ITEM 9
MANAGER%REPORTNO, - 28
COUNCIL MEETING 1973 04 10

Re: RIVERWAY SPORTS COMPLEX FIELDHOUSE
REQUIREMENT FOR EXTRAS

Following is a réport from the Parks and Recreation Administrator regardinQ
the contract for the Riverway Sports Complex Fieldhouse.

- RECOMMENDAT ION:

1.  THAT Council authorize the extras to the contract for the Riverway
Sports Complex Fieldhouse as outlined in the Architect's letter of
1978 April 04 amounting to $15,829.84. :
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‘1978 FPRIL. 06

PARKS AND RECREATION ADMINISTRATOR .

RIVERWAY SPORTS COMPLEX FIELDHOUSE 5
REQUIREMENT “FOR EXTRAS = "l " oo o

t: its me ting{ofilS?BprriIEOS}TthelParks:and'Recreation.
COmmiSSionawasiihformedithatﬁtheécontractfpriceiacceptedﬁfor, e
thé,cpnstggﬁtipﬁﬁdf@thefabOveﬁbuilding;ingthejamdunt§Of£51687250m~w
did,nptfinclpdegcertainfSite€31QCtrical-andlgasfworksias the . oo
¢e§ignfwas{nbtﬁcomplete;afThesefcosts;areﬁnOWUavaiIable; plus. oo
there$§r¢Asdme;minor'extras to‘the;contract“as«perﬁtheFattached TUCEhN
le ter from the Architect to the Chief Building Inspector. a1

,Théséﬁéxtras,WinCIdding‘sbme/hydro7c09ts;‘amount to $15,829.84,
... bringing the total cost of the contract to $184,079.84. Additional
V@;*helédtriCalgand:gas'costs‘off$10)466 bring the total project cost . . -

. to $194,545.84 = . e - , T T

. +:.'The Parks and Recreation staff and Chief Building Inspector .

... recommended approval of these additional works ‘and the Commission
concurred with this recommendation. : : -

. RECOMMENDATION:

* THAT Council authorize the extras to the contract for the Kiverway
Sports Complex Fieldhouse as outlined in the Architect's letter of
1978 April 04 amounting to $15,829.84. P
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Dennis Gaunt
AG:gl

ce: Chief Building Inspector
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~Rona|d Howard / architect

su'lTE 2. 1161 MELVILLE STREET,VANCOUVER, B.C. V6E 2X7 CANADA £88-8254

aptin. 4, 1978

' Building Department . .

L Cofp,:ofgthefoistrict~of,Burnaby S
‘494Q‘C§nada;ﬂay;j' G e R G
Burnaby, B. C..

‘Attention: Mr. M. Jones.
o Chiefini1ding;In§pectqr‘ -
ie "Iw’dfﬁo use - Ri verway : js'ports ‘Complex

nformatibnfﬁel5£§Vé?fdiédéitiphé1iébﬁtsf¥e1éféd
Qet“ReVieW)fare"attaéhedTfOTchutfreferénce{
gthe additio a]WOV‘ ' ORI o T

rking ot’and adjacent :
The building and'its“attehdant'parking‘1btgwerefset’at*an;{ﬁjb;' :
‘ ev;tiqnf(]06;0){deeqedjappropriate”by‘thisfoffice (incon-"". -
;'gﬁc;io“iwith;Burnaby~euilding_andrparkfofficials)éon the =
fba51sggf41ﬁformatiqn:avai]ab1e,at4the time of design and - = "
tender. TR T T
. Subsequent to tendering, information in the way of site o
. -y~w'bUilding‘grade'/and proposed road'constr0ction,gradesfwas v
7 ‘prepared by the Engineering Department. An assessment of this
' data indicated that the building e]evation,as'tendered‘wou1d
be compatible (i.e. higher) than the adjacent fields but would = -
‘be lower than the eventual surrounding roads. ~This situation,
' “while of 1imited concern under ordinary and foreseeable circum-
. stances, could be a problem (i.e. flooded building) under
unusual circumstances. The building elevation was subsequently
rajsed to an elevation of 107.5 to place it higher than any -

immediately adjacent grade containment constructions.

b
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Mr. M. Jones, _ April 4, 1978
Chief Building Inspecto
Corp. of the District of Burnaby

.1. Raise building, parking lot and adjacent grades: (Continued)
C. A quotation in the order of $4,329.94 was received from
~ the contractor. This was felt to.be excessive and- was

reduced to $3,966.92 after review and discussion. This
'sum is based on actual delivered quantities by the
~contractor and is. verified as follows: - BT

 Building Fill: Basic: 85' x 85' x 1.5/27 = 400 cu.yds.
"J‘tf\  "7; '{Sett1eﬁentvF§ct°r:L,é33 Gl ,;l§§}CU.de; .;v L
. Parking lot:  Basic: 9,320 x 1.5/27 = 518 cu.yds.
: ‘1"j;ff5 "uflﬂcfeﬁse?ifSZ],xil.S[ ‘ . fﬁ\ o L”;§Qi5):7,

10 tumits (113)

" Compaction/Settlement
e X i:J:;fToFa]:'blifwi} li.ﬂ,:;’: [

The ‘Ontrﬂctdrfsifina13quoted,figUrésVareVShown,ihtbrackets.nﬂ o
¢Theseglatter;figuresvandjthe‘machineﬁtime[c05t55submitted}?I,N'
‘areﬁpongideredjfair]andjreasonablefconsidefing"the‘circumé}‘:}
stances of a difficult'site and the need to add the extra =
Fi11 material after the origina]’operations,had‘been>1arge1y‘,-"*‘-,}»
completed, - ‘o oo T T TR TER et |
Plumbing -Revisions: s o , o - $950.00
a. On the basis of the original soil report (May 11, 1977) :
--.the mechanical consultant (R. Davis of D. W. Thomson: Consultants).
.. .presumed that only the building required unique treatment and
' that nominal accommodation of a standard type (Tow in cost)
-would suffice for plumbing services. ; 2

b During tendering, the plumbing service documents were
- submitted to. the soils consultants (Cook, Pickering & Doyle)
_toensure that the works were consistent with their intentions.
“Upon reviewing and reconsidering the constructions, Cook,
Pickering & Doyle suggested minimum changes to further safe-
~guard the service installations. These changes were jissued
to the contractor. A quotation in the order of $2,140.16 was
‘received and deemed excessive. The quotation was revised to
$950.00 after review and adjustment by D. W, Thomson Consultants
and the contractor. These figures are considered fair and
reasonable.
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Mr. M. Jdones - 3 - April 4, 1978
Chief Building Inspector
Corp. of the District of Burnaby

3. Site Electrical Service: » . $10,182.92

a. The provision of the Hydro service was not included in
the contract documents as its design was not resolved
‘at the time of tender. An underground system was
subsequently ‘designed by the electrical consultant
(Peter Scott & Assoc.) and priced by the contractor.
Mr. Scott has reviewed the quotation and feels it is
- very fair and reasonable as submitted. This sum
~ ($10,182.92) and that quoted separately to the -
e Municipality ($8,723.00) add to a figure of $18,905.92 -
o which isﬁwithin‘the~prev10us budget estimate and
.+ allowance of $20,000.00. ST

11978 04 10

. 4. Miscellaneous; A ST , :
‘*,w';J‘a;*}Ihefcontract‘draWinQSgre1iéd”on the breathing quality
*"th-ffof;an*irﬁggu1ar shake roof for ventilation. This was

. Treviewed on a site-inspection and felt as possibly - . &
- inadequate under extreme conditions. A simple continuous - ,
'geavejvent}was;introducedi“iTheAqUOtation submitted for -
~this work is extremely reasonable. ..~ T R e e

The roofing inspector required.adjustments to skylight = 2 $225.00
Tocationsgduring*Sitéftonstruction1and~these”were SO
immediately implemented by the contractor in order to . . Bt TR
aVOigjde]aysiinfconstruCtio‘.a~The'c T
to be. a matter of judgement and we recon |
Ofﬁxhe;ron,inSpéctorfSTdirecﬁioh;on;beha}ffof,the,_,f; R
Owners best interests. The sum quoted is also considered .

© MANAGER'S REPORT NO.

$205.00]
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very reasonable.

~No-dccess as,defailéd"tbvthéiattic space as there = ;jf$50{007 it

- -are no services therein. However, it was felt on site
~-_inspection that some :_:ess might be desirable in future -
- 'unusual circumstances and a simple plywood panel access

<o : was directed to be installed in a service room. The sum
- 'quoted 1is ‘again considered very reasonable. - . '

. . The tender documents.call for a thin-set application of $250.00
4" x 4" tile to masonry block walls - a minimum Tow cost . ,
- installation. Though the masonry work is reasonably true
- .and flush, enough nominal variation of surface exists to
suggest that a bedding would give a more satisfactory and -
desirable finish. The addition of such a bed is recommended.
- The sum quoted is considered fair and reasonable.

5 r changes to the contract are anticipated at this time. .The,bui!ding
E ?g‘:g§:?ﬁg comp?etion with the balance of the work Targely involving outside
" works and services. All the costs outlined above represent fair and reasonable
~value to the Municipality and the original tenders would have been higher by the
- sums quoted if the additional works had been included on the bidding documents.
It should also be noted that the General Contractor has been very co-operative
and has completed all work to date within the spirit of the contract,

R. B. Howard, M.R.A.1.C.
Architect e
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F1e1dhouse - R1verway Sports Comp]ex ,

"”;lBurnaby. B. C.

:EiBudget Rev1ew:?4:"

COUNCIL MEETING 1978 04 10

Building:
s -Site: works“

u*'Cont1ngency
Services . (Contract)
& Sanitary Sewer:

~Storm: Sewer,,,lk i

‘Water (4" dia. )
‘Miscell. ,sz11 :

€Sky11gﬁf AdJustment ‘f;  .f 

ccess-Hatch::
1]e Backlng

’ ffffffServ1ces (N 1. c )

. Power: " -
Gas '

Budget

’ >~May;30/77 B

Tender
Sept 2]/77

‘vContract!‘J
- Addit.Work -
‘Apr11 3/78

Municipal.

Addit.Work .

7'$137 600.00

10,000.00

'-leo‘eso,oof

. 12,000.00
. 7.3,000.00
12,000.00
3,000.00

$168 250 00
In Above-
"In Above

In,Above,~-f
In Above . =
In Above
In Above'“

'V':;vf jV$1885450-0°

5168 250 00

:In Above

- In Above = L
In Above
tIn,Above"

_April 3/78

$168,250.00.
In Above
v ,1In Above o

| e o
o 4-950.00

”i”fciflbglszcng

% 8,723.00

205.00 oo

225,00 -

50.00 -

250,00

" $20,000.00

$ 20,000.00

1,743.00 -

' fs,829;84,'

“In Above

$ 8,723.00

No Allowance

$189,993.00

% 1,783.00

$208,450.00

'$184,079.84

'$ 10,466.00

~ TOTAL: (Contract and Municipal. Additional Work):

R. B, Howard, Archifect






