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Mr. Dominic Chu
3724 South El Camino Real
San Mateo, Ca. 94403

RE: College Park Project
Dear Mr. Chu

I am writing to you as a follow up to our phone conversation on Tuesday, 2/18/03.
I feel the issues that we discussed need to be reviewed by your self to ensure that the
future occupants of the College Park development are not put at risk. Resources for my
research include the current issue of the Simpson Strong-Tie catalog #C-2003 & the
current Uniform Building Code. I realize that your firm can review and approve
deviations from manufacturer’s installation instructions. Also in certain circumstances,
maximum manufacturer’s calculations are not necessarily required and there is an
acceptable amount of load reduction that can be assigned.
Per our conversation, I have not verified how many units in the development are affected
and cannot quantify the extent of the problem. I spoke with a Mr. Tucker Langlois on site
today. Mr. Langlois is a Silverie Supervisor on site. He said that the issues with the
“short nailing” of the hangers (in the area we spoke about) was isolated and was
corrected. He made no indication that any of these issues were further investigated. When
I asked about the sub-floor he said that he was not told about that situation. Since our
initial conversation, I have visited other buildings in the development and the issues
appear to be wide spread.

All hardware designations that I reference will be Simpson Strong-Tie and are used
in various locations through out the development. Where specified 10d common nails can
be replaced with 16d sinkers with out load reduction.

e LUS26: Face mounted joist hangers-Fasteners required into header are 4-10d
common and 4-10d common nails into the joist. What is currently installed is 4-
10dx1-1/2" into the header & 4-10d x 1-1/2” into the joist where the toe nails are
required.

e U26: Face mounted joist hangers-Fasteners required into header are 6-10d
common or 6-16d common and 4-10d x 1-1/2” nails into the joist. What is
currently installed is 6-10d x 1-1/2" into the header and 4-10d x 1-1/2” into the
joist.

e One item that was discovered that 1 forgot to discuss with you is the installation of
beam hangers using 16d sinkers instead of the required N54 nails.

e A35F and LTP hardware installed over '2” plywood using 8d x 1-1/2” nails
achieve .64 of the listed load. Using 8d common nails will achieve 100% load.
This hardware is installed in numerous locations over the wall sheathing and is
installed using 1-1/2" tecot nails.

e Floor Sheathing is nailed using 10d x 2-1/8” nails. Per Volume 2 of the UBC
Chapter 23A Div.111 Section 2318A.3.3: Required penetration of not less than 11
diameters of the nail. For the 19/32 sub-floor material this would require a 2 V4”
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15/32” & 19/32” sheathing requires 10d nails with 1 5/8” minimum nail
penetration into the framing. Although this table is for C-C & C-D ply and not for
an OSB application.

These findings were random and need further research on the part of the whole
construction team involved. The project Superintendent was notified last week of the
issues concerning the LUS and U hangers. Also he was informed of the nailing of the
sub-floor. He said “I’ll look into it” but progress continues. Since my notification to
the onsite team, insulators and drywall installation has started on a building that
should be investigated. Also building 6 is in the final stages of construction. I
appreciate your concern you expressed about the safety of the future occupants and if
you need any additional information or assistance on my part I would be more than
happy to make myself available.

Sincerely,

Ken Peacock
Field Representative 68L
(408) 445-3000

CC:

Mr. Daniel Silverie
DS111

Mr. John Garrison
Kaufman Meeks+ Partners Inc.

Mr. Jim Mateucci
MRS. Sue Jameson
City of San Jose Building Division

Mr. Jesse Couch
Legacy Partners




