Daphne, a ship-owned by Pacific Jestern Lines,
heaIZis Lout into the: choppy waters igfzGook Inlet
Tuesday afternoon leading Limpiagw#] @wned by
Northern Corp., and Swallow, a epesvehoat owned
by Cook Inlet Marine Co. The!twaismalier boats
were endangered by the choppy waves and smash-

ing iece floes Tuesday afternoon ad they lay next

JWednepd;y. April 12, 1967 Anchcng'q Dﬁly Times

LEADING THEM TO SAFETY

by 55 milean-hour winds. Daphne pulled Limpiar’

ANC HORAGE, ALASKA, TUESDAY, APRIL 18, 1967

6 out into the inlet while the Swallow, with' a
broken rudder cable, was hand - maneuvered by
crew members away from the dock where it was‘":
pinned for A time by the ice. Here, the boats are
on their way to tie up at the permanent barges
anchored about a mile out in the*ihlet. One of the
dock stanchions is in the foreground. \ s

to the main dock at the port as itvwas battered

i

‘ng policies on the Anchorage: mpyng qock fdcility, the suit |
dock at’the time of the 1964 ,nianqs  suffered $4.7 mil- = PROOF OF partial loss sub-
earghguake, lion in damages from the mitted
by the city May 5, 1964 has
tarday by the Ciiy oi ,An- 'The earthquake  lowered resulted in pariial payment
doelk 3.7 feet and'its twisting of $750,000.

| Conflicting Diagnoses.
Cloud Dock Work Plans

$2.4 million dock is damaged fearthquake and is not used. The
“beyond practical repair.”

By BOB MILLER
Times Staff Writer

age.

“Orville. Kofoid, an engineer
with Swan-Wooster Engineers of
Portland, Ore., told the City
Council Tuesday night that the

* T mide Yl W A A

38 MILLION
Thirteen

Anchorage Daily News,

against 13 underwriters hold- attle.

THE SUIT was filed yes- quake.

'motion weakened supporting = Final proof of loss stbmit- : SK

‘pu:ivngs to the 'point where {cd Feb. 23. this year has not %?éﬁr?{mm; he éongldermg the advice from the

“yirtualy. dismantling of the peen paid to date, "the ‘suit ¢ . I \»_,Jal- engineers. g

ilentire dock will be required|maintains. \ :.éajgls%hﬁls( a damage claim “But we don’t have fo take

Ito restore” it ‘to 'its ‘original| The city s scskling the $3.3 The thir . - GIon the advice of eithet"“bf"~ﬁ1em,”
g : ‘ ; : e third possibility is to 20|he said. “Maybe we

s|condition, the city contends. million se.tl*ment along with glong with the repair recom-|fir said. aybe we'll have to

| Holding | the largest per~1'meres’. at ‘the rate of seven mendations of LSK. i bog ﬂl?n;”bom g

centages of tht ‘policies is-ner eent ‘per .annum from Council decided to have an- ¥ s

. sued are Lloyd U‘V?m‘\\-'ri‘aurrs.nl '!‘m time of -the quake, ; other meeting next Tuesday He directed City Attorney Karl

Future construction plans for
' ’ the heavily damaged addition to
the city dock are clouded today
by ‘sharply conflicting engineer
reports and complex legal prob-
lems that surround the issue of
who will be blamed for the dam-

the responsibility of the:

Railroad, was condem 9 Tt
eral yeamqgmr‘”tq‘ e 1

ng Firms

- Named In (ity Quate '

i
A $3.8 suit hds been filed chorage and its frustee, the'30.15 per -cent; (‘_'Appalachianv

U.S. Disiriet Court here First National Bank of - Se- Insurance Co., 30 per cent;
: and Lexington Insurance Co,
17.50 per “cent.

roof, approximately 100-feet long
The port area took an addi-|and 30 feet wide, was torn off'

tional lashing earlier Tuesday|by the whipping winds and walls
from winds that whipped up the|of the dock structure collapsed.
inlet with gusts up to 55 miles|Railroad officials were slated to
per hour - smashing ice floes|inspect the damage today.

against the main dock and rip-| Kofoid’s report differs’ sharp-
ping the roof off the old ocean|ly from the report of Louns-
dock. bury, Sleavin and Kelly (LSK),

The old dock, now considered|the engineering firm that de-
dska |sigried the dock and has served

ds consultant during construc-
4 | tion, ‘“designing firm has
t the dock is re-
pairablé it -is possible to
finish ¢ ction on the entire
facility ‘this season in spite of
the damage.

The only area of agreement
ST YR in the two reports  concerns|

8 what caused the damage—ice
formatiops that fell from the
. | { battered * pile s cracking and
breaking the vertical concrete
piles.

. City’ Manager Ben Marsh out-
lined three alternatives for the
City Council, but he indicated
he -favors a course of action
that would have the city termi-
nate the confract with Louns-
bury, Sleavin and Kelly, insti-
tute 'a damage claim against
the firm or its insurance ecar-
rier, hire a new engineer 'and
let bids on the reconstruction
after close-out payments are
made to Swalling-General, the
' present contractors.
| Another: alternative, he said,
is to direet LSK to redesign the
9 (dock according to KM&E’S*&*

| omm and let LSK-

to the underwriiefrs

“where to go from here™ affer

City Dock

cause of tanker ‘utilga

the eontractor...apnd advise
~halt. the spillage.

_ Four tankers arrived almo,
/In a bunch, during,the weel
end. period and ljaiflter sai
ftyvo tankers will be unloadin
simultaneously - today for tk
first time in the Port’s histor:
'One will be at the petroleus
| wharf, the other at the gener;

him to halt

[eargo dock, -
§ St

Anchoragﬁ _I?l'irly Ngvgs,_»Mgndgy, April 24, 1967 -

' Furnace Oil
"Found Under

"I redesign reports of the two en-

A blanket of heavy furnac
‘oil under the ecity dock Fr
|day caused'some’'concern be
. fdading oy
erations until it ‘wak @iscove;
ed the/oilwas comitg'from a
IOId line'b 7a: tankf fabm bein
iremovedoby a céfitractor.
Port Director Russell Pain
er saidhohe alajedidhe U.
Coast yyGuard whoacontacte

(Continued from Page 1)

gineering firms involved.

Baum said they could be
voting to accept a poor dock
with constant repair costs. At
this point he was angrily over-
ridden by Chairman Martens
who took the parliamentary
floor away from him.

MARTENS snapped that he
was not calling for a debate
on the qualifications of the
engineers.

jon

Damage Liability

By CAMERON EDMONDSON
Daily News Staff Writers

. In the opinion of the Anchorage city attorney it

is probable that the engineers are liable for the defec- -

tive design of Terminal No. 27, the north extension
of the city dock now under construction that has been
badly ice damaged. . '
ATTORNEY ;‘Kgrl Walter ecarefully skirted the
question of conti:géf@ér liability but acknowledged the
- A city is probably liable to the

sections in such a manner that |contractor for damages if, as

they would eventually have to |t appears, “the city has no

ing.

Such a cracking could be |
sufficiently violent to toss a |
deck crane into water below,||
Walter said.

WALTER then pointed out‘ ; ;
that the damages for profes-| (erminate the contract without
sional negligence are generally| Paying a costly settlement to
measured either by the differ- the contractor, Walter said in
ence in value before and after the legal report prepared for
construction, or by the cost DPresehtation to the Anchorage

until such time as the con-
tractor is able to perform ade-
quate . work under the con-
tract.” 5L

The city probably cannot

relieve load stresses by crack- choice but to suspend the worlk -

sided ‘'with Baum and O’'Neill,
saying he was®*willing to con-
sider a change of design but
not sight unseen.

“There are too many intang-
ibles to get an answer right
now,” Deane declared.

O’Neill asked Martens if he
had some good reason un-
known to the other commis-
sioners that a suitable compro-
mise on redesign would be
reached by engineers of orig-
inal designers Lounshury,
[Sleavin and Kelly and the
city’s new consultants Swan
and Wooster of Portland, Ore.

MARTENS replied that he
did not have any information
other than the fact that the
city council had directed the
two firms to seek a compro-
mise on design. 5

After some further discus
sion, O’Neill said to Martens:

“I feel that you are trying
to pressure us into making a
premature recommendation to
the city council.”
= O’Neill, who is a2 mining en-
gineer and consultant, then
said that if the engineering
firms make a design compros
‘mise he will want background
l‘dqtau on the qualifications of
| both companies before making
any recommendations to the
lcity council. fidend

THE commission® agreed to
meet with the engineers to-
day, hgar their report, then
hold an executive session to
decide on 'a pessible recom-
mendation to the council,

Port Director Russell Paint-
er was then asked by O’Neill,
a recent appointee, to provide
a review of the qualifications
of the LSK firm as present-
ed at the time its dock de-
sign was accepted.

In the report of the city at-
torney, which the commission

Commissioner V. E. Deane| ¢ correcting the defect.

performed, demobilization

City Coundil at'a special meet-
Any law suit would have to| ing to be held tonisht.
be for the latter and it would!v It was made public when
be difficult to obtain more|[submitted to'a meeting of the
than any insurance coverage....|| Port Commission last night but
the amount of which is pres- || received littlé more thin pass-
ently unknown to him — Wal-|ing notice. At the meetine. a
ter said. .
“It should be pointed out,”
Walter continued, “that proof
of negligence or malpractice
where a professional skill is By
involved is extremely diffi-| - i
cult because of the judgment| CHAIRMAN Wallace \Mar-
factor and the reluctance of|tensindicated he felt the group
experts to testify against an-|should recommend acceptance
other member of their pro-|of an anticipated joint engi:
fession. However, at this stage|neering report’ of redesion of
of evaluation, the liability of|the dock'to he made public to-
the engineers cannot be ex-|day.
cluded.” Martens apparently felt that
AS FOR contractor liability, such 'a ' recommendation i
Walter said, “There are many needed to speed the proj s’
tests which should be made| along and reduce costly defa&s
before the contractot should be| Commissioners Witiam - O'-
excluded.” Neill. and Robert Baum _de-
If the city should unilateral-| clared they were in no Boelion
ly terminate the ‘construction|io make, a decision until they
contract, Walter said, it would|had an opportunity to review
probably be liable for damages : '
to include payment for work

verbal battle develoned over
whether an immediate recom-
mendation of ‘the commissinn
should” be made to tha city

costs and anticipated profits of
the contractor.

The city council tonight in
considering the issues, includ-
ing revised redesign ‘recom-
mendations of th ey’

. . Wl e
ing firms, W ;4 with
a pressing % sitive,
action.

Reportedly, the eontractor —
Swalling - General — is about
ready to return to work and a
decision will be necessary as
to whether he is to be per-
mitted to work according to
some set of design specifica-
tions or not. If mot, he will
be entitled to some undeter-
mined sum in penalty .pay-
ments from the city for stand-!
by time for every day he is
prevented from working.

night after.giving the two en-
gineering firms time to get a
little closer together on their
recommendations. ’

Kofoid, who has: recommend-
ed the dock be removed and
reconstruction started on the
pilings, indicated he does not

Walter Jr. fo proceed with re-
search into the legal aspects of
the case in an effort to deter-

damage—the engineers or the

tion that would mean the city

mine who is to blame for the

contractor—or if it can be call-
ed “an act of God,” a classifica-

favor a compromise between

would have to pay for the re-|

pairs or reconstruction.

= THAT THE City of Anchorage is
 in serious trouble with regard to its
- dock addition there can be no remain-
" ing doubt.

- . The engineering reports are in and

t};hey confirm that the project — an ex-

- tension designed to increase the port’s
- cargo handling capacity — cannot be
. completed within the original plans.
.~ The project is being financed
. through a bond sale approved by the
. people of Anchorage. It waf to have
““cost about $3.8 million and, with the
“ tonnage gains possible through expan-
*~ gion, it would appear to be a sound in-
- vestment. . R .
Failure to plan the project proper-
ly is a costly error. The project price
may go up. Delays and attendant reye-

i

_the facts are available,
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WHAT IS important now is that

the council make the best possible
choice among the many unpleasant al-
ternatives suggested for salvaging the
situation. A second mistake would be
inexcusable.

The pattern of Alaska’s water com-
merce is being molded in these days of
growth. Whittier, Seward and Kenai
have a stake in the outcome, as well as
Anchorage.

The successful completion of the
dock extension, in a manner that will
not result in costly maintenance and re-
pairs for the life of the facility, is an
absolute necessity if Anchorage is to
remain a major contender for south-
central Alaska shipping business.

¥ * *

THE COUNCIL must measure its
alternatives against the importance of
- early completiom) of a secure dock, and
against the:ided to minimize the loss
of public funds that is certain to oc-

~cur. — J.R.

" the ‘two Teports.

“I'd like to go
mendations. I don’t want to be
talked out of them.”

Harvey

LSK, has said the new piles can
be placed by Jdrilling through

Pittelko, representing spending

by my recom- _Councilman Joe Yesenski, wh.o.
first complained about the dock
last fall, said he was opposed to

any more money on

the project until it was deter-
mined who was responsible for

the deck—not removing it—and |the damage to the facilit
‘the protess will not weaken Qz rmxgnﬂrsg; complairfxég lla)s/t EE
v plaing

prestressed concrete slabs.
Mayor Elmer Rasmuson said
the council will have to decide

_AEC HORAGE DAILY NEws,

_the dock lacked aesthetic
qualities and he questioned its
structural design. .

Thursday, April 20, 1967

Tokyo Shipping Co. Ltd. have
been in Anchorage since Mon-
day studying shipping facili-
ties here and navigational
conditions in Cook Inlet.
CAPT. TOYOJI Hanabusa,

|marine superintendent for the

company, heads up the team.
He is expected to skipper a
ship that will bring large
components from Japan for
the Collier Chemical and Car-
bon Co. petrochemical plant
at Port Nikiski.

Plans call for a number of
the components to be trans-
ferred at the port of Anchor-

'age from the ship to landing

craft th& will beach near the
plant,
Ship’s tackle wilIﬁ be used

Japanese Shipping Co. |
Team Studies Port, Inlet

Representatives of the|to make the transiér to the

landing vessels. The largest
single component, a 506-ton
unit, will be brought across
the Pacific Ocean on an LST)|

type vessel that will beach at
Port Nikiski to unload,

TOKYO SHIPPING is also

scheduled to tow across from
Japan four large mooring dol-
phins for the Drift River tank-
er terminal now being fabri-
cated in Japan. The giant dol-|
phins which will be floated|
across and sunk in place wwill|
be welded in pairs for the tow|
across the Pacifie,

Both shipments are sched-

uled for this construction sea-
son with the Collier equip-/

mgnt to arrive in Smbeza

|
|

‘judgment and in the field of

led; Failure to use a conven-
tio‘i

|

set aside for further considera-|_
tion after receiving copies just
before the meeting opened, at-
torney Walter stated: ;
“The engineers (Lounsbury,
Sleavin and Kelly) failed to
use the care, caution and skill
necessary to furnish the city
with an adequate dock.”
WALTER then outlined
easons for his conclu-
it, he said, facts show
lage was done to the
yre any “catastrophic
claimed by the en-
gini}gys.i Pile caps were dam-
aged by warping batter or
brace . piling before any ice
everifell, he explained.
¥The. failure to compensate
ik lpads and conditions
v(app’é.ar to be beyond the
realm” of ‘speculation over

event”

predictable and anticipated,
conditions, Walter concluded.
Next the attorney rejected
the theory of catastrophic con-
ditions, or “an act of God” that
could not be anticipated.
Because of the known ice
conditions, the novelty of de-
sign ‘and the exceptional tides
in the dock area, the effect of
the dropping ice should have
been anticipated, Walter claim-

al solution to the ice prob-
lem in the sub-structure design
would “dictate greater care
and caution in the determina-
tion of the effect of ice on
the design structure,” he add-
ed. i

ign ‘would tie down
the prestresigd concrete deck

b Erwin Davis, who' has been|
| operations managm the Port
|of Anchorage sinee last fall, has
! been named % director
‘of the port, acconding to City
| Manager: Ben Ma

~He fills the positiol
by Russ Painter wh he was
named director to succeed Capt.
1A. E. Harned who resigned ear-
“ lier this year. S

1 Air 3
the nari(i,oﬁ $11.5 billion annually‘

- = Daily Times -
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“vacated

llutants are now costing

in damages, v
‘ 5{‘?{*‘1“‘\35 DAILY NEWS, Thursday, April 20, 1967

The Port Commission has ap-
proved the recommendation of
|Port Director Russell Painter
‘th-at Erwin Davis be promoted
to the position of assistar}t port
‘director. . AN

City Manager Bernard Marsh \
said late yesterday that he
concurs. in the personnell

change because of Davis’ dem-
onstrated abilities and because |
it is the recommendation ofl
both the commission and the

.| Davis is presenily operations

manager at the port, Painter
said that position will be lgft
open following the promotion
of Davis, in keeping with &
city-wide effort to effect econ-
|omies in administration.

-
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