes Review Board Meering Minutes: Meeting No. 4
DESCRIPTION BY THE CONTRACTOR OF:

Work Accomplished Since Last Meeting

Cone stated some of the items wiich have been accomplished since the last meeting has been that
thev have poured some footers at the CSX Bridge  They went ahead with the embankment and
surcharge at the east end of the project. Added storm sewer throughout the project and started
curh and gutter at the beginning of the project. Also opened the detour. which was the biggest
thing since the last meeting. Cone stated typically. the normal progression of the items in the
contract.

Current Status of Work Schedule

curb and gutter at the begi-rming. of the praject. Also opened the detour, which was the biggest
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... As far as Cone knew. all of the items were incorporated into the schedule and the schedile was
about to be resubmitted again tomorrow. ..

DISCUSSION BY THE EXNGINEER OF:

Work Schedule As He Views It

... One of the concerns that KCA had for the future work wonld be for Cone to get the S.
Frontage Rd, completed. .

Status of Past Disputes or Claims c—

The DRB asked. if the Pond and the slimes. that was talked abowr earlicr at the progress meeting.
if this would impact the building of the S. Frontage Rd.? KCA responded no. Cone stated what
would impact them was the two surge piles and leaving them set for two months. These surge
piles were only about 5 feer and do not really make sense to them. ...

The DRB asked, if there was any other intenis to file claim that needed to be discussed prior 10
the one on the progress payment? The DRB heard there may still be some concerns with the
utilities at the CSX Bridge. KCA responded that all of the wtilities at the C5X Bridge were out of
the way except for two, GTE and the water meter. ... KCA explained the reason wiry their bridge
superintendent moved out before was becanse Drane Field Rd. was under traffic and they could
not drive piles until the iraffic was switched. ... The Turnpike stated that intent to cigim nos, 3 —
5 were done issues and any said delays were over now. so Cone should submit their paper work
on these issues. The DRB asked Cone, if this was correct? Cone responded yes.

08/08/96

PMM
#22

Progress Meeting Minutes: Meeting Neo. 22
Owistanding Shop Drawings & Submittals

... The Geotextile calculations and repair procedures, Resubmittal Nos. 237 and 238, were
submitted on July 23, 1996. KCA talked 1o RS&H and they were ready 10 go owt as soon as Cone
submitted the sepias as required. Cone stated that they should go out this week. ...

The Geotextile Shop Drawings, east of the railroad. Submittal Nos. 262-264, were reviewed by
RS&H and sent to Post Buckley on July 30. 1996. These will be sent out to Cone tomorrow. ...

KCA mentioned to Cone that the submitials for the fabric on the east side of the raifroad were
rejected because of missing elevations. Cone could get their subcontractor to go ahead and siart
tooking at this before they get the formal package returned. ..

Pending issues / Claims

...Intent to Claim No. 6, filed on July 16. 1996. surcharge on the 16" forcemain. KCA stated thar
this will not be an issue uniess there is damage to the 16" forcemain after the surcharge period. ..

Contractor Delays

Cone stated they would be sending a letter for the delays from the concrete slab discussed eariier.
KCA asked Cone. why was this a delay when there has been no one working in this area® Cone
stated there would be by the time the slab comes our. Cone explamed this was not going to be o
little job 1o get the slab out of there, but Cone just wanted o puf us on notice in case there were
any delays. ...

Cone wanted to know for the record. has their payment been released? KCA responded no. ...
Errors and Omissions
Cone stated the concrete slab that was discussed earlier.

New Issues / Open Discussion

The City of Lakeland asked KCA, what was the purpose of giving the Water Department s utiliny
relocation schedule to Cone, since this work was under the JPA? KCA responded that the new
work was JPA4, but the removal of the existing 12" AC watermuin was by the City. The City
stated that they did not understand why this was provided 10 Cone. KCA stated that Cone had an
activity in their schedule for the removal of the existing watermain af 3 days duration and the
Cine's schedule showed 90 days. This issue was discussed with the Ciry of Lakeland — Warer
Department and they requested 60) days. This was provided 10 Cone for the CPM Schedule. .

08/1-4/96

10/01/98

LTR

To Joseph M. Chao af KCA — From William /. Hanusch of Cone Constructors
Re: Notice of Intent to File Claim — Geosynthetic Reinforcement Design Defay

On 21 June 1996. Cone received the Nicolon Mirafi design submittal for the geosynthetic
reinforcement {"geafab "} east af CSX Railroad to Harden Boulevard (" East Design™). Upon
review. it was apparent that the design was significantly more elaborate than the previously
approved West Design. The East Design included a large underdrain system with highlv stringent
subgrade drainage requirements.

This first version qf the East Side design differed from the previously submitted and approved Wesr
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review. it was apparent that the design was significantly more elaborate than the previouslfy
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Design. This design was questioned by Cone for the following reasons:

¢ Nicolon Mirafi's engineer. EIT. unilaterally extended the limits of the geafab bevond what
was shown in the contract drawings.

. These limils at the east end were extended into areas where fill had aiready been placed per
the contract drenwings.

®  EIT unilaterally performed subsoi! calculations bevond the limits of the geofab shown in the
contract drawings.

. EIT added an underdrain system consisting of a sump. sump struciure, pipe. a 12 inch laver
of free draiming sand and extra subsurface pore pressure monriforing.

e EIT added two additional types of geafab to be installed.

e Nicolon MirafEIT s submittal called for all of this exira work te be performed v Cone.
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O 1 Juby 1996, Cone requesied a meeiing with FDOT and KCA to disciss this sitvation. Cone

representatives met with KCA. however FDOT did not attend the meeting. At that point it was
verbally agreed that an underdrain system would not be required pending review and approval
from the designer of record. At this time it was made clear that Cone was willing to the extra
underdrain work but it wonld result in a much higher price than the bid price te perform this work

On 10 July 1996. Cone received the revised East Side design and the subsequent Cone submittal
9604-263 for the East Side design was forwarded 1o RSH for their review and approval. A copy
was also firnished 10 KCA and Mr. R. Hawkins of the FDOT. Cone did nor receive the response io
this submittal until 13 Auguse 1996.

On I8 July 1996. Cone opened the CSX Railroad Access Road which took traffic off of Drane
Field Road from west of the railroad all the way to Harden Boulevard. Due 10 the deluys in
obiaining a suitable submitial from the Nicolon Mirafi designer, Cone was not able 1o starl its
earthwork all the way from CSX Railroad 1o Harden Boulevard. Since the area became available
on 18 Julyv 1996. Cane has not been able 1o work in this area and will not be able to until the East
Side geofab submittal is approved.

The unilateral engineering performed by Nicolon Mirafi/EIT caused Cone to htave to request a
resubmittal without the underdrain system. This required extra time for the designer to prepare a
revision and forward to Cone. Cone was therefore not able to submit the design until 19 calendar
days later than the first version of the submittal. This directly impacts the start of earthwork from
the CSX Railroad to Harden Boulevard.

As such. Cone Constructors herein files its Notice of Intent to File Claim for impacis resuiting
Jrom an overzealous and untimely design submitted by the FDOT s sole source geofab

designer/installer.

08/15/96 P Progress Meeting Minutes: Meeting No. 23

#23

Outstanding Shop Drawings & Submittals
... The Geotextile calculations and repair procedures. Resubmittal No. 257 were submiited on July
231996, ..
The Geotextile Shop Drawings. east of the railroed. Submirtal Nos. 262-264. The design
calculations were approved. but the design drawings were rejected and sent to Cone. ..
Pending Issues / Claims
... Intent to Claim No. 6. filed on July 16, 1996, surcharge on the 16”7 forcemain. KCA stated this
was g contingent issue. depending on what happens with the surcharge period. ...
Intent to Claim No. 9, filed on August 14, 1996, Geosynthetic Reinforcement Design Delay.
KCA has responded to this claim. KCA was not sure what the intent of the claim was. because the
designer was alloved 43 days to review the shop drawings and they only took 34 duys. Cone
stated the intent of tite claim was based on the delay of the submittal 10 Cone, from the sole
source supplier. The Twrnpike siated there wos another source in the contract documents. Cone
siated we needed to sit down. discuss this issue and resolve it .
Contractor Delays
Cone mentioned the rain. ..
Errors and Omissions
Cone stated all of the issues that have been discussed roday.

18:22/96 PAM Progress Meeting Minutes: Meeting No. 24

424

Outstanding Shop Dravwings & Submittals

... The Geotextile calculations and repair procedures. Resubmittal No. 237, were submitted on July
23. 1996. KC talked to Post Buckley this morning and they were approved as noted. The
certification on the Type D material was required and the sepia drawings needed to be stamped
by Cone. ...

Pending Issues / Claims

... Intent 10 Claim No. 9, filed on August 14, 1996. Geosynthetic Reinforcement Design Delay.

L'eny'rcwmn onine l}fpe L7 arertygl way reqmr(:u LEFELE THIE SELTQ UFLOWVINED FEEUEW TU LE STUIREIE
by Cone. ...
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Cone asked. what was the status of getiing this producit approved? KCA responded the west side
was approved as noted. Cone asked. what about the east side? KCA responded the cast side
needed the certifications and did Cone submit the revised drawings? Cone responded the
drawings were in Nicolon's hands. Cone stated that the Turnpike forced them 1o use this
manyfacturer. The Turnpike clarified that Cone chose 1o use them. Cone stated there was a pot of
three and they chose this one and they have been a problem. The Turnpike asked Cone. if they
had a problem with a supplier? Cone responded yes. The Turnpike asked Cone. if thei: were
trying 1o transfer this problem to the S1ate?

Cone stated the problem was that when they bid the job. they assumed that the design in the plan
was acceplable to build the project and instead they have been redesigning this thifig as we went
along. The Turnpike stated then Cone should get their money from the supplier or use someone
else. The Turnpike asked, if there was more than one supplier? Cone responded there vere onh:
wo suppliers in the plans, Nicolon and one other. Cone also stated that in the future there should
be some type of pre-qualification process Jor these suppliers to be used. The Turnpike stated there
was or else they would not have been specified in the plans. Cone asked then why can’t they get
their design right? The Turnpike stated Cone could be asking the same question of Southern
Culvert or some other supplier. Cone responded no. because in that instance they conld go lo ten
or twelve ather pipe suppliers. The Turnpike stated it was basic things (o get corrected and they
just needed to get it done. Cone stated it was happening. but it was laking months 10 gel done.
The Turnpike stated that Cone needed to look at where the breakdown was.

Cone wanted to mention one last issue on the fabric. The fabric was killing them as far as
production. The Turnpike stated Cone was not ready to put it down, east of the railroad anyway.
Cone stated they were. The Turnpike staved t0 forget the claim for right nev. but whar needed 1o
be done 1o get it approved, so Cone could work in the areas they wanted to? Cone stated there
have been several meetings, but the last one has noi been for a while. Cone stated the breakdown
vas that the west side was all approved. other than the drawings, which were lost and KCA sent
their copy. Cone sent the sepias and now they have certification problems on the west side that
they just found out about. Core stated they jump one hurdle. then they have another one 1o jump
and this should have been worked out in the design phase. The Turnpike stated since this was a
material certification, this could not have been worked out in the design phase if they did not know
where Cone would get the material, Cone stated the problem was that everything was approved
except the one sepia drawing, which Cone was supplying and now Post Buckiey was telling KCA
they do not have the certifications. The Turnpike siated that both sides need to work this out. KCA
stated the Change Order that has sat at Cone s office for three weeks needed to be signed and
returned. Cone stated it was signed and would be returned today.

Cone asked, when would the saga be over? KCA stated the west side was approved as noted and
Cone could go to work. Cone stated the east side drawings have gone back to Nicolon. but the
calculations were approved. KCA stated the reason the drawings were refected was because they
were missing elevations and if Cone was looking at these drawings. they would have caught it
before it was submitted. Cone stated it would be difficult to caich this. Cone also stated the
problem they had with Cone's and the State’s designer was they came up with this wild
underdrain system and they had to stop. Cone then met with KCA and the Turnpike. asked if this
was wanted and had to wait a while for this answer. KCA stated this was answered the same day.
Cone stated it was getting closer, but there needs to be finalization between the designer and the
supplier. KCA stated they would not be able (o lay the fabric untif the watermain and forcemain
come out. Cone stated they were aware of this and may lay the fubric for the partial width. Cone
also stated their pian was to get with Nicolon and see where the dravwings were. KCA srated if
Cone could get the drawings in for the east side. RS& H could hand carry' them ta PST and PSI
would hand carry them 1o Post Buckley and this could be resolved in a matier of a few days. just
like the west side. The west side was approved as noted and KCA would contact the designer
about the certifications, but this would not prevent the jabric from being placed. ...

Contractor Delays
Cone stated the concrete siab which should have been submitted by lerter. ..

Cone siated the problem with this slab was that the forcemain goes through this area and this line
has 1o be tied into the lift station, just to the east of the slab. The forcemain has to be tied inio the
tift station, so that the existing forcemain. west of Harden Bivd. could be removed. .

New Issues / Open Discussion

... The Turnpike stated what we needed to iook at the frequency of the Disputes Review Board
Meetings for the remainder of the project. Cone stated they would like to meet once every two
months or have special ones if needed. The Turnpike would like to keep them every month for right
now, but it would be evaluated at the next DRB meeting  KCA stated thar if aff of the claim issues
were resolved. we could go to once every quarter. Cone stated those issues would probably add
up ro 5 10,000. Cone siated this really needed to be looked ar. because it was very time

consuming.
08/29/96 PMM Progress Meeting Minutes: Meeting No. 25

#25
Owrstanding Shop Drawings & Submittals
... The Geotextile calculations and repaiv pr&cedures. Resubmittal No. 257, were submitied an July
23. 1996. KCA talked 10 Post Buckiey and the only thing required for the certification on the Type
D material was a letter confirming that the material used for the field test was from Pir A and the

#25

Outstanding Shop Drawings & Submittals
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Jabric was the Type D to be used for tire design. Cone asked. then why was submintal No. 259
closed our? KCA responded because No. 239 became No. 257, This was part of the problem with
these submitials. Cone has changed the submittal numbers so many times. KCA sigied there have
been five different numbers used for the west side fabric subminals. KCA stated Posr Buckley had
the test data. but there was nowhere on the report that the material was from Pit A. Cone stated
the material for the field test came from Cone. Pit 1. Cone asked. how woudd Nicolon certifi-
where the material came from? KCA responded thar if Cone 's destgner was going to sign and
seal the fabric design, he should know where the material was coming from. Cone has submirted
the last outstanding drawving for the west side this week The Turnpike asked Cone. If the cast side
drawings were still in their court? Cone responded they jusi sent a package of the cast side
drawings to RS& H roday -

Pending Issues / Claims

... Intent to Claim No. 9. filed on August 14. 1996. Geosynthetic Reinforcement Design Delay.
KCA stated this intent to claim should have gone to Cone ‘s subconiractor. Nicolon, but this issue
would be resolved. ...

Errors and Omissions

Cone stated none other than the storm sewer pipe ar the south end of Harden Bivd.. which has
been resoived. Core also siated the exisiing wiilities that are to be removed and do not have a pay
item to cover the costs. KCA stated there was a noie in the plans that stated thar these removals
were included in the price of the pipes to be installed. Cone mentioned it does state 10 be removed.
but if they could get a littie help with grouting these lines. KCA stated this has heen discussed
several times. that these lines cannot be grouted because of the liability issnwe. Cone stated it was
evident that there would be grouting underneath the railroad KCA stated this was the railroad
right of way and not the State’s. The City of Lakeland stated their position was that they did nor
care if the lines were grouted, but they did not want ihe liability of leaving these lines.

New Issues / Open Discussion”

KCA stated there were still problems on the project with the fact that KCA s inspeciors do not
direct Cone s subcontractors. but Cone's personnel have been relling the inspectors to ger with
the sibcontractors. Cone asked KCA that if there were problems in the field with the
subcontractors. that Cone s personnel were telling KCA s persommel to get with the subs? KCA
responded yes. Cone stated this was not gaing to be case and they would take care of this issue.
Cone also stated the problem with their subs was that they were responsible by contract 1o take
care of their MOT. but bottom line was that Cone was ultimately responsible for the whole job. ..

KCA staied the material Cone brought in east of the railroad, that would be below the fabric, has
been looked into. KCA stated they reviewed the design calculations from Nicolon and their design
was based on certain soil paramerers. so if Cone was going to use this materiaf they needed a
letter from Nicolon to approve this material. Cone stated they would talk to Nicolon. .

09:03/96 PAM Progress Meeting Minutes: Meeting No. 26
2
#26 Uility Issues

_..Jacob Kohn of American Telecasting introduced himself and wanted to discuss their cable that
keeps getting dug up. American Telecasting stated this was q sore subject with their comparny-
Mr. Kohn did rot know when and how the cable was put in. but some of the reports they heard was
the FDOT changed the contract elevations once they were in the ground. which has caused rhe
problem of their cable getting dug up. American Telecasting has incurred costs and damages.
First they want to find a solution so that the problem does nor continue and second they want to
recoup the losses from someone. Cone showed the area in question and stated that the cable was
barely under original ground and the fabric design came back with several variations in the
grade. The cable was not marked when Cone hit it and the cable was placed in a snake like
fashion. Cone stated the cable and the power was up in the fabric. Cone raised the fabric
elevarion 10 the max. and Lakeland Power will be in the fabric at the power s junction box. bur the
Jabric may be adjusted 1o resolve this conflict. KCA asked Cone, if they called American
Telecasting for locates? Cone responded not in this areqa, because they did not know it was there.
American Telecasting stated they talked to the contractor thai installed this cable and it vas
marked when it was installed. but the markings were gone. Cone stated thal since it was known
now that the cable was there. it needed to be located for all of the operarions. KCA siared ir
should be locared for the entire length of the project. KCA asked American Telecasting. if they
could locate their cable for the length of the profect”® American Telecasting responded they could
have someone locate it tomorrow, from Harden Bivd. 1o the railroad track. but eventially this
entire line would have to be replaced. Cone stared the line sticking up in the air was in conflict
with the fabric. American Telecasting stated they were rold in the fleld thar the efevarions on this
project changed two months ago. KCA stated there have been no elevation changes on this
project. The Turnpike stated this cable should nor be in the L/A right of way or below the
pavement. Several discussion ensued and it was decided 1o schedule a meeting for this issue
remorrow marning. ...

Future Work Plan / 2 Week Look Ahead Schedule

...Cone stated they sent a letter notifiing that they needed the City on board to remove the existing
asbestos line on Monday, September 23, 1996. ..

Qutstanding Shop Drawings & Submittals
Faenre Work Plan / 2 Week Look Ahead Schedule
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... The Geotextile Test Damage Results. Resubmittal No. 261, were submiited on September 3,
1996, RS&H mransmitted them to PSI and PSI approved it and seni it on to Post Buckley. This will
take care of the QC data for the east and the west side. This approval will also release the west
side drawings, Resubmittal No. 257, which wraps up the west side subminals. ...

The Geotextile Shop Drawings. east of the raifroad, Resubmittal Nos. 262-264. were sent 10 PS]
by RS&H. PSI has reviewed them and sent them on to Post Bucklev. These should be wrapped up
this week or early next week. ...

KCA asked Cone. if there were any shop drawings Cone needed or had anyv questions on? Cone
responded none they were aware of RS&H asked Cone, if there was anvthing thar FRS& H was
holding Cone up on? Cone responded none io their knowledge. ...

Design Issues / RFls
Refer to the attached RFI Log. ...

Pending Issues / Claims

... Intent to Claim No 6. filed on July 16. 1996. Surcharge on the 16~ Forcemain. KCA stated this
was not an issue at this time. KCA also stated this was a contingent issued. depending on what
happens with the surcharge period.

Intent 10 Claim No. 9, filed on August 14, 1996. Geosynthetic Reinforcement Design Delay. KC4
asked Cone. if they would be submitting anything on this issue? Cone responded yes they were.
Cone asked. what was today’s hurdle on this issue? They had heard the design elevations conflict
with the utility lines. KCA stated this had nothing 1o do with the submirrals. Cone stated it had to
do with getting the job built. Cone also stated this was discussed earlier. With the elevations for
the bottom layer of fabric, American Telecasting was in the way and Lakeland Power vwas in the
veay in some areas. Cone asked the Turnpike how were they supposed to ger the job built, with all
of this going on? The Turnpike stated they thought the approval process was almost complered.
Cone stated that was for the west side, but now the east side has conflicts. KCA stated the power
was a small portion and could be resolved. but it was just discovered. Cone stated all they were
saying was that last week we discussed the certification issue. this week we were discussing this
new issue and next week we would be discussing a new issue. Cone also stated they gave their
subcontractor a P.O. on March 12, 1996 and we were in September trving to get this product
approved KCA stated the east side shop drawings were just submited in mid July. ..

(9/10/96 DRB #5 Disputes Review Board Meeting Minutes: Meeting No. 5
DESCRIPTION BY THE CONTRACTOR OF :

Work Accomplished Since Last Meeting

Cone described the work which has been accomplished since the last meeting. Cone has
completed the Mainline and Frontage Rds. up through the prime. at the west end of the project, up
to where the Jabric starts. The fabric has to be placed and the walls constructed before Cone can
proceed with the embankment up to the CSX Bridge. Cone has done some grading for the fabric
on the wesi side of the CSX Bridge. because the design came back with specific elevations.
Harden Blvd. was progressing along with subgrade. curb pads and storm drain pipe. East of
Harden Bivd . Cone has concentrated on the surcharge areas and they were about to the top
grade. They were also doing some excavating in Ponds 3 and 5.

Current Status of Work Schedule

Cone stated the work schedule has been submitted and approved. KCA stated the CPM Schedule
was verbally approved on September 4. 1996 and the official letter should go out tomorrow.

Futyre Schedule

The DRB asked Cone, were they pretty much on schedule or was the weather going to give them
problems? Cone stated they had several problems, especially with the weather that has washed
everything out including the prime. They have had the problems with the fabric, witich they did
not know how they would maintain their schedule with the problems they have had. Cone has a
turnover date for the Toll Plaza in the surcharge area of August. 199~ and the surcharge has 1o go
up immediately to begin the clock, so that they could meet this date. Cone still does not have the
total completed approved shop drawings for the east side fabric. Cone stated they could bring
double shifts in_for the embankment, but with the fabric. this was not possible.

KCA asked Cone. when were they going Io start on the west side fabric” Cone responded as soon
as the water and sewer lines were taken out, probably the week of the 23", KCA stated this was
what has really been the problem, the existing ufilities and not the submittals. Cone agreed the
west side needed the utilities removed, but the east side they could proceed. KCA stated the
utilities were more into the fabric on the east side. than the west side. XCA asked Cone. were they
going to continue with the fabric on the west side until the utilities were out? Cone responded they
could not go through the fabric, the way they understood it. in an area that did not have surcharge.
Cone asked KCA, what was their understanding of the fabric under the surcharge, once the
surcharge was removed, the fabric has served its purpose, hasn’t it? KCA responded ihat was
their understanding. but they would have lo ask lhe Engineer of Record. because it was their
design.
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Cone asked KCA, what was their understanding of the fabrn:' under the surcharge, once the
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The DRE asked. what has been the hold up on the fabric other than the existing utilities” Cone
responded the design and the back and forth process on the submintals. Cone stated they starred
the submittaf process in March and they just got the approval last week on the west side. KCH
statred tire east side was just submitted in Julyv and the west side was submitted in April. Cone
stated that was not the date they siaried swworking on the submitials. They started trying 1o ger
sibmittals from the sole source designer in March. The sther designer had a more elaborate
design with more layvers of fabric. so they chose the one with the least elaborate design. The

DRB asked Cone. if their design did not meet the contract requirements? Cone responded there
has been several issues on the west side. KCA stated that even if the fabric was approved 3 or 4
months age. Cone stated they conld not proceed. Cone stated their baseline schedle shoved this
activity approved and started alreadv. KCA stated in actuality. Cone has the go ahead for the west
side. ver they were saving they would not proceed until the water and sewer were out. so what if it
was approved 3 months ago. the water and sewer were still there. 1Vhat could Cone have
accomplished? Cone responded they could not answer thar guestion. The DRB asked. could the
water and sewer have been removed rwo or three months ago? KCA responded no, not untii the
new system was installed and functional. Cone stated. to try to keep this issue moving. and not
knowing it would take this long for the approval, they requested ro grout these lines in the areus of
the fabric. This issue went up to Tallahassee and it vwas not approved. The State did not approve
this because of the liabilin: of leaving the lines in place.

Cone stated there were other issues involved with the utilities, like the concrete slab. The water
did not have to go through this areq. bur the sewer does, to tie into the lift station. The Turnpike
stated the Departmeni also allowed Cone 10 use the marerial out of the pit that did not meet the plf
requirements by doing a specification change. The DRB asked. was the enst side approved” Cone
responded no. The wesi side had a maxinum elevation of 143 and the east side came back with a
tetaliy different design. The elevarions are in 100 foot intervals and ranged from 139 to 145 and
the fabric goes from toe to toe. Cone stated the we designs were totally different from the vast
side and the west side. The Turnpike stated the soil parameters were probably different. Cone
stated their designer came back with a design for the east side that went outside of the limits in
the plans and alse included drainage with sumps and Cone had ro find out if this was what the
Department wanted. The DRB asked Cone. if the main contention was, Cone was stating their
designer was a sole source supplier even though there were two designers and they were Cone’s
sub and the State’s contention was that there was a pick of two suppliers and it was Cone’s
design. Cone stated they felt that since it was pretty much a sole source in the pluns and Cone had
1o pick the best of the two, it was the State’s designer. KCA stated it was the same simation with
the R.E. walls. there were only two suppliers. KCA also stated there were a lot of materials used
in construction that you could not buy at Kmars. Cone stated they have been fortunate with the
walls.

The Turnpike stated what you had to keep in mind with the fabrics was that when they were over a
saft seil, a lor of the design was based on the characteristics of the soil. The designs were initially
based on the parameters of the soil and when you get your site specific soil, you had to take this
into account. The soil Cone chose 1o provide did not meet the requirements of the contract.

Cone stated it exceeded the contract requirements. The Turnpike sigied. but it was not the same,
50 vou have to have some adjustments. Cone stated they could appreciate the adjustments. buf the
botrom line was geting the design everyone wanted 1o use and it should not take 6 months. KCA
stated the bottom line was that 5 months age if Cone had gotten the approval, they would still be
sitting here not putting fabric dewn, because of the water and sewer. Cone stated you did not
know this, because if they had gotten the approval they might have expedited other items.

KCA stated they still were looking ar 6 weeks before the water and sewer were probably dene and
Cone was not expediting now. Cone stated they tried to expedite back in April by putting dewn
the fabric and it got them nowhere. The Turnpike stated the reason they did nor get am-where was
becanse Cone's soil did not meet specs. Cone stated if they had jabric for the east side they could
noi proceed because of the uiilities. KCA stated these utilities were resofved within a day of
finding out about them. The DRB asked Cone. if they had approval on the east side. could they lay
Jabric from west to east or was the sewer in the way. The Turnpike responded the sewer ran down
the entire length of Drane Field Rd. Cone stated if it was appraved. then the designer could go
ahead and start milling the specific lengths. Cone also stated the delay was not in the approval
process, it was in the number of iterations. The Turnpike stated one of the subminals did not even
have the elevations marked on the drawings. The DRE asked Cone. assuming the east end was
approved today. when could Cone siari the east end? Cone responded right away on the Froniage
Rd. up 10 Drane Field Rd., where the water and sewer was.

Cone stated Nicolon wamed 10 iake the fabric beyvond the limits of the plans. The Turnpike stated
this isswe was resolved right away in the same day it was asked. The DRB stated they now knew
what the problem was,

The DRB asked. since the CPM was verbally approved. has Cone updated the status of their
schedule? Cone responded no, they just gotit. KCA stated it veould be due the Tuesday following
the monthly cut-off dare. The DREB asked. if the approved schedule shows early completion,
completion on time or whar does it show? Cone responded completion to the day. Cone stated the
FDOT has accommodated them and their beef was with Nicolon and their argument was that
they were forced to choose one of the two and they chose Nicolon. The Tensor design was
ridiculous. because they had 8 or @ layers. The Turnpike siated they have been through a couple
of iterations on Section 5 with the same designer: but not like this job. The DRB asked Cone. when
they status their schedule what will they show for the late completion. Cone stated they would

FDOT has accommodated them and their beef was with Nicolon and their argument was that

thev wore farced ta chancs ane of the hwn and tha: chace Nicoalan  The Tencear decion was
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show probably 100 plus days for this activity. The Turnpike stated Cone has been working on
other activities out of sequence.

Disputes Review Board Meeting Agenda: Meeting No. 5
B. Suatus of Past Disputes or Claims

4. Inteng go Claim No. 9, filed 8/14/96 — Geosynthetic Reinfercement Design Delay

09/10/96

PMAS
#27

Progress Meeting Minutes: Meeting No. 27

Utility Issues

KCA stated they met with American Telecasting and the City of Lakeland — Power concerning the
issue with the fabric. This has been resolved, but KCA needs to meet with these utility agercies
and Cone to go over what kas been resolved. KCA asked Cone. if the grades in the field were
close to final grade for the fabric? Cone responded they were close to grade. The snag was ar the
electrical manhole where the fabric would be over the box. KCA stated the fabric could be cut
around the box as done on the west side fabric. Cone stated. since the fabric continued south. the
Jfabric could be cut around the box as done with the drainage siructure on the west side. KCA
stared there should be a standard detail in the fabric shop drawings or Cone could get an
approval from Nicolon Mirafi. American Telecasting discussed placing their cable below the
existing grade now and then relocating the permanent facilivy later. ... -

Quistanding Shop Drawings & Submittals

... The Geotextile Drawing. Sheet NM-3. Resubminial No. 257, would be released with the OC daia.
Resubmitral No. 261. This should have the official approval today. ..

The Geotextile Shop Drawings, east of the railroad, Resubmitial Nos. 262-264. were submitted an
September 5, 1996. KCA stated these drawings have been piece milled and not submitted as a
whole package. Cone stated they spoke to Post Buckiey today and NM6 and NM? were approved.
Cone has NMS for stamping and this drawing should be approved. NM9 was sent last week and
NM8 should be forthcoming. Cone asked KCA. who was piece milling the drawings, because the
way Cone understood it, they were piece milled back from Post Buckley? KCA responded that
drawings NM3 through NM9 required resubmittal on August 12, 1996. Cone asked. were they
piece milling these drawings back to the designer? KCA responded yes. ...

Pending Issues / Claims

...Intent to Claim No. 9. filed on August [4. 1996. Geosynthetic Reinforcement Design Delay.
KCA asked Cone. if they would be submitting anything on this issue? Cone responded thev were
working on this package, but they did not have a firm submittal date. ...

Contractor Delays
Cone stated yes, the rain. ...

New Fssues / Open Discussion

... Cone asked KCA, what was the issue with backfilling the walls in 300 foor sections? KCA
responded that embankment had to be constructed in 300 foot minimum sections. tat since the R.E.
wall was select backfill, Cone could construct the R.E. wall backfill separate from the regular
embankment. ...

09/19/96

10/01/98

FPMM
#28

Progress Meeting Mimutes: Meeting No. 28

Utility Issues

... KCA asked Cone. if they received the letter from KCA, on the watermain. in response 1o the
letrer from Cone on the natice for the 30" of this month. for the removal of the asbestos pipe?
Cone responded yes. KCA stated they still had not received the as-builts for review and this would
take some time for review. Cone asked KCA, how long would it take for the review? KCA
responded it would depend on the level of deitail of the submittal. If the submittal was complere
and accurate. it should not take more than a couple of days. KCA stated the concern would be if
all of the information was not provided, then it would have 1o be returned. Cone stated they would
check with their subcontractor about when the removals would be required and they wonld ger
back with KCA on this issue. _..

Future Work Plan / 2 Week Look Ahead Schedule

... Cone stated the work described above would contimee this next week. They wounld be starting a
fabric operation on the west side of the raflroad track next Wednesday. Following this aperation,
they would start RE. Wall Nos. 1B and 1D, ...

Owstanding Shop Drawings & Submintals

... Cone stated the work described above would contimee this next week. They would be starting a
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... The Geotextile Shop Drawings. east of the railroad, Resubmintal No 262, drawing No. ¥AM-8
was subminted by Cone on September 16. 1996. KCA stated this was at PSi and should be going 10
Post Buckley today. The Turnpike asked KC.A if this was the last piece of the puz=le? KCA
responded. ves

NCA asked Cone. when would they siart the cast side fubric® Cone stated they had not seen the
whole package of drawings. KCA siated NM-8 was the only outstanding drawing. so they should
be able io start. The Turnpike asked, could Cone start the fabsic before the water and sewer
lines were ott? KCA responded they did not think so. but Cone had meniioned thev vwonld starr
Srom the south edge and work north. Cone stated this was correct, they would startfrom the S.
Fromtage Rd. and work north. Discussions were held on the possibifity of partial embankment
JSills. The parrial embankment would be uiilized for the east and west fabric gnd ithe siations for the
entire fabric areq will be used for the change order. ...

Pending issues 7 Claims

...dntent to Claim No. 9. filed on August 14. 1996. Geosynthetic Reinforcement Design Delay.
KCA stared Cone should submit their package on this issue. ...

Errors and Omissions

Cone stated none.

(19°26/96

10/01/98

PMM
#29

Progress Meeting Minutes: Meeting No. 29
Utility Issues

... Cone stated the bact tests and the as-buills for the warter line were on their way. Their
subcontractor called from Bartow and had the results of the tests and should have them 1o this
office before the end of the meeting. KCA stated they had already reviewed the as-builts and
Cone s subcontractor has made the necessary changes. ..

Qutsianding Shop Drawings & Subminals

... KCA stated Cone should have received dravwing NM-8, the last drawing, approved for the east
side fabric drawings, which completed all of the fabric submintals. Cone stated they received this
last drawing this morning. ...

Pending Issues / Claims

Antent to Claim No. 9. filed on August 4. 1996. Geosynthetic Reinforcemenr Design Delay.
KCA staied Cone should submit their package on this issue. ...

Coniractor Delays

Cone stated. in the area of the fabric on the west side of the railroad, where they started to lay
Jfabric, they have a conflict. Afier they put the wall plans together with the fabric plans it created
a problem. so they moved their fabric crew off of the project. Cone stated when the wall footer
goes in, it entails a five foot cut and of course they have to excavare out for the straps. The fabric
was designed to go underneath the wall footer. so there was a fair amount of material that has to
come owl because of the elevation of the fabric. There was also a five foor cut around the piles ar
the bridge. When they gor out there and sorted through all of the issues. was when they got into
this problem. The Turnpike stated the watermain and the forcemain would have impacted them
as well. if they trigd to roll the fabric out to Drane Field Rd. Cone stated they were not going past
Drane Field Rd. anyway. but they planned to march east towards the bridge.

KCA stated they reviewed the dravings yesterday and did not see a problem. Like Cone stated.
they had to excavate this area and this was known since the beginning. The Turnpite stated this
was discussed al the initial meeting. that the fabric had o go under the wall foorers at the bridge.
Cone stated they could appreciate this, but this was not in the plans when they bid the job. to do all
of this excavation. The same was true on the east side, where they had io excavate all of the
material out to get to a certain design elevation. Cone also stated it was iwo separate issues and
they felt they were impacted. because they had to send the crew out. KCA stated they were told the
crew left because of the water and sewer. Cone stated they met with them and they made the
decision to let them go and the water and sewer did not have anything ro do with this decision.

The Turnpike asked Cone. were they going to start at the bridge and proceed west? Cone
responded they were going to start where they left off and wark tovwards the bridge. so that the wall
crew could start back ar Wall 1. The Turnpike asked Cone. 5o they had 1o lover it at the bridge
piling. but what did this have to do with whar was just described? Cone responded the bridge
pifing did not have an impact to them at this point in time. but they have 1o excavate down five feer.
the Turnpike stated this was only at the bridge. Cone stated it was not just the bridge. it was alf
the way down Wall No. . KCA stated this draving has been approved for two weeks and Cone
could have had this area excavated out and ready 10 go hy the time the crew came in yesterday.
Cone stated they would have to go out and put it all 1ogether, but they were onlv human and they
do not jump on every litile situation and foresee them. They have their surveyor working on these
problems and issues on a daily basis, for 10 hours per day. frying to work out these issues.

The Turnpike stated their interpretation on what they were hearing was that Cone needed more
time 1o figure out what they were going to do in this area. but it sounded like Cone was saving it
was the Department’s problem ro figure ont irow Cone was going to do it and rhis was not the

problems and issues on a daily basis, for 10 hours per day. frying to work out these issues.
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case. Cone staled they knew how they were going 10 build it and this had nothing 1o do with this
situation. The Turnpike stated it was coming across that it was the Deparimient s probiem. Cone
stated they Were just stating they were held up and it was the whole mesh of the fabric and wall
appraval with all of the design elevations. The Turnpike stated it sounded like a pianning and
coordination issue. Cone stated it may be a little coordination. but it was all of the back and forth
with the submittals. KCA stated the design has been that way since the beginning and it comes a
point in time when Cone had to leok at the plans and decide how they were going to biiild the job.
Cone stated they look at the plans every day. KCA stated they looked at the plans vesterdavy and
they did not see anything difficult with the fabric. Cone just needed fo excavaie out wide enough
Jor the siraps and if they had iooked at it since day ome. the crew would not have been scheduled
until the area was prepared. KCA siaied everything that happens on this project was not their
Jault. Cone stated they were not saying it was. The Turnpike stated thar was the way it was
coming across. Cone stated they have been through their share out here also. ...

10/03/96 PAA Progress Meeting Mimues: Meeting No. 30
#30
Utility fssues

Cone stared the last report they got on the waiermain, was that Monday would be the day of
approval. Cone asked KCA, if they had any contact with the Ciry of Lakeland — Water
Department? KCA responded yes. this morning and the City was getring their subconiractor lined
up for the removal of the existing watermain. The City had a few questions for the removal of the
existing watermain in a couple of sections. Cone also asked KCA, if it still looked like a go for
Monday or Tuesday? KCA responded a start date was not discussed, but they seemed like they
were ready to go. They will have to remove the area next to existing Drane Field Rd. at nighs,
because of the traffic. KCA also siated the section, east of Harden Bivd., was under rhe existing
pavement and would probably have to be done after Cone shifis traffic to the new N. Frontage
Rd Cone stated this area would nor be a problem to Cone. but if they could. it would be beuer for
Cone if the City would start at the west end and work east. KCA stated the Ciry was going to start
at Pipkin Rd.. where the tap was made and work east. Cone siated from Pipkin Rd. 10 Harden
Blvd was critical and the area east of Harden Bivd. could be removed after traffic was switched.

Future Work Plan / 2 Week Look Ahead Schedule

... GTE asked Cone, if they would be doing any work next week from Sia. 10367+00 to Harden
Bivd.? Cone stated they would be working just east of the bridge, once the water line was
removed, but this should not happen next week. GET clarified, so Cone should not be working in
the area where GTE has their trench? Cone responded no. they could not do anything in there
until they get in there with the fabric  The Turnpike asked Cone, when would the water line be
remaved? Cone responded they did not know. but they were given 60 days. KCA stated they were
told at one time it would be about two weeks. KCA also stated they would call the Cipy following
the meeting 1o get more information.

Subcontractors / Sublets

... KCA stared the subordinate sublet needs to be submitied for the fabric sub. Cone stated they
received the paperwork from them and it was being sent 10 Tampa for processing. ...

Pending Issues / Claims

Intent to Claim No. 9, filed on August 14. 1996. Geosynthetic Reinforcement Design Delay.
KCA stated Cone should submit their packoge on this issue. ...

To/1a98 DREB #6 Disputes Review Board Meeting Minutes. Meeting No. 6
DESCRIPTION BY THE CONTRACTOR OF:

Work Accomplished Since Last Meeting

Cone stated there has not been much accomplished since the last meeting. Cone stated the reason
Jor this was because they were stili snagged on the west side of the project with the water and
sewer and taking care of these lines. As discussed in the Progress Meeting. the water was coming
about real quickly with removal of the existing starting Monday or Tuesday Cone siared the sewer
line, if they could get the temporary line in, could be sometime next week depending on the
pressure lest. '

Cone went over what they have accomplished since the last meeting. They have complered the
surcharge, except for a couple of areas revealed from the cross sections. The warerline has been
rotally installed and the bact tests were completed Cone has installed o small portion of fabric
on the west side of the railroad tracks. At this point the fabric on the east and west side was
totally approved. The DRB asked Cone. if this was the shop drawings? Cone responded yes. KCA
stated the last of the fabric for both sides was approved an September 25, 1996. ...

Fuiure Schedule

Cane stated the most critical area was the surcharge area east of the railroad tracks. because of
the Toll Plaza A. Cone also stated based on their calculations. they had 1o have the surcharge in
place by the end of December. Cone has to turn over the Toll Plaza on August 8" of next year and
if they go the full 180 days, consiruct the wall and then construct the utilities they have to install
Jor the Toll Piaza, they only have a few weeks to slide. The DRB asked Cone, if what they were
waiting on in this area was getting the water line tested and so forth? Cone responded yes the
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the Toll Plaza A. Cone also stated based on their calculations. they had to have the surcharge in
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water line was involved and if the DRB could remember back, the fabric was involved with the
approval process. Cone stated another issue, if everyone could remember back, was the water and
sewer in this area runs under the surcharge and thev took the time to discuss this with all parties.
It was decided at the time if these utilities were not installed. it would really hold up the job. so0 it
was approved to place the lines before the surcharge.

Cone stared ihe future would also be the work on the west side of the railroad racks. They wonld
be installing storm drain and a small portion of under drain. which they were now in the process of
instatling. They would be starting the fabric, walls and embunkment in these areas. but also
concentrating on the surcharge area. Cone staied Fulton was coming along with Phase 1 on
Harden Bivd, Once this was completed. they would flop wraffic and start construction of the west
side. Also. once iraffic was switched 10 the south side of Drane Field Rd.. they swwould start
constructing the N. Frontage R,

... The DRB stated, but the bulk of Cone's work was in the area of the surcharge east of the
railroad tracks. Cone stated yes,a lot of the work was in that area ..

... Was there enough float for the supplier 1o fabricaie the steel. assuming the shop drawings vere
approved in a timely manner? Cone responded right now af this time, they did not see any
probilems. ..

Poiential Problems

Cone stated this job was full of potentinl problems. Cone stated one problem would be the
relocation of the existing 36 " water line. because it would probablv be 2 10 5 months for material
acquisirion, ...

KCA staied one thing which needed to be looked at. as KCA had stated at the last DRB meeting.
one of the critical areas they thoughi needed 1o be built was the N. Fromage Rd. KCA went on to
state. traffic was swirched back on July 18. 1996 and here we were in October. If the traffic was
switched ot Drane Field Rd., the sewer line and storm sewer work conld have been done in this
period up to now. KCA also stated they knew Cone had trouble with the concrete slab. bur this
was only 200 fi. of the sewer line. Cone's sub conld have worked from the east end of the job back
to the west and then completed. once the slab was removed. ...

The DRB wanted Cone o refresh their memory on why they want the temporary sewer and what
was the siory with this issue, Cone stated what the temporary loop was going te do at the lift
starion would be to kill all of the sewer line from Harden Blvd. 10 the west end of the job. [ would
tie-in the new sewer at the 1ift station, so Cone conld remove the existing line and starr the fabric
work. Cone stated they cannot do any fabric, and this has been going on since day one, until the
water and sewer were removed.

KCA asked Cone again, why couldn 't they install the water fine from Harden Bivd. 1o the east,
starting from the east and working west? Cone responded it mav have been a resource issue.
recognizing the surcharge areq was the critical area. ...

The DRB stated they still did not understand the issue with the temporary tie-in for the sewer line.
Cone stated the temporary line would tiz-in the new line to the existing line at the lift siation. This
would allow them 10 tie-in the new up to Harden Bivd and maimtain the old line cast of Harden
Blvd The DRB asked Cone. was it a sequencing problem? Cone responded the loop had 1o be in
place in order for Cone fo remove the old line west of Harden Blvd, The Turnpike stated if you did
not put the loop in. you would have to wait until the rest of the sewer was in. before vou counld
remove the old ling. Cone stated you would have to go all the way to the east end of the project
with the new line. The DRB asked. where was the loop going to be installed? KCH responded it
was not realhy o loop, it was a temporary tie-in. The new would be tied in to the old lines at the lift
station. Cone stated with the temporary tie-in. it would allow the old 1o be maintained. east of the
Iift station. Then they would come back later and tie the new line in at the lift station.

The DRB stated what they were hearing was the Department s side was saying if Cone would have
installed the sewer from the east end. then it could have been done aiready and whar Cone was
saying was they may have had a resource constraint. which prevenied them from working at the
east end. Cone stated from day one it has been u series of problems with installing the sewer and
the water. ...

16/40/96 PAMM Progress Meeting Minuies: Meeting No. 31

#3]
Utility Issnes
... The Turnpike explained to the DRB the existing 36~ water line at Sta. 394+30 could not
withstand the 30 foot of embankment. The DRB asked would the existing line be removed? The
Turnpike responded Cone would be given the option of removing it or grouting it in place. Cone
asked if they heard io grout the line? The Turnpike responded this was discussed. but we should
remove the fine. Cone stared they thought FDOT stared there would be no pipes grouted. The
Turnpike stated their recommendation would be to remove the line. The Ciny stated they may grout
it anyway. because they had the option of 1aking the liability for the line.

Cone stated they submined a price and had briefly discussed the two temporary tie-ins for the 10"
sewer line. Cone was proposing two tempaorary tig-ins. which mav be only one tie-in after their
subcontractor met with the City. This would cut the price in half. because it would only be the
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temporary for the 10" line. This would allow Cone 1o kill all of the existing sewer line from
Harden Blvd, to the west end of the project. The water line would be coming out Monday or
Tuesday. so with both lines out, Cone could proceed with the fabric and embankment. Cone stated
the reason for this was becausethe way the plans were designed and phased, the sewer line

would have to be installed to the enil of the praject. There was a siorm sever line in this area,
which was lower than the sewer line and would have to be instalied first. KC stawed Cone should
submit a formal request for this change with their pricing for this work. ..

Future Work Plan / 2 Week Look Ahead Schedule

...KCA asked Cone, based on what Cone said in the last progress meeting. that they would start
the east side fabric when they received the approval, when would Cone start this operation?
Cone responded they would start when the water line was removed. Also thev had been looking ar
access in this area with the piling scheduled ro be started in two weeks. Once the piling was
completed they would not have access from the west, 5o they would have 1o enter from the east.
This means they have 1o switch and start the fabric from the north to the seuth. Cone also stated
they were reviewing this matiter, because with the 30 feet of surcharge they would have to ramp
this up and work their way out 1o the east.

KCA asked Cone, if they had stated earlier. they would complete the nwo areas on the surcharge
which needed fill on the east end? Cone responded yes. they would probably siari this tomorrow.

Subcontractors / Sublets

... KCA stated the subordinate sublet needs to be submitted for the fabric sub. Cone stated the
paperwork was in Tampa and would be submitted.

Outsianding Shop Drawings & Submitials

... KCA asked Cone. if there were any shop drawings they needed or had any questions about?
Cone respanded none they were aware of ar this time. ...

Cone stated these were questions being discussed with VSL ar the 12" hour. Cone asked. why was
VSL asking this question now? Didn 't they know this before the bid? The Turnpike responded
Cone needed 10 ask their supplier this question ond not us. Cone stated they thought the supplier
should have been coordinating this with the designer before hand and not now. after the fact. The
Turnpike stated this should be told to the supplier, because they work for Cone now. Cane stated
they were limited on who they can use on these walls, it was either VSL or RECO. The Turnpike
stated it could also be an issue on non-payment, which they have received correspondence in
regards to this issue. Cone stated this was not the issue. The Turnpike stated if people do not get
paid. they might stalemate you. ...

The Turnpike stated they have received letters from Cone 's subcontractors thar stale they have not
been paid and Cone has an obligation to respond and explain what was going on with these. Cone
stated they would gladly respond to each on a case by case issue. ...

Pending Issues / Claims

...Inten:t to Claim No. 9, filed on August 14, 1996, Geosynthetic Reinforcement Design Delay.
KCA stated Cone should submit their package on this issue. ...

KCA asked Cone. was the submittal for No. 9. Geosynthetic Reinforcement Design Delay. going 1o
be submitted soon? Cone responded yes, in about two weeks.

Contractor Delays

KCA asked Cone, if there were any contractor delays this past week? Cone responded the
catastrophic rain was the biggest. ...

Errors and Omissions

KCA asked Cone, if there are any errors or omissions discovered in the plans this past week?
Cone responded the 36 water line was shown in the plans as ductile iron pipe and not as AC. The
City stated it was steel with concrete around it. Cone stated okay, excuse them. ...

1017796 PMM Progress Meeting Minutes. Meeting No. 32

#32
Utility Issues

KC4 stated the City of Lakeiand's subcontractor started the removal of the existing 12" asbestos
watermain on October 15, 1996. KCA also stated they were proceeding east and moving fairly
well. but KCA did not have a time frame on the completion  The City of Lakeland stated they told

. them about two weeks. Cone stated they talked to the subcontractor and they told Cone once they
got lined out, it would take about six days to get 1o Harden Blvd. The City stated they ran inte a
problem at the railroad. but they thought it was resolved now Cone stated they got witt the City
and resalved this issue.

Cone stated the pressure test on the forcemain would probably be tomorrow. The pre-test
revealed one leak and it has been repaired. Cone also stated the temporary tie-in would happen
Tuesday night and Cone wanted to know if everyone was in agreement with this tie-in. KCA
asked the City, if they have had time 10 review the proposal? The City responded yes. Cone has a
Jax from the City which spells out this issue. There was a letter dated October 3. 1996 vwhich

Cone stated the pressure test on the forcemain would probably be tomorrow. The pre-test
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discusses the issues and Cone has diverted some of the flow going 10 the north. The Ciny aiso
stated all Cone had 1o do was to notifi the Ciry when they were ready. KCA asked the Ciy for a
copy of the letter. Cone stated then it looked like this would be the schedule for the emporary tie-
in on Tuesday mght. The line would then be cleared and remioved from the west end going cast io
Harden Bhvd. ...

Future Work Plan / 2 Week Look 4head Schedule

... Will start placing fabric on the east side of the railroad on Monday. ... '

KCA asked Cone. did they have an update on the pile driving ar the CSX Bridge? Cone responded
it shouid be in abour weeks. They would start at Bent 3 and work towards Benr 1.7

Subcontracros / Sublets

.. The sublet for Geosynthetic Systems. a subordinate to Nicolon Mirafi. was received on October
15, 1996 from Cone. It was transmitted 1o the Turnpike on October 16. 1996. ...

Pending Issues / Claims

... Intent to Claim No. 9. filed on August 14. 1996. Geosynthetic Reinforcement Design Delay
KCA stated Cone should submit their package an this issuc. ..

Contractor Delays

KCA asked Cone. if there were any contractor delays this past week? Cone responded none they
could think of right now. ...

Errors and Omissions

KCA asked Cone. if there were any errors or omissions discovered in the plans this past week?
Cone responded no. ...

F0:24/96 PMM Progress Meeting Minutes: M‘ee{ing No. 33
#33

Utility Issues

... Cone stated the tie-in for the 10" forcemain was taking place tonight from 10:00) P)M to 6:00
AM. Cone also srated once this was completed, the existing 107 forcemain would be removed
Jrom the CSX Railrond to the east. Once the existing forcemain was removed. the fabric people
would come in Monday and install the fabric from the south side to the north. Alse. Cone would
finish grading the area on the east side of the railroad for fabric. ...

Fuure Work Plan / 2 Week Look Ahead Schediile

... Laying of the fabric on the east side of the railroad, Sta. 370+00 — Sta. 390+00 ...

Subcontractors / Sublets

... The sublet for Geosynthetic Systems. a subordinate to Nicolon Mirafi, was at the Turnpike and
this should be forthcoming. ...

Pending Issues / Claims

... Intent to Claim No. 9. filed on August 14, 1996, Geosynthetic Reinforcement Design Delay.
KCA stated Cone submitted a letter this week about a problem with Nicolon Mirafi's
subcontractor. KCA siated the letter was not clear on what the problem was and asked Cone. wias
there any clarification on what the problem entatled? Cone responded the sub did not like the
sequencing they were having to place the fabric and was giving Nicolon Mirafi a hassle, so
Nicolon was delaying Cone. Cone stated they would probubly pursue this issue under the
sole/designated source supplier and this issue was linked to the first notice Cone sent on the fabric
in August. KCA usked Cone, did they have correspondence from Nicolon or their subcontractor
documenting this issue? Cone responded right now it was all verbal. but they could get
something. ..

Errors and Omissions

KCA asked Cone. were there any errors or omissions discovered in the plans this past week?
Cone responded no new ones. ... :

131796 PMA Progress Meeting Minutes. Meerting No. 34

#34 .
Future Work Plan / 2 Week Look Ahead Schedule

...Laving of the fabric on the east side of the raifroad. Sta. 370+00 - Sta. 390+00. ..

The Turnpike asked Cone. was the fill mentioned for the S. Frontage Rd.. also for the N. Froniage
Rd.. since the fabric was full width? Cone responded the fill on the 8. Frontage Rd. shown on the
schedule was the surcharge at the east end of the project and the fill in the fabric area was full
width. ...

Subcontractors / Sublets

.. The sublet for Geosynthetic Systems. a subordinate to Nicolon Mirafi. was verbally approved on
October 29, 1996. .. ’

Cuhnnmevantann / Cechloie
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Pending Issues / Claims

... Intent to Claim No. 9. filed on August 14, 1996. Geosynthetic Reinforcememt Design Delay.
KCA stated Cone should submit their package on this issue. ..

Contractor Delays

KCA asked Cone, were there any coniracior delays this past week? Cone responded none they
were aware of this week. ...

Errors and Omissions -

KCA asked Cone, were there any errors or omissions discovered in the plans this past week”
Cone responded they wanted 1o discuss the issue with the letter writing back and forth on the
grading for the geosynthetic fabric. KCA stated it could be discussed under new issues.

New Issues / Open Discussion

Cone stated they have been watching the back and forth letter writing on the grade work for the
geofab. KCA stated they were only responding to the letters sent by Cone. KCA also stated they
have received three different letters, on three different letterheads, from three different people
from Cone. KCA went on ro state that in their last letter they suggested to have a mecting with
Cone s subcontractor, Nicolon to discuss this issue. Cone responded this was a good idea. Cone
stated they just wanted 10 get this issue in the meefing minutes. KCA stated ihey did not
understand why Cone would shut down with the fabric installation, but they would like to know if
Cone was going to shut down, for the meeting minuies. Cone stated they could not answer this
question al this time, but they were unaware they were going to shut down. KCA stated there was
not much grade work to complete the fabric grading. KCA also stated this vwas their contention,
the grade work was almost competed and the issue can remain open, but to stop with the fabric
operation at this point would not be advantageous to the project. Cone stated they needed 1o
have further discussion with their people on this issue and they would get back with KCA on
gelting everyone fogether to discuss this malter.

11707796 DRB #7 Disputes Review Board Meeting Minutes: Meeting No. 7

DISCUSSION BY THE ENGINEER OF:

Status of Past Disputes or Claims

Intent to Claim No. 9, filed on August 14. 1996. Geosynthetic Reinforcement Design Delay. Cone
stated since they just got the final approval on the east side fabric, they would quantify this issue
and submit their package.

Potential New Disputes or Claims

The DRB asked Cone, were there any new disputes or claims they saw coming in the future? Cone
responded the grading for the fabric that has gone back and forth. Cone stated this should be
resolved by the next meeting. KCA stated from Sta. 384+00— S1a. 391 +00 there were areas of
cut. about 6,000 - 9.000 CY of excavation o install the fabric. KCA also stated Cone’'s contention
was they could not have anticipated this work at the time of bid. KCA's contention was Cone
should have gotien with their subcontractor and come up with a design so that Cone would nor
have had the cuts, instead of bringing it up after the work was almost completed. Cone stated the
original design showed the fabric on original ground and when the design came o, they had to
fower it to keep it horizontal.

1177196 PMM Progress Meeting Minutes: Meeting No. 35

#35
Progress of the Contractor (This Past Week)

... Installing fabric from Sta. 357+00 — Sta. 390+00, which aise includes from the beginning of
the west side, to the end of the east side. ...

Future Work Plan / 2 Week Look Ahead Schedule

_..Laying the fabric on the east and west side of the railread. ..

Subcontractors / Sublets

... The approved sublet for Geosynthetic Systems. a subordinate to Nicelon Mirafi. would be sent
to Cone today. ...

Pending Issues / Claims

...Intent 1o Claim No. 9, filed on August 14, 1996, Geasynthetic Reinforcement Design Delay.
KCA stated Cone should submit their package on. this issue. ..

Cone staled a pending issue that needed to be added to the list was the excavation for the fabric

Pending Issues / Claims
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on the east side of the raitroad. KC asked Cone. was this going 1o be part of Intent to Claim No.
9. or was it going to be a separate issue? Cone responded it was going to be a separate issue.
Cone asked KCA. were they combining this issue with Intent to Claim No. 97 KCA responded this
was where they were putiing all of the correspondence. Cone stated KCA shonid add a separate
issue for the additional excavation. Cone also stated Imtent 1o Claim No. 9 was jor the east and
west side of the raifroad and Yhe ¢xira excavaiion was only for the east side. KCA stated they
realize this. bur they were just basing this on the fact that Cone keeps going back o the sole source
premise for all of these isswes. KCA alsa stated this could be o separate issue. Cone asked KCA,
had they sent a separate notice on tins issue? KCA responded they had recenved three letters on
this issue and noi reaily a notice. Cone stated they thought KCA would resolve this issue. KCA
stated they did rescive this issue. ... -

Errors and Omissions

KCA asked Cone. vere there any errors or omissions discovered in the plans this past week?
Cone responded just the small design ones wransmired through RFls. ..

71/13/96 PAMM Progress Meeting Minutes. Meering No. 36

#36
’ Future Work Plan / 2 Week Look Ahead Schedule

...Should complete driving piles at the CSX Railroad Bridge this week. Installing conduit for
lighting or Harden Bivd. Laying the fabric. Sta. 357+00 — Sta. 390+00. ..

Ouastanding Shop Drawings & Submittals

... KC:! stated they sent a letter to Cone for ithe approval of the repair procedure for the west side
fubric on the panels, which were short.

KCA siated the seam sirength submitted for the wesi side, for the prayer stitch. was acceptable. but
the rest of the fabric would have the stitch designated in the shop drawings. Cone stated the
installer would like 1o use the prayer stitch. because it was quicker and also easier for the thicker
Jabric. KCA stated if they wanted 1o change the type of stitching. Cone would have to submit a
request for change. Cone agreed. ...

Pending issues / Claims

_Antent ro Claim No. 9, filed on August 14. 1996. Geosynthetic Reinforcement Design Delay.
KCA stated Cone should submit their package on this issue. ..

Extra Grade Work for Geofabric. East Side of CSX Railroad was added to this list as per
discussions from the DRB Meeting last week. KCA stated they met with Cone on this issue, last
week. following the DRB Meeling and both parties came to a resolttion on payment in
accordance with the embankment specifications. Cone was supposed to ger back with KCA on
this issue and whether the payment would be acceptable as discussed KCA siated this should be
resolved in the next couple of weeks. ..

Contracior Delays

KCA asked Cane. vere there any contractor delays this past week? Cone responded none that
they could think of at this time. ...

Errors and Orissions

KC4 asked Cone. were there any errors or omissions discovered in the plans this past week?
Cone responded none for right now .

1121796 PMA Progress Meeting Minutes: Meeting No. 37

#37
Progress of the Contractor (This Past Week}

_.. Laving fabric from Sta. 357+00 - Sta. 390+040. ..
Fuure Work Plan / 2 Week Look Ahead Schedul,

.. Layving the fabric. S1a. 357+00 - S1a. 390+00. ...

Outstanding Shop Drawings & Submittals

... The CSX Bridge. Pier 2C Foundation Analysis. Submittal No. 624. was submitted by Cone on
November 14, 1996 KCA stated this was not a shop drawing. but a design analysis due to the
piles driven out of tolerance KCA asked Cone. did they want RS&H 1o put this al the iop of the
list. since Cone was pouring footers at the CSX Bridge. Cone responded yes.

KCA stated the onlv other submittal was the failing concrete at the CSX Bridge. The design
strength was only 3400 PSI, but the RS&H was concerned with the durabilivy. KCA stated they
were Inving 1o find out what needed (o be submitied for these extra tests. bue it did appear ar this
time these failing elemenis would require coating. ...

Pending Issues / Claims

...Intent to Claim No. 9. filed on August 14. 1996. Geosynthetic Reinforcement Design Delay.
KCA stared Cone should submit their package on this issue. ..

Extra Grade Work for Geofabric. East Side of CSX Railread was added to this list as per

Fending issues ; Liaims
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discussions from the DRB Meeting on November 7, 1996.

KCA asked Cone, was there any update on the submitial of any of the packages for the Intent 1o
Claim 's list? Cone stated they needed 10 1alk to their people and find out the starus of the
submirtals. The Turnpike stated the pile driving issue was over. Intent No. 4 and should be
submitted KCA stated Intent Nos. 4 and 3 have been done for a while and should have been
submitted. Cone stated they thought they were working on No. 3 and of course No. 6 would
probably go away afier the surcharge. if there was no damage to the forcemain. Cone stuted they
thought the issue for the grading for the fabric was about worked owt. KCA stated this issue
should be resolved today. ...

Errors and Omissions

KCA asked Cone, were there any errors or omissions discovered in the plans this past week?
Cone responded no. ...

12/05/96 PAIN Progress Meeting Minutes: Meeting No. 38

#38
Progress of the Contractor (This Past Week)

...Laying fabric on the east and west side of the ratlvoad. Instalfing lighting conduir on the N. and
§. Frontage Rd. ...

Future Work Plan / 2 Week Look Ahead Schedule
.. Laying the fabric, Sta. 357+00 - Sta. 390+00. ..

KCA stated they had been reviewing the production rates for the embankment on the east and west
side of the raiiroad and the production had significantly dropped off fo almost half in the iast
couple of days. KCA asked Cone, were there any problems? Cone responded they asked their
crews the same question this morning, because they had been getring abour 6.000 CY a dav. KCA
stated it dropped fo about 3,000 CY a day the last couple of days. Cone stated they had the water
problems on Monday from the rain and got leveled out by Tuesday, but they were running about
24 trucks. KCA stated one of the days was before the rain and one was after. but the production
has been cut in half and KCA had heard there swere problems in the pit. Truck drivers were having
to wait at the pil so they were taking off. Cone stated they were unaware of this problem, bul they
were aware of an access probiem into the pit they were hauling from that they have discussed
internally to get a road built fo the pit. KCA stared they asked their inspectors. because it was a
very slow pace yesterday. KCA asked Cone. was this a temporary problem or long term? Cone
responded a temporary problem. KCA asked Cone, they were working east and west of the
raifroad, but would they be concentrating on the east side due to the surcharge? Cone responded
yes. ..

QOutstanding Shop Drawings & Submitials

... The CSX Bridge. Pier 2C Foundation Analysis. Submitial No. 624, was submitted by Cone on
November 14, 1996. KCA stated this was not a shop drawing. but a design analysis of Pier 2C due
to the piles driven out of tolerance. KCA stated the review has been put on hold by RS&H. as per
KCA, due to additional piles that were out of tolerance at this pier footer. which were not
submitted on the original analysis. KCA also stated Cone has submitted a letter stating they
poured this foater at their own risk, so the submittal should be submitted as soon as possible.

Cane stated this was on its way. The Turnpike stated they had the same situation on Section | and
the position was taken that until the analysis was submitted and approved, the footer could not be
paid and there was only a little over a week until the estimate. ...

Pending Issues / Claims

... Intent to Claim No. 9, filed on August 14. 1996, Geosynthetic Reinforcement Design Delay:
KCA stated Cone should submit their package on this issue. ...

Errors and Omissions

KCA asked Cone, were there any errors or omissions discovered in the plans this past week”
Cone responded none other than the ones we vere finding as we go along and were trving to sort.

New Issues / Open Discussion

There were no new issues discussed this vweek.

12/12/96 DRB #8 Disputes Review Board Meeting Minutes: Meering ho. 8

DESCRIPTION BY THE CONTRACTOR OF:

Work Accomplished Since Last Meeting

Cone stated they were at g disadvantage with their regular Project Mariager on vacarion and there
may be some items of construction missed in their ngrration. Cone has been consiruciing
embankment on the east and west side of the CSX Railroad Bridge. Installed some fabric in these
same areas. ... '

Cone stated this was all they could think of that was completed since the last DRB meeting. The
DRB stated when they were here last month, Cone was installing fabric to the west of the
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raifroad  Cone stated this was correct. The DRB asked Cone. was this all complewd? Cone
responded ne. they were placing additionel layers of fubric on both sides of the railroad. Cone
stated there were several layers to install on both sides. KCA stated there are about four lavers on
the west side and about five lavers on the east. af which two on each side have been insialled.

Cone stated there were several areas that were ready 1o receive the next layer of fabric. KCA
stated there was one ready. but KCA heard lust night there was « bust in the grade thar Cone was
re-grading. Cone stated they had nor heard this and they would check on this. The Turnpike
stated the grades were fairly close and mast of the cuts were onby about 5 inches. Cone stated they
thought they had + or — 6 inches tolerance on the grade. The Turnpike stated then maybe they had
3 inches of cut to get to the + or — 6 inches

Current Starus of Work Schedule

Cone stated as everyone could see. they were behind schedule on this job. The DRB stated the
percent complete on the schedule shows 54% and the money Cone has earned was 46%. Cone
stated this was correct. The DRB stated they did not see where Cone was on days completed.
Cone stated they have used 35.81% on contract days. KCA stated this included the [5 davs added
by Supplemental Agreement No. 3. Cone stated this job has had a lot of impacts and delays, with
the fabric being one. Cone also stated there have been a (ot of concerns on this praject that has
impeded their progress. KCA stated the JPA work has impeded their progress also. Cone asked
KCA, the fabric has killed them. hasn 't it? KCA responded, if Cone would have completed the
JPA work, then they could have installed the fabric eartier. Cone stated once they insialled the
Jfabric and the surcharge, which was g critical area. they could start the time on the surcharge.
Cone also stated that going down the road. hopefuily they could release the surcharge earh.,
because this was a critical area with the Toll Plaza. The Toll Plaza in this area had 1o be turned
over to the Toll Placa Contractor in August. 199~ and here they were in December with the
surcharge thar mav have to be in place for 6 months. There was about 28 fi. more of fill to go in
the surcharge area. The DRB clarified. were there 5 layers of fabric in this area? KCA
responded yes. but there were only 3 layers left to be installed  Cone stated that these lavers were
not over the entire embankment, bui varied in width and sides of the embankment as the fill went

up.

The DRB asked Cone. and maybe Cone could not answer this quesiion, but in real construciion.
not money. what percentage complete was Cone on the job? Cone responded they were probably
closer to the contract day percent complete, the 35%. The DRB also asked Cone. were they still
within the contract time on their CPM Schedule? Cone responded no. they were about 120 days
behind, with the status completion shown as September, 1998. KCA stated the original completion
date was May 20. 1998. but as of the second schedule update it calculated out 10 September. The
DRB asked. of 1998. KCA responded ves. but some of this was partially due to out of sequencing
work.

Potential Problems

Cone stated a potential problem would be the surcharge. If it took longer than & months, or
even the entire 6 months, it could affect their schedule. Cone swated there has been some heaving
in the bottom of Pond 3. ...

Cone stated the pond was completed. but they would have 10 get back in there. gfter the surcharge
was released. 1o install the cross drain. The DRB asked Cone, was there fabric under this pipe and
would Cone have 10 cut through the fabric 1o install this pipe? Cone responded yes. but this was
not a concern. Cone stated according 1o the siructural engineers, from what they remembered,
once the area has finished setiling in the surcharge area, the fabric has served its useful purpose.
KCA stated they were not 100 sure this was a correct statement. The DRB stated that normally the
fabric becomes an integral part of the overall structure and there may be some concerns with
cutting the fabric. Cone stated they had approved repair procedures for going through the fabric
that were approved by FDOT, KCA and the designers. KCA stated this one vwould not be as much
of a concern. because it would be cur with the direction of the fubric and not against the sirength
direction. KCA also stated there was an area, where Cone forgot to install a starm pipe on the
west side. thai they had just received a repair procedure for cutting the fabric paralle! with the
Mainline, which was against the strength direction. The Turnpike asked KCA. did this area have o
remporary pipe like the east end of the project” KCA responded ne.

The DRB asked Cone. were there any other potential areas of concern? Cone responded no, just
same minor areas of concern, like how they were going lo get traffic around Harden Bivd, and
Drane Field Rd. inmtersection. Cone siated KCA has been working with Cone to come up with a
scheme 10 gel traffic through this area as they construct the area where Harden Blvd. meets Drane
Field Rd.

DISCUSSION BY THE ENGINEER OF:

Work Schedule As He Views It

. KCA stated the fabric was also a main concern. but it was going well now. KCA also stated
once they removed the existing water and sewer lines, which the sewer line was removed in
December, that opened up the whole fubric area east and west of the railroad. ..

Stanues of Past Disputes or Claims

__Intent 10 Claim No. 9, filed on August 14. 1996. Geosyntireric Reinforcement Design Delay.

once they removed the existing water and sewer lines, which the sewer line was removed in
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KCA stated they were waiting on a submittal from Cone. but this would probably be submitted
afier the fabric was completely installed. ...

Exira Grade Work for the Geofabric, East Side of CSX Railroad. KCA siated this issue had been
resolved and a Supplemental Agreement has been started. The summary of negotiation was !
Cone for signature.

Disputes Review Board Meeting Agenda

B. Status of Past Disputes or Claims

i). Extra grade work for geofabric, east side of CSX Railroad.

12/12/96 PAIN Progress Meeting Minutes: Meeting No. 39
#39
Future Work Plan / 2 Week Look Ahead Schedule
... Laying the fabric, $ia. 357+00 — Sta. 390+00. ..

Pending Issues / Claims

KCA stated the list was basically the same and they would just update any that had changed. ...

Intent to Claim No. 9, filed on August 14, 1996, Geosynthetic Reinforcement Design Delay. KCA
stated Cone should submit their package on this issue. ...

Extra Grade Work for Geofabric, East Side of CSX Raiiroad. KCH stated this issue has been
negotiated and they were just frying to iron out a few details with Cone. ..

Errors and Omissions

KCA asked Cone, were there any errors or omissions discovered in the plans this past week?
Cone responded none they were aware of this week. ...

12/19/96 PMM Progress Meeting Minutes: Meeting No. 40
#40

Progress of the Conirgctor (This Past Week)
... Laying fabric on the east and west side of the railroad. ...
Future Work Plan / 2 Week Look Ahead Schedule

... Laying the fabric, Sta. 357+00 — Sta. 390+00. ...
Supplemental Agreements / Work Orders

... KCA stated the only other potential S5.A. was the re-grade work for the fabric and the summary
of negotiations was in Cone’s hand for signature. ...

Pending Issues / Claims

... Interit 1o Claim No. 9. filed on August 14, 1996. Geosynthetic Reinforcement Design Delay.
KCA stated Cone should submit their package on this issue. ...

Fxira Grade Work for Geofabric, East Side of CSX Raifread. KC4 stated this issue has been
negotiated and they were just trying to iron out a few deiails with Cone. ...

Contractor Delays

KCA asked Cone. were there any contractor delays this past week? Cone responded none they
could think of this week. ...

Errors and Omissions

KCA asked Cone, were there any errors or omissions discovered in the plans this pase week?
Cone responded none they were aware of this week. ... ’

01/02/97 PAIM Progress Meeting Minutes: Meeting No. 41

#47
Progress of the Contractor (This Past Week}

... Laying fabric on the east and west side of the raifroad. ...
Future Work Plan / 2 Week Laok Ahead Schedule
.. Laying the fabric. Sta. 357+00 - Sta. 390+00. ..

Pending Issues / Claims

... Intent to Claim No. 9, filed on August 14, 1996, Geosynthetic Reinforcement Design Delay.
KCA stated Cone had stated they were weiting until they were done with the installation. ..

Extra Grade Work for Geofabric. East Side of CSX Railroad. KCA stated this issue should be

renaing 1ssues / Ligims
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resolved this Monday. ...

01/09/9~ PAMM Progress Meeting Minutes: Meeting No. 42
w42
Futire Hork Plan 7 2 Week Look Ahead Schedule

... Laving the fabric. Sta. 357400 - Sta. 390+00. ...

KC.A ashed Cone. was there a reason the fabric crew started back working first on the west side
of the ratiroad instead of the east side. which was more critical? Cone responded not reath they
guessed they conld have started on the east side. but they were not stre. KCA stated the surcharge
on the east side was critical and the area on the east side. withows the fabric. still needed densin-.
so it was dead. Cone stated they really could not answer this question. ...

Pending Issues / Claims

... Intent 1o Claim No. 9. filed on dugust 14. 1996, Geasyathetic Reinforcement Design Delay.
KCA stated Ccone had stated they would submit this package oncce they were done with the
geosynthetics. Turnpike Production asked. vhat vwas this issue about? KCA stated Cone’s
position was this was a sole source supplier. ..

Intent to Claim Xo. 18. filed on January 8. 1997, seftlement in the area north of Pond 3. KCA
stated this issue was discussed earlier.

Extra Grade Work for Geofabric. East Side of CSX Railroad. KCA stated this was seitled bv §. 1.
No. 6. shich was sent for certification of funds. ..

0146/9° DRB #9 Disputes Review Board Mecting Minutes: Meeting No. 9
DESCRIPTION BY THE CONTRACTOR OF:

Proposed Solutions to Problems

... The DRE asked Cone. what was their schedule for the Toll Plaza area? Cone responded dugust
of 97. Core stated. and they brought this up to KCA and the Turnpike, evervone knows they have
had o ot of problems with the fabric, utilities and so on and they would have a problem with the
turnover date. ...

DISCUSSION BY THE ENGINEER OF -

Status of Past Disputes or Claims

... Extra Grade Work for the Geofabric. East Side of CSX Railread. KCA stated this issue vas
setrled by 5.4. No. 6. so this should be off the list next time.

01/16/9" PAfA Progress Meeting Minutes: Meeting No. 43

#43
Progress of the Comtractor {This Past Week)

... Laid fabric on the east and west side of the railroad. ...

Future Work Plan / 2 Week Look Ahead Schedule

...Sometime next week Cone would be placing the last lower layer of fabric on the west side of the
railroad at the bent. ...

7 ! Agr ts / Work Orders

HE
v ol

tn

. KCA siated Supplemental Agreement No. 6. the fabric grading. was seni to the Turnpike roday
for certification of funds on January 9. 1997 ..

Pending Issues / Claims

... Intent 1o Claim No. 9. filed on August 14. 1996. Geosynthetic Reinforcement Design Delay.
KCA stated Cone vas waiting to submit this package once they were done with the geosyntherics.

Extra Grade Work for Gegfabric. East side of CSX Railroad. KCA stared this was seitled bv 5. 4.
No. 6. which was sent Jor certification of funds. but they wonld leave this issue on the list wntil the
supplemental agreement was signed.

Contractor Delays

... KCA asked Cone. whar vas their delay on Pond 37 Cone responded not being able to build the
surcharge on the S. Frontage Rd. KCA stated. for everyone s information. there has been no fill in
this area due to the rain. Cone stated they were hauling on the east side. KCA stated but they
were not filling in next to the jfailure. Cone stated they were filling on the west end of the east side
of the railroad, KCA stated but they were not filling the area adjacent to the pond. The Turnpike
stated they were filling at abowt Sta. 377+00 on the fabric. KCA stated there has not been any in
the surcharge area adjacent to the pond. Cone siated this was correct. becanse KCA directed
them to stay out of there. KCA stated this was just for the area on the §. Frontage Rd.. but Cone
counld continue to build the Mainline. KCA also stated this Mainline area was wet and Cone vas
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of the railroad. KCA stated but they were not filling ithe area adjacent to the pond. The Turnpike
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still waiting 1o get densiry. Cone agreed. .

01/23/97 PMAM Progress Megting Minutes: Meeting No. 44
#14
Litility Issues

... The City alsa stated they would like ro clean up seme of these temporary tie-ins. Cone stated the
only temporary tie-in that was installed was the one at ihe lift siation io free the west end of the
projeci for the fabric instailation. The Tiwrnpike stared this would be removed when the new line
was installed, ...

Progess of the Contractor (This Past Week) e

... Laid fabric on the east and west side of the raifroad. ..

Future Work Plan / 2 Week Look Ahead Schediile

... Laying jabric on the east and west side of the railroad. ...

Pending Issues / Claims

... Intent to Claim No. 9. filed on August 14. 1996. Geosynihetic Reinforcement Design Delay.
Cone was wailing fo submit this package once they were done with the geosynthetics. ...

Action frems

Estimate No. 12 cutoff date is Sunday, February {6. 1997. KCA stated they sert Cone a notice of
non-payment yesterday for Sheffield Steel. ...

New Issues / Open Discussion

Cone asked KCA, was there any word on the surcharge pile release? KCA responded they sent
their recommendation to the Turnpike yesterday recommending release of the areas. ...

01/30/97 PMM Progress Meeting Minutes: Meeting No. 45

#4145
Progress of the Coniractor (This Past Week)

... Laid fabtic on the east and west side of the railroad. ...

Future Work Plan / 2 Week Look Ahead Schedule

...Laying fabric on the east and west side of the railroad starting on Monday. ...

KCA stated they had heard the wall crews were going ro work on Wall No. 1D, but they did not
have the mesh for the lower layers. Cone stated the wrong mesh was sent in. but the correct mesh
would be shipped tomorrow morning. ...

The Turnpike siated there were a lot of walls available for work and it looked like they could have
3 or 4 crews there working on the walls. Cone stated they had 3 crews on site, but they were
scattered out until Cone could sort these issues out. which they have been working on for the last
week and a half The Turnpike stated it seemed like this was holding up all of the bridge work.
Cone agreed that the walls were the controlling factor. ...

Contractor Delays

KCA asked Cone. were there any contractor delays this past week? Cone responded yes. the
Kimmins delay continued on. KCA stated the wall materials were also a delay. ..

New Issues / Open Discussion

Cone asked KCA. was there any word on the surcharge pile release” KCd responded they sent
their recommendation 10 the Turnpike and they have turned il over 1o the geotechnical engineer. ..

02/06/97 PMM Progress Meeting Minutes: Meeting No. 46

#46
Progress of the Contractor (This Past Week)

... Laid fabric on the east and west side of the railroad. ...

Future Work Plan / 2 Week Look Ahead Schedule

... Laying fabric on the east and west side of the railroad starting on Monday:. ...

Contractor Delays

... Cone has been having some problem with receiving the wrong mesh and wrong panels from
VSL. KCA stated there were hvo walls that Cone wanted to delete the wire face portion of the
walls. Cone stated this alsoinvoived the deletion of some of the fabric in this triangle section in
the corner.

KCA stated the other delay issue they wanted to mention was there has been a lot of time spent on
the east side fill material that has been coming in wet from the pit. KCA asked Cone, did they
know when they would have the new pit approved? Cone responded rhis was supposed to happen
today. Cone stated once it was approved, then they would onfy have ro have ir rransferred, which
was only a phane call for embaniment. but for select fill KCA would have to sample this material.
KCA stated Cone needed to have it tested first. Cone stated they had samples. KCA stated Cone

the east side fill material that has been caming in wet from the pit. KCA asked Cene, did they
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had to have it certified by their lab that it meets the select fill requirements. Cone siated they had
their tesis on the material already going 1o twe other projects. 3B and 6. KCA stawed then Cone
needed 1o submit copies 1o KCA. The Turnpike stated they thought Cone was tatking about a
different material than what was going on to 64, Cone explained the confusion over the project
numbers and whv it took so fong for this process. Cene stated the final outcome was that tius
material would not be used on 64. The Turnpike siated KCA would need a copy of the lab fests. ..

New Issues < Open Discussion

...Cone asked KCA. was there any word on the surcharge? ..

KCA responded. as far as PSI was concerned they would probably release the areds"bur they
wanted to be sure. .

w Board Meeting Mimues: Meeting No 10

DESCRIPTION BY THE CONTRACTOR OF:

Work Accomplished Since Last Meeting

.. The DRB asked. 50 Cone 's mainline surcharge was released all the way 1o the easr end of the
project? KCA responded yes. The Turnpike stated Cone finished the surcharge on the 8. Frontage
Rd.. tying into Secrion 3B, a litile later than the mainline and requested them to be split apart.
Cone stated this was correct. but if there was no movement it should be refeased. The DRB asked,
has anybody noticed any additional sliding? KCA responded no. The DRB asked Cone, where
were they going with this surcharge fill? Cone responded 1o the east end of the praject up to
Section 3B. The DRB asked, how much earlier was the surcharge areas released? KCA
responded 68 days. The Turnpike stated 68 of the 180 days or about 2 months. ...

The DRB asked Cone, were thev having problems with moisture in the material from their pit and
was that why they were getting this new material from Fort Meade? Cone responded ves, they
would mix the new material with their material, because they were getting some wet material.
The DRB asked Cone. were they having any problems getting densiny? Cone responded they were
having to disc the material a little extra to dry it out. KCA stated that was the probiem. they were
having to open it up and let it dry for a day. KCA also stated it has been approved since the last
DRB meeting to raise the optimum moisture content on the select fill pvo percent. The Turnpike
stated they have allowed Cone to bring in material and place it at tbvo percent higher than the
specs aflowed. The DRB stated but they still had to get density the same way. KCJ siated this was
correct. The DRB siated this was just the way it would be placed. KCA stated this was only for the
fabric area and not the wall areas. ...

Current Status of Work Schedule

Cone siated as of the last update KCA had a coupie of comments and the next update was due next
Tuesday. KCA stated they were running about October for the compietion date and ihe last
update showed coming back to September. The DRB asked KCA. you picked up time? KCA
responded they thought it had 10 do with the way the bridge items. such as the fab times, were tied
in. The DRB asked KCA. does Cone do the updates or does KCA do the updates? KCA responded
Cone does their version and KCA does theirs and then they are compared. The DRB asked KCA.
was their status showing the project finishing within contract time? KCA responded no. they were
both running about the same. The DRB asked KCA, how mamy days were they showing behind?
KCA responded the worst case was about 120 days. The DRB asked. how would the release of the
surcharge impact the schedule? KCA responded they did not think it would impact it mitch
because some of these activities had float in them. KCA siated once the surcharge wesi of
Harden Bivd was started and more aof the CSX Bridge was conmpleted. we would see the schedule
come back into contract time. Cene stated yes the bridge was behind schedule. The DRB asked
KCA, if Cone had their version of the updates and KCA had theirs. whose version would we be
looking at if there was a delay claim? KCA responded they met with Cone last week and they went
through the differences and both sides made some adjusimenis. so there was not much difference
berween the hwo versions. The DRB asked KCA. so they thought there was not much difference?
KCA responded this was correct. The DRB asked KCA. so win: was the schedule over 120 duays?
KCA responded mainly because of the CSX Bridge. KCd also stated they did not think Cone was
120 days behind schedule. ...

DISCUSSION BY THE ENGINEER OF:

Work Schedule As He Views It

KCA stared that Cone went over the progress of the work since last month’s meeting. KCA also
stated Cone mentioned the early release of the surcharge, which would open up the east portion
of the project. ..

The DRB asked Cone, was the critical path still through the surcharge area? Cone responded
ves. ..

02/13/9~

10/01/98

PAtM
#e7

Progress Meeting Minures: Meeting No. 47

Progress of the Contractor (This Past Week)

... Laid fabric on the east and west side of the railroad

Future Work Plan /! 2 Week Look Ahead Schedule

Progress of the Contractor (This Past Week)
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... Laying fabric on the east and wes! side of the railroad. ...

Contractor Delays

KCA asked Cone, were there any coniracior delays this past week? Cone responded ves. the area
of the Kimmins work.

KCA stated they wanted to mention the delay thar was discussed last week with the V5L walls.
KCA stated the VSL wall materials were holding up the wall construciion.

KCA siated the other delay issue was the wet fill being brought in for the geosyntiietic areas.
KCA asked Cone. did they get the new pit approved” Cone responded yes. it was approved and
they were hauling to Section 3B and they would get the paperwork tomorrow. Cone stated they
would have all of the test analysis tomorrev. KCA asked Cone, for the select material” Cone
responded it would be for the regular embankment and the select fill. Cone stated it has been
tested for both. KCA stated Cone was supposed 1o provide a copy of the test resulis to KCA. Cone
stated they would as soon as they got them from Bartow and it showdd be tomorrone. KCA asked
Cone, who ran the tests for the select portion. Cone s lab? Cone responded Bartow. KCA stared
they would have to check this out, because Cone was supposed to have their lab certify the
material. Cone siated they knew this, but Bartow has certified ihis material for select materiai.
KCA asked Cone. did they taik to Bartow about transferring the material to this section” Cone
responded yes. ... -

New Issues / Open Discussion

Cone stated the only issue they wanted to discuss was the revisions on the 1 SL that came back
from Post Buckley with recommendation to install fabric for the full length of the walls. KCA
stated it was just for the full length of the portion of the walls that were deleted. Cone stated their
thought was that the wall was stepped up 28 fi. and what was the fabric going to do 28 fi. in the air
with select material. Cone aiso stated the intent of the plans was to build the walls in phases.
KCA stated the wire face wall§ were put in by VSL and not the original plans. Cone stated they:
talked to VSL and they concluded this from the plans. because they thought the traffic would be on
Drane Field Rd.. while the walls were built 35 fi. in the air. Cone also stated their immediate
thought was they said they could delete these walls if the fabric was in and this was another cosr
to Cone. KCA stated the costs of the fubric far out weigh the cost of the wall materials and labor
Core was saving. Cone stated the only thing they were saving was the labor. KCA siated they
were also saving the time, 3 or 4 weeks. Cone stated they did not know if it was three or four
weeks. KCA stated the fabric was discussed when this issue was first discussed and nor thrown in
at the last moment. Cone stated sure it was. KCA stated VSL and Cone should have known
about the fabric. KCA also stated the reason the walls were down io the bottom was to eliminate
the possibility of differential settlement between the front face valls and the side walls. Cone
stated they could understand if the fabric was down at the bottom. but 28 fi. in the air. the fabric
was nof going to do anything. KCA siated the way they look at it was the designer came up with a
design they know will work, and if Cone wanted 1o change it. they had to go with his
recommendation or go back to the original design. Cone stated they were not going ihrough this
process again. The Turnpike stated it looked like Cone needed to know what tvpe of fabric 1o use.
KCA stated this was identified in the submittal. Cone stated they did not state whar type of fabric
to use. KCA stated they gave the strength requirement and Cone needed to meet this criteria.
Cone stated all they were saying was that they were picking up a large tab, especially with the
mesh, because it was site specific and could not be used elsewhere. KCA stated then Cone needed
to install as per plan. KCA also stated if Cone was not saving any money then why were they
requesting change in the first place. Cone stated this all came abour when they started questioning
VSL and what they were doing, but that was enough on this issue.

0220097 PMM Progress Meeting Minutes: Meeting No. 48
#48
Utility Issues

...Cone also stated their sub priced it out to Cone from the toll plaza plans which only shows one
layer of fabric. Once the surcharge period was over, the repair procedure for the fabric would be
much less elaborate than now and they knew this because they have the 307 storm sevier to install
after the surcharge. ..

The Turnpike asked Cone, if they went through the effort to investigate this issue and come up with
a simpler solution. was it going to come back later and bite them? Cone responded, as far as they
were concerned. it would not, but they did not have any control over the office. ..

Progress of the Contractor (This Past Week)

... Laid fabric on the east and west side of the railroad. ...

Future Work Plan / 2 Week Look Ahead Schedule

... Laying fabric on the east and west side of the raitroad. .

Cone also siated they were working on hwo walls right now and soon as the fabric is done on the
west side, which should be Tuesday, this would release them to work on Wall 1D, .

Contractor Delays
KCA asked Cone, were there any contracior dek;ys this past week? Cone responded yes. the area
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west side. which should be Tuesday, this would release thent to work on Wall 1D, ..
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of the Kimmins work.

KCA stated they wanted to mention the delays to the contractor that have been discussed the last
several sweeks with the VSL walls. KCA siawed the 1'SL wall materials were holding up the wal
construction. KCA also stated the other delay issue was the wet fill being brought in for the
geosyntheric areas that had 1o be dried for density purposes. bur supposedly Cone has their new
pit approved. The Turnpike asked KCA. did thev receive the package from Cone? KCA responded
yes. The Turnpike stated, apparently the package for Secrion #8 and 6.4 svere not guiie running
concurrenthy. Cone stated they had the go ahead to use this material on these projects. KCA
stazed the oniy thing they had 1o check was the fact that the special provisions for this project
regquires Cone 1o have the material certified by their lab prior to bringing it to the preject. Cone
stated they gave KCA a copy from Section 38 of what wus submitted to Law Enginecring by the
CEIL

Action Items

Estimate No. 13 cutoff date is Sunday. March 16. 1997, KCA siated they sent Cone the notice of
non-payment from Nicolon Mirafi.

0272779

PAfAM
#49

Progress Meeting Minutes: Meeting No. 49
Mtilin: Issues

.. KCA siated they would be sending a response to Cone on the repair procedure for the fabric
JSor the 87 steel electrical casing at the toll plaza. KCA also siated this was probably @ moor poini
since they would probably be changing the feed to Harden Blvd. KCA has sent a sketch 1o Greiner
50 that they could come up with the extra costs for the design change so that Cone could decide if
they would pay for the relocation. ..

Future Work Plan / 2 Week Look Ahead Schedule

.. Laying fabric on the east and west side of the railroad. ...

KCA stated Cone had mentioned working on the fabric in the next nvo weeks. but they had heard
the fabric comtractor pulled off the praject yesterday. Cone stated this was correct. this particular
sub pulled off the site te work on another project. Cone had spoken to Nicolon yesterday and
their crews that started the project would be coming back 10 complete the project. KCA asked
Cone. did they have a time frame on when they vwould be on-site? Cone responded. hopefully next
Tuesday. ...

FPending Issues / Claims

KCA stared the list was the same as last week with no new developmenis 1o report. KCA also
stated the 8 items were still on the list and they were waiting on submittal of any additional
information on these issues. The Turnpike stated they wanted KCA to add the date on when the
impact, if anv. was over. The date on when the claim was filed was on there and they wanted the
impact date so they could see how long it has been since we were waiting for the submittal. Some
of these the impacis were nol over yet. ...

Intent to Claim No. 9. filed on August 14, 1996, Geosynrheric Reinforcement Design Delay. Cone
was waiting 1o submit this packuge once they were done with the geosynthetics. ..

03/06/9~

AR D

PMAS
#50

Progress Meeting Minutes: Meeting No. 50
Maintenance of Traffic / Safery Issues

~.Cone was originally vwaiting 1o get the storm sewer in because of the new water and sewer. but
would the removal of the existing water line hold them up? Cone responded they would wait on
the remaval of the water line when the traffic was switched. KC stated no. thev meant did Cone
have to wait until the ashestos water line was removed 1o install the rest of the storm sewer. Cone
responded no. KCA also stated they had a conflict with the existing 107 forcemain. K(CA asked
Cone. so they could go back to laving storm sewer now? Cone responded yes. this week once rhey
get the conflict manhale instafled. ...

Contractor Delays

KCA asked Cone. were there any contractor delays this past week? Cone responded yes. the area
of the Kummins work. N

KCA stated they wanted to bring up a couple of delavs to Cone that KCA thought were not owner
related. NC4 mentioned the fabric sub, which was discussed last week. has pulled off the project
and KCA has heard it was because of non-payment. Cone had stated Nicolon would be in this
past Monday ar Tuesday: te finish the fabric and they have not showed up. KCA also stated this
was holding up the wall work and the wall sub was sayving he would back his hours, because they
had no place 1o wark. KCA asked Cone. could they elaborate on these 1vwo issues?

Cone responded. on the first issue they did not know if it was non-payment or was il the fuct the
Nicolon wanted 100% payment and Cone was not going to pay them 100%. Cone stated it was
the sanie issue as the other subs and the Turnpike has been involved and Cone s opinion on how
they would pay their suppliers. Cone also stated as far as the second issue about the wall sub
backing his hours off. the sub works for Cone and Cone had nat heard this. This sub would not
matke his own decisions. KCA stated this was fair enough. Cone stated they were controlling the
schedule and the sub’s work and this was the first Cone had heard of this. KCA stated this was
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r DISPUTE REVIEW BOARD CHRONOLOGYl

why they were bringing it to Cone s attention, because this was talk i the field and sometimes
Cone was not aware of these issues. KCA also siated as of yesterday the sub worked late. but KCA
was told the sub would not work on Saturdays and they would cut back 10 8 hour days. Cone
stated from what they see there was a lot of wall work out there. There was Wall 3. 4, 2E and a lot
of work on Wall 1D.

KCA stated going back 10 what Cone said on the fabric that their sub wanted 100% payment. KC+
asked Cone, was this concerning remainage? Cone responded they could not answer that. it was in
Mike Cone’s hands. Cone stated as far as they knew their steb wanted all of their engineering
fees and the engineering was not pver. KCA stared afl of the shop dravwings were approved.

Cone stated the shop drawings were approved. but they were changing daily. Cone-stated an
example of this was on the Frontage Rd. Cone went through the hoops 10 extend the fabric 3 fi.
where they were short and the designer seni a detail to extend it 3 fi. and cover it with fill. Cane
also stated everyone siood there and said this was out in the ditch and Cone wonld cut ihrough it.
Now there was a problem and the designer said no problem just cut through the fabric. KCA
stated they could see some of these issues. but the sub was out § 700.000. Cone stated they did not
write the checks. Cone also stated Mike Cone was handling this matter. KCA asked Cone. was
there any schedule on when they would be back in to finish the fubric” Cone responded they could
not answer this question at this time. KCA stated they just wanted to bring up these delays to
Cone that were not owner related. ...

New Issues / Open Discussion

... KCA stated the issue with bringing the fill from Section 3B was being pushed up 10 Chartie
Wegman, so KCA should be able to let Cone know by the end of the week on this matter. ...

03/13/97 PMM Progress Meeting Minutes: Meeting No. 51
1
# Future Work Plan/ 2 Week Look Ahead Schedule

..Laying fabric on the east and west side of the railroad. ...

Coniractor Delays

..KCA siated they discussed this issue at last week s meeting concerning the fabric holding up the
wall work. KCA asked Cone, did they have a further update on getting someone back in te
finish up the fabric? Cone responded yes. they were working on this as they speak. Cone stated
there has been a misunderstanding between Cone and their supplier and installer, but they had this
about sorted out. Cone also stated they should have them back in next week, but if they don 't they
would have someone in to install fabric. KCA stated if Cone changed subcontractors they needed
1o get a sublet in for approval. Cone siated they hoped they could get it sorted out with Nicolon.

New Issues / Open Discussion

... KCA stated they received the test results yesierday from Cone for the material from the Fort
Meade Pit to be used in the fabric areas. KCA also siated they would get a response to Corie by
tomorrow.

Cone stated they had a sample from an additional pit. Cone has had conversations with Bartow
and as per Bartow, KCA needed 10 get this sample over 10 Bartow. Cone stated they have found a
huge stockpile and Bartow had wanted Cone to get a sample to Bartow. to run an analysis, so they
did not have to drill it and grid ir. FDOT asked Cone, did they have the sample? Cone responded
no. but they would get it to them by the Section 3B meeting. ...

0320097 DRB #11 Disputes Review Board Meeting Minutes: Meeting No. 11
DESCRIPTION BY THE CONTRACTOR OF:

Work Accomplished Since Last Meeting

...The DRB stared when they were out in the field, Cone was working on the east side of the
Railroad Bridge on the fubric. The DRB asked Cone, how nuch more fabric did they have to
install? Cone responded there was actually three more lavers. The DRE asked Cone. above what
was out there now? Cone responded yes. the fabric they were laying out there today had rwo more
lavers above it and the last one was parallel to the centerline. The DRB stated they noticed rwo
different lavers on the other side. Cone stated there was actually three lavers exposed on that side.
Cone siated they had a small piece at the corner of fabric. where they were having problems
getting the straps instalied under the wall. This had to be completed so they conld continue with
the fabric and the wall construction. They were stopped again on the east side. because the fabric
elevation was the same as the mesh elevation, so they have a detail that says they could be

6" "above the fubric. but it should have been + or - 6. If it was 67 + or -, they could have
installed the fabric and completed the mesh and kept going on up with the wall. The DRS asked
Cone, was this detail in the FDOT plans or from the fabric designer? Cone responded it was
from the FDOT’s wall manufacturer and fabric supplier. ...

DISCUSSION BY THE ENGINEER OF:
Work Schedile As He Views It

KCA stated the work progress has been seen by the DRB this morning during the drive through
and as discussed by Cone during the two meetings. KCA siated they have mentioned in the last
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r DISPUTE REVIEW BOARD CHRONOLOGY

cotiple of meetings the deluyvs to the wall work. Cone hus now resolved this issue by instailing the
Sfabric with their crews and with a new subcontractor. This should nov open up alf of the
abutmeni walls at the CSX Bridge. ...

Status of Past Disputes or Claims

The DRB stated they would hate to see these claims linger much longer. There were some
claims on the list from last June, July. August. October and if there could be some effort 1o gel off
center and come 1o a solution on part of those. KCA stated rhe only probiem was they were
wgiting on submittals on some of these items. The first two were supposed to be submitted by
Cene. but KCA has heard this for the past six months. ... o

The DRB srated they would like 10 encourage. on behalf of the Board. boti pariies to make an
effort to resolve the first 3 on the list. which would be Claim Nos. 4. 3, 6. 9 and 11 and that wonld
get everything from August and older out of the wav. The DRB also stated it seems the longer a
claim lays around. the more problems occur and a resolution was beiter vwhen everything was
Jresh in evervone's mind. If Cone was going 1o submit a package for damages they should go
ahead and the State should be prepared 10 present their side of the issue. rather than letting them
accumulate into one huge claim that everyone would be upset over. The DRB stated for both
parties 10 take them one by one and reach an agreement to see if there was or was nor merit there.
Perhaps this could be done in the next month or so 1o try 1o get rid of some of the old ones. The
DRRB stated they did not want to interfere with the process that seems 10 be working between both
parties. but they thought if there was no agreement on whether rhere was merit or not. the primary
reason for the Board was for early, prompt resolution of a claim. The DRB also stated they do nor
necessarily need a package with doliars assigned 10 it to say there was merit and negatiate with
the contractor or the contractor does not need to put a package together. because there was no
merit. The sooner the Board conld get them after the impact occurred or ceriainly make them
aware of anv impacts on the job when they were here. KCA stated this was why on the agenda
thev had added when they thought the impacts. if any. were over. The DRB stated but Conc may
not agree with these dates. KCA stated this was true, bui this was their analysis. The DRB siated
these issues should be brought 1o the Board's attention when they were fresh in everyone s mind.
The DRB stated that when you see claims without money. you do not get any preconceived notions.
The Turnpike stated their problem was that if the claim comes and the cost was less than it was to
administer it, there was no poinf. ...

03/20/9" PMM Progress Meeting Minutes: Meeting No. 52

#52
Progress of the Contractor (This Past Week}

... Laid fabric on the east and west side of the CSX Bridge. ...
Future Work Plan / 2 Week Look Ahead Schedule

.. Laying fabric on the east and west side of the railroad. ...

Contractor Delays

KCA asked Cone, were there any contractor delays this past week? Cone responded yes. the area
of the Kinmins work.

KCA stated thev mentioned the last couple of weeks about the jabric delays to Cone s wall
operations. KCA also stated Cone has started back on the fabric with & different sub on the east
and west side of the CSX Bridge and this should open up more of the wall work. KCA asked
Cone, would they be bringing in the material from the F1. Meade pit or would they wait until the
third pit was approved? Cone responded they were working on the other pit, which they have
submitted the material for the phi angle tests. Cone also stated they would be bringing in some
loads from the Fi. Meade pit tomorrow for the walls. ...

03/27/97 PARM Progress Meering Minutes: Meeting No. 53
#33
Progress of the Conrractor (This Past Week)

... Laid fabric on the east and west side of the CSN Bridge. ...
Future Work Plan / 2 Week Look Ahead Schedule

.. Laying fabric on the east and west side of the railroad. ..

Quistanding Shop Drawings & Submitiais

... KCA stated Cone had mentioned they would be instailing the storm sewer across the Mainline
in the fabric area. KCA wanted to remind Cone 10 submi their repair procedure for approval.
Cone stated they should be submitting this procedure in the next day or iwo. ...

Action ltems

Estimate No. 14 cutaff date is Sunday, Aprif 20. 199~. KCA stated they had sent a ceriified letter
to Mike Cone on the notice of non-payments 1o Sheffield Steel and Nicolon Mirafi.

New Issues / Open Discussion

... Cone stated they wanted to mention that they were submitting for certification of a new pit.
Cone also stated it was their undersianding that Bartow stated Cone wounld not have 1o grid the pit,
that Bartow would just have to de the testing that they were doing today. but now Cone has 1o grid

New Issues / Open Discussion
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DISPUTE REVIEW BOARD CHRONOLOGY

the area. KCA stated Bartow had iold them from the beginning. and evidently there was some
miscommunication along the lings, that all of the pirs had 1o be treated the same  Cone stated that
was what they thougitt, but they were working through someone else in the company. Cone also
staied their intention was to use this material for the wall areas and the fabric areas. KCA siared
they: let Bartow know this so they would test it for seleci fill. Cone staled they anticipated using
this pit, 50 they ssbmitted the material to BCI for the phi angle and they got approval. so they
showld be getting the paperwork soon. Cone also stated the phi angle was fine, it was 34, so Cone
would be submitting this to KCA for approval. KCA asked Cone. did the iab run the full series of
tests? Cone responded yes, they ran all of the tesis. ...

04/03/97

PMAM
#34

Progress Meeting Minutes: Meeting No. 54 -

Progress of the Contractor (This Past Weekj

... Laid fabric on the east and west side of the CSX Railroad. ...

Firture Work Plan / 2 Week Look Ahead Schedule

... Laying fabric on east and west side of CSX Railvoad. ...
Action ltems

Estimate No. 14 cutoff date is Sundeay. April 20. 1997, KCA stated they had sent a certified letter
to Mike Cone on the notice of non-payments to Sheffield Steel and Nicolon Mirafi. ...

04/10/97

PMM
#55

Progress Meeting Minutes: Meeting No. 55
Progress of the Contracior (This Past Week)}

... Laid fabric on the east and west side of the CS.X Railroad. ...
Future Work Plan / 2 Week Look Ahead Schedule

... Laying fabric on the east and west side of the CSX Raiiroad. ...

New f5sues / Open Discussion

. KCA stated they sent Cone the approval letter jor the use of the material from the Agrifos pit
Jfor the geosynthetic backfill material. ...

Cone stated they received their response back from Nicolon Mirafi. which basically states that
when the surcharge program is completed, Cone counld dig through the fabric without repairing
it. Nicolon has reviewed the instrumentation daia and they do not feel that replacing the fabric is
warranted. Cone stated they would like 1o get a quick decision on this matter. KCA stated they
waould have to fax the request to RS&H. but they could go ahead and tell Cone that this would be
acceptable. because it was discussed with PSI the other day in a meeting at the Turnpike office.
The Turnpike stated this would only be applicable on the north side at this fime. Cone stated they
realized this. because they had to construct the surcharge on the south side. ..

The Turnpike stated they just received an issues list from Cone and was this the list of issues that
Mike Cone would discuss with Mr. Wegman next week? Cone responded no. but they were still a
firtle confused on what was required Cone stated they have discussed this issue with KCA and
some of packages have been submitted. The issues that have not been resolved as because KCA
did not have the package from Cone for review. The Turnpike stated there were only two issues on
the list that had packages submitted. Cone stated they were trying 1o submit this list on Monday to
resolve these issues. Cone also stated one issue for example was the sod and what areas would be
sodded. The Turnpike asked Cone. did they anticipate Mike Cone only wanting to discuss the
issues that had already been submitted” Cone responded yes, there was no sense wasting their
time if the issue had not heen submitted to KCA for review.

04/17/97

PAA
#56

Progress Meeting Minutes: Meeting No. 36

Progress of the Contractor (This Past Week)

... Laid fabric on the east and west side of the CSX Railroad. ...

Future Work Plan / 2 Week Look Ahead Schedule

...Laying fabric on the east and west side of the CSX Railroad. ...

4724197

PMM
#37

Progress Meeting Minutes: Meeting No. 57
Progress of ihe Contractor (This Past Week)

... Laid fabric on the east and west side of the CSX Railroad. ...
Future Work Plan / 2 Week Look Ahead Schedule

... Laying fabric on the east and west side of the CSX Railrcad. ...

0501797

050197

1nini /ae

DRB #12

DRB #12

Disputes Review Board Meeting Minutes: Meeting No. 12
DESCRIPTION BY THE CONTRACTOR OF:

Work Accomplished Since Last Meeting

Disputes Keview Board Meeting Minutes: Meeting No. 12
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DISPUTE REVIEW BOARD CHRONQLOGY

Cone stated there was an agreement benveen the Oviner. the geotechs and evervone, that instead
of continuing with the surcharge at Pond 3 with the failure and movement. they came up with g
plan and approached Cone. Cone. KCA and the Turnpike sat down and made an agreement to go
on with the pile plan. The DRE asked Cone. whai were they doing? Cone responded. they were
excavating down to elevation 143, The DRB asked. which was what. roughty? KCA responded
this was about 2 fi. above natural ground and just abave the first laver of fabric. KCA explained
that thev did not wani to get too close to where the weak material was located. Cone siared they
were excavating approximately 22.000 CY of material and then there was 1100 wood piles
designed to be instafled in this area. ..

... The DRB asked, was this a unit price supplemenial agreement? The Turnpike responded unit
price for the piling and the rest was rotled up into a lwmp sum item. The DRB asked. was there
am time granted? KCA responded no. because they performed their engineer s ¢stimate on the
dayvs it would take to complete the work. which was about ~0) days, and this was less than the {80
dav surcharge period. The DRB asked. so they were within the 180 dayv surcharge period? KCA
responded this was correct. The Turnpike stated they added 70 days worth of work and took away
180 days worth of surcharge. ..

... Cone stated the area on the east side of the C5X Bridge was on the last laver of fabric and then
they would be able to bring this area up to grade. Cone stated this was essentially the progress
since the last meeting excepi for the N. Frontage Rd.. swwhich was rolling along now. The DRB
stated they noticed arn area on the N. Frontage Rd. thar was opened up and seemed 10 be very wet.
Cone stated this whole N. Frontage Rd. was mixed. so there may have been a wet spot. ...

DISCUSSION BY THE ENGINEER OF:

Work Schedule As He Views It

. KCA srated as far as the work schedule was concerned, they mentioned in the Progress Meeting
that Cone had not submitted their updared schedule for this month. KCA stated they had run their
update and with maintaining the retained logic, the schedule had shown a completion dute of
December, 1998. KCA also stated the critical path vas through the CSX Bridge and as Cone had
mentioned they were coming up with the embankmeni on the west side of the Bridge. KCA stared
Cone had finally resolved the problem with the straps jor the acute corners on the bin walls. so the
east side was about done and Cone lacked about 13 - 20 srraps for the west side. KCA stared once
Cone completed these hwo corners. the rest of the embankment could be brought up and Cone
could gei started on the abutments. The DRB asked KCA. is the December date before or after the
contract time? KCA responded the contract time was May, 1998 and the most recent schedule
ipdate showed December, 1998. KCA stated running the schedule with the progress override
was about two months earlier KCA also stated the critical path was now through the CSX
Bridge. The DRB asked KCA, did this change because of taking off the surcharge? KCA
responded no, they did not think it would change. because the surcharge was not on the critical
path. The DRB asked KCA. what did they contribure the difference between the May date and
the December date? KCA responded the CSX Bridge. KCA stated they have discussed this issue
with Cone and they thought they were in good shape once the bimwalls ywere completed. KCA
asked Cone. would these walls be completed in the next couple of weeks? Cone responded yes.
they have brought in another crew to construct the walls at Toll Plaza 4. Cone stated they have
brought in their best wall crew and they would be pouring the wall footer tomorrovw. Cone also
stated. once the timber piles were driven and the area buckfilled, the whole area from bridge to
bridge would be wide open to consiruct. The Turnpike staied as soon as Cone completed the N.
Frontage Rd., the whole project was available for construction. Cone stated this was correct, as
saon as the traffic was switched. the whole project was opened up for construction. The DRB
asked Cone, did they agree with KCA s analysis of the schedule and the difference between the
May and December date? Cone responded yes, the CSX Bridge has been on the critical path for
quite @ while now and there was quite a bit of work out there to complete at the bridge. KCA
stated what has held the bridge up has been the walls and the fubric. but now everything was
resolved and Cone could now finish the abutments. KCA also stated they were confident the
bridge crew could complete the bridge work. but other than this, the rest of the project was opened

up. ...

Status of Past Disputes and Claims

... KCA stated they know there 1sas some concern by the Board 1o get some of the earlier
packages in. but in looking at the lower part of the list. the packages have been submitted and they
should be resolved soon or they would be pushed up 10 the next level .

05/04/9" PMAM Progress Meeting Minutes: Meeting No. 38
#g Progress of the Contractor (This Past Week)
... Laid fabric on the east and wesr side aof the CSX Railroad. ...
Future Work Plan / 2 Week Look Ahead Schedule
... Laying fabric on the east and west side of the CSX Railroad, ...
15/08/9~ P.}lM Progress Meeting Mimuies: Meeting No. 39
#39 Progress of the Contractor (This Past Week) .
_.Laid fabric on the east side of the CSX Railroad. ...
13/08/97 PMAM Progress Meeting Minutes: Meeting No. 59
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DISPUTE REVIEW BOARD CHRON()LOGﬂ

Future Work Plan / 2 Week Look Ahead Schedule

... Laying fabric on the west side of the CSX Railread. ...

New [ssues / Open Discussion

... The Turnpike stated they have been copied in on a letter from Sheffield Steel dated May 6. 199~
The Turnpike explained Cone needed 1o keep up 10 speed on this issue from Mike Cone. The
Turnpike stated the letter was a breach of contract berween Cone and Sheffield Steel and the Slate
has been named in the law suit. Cone asked. thev wondered if they would be gerting tie beams?
KCA stated they thought the letter stated Sheffield Steel would not deliver any steelanitil the bill
was paid in full, ..

03/13/9~

PVM
®6(}

Progress Meeting Minutes: Meeting No. 60
Progress of the Contractor (This Past Week}
... Laid fabric on the east side of the CSX Railroad. ...

Fuyture Work Plan / 2 Week Look Ahead Schedule

... Laying fabric on the west side of the CSX Railroad. ...

KCA asked Cone, did they ever get the letter from their designer on the fabric they were
substititing? . Cone responded they would be getting it tomorrow. Cone stated it was a higher
strength fabric so their designer did not have g problem with it. ...

03/22/97

10/01/98

DRB#13

Disputes Review Board Meeting Minutes: Meeting No. 13
DESCRIPTION BY THE CONTRACTOR OF:

Work Accomplished Since Last Meeting

... Cone stated, actually all of the surcharge has been released and the last of the areas was the
S. Frontage Rd. where they were excavating this morning. ...

Current Status of Work Schedule

The DRB asked Cone, how were they running on their schedule? Cone responded, they were
probably three months behind schedule. The DRB asked Cone. were there any poinis in there
that they saw where they could make up any of this? Cone responded yes. they thought there was.
Cone stated they thought the bridges would dictate the schedule and Cone and KCA has worked
things out in the past. so they could go elsewhere and work. Cone also stated, as far as the
roadway was concerned, as the DRB could see this morning. most of the road between the bridges
was ready to be construcred. The bridges, again in their opinion, would be the determining jactor
on how jar behind they would wind up. ...

DISCUSSION BY THE ENGINEER OF:

Work Schedule As He Views It

KCA stated Cone had gone thraugh the progress since the last meeting and the DRB saw what was
going on with the drive through this morning. KCA also stated, it was their apinion that the CSX
Bridge was the critical area on the project. ...

Cone aiso stated they were constructing the surcharge and they were stopped when all of the

Jfailure took place. Then it was negotiated to place the fill at a slower pace so that the left side
could be eliminated. The DRB asked Cone. even from their original schedule, do they remember
when the schedule showed this surcharge removal. Cone responded, as they recall, the original
schedule showed the surcharge should have been done in May. The Turnpike asked Cone,
released in May? Cone responded yes. The Turnpike stated this was correct, because Cone had 1o
have the Toll Plaza site available in July. Cone stated for the Toll Plaza operation to work they
would 1o have had the surcharge starting in December. ..

The DRB asked, were the bridges on this project structural steel? The Turnpike responded yes
The DRB asked, was this the job with the structural steel payment isswe? The Turnpize responded
yes. The DRB asked, where did this issue stand? KCA responded the last they had seen was that
Sheffield Steel had sent a letter two weeks ago stating they would not ship any steef until they
were paid in full and they were contemplating filing suil. Cone stated they were addressing this
issue and they did not know what the difference was in quantities. but most of them were on the
other jobs. ..

Potential New Disputes or Claims

.. The Turnpike asked Cone_it has been talked about that the CSX was the driving force. so was
there a reason why these walls have not been worked on? Cone responded they could not
construct this bridge until the embankonent and the walls were up. The Turnpike stated they meant
the walls. would the additional crews concentrate on these walls? Cone responded these walls
would be one of the areas maintained. The Turnpike asked, was some of these panel shipping
issues the key panels for this area? KCA responded Cone had been waiting for key panels. The
Turnpike stated they knew there was a strap issue at ong time. KC4 swated this has been resolved.
KCA also stated the last issue that came up was the special paneis which came in last Thursday
and this Tuesday. The Turnpike stated this seems like the thing you see every time you drive by,

uould be one of the areas maintained. The Turnpike asked. was some of these panel shipping
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that there has nat been much change. Cone stated this was correct on the east side. bur on the
west side the corner elements have been cast wrong three times. so they have modified these
panels. The west side involves the fabric. which the fabric would be delivered in a couple of days
and thev have got approval now. KCA stated it was not approved yet. Cone stated they thought
they read the letter in their basket that the fabric was approved. KCA stated this was the Jabric for
the timber pile areas. KCA also stated the letter came in 1oday from their designer that had
probleminit ..

05/22/97 PMM Progress Meeting Minutes: Meeting No. 6/

He !
Futtire Work Plan / 2 Week Look Ahead Schedule -

... Laying fabric on the west side of the CSX Ruilroad. ...

KCA stated the wall crew has not worked on Wall 1F. the abuiment wall on the wesi side of the
CSX Bridge. in over a week. Cone stated this was because of the partial embankment. Cone also
stated they still had the fabric to install at Wall I4. KCA asked Cone. was this the fabric Cone
submitted for substitution? Cone responded this was correct. Cone stated this fabric goes under
the Wall 14 footer. .

#3/29/9~ PMM Progress Meering Minutes: Meeting No. 62

#62
Future Work Plan / 2 Week Look Ahead Schedule

... Laying fabric on the west side of the CSX Raiiroad. ...
Contracior Delays
KCA asked Cone, were there any contracior delays this past week? Cone responded no.

KCA stated they wanted to mention the delay they ahvays mention at the west aburmenr wall at the
CSX Bridge. KCA also stated there still has not been any progress on this wall. Cone asked KCA.
were they talking about the southwest wall> KCA responded yes. Cone stated they were working
on the north side and they were rtold not to do this, because of partial embankment. Cone also
stated the reason they were doing this was to bring (his up. so that they could come back ro the
south side. The fabric wonld be placed tomorrow and tire wall crew would be right behind them.
KCA stated Cone could take the north section up with Mr. Sefzer, becanse they would not sign the
Change Order for the partial width embankment. Cone siated they would sign it if KCA sent it
over. ...

New Issues / Open Discussion

... Cone stated they would be installing fabric on the west side of the CSX Bridge. Cone has
contacted their designer and he was satisfied the material would meet the requiremems. Cone aiso
stated they would s:ill have the fabric tested and forwward the results to KC4. KCA siared this
would be at Cone s risk. Cone stated this was correct and their designer was comforiable with the
Jabric.

06/03/97 PMM Progress Meeting Minutes: Meeting No. 63

#63
Progress of the Contractor (This Past Week)

... Laying fabric on the west side of the railroad. ...
Future Work Plan / 2 Week Look Ahead Schedule

_.Laying fabric on the west side of the CSX Railroad. ...

06/12/97 PAM Progress Meeting Minutes: Meeting No. 64

fio+
Progress of the Contractor (This Past Week)

... Laying fabric on the west side of the railroad. ...
Futnre Work Plan / 2 Week Look Ahead Schedule

... Laying fabric on the west side of the CSX Ratiroad. ...

KCA asked Cone. was there any update on cutting off the rimber piles and laving the fabric? Cone
responded yes. they had raiked to Miller yesterday and they expect them in here todav. Cone
stated they were going ro rent a radial saw. because they ywere having problems with sand ruining
their blades on the chain saw. ..

06/19/9~ DRB #14 Disputes Review Board Meeting Minures: Meeting No. 14
DESCRIPTION BY THE CONTRACTOR OF:

Work Accomplished Since Last Meeting

.. The DRB stated they thought Cone had mentioned at the last DRE Meeting that the CSX
Bridges vere the controlling items of work on this project. The DRB asked Cone. did they stili
think this was the case? KCA siased Cone has started their forming for the N. Froniage Rd.
abitment. End Bent 3. Cone stated they were pouring the N. Frontage Rd. cap. The DRB asked.
where did Cone stand with their steel supplier. were they all paid? KCA responded they were all

paid on this section. ...

Bridges were the controliing items of work on this project. e DREB asked Cone, did they still
think this was the case? KCA siated Cone has started their forming for the N. Froniage Rd.
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Current Status of Work Schedule

The DRB stated regardless of what the schedule says. there was abour 320 days remaining on this
project. The DRB asked Cone, based on their experience, did they feel comfortable on completing
the praject on time? Cone responded, yes they did. Cone stated it vas not cast in stone that it
would be right on time. but their feeling was that the job would siart coming together. The DRB
stated the big thing was to ge! the traffic switched to the N. Froniage Rd.. because this was the last
bottle neck 1o complete the Harden Blvd. Bridge. Cone stated this was correct. The DRB stated.
and there was no bottle neck ai the CSX Bridge other than getiing the fill up and building the
bridge. Cone stated the west side needed the rest of the fabric and they have had the wall
problems in the corner. Cone also stated the fabric has been insialled and the wall crews would
concentraie on the west side, which would turn everything loose from the beginning of the job to
the bridge. Cone also explained that the area from the CSX Railroad 10 Harden Blvd was opened
up now that the timber piles have been installed. Cone stated with the 60" headwall complete. the
west end of the project would be opened up once the traffic was switched. Cone also stated they
did not have any problem completing the project, other than the CSX Bridge, which was a
massive structure. The DRB asked Cone. did they have any constraints setting the beams at the
CSX Bridge® Cone responded no. KCA stated they had roughly figured about 6 months of work at
the CSX Bridge. The DRB asked Cone, so the CSX Bridge would be more of a hold-up. than the
Harden Bivd. Bridge? Cone responded ves. once they switch traffic they could complete this
bridge. which End Bent 1 has already been poured. The DRB stated this was correct. but the other
side needed the wall built. Cone stated they had to complete the norih wing, so in a couple of
weeks they could probably set beams. The DRB asked Cone. so if it was not for the full width
embankment spec. they would have already completed this structure? Cone responded yes. they
wouid have already had had this complete. KCA stated they had about 2 weeks on the wall and
about 1 1/2/weeks on the abutment.

06/19/97 PMM Progress Meeting Minutes: Meeting No. 65

#65
Progress of the Contractor (This Past Week)

... Laying fabric on the west side of the railroad. which completes all of the fabric on the project
except for the timber pile area. ...

Future Work Plan / 2 Week Look Ahead Schedule

... Laying fabric north of Pond 3. ...

New Issues / Open Discussion

...Cone stated they had a suggestion or recommendation. Cone explained that in the timber pile
area, the design was for the fabric to be directly on the piles. Cone stated it would almost be
impossible 1o install it this way, because with the piles cut off. it weuld be tough to pull the fabric
dacross the piles and gel it siretched out. KCA4 stated Cone said they could do it. Cone stated the
other thing was that the second layer would be installed and there would be wheels on it. so the
first layer would be all over the place. Cone also d their rec dation would be to place
six inches of sand dovwn, so there would be no snags. KCA stated they did not think this would be a
problem, but they would check with the designer.

06/26/97 PMM Progress Meeting Minutes: Meeting No. 66
#66
Progress of the Contractor (This Past Week)

... Preparing to lay fabric north of Pond 3. ...
Future Work Plan / 2 Week look Ahead Schedule

... Laying fabric north of Pond 3. ...

New Issues / Open Discussion

... Cone stated they had heard that the fill material in the timber pile area was out of spec by a half
of a point. KCA stated they would make a phone call after the meeting and get it taken care of. as
long as it was an A2-4 material, KCA also stated Cone needed to make sure that the-marerial on
top of the fabric was within spec. Cone stated the plan on top of the fabric was to place the sand
material. KCA stated it did not have to be the material used on the wall Cone stated they realized
this, but they wanied 1o use the sand for the first couple of feei. because of the wet conditions. ...

07/10/97 PMM Progress Meeting Minutes: Meeting No. 67
H67
Progress of the Contractor (This Past Week)
...Installing fabric. north of Pond 3. _..

Future Work Plan/ 2 Week Look Ahead Schedule

... Continue laying fabric north of Pond 3. ...

07/24/97 DRB #15 Disputes Review Board Meeting Minutes
DESCRIPTION BY THE CONTRACTOR QF:

... Continue laying fabric north of Pond 3. ...
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Work Accomplished Since Last Meering

Cone stated they had not done rmuch since the Board was here last time, except for mavbe the
Jabric area.

The DRB asked Cone, whar about the fabric areq, did they have it up or were they bringing this
area up? Cone responded no. they gol the first laver in, but they have had 1o repair it several

P T itls thin psamessenaie wodne o bhoawin bosanarand (7 ’.
doren times with the enormous rains they have happened Cone stated the area has washed ot

and the material has washed into the pipe trenches that have o be cleaned out to elevation. Cone
also stared the structure to the east of the pile area was missed that had a 367 pipe running into
the fabric area. Cone explained thar 1o get this pipe in now. they would have to excavate around
the piles and cut them down, but KCA has worked with Cone in geiting this pipe changed. Cone
stated the pipe would now be taken directly into the pond. Cone also siated thev had a sitwation
with the structure in the pipe area where the slime keeps popping up. Cone explained they have
excavated it three times. so they need 1o dig ir out again, get the fabric down and then set the
siructure. ..

The DRB asked Cone, they saw from the Progress Meeting that the back walls at the CSX
Bridge were critical, so were they working on this bridge? Cone responded yes. the back walis at
the §. and N. Frontage Rds.. east of the railroad were poured. KCA stated they had the east side
Frontage Rds. done and they were starting the N. Fromage Rd. back wall on the west side. The
DRB asked, so they were about readdy for the steel? KCA responded no. because they were going
1o complete all of the back valls and ser all of the beams at one time from the north to the south.
KCA stated they thought the west side was to grade for the back walls and the east side required
about 6 or 7 more feet of fill. The DRB asked Cone, s¢ they were several months away fram
setting the steel? Cone responded yes. ...

DISCUSSION BY THE ENGINEER OF:

Status of Past Disptites or Claims

. The DRB asked KCA, how much was each of the claims setiled for? KCA responded. the four
claims were settled as a group and they were not sure what each individual claim vwas setiled for.
KCA stated they did know that Intent to Claim No. 17, Structure §-370 Conflict was $ 0. Intent to
Claim No. 16. 36" Waiermain, was about $ 159.000. The Turnpike stated this one was a litile
higher. KCA stated this was correct, this one was re-negotiated to a higher number. The DRB
asked KCA. so what was the number on this one? KCA responded. the whole settlement was for §
800.000. The DRB stated, so the four claims were settled for § 800.000. KCA stated this was
correct, plus o 54 days time extension. KCH also siated that basically they came in with §
364.000 and 61 days and it was settled for $ 800,000 and 54 days plus a guarantee that the
project would be opened by July 1, 1998 from I-4 to Florida Ave. The DRB asked KCA. or whair?
KCA stated this was stifl being discussed. ...

07/24/97 PARM Progress Meeting Minutes: Meeting No. 68

#68
Progress of the Contractor (Past Two Weeks)

. Installing fabric. north of Pond 3. ...
Future Work Plan 7/ 2 Week Look Ahead Schedule

... Continue laying fabric north of Pond 3. ...

Supplemental Agreements / Work Orders

... KCA stated the Change Order for the partiol width embankment. east of Harden Bivd._ has been
at Cone for signature and needs to be signed soon. because of the traffic switch.

n8/07/9° PMM Progress Meeting Minutes. Meeting No. 69

#69
Progress of the Contracior (Past Two Feeks)

_. Finished installing the fabric, north of Pond 3. ...

08/21/97 PARV Progress Meeting Minutes: Meeting No. 700
#:0
No excerpts)
09/04/97 PALM Progress Meeting Minutes: Meeting No. 71
#ei

Action liems

...KCA also stated the iwo issues with Mill-It and Nicolon Mirafi invoived lack of performance
and would be settled with Cone. KCA mentioned they received a notice from Sheffield Steel
requesting information for a suit against Cone. Cone asked KCA. vwas this issue on this job or in
general? KCA responded they were not sure. bur Cone has paid Sheffield Sieel all of what was
paid to Cone on this project. ...

09/18/97 DRB #16 Disputes Review Board Meeting Minutes: Meeting No. 16
DESCRIPTION BY THE CONTRACTOR OF:

Work Accomplished Since Last Meeting

09/18/97 DRB #16 Disputes Review Board Meeting Minutes: Meeting No. 16
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...The DRR asked Cone, were they up to grade between the bridges and CSX? Cone responded all
the way. except up at the CSX Bridge and the S. Frontage Rd. was about 10 have the rock placed.
Cone stated they basically needed the fill up at the CSX Bridge where they were bringing the walls
up. The DRE asked Cone, were any of the beams up at CSX? Cone responded no. The DRB
also asked Cone. was the CSX Bridge still the critical path? Cone responded yes. it was about a
5 or 6 month project left at this bridge. The DRB stated Cone had about 200 days lefr. Cone
stated they were going to do everything they could to complete this bridge. The DRE asked Cone.
have they turned over the toll plaza site yet to the toll plaza comiractor? Cone responded ves. they
have essentially turned it over, but they have asked them to hold off until Cone finishes the wraffic
barrier on the R.E. wail. s—

The DRB asked Cone. have they changed asphalt contractors? Cone responded the subcontractor
they had was no longer on the job. ...

DISCUSSION BY THE ENGINEER OF:

Status of Past Disputes or Claims

KCA stated they were waiting on the Supplemental Agreement from Cone. which would close out
intent to claim nos. 4, 3. 16 and 17. The DRB stated the only ane they saw. thar would still be owr,
was intent to claim no. 9. The Turnpike stated they were working on the § 800,000 5. A and there
has been some other issues that have come up. so they were frying to get no. 9 rescinded. The
DRAB asked KCA, so the $ 800,000 5. A. has not been signed or accepted? KCA responded no. it
was still in Cone's hands for signature. The Turnpike stated there was still some discussions going

on with this S.A. ...
09/18/97 PMM Progress Meeting Minutes: Meeting No. 72
#72
(No excerpls)
10702197 PMM Progress Meeting Minures: Meeting No. 73
473
. {No excerpls)
o/ 16/97 PMM Progress Meering Minutes. Meeting No. 74
#7.
# Pending Issues / Claims
... Intent to Claim No. 9, filed on August 14, 1996, Geasynthetic Reinforcement Design Delay.
Cone was waiting to submit this package. __.
10/30/97 PMM Progress Meeting Minutes: Meeting No. 73
#75
{No excerpis)
1113197 PMM Progress Meeting Minutes: Meeting No. 76
#76
{No excerpts}
12/11/97 PMM Progress Meeting Minutes: Meeting No. 77
#77
(No excerpts)
1271297 DRB #17 Disputes Review Board Meeting Minutes: Meeting No. 17
DESCRIPTION BY THE CONTRACTOR OF:
Work Accomplished Since Last Meeting
...Cone also stated they have set the beams and the pans at the Harden Blvd. Bridge. They were
gelting ready to set the beams at the CSX Railroad Bridge. Most of the wall work has been
completed on the east side of the Railroad. other than the barrier wail. ...
Cone siated law was not stamping the beams and ...
Current Siatus of Work Schedule
The DRB asked Cone, did they have an updated schedule. KCA responded that the scheduled
completion date for this project was July 1, 1998. The DRB asked Cone. were they going 10 make
this date? Cone responded they were comfortable with this date, depending on the weather.
Cone stated the job was in a state that if could come together fast. especially the Matnline and
Harden Bivd., but they were not sure about the bridges. The DRB asked Cone. did they stare
earlier that the bridges were about a four month thing? KCA responded that Cone had stated at
one time that from the time they set the beams. it would be abour 4 -4 172/ months until completion.
01/08/98 PMM Progress Meeting Minutes: Meeting No. 78
#78
’ (No excerpts)
01/22/98 PMM Progress Meeting Minutes: Meeting No. 79
#79 -
(No excerpls)
02/05/98 PMM Progress Meeting Minutes: Meeting No. 80
01/22/98 PMM Progress Meeting Minutes: Meeting No. 79
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#30 ]
{No excerpts)
02/19/98 PMM Progress Meeting Minutes. Meeting No, 81
#81
(No excerptsi
03/03/98 PAA Progress Meeting Minutes: Meeting No. 82
482 .
(No excerpls)
03/19/98 PAMM Progress Meeting Minutes: Meeting No. 83
#83 -
Pending Issues / Claims
... Intent 1o Claim No_ 9. filed on August 14. 1996. Geosvnthetic Reinforcement Design Delay.
KCA stated thev saw a letter come in the other dav requesting information on this isswe. ...
04/02/98 DRB #18 Disputes Reviev: Board Meeting Minutes: Meeting No. 18
DESCRIPTION BY THE CONTRACTOR OF:
Work Accomplished Since Last Meeting
... The DRB asked Cone. what was the targeit completion date? Cone responded they were sqying
June 30* and the Turnpike was saying July 11™. Cone stated there would be some areas that
they would be working on under traffic. but if the weather stays the way ir has been. they would
continue forcefully. ...
Potential Problems
The DRB asked Cone. did they know of any potential problems? Cone responded no, they had
some small problems to sort out on Harden Bivd. concerming a couple of drainage structures, but
they just needed io get it resofved. ...
DISCUSSION BY THE ENGINEER OF:
Starus of Past Disputes or Claims
...dntent to Claim No. 9, filed on August 14. 1996, Geosynthetic Reinforcement Design Delay.
KCA stated they still did not know if this was an issue at this time. KCA aiso stated Cone was
trying 1o settle this issue with Nicolon at this time. ...
P ial New Disputes or Claims
... The DRB asked KCA, how did they feel about the July opening date? KCA responded, abour
like Cone, they felt Cone would be completing some items under traffic. ...
04/02/98 PMM Progress Meeting Minutes: Meeting No. 84
#54
Pending fssues / Claims
.. Intent te Claim No. 9. filed on August 14, 1996, Geosynthetic Reinforcement Design Delay.
KCA stated Cone had someone come to KCA s office last week 1o make copies of files and shop
drawings on this issue. ...
04/16/98 PMM Progress Meeting Minutes: Meeting No 85
#85
(No excerpts)
04/30/98 PMM Progress Meeting Minutes: Meeting No. 86
#86
Pending Issues / Claims
. Intent to Claim No. 9. filed on August 14, 1996, Geosynthetic Reinforcement Design Delay.
KCA stated Cone has someone working on this issue and gathering information from tiis office. ...
05/28/98 PMAS Progress Meeting Minutes: Meeting No. 87
#87
Pending Issues / Claims
. Intent 10 Claim No. 9. filed on August I4, 1996. Geosynthetic Reinforcement Design Delay.
KCA stated Cone has submitled their package for this issue lasi week and it was being reviewed.
KCA also stated there was a meeting set-up on June 5, [998 to discuss this issue. ...
06/1 1/98 PMM Progress Meeting Minutes: Meeting No. 88
#38
Pending Issues / Claims
..Intent 10 Claim No. 9. filed on dugust 14, 1996. Geosynthetic Reinforcement Design Delay.
KCA stated Cone has submitted their package for this issue last week and it was being reviewed.
KCA also stated there was a meeting held on June 5. 1998 to discuss this issue. ...
06/25/98 DRB #19 Disputes Review Board Meeting Minutes: Meeting No. 19
DESCRIPTION BY THE CONTRACTOR OF:
Work Accomplished Since Last Meeting
06/25/98 DRB #19 Disputes Review Board Meeting Minutes: Meeting No. 19

10/01/98

Page 63 of 66



DISPUTE REVIEW BOARD CHRONOL(}Gﬂ

...The DRB asked Cone, was the August 8" opening date in jeopardy? Cone responded. their
Jeeling right now was that it was in jeopardy. Cone siated they could open the road. but under
what completion of the items was a question. Cone also stated they would have items ro complete
under traffic. The DRB asked Cone. would they have o install iemporary barrier wall 10 open
traffic? Cone responded yes. The DRB asked Cone, was the Mainline about complete” Cone
responded the Mainline was about complete, but they had some barrier wall (o finish. some gore
areas and some lie-ins to the toll placas. The DRB asked Cone. were the barrier walls complete
benveen the Ramps and Muainline? Cone responded that the barrier wall was almost done. The
DRB stated that they understood that most of the asphalt work on the Mainline was complete. ...

The DRB asked Cone, was it discussed at the last meeting that the completion of the CSY Bridge
was a 5 week duration? Cone responded they did not think so. Cone stated some things have
happened at this bridge. Cone explained that originally the bridge decks were three pour
sequernces and the Turnpike changed it to a two pour sequence, which saved Cone some time.
The DRB asked. how much time was left on the bridge? KCA responded the Mainline left bridge
would be done 1onight and the Mainline right bridge would be started at the end of next week. with
the completion in the following week. KCA explained that Cone has started the barrier walls on
the bridges. KCA stated that Cone then had the appreach slabs and pedestrian enclosures. Cone
stated they have poured only one of the approach slabs. The DRB asked Cone. did they have a
date for the completion of the CSX Bridges? Cone responded yes, opening day. The DRB asked
Cone. did they see the bridge as the critical activity for opening the road? Cone responded they
thought se. The DRB asked Cone. how about the asphalt? Cone responded that their sub stated
the asphalf would not be an issue. ...

DISCUSSION BY THE ENGINEER OF:

Status of Past Disputes or Claims

...Intent 1o Ciaim No. 9, filed on August 14. 1996. Geosynthetic Reinforcement Design Delay.
KCA srated they were at the stage where it was q legal question on the sole-sotirce supplier issue.
KCA also stated they did not know where this was headed. but they should know something in the
next couple of weeks. ...

06/23/98 PMM Progress Meeting Minutes: Meeting No. 89

9
# Pending Issues / Claims

...Intent to Claim Na. 9, filed on August 14, 1996, Geosynthetic Reinforcement Design Delay.
KCA stated Cone has submitted their package for this issue previously and it was being reviewed
KCA also stared there have been several meetings in-house and with Cone. KCA explained before
this issue could go any farther, there was the legal question of the sole-source supplier. ...

07/09/98 PMM Progress Meeting Minutes: Meeting No. 90

#90
Pending Issues / Claims

...Intent to Claim No. 9, filed on Augusi 14, 1996, Geosynthetic Reinforcement Design Delay.
KCA stated FDOT was still waiting for a legal opinion on this issue_ ..

17/23/98 PMM Progress Meeting Minutes: Meeting No. 91

#91 )
Pending Issues / Claims

... Intent to Claim Na. 9, filed on August 14. 1996, Geosynthetic Reinforcement Design Delay.
KCA stated FDOT was stifl waiting for a legal opinion on this issue. ..

08/19/98 LTR To Mike Cone of Cone Constructors — From Jim Moulton of Florida Department of Transporitation
Re: Nicolon/Mirafi Claim Additional Response

The Department responds herewith to Cone 's use of Note 5 on Contract Drawing 204 to assert
that the plans would not work on the east side, and thus it played a part in the alleged delay to
starting the installation of the geosynthetic fabric.

The text of Note 5.

“Utilities in surcharge areas should be constructed after surcharge consolidation has been
completed. (at the direction of the Project Engineer.)” '

Without the action of the Project Engineer. this note would have presented some impossible
installation challenges As such, this problem was solved early. The wording in the nate was saofi.
“showld" instead of "shall”, and the Project Engineer was allowed 10 exercise judgement.

The first submittal of the CPM schedule on March 8. 1996 was a draft. and it was returned without
review, but it contained logic consistent with Note 5. However. in the resubmittal of the CPM on
April I7. 1996, this logic had been reversed to shaw the installation of the new utilities. followed
by installation of the fabric. It is not clear whether Cone proposed it alone. or the Department
directed it. but the conflict in Note 5 was gone. The next four resubmittals of the CPM schedule
contained the logic of Submintal #2. In addition, an activity UT-13-AC-D was added 1o
Resubmittal #4 which was the removal of the existing AC water line prior to fabric installation.

On resubminal #7, the logic of removing the old before placing the fabric was removed. The
existing AC waier line was proposed to be grouted in piace with a five day duration, although

contained the logic t))’":S'ubmilzaI #2. In addition, an acti;ity UT-13-AC-D was added 1o
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grouting was not in the plans nor had it been approved ro be done by the City.

In Resubmittal #8, which became the conditionally approved CPAL. removal of the AC water line
still did not have the proper logic ties, but the installation of fabric after installation of the new
lines remained intact. The approval letter noted this lack of logic ties.

From April 17, 1996 ar least, this was the plan to construct the east fabric/utility items of work —
installation of the new utilities, then removal of the old followed by installation of the fabric.

Cone 's submittal of RFI 54 on June 18, 1996 highlighted this plan. and sougi to assure that if
there was a failure of the new line under the surcharge. the blame was not Cone’s. This plan and
schedule merely needed 1o be met. and Cone failed as was discussed in letter No. 022 dated August
12, 1998. The Depariment was not responsible for this lack of performance. and hence not
responsible for the alleged delay.

The Department is willing to discuss this response with you in a limited conference on Augusr 20.
1998, or in a jull conference on Augusi 26, 1998. Please arrange with Oliver Maxie.

09/22/98 LTR El'  To Leo Melrose of Melrose & Friscia — From Michael Simac of Earth Improvement Technologies
r Re: Reasons for Re-Design of Georextile Reinforcement

You requested. that Earth Improvement Technologies (EIT) provide an explanation as to why a
redesign of the Geotextile Reinforcement for the above reference project was undertaken. A
y of those ¢ are:

a.) The initial redesign, as explained in EIT proposal 202 on Feb. 22, '96, was to produce a
value engineering proposal based on the reduction of geotextile reinforcement strength
due to incorporating the stabilizing effects of the MSE walls. The wall designs were now
defined by the wall supplier VSL, fas sefected by Conej an unknown during formulation
of Nicolow'Mirafi's initial (contract) design.

b.) Based on a brief initial investigation that some savings could be realized, the redesign
proposal was revised, as explained in EIT proposal 2024 on Feb. 28. '96, to produce a
value engineering proposal based on the reduction of geotextile reinforcement strength
due 10 incorporating the stabilizing effects of the actual embankment cross-section (AMSE
walls) and loading (foundation) conditions actually encountered on the Polk Pariway
alignment.

¢} OnMar 13 1996 VSL informed EIT that soil parameters for their analysis were going to
change and the contractor was currently running lests. EIT requesied Cone provide soil
parameters. On. Mar, 19 Cone provided soil parameters verbally indicating a unit
weight of 126.3 pcf and a phi angle of 29.3 degrees, which are heavier (> 103 pcf} and
weaker (< 30 degs.) than the properties stipulated in the conrract documents. EIT
requested Cone verify the estimated phi angles with soil shear test results. The selection
af these fill soils rendered Nicolon/Mirafi's initial (contract) design invalid. This now
made the primary reason for redesign. accommodating the use of fill soils from Cone 's
borrow pit.

-d) Incorporating the stabilizing benefits from items a & b above, EfT was able io paritly
offset the destabilizing effects of using the heavier Cone fiil soils in a geotextile
reinforcement design that was approved by the FLDOT.

PLANS
STANDARD SPECIFICATIONS AND SPECIAL PROVISIONS
Technica Section 145A-3.2 Fill Materials:
I Special
Prﬁf;:) All backfill material used in the reinforced volume as shown in the plans shall be free draiming and
" shall conform to the following gradations limits as determined in accordance with FM 1-T 027 and
FMI-TO6i:
Sieve Size . Percent Passing
3 2 inch 100
% inch 70— 100
No. 4 30— 160
0. 40 ) 15100
No. 100 5-63
No. 200 0-15

Backfill material containing more than two percent by weight of organic material. as determined
by FM I-T 267 and by averaging the test results for three randomly selected samples from each
stratum or stockpile of a particular material. shall not be used in construction of the reinforced
volume. If an individual rest value of the three samples exceeds three percent. the stratum or
stockpile will not be suitable for construction of the reinforced volume.

The plasticity index as determined by FM 1-T 090 shall not exceed six and the liquid limit as
determined by FM 1-T 089 shall be less than fifteen. The pH of the backfill material shail be
between six and ten. Soil ¢ or lime stabilized backfill shall not be used unless approved by
the Engineer. ’

The plasticity index as determined by FM 1-T 090 shall not exceed six and the liquid limit as

Antnmennioncnd heas A Y T ACD bl L T sleeee £efornee Tha nlF nfthe harnkfill wantnvial chnll hae

10N N0 Dnrnn L& AFLL



DISPUTE REVIEW BOARD CHRONOLOGY

For those applications involving reinforced soil slopes or reinforced foundations over soft in situ
soils. the Contracior shall have the backfill material tested by a Departmenr approved festing
laboratory. A copy of the test results and certificate of compliance which certifies that the backfill
material meets the above requirements shall be submitted 1o the Engineer for his review and
approval. The backfill material shall not be delivered to the site without the Engineer's approval.

1n/01 /0% Paoe &R nf A



