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Name of Contractor: SISKA AND HENNESEY (C E M)                                                      Project:  RENEW OBSTETRICS UNIT

Location of Work:  FT.  IRWIN                              Contract/DO/PO Number :  DACA87-97-D-0039/DO 11

(USE SEPARATE REPORT FOR Each D.O./P.O. / Contract)       Date:  05-16-01

Work performed by contractor:
1 Plumber installing domestic water, med-gas lines.  Patching concrete slab.

2 Installing decking.

3 Interior wall framing.

4 Elect rough in boxes and conduit.

5 Abatement in rooms 289/290

Personnel on Site:

Superintendent: Scot Ponder (CEM)

Contractor Quality Control:  Jeff Treacher (Choctaw Contractors Inc.) 

Workers:                 

Significant Equipment on Site:

Deliberate Inspections made by QA Representative:  
.

Weather Conditions that affected the site: Weather did not cause any impact. 

Safety violations / Corrective measures taken: 

ALL SAFETY TO BE AS PER EM 385-1-1.

Checked site with Scot we talked about housekeeping in that it was slipping, Scot said that he would have a talk with his subs on this matter.  I ask about the Interim Life Safety Plan he stated that CEM was working on this plan and that Bill and Dave were scheduled to be up on 22 May to go over it with the hospital and me.  There were no other problems noted at this time.
Work Schedule 

Coordination with Facility Manager: I received an e-mail from Joyce that she had sent to Jeff Heim requesting the following items:  1.  Add two emergency power receptacles in the crash cart area 4 ft off the floor in the main LDRP corridor.  2.  Turn the bathroom off the C-section room into a janitor’s closet.  The bathroom is not needed, but a separate janitor’s closet for the OR is required.  3.  Add an additional emergency power outlet on the corridor across from the four LDPRs.  4.  Have Lloyd Electric replace the “B” panel.  They said it would be beneficial to them and it would be beneficial to us because we were going to retrofit that panel anyway.  When you look at the cost to replace versus retrofit and consider the condition of the panel, it just makes sense to replace it.  The e-mail was also sent to Scot (CEM), Mat McGovern, Barney Richmond, Nathan Chong, and Trillis Enders.
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