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RFINo.: 1278 Subcontractor (f applicabls): Renaissance Coritractors Date  7/02/57 ADDISON AIRPORT TUNNEL ADDISON AIRPORT TUNNEL Subcontractor (if applicable): Zachry/Monterey & Mastec Date _6/28/97 ADDISON AIRPORT TUNNEL N
Subecontractor (if spplicable): Date 09-Jul-97 Originator: J.Gardner . . Originator. J. Gardner 203t/ 1238
Pp . e —_ o RFINo.: 125 RFINo.: 124
|Origmatar. Majed Limam Subject: 5.W. Bell vault / water lin€ ‘A" Reply Req'd By: B. Leech Subcontractor (if applicable): Date 01-Jul-97 Sub (if applicable): Rensicance - Subject: Instrumentation relocations Reply Req'd By: B. Leech , . RFINo.:

- - - e TR TnoRT - bj . — Date 01-Jal-97 eply By: Subeontsactor (if applicable): Zachry/Monterey Date 26-Aug-97
Subject: Conflict betwoen 60" storm sewerB and existing 8" sanitary {Reply Req'd By: _7/10/97 (ASAP DrwiSpec. No.. N SE Distribution Ust: B. Leech — : __ Originator___ Majed Limam — , _ [Otizinator,___ Majed Limam DrwiSpec. No.. “T137-133 Distribution List B. Leech S M T ue
Drw/Spec. No.: Sheet C40, C41 tribution List: Mazjed Limam Subject: Bxisting duct line protrades into lime at Dooley Road. ‘dBy. 08.7ul-97 Dmm ln;(ﬂﬁ:;bﬁ;em pipe encssement st Line B and Dooley Rosd d 03-lun-97 Majed Limam Subject: Summary of as-built instruments locations = pgl:ch r'.d o ajos Sxmn;r;

I IR::SG . Bro n MikeBarber Drw/Spec. No.; C28 iborion List _Drw/Spec, No.: BA ) ibution List: Problem: Spike Hubenak Drw/Spec. No.: Dism‘buu?m Lil;l: =
' Renai S.W. Bell's contractor installed a vault behind the curb along the east side of Midway Rd., to the north of the Problem: ;‘;G;dw Prohlent: Nivarctte The instrumentation locations shown in the plans will create problems with taxiway traffic during installation and Spike Hubcnak
|Brown & Root intersection with Keller Springs Rd. In order to sty within their ROW, the cantractor installed vault where it will avaratts while monitoring during the tunnelling operaion. Problem: MasTek
This is an sdditive to RFI 127. now interfere with the placement ofthewntﬂlin shown on the plans. Existing concrets encased duct profrudes fnto fivoe 2t Dooley road. m“‘mw"' izted with the pipe fupport footing at line B.
dditine] info required by HDR e v ! difference in clevation bet 1 y r . - oD ¢ xment elevation at the southern end of the strictare pretrudrs into the lime & CIR Road.
S ™ w-! ;1: inches {the ;;sanmt bu'nghi;;) HB mﬁ%‘%‘.‘?__ m:tf::aﬁon of th?d:: o lwveyadtmn' 'm o As shown an the drawing attached, the elevation of the southem odge is at around 63432, The top dm :lvmmm at Per your request, Zachry/Monterey is providing a y of all the instrument locations that have moved, along with
o siopped l2ying e 60 pipe af station 172067 (Line B Sta) Fiozse aiviae A . ass in the _E"L"IA‘?UZ fust 7 1/4" higher. Dooley calls for 6" of lime, 6" of CTB and 4 1/4° of Asphalt._The bottom of subprads the reason for moving them. Thc Summary was provided by Zachry/Montercy's subcontractor, MAS-TEK engineenng,
The existing sanitaty intersects Line B align. at sta 0491.83 ;Nh-x;:lmmm ::lfibe around 633'.57. . . . who installed all the geotechnical instruments in the project.
The old 60" pipe connects to line B at sta. 0+47.83 T S e g float g&“g““ﬁ:ﬂ’)m"ﬁ The pépe alignment intersects the CL of tunnel alignment at '
The existing inlet at Dooley flow line is 624.07' (Connects to line B shown on C41) | st A clevation .36 (not 626.88).
Existing Manhole north of line B at sta. -1+03.69 (Flow line 620.24)
;:s.;l;lfn rmx; or extr:j ;;O:Vl(x:l‘i':i:fi ‘:::; :h:n R?Fl? YY Possible P or extra work invoved with This RFI7 N Y v #mbu ——— Possible sework or e work involved with this RFT? Y Possible rework or extra work involved with this RFI? N Y.v _
Estimate of time spent cvaluating, finding altemata solution o RFI?  Engincering: 1 Hrs Delays in project axecution involved with this RF1? Nv Y Deleys i projet ccution invalved withthis RET " N e of ot evaiaing, g altrmats sbaion wRETY ineeri Dotays in project execution involved with this RFI? NoooYY Possible rework: or extra work iavolved with this RFI? N
Surveying Crew: 1 Hrs |Estimate of ime spant evalusting, finding altemate solution to RFI? Enginesring: | Hrs ate of time cvaluatine. find: ation to RFT) L Engineering: 4 Hrs Estimate of time spent evaluating, finding altemate solution to RFI? Engineering: 5 Hrs Delays w project execution involved with this RFI? N
Other: ? Hirs (Renaissance) Survaying Crew: 1 Hrs Estima speat g, finding aliemate solution to Engmzf:’mg: 1 Hrs Surveying Crew: H:s Hrs Surveying Crew: 2 Hrs Estimate of time spent evaluating, finding alternate solution to RFI? Enginecring: Hrs
Proposed Solution by Contractor By: |Date: iReviewed By: Other: Hrs (S)mm m_‘ ng Crew: 3[“ Hrs posed Solution by C Br. Dore: ;R:vio;ved B —— Other: 5 Hrs Surveying Crew: Hrs
. R - S — Proposed Soiution by Contrctor By: J. Gardner [Date: 7/02/97 |Reviewsd By: Proposed Soltion by Contractor By. Dt Reviewed By: Proposed Solution by Contractor By Zachry/Monterey  |Date: 6/28/97 |[Reviewed By: e e e Other: Hrs
- — There appears to be enough room between the back of curb and the west side of the vault for the water line to pass. Pleass advise Relocate the instruments to minimize any obstructions, safety hazartds and/ or inconveniences to both airport traffic Oposes Jotion By Zontadtor Y [Date: ~ ReviewedBy.
, — The narrow space now allowed, may require our pipe subcontractor, Renaissance Construction, 10 undergo some and Mastec's operations. Please advise of acceptable alternate locations.
e e —_— minor adjustments/ precautions during water line installation, but it appears that, if permissible, the water line could . . b —— — — B
| N be routed around the vault. [IN] _%ur_shad . v1.P2 ) 3 . DM 1 L3 -
Ao Bév-y | — ——
Response by Construction Management: el of ey _(GZans  STA: otoc 1o STy Response by O Jon Manag N e _
1+ 80,051 _4S _ Sheowl o ATTAGED MACKOSS.  [Geteca ouw - ) AS  Sitoedhy o) SHT TI08A SRS T (Gt T BatTom o). onF
A o e NGS &S (SSusY Response by Construction Managament  (eo Aol 'S Secuqgoms ABLUL ACPATARS Response by Construction Mansgement:  ( m& 70 RoTh Siows OF Chde, A ED Conc, AN DD s Ares  Cocarty” TiNG TOP o Cone, GHAIGMWS ; - ~ Response by Construction Management:
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| Solution B AocomuaniBate: 1o/ 57 IReviewed by [Date: _Sotution By AUZL3D jReviewed by | Date; — — :
— izl TR e o 5 Solution By: LZA o snaanlDate: 7/7/37 [Reviewed by: [Date; Solution Bv: Date: Revioodbe D
ution By: A : 5 eviewed by: : - < . v e .
. BY: {4t G & 7/4/97 l? Solution By. ¢, Y2 U Llrdbate:  1/3 J57  |Reviewed by [Oaty:
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JDISON AIRPORT TuNNEL n ¢-35" | ADDISON AIRPORT TUNNEL - JOB #9080.01 yez 12 ADDISON AIRPORT TUNNEL - JOB #9080. Hers 120 \DDISON AIRPORT TUNNEL - JOB #9080l@4 10 1997 #»2 # 1Q ADDISON AIRPORT TUNNEL MAY 23 97 o
et o 0 o SBrown & Root lnc. RFINo. 122 RFINo: 010 _| Brown & Root, IRETNo.: 009 NS wivo. 1+ | ~ADDISON AIRPORT TUNNEL - JOB #9080.01 OF B 1 -

Subcontractor 1 applicable): R Const _ Date 6/12/97 | | Subcontractor (if applicable): Date  06/1197] | Subcontractor (if applicable): Date  O6/UMT] | subcontractor (f applicable): Mas-Tek Engineering & Associates, IncB™W" & RO INGyory 06110757 Subcontractor (it applicable): Date _22:May-97 RFINo.: 007

(7 Originator: HB Zachry Co. ! . . e E é PR = ] Orginator ) Gardrar Subcontractor (if applicable): o Date 05/21/97
tb]ect: Conflict in alignmest of Saaitary Scwer “A” and existing corcrets ductbank __|Reply Reg'd ?Vi J Gardner _Subject: Control of rv'latcn'als. : ) 'R‘epl\./ Re'q‘d By: D. Hubenak Subject: Generator and Transformer Pad Conflict Reply Reg'd By: D. Hubenak Subject: Borehols Extensometer Installation Reply Req'd Bv: D. Hubenak l E ‘ Subject: Conflict in location of San. Sewer ‘A’ manholes & Gas line Reply Req'd By: 10 days - -

Drw/Spec. No.: |Olstribution List: Drw/Spec. No.: Special Provision to Item 6 and [tem 5.5 Distribution List: Drw/Spec. No.: Distnbution List: Drw/Spec. No.. 4104 Distribution List: DrwiSpec. No.: Sheet 35A Dietribution List Subject: Instrumentation ‘Replv Regq'd Bv: D. Hubenak

Bill Leech . Jim Roskie - Monterey Jim Roskie - Monterey Jim Roskie - Monterey Bill Leech Drw/Spec. No.: Special Spec Item 4104 Distribution List:

Problem: An existing electrical ductbank is not located as shown in plans. t runs M“!#LMCO on o Problem: Job 9080.01 - 010 Job 9080.01 - 009 Job 9080.01 - 008 Problem: Majed Limam Jim Roskie - Monterey
instead, directly gver the top of proposed Sanitary sewer lins "A" for | Renaissance Constnu " m: Problem: Problem: In the area where Sanitary Sewer ‘A" and the proposed third party Gas Job 9080.01 - 007
aproximately 35 feet. _ S e ST B T T Sl Provision i Do ITRTTE — line both pass beneath future Dooley Rd., the two sanitary manholes Problem:

1 6.2. of the above referenced Special Provision states "Design, sampling, and testng, including i : : . - . " - - : ; - - - - -
DISTRIBUTION USY professional quality control efforts in general, will be performed by engineering testing laboratories. Such gmt;ed is a sketch (not to scale) which shows & new power pole (#2) in conflict with Emergency Generator Attached is a letter from the above referenced subcontractor indicating their schedule for the instailation of :’: :,I;h:,:,s'?: ot Dooley w'". be built against th? out.snde wa]l of the gas condul *** SEE ATTACHED ***
gsfc‘e' o services will be provided at the direction and expense of the Authority, except as may be specified for [tem borehale extensometers BEX-1 and BEX-2. They Elm to install these on July 20 beginning at 4:00 am. and e the manholes will apparently be buiit, this gas line will be active.
e o7, grd B} 441 and SP, "Steel Structures™. An exception to the above is the requirement that the Contractor develop all z}t}wrggle&:&h l:(;};;:; l!‘h":s' gg:‘:rgm“qed }; the Addxsg‘?inAzon };h:alﬂ;’;‘g? date fo;mlanon
:_'_; e S =4 ‘ - Portland cement concrete and hot mix asphlatic concrete designs and prepare and analyze trial and hot bin subm’i,tml onor bet%re Tuge 20 7997' comtingent upon recciving an 2pp
' batches of the different designs as appropriate, as directed by the Engineer, entirely at its expense.” item 5.5 ’
of the TXDOT Blue Book states "...plans shall govern over standard and special specifications, and special .
i provisions shall govern over both standard and special specificatons and plans. Il’)os;sxble' rewo'rk or cxtra. wo‘rk mvoIth‘ w:th.thxs RFT? Y N
' Psee ATy vou Rire o s It has been brought to our attention that the shoterete testing during construction is the responsibility of the elays in project execution involved with this RFI? Y N ‘ ,
Contractor. The above referenced Special Provision and General Requirement indicate to us that the Estimate of time spent evaluating, finding altemate solution to RFI? Engineering: 025 Hrs Possible rework or extra work involved with this RFI? Y N Possible rework or extra work involved with this RFI? Y N
g . required design and trial testing is thy Contractor and the required testi i i Surveying Crew: Hrs ! ; . , ‘
Possible rework cr extra wark involved with mlsFTFI? : : v S is c:he expensfz:)f he Au!horitya tl}sm:f :;pe\r:epcl):n t!:: usc; e ';ek i, a«;re :m . &tc:fsnogc gntxcr:nti c;r;itir::t[x;: , Othury g Hrs Delays in project execution involved with this RFI? v N [P):ls:lblg rewc‘nr:;t or extra work involved with this RFI? N Delays in project execution involved with this RFI? Y N
. " . is RFI? : ¢ s s - s g & . K . . . . . ys in project execution involved with this RFI? ; ; ; . ; : [
g:‘tiay:ti: :fn:lj:': :" :nc:’:::lll:::ﬁ:‘;m:lx::gmall:emate salution to RFI? Engineerdng: 12 Hrs design and trial tests at our expense and expect the construction testing to be at the Authority's expense. Proposed Solution by Contractor By: Hubenak {Date: 06/11/9 |Reviewed By: nate of time spent evaluating, finding alternate solutfon to RFI? Engineering: 025 Hrs ‘imate of tijme spent evalua:in; ﬁr‘x’:ing a'I:emate solution to RFI? N Engineering Hrs Fetimate of ime spent evaluating, finding altermate solution to RET? Engineering: 2o
™ P ' Surveying Crew: 12 Hrs Possible rework or extra work involved with this RFI? Y N Shift both Emergency Generator Pads and the Transformer Pad approximately three feet (3) to the north gtu;vcymg Crew: S‘s ' ' Surveying o Hre Surveying Crew: Hrs
Other: Hrs Delays in project execution involved with this RFI? N N northwest to get power pole #2 out of condlict. - SE = ot o : - Other: Hes
. . ) ) . o L Proposed Solution by Contractor By: {Date: {Reviewed By: er. s Proposed Solution by Contractor By: Date Reviewed By:
. ,oposad Solution by Contmctor By: Rm__isg;_wﬁﬁ____;_,wmm 6/12/97__|Reviewsd By: j Gardner Estimate of time spent evaluating, finding alternate solution to RFI? Engme?nng: 0.5 Hrs e &-v OSTNEUTON UST v Proposed Solution by Contractor By J. Gardner |Date: 5122197 [Reviewed By: J. Gardner - i S
To this aroa, there is adequate distance (> 12 ££.) between the sanitacy line and the proposed water lins to move the snitary line Surveying Crew: Hrs ?L?(E‘rgng};? 3L - In this area, where the gas line, sanitary line and water line are all ‘squeezed’ into a narrow slot, there
closer to the water line and avoid having to run directluy beneath the existing ductbank. EY:—mFmdS the d“m:i‘l"i“ nerh - Other: Hrs NI S % . appears to be room to move the two sanitary manhoies on either side of new Dooley Rd. directly to the North.
and relocating the sanitary lhfe about 3'feet(o the west, the problem czu probably be Fiel e Proposed Solution by Contractor By: iDate: {Reviewed By: D SLCALE . Moving the manholes (and the connecting sewer pipe) 4 feet to the north would eliminate having to build the 4'
and incorporated in the final 'As-builts” diameter manholes directly alongside an active gas line later. This short distance would change the slope of the
: r sanitary pipe slope so slightly, that adjusting manhole elevations probably would not be necessary. _Also, there
H . N . X DOC NGMT y ,
I Response by Construction Managems:m. Mo, fas  Canwaforc Q‘ 4.! e seroretS Fopesa \ Pesie oy Yo i e paar appears to be adequate room for the sanitary line to still pass under the storm sewer in this same area, if moved.
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Reaponse by Construction Management: | Yy s> Caed ! - Response by Construction Management: .
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e ©F (550 Loudrs T Lo : Solution By: f#fdeommnIDate: /e R (57 |Reviewed by: IDate: ] - o
. - Solution By: 1Date: {Reviewed by: iDate: - -
Solution By: ‘Date: iReviewed by: 1Date: - - -— B
Solution By: Qg’ [Date: &/-2(57 |Reviewed by: Oate: . Solution By: {Date: {Reviewed by: |Date:
Solution BVt fifduome—Date: G /10/G7 Reviewed by: Date:
£LACHRY COMPANY 116 ZACHRY-MONTEREY RECSIVED 115 H. B. ZACHRY COMPANY 1 |
QUEST FOR INFORMATION REQUEST FOR INFORMATION ., . oo, _ REQUEST FOR INFORMATION RECEIVED 14 . B.ZACHRY COMPANY 113 | H. B. ZACHRY COMPANY 112
DISON AIRPORT TUNNEL ADDISON AIRPORT TUNNEL - JOB #offoloh " 7 wpeweza s ADDISON AIRPORT TUNNEL L1 97 L REQUEST FOR INFORMATION REQUEST FOR INFORMATION MY 16 197
.~ " »
J RFINo.: (Il Brown & Root,Ine, RFINo. 006 . ) RF1 No.: 14 1. DISON AIRPORT TUNNEL ADDISON AIRPORT TUNNEL )
Subcontractor (if applicable): Date  10f21]41 Subcontractor (if applicable): Date 05/20/97 subcontractor (if applicable):  Renaissance Construction Brown & nwul InG, Date 20-May-97 RFINo. 113 ) . RFI No.: __inz 4 |
- — Renlv Rea'd Bv: D. Hubenak D\’% Originator: J. Gardner Subcontractor (if applicable): NA _ Da':d i 15-May-97 Subcontractor (if applicable): R - P“‘ B-Mev-97
Subject: Rz MForCED 1EARTY rombPat REQuesT IReplv Rea'd Bv: pefi® Subject: Shotcrete - Proportioning and Mixing eplv Req'd By: D. Huben Subject: Layout /dimensioning discrepancy @ Pipe Culvert 2 Reply Req'd 10 days - - - Origstar Majed Limam - glaator: Jim Gardner
Drw/Spec. No.: - - Distribution List: Drw/Spec. No.: Special Spec 4102-3.2.A. Distribution List: DrwiSpec. No.: Sha}:ns C46 & C48 Distribution List: Subject:_Right Of Way and E Jocarion, Reply Roqd By: __19-Mav-97 Subject: Reply Reqd By: __ 19-May-97
&t'u. LEEGS Jim Roskie - Monterey Bill Leech - Drw/Spec. No.: C29, C30,C31 ibution List: Drw/Spec. No.: Distribution List:
— ) Job 9080.01 - 006 - . e fBrown & Root Brown & Root: Thomas Kelley
Problem: MNA SIED Limas) Problem: roblem: . Majed Limam Problem: RossN. Problem: [Renaissance: Mike Barber
W~ - DL , | Rewss. eAatu o : Offset Stationing (84.59 ft. Right of Sta 33+37.58 ) for the end of Pipe Renaissance Contractors jed Limam H. B. Zachry: Majed Limam
. . ~ Culvert 2 as detailed on sheet C46, does not comespond to the 242.59
Wl ED@ AR REGARONNG | ATEASL - - s - - . pon : [fim Gardner
=t PRESS IRES MWD L i X Aas DL S § SEN gl:; t“g:;’: d'gf}”;tcigtseﬁ‘m" specifics to"have aggregate and cement proportioned by an approved batching ft. length of pipe culvert dimensioned on sheet C48 when laid out in field. H B. Zachry Co. peeds claifications on exact location of ROW & Eascment Line. The rock directly below the storm sewer support (Line B) is possibly weatherd and/or fissured. FI NA L R EC O R D
TS Tt RLE At O PE DSl Eot A Capaa The rock anchors that we install through this rock to support the pipe and tunnel arch may not serve their purpose if DRAW'NG
_ ReouesT spoxied nd as planned
) Possible rework or extra work involved with this RFI? Y N Date: 1 2/25/99
, Delays in project execution involved with this RFI1? Y N
Estimate of time spent evaluating, finding alternate solution to RFI7 Engineering: 0.5
Surveying Crew: Hrs
Other: Hrs
Proposed Solution by Contractor By: {Date: [Reviewed By: L . Possible rework or extra work involved with this RFI? Y ;:Tﬂbl‘_‘ rework or extra work involved with this RFI? Y &3 NO. REVISION BY DATE
Possible rework or extra work involved with this RFI? Y (N We recommend using a volumetric batching plant. The plant we propose to use is a Model RPM3-18. Possnbl'e rewgrk or extra work involved with this RFI? N Delays in project execution mYohedthh disRFI? Y - 2y In project execution m\"olved with this RFI? Y
De in project exccution involved with this RF1? Y N Attached is a description and layout of the plant and past projects where dv:,is tZ};‘;e of pl%nt has bsen usegb (1)'}%5 Dela:s in project execution involved with this RF1? N = +imate of time spent evalusting, finding alternate solution to RFT? Isz‘ngzneamé 0 0 Hrs . Estimate of time spent evaluating, finding alternate solution to RF1? Eugmecnng Hrs
Cetimeate of 6 ; ; ; 9 ; e actual plant we propose to use was used on the Super Collider project in Waxahachie, Texas and on a Ee of tite of time spent evaluating, finding alternate solution to RF1? Engineering: Hrs urveymg LIcw: urveylng Crew: Hrs
Estimate of time spent evaluating, finding alternate solution to RFI? gnglnc.ermé. . Hrs s project, Survoying Crow: Hrs der 0 'Hm Other. Hrs NOR T H T E X A S T O L L WA Y A U T H OR I T Y
Olt]}r,v eying Crew: H Reasons for using a volumetric plant are as follows: Other: Hrs = Solution by Br: Pz [Reviensd By o < e e 20 e e e e e - - A D D I S O N
er: rs . . . . . . . - = 1. Drill these 20 anchors to pl but with a diam 17/8"
- - - 1. We will batch 4-5 CY per shift during a 24 hour period. Commercial plants will not dedicate a plant for ; - anchors to plan depth arger eter ( ).
Prapused Solution by Contractor By: . LA Date: Sh, [4-4Reviewed By: TV CRAR R night work because of the small demand and DOT driver restrictions. Proposed Solution by Contractor By J. Gardner JDate: 65720197 |Reviewed B:J. Gardner Drawing on C29 gives the beatmes and lenzths of different soz of the ROW. 2. Tnstall anchors and grout the holes using non shrink grout that can fill any cracks and holp form a homogencous arch Al R PO RT TU N N E L
' L7 iy R L  Seavie As ATonmirc REQuss T Fart 2. The plant will be used for batching only. A mixer truck will be provided to mix and transport the shotcrete. y TP —— " - - We need a start point coordinates of the traverse, or some kind of refe pomt 5o we czn locate where the ROW over the future tunncl,
D lATeIn (L 2R A  PAESSI RIS W KT AA TN EAR O 3. This plant will be used for fiber shotcrete only. All other non-fibered shoterete will be supplied from a ication of apparent discrepancy. Will then layout accordingly. a0d the Easernent mmZ 3. Tension the bolts only minimally to avoid reopening of cracks.
RS T, LD Cu P lurtw RS\ WEORCED EARTIY ¢ D P commercial plant and placed only during the day shift. Please provide us with cox for all POB's v to lay out the ROW.
4. The small size of the plant will allow us to locate the plant and materials nearer to the tunnel in lieu of a
larger site required for a weighted plant. FLECTEOSIC. ASCl] (Fieud aves [FrauTostT of CoomouATws —= CaSwited”
5. The location of the plant's close proximity to the tunnel will provide security in case of emergency. S P O.BS A (2,4\35@«\0 1.(4.;.\; Bgand R Naﬁ‘-_r; A [.t .S,
- |_ovce SogmTees DY < NN/ T b W A —
’ Response by Construction Mana Response by Construction M: RFI# 1 12 1 278
Response by Construction Management: .
Response by Construction M q
Response by Construction Management: - I [ P y ruction Management:
j _-: - — ution By |Date: [Reviewed by: [Date: *_Solution By: Date: [Reviewed by: |Date: "
Solution By: iDate: IReviewed by: IDate: I DRAWN DATE DESIGNED DATE
Solution By: Date: Reviewed by: Date:
Solution Bv: |Date: |Reviewed bv: |Date: I I CHECKED DATE SCALE
CONTRACT NO. DNT-260 SHEET OF




