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Dock Delay -
Unfounde?

David Frltz, of the engineering firm of Lounsbury,
Sleavin and Kelly, said yesterday that redesign work on
the Anchorage City Dock north extension is definitely
continuing and a report on the work will be made to the
City Council next Tuesday ngiht.

FRITZ SAID he talked by telephono w1th Harvey
| Pittelko in Seattle and Pittelko said t memarently
| had been some misunderstanding in the ¢ of a tele-
j phone convgwtxon with the representative df lnother
| consulting finq retained by the city. i

City ofh,qypls reported Tuesday ni'}f‘ m" Orville
Kofoid, an engineer for the second fir: of ‘Swan and

tonsyouwﬂle
upmusorwe%

be unable to function effectively
in your besﬁnterests," the let-
ter said.

dxcated that it
will cos‘t,the about $2,000 a
day mzstandby expense if his
firm gets ready to go back to
- and is forbidden to do so
cxty because of ‘the dam-
d d He indicated, how-|
ev his firm is wming to co-
opemte in an effort msolve the

tion to the city dock Tuesday[
o D havé
raise the problem,~ ~ = . 'for the damage

isrih : : sl Bl
o _ - AR f‘ff 8 da | U
night, but at the same time
' they: declined to give the dock
The partially completed nar
million north extension to the
nd which was
whichcecurred
» IN A REPORT presented to ' v SuPiin
tthe city council at their reg-

City Coxmcilmen decided not
epa lr to call in any more engineering
‘ des1gners a vote of confidence.

o ; Lounsbury, Sleavin and Kelly,
Ity rears b

| and

city dock is ice-damaged be- the .gopmgilmen that redesign

yond repair, according to @ _ oL I being done. - ¢
rtland, Ore. consulting eng- also. said, ‘“This

ular meeting ‘last night, Orvill

Kidfoid, of Swan, Wooster En-

‘help for the ice-damaged addi-
Grim Report |
eer hired by the city to ap- firm emsﬂers itself to have no
\gmeenng, Inc., said:

B
s

Wooster, Inc., had said he did not thmk'wm was

moving ahead — following a telephone 1ko.
‘ Yesterday Pittelko said Kofoid must . misunder-

sfood him. 19%  ovit Bl

COMME&"‘S AT a_city council ‘meeting " diseussion

The Anchorage City Council

last night refused a written|the damage which occurred”|i

request by Lounsbury, Sleav-|in regard to the ice damage
lin and Kelly for a vote of con-|to the unfinished pier project.
fidence regarding the damaged F

Commenting on the dock sit-

to have no responsibility for|with H;;p; ﬁitbelko of L-S-K

in Sea Jed him to think
work on the re-design had
been intermpted, Novak said.

David Fritz, a local repre-

“From overall con51derat10n
|the dock is damaged beyond
;repalr
\

trast to one made by the de-

The report is in ,shalp con- .

; N George Sullivan

et hnt‘se
ppets,
~and Stratton,
“firm that de-

Appmxmately $3.8 lﬁillion has
been allocated for _project
and so far about ~ million
has been spent on 140 feet,

corporated into their (L-S-K) re-design for the 460 feet
‘not yet built. This redesign is sufficiently develuped at
this time to allow. work to proceed on this sect

Yeseuskl whp has repeatedly
criticized the dock, suggested
that mpl the council should

that was finished | last
of the dock on Tuesday indicated @onfusion Io- addition to the city dock and|uyation, acting City Manager|sentative of L-S-K, denied that sign engineers, published yes- year’s eonskucmn “ “n
cally reg e re-design work, Fritz-said. (1 §/ the administration raised some Terry Novak reported to the ‘ terday and also presented to ed. Some of ! “also
Contrary" e comments made, there-is.mo basie question on the progress of re-|{council that he had received E;:felat.d City Council the council last night, which tied up in equip nd piles |
disagreement n L-S-K and Swan-Wooster, he add-. design engineering. a telephone call from Orville $tory, Page.2) describes the existing structure fon_hand but not. o )
:‘: Il:ﬁtizl rf;eﬂfr%u& statement in a Swan-Woosfexletter. L-S-K, in a letter to the Kofoid in Portland, Ore., on "‘ﬁ A : as repairable. . .- ;S‘gzﬂle Kofoid,
pr ahe city, reported re-design plans|Monday that indicated some %r 2 The council asked the two ' " : %
- “Our recommendations have been satlslacﬂorﬂy will be submitted to the coun-|confusion over L-S-K re-design (¢op wﬁf&?ﬁ;ﬁ:ﬁ:ﬁg engineering firms to. review &E:_rﬂaing;ffe" i}'urt .

cil on May 3 if possible and|plans.

their reports to attempt to nar-
called upon the city for “its

'proceea 5 : the damaged dock, ir
KDﬁ'OlD L engmeer for row the areas of difference. \does not agree vmh Lsg as to

After council, d,;scussmn of

full support.” o S8 E'NMM Meanwhile, the city attorne miss Lounsbury, in eparmg the
' B SR g e ST }neet- < lar-|cons hi 1 ST e matter, Co‘ sz George was asked to stui'iy't)hé matte}:" Kell and Swallin -nglae:al at;g e methmodwfor .
iz, Plts had recommended that the. city go: SHEEFwith In the letter, L-S-K declat-iconsultant hired by the city Sullivan moved, that the city € matt y” g \present structure.
: ed “this firm considers itself{~ told him that conversation in an attempt to determine lia- m and start again

| Rather than repairing the

. the work soon or face the risk of substantial losses, in- \dock n place Kofoid said he

hire as consultants the firm
"cluding some $2,000 a day standby charges threatened

- that designed “‘t:he original blllty.i v

firms. The other coun-

by the contractor, Swalling-General.

Fritz also took issue with a claim of the city
attorney that L-S-K is probably responsible for the dock
damage. He quoted the same Swan-Wooster report to

| . the effect that: ' |

“It was unforeseen that an extreme sized mass (of
ice) would suddenly be trlggorul and come dM in a
chain reaction.”

THE SWAN-WOOSTER report went on to state'

. “Our review of the design eoncept of Terminal No. 2
(nqth dock extension) in discussions with your consult-
ing engineers reveals no evidence of an engmeerlng error
in the design.”

L-S-K designed the 600-foot dock extension md was
then retained as consultants during’ the actual comstrue-

dock, Tippets, Abbott, McCar=-
thy and Stratton.

COUNCILMAN Joe Joseph=-
son said he opposed the plan

because it would be premtaure,
First, he said, they must get

|the re-design of the original

engineer to' protect the city’s
legal position, in any possible
future claims.

After some debate the mo-
tion was defeated but twe of
the council members voting
“no” indicated they were not

KOFOID SAID six of eight
poured-concrete beams span-
ning:piling bents are damaged
heyond repair as are at least
N‘per cent of the weight-bear-
nghpiling. These and all deck-
i@ would have. to be removed
with « dubiousé salvage value
t6 any: of thesmaterial. ,

The report '6f the designers
at the dock, Lounsbury, Slea-

vin and Kelly (LSK), on the
other hand, said the beams, or

piling inserted without re-

Both agreed existing material,|the city council..

almost all of which has been

and they agreed that all brace

cllmen apparently felt the ac-|
tion would be premature.

FIRST — and the one rec-|

prepared for the entire project,|ommended by Marsh — \f/m}ld\
caph can be repaired and new|De used insofar’ as possible, be to terminate the existing

| aged 140-foot structure.

contract including the one for

|

’declsmn however.

‘would favor removing the deck
and reconstructing the portion

ithat has damaged, LSK
favors leaving the prestressed
deck panels in place, drilling
through 1 and replacing the

‘damaged or missing piles. The
contractor could make the final

Kofoid said his firm agrees
with LSK’s redesign for the re-
'mainder of the dock. The re-
'design will cost an estimated
$241,950 mchldmg $20,000 for
temporary repairs to the dam-

lan is to

Basically, LSK’s
‘ bridge - the pre structure
with temporary repairs in order
to get on with construction of

opposing the pr1nmple, just
the timing.
In other action the emmcd

tion phase.
FRITZ POINTED out at the Tuesday mght meeting
“that “we are in the rather odd and difficulf position of

‘ ! fear ili i = Iting service with Louns-|
mbvings any. of - ‘the existin piling would have to be mshal consu :

strucflxgre zther Shan steeé; led on the landward side in-|bury, Sleavin and Kelly, and
braca-piling beneath the deck,|stead of under tire wharf deck- engage a new €ngHeer. Then,|

s » 3 : ly réjected® a re- - - - under direction of the new en-| |4 hainderof the dock. Wh

being #esponsible . , . to recommend and advise with unanimous . . ing. ; the remainde e dock. When

3 mpremedial istion ‘while being. foreliuintorent quest by Virgil O. McVicker : Aac::;glmg ’i?n?:é:):gié;hect:’z But Kofoid said it would be|gineer, the damaged structure |t js completed, the contractor
- B EhaIBII for damage which oconehed” and others for a license to PD; 24 PS| ecessary to re-design pile|Should be removed and replac- |could-then go back and repair

would have to be at least par-

A e a3
est’ caps, splice in concrete piling|®% é
Hally reppE o desig{ and devise a method to pre-| As a second alternative, he

A e al ¢ e
re;ﬁ;% uhemzngts wafesgaivent sageing of the steel brace|suggested that the city follow

operate a cocktail bar in the
Lane Hotel which is now being -
rebuilt after a disastrous fire
{last year inh whlch 14 persons

p *m letter, in effect, asked that the city determine
'th will continue to rely upon L-S-K as its con- -
multant éﬂilsohirge them of their contractural Qphgations
' to serve the eity on the ]Ob

onstruct the damaged por-

S°

dled.
lEQUES’l‘ was reject-

wl‘lb‘ ost no debate.
i =, #khe eouncil did approve a
4— ; -ul " f

neath the wharf in the area|orders involved. ?rt Commission recom-
. . . ‘ the Leo’s Supper of greatest ice damage danger.| The third possibility would n&:gggéﬂ! y ‘I.S(Ia(d’s ll)'e;i&sz%!;
| @ i o 'Clu\_ quor license for West His report expresscd reser-|be allowing LSK to proceed I ; u
: ANCHORAGE, ALASKA, MONDAY; AP "4 ‘9“ 'Hlllch}st Drive to Green Dra- . vation asp to wh:’oher the dock|with its revision plan and con- nlleg] 44 were! ia!‘efulf tf(l’lt in-/
4 gon, Ini¢, at 1704 Gambell St, support stricture will ever be|struction of a modified dock. fla}lm:ge su?gww sto the ‘gﬁ
The club was formerly the , completely safe from ice dam-| ALL THREE possibilities gmem firnt the conlyib.
Penguin Club. Its license was age caused by drifting floes. |would include the recommen- |fo. =

»

A R

LAST OF THE wing’;&gdriﬁ“é‘éit? Dock as the

revoked: by the Alcoholic Bev-
erage Control Board because of
financial liens imposed against
it.

Also granted by the council
was a variance to the -ecity
building . code in connection
w1th the construction of a 26«

sqiltmtmt building in’
L'M View; The variance
is"to the setbacks front and

b

partial agreement on the re-|
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Corps Takes
Soundlngs In ’
‘Dredged Aréa

The Corps of Engmeers 1s

~

‘lquired re-design of the strues 4}

ture to prevent future dal’magf supplement concrete piling be-

¥

Dall: Newsphoto by Justin Kelley
settlng sun glances off the water of Knik Arm.

presently taking soundings
along an area,of the water-
front dredged last year for
construction the north ex-
tension ‘;tua dock. |
The soundings are to check
complamt!k& émldmg n-
tractor Al ng that

has sloughed back into %he

area causing ‘shoals that \’inll
hampei-' Barge work. [

e man for the port

saxd WEXpected that sgme
report " the re!ults of the
sounding work V\'}‘ill be avail-
able v the first part of the
coming week.

'Wbtk on the project was not
résumed this spring pending
i’“ﬂﬁmsmn on rdqmgnmg or

last year aﬁi
ice dam&ge durmg spring
break!.}&. P i

tion, he said, some steel
ling would be required to

WHILE SUCH damage
should be minor, he said, it
|must as a calculated risk with
[the use of concrete piling in
this location.”

Because of the importance of
using the material and getting
the job finished, the advan-
tages would offset the risk, he
concluded.

Harvey Pittelko, of Louns-
bury, Sleavin and Kelly, in
his report said the re-design
work has not been completed
but indicated less modification
would be required.

NEITHER REPORT made

the damage or gave any indi-
cation of who
nancially responsible. Thus far,

$1,557,733 has been paid out®

on the $3 milliggp project but
much of that is for delivered

materials as yet unused on the|

structure. Less than one-third
of it has beeh erected.

Among the legal problems
posed, in addition to that of
financial responsibility, 'are
such things as insurance ques-
tions and liability for future

damage should re-design fail 1o

solve the problem.

any estimate of total loss from =

would be fi-|~ =

piling under ice loads. In ad-|the Swan, Wooster recommen-

dation and ‘renegotiate with
the contractor, Swalling-Gen-
eral, for the extensive change

fation that a suit to recover
damages be instituted against
the firm of Lounsbury, Slea-
vin and Kelly.

One of the factors in conten-
tion, the prestressed concrete
for pilings, was chosen partly||
‘because of a peculiar sub-soil
problem in the area.

*Because a strata of blue clay |
will not support a constant
bearing. load, bell-bottomed
concx:ete piles that could be
washed down through the sxlt
were", chosen

. FIRST probl

gle and tap1d1ty

grade specified. Cﬁy

m
the pilings-swere

man Joseph Yesenski last f.u Cook Inlet _mf'

-

eqmphined' that 2 number of

angle, and that some were not
in line with the others, He ob-
jected on esthetic grounds and

qugmd the structural inte-
y of the misaligned piles.
ineers concede there

City Manager Ben Marsh re- '

viewed the situation of conflict-
ing engineering meports and

presented ‘three alternatives to|

them appeared to be set on an|

puing with plan
the deck until problems with
?iie emstmg structure are clear

Councxlmen were careful not
to accept any redesign ideas
because of the city attorney’s
advice that such acceptance
might jeopardize the city’s legal
position if it decides to sue the
engineering firm for damages.

Mayor Elmer Rasmuson was
adamant, though that the dock
will not be a : Hie
city is assured that it
ed satisfactorily an
according to. wha
cations may be drawn

I don’t think the city is go-

ing to accept a dock that evi-
dence has shown will not stand




