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What is a DRR RE Exception Explanation and why
are they necessary?
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First we need to understand what a DRR is and
what it represents.

* Document Review Report (Form 734-1903)

Qregen REVIEW
I o Fransportation DOCUMENTATION REVIEW REPORT (DRR) REVIEW DATE|
CONTRACT | PROJECT NAME (SECTION) e Olves Oio mem.‘ ETT— TR T
) Oves (W0 Laston e
PROJECT MANAGER bt FUEL escaLsmion] ves Lo TRAINING mﬁ%

o Between 1stand 2" Notification, the Region

ASPHALTEscataion] (ves (o | Clves Cino [ |
T

EY
A LOCAL oo} STEEL ESCALATION| [ves [0 Eigibie Pay ltems PREPARED BY (RAS)
o

Contractor Opted: (lves [to oue|

Assurance Specialist (RAS) will perform periodic

ECOMMEND AC
[oUSET WA SorATUE = 3

project documentation reviews on the project.

Y = T
oare oren el |ferel= This document replaces all prior DRRs or Completion Strategy and Action Plans. = | n(n:::;d |

o During each review any unresolved quantity or

quality details are noted on the DRR and are

generally expected to be resolved by the time the £

next review is completed.

o At the time of 2" Notification, the DRR is referred

to as a Completion Strategy and Action Plan with
the intent to get any outstanding items resolved

Djofojomooo@[oo(e|o

so that, the Final DRR can be issued.
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The Final DRR

* The Final DRR is issued by the RAS after
2nd notification has been issued and all
outstanding Quantity and/or Quality
issues that were previously identified on
the Action Plan have been resolved. e e

- The Final DRR will specifically state that, | | =
“No outstanding issues remain”.

* However, there are circumstances in
which materials are incorporated
without having all the required Quantity
or Quality documentation necessary for
acceptance.

* These instances must be documented
by a DRR Resident Engineer Exception e s —— _—
Explanation.
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How do we determine if a CCO or Exception is even necessary?
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Construction Materials and Work fall into one of the
following categories:

1. When Specified by the Contract, specified Materials and Work that are in close conformance with, or
Ft;(ceed)the Contract requirements, will be paid at the full price plus a premium price adjustment
onus

2. Materials and Work that are in close conformance with the Contract requirements are paid at the full
price.

3. Materials or Work that are not in close conformance with the requirements, but are considered
suitable for the intended purpose, may be approved for use with an appropriate adjustment
(reduction) in price. The RE must consult with the Professional of Record (POR) for the Work when
determining whether the Materials or Work is suitable for the intended purpose.

4.  Materials or Work that are not in close conformance with the Contract requirements, and are not
considered suitable for the intended purpose, shall be rejected and not incorporated into the finished
Work unless the defects are corrected in a manner acceptable to the RE.

Reference: Construction Manual - Chapter 12C
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A CCO or Exception is NOT required when...

* There are no changes to the Contract

* The Standard price adjustments listed in Section 12C-2 are being applied
(These are processed as a 6000 series payment CPS)

Examples:

Concal, StatSpec, Adjustments on some failing materials (i.e. Tack, Asphalt
Binder, etc.)

Lump Sum adjustments with estimated quantities found in the Special
Provisions
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A CCO is required when any of the following apply:

* There are changes to the requirements, * Allowing Non-Specification material to
specifications, or design. remain in place.

* There are changes in testing requirements.

* Money is due to ODOT (not covered by a Examples: ) _
standard price adjustment listed in Section ° ggjfb%'ft?}]% ST e e B9/ - ([ Heey e en
12C-2 of the Construction Manual). allowing the material to remain in place - may

« Money is due to the Contractor (not covered have to make an adjustment for shortened life

of the material over and above the adjustment
for strength)

o When accepting 3000 PSI concrete in place of

by a standard price adjustment listed in
Section 12C-2 of the Construction Manual).

* When there is a zero net cost and a change 4000 PSI
is made to the contract. o Usedqf non-Oregon Certified Permanent
seeding.

* Accepting a reduced quality product, also
known as “Non Standard Adjustment”



An Exception Explanation is used when...
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Acceptance of the materials is done by an alternate means

**Examples for Quality Deficiencies <*Examples for Quantity Deficiencies

» Missing QC Tests - Requires a » Missing Check Weights
Standard adjustment for missed test > Missing Tare Weights
s > Missing Scale Certification

> Missing Quality Compliance » Missing Weigh Back for Tack

Certification
» Missing Lab Inspection Report

» Missing ODOT QA Verification Test
(Requires concurrence from QAE)



RE Exception Explanation Document

Form 734-2704

**Heading Section
» Ensure the correct project information is
entered
» ldentify the appropriate Resident Engineer
» Exception Number

v' Sequential number based on total
number of exceptions for a given
project.

» Adjustment Information

v Applicable only if the Adjustment
Required Check Boxes are marked

v’ Identify the specific CPS 6000 Series
Adjustment number. For Example:

U Exception is for Bid Iltem 4002A

L CPS Adjustment number = 6402A

v Adjustment Amount

U Enter the total adjustment amount

that was calculated and entered
into CPS

— DOCUMENT REVIEW REPORT

T SUPPORTING DOCUMENTATION:

RESIDENT ENGINEER EXCEPTION EXPLANATION

PROJECT NAME
US101: Munsel Lake Rd to OR126, Curb Ramps (Florence)
CONTRACT NO. FEDERAL AID WO,
C15242 $009(515)
RESIDENT ENGINEER
Shane Prohaska, PE
ONNO. [ NO. AADJUSTMENT REQUIRED AADJUSTMENT AMOUNT
/A o NIA

Bid item | Spec
No. No.

Bl Missing
{ 40024 ‘ 540 ‘ Retaining Wall, Cast in Place ‘ QA Verification for PCC Aggregate ‘
MNOTE: I bid item is for HMAC, i i i ok Be speaific
izs i f e exoepti i iRcation fest, please indi required, and were
performed, E ing was mi

Explain why missing documentation could not be obtamed:

There were scheduling conflicts between ODOT QA, Contractor QC, and Contractor consiruction schedule, along
‘with the contract completion date nearing. It was a benefit to the public for the work to be completed before the
contract completion date. ODOT RE Office planned on using QA/IA already performed on these same
aggregates for another recent project, but was informed that separate QAA must be performed for every ODOT

contract, of timeline. (Total concrete quantity was approx. 7 CUYD)

QUALITY DEFICIENCIES [1 WA

What was the alternate method used to accept the material?

project that already had proper QA verification

See the following documentation attached to this form: Mix Design, Aggregate Analysis, Verification and Independent
Assurance for /4" Aggregate (C15177), Verification and Independent Assurance for Sand (C15177), QC for 3/4" Aggregate,
QC for Sand, Statistical Analysis for 34 Aggregate, and Statistical Analysis for Sand

The aggregates used for production of structural conerete for this retaining wall are of the same lot used on another ODOT

QUANTITY DEFICIENCIES [ WA
How was the quantity of the material verified?

CONSULTATIONS (attach email comespondence)
[X] Speciication Technical Owner  Name: David Dobson, PE
[ Professional of Record Name: Robert Coomes, PE

Date: 12/1/2022
Date: 12/52022

Quanity of Materal fiected
Quantity of Material Incorporated fec Unit Price (Affected Qty x Uit Price)
I 1LS (Ret Wall) 1LS (Ret Wall) $47,750.00 $47,750.00 |
o oA e
PROJECT RESIDENT ENGINEER DATE RAS DATE
(Type Name and wet sign if not processed (Type wet sign if not processed
through Doc Express) through Dos Express)

CONTRACT ADMINISTRATION ACTION

[ Participating
[ Mot Participating

Acceptsd Not Accepted (Retum to RE)
[m]

Prepare Contract Change Order
L[] Other (explain)

Coriract Adminisiration Enginesr Sgnaturs Tae




RE Exception Explanation Document

Form 734-2704

+*Bid Item Information
» |dentify the “Affected Bid Items”

» |dentify the applicable
specification number from the
Schedule of Items or applicable
CCO.

»|dentify the applicable ltem
Description from the Schedule of
ltems or applicable CCO.

» Explain what specific
documentation is missing.

DOCUMENT REVIEW REPORT
SUPPORTING DOCUMENTATION:

RESIDENT ENGINEER EXCEPTION EXPLANATION

PROJECT NAME
US101: Munsel Lake Rd to OR126, Curb Ramps (Florence)
CONTRACT NO. FEDERAL AID NO.
c15242 S008(515)
RESIDENT ENGINEER
Shane Prohaska, PE
ION NO. | NO. ‘ 'ADJUSTMENT REGUIRED ‘ ADJUSTMENT AMOUNT
NIA [ves [¥MNo NIA

Bid Item ‘ Spec ‘

No. No. BI Missing

4p024 ‘ 540 ‘ Retaining Wall, Cast in Place ‘ QA Verification for PCC Aggregate
NOTE: I bid item is for HUAC, i i i p B specific when i
s o, I the exoepi issing verfication feat, pleasz ind required, and. were

performed, 2 E g

Explain why missing documentation could not be obtained:

There were scheduling conflicts between ODOT QA, Contractor QC, and Contractor consiruction schedule, along
with the contract completion date nearing. It was a benefit to the public for the work to be completed before the
contract completion date. ODOT RE Office planned on using QA/IA already performed on these same
aggregates for another recent project, but was informed that separate QAA must be performed for every ODOT
contract, regardless of timeline. (Total concrete quantity was approx. 7 CUYD)

QUALITY DEFICIENCIES [1 WA

What was the alternate method used to accept the material?

The aggregates used for production of structural conerete for this retaining wall are of the same lot used on another ODOT
project that already had proper QA verification

See the following documentation attached to this form: Mix Design, Aggregate Analysis, Verification and Independent
Assurance for /4" Aggregate (C15177), Verification and Independent Assurance for Sand (C15177), QC for 3/4" Aggregate,
QC for Sand, Statistical Analysis for 34 Aggregate, and Statistical Analysis for Sand

QUANTITY DEFICIENCIES [ WA
How was the quantity of the material verified?

ONSULTATIONS (attach email corespondence)

[X] Speciication Technical Owner  Name: David Dobson, PE Date: 12/1/2022
[ Professional of Record Name: Robert Coomes, PE Date: 12/52022
Quantity of Material
Quantity of Material Incorporated fect Unit Price (Affected Qty x Unit Price)
I 1LS (Ret Wall) 1LS (Ret Wall) $47,750.00 $47,750.00 |
o oA e
PROJECT RESIDENT ENGINEER DATE RAS DATE
(Type Name and wet sign if not processed (Type wet sign if not processed
‘through Do Express) through Dos Express)
CONTRACT ADMINISTRATION ACTION
Acceptsd Not Accepted (Retum to RE)
[ Participating [] Prepars Contract Change Order
[ Mot Participating L[] Other (explain)

Coriract Adminisiration Enginesr Sgnaturs Tae



RE Exception Explanation Document

Form 734-2704

**The RE Explanation

» Describe why the documentation
could not be obtained

» Be as detailed as possible

»Try to paint a picture as to the
circumstances that surround the
deficiency.

»Include any efforts made in
attempting to obtain the
documentation

DOCUMENT REVIEW REPORT
SUPPORTING DOCUMENTATION:

RESIDENT ENGINEER EXCEPTION EXPLANATION

PROJECT NAME
US101: Munsel Lake Rd to OR126, Curb Ramps (Florence)
CONTRACT NO. FEDERAL AID NO.
c15242 S008(515)
RESIDENT ENGINEER
Shane Prohaska, PE
IONNQ. | NO. 'ADJUSTMENT REGUIRED ADJUSTMENT AMOUNT
NIA [ves [¥MNo NIA
Bid item | Spec
No. No. BI Missing
{ 40024 ‘ 540 ‘ Retaining Wall, Cast in Place ‘ QA Verification for PCC Aggregate ‘
NOTE: If bid item is for HMAC, f is ic "k Be specific [
lies o i the i ¥ssing verification test, please indi required, and. were.

performed, 2 E g

Explain why missing documentation could not be obtained:

There were scheduling conflicts between ODOT QA, Contractor QC, and Contractor consiruction schedule, along
with the contract completion date nearing. It was a benefit to the public for the work to be completed before the
contract completion date. ODOT RE Office planned on using QA/IA already performed on these same
aggregates for another recent project, but was informed that separate QAA must be performed for every ODOT
contract, regardless of timeline. (Total concrete quantity was approx. 7 CUYD)

QUALITY DEFICIENCIES [1 WA

What was the alternate method used to accept the material?

The aggregates used for production of structural conerete for this retaining wall are of the same lot used on another ODOT
project that already had proper QA verification

See the following documentation attached to this form: Mix Design, Aggregate Analysis, Verification and Independent
Assurance for /4" Aggregate (C15177), Verification and Independent Assurance for Sand (C15177), QC for 3/4" Aggregate,
QC for Sand, Statistical Analysis for 34 Aggregate, and Statistical Analysis for Sand

QUANTITY DEFICIENCIES [ WA
How was the quantity of the material verified?

ONSULTATIONS (attach email corespondence)

[H Specification Technical Owner Name: David Dobson, PE Date: 12/1/2022
[ Professional of Record Name: Robert Coomes, PE Date: 12/52022

Quantity of Material
Quantity of Material Incorporated

fect Unit Price (Affected Qty x Unit Price)
[ 1LS (Ret Wall) 1LS (Ret Wall) $47,750.00 $47,750.00 |
T A e
PROJECT RESIDENT ENGINEER DATE RAS DATE
(Type Name and wet sign f not processed Type wet sign if not processed
through Doc Express) through Dos Express)

CONTRACT ADMINISTRATION ACTION

Acceptsd Not Accepted (Retum to RE)
[ Participating [] Prepars Contract Change Order
[ Mot Participating L[] Other (explain)

Coriract Adminisiration Enginesr Sgnaturs Tae



RE Exception Explanation Document

Form 734-2704

+*Specific Deficiency

» Typically will be Quality or Quantity, not
both.

» Use the N/A box for the non-applicable
scenario.

» For Quality, this section describes the
alternate means of Acceptance.

» For Quantity, this section describes how
the quantity of material was verified.

» Be specific and detailed. Show how the
RE is accepting the material or verifying
the measured quantities in lieu of the
missing documentation.

» Attach as much supporting data to
justify the decision as possible.

— DOCUMENT REVIEW REPORT
- SUPPORTING DOCUMENTATION:
RESIDENT ENGINEER EXCEPTION EXPLANATION
PROJECT NAME
US101: Munsel Lake Rd to OR126, Curb Ramps (Florence)
CONTRACT NO. FEDERAL AID NO.
C15242 5009(515)
RESIDENT ENGINEER
Shane Prohaska, PE
ION NO. | NO. 'ADJUSTMENT REGUIRED ADJUSTMENT AMOUNT
NIA [qHa WA
‘ Bid ftem ‘ Spec ‘ ‘
No. No. BI Missing
[ D024 ‘ 540 ‘ Retaining Wall, Cast in Place ‘ QA Verification for PCC Aggregate ‘
NOTE: If bid item is for HMAC, f is ic "k Be specific [
iz to.f th i e iRcation fest, please indi required and wers

-t i ;i R

Explain why missing documentation could not be obtained:

There were scheduling conflicts between ODOT QA, Contractor QC, and Contractor consiruction schedule, along
with the contract completion date nearing. It was a benefit to the public for the work to be completed before the
contract completion date. ODOT RE Office planned on using QA/IA already performed on these same
aggregates for another recent project, but was informed that separate QAA must be performed for every ODOT
contract, regardless of timeline. (Total concrete quantity was approx. 7 CUYD)

QUALITY DEFICIENCIES [1 WA

What was the alternate method used to accept the material?
The aggregates used for production of structural conerete for this retaining wall are of the same lot used on another ODOT
project that already had proper QA verification

See the following documentation attached to this form: Mix Design, Aggregate Analysis, Verification and Independent
Assurance for /4" Aggregate (C15177), Verification and Independent Assurance for Sand (C15177), QC for 3/4" Aggregate,
QC for Sand, Statistical Analysis for 34 Aggregate, and Statistical Analysis for Sand

QUANTITY DEFICIENCIES [ WA
How was the quantity of the material verified?

CONSULTATIONS (attach email comespondence)

[X] Speciication Technical Owner  Name: David Dobson, PE Date: 12/1/2022
[ Professional of Record Name: Robert Coomes, PE Date: 12/52022
Quantity of Material ected
Quantity of Material Incorporated fect Unit Price (Affected Qty x Unit Price)
I LS (Ret Wall) LS (Ret Wall) $47,750.00 $47,750.00 |

To e v e e e

PROJECT RESIDENT ENGINEER DATE RAS DATE
(Type Name and wet sign f not processed Type wet sign if not processed
through Doc Express) through Dos Express)

CONTRACT ADMINISTRATION ACTION

Acceptsd Not Accepted (Retum to RE)
[ Participating [] Prepars Contract Change Order
[ Mot Participating L[] Other (explain)

Coriract Adminisiration Enginesr Sgnaturs Tae



onsultations - Specification Technical Owner

* Need to include email
concurrence

» Required for all Exceptions

* Technical Resource List
» Organized numerically by Section
number.

* ODOT Specification Web Page

» Found under the “Discipline Specific
Contact” section.

> https://www.oregon.gov/odot/Busin

ess/Pages/Standard Specifications
.aSpXx

TECHNICAL RESOURCE LIST

UPDATED 01-30-23 TECHNICAL RESOURCES et e TAKEHOLDER
Primary Measurement and
Section Section Title Responsible Resource Position Eess Ehons Payment Stakeholder Position | Stakeholder Name
= Name Number
Unit Resource
- Senior Bridge Measurement
00520 |Driven Piles Erqneer Susan Odliz | (503) 986-3377
Steel Reinforcement for Prestressed Concrete Standards - it Structure Services
00530 Concrete Bridge Engineering Enginesr Tanarat Potisuk 2 = Enginesr David Dobson
Senior Bridge Preservation Measurement
00532 |Rebar Continuity Brigge Engineering Enaneer Fred Gomez | (503) 856-6449 + BOM Standards Engineer |  Rebecca Burrow
00535 |PostInstalled Anchor System | Bridge Engineering | estressed Conerete Standards |+ o | (503) ag5-3342 |  Measurement Structure Services David Dobson
Engineer ayment Engineer
Presiressed Concrete Standards rement
00536 |Intemal Shear Anchors Bridge Engineering neer Tanarat Potisuk | (503) 986-3342 ==
Prestressed Concrete Standards Measurement
00538 |Crack Injecting Existing Bridges | Bridge Engineering Erameor Tanarat Potisuk | (503) 986-3342 e
00539 |Concrete and Crack Sealing | Stuctre Services | Stuctural Materas Engineer | Dava Dobson | (503) 9s6-ges |  Medsurement
Measurement SWI.ZLIFE Services David Dobson
00540 |Stuctural Conerete Bridge Engineering |  BDM Standards Engineer | Rebecca Burow | (503) 9514333 |——baumenl 1 e’
‘Measurement Quality Assurance Lamy I
Payment Engineer Lan i
Ultra High Performance Prestressed Concrete Standards Measurement
1 Measurement
0054 Concrete Bridge Engineering Engineer Tanarat Potisuk | (503) 986-3342 P,
N Measurement
00542 |Concrete Repair Bridge Engineering Structural Design Engineer | Mats Halvardson | (503) 986-3325 F—
00543 |Architectural Treatment Bridge Engineering BDM Standards Engineer | Rebecca Burow | (503) 951-0333 %
Reinforced Concrete Bridge Measurement
wosas | e Brigge Engineering |  BOM Standards Engineer | Rebecca Burow | (503) 951-9333
Precast Prestressed Concrete . Prestressed Concrete Standards Measurement Structure Services
00850 |\ tembers Bridge Engineering Engineer Tanarat Potisuk | (503) 986-3342 ayment ngineer David Dobson
Measurement | Prestressed Concrete:
00555  |Post-Tensioning Structure Sefvices | Structural Materials Engineer |  David Dobson | (503) 986-6628 - Standards Engineer Tanarat Potistk
Multi-Layer Polymer Concrete Measurement Quality Assurance
00556 Overlays Structure Services | Structural Materials Engineer David Dobson | (503) 986-6628 T Enginesr Lamy lig
Pre Mixed Polymer Concrele R - Measurement
00557 Overlays Structure Services | Structural Materials Engineer David Dobson | (503)986-6628 | =S =C== | BDM Standards Engineer | Rebecca Burrow
Measurement Quality Assurance
David Dobson R N Lamy lig
00559 [Structural Conerete Overtays | Structure Services | Structure Quality Engineer (503) 986-6628 | —cayment Engineer
BOM Standards Engineer | Rebecca Burrow




Consultations - Professional of Record

* Need to include email

concurrence
> Required for all Exceptions except T o
the following:
o Exceptions for Measurement only B
need concurrence from the CAU
TeC h n ICa | ReSO u rCe PROFESSIONAL OF RECORD CERTIFICATION(s):
= Section 00190 of the General R | SALEEATE BT

Specifications
= (.80 Subsections of the Technical
Specifications (00205 - 03020).
o Exceptions for Payment only need .
concurrence from the CAU Technical =
Resource

= (.90 Subsections of the Technical
Specifications (00205 - 03020)

Section 00305, 00310, 00320, 00330, 00331, 00350,
" 00440, 00620, 00641, 00730, 00745, 00748, 00759,
& 02320 and 02630.

129/321




RE Exception Explanation Document

Form 734-2704

+* Affected Cost

» Not to be confused with the “Adjustment
Amount” previously covered in the
Heading Section

» The Intent is to show the “Potential”
Affected Cost if it is determined that the
work or materials represented by the
Exception will be designated as “Not
Participating” for Federal Funding.

» Quantity of Material Incorporated

U Generally the entire bid item(s) the
Exception pertains to.

» Quantity of Material Affected

U Represents only the portion of work or
materials the missing documentation
pertains to.

= DOCUMENT REVIEW REPORT
e SUPPORTING DOCUMENTATION:
RESIDENT ENGINEER EXCEPTION EXPLANATION
E@%E«mm; Lake Rd to OR126, Curb Ramps (Florence)
CONTRACT NO. FEDERAL AID NO.
C15242 $009(515)
RESIDENT ENGINEER
Shane Prohaska, PE
ION NO. | n?A ADJ\IIJSTMENTBSE"?U\RED ,'AﬁiUSWENT»MWNT

Bid item | Spec
No. No.

. . BI Missing
{ 40024 ‘ 540 ‘ Retaining Wall, Cast in Place ‘ QA Verification for PCC Aggregate ‘
NOTE: If bid item is for HMAC, f is ic "k Be specific [
lies o i the i £ ffication fest, please indic required, and. were.
bt 2 . i g vereatt

Explain why missing documentation could not be obtamed:

There were scheduling conflicts between ODOT QA, Contractor QC, and Contractor consiruction schedule, along
with the contract completion date nearing. It was a benefit to the public for the work to be completed before the
contract completion date. ODOT RE Office planned on using QA/IA already performed on these same
aggregates for another recent project, but was informed that separate QAA must be performed for every ODOT
contract, regardless of timeline. (Total concrete quantity was approx. 7 CUYD)

QUALITY DEFICIENCIES [1 WA

What was the alternate method used to accept the material?

grojectnat already nad proper QA veifcation

Ses the followng documentation atached to this frm Mix Design, Aggregate Analysis, Verification and Independent
Assuranee for /4" Aggregate cmsm] effeation and Independent Assurance for San n(cmm QC for 314" Aggregate,
QC for Sand, Statistical Analysis for 344" Aggregnl and Statistical Analysis for

The aggregates used for production of structural conerete for this retaining wall are of the same lot used on another ODOT

QUANTITY DEFICIENCIES [ WA
How was the quantity of the material verified?

CONSULTATIONS (attach email comespondence)
Specification Technical Owner  Name: David Dobson, PE
[ Professional of Record Name: Robert Coomes, PE

Date: 12/1/2022
Date: 12/52022

Quantity of Material
Quantity of Material Incorporated

fect
I LS (Ret Wall) LS (Ret Wall)

ected
Unit Price (Affected Qty x Unit Price)
$47,750.00

347,750.00

T v e

FROJECTRE DATE RAS
ffypeNm\eanﬂwet ign f nat processed

rough Doc Express) thr m-ghDﬂcEwrSSI

sign i not processed

DATE

C ONTRACT ADMINISTRATION ACTION
Not Acc

D Participating
[ Mot Participating

cepted (Retum to i
[] Prepare Comract Change Crder
[ Other (explain)

Coriract Adminisiration Enginesr Sgnaturs Tae



RE Exception Explanation Document

Form 734-2704

+* Affected Cost - Cont.

» Quantity of Material Affected

U For Bid Items measured on the Unit,
Length, Area, Weight, Volume, or Time
Basis the affected material should be
limited to only what the missing
documentation represents.

L For Lump Sum Basis items, it may be
the entire Bid ltem.

» Unit Price

dBased on the Schedule of Items in
the Special Provisions or the Pay Item
in the CCO for the applicable Bid Item
the Exception represents.

» Affected Cost

» The “Quantity of Material Affected”
multiplied by the “Unit Price”

Assurance for 3/4" Aggregate (C15177), Verification and Indepe?\dyentvﬂsgurance for Sand (C15177), QC for 314" Aggregate,
QC for Sand, Statistical Analysis for 3/4" Aggregate, and Statistical Analysis for Sand.

QUANTITY DEFICIENCIES [X] N/A

How was the quantity of the material verified?

CONSULTATIONS (attach email correspondence)

X Specification Technical Owner
B Professional of Record

Name: David Dobson. PE
Name: Robert Coomes, PE

Date: 12/1/2022

Date: 12/5/2022

Quantity of Material

Affected Cost

Quantity of Material Incorporated Affected Unit Price (Affected Qty x Unit Price)
1LS (Ret Wall) 1LS (Ret Wall) $47,750.00 $47.750.00
To calculate, nONT-CIck and seiect Update
rrrrr
PROJECT RESIDENT ENGINEER DATE RAS SIGNATURE/REVIEWED DATE
(Type Name and wet sign if not processed (Type Name and wet sign if not processed
through Doc Express) through Doc Express)
Oregon
m Oregon CONTRACT CHANGE ORDER (Page 2)
of Transportation
[PRoIECT NAME (SECTION) [CONTRACT NO. CCO NO.
US101: Munsel Lake Rd to OR126, Curb Ramps (Florence) C15242 2
PAYITEM | SUBIOB DESCRIPTION UNIT UNIT PRICE EST. QTV. AMOUNT
4002A 011 |Retaining Wall, Cast in Place Ls $47,750.00) 1.00 $47,750.00)
anmn n11 Inolate RINIGA Rat Wall Mad Grau &g 4nn nn 100 &g 4nn nnl




RE Exception Explanation Document

Form 734-2704

**Required Signatures

> P ro e Ct R eS I d e nt E n I n e e r PROJECT RESIDENT ENGINEER DATE RAS SIGNATURE/REVIEWED DATE
(Type Name and wet sign if not processed (Type Name and wet sign if not processed

through Doc Express) through Doc Express)
DTyp!Ca”y C% ptureq .Wlth Ap_proved by CONTRACT ADMINISTRATION ACTION
Project RE” transition step in Doc Accepted NotAcceplss Retm oRE)

[] Participating
Express

] Not Participating [[] Other (explain)
D |f Wet Sign ed -th e “Ap p roved by Proj eCt Contract Administration Engineer Signature Date
RE” transition should be skipped to N
avo i d CO nfl i Cti n g S i gn atu re d ates - Document Title Document Title Example Type

. . . BI#### Exceptioni# BI0580 Exception01 Exception
> RAS ( Reglon ASSU ra nce SpeCIa I Ist) 7 Form Number Last Updated
Submitted by RE Office Submitted to Drawer: ~ ZOOA - Agency Submittal 734-2704 19-Mar-21
A i Order Document Transition Step Transition By  Transition To Publish To
U Doc Express requires “Accepted by
” ] 2 In Review [Markup) RE Office Reviewed by RE Office (New Document Option)
RAS tra n S It I O n to Ca pt U re RAS 3 [Reviewed by RE Office (New Document Option) Project RE |Approved by Project RE*
. 4 Approved by Project RE* RAS \Accepted by RAS*
S | gn at u re . 5 |Accepted by RAS® (Contract Admin [ | [Reviewed/Accepted by CAU {Markup and New Document Opti
6 |Reviewed/Accepted by CAU (Markup and New Document | |CAE/SCME |Approved by CAE/SCME*
= = = = 7 |Approved by CAE/SCME* (contract Admin | |Ready to Publish
» Contract Administration Engineer
9 [publish* (Contract Admin { 12008 - Agency Internal

> DOC Exp ress req u i res “Ap p roved by General CAU to publish for data entry purposes. Supporting  Technical Resource correspondence

Comments Documents  Professional of Record correspondence



