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CASE NO. 1999- DBA- 20

IN THE MATTER COF:

Di sput es concerni ng t he
paynent of prevailing
wage rates and proper
cl assification by:

ABHE & SVCBCDA, | NC

Ceneral Contractor,
and

JEVELL PAI NTI NG | NC.
Subcontract or,

and

EDT CONSTRUCTI ON, | NC.

Subcont ract or
and
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by:

JEVELL PAINTING | NC
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CASE NO. 1999- DBA- 27

IN THE MATTER COF:

Di sput es concerning the
paynent of prevailing
wage rates and proper
cl assification by:

ABHE & SVOBODA, | NC.

Ceneral Contractor,
and
APPLI ED CQATI NGS,
Subcontr act or,
and
BLAST ALL, |INC.
Subcont ract or

I NC.

I ssue date: 10Jul2001

CASE NO. 1999- DBA- 26

IN THE MATTER COF:

Di sputes concerning the
paynment of prevailing
wage rates and proper
cl assification by:

ABHE & SVOBODA, | NC.
Ceneral Contractor,

and

BLAST ALL, | NC.

Subcont racor

CASE NO  1999- DBA- 25

IN THE MATTER OF:

Di sput es concer ni ng t he
paynment of prevailing
wage rates and proper
classification by:

SIPCO SERVICES & MARI NE

MARI NE | NC
Ceneral Contractor,

and

BLAST ALL, |INC.
Subcontract or,

and

BLAST ALL, | NC
Subcontract or

I NC

CASE NO. 1999- DBA- 23

IN THE MATTER OF:

Di sput es concerning the
payrment of prevailing
wage rates and proper
classification by:

SIPCO SERVICES & NARINE |INC
Cener al

and

A. LAUGENI & SON,
Subcontract or,

and

BLAST ALL, | NC.

Subcontract or

Cont ract or,

I NC.

CASE NO. 1999-DBA-22

IN THE MATTER OF:

D sput es concerning the
paynment of prevailing
wage rates and proper
classification by:

SIPCO SERVICES &

Cener al
and
L. G DEFELI CE,
Subcont racor
and
BLAST ALL, | NC.

Subcontract or

Cont ractor,

I NC.

CASE NO. 1999- DBA- 24

IN THE MATTER COF:

Di sputes concerning the
payment of prevailing
wage rates and proper
classification by:

GECRGE CAMPBELL PAI NTI NG CORP.
Ceneral Contractor,

and
E. DASKAL CORP.
Subcontract or,

CASE NO. 1999- DBA- 21

IN THE MATTER CF:

Di sputes concerning the
payrment of prevailing

wage rates and proper

classification by:

SHI PSVI EW CORP.
Cener al

and

Contractor,

Proposed Debarnment for |abor standards

viol ati ons by:
SHI PSVI EW CORP.



RECOMMENDED DECI SI ON ON MOTI ON FOR MODI FI CATI ON

Conpl ai nant ,
13, 2001, has
contai ned as part
Adm ni strative Law Judge on May 17,

tinmely noved

f or

Respondents have filed no response thereto.

This Adm ni strative Law Judge,
matter, concludes that there is valid basis for
t he Decision and Order.
GRANTED and

reference by the parties.

Accordi ngly,
i ssuing, as part of

deci si on by
fol | owi ng:

Respondent

(Project)

ABHE
( ARRI GONI )

EDT
( ARRI GONIl )

JEVELL
ABHE
(OL/ EL)

ABHE
(M LL RIVER)

GCPC

(GOLD STAR BRI DGE)

ELLI OT DASKAL
(GOLD STAR BRI DGE)

BLAST ALL
(OL/ EL)

The Mbdtion for
t he changes are noted

in view of the foregoing, |

REVI SED APPENDI X A

Type
DBRA
CWHSSA CX
DBRA
CWHSSA CX
DBRA
CWHSSA CX
DBRA
CWHSSA CX
DBRA
CWHSSA CX
DBRA
CWHSSA CX
DBRA
CWHSSA CA
DBRA
CWHSSA CX

CX

SUMVARY OF BACK WAGES DUE

by noti on dated June 12, 2001 and fil ed on June
nmodi fi cati on of
of the Decision and Order

appendi x A

issued by this
2001 in the above matter.

havi ng agai n consi dered the
nodi fi cati on of
Reconsi deration is
in boldface for ease of

her eby nmodi fy such
the Decision and Order, the

Exhi bi t Anmount
CX 46 $407, 139. 84
61 $ 29, 609. 16
CX 48 $ 84, 624. 67
63 $ 6,662.17
CX 47 $582. 793. 61
62 $ 69, 028. 26
CX 49 $ 33,218.34
64 $ 2,469.24
CX 52 $ 97,694. 64
57 $ 9, 409.34
CX 58 $251. 586. 40
73 $ 19, 256.50
CX 59 $242,135. 11
73 $ 8,779.05
CX 51 $ 10, 310. 28
54-57 $ 130. 38
66

-2-



BLAST ALL
(MLL RIVER)

BLAST ALL
('SI PCO)

BLAST ALL
( SOUTHI NGTON/
GLASTONBURY)

BLAST ALL
( DEFELI CE)

SHI PSVI EW

Bost on,
DVWD: j |

Wthin 40 days of
aggrieved party shal

DBRA
CWHSSA CX
CX

DBRA
CWHSSA CX
CX

DBRA
CWHSSA CX
CX

DBRA
CWHSSA CX

DBRA
CWHSSA CX
CX

TOTAL

Massachusetts

CX 51 $ 7,633.07
54-57 $ 1,350.47
68
CX 51 $ 40, 501. 67
54-57 $ 1,962.18
69
CX 51 $ 3,093.05
54-57 $ 82. 66
70
CX 51 $ 265. 20
54-57 $ 26. 85
71
CX 60 $127, 694. 95
231 $ 20, 226.18
232
$2, 057, 583. 30
A
DAVID W DI NARDI

Adm ni strative Law Judge

NOTI CE OF APPEAL

review with

the adm nistrative |aw judge’s decision, an
file a petition for

t he

Adm ni strative Revi ew Board under 29 CF.R. 86.34 with a copy to

t he Chi ef Adm nistrative Law Judge.
the adm nistrative
Adm ni strati ve Revi ew Board,

shal

If an aggrieved party files a petition for
the judge’ s decision is inoperative unless and until
Adm ni strative Review Board
i ssues an order

Boar d,

deci si on or

| aw judge’'s decision is
t he Chief Admi nistrative Law Judge
pronptly transmt the record of the proceedi ng.

ei t her

declines to
affirm ng the deci sion.

If a Petition for

filed

review with

Revi ew of

with the

t he
t he

review the



