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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) conducted a site-specific hydrostatic load test on a
150-foot section of the existing I-Wall/Levee at the London Avenue Outfall Canal in New
Orleans, LA at the location shown in Figure 1.1. Load increments applied for the testing was
performed between August 18 and August 28, 2007. Structural and geotechnical instrumentation
combined with an Automated Data Acquisition System (ADAS) were installed to monitor the
behavior of the levee and I-Wall for the duration of the load test.

URS was retained by the USACE to design, install and operate an automated structural and
geotechnical instrumentation monitoring system. During performance of the test, URS was to
obtain and distribute instrumentation data to the USACE stakeholders and technical review team
as needed. URS was not required to perform geotechnical or structural analyses or provide
opinions on the evaluation of the performance of the levee/I-Wall. URS data analyses were
performed solely to ensure the integrity of the instrumentation data.

Analyses of the levee and I-Wall by others indicated that the most likely cause of failure would
be an increase in pore pressures in the underlying sand stratum. One cause of potential failure of
the 1-Wall was expected to be the formation of a gap between the wall and soil on the canal side
of the I-Wall. As the water rises in the canal, more deflection of the wall occurs, increasing the
width and depth of the gap. The gap provides a hydraulic conduit whereby water in the canal
can flow into the sand stratum. An increase in pore pressures in this sand can cause heave, sand
boils, and piping on the protected side of the I-Wall. Hydraulic pressure in the gap may also
cause translation of the wall if the passive resistance of the soil is exceeded.

Both structural and geotechnical instruments were selected to monitor the potential failure
modes. An ADAS system was installed to monitor the instruments in a near real-time mode.
The intent was not only to measure pore pressure increases and deformations as they occur, but
also to provide data for alerting the team conducting the test should target threshold levels of
deformation be exceeded. During each load increment, graphical computer displays of key
instruments were observed to monitor amber or red alert levels. No red level alerts were
triggered during the testing period.

Over 150 instruments were monitored throughout the test period. During the test, the majority of
instruments were read every 15 to 30 seconds, resulting in over 10,000,000 instrument readings.
Approximately 175,000 readings were recorded and stored in the primary readings database.
The instrumentation and ADAS system performed as intended with no downtime during the two
week testing period. ADAS-recorded data was submitted in electronic format to the USACE.

URS ES-1



SECTIONONE Introduction

1.1 AUTHORIZATION

The Hurricane Protection Office (HPO) in New Orleans performed a hydrostatic load test on a
150-foot section of the I-Wall and levee at the London Avenue Outfall Canal in New Orleans.
This report provides a summary of the design and performance of the geotechnical and structural
instrumentation, ADAS equipment, telemetry and data management systems that were used for
monitoring the load test. This Report was prepared by URS for the USACE as authorized by
Contract No. W912P9-05-D-0514, Task Order No. 6 dated July 9, 2007.

12  PROJECT OBJECTIVE

The primary objective of this task order was to procure, install, and operate instrumentation and
an ADAS system to provide performance and safety monitoring for the load test performed on
the existing 1-Wall and levee.

In addition, an emerging measurement technology was evaluated. Products produced by
SensaMetrics Inc. of Palo Alto, CA were included in the load test instrumentation to evaluate
their potential for future use.

13  PURPOSE

The purpose of this document is as follows:
a. Summarize the performance of the installed instruments.
b. Summarize observations made during the test.
c. Present key instrumentation plots of the final data.

d. Summarize the database management and reporting system.




SECTIONTWO Pre-Installation Activities

Pre-installation activities included the following items:

1.) Obtain and procure necessary instrumentation and electronic components for the load
test monitoring system.

2.) Prepare and execute necessary subcontracts with Gotech, Inc. (conventional
surveying), Leica Geosystems, Inc. (robotic total station surveying) and SensaMetrics
(emerging technology company-MEMs tiltmeters).

3.) Prepare Work Safety Plan, Project Management Plan and Data Management
Documents (wiring diagrams, data flow diagrams, etc.).

4.) Inventory and check out instrumentation and other electronic components at our
electronics laboratory in St. Louis, Missouri.

5.) Configure and program dataloggers prior to shipping to the site for field installation.

6.) Conduct linearity checks of 26 existing 4-20 ma pressure transducers provided by the
USACE St. Louis District for use during the test.

7.) Prepare manual data collection sheets for all manually read instruments.

8.) Configure WinIDP database application to store instrument readings during the test.
Set up preliminary plot definitions for the associated instrument types.

A one-day site visit was made on July 5, 2007 to coordinate site activity plans and instrument
and cabling locations/requirements with the cofferdam construction contractor and USACE
personnel. Mr. Ken Berry (URS St. Louis) met with Mr. Patrick Conroy (USACE-St. Louis
District) and contractor personnel.

A series of meetings and telephone conferences were held with key stakeholders to coordinate
project requirements. During this time, conference calls were made with USACE and HPO
personnel, Technical Review Board members, and subcontractors for planning and coordination.




ADAS Equipment Installation
SECTIONTHREE and Pre-Test System Testing

URS personnel mobilized to the test site on July 30, 2007. System installation personnel

coordinated instrument installations with contractor activities up to the start of the test on August
18. Excessive heat and early threats associated with Hurricane Dean were addressed by all

personnel and stakeholders working at the test site.

The ADAS and related instrumentation were installed in accordance with the original system
design contained in the report titled “Design of an Automated Data Acquisition System (ADAS)
For a Site Specific Load Test on the London Avenue Outfall Canal I-Wall/Levee New Orleans,
LA™ dated May 2, 2007.

Both manual and electronic instruments were installed in general accordance with
manufacturer’s requirements. The [-Wall instruments, which included crackmeters, tiltmeters,
tell-tales, earth pressure cells, survey prisms and Avongard crack gages, were installed at the
locations shown in Figures 3.1 through Figure 3.3 using either drilled-in mechanical anchors or
epoxy. Surface monument prisms were mounted on manufactured brackets attached to the top of
steel posts embedded in concrete. Installation of the protected side open-standpipe piezometers
was performed by the USACE. The flood side piezometers and all three inclinometer casings
were installed by a USACE subcontractor. Pressure transducer installations were performed by
URS. Site photographs are included in Figure 3.4.

The ADAS was designed and installed to automate all of the electronic instruments used on the
project (Refer to Table 3.1). A Data Flow Diagram is shown on Figure 3.5 and identifies the
various instrumentation data sources, communication paths, computers and data reporting
associated with the project. Twelve computers were operating within the site field trailer during
the test. Throughout the testing period typically six individuals were monitoring the various
computers, compiling data sets and transferring data to the review teams. (Figure 3.6) Manual
backup measurements were made during each load increment.

The ADAS employed two Campbell Scientific dataloggers installed on a portable tripod adjacent
to the field trailer (Figure 3.1) to collect and partially reduce raw instrument readings to
engineering units. Photographs of the dataloggers are included in Figure 3.7. Main line electric
power with solar recharged battery back-up was provided to the dataloggers. All instruments
were connected to the datalogger using signal cable. Figures 3.8 and 3.9 show wiring diagrams

for the two dataloggers. The dataloggers communicated with the primary control PC over
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ADAS Equipment Installation
SECTIONTHREE and Pre-Test System Testing

program and communicate with the dataloggers during the load test.

Lightning protection methods included copper clad ground rods, air terminals, copper downleads
and surge protection modules installed at appropriate locations. All equipment operated without
fault throughout the test period. A lightning/thunderstorm during Phase II of the test did not

impact the instrumentation or data acquisition equipment.

Amber and red thresholds were set to provide multiple levels of response. When an amber level
was reached, more attention was to be paid to that instrument. A red alert level for an instrument
was a “stop-the-test” level. Both amber and red alert levels were designated by the USACE
technical review team. Amber level thresholds were exceeded during the test, but no red alert
levels were ever exceeded. Alert levels used for the test are stated in Table 3-1. Instrument
threshold values were displayed with actual readings in near real-time mode during the load test.
Both audio and visual alarms were used to annunciate any alarm threshold exceedances. Figure
3.10 shows the primary data display in the site field trailer with an alert level indicated.

Manually read instruments were provided to allow backup readings for all electronic instruments
with the exception of the earth pressure cells. The telltales were installed for a gross manual
reading on gap formation. Table 3.1 provides the instrument reading frequency and the

associated manual backup instrument for each sensor used on the project.

Two digital IP video cameras were installed at the locations shown on Figure 3.1. Camera
images were stored every 15 minutes throughout the test period of August 18 through August 30,
2007.

Prior to beginning the load test, systems checks were made on all electronic instruments. Falling
head tests were performed on Piezometers PZ-6, PZ-6A, PZ-7 and PZ-7A immediately prior to
starting the test.

Installation of the instrumentation took longer than anticipated due to site logistics and weather.
Construction operations, including jet grouting, pile driving and portadam installation, impacted
instrument installation and duration of baseline measurement period. It was intended to have

three days of baseline data prior to applying the first load increment. This was reduced to one




ADAS Equipment Installation
SECTIONTHREE and Pre-Test System Testing

day. It was decided not to delay the start of testing due to the presence of Hurricane Dean in the
Caribbean.

Data packets were compiled generally every fifteen minutes during testing. These data packets
contained key instrumentation plots and supporting “*.csv” data files. The data packets were
“zipped” and sent via a Verizon EV-DO broadband router to the Technical Review Teams that
were using an off-site USACE office trailer approximately 1500 ft from the test site. URS
installed a “point-to-point” WIFI network to the USACE trailer for use during the Phase II
portion of the test.

Personnel located in the onsite computer trailer monitored the test in near real-time mode to
observe any potential safety related threshold exceedances. Figure 3.11 contains a photograph

showing the set up of one of the computer displays used for alarm monitoring.




SECTIONFOUR Instrumentation Monitoring

The test of the 1-Wall/levee system consisted of raising the water level in the cofferdam. Water
was typically raised in 6-inch increments. These increments are described herein as load
increments. Once a load increment was placed, then the water level was maintained until a
decision was made to raise or lower the water level. Photographs of the cofferdam with various
load increments are included as Figures 4.1 and 4.2.

The overall test was performed in two phases. Phase | was performed by raising the water level
within the cofferdam while the bottom of the canal remained “undisturbed”. (Note: Bentonite
pellets were added along the sheet pile wall to limit the hydraulic connection that might have
been made during sheet pile installation.) After completion of Phase I, 6-inch diameter slotted
PVC casings were installed to provide a hydraulic connection between the water in the
cofferdam and the underlying sand stratum in the pockets of the sheet piling. These casings were
identified as injection wells. Twenty-nine of these casings were installed along the western side
of the cofferdam. Phase Il then commenced using load increments of water similar to Phase |
testing.

41  OVERVIEW

The instrumentation and associated ADAS system were designed to monitor deformation of the
wall and berm for both engineering and safety purposes. Redundancy in measurements was
provided by using multiple instrument types and comparing data from the various instruments.
Manual readings were also obtained to verify readings made by electronic devices. A
description of each instrument type is provided below. Manufacturers’ specifications for the
instruments were included in the May 2007 instrumentation design report. Photographs of
installed instruments are included in Figures 4.3 through 4.13.

42  SURFACE WATER LEVELS

421 Staff Gages

Manually read staff gages were affixed to the cofferdam (Figure 3.1). One gage was placed
inside of the cofferdam to measure the water level within the cofferdam (test cell surface water

level, SWL-2). A second gage was placed on the outside of the cofferdam to measure the
surface water level in the canal (canal surface water level, SWL-1). These instruments were
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SECTIONFOUR Instrumentation Monitoring

mounted so that they were visible to the video cameras mounted on the I-Wall. Both gages were
surveyed after installation to confirm elevations.

4.2.2 Electronic Pressure Transducers

Electronic 4-20ma pressure transducers were installed alongside the manually read staff gages.
The transducers consisted of Geokon 4-20 ma pressure transducers. The pressure range of the
transducers was 0 to 14.5 psi. The transducers were housed in slotted PVC pipe that was affixed
to the side of the staff gage. A plot of the surface water levels measured during the test is shown
in Figure 4.14.

During Phase 1l of the testing, the elevations measured by the transducer inside the cofferdam
were questioned by the Resident Engineer. A manual water level device was lowered from the
top of the I-Wall twice during the morning of August 28th. Both times, the elevation was
measured manually and the manual measurements were within 0.1 to 0.2 ft of that indicated by
the transducers.

An anomaly in the data of the canal surface water transducer was observed on August 28th.
Upon visual inspection of the outside of the cofferdam, a stream of water was observed coming
from one of the sheetpile interlocks and impinging on the PVC casing housing the transducer.
The contractor installed a wooden pallet against the sheeting to deflect the stream of water
leaking from the interlock to prevent it from flowing directly on the instrument.

Lastly, staining of the two transducers was observed when the devices were removed. The
porous tips had the appearance of rust staining. The devices were made of stainless steel, so
what was observed was not rust. There was also a brown coating along the cable and outside of
the transducer. It is unknown what was in the canal water to cause this.

43  PIEZOMETERS

Open-standpipe piezometers were installed by the Corps of Engineers and their contractors.
Falling head tests were performed by the USACE on all piezometers except PZ-13, PZ-14, and
PZ-15 (the piezometers in the cofferdam). URS performed falling head tests on these three
piezometers as well as Piezometers PZ-5, PZ-6, PZ-6A, PZ-7, and PZ-7A. URS installed 4-20
ma strain gage transducers in each piezometer. URS also installed riser pipes on selected
piezometers so that piezometric heads above the ground surface could be monitored. The
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SECTIONFOUR Instrumentation Monitoring

extensions were approximately 3 feet 4 inches for piezometers at the mid-slope of the levee (PZ-
16, PZ-17, and PZ-18.) The extensions for piezometers at the elevation of the level grade on the
protected side of the levee were approximately 5 ft high (PZ-6, PZ-6A, PZ-7, PZ-7A, PZ-10, PZ-
11, and PZ-12). The locations of the piezometers are shown in Figure 3.1. Data from all
nineteen site piezometers are shown in Figure 4.14 for Phases | and Il. Phreatic surface profiles
of the site are shown in Figures 4.15 and 4.16.

There were several instances of operational canal water level raises whereby “waves” of water
came down the canal. These waves and subsequent falls in the water level were observed in the
piezometer data.

The open-standpipes on the protected side were also read manually for each load increment of
water placement. (An exception to this was the first load increment of water for Phase I, when
only 4 piezometers were read. Also, no manual readings were taken for the 5-foot cofferdam
water level increment of Phase Il during a thunderstorm.) Piezometer data from the test are
shown in Figure 4.14. The manual readings were consistently in general agreement with the
transducer readings. The only exception was Piezometer PZ-1.

Manual readings for Piezometer PZ-1 were consistent with the transducer readings during Phase
I. At the beginning of Phase II, it was observed that there was a discrepancy of about 0.45 feet
for the load increments up to a cofferdam water elevation of 4 feet. An increase in the
discrepancy was observed in subsequent readings for the remainder of the test. The maximum
discrepancy was 0.71 feet. Efforts were made to resolve the issue. Additional manual readings
were obtained. A second manual reading device was used at Piezometer PZ-1 to check the
values being obtained. The electronic transducer was pulled, but no signs of a problem were
observed. Finally, marks on the cable that were made at the time of installation were checked to
verify that the cable was not slipping. It is unknown why the instrument readings started to creep
during Phase II.

The cable for PZ-10 was laid across a driveway and had to be removed to allow access for a
trailer. The riser for PZ-12 was adjacent to another driveway, and was accidentally knocked
over by a resident. Therefore, the instruments in these piezometers needed to be removed
occasionally. Data from the instrumentation were still collected during these times, so the data
contain spikes.
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SECTIONFOUR Instrumentation Monitoring

44  CRACKMETERS

441 Electronic Crackmeters

Vibrating wire crackmeters were installed at each joint in the I-Wall (Figure 3.1). Brackets for
installation of the crackmeters were mounted to the top of the I-Wall so that differential
movements across the panel joints could be measured. The crackmeters measure displacement in
one direction.

In addition, three crackmeters were installed on the canal side of the I-Wall. Two were attached
with one end on the sheet piles and one on the I-Wall. The third crackmeter was installed at the
center of the test cell with one end of the crackmeter attached to a protective casing around
Inclinometer IPI-1 and the other end attached to the I-Wall.

Time series plots of the crackmeters with tiltmeter measurements are included as Figures 4.17
and 4.18. No anomalies in the crackmeter data were observed. The crackmeters were stable and
correlations with tiltmeter measurements were good.

4.4.2 Manual Crackmeters

Avongard Gages were installed as a manual backup to the vibrating wire crackmeters. The
Avongard Gages had an added benefit of enabling measurement of movements in two
dimensions. The manual gages were mounted across the 1-Wall panel joints at each electronic
crackmeter location. In addition, manual gauges were installed mid-height of the panel face on
the protected side of the I-Wall on the joints. Manual gages were not installed with the canal
side electronic crackmeters. The manual gages were usually read once per load increment.

45  INCLINOMETERS

Three in-place inclinometers were installed at the locations shown in Figure 3.1 and Figure 3.2.
IP1-1 was on the canal side at the crest of the berm. Since the inclinometer was within the test
cell, 10 feet of stick-up was provided for the inclinometer casing. A protective 8-inch diameter
PVC casing was installed around the exposed inclinometer casing.

Another inclinometer (IP1-2) was installed on the protected side of the levee at the crest of the
berm. The third inclinometer (IP1-3) was installed mid-slope on the protected side of the levee.
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SECTIONFOUR Instrumentation Monitoring

Each installation consisted of 6 uniaxial Geokon Model 6300 vibrating wire inclinometers. The
elevations of the devices are shown in the cross section in Figure 3.2. Plots of the inclinometer

data obtained at the end of each load increment during the test are shown in Figures 4.19 and
4.20.

One issue raised in the field was that there was an apparent anomaly in the data for the in-place
inclinometer devices within IPI-1. The data trend fluctuated throughout the test. The maximum
displacement of the IPI-1 was approximately 0.2 inches. The measurement in degrees of
movement was a maximum of 0.06 degrees.

There was observed movement in the plots of the data for IPI-1. The instruments were being
read at a fine resolution. Factors such as moon/earth tides, canal tides, wave action, vibrations
from pumps, etc., likely influenced the readings. This inclinometer was subjected to more
influencing factors (noise) than IPI-2 and IPI-3 since it was within the cofferdam. It is
inconclusive as to the overall cause of the fluctuations in data. It is likely that had more
movement occurred, then an actual trend in the data might have become apparent.

During the initial Phase | load increments, it was observed that there was an apparent
discrepancy in the data being collected from sensors IP1-3-5 and IPI-3-6. It was determined that
these sensors were misconnected at the multiplexer. The sensor wiring was corrected and the
database was updated accordingly.

A manual inclinometer probe was used to profile the inclinometer casings. A manual profile was
made prior to installation of the automated in-place devices. Once Phase Il of the test had been
completed, the in-place devices were removed and another round of manual inclinometer
readings was made. Plots of the manual inclinometer data are included in Appendix B.

46  EARTH PRESSURE CELLS

Three earth pressure cells were installed to assist in monitoring potential gap formation.
Excavations about 2 feet square by 2 feet deep were made adjacent to the I-Wall on the flood
side. The pressure cells were then bolted to the wall. Two bolts were installed through tabs at
the top of the device. A sheet of plastic was then placed over the cell, and the excavation was
backfilled to within about 6 inches of grade using a sand/cement mixture. The sand/cement
mixture was allowed to cure, and then the pressure cell was pressurized to approximately 5 psi.
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SECTIONFOUR Instrumentation Monitoring

Lastly, the remainder of the excavation was backfilled with clay and the cable from the pressure
cell was wired to a datalogger.

The intent of the design was to detect a loss of contact between the soil and the I1-Wall. The
plastic sheet was installed to prevent the sand cement from bonding to the I-Wall. (The plastic
sheet was inadvertently omitted from the PC-3 installation, but a loss in pressure was still
observed in this device.) The increase in the water level would increase the pressure reading
from the pressure cell. The formation of a gap should drop the pressure reading to the
hydrostatic pressure.

Before the test, and after the installation of the pressure cells, the water level in the canal and the
cofferdam was raised to approximately El. +2 feet. It was observed that one of the pressure cells
(PC-3) was indicating a drop in pressure from 5 psi to 1.5 psi. The closest telltale (TT-5) also
showed a drop of 2.5 feet.

The pressure cells behaved as anticipated. Readings from the pressure cells are shown in Figure
4.21.

47  CONVENTIONAL AND ROBOTIC SURVEYING

URS subcontracted with Gotech, Inc. of Baton Rouge, LA to provide conventional surveying of
instrument locations and to make manual readings of the robotic survey prisms. In addition,
coordinate location data for the various instruments as well as corners and injection wells for the
test cell were surveyed. Gotech had to bring surveying control to the site using offsite
benchmarks with data provided by the USACE. Conventional surveying was performed in three
rounds. The first round was prior to initial loading of the cofferdam. The second round of
conventional measurements was made between Phases | and Il of the load test. The final round
of measurements was obtained after the completion of Phase II.

URS subcontracted with Leica to automatically monitor the survey prisms and survey
monuments with prisms using two robotic total station devices. A summary of the prism survey
data is included in Figures 4.22 and 4.23. In addition, Figures 4.24 and 4.25 contain plots
indicating wall and berm deflections at the end of each load increment for Phases | and I1.

Three back sights for checking the location of the base stations were installed at Leica’s request.
If the pedestals of the base stations moved, data obtained from sighting the back sights would
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SECTIONFOUR Instrumentation Monitoring

indicate any movement. One back sight was installed at the eastern edge of the property at 5772
Warrington Drive. The other two back sights were adjacent to the I-Wall. One was
approximately 400 feet north of the project site. The other was approximately 200 ft south of the
project site. Initially, environmental corrections were being applied to the data. When the data
was compared to the tiltmeter data, it became apparent that the environmental corrections were
not necessary due to the close proximity of the prisms to the base stations. Figure 4.26 shows a
correlation plot of the tiltmeter and survey data made in the instrumentation trailer by Leica.

4.7.1 Survey Prisms

Three dimensional survey prisms were installed at the top of the I-Wall near the center of each
panel at the locations shown in Figure 3.1. Prisms were also attached to the I-Wall near the base
of each panel. Initially one robotic total station device was planned. Once on site, the USACE
review team requested to see the data more frequently than 30 to 40 minutes, so a second robotic
device was installed. One instrument was set up to monitor primary prisms, while the other
monitored secondary devices. The survey prisms provided displacement measurements in three
dimensions; longitudinal (north/south), transverse (protected/unprotected side) and vertical
changes in elevation. The cycle time required for reading all of the survey prisms using the two
robotic devices was approximately 7 to 15 minutes. Photographs of the two robotic devices are
included in Figure 4.9.

One anomaly was encountered during testing. Spikes in the data were occurring with one of the
prisms (SP-6A). Leica determined that this was due to interference from one total station device
partially blocking the line of sight for the other periodically. The spikes in the data were due to
this partial instrument interference.

4.7.2 Survey Monuments with Prisms

Survey monuments with prisms were similar to prisms mounted on the 1-Wall, except they were
installed in the ground using concrete embedded steel posts. The locations of the survey
monuments are shown in Figure 3.1. An auger was used to dig a 2-foot deep hole. A steel pipe
was then installed and concreted in place. Brackets were attached to the top of the steel pipe, and
prisms were then attached.

During the initial baseline testing, a one-inch displacement bolt was added to selected
instruments. The purpose was to verify that the survey data collected by the robotic devices
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would pick up the movement as well as verify the accuracy of measurements being made. The
system did measure the correct displacement.

48  TELLTALES

Telltales were installed along the canal side of the I-Wall at the locations shown in Figure 3.1 to
assist with the determination of gap formation. The telltales consisted of two 8-foot long
grounding rods that were welded together to make a 16-foot long rod. The bottom of the rod was
placed on the ground surface adjacent to the I-Wall. The rod was installed inside an outer casing
so that it would remain nearly vertical, but be allowed to move vertically. The outer casing was
secured to the I-Wall. The purpose of the instrument was to determine if a gap developed at the
ground surface. If a gap formed, then the telltale would drop into the gap.

As stated in the pressure cell section of this report, Telltale TT-5 dropped 2.5 feet when water
level in the canal first reached Elevation +2 after installation of the telltales. This was prior to
the beginning of the test. The rod was temporarily removed so that mud could be used to fill the
gap in the vicinity of TT-5. When the rod was reinstalled, it dropped back to 2.5 feet below
grade where it was prior to placement of the mud backfill.

One anomaly to note is that there was some concern from the design team as to whether TT-3
was working properly. On August 21%, the rod for TT-3 was manually rotated and the rod was
more or less pushed into the subgrade.

Another item of note is that the wet, soft soil conditions that existed after both Phases | and 1l
extended only about %2 inch below the ground surface. Personnel were able to walk on the
ground surface. (There was a concern at the site that the telltale rods may have been penetrating
into the subgrade due to softening of the soil.)

49  TILTMETERS

Vibrating wire tiltmeters were attached to the 1-Wall in the center of each panel at the locations
shown in Figure 3.1. Initially during the test, alarm levels were being reached sporadically.
After discussions with the manufacturer, the excitation voltage used to read the instruments was
adjusted. This change eliminated the problem. The data for the tiltmeters was consistent with
that obtained by the prisms and is shown in Figure 4.27. Tiltmeter data was also plotted with
crackmeter and surface water levels in Figure 4.17.
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Tiltmeter data shows a good correlation with the other deformation type instruments used on the
project. The tiltmeters were the most sensitive instrument type used; and as such, they did show
the effects of environmental conditions (sun light, tides and mechanical vibrations from pumps)
more so than the other instrument types employed. The tiltmeters “saw” six inches of water
being added to the test cell when raising the water level from about +1.0 Elevation to +1.5 ft
Elevation. Note that test cell water was not above the levee at until approximately Elevation
+2.5 ft.

410 IP VIDEO CAMERAS

IP Video cameras were installed on the 1-Wall north and south of the cofferdam. Each camera
contained two lenses and was powered using power over Ethernet direct burial cable. One lens
was for wide angle images of the entire test cell. The other lens was for telephoto purposes and
was directed on the manually read staff gages. Two LCD video monitors inside the URS field
trailer were dedicated to the video cameras. Images were updated at the rate of one frame per
second (1 fps). Electronic jpg files were saved every 15 minutes for each camera lens during the
testing period.

Electronic data files of ADAS/Instrumentation data generated during testing are provided on a
companion DVD to this report. IP Video images made during testing are also provided on the
DVD.




SECTIONFIVE Interim and Final Demobilizations

The last load increment from the Phase Il testing occurred on August 28, 2007. Post test
readings were made until the morning of August 30". An interim demobilization then occurred.
All electronic instrumentation was removed and placed inside the storage container on site. The
instruments were to be kept in storage while the USACE reviewed data from the test. If the
USACE decided to perform any additional testing, then the instruments would be on-site and
would be re-installed. No further testing was deemed necessary, so final demobilization was
performed. Piezometer transducers were returned to the USACE St. Louis District. All other
transducers and instruments purchased for the project were delivered to the New Orleans
District. The site was restored, and URS was off of the site by the end of October 2007.




SECTIONSIX Conclusions

Based upon the acquired instrumentation data resulting from both phases of the load test and

initial data plots we offer the following conclusions for your consideration.

1.) We believe that the instrumentation systems performed their designed function and
produced high quality data. Generally there are high coefficients of determination ()
between various combinations of instrument correlations. (A coefficient of
determination is a statistical term for measuring the variability within a data set. In this
case, the high coefficients of determination indicate that multiple instruments are in

agreement given different modes and methods of making measurements.)

2.) The use of automated threshold levels provided by the Technical Review Teams provided
a reliable means to monitor and advance the test in a safe and controlled manner.

3.) There was a significant benefit in using multiple types of instruments to monitor the same
behavior. This redundancy increased confidence in the instrumentation and assisted the

team members in decision-making throughout the test.

4.) There are several possible combinations of instrument types used during the testing that
could be considered for full-scale or permanent monitoring of the I-Wall/Levee in a cost
effective manner. The results of this test can be used to optimize the design of either a
full-scale or permanent monitoring system. An evaluation would be needed to further
assess and identify the most cost effective number and compliment of instrument types
required for a full-scale implementation. Based upon the results of this test it is likely
that only every third or fourth I-Wall panel would need to be instrumented to provide

sufficient coverage for long-term monitoring.
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Table 3.1

London Avenue Canal
Site Specific Load Test
Instrumentation Reading Schedule

Instrumentation | Instrument | Station | Offset Northing Easting Elev Remote Scanning Data Store Threshold Values Manual Manual Reading Comment
Type ID from (ft) (ft) (ft) Monitoring | Frequency | Frequency Back-up Schedule
Canal Unit (RMU) (Minutes) Instrument
Side Louisiana Lambert South | NAVDS88
I-Wall | Zone Grid System (NAD -2004.65
Face 83)
(ft) Amber Red
Surface water SWL-1 - - 554298.35 | 3680538.78 10.04 RMU-1 15 secs 15 - - SG-1 - Canal Water Elevation
Levels (Auto) SWL-2 - - 554293.10 | 3680542.10 10.13 RMU-1 15 secs “ - - SG-2 - Test Cell Water Elevation
" SG-1 - - - - - Manual - N/A - - N/A 1x per load increment
Staff Gage G2 : - - - - Manual - w ; ; « «
CM-1 108+20 0* - - - RMU-2 60 secs 15 - - AG-1 1 per load increment | Field located at corner of cofferdam (South Side).
CM-2 108420 - - - RMU-2 60 secs “ 1.00in 2.00in AG-2 “ Installed parallel to joint in between concrete I-Wall
+1* panels
CM-3 108450 | +1* - - - RMU-2 60 secs 1.00in 2.00in AG-3 Lr;sntzll;ed parallel to joint in between concrete I-Wall
CM-4 108+80 +1* - - - RMU-2 60 secs “ 1.00in 2.00in AG-4 “ Lr;sntzll;ed parallel to joint in between concrete I-Wall
* - - - - [ H H - [ Ha Y H -
Crackmeter CM-5 109+10 +1 RMU-2 60 secs 1.00in 2.00in AG-5 Lr;sntzll;ed parallel to joint in between concrete I-Wall
* - - - - [ H H - [ Ha Y H -
CM-6 109+40 +1 RMU-2 60 secs 1.00in 2.00in AG-6 Lr;sntzll;ed parallel to joint in between concrete I-Wall
* - - - - [ H H - [ 1Al H -
CM-7 109+70 +1 RMU-2 60 secs 1.00in 2.00in AG-7 Lr;sntzll;ed parallel to joint in between concrete I-Wall
CM-8 109+70 0* - - - RMU-2 60 secs “ - - AG-8 “ Field located at corner of cofferdam (North Side).
CM-9 108+95 | -1~* - - - RMU-2 60 secs “ 0.75in 1.50in AG-9 “ Connected between top of IPI-1 and base of I-Wall.
RMU-2 60 secs 15 mins - - Manual Before and after -
IPI-1-1 | 108+80 | -16.74 | 55437305 | 368056279 | -57.70 Profiling testing Sixin-place Sensors Each.
IPI-1-2 “ “ “ “ -42.77 RMU-2 60 secs “ - - “ “
IPI-1-3 “ “ “ “ -27.70 RMU-2 60 secs “ - - “ “
IPI-1-4 “ “ “ “ -22.77 RMU-2 60 secs “ - - “ “
) IPI-1-5 “ “ “ “ -17.70 RMU-2 60 secs “ - - “ “
Inclinometer IPI-1-6 “ “ “ “ -7.70 RMU-2 60 secs “ - - “ “
IPI-2-1 108+77 | -6.66 | 554371.50 | 3680573.27 -57.96 RMU-2 60 secs “ - - “ “ Six in-place Sensors Each
IPI-2-2 “ “ “ “ -42.96 RMU-2 60 secs “ - - “ “
IPI-2-3 “ “ “ “ -27.96 RMU-2 60 secs “ - - “ “
IPI-2-4 “ “ “ “ -22.96 RMU-2 60 secs “ - - “ “
*  Denotes anticipated Station and Offset assuming centerline was along the I-Wall. When control was 1

brought to the site, it became apparent that the centerline was east of the I-Wall and stationing was off.

by approximately 15 to 20 feet. These points were not surveyed. Therefore station and offset are old

values and do not match rest of survey data.




Instrumentation | Instrument | Station | Offset Northing Easting Elev Remote Scanning Data Store Threshold Values Manual Manual Reading Comment
Type ID from (ft) (ft) (ft) Monitoring | Frequency | Frequency Back-up Schedule
Canal Unit (RMU) (Minutes) Instrument
Side Louisiana Lambert South | NAVDS88
I-Wall | Zone Grid System (NAD | -2004.65
Face 83)
(fe) Amber Red
Inclinometer IPI-2-5 “ “ “ “ -17.96 RMU-2 60 secs 15 mins - - “ “
(Cont.) . . RMU-2 60 secs “ - - “ “
IPI-2-6 . . 796
IPI-3-1 108+78 | +9.42 | 554373.53 | 3680588.55 -53.40 RMU-2 60 secs “ - - “ “
IPI-3-2 “ “ “ “ -37.41 RMU-2 60 secs “ - - “ “
IPI-3-3 “ “ “ “ -22.41 RMU-2 60 secs “ - - “ “
IPI-3-4 “ “ “ “ -17.41 RMU-2 60 secs “ - - “ “
IPI-3-5 “ “ “ “ -12.41 RMU-2 60 secs “ - - “ “
IPI-3-6 “ “ “ “ -7.41 RMU-2 60 secs “ - - “ “
RMU-2 60 secs “ - - “ “
p7-1 108406 | -6.44 RMU 1 15 secs 15 mins - Varied Oper} 1 per load increment Piezom_eter tips were to be just below tip of sheet piles.
' 554301.12 | 3680578.97 2.02 Standpipe Note: tip of sheet pile -22 Elev.-ft (1994 Plans)
PZ-2 108+26 | -6.55 | 554321.35 | 3680577.21 1.8 RMU 1 15 secs 15 mins - Varied “ “
PZ-3 108+71 | -6.54 | 554366.00 | 3680573.83 2.08 RMU 1 15 secs 15 mins - Varied “ “
PZ-3A 108+80 | -6.56 | 554374.98 | 3680573.14 2.17 RMU 1 15 secs 15 mins - Varied “ “
Pz-4 109+18 | -6.11 | 554412.63 | 3680570.67 2.11 RMU 1 15 secs 15 mins - Varied “ “
PZ-5 109+55 | -6.06 | 554449.81 | 3680567.77 1.92 RMU 1 15 secs 15 mins - Varied “ “
PZ-6 108+72 | 19.68 | 554368.50 | 3680599.59 -0.71 RMU 1 15 secs 15 mins El-5.70 | EI-4.00 “ “
PZ-6A 108+81 | 21.38 | 554378.01 | 3680600.53 -1.11 RMU 1 15 secs 15 mins El-5.70 | EI-4.00 “ “
PZ-7 108+71 | 38.15 | 554369.02 | 3680618.07 -0.83 RMU 1 15 secs 15 mins El-5.70 | EI-4.00 “ “
. PZ-TA 108+80 | 38.01 | 554378.37 | 3680617.21 -0.71 RMU 1 15 secs 15 mins El-5.70 | EI-4.00 “ “
Piezometers Reserved - - - - - - - - - - T T
Reserved - - - - - - - - - - “ “
PZ-10 108+21 | 163.77 | 554328.88 | 3680747.20 -2.01 RMU 1 15 secs 15 mins - - “ “
pz-11 108+82 | 163.98 | 554389.56 | 3680742.68 -2.24 RMU 1 15 secs 15 mins - - “ “
pz-12 109+27 | 163.52 | 554434.58 | 3680738.72 -2.24 RMU 1 15 secs 15 mins - - “ “
PZ-13 108+32 | -16.77 | 554326.42 | 3680566.42 1.87 RMU 1 15 secs 15 mins - Varied “ “
Pz-14 108+79 | -16.78 | 554372.54 | 3680562.90 2.52 RMU 1 15 secs 15 mins - Varied “ “
Pz-15 109+20 | -17.45 | 554414.08 | 3680558.95 2.19 RMU 1 15 secs 15 mins - Varied “ “
PZ-16 108+70 | 9.06 554365.79 | 3680589.10 1.05 RMU 1 15 secs 15 mins - - “ “
pz-17 108+74 | 9.39 554370.09 | 3680589.12 0.76 RMU 1 15 secs 15 mins - - “ “
Pz-18 108+82 | 9.21 554378.15 | 3680588.25 1.29 RMU 1 15 secs 15 mins - - “ “
PC-1 108+47 | 0* 554341.97 | 3680568.49 2.34 RMU 1 15 secs 15 mins - - N/A N/A
Pressure Cells PC-2 108492 | 0* 554369.94 | 3680564.99 2.39 RMU 1 15 secs 15 mins - - “ “
PC-3 109437 | 0* 554398.62 | 3680564.56 2.65 RMU 1 15 secs 15 mins - - “ “
Leica 1 30 mins 15 mins - - Surveying Before and after
SP-1 107+90 | -17.1 554284.98 | 3680575.12 12.92 Phase 1 and Phase 2
Survey Prisms SP-1A 107+90 | -10.49 | 554285.09 | 3680576.41 3.43 Leica 1 30 mins “ 0.751in 1.50 in “ “
*  Denotes anticipated Station and Offset assuming centerline was along the I-Wall. When control was 2

brought to the site, it became apparent that the centerline was east of the I-Wall and stationing was off.

by approximately 15 to 20 feet. These points were not surveyed. Therefore station and offset are old

values and do not match rest of survey data.




Instrumentation | Instrument | Station | Offset Northing Easting Elev Remote Scanning Data Store Threshold Values Manual Manual Reading Comment
Type ID from (ft) (ft) (ft) Monitoring | Frequency | Frequency Back-up Schedule
Canal Unit (RMU) (Minutes) Instrument
Side Louisiana Lambert South | NAVDS88
I-Wall | Zone Grid System (NAD -2004.65
Face 83)
(fo) Amber Red
SP-2 108+19 | -3.47 554313.50 | 3680573.21 12.94 Leica 1 30 mins “ “ “
Survey Prisms Leical 30 mins 30 mins 0.751in 1.50in “ Before and after
(Cont.) SP-2A 108+19 | -10.38 554313.79 | 3680574.29 3.42 Phase 1 and Phase 2
SP-3 108+48 | -3.51 554341.99 | 3680570.90 12.94 Leica 1 <15 mins <15 mins - - “ “ Primary
SP-3A 108+48 | -10.37 | 554342.35 | 3680572.10 3.48 Leica 1 <15 mins <15 mins 0.751in 1.50in “ “ Primary
SP-4 108+77 | -3.81 554370.62 | 3680568.41 12.98 Leica 1 <15 mins <15 mins - - “ “ Primary
SP-4A 108+77 | -10.55 | 554371.21 | 3680569.66 3.48 Leica 1 <15 mins <15 mins 0.751in 1.50in “ “ Primary
SP-5 109+06 | -17.14 | 554400.15 | 3680566.12 12.94 Leica 1 <15 mins <15 mins - - “ “ Primary
SP-5A 109+05 | -10.59 | 554399.80 | 3680567.40 3.51 Leica 1 <15 mins <15 mins 0.751in 1.50in “ “ Primary
SP-6 109+34 | -17.13 | 554428.65 | 3680563.88 12.91 Leica 1 30 mins 30 mins - - “ “
SP-6A 109+34 | -10.59 | 554428.53 | 3680565.15 3.47 Leica 1 30 mins 30 mins 0.751in 1.50in “ “
SP-7 109+63 | -17.17 | 554457.17 | 3680561.65 12.95 Leica 1 30 mins 30 mins - - “ “
SP-7A 109+63 | -10.64 | 554457.09 | 3680562.90 3.49 Leica 1 30 mins 30 mins 0.751in 1.50in “ “
Leica 2 30 mins 30 mins 0.50in 1.00in Surveying Before and after
SM-1 107+90 1 365 | g5r408550 | 3680583.22 1.95 Phase 1 and Phase 2
SM-2 108+19 | -3.47 554314.65 | 3680581.04 1.75 Leica 2 30 mins 30 mins 0.50in 1.00in “ “
SM-3 108+48 | -3.51 55434294 | 3680578.80 1.75 Leica 2 <15 mins <15 mins 0.50in 1.00in “ “ Primary
SM-4 108+77 | -3.81 554371.79 | 3680576.33 1.97 Leica 2 <15 mins <15 mins 0.50in 1.00in “ “ Primary
SM-5 109+06 | -3.88 554400.53 | 3680574.05 2.03 Leica 2 <15 mins <15 mins 0.50in 1.00in “ “ Primary
SM-6 109+34 | -4.05 554429.01 | 3680571.68 2.11 Leica 2 30 mins 30 mins 0.50in 1.00in “ “
SM-7 109+63 | -4.13 554457.63 | 3680569.38 2.14 Leica 2 30 mins 30 mins 0.50in 1.00in “ “
SM-8 107+90 | 8.62 554286.38 | 3680594.71 -1.79 Leica 2 30 mins 30 mins 0.251in 0.50in “ “
SM-9 108+19 | 8.62 554315.41 | 3680592.33 -2.27 Leica 2 30 mins 30 mins 0.251in 0.50in “ “
SM-10 108+48 | 8.56 554344.13 | 3680590.06 -2.17 Leica 2 30 mins 30 mins 0.251in 0.50in “ “
M?)llllll‘l‘lllel)e’nt SM-11 108+77 | 8.12 554373.01 | 3680587.47 -1.73 Leica 2 30 mins 30 mins 0.251in 0.50in “ “
SM-12 109+06 | 7.93 554401.84 | 3680584.98 -1.91 Leica 2 30 mins 30 mins 0.251in 0.50in “ “
SM-13 109+34 | 8.31 554430.15 | 3680583.20 -1.79 Leica 2 30 mins 30 mins 0.251in 0.50in “ “
SM-14 109+63 | 7.94 554458.59 | 3680580.66 -1.52 Leica 2 30 mins 30 mins 0.251in 0.50in “ “
SM-15 107+90 | 20.72 | 554287.17 | 3680606.19 -5.63 Leica 2 30 mins 30 mins 0.251in 0.50in “ “
SM-16 108+19 | 20.56 | 554316.34 | 3680603.72 -5.74 Leica 2 30 mins 30 mins 0.251in 0.50in “ “
SM-17 108+48 | 20.34 | 554345.10 | 3680601.21 -5.89 Leica 2 <15 mins <15 mins 0.251in 0.50in “ “ Primary
SM-18 108+78 | 19.52 | 554374.25 | 3680598.24 -5.37 Leica 2 <15 mins <15 mins 0.251in 0.50in “ “ Primary
SM-19 109+07 | 19.27 | 554403.48 | 3680595.61 -5.66 Leica 2 <15 mins <15 mins 0.251in 0.50in “ “ Primary
SM-20 109+34 | 19.45 | 554430.84 | 3680593.67 -5.68 Leica 2 30 mins 30 mins 0.251in 0.50in “ “
SM-21 109+63 | 19.87 | 554459.61 | 3680591.96 -5.34 Leica 2 30 mins 30 mins 0.251in 0.50in “ “
SM-22 108+71 | 31.56 | 554369.05 | 3680610.70 -5.84 Leica 2 30 mins 30 mins 0.251in 0.50in “ “ Field located
SM-23 108+78 | 31.38 | 554375.25 | 3680610.14 -5.78 Leica 2 <15 mins <15 mins 0.251in 0.50in “ “ Primary, Field located
SM-24 108+86 | 32.15 | 554384.42 | 3680610.13 -5.85 Leica 2 30 mins 30 mins 0.251in 0.50in “ “ Field located
SM-25 108+77 | 43.02 554375.30 | 3680622.11 -5.65 Leica 2 30 mins 30 mins 0.251in 0.50in “ “ Field Ipcated, Installec_i too close for (_:onventional
surveying to measure installed coordinates
SM-26 108+73 | 148.94 | 554379.40 | 3680728.26 -6.49 Leica 2 30 mins 30 mins - - “ “ Field located
*  Denotes anticipated Station and Offset assuming centerline was along the I-Wall. When control was 3

brought to the site, it became apparent that the centerline was east of the I-Wall and stationing was off.

by approximately 15 to 20 feet. These points were not surveyed. Therefore station and offset are old

values and do not match rest of survey data.




Instrumentation | Instrument | Station | Offset Northing Easting Elev Remote Scanning Data Store Threshold Values Manual Manual Reading Comment
Type ID from (ft) (ft) (ft) Monitoring | Frequency | Frequency Back-up Schedule
Canal Unit (RMU) (Minutes) Instrument
Side Louisiana Lambert South | NAVDS88
I-Wall | Zone Grid System (NAD | -2004.65
Face 83)
(fe) Amber Red
Survey SM-27 108+81 | 148.29 | 554387.26 | 3680727.00 -6.35 Leica 2 30 mins 30 mins - - “ “ Field located

Monument SM-28 108+79 | 95.72 | 554381.21 | 3680674.73 -5.35 Leica 2 30 mins 30 mins - - “ “ Field located
TT-1 108+53 0* - - - Manual - Each Rdg.. - - N/A 1x per load increment
TT-2 108+80 | 0* - - - “ - Each Rdg. - - “ “

TellTales TT-3 108+98 | 0* - - - “ - Each Rdg. - - “ “
TT-4 109+10 | 0* - - - Manual - Each Rdg - - “ “
TT-5 109+43 | 0* - - - “ - Each Rdg - - “ “
T™M-1 108+35 0* - - - RMU-1 15 secs 15 secs 0.5 deg 1.0 deg STM-1 N/A
TM™M-2 108+65 0* - - - RMU-1 15 secs 15 secs 0.5 deg 1.0 deg STM-2 N/A

Tiltmeters TM™M-3 108+95 0* - - - RMU-1 15 secs 15 secs 0.5 deg 1.0 deg STM-3 N/A
TM-4 109+25 0* - - - RMU-1 15 secs 15 secs 0.5 deg 1.0 deg STM-4 N/A
TM-5 109+55 0* - - - RMU-1 15 secs 15 secs 0.5 deg 1.0 deg STM-5 N/A

*  Denotes anticipated Station and Offset assuming centerline was along the 1-Wall. When control was 4

brought to the site, it became apparent that the centerline was east of the I-Wall and stationing was off.
by approximately 15 to 20 feet. These points were not surveyed. Therefore station and offset are old

values and do not match rest of survey data.




Table 4.1
London Avenue Canal

Sign Convention of Instrumentation

In-Place + = inclination towards canal side of levee
Inclinometers - = inclination towards protected side of levee
Manual - = inclination towards canal side of levee
Inclinometers + = inclination towards protected side of levee
Tiltmeters + = tilt towards canal side of levee

- = tilt towards protected side of levee

Crackmeters + = extension
- = compression

Prisms — Transverse Vector + = movement towards protected side of levee
- = movement towards the canal side of levee

Longtitudinal + = movement to the north
- = movement to the south
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Figure 3.4
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Client Name: Site Location: Project No.
USACE London Avenue Canal Load Test 21561880.00006
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Figure 3.7
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enclosures with
dataloggers.

Photo No. | Date:
2

Description:

Datalogger,
multiplexers and serial
to IP Lantronics
interfaces inside one of
the enclosures.




CHART 1

Piezometer ID | input # Wiring Type 125 ohm .1% ICR10X
PZ-1 1-1 2 wire Black Red
g 12 > wire - o L Common 1H———"="- H}‘ 1 DIFF 9PIN DB
PZ-3 241 2 wire 118 1L vl 9 L SERIAL » RS232 TO DATALOGGER B
PZ3A 22 2 wire Black {ha= Common 2H ellow H PORT RS232 CABLE
PZ4 341 2 wire PZ-2 Gra " oL Green L 2 DIFF
PZ-5 32 2 wire Seo Pi i
PZ-6 4-1 2 wire e E;:fg&“g;?gw iring _ AM416
PPZZ-S;\ gf g W?:z [ €  Multiplexer White
; W ADDITIONAL | 5 # 2vd 12vdc
PZ-7A 52 2 wire INPUTS PER GN Black GND
SWL-1 6-1 2 wire | B8
SWL-2 52 2 wire CHART® | 5 RES . C1 +12vde | Red >
PZ-10 7-1 2 wire v é 2 WIRE CLK] Blus C2 POWER FROM
134112 gf imz ©@ 32 CHANNELS GND |Black o » DATALOGGERB
PZ-13 82 2 wire
PZ-14 9-1 2 wire
PZ-15 9-2 2 wire Blue
PZ-16 10-1 2 wire Yo 1> SE
PZ-17 102 2 wire AG
Pz18 1141 2 wire Baégr;l:;er Red +12vde
Black GND
Green +5vde
Clear GND
I
| 12VDC Terminal Bus I
' |
CHART 2 Green ' I
H1 RST White o '
Piezometer ID | Input # Wiring Type Black L1 pnout 1 CLK Red c2 | Y I
H2 Channeit *12vdS 12vde !
PC-1 1 4 wire anne GND Black GND l — {
PC-2 2 4 wire L2 | =1 ]_Ground Terminal Bus __ Gray )
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T™-1 4 4wire Cnd AI\_II416 | |
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CHART 1
Piezometer D | Input # Wiring Type
1P]-1-1 1 4 wire
1P1-1-2 2 4 wire
IP1-1-3 3 4 wire
1P1-1-4 4 4 wire
IP1-1-5 5 4 wire
IPI-1-6 6 4 wire
IP1-2-1 7 4 wire
IPI1-2-2 8 4 wire
1P1-2-3 9 4 wire
IPI-2-4 10 4 wire
IPI-2-5 11 4 wire
IPI-2-6 12 4 wire
CHART 2
Piezometer ID | Input# Wiring Type
IPI-3-1 1 4 wire
1PI1-3-2 2 4 wire
IPI1-3-3 3 4 wire
IP1-3-4 4 4 wire
IPI-3-5 5 4 wire
IPI-3-6 6 4 wire
CM-1-1 7 4 wire
CM-2-1 8 4 wire
CM-3-2 9 4 wire
CM-4-3 10 4 wire
CM-54 11 4 wire
CM-6-5 12 4 wire
CM-7-6 13 4 wire
CM-8-6 14 4 wire
CM-9-4 15 4 wire
9 VW Crackmeters
18 VW In-Place
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120VAC

ICR10X
Red 1 RST ?A'I:i’; ci
Black CLK; 2 Red ®
Green o Chnnelt +12vd Red 12vde e * 12VDC
- H2 Black - Regulator
White L2 GND GND GND | Black ®
G AM416
2 Multiplexer Red
aoomonall (B Red AVWA 12vd0— 20— 12vde
neutseer! [ L1|Black ;. Vibratingenp 3 GND +
CHART1 | Ho|Green oy,  Wire  Fq [ 1-SE -
v B Lo|Whie_|cy. Interface F2[—c = 2-SE
s g |_Sheld | Channel 1 AG [ AG
EX White/Blue E1 12VDC Battery 50Ahr
4 WIRE | Marine Battery
16 CHANNELS
L—
POWER TO DATALOGGER A
G
Bed RSt oo c3 —) RS232 TO DATALOGGER A
B IR c4
Green H2 CI:;:;;H +12vdd BRlae:k 12vdc
White L2 GND GND
&4 Am416
| [ Multiplexer, | Req |, AVWA jpygclRed_fipig TO ETHERNET
ADDITIONAL S #2 4| Back |, Vibratingcno B;Sz GND TWO PORT NETWORK
CHART2 | Ho| Creen oo, Wire  pq ottt 3-SE LANTRONIX (-
Vg L2|—White lco Interface F2[—Z~""—]4SE UDS2100
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- T 12vDC
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URS Corporation
St. Louis, Missouri
Drwn. By: BER Scale: NTS Proj. NO:
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m Figure 3.10
Client Name: Site Location: Project No.
USACE London Avenue Canal Load Test 21561880.00006
Photo No. Date:

1
Description:

Graphical Alarm
Threshold Display
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Client Name: Site Location: Project No.
USACE London Avenue Canal Load Test 21561880.00006

Photo No. Date:
1

Description:

Photograph of Initial
Set-up of Computers
Inside Instrumentation
Trailer.




Client Name: Site Location: Project No.
USACE London Avenue Canal Load Test 21561880.00006

Photo No. Date:
1

Description:
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