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April 23, 2003

D’ Amato-Conversano Inc.

Mr. Guy A. Conversano

2821 Northup Way, Suite #200
Bellevue, WA. 98004

Dear Mr. Conversano

We are writing this letter to you as a request for your review. The
method of backfill that is being used at the following project does not
conform to normal industry practices and should raise some questions. The
construction project in the following pictures 1s at 1010 Pacific Avenue,
Santa Cruz, California. The Developer is Pacific Union Apartments Inc.
General Contractor is Daniel Silverie III, Inc. We are not a certified
Geotechnical or Structural Engineers and our concerns are based on
construction experience.

This project was shored and excavated to tight tolerances. As you can
see in pictures #1-#3 the shoring appears to act as bracing for the exterior
forms. What is not clear in the pictures is the depth of the excavation. These
pictures are showing the ground level atop of an underground parking
structure. The below grade parking structure serves as the foundation for a 6
story, above ground building. The contractor has abandoned the shoring and
form materials around the structure. They have placed a material like pea
gravel in the excavation. As you can see in picture #4 this material does not
conform to Item #27 of the soils report that requires: The area behind the
walls and permeable material should be compacted with approved soil to a
minimum relative dry density of 90%. In order to achieve this
recommendation, wouldn’t this require approved non-expansive fill placed
in lifts or the installation of controlled density fill? We realize the foundation
is designed in conjunction with the soils report and are concerned that this
1ssue might affect the buildings structural performance.





[image: image2.png]Also the abandonment of these construction materials does not
comply with item #12 that covers fill, (a) states: fill should be free of
organics, debris and other deleterious materials. There are a couple of issues
that need your review. Areas surrounding the building have site walls. The
site walls are designed to be built on top of, what appears to be 24” deep slab
on grade. (SOG) As you can see in picture #5 the contractor has already
commenced with the SOG installation. As the form and shore materials
deteriorate, the loose fill material will settle into the voids left behind,
undermining the support of the flat work and the site walls. In our opinion
this will not only create major repair work for the building owners but could
create a hazard to the public and the future occupants. Also there are utility
lines passing through the perimeter walls which will loose their support, as
in picture #6. The utilities were not installed with hanger support and are
resting directly on the loose fill material. Combined with unstable fill and no
hanger support, these lines could potentially break. This could again create
major repair costs and possibly introduce contaminates to the ground water
or the cities drain systems.

We are aware, that through the proper submittal process all of these
issues may have already been reviewed and we apologize for any
inconvenience that this letter might have created for you or your firm. We
would appreciate your review of these concerns and have copied the rest of
the construction team to ensure these questions receive proper attention. This
is a landmark structure in the heart of down town Santa Cruz. The public and
citizens of Santa Cruz deserve a safe quality structure. Your reply would be
appreciated. More pictures are available upon request.

Sincerely,

"‘i;

Ken Peacock

Field Representative
Carpenters Union
(650) 222-5489

Cc:

Pacific Union Apartments

Mr. Christopher Garwood
P.O. Box 69

Carmel by the Sea, CA. 93921




