Calffornia CALIFORNIA CounciL oF TESTING AND INSPECTION AGENCIES

February 17, 2009
, Sheraton Pleasanton Hotel
Lnspngtion 5990 Stoneridge Mall Road
Agpneics Pleasanton, CA 94588

wg and

Minutes - General Business Meeting

1. Cadl to Order
a Time
President Mike Parker called the meeting to order at 2:06 p.m.
b. Self-introductions

Jim Backman (Consolidated Engrg. Labs) Dan Inferrera (Kleinfelder)

John Byerly (Byerly, Inc.) James Jernigan (Kleinfelder)

Jeffry Cannon (Kleinfelder) Chip Moore (ENGEO, Incorporated)
Dave Chippero (Testing Engineers, Inc.) Mike Parker (Testing Engineers, Inc.)
Cliff Craig (Dynamic Consultants, Inc.) Rick Van Horn (Terracon)

Miki Craig (Dynamic Consultants, Inc.) William Wahbeh (Sgnet Testing Labs)
Terry Egland (Testing Engineers, Inc.) Robb Wood (Krazan)

Osama El-Fiky (Condor Earth Tech.)

2. Approva of Minutes
a. December 18, 2008 General Meeting
The minutes were approved as submitted.
b. January 24, 2009 Annual Business Meeting
Review of the minutes was postponed to the next meeting.

3. Financia Report
a. Current Financial Status
Treasurer Elizabeth Levi reports the current checking account balance is $25,877.26. There
isno report pertaining to ABM expenses available at thistime.

4. Committee Reports
a. |ICC/Loca Jurisdictions— Miki Craig, Chair
1. City of San Francisco Special Inspection Committee
Dave Chippero, CCTIA's liaison to the Committee, reports that no new meetings have
been scheduled at thistime. At the last meeting, it was inferred one would be arranged
in early to mid-February. There has been no response from Rick Holleren to President
Mike Parker’sinvitation to meet with CCTIA. It was noted that several other CCTIA
members had written letters to Mr. Holleren, also without response.
The City' s requirement for information pertaining to inspectors daily dispatch was
conceded at the last meeting; however, reports being submitted on disk(s) at the end of
each job is still being required. Additionally, the requirement for progressive affidavits
on certain projectsis still being requested.
The City has obtained a copy of the Clark County program, and appears to be using
thisasitsmodel. The Los Angeles model also appearsto intrigue them. Smith Emery
isfacilitating that, in addition to stressing the viability of “ independent” inspectors.
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The City has no real special inspection programin place at this time, which seemsto be
the motivating factor for “ reinventing the wheel” . Anyone can pull a permit in the
City. Thishas created a new industry of “ facilitators’ that are hired to obtain permits
and expedite the plan review process. These individuals have no recognized legal
involvement in the project — they are not owners, general contractors, nor the design
engineers.

It was noted that the City has not enforced any kind of guideline pertaining to
inspection and testing in several years. The staff members come to the meetings with a
hastily prepared program that has little forethought. A prime example of this was the
requirement for advance notification of inspections to be provided the following day.
They had no systemin place, let alone designed, to handle the volume of calls the
process would generate. Upon further review, the City dropped this item from
implementation. The staff islooking at industry as the problem, but thereal problemis
the City does not have any form of an enforcement program. It was suggested the City
adopt a CCTIA-style program for inspector qualifications, but staff claimed problems
with the responsible engineers of the firms. They declined to specify who those
engineers might be.

A general question was raised concerning whether on not firms in attendance provided
hand-written reports at the jobsite and requested by San Francisco. Kleinfelder does
so, but with a disclaimer that the contents should not be considered final until it has
been reviewed by the firm’ s responsible engineer. Testing Engineer’s attorneys have
been reviewing the practice, and have expressed concern that the firm' s final typed
report may not be considered the “ official” report if a hand-written version was left on
site. The practice might also expose the firmto a potential subpoena of daily diaries or
other form of job notes. A lengthy discussion ensued concer ning the varying practices
of those present for collecting and distributing data, and the use of disclaimers on
certain documents.

Dave Chippero will call to seeif the City will be scheduling another meeting, and if so,
when. Terry Egland thought that Rick Holleren (The City’s Senior Inspector) would
welcome the opportunity to attend a CCTIA meeting, and will extend an invitation. It
was agreed that a special date could be arranged if Mr. Holleren was willing, rather
than waiting for the regularly scheduled April meeting.

It was also reported by a member present that the City of Livermore recently threw a
special inspector off a job where the technician had not been listed on the employer’s
original submittal list. Advise caution when working in thisjurisdiction.

b. ASTM - Jeff Cannon/Cliff Craig, Co-Chairs (see handout)
Director Jeff Cannon reported there was nothing new in the E36 committee on
certification/accreditation. The next meeting is scheduled for March 3. The Jacox's have
balloted several items recently, specifically focused on inspector experience requirements,
but received many negative comments.
ASTM C1019 regarding grout testing has significant changes in Section 6 on molds and
casting specimens. Director Cannon recommends everyone get an updated copy of this
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standard. There have also been changes to the curing requirements. No specific

temper ature specifications yet, but the committee is headed in that direction. Thereisnow a
note stating that if a specimen is cured outside of a certain temperature range, it may
significantly affect test results.

Cliff Craig reported the C9 Committee is balloting several items focused on removing names
of certification/accreditation bodies and replacing them with description of acceptable
certification/accreditation requirements (written exam, performance exam, etc.) C1077 will
become a little looser for acceptable programs, but there really are not that many options
that will meet the criteria. The same programs we have been using will probably remain
acceptablein our area, but thereis the possibility of new programs developing in order to
take advantage of our market. It was noted that any requirements outlining | SO standards
for the basis of acceptance would be expensive and burdensome.

SEAONC CQA — Ross Esfandiari, Chair

Terry Egland reports the committee is frantically pushing its guideline to completion. Cliff
Craig attended the last meeting and thinks the guideline is very close to being produced. He
thought there probably would be one more review remaining.

It was noted that SEAONC’ s Engineer-members are also struggling with City of San
Francisco. Local engineering firms arelooking at providing special inspectionsin a very
limited way (i.e., rebar placement, epoxy dowels). The CQA has written an extensive outline
suggesting qualification criteria for this. Additionally, SEAONC is considered adopting
CCTIA guidelinesas a “ standard of practice” for special inspections. Thisitemis under
review with its Board of Directors.

DSA - John Byerly, Chair

New instructions have been published eliminating the conflict of “ inspections’ being
referenced in the LVR. Form 293 has the same comment, which has not been changed at this
time.

Testing Engineers, Inc. has received itsfirst project utilizing DSA’s new 5-page T& | Sheet.

It is an improvement over the old form, and is attempting to include several exceptions noted
in the current code, such as* periodic” inspection for certain types of welding and batch
plant inspection. Items like aggregate testing and cement grab samples have been removed
fromthe lab testing criteria.

Cliff Craig spoke about the impact of the number of VR’ s being required now for each type of
inspection. Also, that DSA never notifies anyone they have changed forms. Agencies have to
go looking for these types of things on a regular basis or they might missa revision. He
guestioned why DSA couldn’t just send it to CCTIA so the organization could broadcast it to
the membership. In response, a member commented that DSA’s perception is that the
industry should “ mine” the website to find out what is changed or new. It was also noted
that DSA has contact information for every LEA firm, so it would not be difficult to broadcast
to those firms. It was agreed that we should address this at next month’s meeting with Mr.
Thorman.
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. ACI —CIliff Craig, Chair

Certification processis till alive and functioning. The NCAWNV Chapter estimates

handling the same number and size of programs thisyear asit did last year.

Membership — John Byerly, Chair

No activity to report.

. Code Adoption/IBC — Simon Makdessi, Chair

Not present, no report.

. Newsdletter — Elizabeth Levi, Chair

President Parker requested articles be submitted as soon as possible.

Internal Auditing — Terry Egland, Chair

No activity to report.

ASFE RO — Elizabeth Levi, Chair

Not present, no report.

. Standard of Practice — Miki Craig, Chair
The Committee continues to work on the CAP and Blue Book revisions.
Education — Rick Van Horn, Chair
First notification of the March 7" program has gone out via email to the membership and an
extensive “ guest” list. Jeff Cannon isin the process of finalizing the last 3 locations so there
will be a total of 5 sites available throughout the State.

. FAQ's—Terry Egland/William Wahbeh, Co-Chairs
Quite a few FAQ'sare currently out for review. It was asked it CCTIA would like to allow
Eric France to use FAQ'’ s asinterpretation of questions that are asked of DSA. Some
concern was expressed that even hisinterpretation of IR’ sis sometimes different fromDSA’'s
field engineers. Terry Egland assured those present that the Committee would still retain
control of the FAQ's, and if the organization did not agree with DSA’ s proposed response,
we could opt not to publish the question. It was agreed that we would approach Eric France
at next month’s meeting.
Pins & Honors — William Wahbeh/Mike Parker, Co-Chairs
No activity to report.

. Website — Miki Craig, Webmaster

No activity to report.

. Old Business
No items presented for action.

6. New Business
a. ACI/TMS Survey — Masonry Testing Technicians (see handout)

Secretary Craig reminded those present to respond to survey with comments by Feb. 27

b. Cylinder Stripping Tool

Will Wahbeh asked how many of those present used the standard screwdriver-type stripping
tool? All those present indicated they did. It was noted that one of the suppliers was
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working on a self-stripping mold, which might eliminate the need for the tool, but it was not
yet approved due to trouble with the mold holding its shape during the casting process.

c. March 26™ Meeting with DSA
Members were reminded to send questions/talking topics for next month’s meeting to
Secretary Craig as soon as possible.

7. Adjournment
a Time
President Parker adjourned the meeting at 4:33 p.m.
b. Next Meeting
March 26, 2009, 11:30 a.m., Courtyard by Marriott Fairfield Hotel, 1350 Holiday Lane,
Fairfield, guest speakerswill be State Architect David Thorman and Eric France

Respectfully submitted,
Miki Craig
Secretary
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Note XX — There are some test methods and practices that involve

112

113 observation and assessment techniques of uniquely qualified personnel

114 that may not be possibiz to be evaluated by inspection personnel.

115 A1.3.4 The Inspection Body shall evaluate equipment and procedures for e@ach test method or
116 practice presented by the laboraiory,

117 A1.3.4.1 The Inspection Body shall use its equipment o evaluate the laboratory’s test

118 equipment and verify the capability of the laboratory’s equipment to measure io the

119 tolerances specified in the relevant standards. Review of accuracy verification or

120 standardization records is permitied.

121 A1.3.4.2 The inspector shall observe demonsiration of techniques and procedures by

122 laboratory personnel for each test method or practice presented. At the discretion of the

123 inspector, it is permitted for some procedural aspects of test methods or practices to be

124 described by faboratory personnel in lieu of demonsiration.

125 A1.3.5 The Inspection Body shali review the qualifications and proficiencies of testing personnsl
126 of the laboratory being inspecied. It is permitied to use a representative sampling to evaluate
127 proficiency of testing personnel.

128 A1.3.6 The inspection Body shall interview selecied testing personnel to evaiuate their awareness
129 of test methods and practices and their proficiency in performing them.

130 A1.3.7 The Inspection Body shall review at least the three prsvious years of records of [aboratory
131 participation in proficiency sample programs as reguired by this practice.

132 - A1.39The Inspection Body shall review typical data recording procedures and reports generated
133 by the laboratory.

134 A1.4 Inspectlon Reports

135 A1.4.1 The Inspection Body shall issue a final inspection report of findings that lists the test

136 methods and practices covered. The inspection report shall note any deficiencies of laboratory
137 equipment, procedures refative to the pertinent standards, qualification of testing personnel, and
138 other requirements of this standard.

139 A1.4.1.1 Corrections or additions to an inspection report or the laboratory’s documentation of
140 correction of deficiencies shall be retained with the origina! inspection report.

141 A1.4.1.2 The complete inspection report including documentation of actions to correct

142 deficiencies shall be provided to an Accrediting Boedies that uses the report of the Inspection
143 Body as part of the process for accrediting laboratories.

144 A1.5 Statement of Conformance




145
146
147
148
149
150
151

- A1.5.1 On request from the user, the Inspection Body shall provide a statement indicating

conformance with the provisions of this Annex to conduct inspection services of testing
iaboratories.

Summary of Changes: Sections 1.3, 11.2, 11.4.1, 11.4.2 and Annex A1 were added. Previous
section 11.3 was deleted.




