REPORT

iWhat County Attorney and
Expert Assistants

Found.

CLAIM THAT PLANS WERE CHANGED WITH-
OUT KNOWLEDGE OF BOARD, THAT EX-
TRAS WERE ORDERED WITHOUT AU-
THORITY, THAT MANY EXTRAS WERE IN-
CLUDED IN ORIGINAL CONTRACT, THAT
THE COUNTY GOT NO CREDIT FOR

CHANGE OF PLANS
STRUCTION WAS

WHEN LIGHTER CON-
SUBSTITUTED, AND

THAT INSTEAD OF COUNTY OWING CON-

TRACTOR, THE LATTER WILL

OWE

COUNTY WHEN FINAL SETTLEMENT IS

MADE.

Below is published the report of County Attorney R.
P.Reese and his expert assistants on the county jail con-
trzt with the Blount Construction Company. The re-
pot, among other things, recites:—

1—That original competitive bid for concrete cell
bick wall reconstruction, after acceptance of bid and
award of contract, was increased by Blount Construction

Cmpany $589.30.

2—That the county was overcharged by Blount Con-
stuction Company on work of lowering foundations, ap-

poximately $4.283.73.
8—That item of $477.60

for cornice work in court

rom was charged for three times. It wasincluded (1st)

it the original building

contract. It was included (2nd)

i bid of March 2, 1911, to install “fixtures, railings, cor-
re and balustrades.” It was included (3rd) in order of
Jarch 7, 1911, by L. R. Benz as an extra. In addition to

fese three charges, another

charge was also made, on

enz's order, of $105.90 for “iron brackets and metal

ths” on which to hang the cornice.

In a later report

enz says that this order and charge were improper.
4—That many such charges for extra work, amount-
\g to thousands of dollars, were issued by L. R. Benz,
1e architect employed by the county as an expert to
ifeguard its interest, when these extras were included in
1e Blount Construction Company’s original contract.
5—That the roof provided for in the contract was
hanged by order of L. R. Benz, without knowledge of
he County Commissioners, for an inferior roof which is
efective and leaks badly, and which will have to be re-

laced.

6—That when cell block walls were changed from
yrick to re-inforced concrete, a change for lighter concrete
onstruction was substituted throughout the building,
ncluding the concrete foundations. Concrete beams were

1lso substituted for steel “I”

beams with concrete fire-

yroofing. All of this substitution and elimination saved

‘he Blount Construction

Company,

approximately,

314.,000.00, of which saving the county had no knowledge
and for which it received no credit from the contractor.
, T—That instead of $43,589.14 claimed by the Blount
Construction Company to be owing to it by the county,
the contractor will be indebted to the county, when full

settlement is made.

The R rt.
Pengacola, l-‘l.:.? Feb, 28, 1812,
Tha Honorable Board of County Com-
missioners, Escambla County, Fla.

Gentlemen: In accordance with the
resolution of your board of January
26th, 1912, reading as follows:

“It appearing from the report of the
Blount Construction Company of Its
claim of belance of indebtedness owing
by the county to it, upon the county
jall contract, and also from the Blount
Construction Company's estimats of
deductions and allowances due by it
to the county on this contract, that it
will require a legal examination and
construction of the contract between
the Blount Construction Company and
the county, as well as expert knowl-
edwe of the architect to determine the
correctness and acouracy of the con-
tractor's report,

“Therefore, be It resolved, that the
contractors’ report be referred to the
county attorney to consult with the
erchitect and obtaln such other assist-
ance as may be necessary to examine
the sald report, and make report of
same Lo this board at tha earlisst pos-
sible time, consistent with a full and
complete axamination.”

We, the undersigned, wera amployed
by the county attorney to check wp
and to examine the report of the
Blount Construction Company of its
clalm of balance of indebtedness owing
by the county to it upon county jall
contract, and also Blount Construction
Company's estimate of deductlons and
allowances due by it to the county on
thig contract, herewith submit our re-
port upon the Bilount Construction
Company's claim of balance of Indabt-
edness owing by ecounty to It upon
county Jail contract, and also that com-
pany's estimate of deductions and al-
lowances due by it to the county, on
this contract.

We obtained from the clerk of the
circult court the orizinal plans and
specifications as made by Rudolph
Benz Sons, architects of Mobile, Ala,,
also saveral detailed drawinge relative
to the bullding, also the contract be-
tween the county and the Blount Con-
struction Co,, also report of George M.
Hopkinson and 1. R. Benz, architects,
to the board of county commissioners.
on uncompleted work of the county
jail, and letter of the Blount Construe-
tion Company to the board in reply to
letter of the board, the itemized state-
ment of Blount Construction Company
of credits and indebtedness between
county and contractor, the report of
L. R. Benz on same to the board, dated
January .31st, 1912, and In gddition to
these original plans and specifications
we securad, by authority of the hoard
of county commissioners, who gave re-
ceipt for same, from the office of the
bullding inspector of the city of Pen-

sacola, da, tha plans for concrete
construoti of the cell block, or the
south wing of the bullding, which con-
crete plans and specifications were
supplied by the Bouthern Ferro Con-
crate Company,

With the contract, these plans and
specifications, we have made =&
thorough and complete examination of
the matter reforred to us, and submit
herewith the following report:
The Contractor’s Statement.

Taking up the statement of Blount
Construction Company in order in
which statement debits against the
county are made, we find:

The statement of original contract
price for jail buildlng amounting to
$120,902.00 is correct

Original Bid for Concrete Cell Bleck
Walls Raised.

The next item, No. B, contract, for
change of concrete construction en-
tered into May 24th, 1910, $3200.00, we
report the following. Inasmuch as it
ls contended by the Blount Construc-
tion Company in their letter of Jan-
uary 1lth, 1813, discussing item 74,
and also by Architect L. R. Benz in
his report that “the plans of more
than one half of the building was
changed, and that a largs part of the
structure was converted from brick to
concrete, and that the footings were
changed throughout the whole build-
Ing"” and that “a contract fixing a new
price for the changed work, Ilncluding
the footings, was made, and the change
in the sgize of the footings was In-
cluded in that price, so that no allow-
ance is due the county."”

We have. examined the minutes of
the board of county commissioners,
and the contract, plans and specifica-
tions, already adverted to in this re-
port, relative to this matter, and re-
port the following: The original specl-
fications of Rudolph Benz Sons under
which blds were ariginally called for,
and contract let, and we find on page
28 of general specificationsa the follow-
ing:

Bids to Be for Both Brick and Cen-
crote for Walls Cell Blocks,

“Concrete Cell Blocks. The cell
block bulldings, or the walls enclosine
the cells of the white and colored men
shall be figured on by the contractor
as being as shown on the plans and
drawings, of brick with cement mor-
tar, and also as being of concrete re-
inforced with steel. Tt I3 required
that he stipulate In his proposal for
the entire cost of the building with the
amount stated, if the walls of the cell
block bullding are of reinforced con-
e¢rete, and also what the amount will
be if the walls are of brick with ce-
ment mortar, as shown on pians. The

contractor will take the precaution not
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to omit this statement from hls pro-
posal.

“If ‘the walls ara to be of concrate,
the contractor will be allowed to use
any system of reinforced concrete that
wiil safely support the loads imposed,
and which will ba in direct accordance
with the requiremenfs of the building
laws of Pensacola, Fla., governing re-
inforced concreta work. The contrac-
tor must submit to the architect full
description plans and detailed draw-
ings, showing the size of members of
both concrete and steecl, the mixture
of concreta, and how the work will ba
executed. He must prove that the
plans for same have been designed by
an engineer of at least threes years ex-
perience in this line of work.

If tha contractor fails to stipulate
the difference in the amounts of the
cost of the two separate materials,
that is, brick work and concrete work,
it shall be consldered as reasonable
cause for a rejection of his bid.”

Bid of Keynton Construction Co,
{subsequently changed to Blount Con-
struction Co) shown by minutes book 8,
page 472, following out this provision
in the specifications, was $120,992.00
for brick construction, with $3,310.70
additional |f reinforced concrets cell
block walls were substituted for brick,
This bid- was in competition with
Btewart Jall Works Co., Van Dorn Iron
Works Co., Jett Bros. Construction Co.,
T. 8. Moudy & Co. and F. M. Dobson
& Co., who submitted bids at the
same time on both classea of construc-
tion except F. M. Dobson & Co. and
Van Dorn Iron Weorks Co. The min-
utes show on page 626 of Look 3, meet-
Ing of May 34th, 1910, as follows:

“Mr. Blount submitied two estimates
of Keynton Construction Company, of
additional costs for making changes

lin building as required by bullding in-

spector and laws of city of Psnsacola.
Making the two cell blocks of concrete
and using system of Southern Ferro
Concrete Co. in all reinforced concrete
work, tha additional cost would be $3,-
900.00 and should be added to the con-
tract price. Making the changes In
brick, the additional costs would be $6,-
101.44."

The board of county commissioners
accepted the bid for $3,900.00 for the
change, making the two cell blocks of
concrete. It will be noticed that $589.50
was added to the original $3,310.70 bid
for the change from brick to concrete.
The lctter of Blount Construction Com-
pany of May 24th, 1910, addres=zed to
the board of county commissioners
on this subject, is as follows:

“May 24th, 1910.
“To the Honorable Board of County
Commlissioners, BEscambia County,
Fla
“Gentlemen: Wea hershy proposs to
erect county iafl bullding as per plans
prepared by the Southern Ferro Con-
crete Co., of Atlanta, Ga., making two
cell blocks of concrete throughout and
using system of above firm in all rein-
forced concrete work for the additional
sum of threa thousand nine hundred
($3,800.00) dollars, added to the con-
tract price of $120,982.00.
“Very truly yours,
“KEYNTON CONSTRUCTION CO.,
“By F. M. Bloun:.

“Approved, Rudolph Benz Sons, L. R.
Benr."

Concrete Plans Never Filed With Clerk
Board.

We are informed that no plans or
specifications were submitted to the
board, nor did the architect, L. R. Benz,
or the construction company ever file
such plans and specifications with the
board of county commissioners or its
clerk, although the contract between
the bhoard of county commissioners and
the Keynton Construction Company
for this work provides as follows: *“Jt
Is further understood and agreed by
tha parties hereto that any and all
drawings and specifications prepared
for the purposes of this contract by the
said architects are mades and remain
their property except that the said
architects ghall furnish, in addition w
those required by tha specifications, to
the county, one copy of aald drawings
and specifications in addition thereto
to the copy to be supplied by said
architects, and filled In the office of
the clerk of the rcircuit court of Es-
cambia county, Florida, for the uss of
sald county.”

We, by the authority of the board of
county commissioners, procured a copy
of the plans and specifications for this
change of concrate cell block wall work
from the bullding inspector’s office of
the city of Pensacola.

Prior to the dates of scceptance of
proposal of Keynton Construction Co.
for the change from brick to concrete
in the ceil block walla, we find that at
the meeting of board on April 5, 1810,
book 8, page 614, when this mattar
was dlscussed by Mr. Blount of Keyn-
ton Construction Co.,, the following:

Blount Quotes Specifications, Allowing
Concrete Construction Cell
Block Walls.

“Mr. Blount, of Keynton Construction
Company, was called on and he stated
in e of the extra cost required,
amount of changes made in the plans.”
Ha sald that “the extra cost would be
approximately §$6.000.,00 Hs stated,
however, that by making the cell
blocks of concrete Instead of brick,
which was allowed by the specifica-
tions, the cost would be $2,500 cheaper
than- above figure.” Baid “plans were
now being prepared on this basis and
nresented to Architect Benz for his
approval, then to the building inspec-
tor for his O. K. end he thought they
would- be complete and ready for the
board to consider by Tuesday.”

The subsequent action of board and
statement of Mr. Blount has been
guoted above,

Taking tha specifications, above
quoted, the minutes of board, the let-
ter of Blount Construction Co. and
from our examination of the plans as
originally submitted by Rudolph Ben=z
Sons, and tha new plans for concrets
cell block walls, as procured from the
bhuilding Inspector of the city of Pen-
sncola, made by Southern Ferro Con-
crete Co.. we find that the only change
in the construction from brick to con-
crete had sole reference to the walls of
the white and negro men's cell block,
and had nothing to do with the
terior construction of jail buildine
eoither In the cell blocks or any other
portion of the bullding throughout, in-
cluding the footings alluded to by
Blount Censtruction Company in
report of Jan. 11, 1912, item N
which we hereafter discuss,

The next tem, No. C, In thi=s state-
ment, “Contract for Extra Foundn-
tions., $13.801.80."

in-

¢ the
their

No, T4,

This item should read $13.342.80. and ] made would
there should be a deduction of $458.07 | les

from this item,
Ancy as passed

there being a discrep-
by the hosrd

at

meeting on November 1st, 1810, bn-‘rk‘-;_.r

1. pare 588 a deduction n
hrick from $20.00 to $18.00 per M and
elimination of Interest.

With this preliminary =tatement
to this itermn, and our findings. we suh-
mit the following statement The
Blount Construction Company for this

cost of

AS

| Carpenters

work rendersd the following demiled‘
statement:

Excavation 1675 yds. at #0c..$ 1,507.09
Hardwars 150.00
Insurances 76.00
Rent 86.60
Hauling sand 740
Oifice expense 733.00
Erick work, 191 M at $20.... 3,820.00
Stucco 3908 sq. ft at 21-2e.. 97.00

i)

Sheet plling:
bor $1.652.00
6756.565
Materials 675.00— S.OUB.'J'.-I
Pumping:
Engineer 217.00

sassrmeews

Coal

.a 105.00
Material

327.00—

ﬂ-l.'.l_v.l’.lil
|
|

sssseasea s Sl 4TE00
Plus 10 per cont cccoeanaa... 1,247.50

$13,725
7

a.u0

L4}
Plus Interest ...eesccssacces

Grand total

The contractor In hls letter to the
board Jan. 11, 1912, declined to make
a detailed and [temized statement cf
thé cost of carrying footings to lower
depth, as set forth in the above state-
ment. For the board's Information we
have figured In detall the cost of this
wgrk, according to the depth given by
Mr. Bansz, the architect, at the mesting
of the board December 28th, 1911, as
shown by minute book 4, pags 78:
Benz 6Says Foundation Put Down

Average 9.
"“Mr. Benz reported that footlng=s com-
plied with contract and measurements
wera all right, and are an average f
9 feat all around, as agreed upon, and
were put down to proper depth”

We find from the statement as con-
talned in the above, that the atatement
rendered by the Blount Construction
Co., “concrete 90 yards”™ corresponds |
exactly with an extra six (6) feet of
depth, which, added to the original
3 feet of depth for the foundation,
makes total of nine (9) feet average,
and verifies the statement of Mr, Benz,
as above made.

Basing the calculation for average
depth of nine (%) feet for foundations
we have figured the cost of this work
and submit the following detalled
statement of what would have been
required to have reached an average
depth of nine (9) feet for all footings.
Report Shows Great Discrepancy Be-

tween Contractor’s and Ex-
perts’ Statement.

The first itemm “Excavation 1875 yards
at 980c, $1,507.00," on a basis of nine
feet of depth, three feet of which was
in the original contract, leaves the
averaga depth of excavation 8 feat

We find that the contractor exca-
vated 8768 yards, which, figured at his
price of 90 cents per yard, would
amount to $785.40, an overcharge of
$T18.60.

Item No. 2, hardware 3150.00. The
contractor does not specify what kind
of hardware was used and we know
of no necessity for hardware, other
than nails, and $150.00 for thils item
is, in our judgment. excessive,

Item Neo, 8, Insurances $76.00. There
should be an itemizes statement with
referance to this alsp as to the char-
acter of Insurance for which this
charge was made.

Item No. 4, rent $86.00. The same
remarks apply to this item as for item
No. 3.

Item No. 5, hauling =and $§740.00. A=
stated under item No. 1, “Excavations,”
there was six feet of foundation trench
opened by centractor for this extra
depth; the other thres feet was In his
original! contract when the foundation
was lald and the walls placed on same.

The six feet of walls figures 304
cubie wvards, leaving the 572 cublc
vards that had to go back to fill up
the opening. It will ba seen that 804
vards, or In other words that part of
the excavation taken up by footings
and walls was all the earth that had
to be hauled away. Allowing 50 cents
per cubic yard for hauling, this item
would amount® to $152.00 instead of
$740.00.

As stated befora wea find thix item
correct. The price, however, iz wrong.
it should be $10.00 per cublc yard, as
we hereafter show from the letter of |
the Blount Construction Company, for- |
merly Keynton Construction Co. This
would make this item $720.00 less, or
£000.00 total,

Item No. 8, office expens $£723.00.
Detalled information should ba given,
and the county Is entitled to state-
ment showing of what this office ex-
pensa consista,

Item No. T,
£20.00.

This price of $20.00 per thousand for
brick was reduced to $18.00 a=s we find
from re=olution of the board at meet-
ing of November 1st, 1510, already re-
ferred to in this report.

Wea have figured ths number of brick
that would have been required to have
obtained the average 6 feet of depth
of walls, and find that, figuring on
basis of twentv-ssvem (27) brick to
cubic foot, 149,000 brick were used
This basis of 237 brick to cuble foot
we conslder more than ampla Al
lowing $16.00 per thousand, this item
would be $2,384.00.

Ttem No. 8, stucco 3,808 sq. ft. al
21-2¢, $97.00. -

Computing the surfaca of
tra foundations we find tha
3,023 sq. ft. at 21-2¢, §68.02.

Jtem No. 8, concreta %0 yvards ai
£18.00, $1,620.00. As stated before we
find this {tem correct. The price,
however, iz wrong. It should be $10.00
per cubic yard RE we hereafter show
from the letter of the Blount Construc-
tion Co., formerly Keynton Construc-
tton Co. This would make this iten |
£720.00 leas or $200.00.

Item No. 10, sheet plling labor, $1.-
852.00,

Item No. 11, sheet piling, carpentars
$675.55,

These two Ilems cover The
county is entitled to detalled statement
of, and time sheets covering thess tw
{tems, and same should be furnished
by the coniractor.

Iitem No. 12, sheet pillng, materials,
£6575.00.

The materials, though not specified
we find Iumber for sheat plling Agure
up, assuming that all trenches wer:
excavated at same time and that
lumber was used second time, 22,588
feot a 5.00 equals $33ER.82

Ttem= NoO
enginaer

This ite

dthar m

brick work 1%1 M, $§3.-

feat ax-

8
L same i=

labor,

14 and raumping

el and mater

¢
to an it
wny other busing
under iil

Tha
4 LK

The contract

fe
item

i oe entitied t
$1.247.80, but without th
statements for the varlo
tioned., the

cessarlly

are u 1ld 1
the of ths
claim.

However, 10 per cent on the total of
the items arrived at and includinz ths
amounts not itemized wouid be $385.28%

The item, interast $76.00. We are

CHRONOLOGICAL HISTORY OF COUNTY JAIL.

After: considerable discussion exterding over a period of nearly twe
years the Board of County Commissioners decided to build a new County

jail.
September 7,
complete, and advertisesment

tisements.

October 16, 1909—The plans of Rudoliph Ben: Sons, of Moblle, Ala., for jall

1909—Board decided to build a new ]Jall

to

for plans was ordered.
October 15, 1903—Several architects presented plana In response to adver-

building, to cost complete $85,000.00, were adopted.

November 16,

1902 —Plans and specifications were accepted

In which the

County agreed to pay 5 per cent for the plans and this included the

services of an expert architect te superintend
Louis R. Benz was, under the agreement, to

struction of the bui'ding.

the erection and con-

furnish the expert knowledge for the County in the construction of the

work.

February 9, 1910—Contract, which had been advertised, was awarded to the
Keynton Construction Company for the sum of $120,992.00.

February 18, 1910—Contract was executed betweesn

the County and the

Keynton Construction Company (afterwards, Jung 10, 1910, changing
its name to the Blount Construction Company).

Public sentiment was se much opposed to the building of se expensive

a jail that only one member of the
which had made the contract for the
George H. Davis, who had fought an

Jan ua? 8,

Board of
jall was reelected. This wnas
voted against the proposition.

1911—The new Board of County Commissioners went into o'fice
nding the jail about one-half or two- thirds completed.
by Architect Benz for extras to the

The orders

Blount Construction Company

soon became a source of great annoyance to the board.

April and May, 1911—Contratcor F.

M. Blount, of the Blount Construction

Company, being absent, the work was practically stopped for about

two months.

September 5, 1911—Architect Benz and the Contracter were both notified
that no more ordars by Benz for extras would be allowed.

November 21, 1911—The Blount Construction Company notified the Board
by letter that the building was complete and requested inspection by

the Board and acceptance. Architect
complete except in some few minor
Board's acceptance of and payment for

Benz reported the building as
details and recommended the
the bullding, and that the

Board hold back enough to cover these insignificant details until fin-

Ished, and then pay over the small balance held back

tractor.

November 22, 1911—Architect Benz was called upon by
complete detailed report on the jail,

to the Con-

the
showing whether

Board for a
the Blount

Construction Company’s claim that the building was complete was

correct.

Mr. Benz stated that he would not make a detailed report.

that he never heard of such action before, that it was not expected

that an architect should make

Such a report, and that in all his ex-

perience this was the first time he had ever heard of such a thing.

Decembr 5, 1911—The Board ocalled upon

York, Supervisin

Mr. Geo. M. Hopkinson, of New

Architect for Stoddart & Company, Architects for

the San Carlos Hotel, to come to Pensacela and make a report as to

whether the jail was complete.,

December 26, 1911—Geo. M. Hopkinson made report to the Board showing

in detail a
building by bet
plumbing and heating

reat

amount of unfinished work to be done on the
the Blount Construction Company and also by the
contractors.

Architect Benz then also made a report showing practically the same
state of incompletion of the building as Hopkinson had shown.

On receipt of these
building.

tweo

reports the Commissioners inspected
Then the Blount Construction Company was written a
ter by the Board and furnished with an
finished work as shown by Hopkinson's and Benz's reports, and

the
let-
un-
de-

itemized statement of

mand was made that the contractor finish the building, as shown by

thess reports

January 11, 1912—Blount Construction Company replied to the Board's let-
ter and to the Hopkinson and Benz reports, and again tendered the

bullding as complete,

and demanded payment of balanoe slaimed.

January 22 1912—Board asked Blount Construction Company for a full de-
tailed statement of acoount showing unpaid balance claimed te be

due on contract.

January 25, 1912—Blount Construction Company

statement of account showing:

Warrants issued
‘ contract

furnished detall-itemized

and payments made on account of

$109,188.22
43,589,14

$152,777.36

Jnnunl‘-;y 25, 1912—Board by resolution referred the whole matter to County
ttorney R. P. Reoese, with instructions to employ experts and make

& full and complete examination to determine the correctness
curacy of the Contractor’s report.

&nd ac-

February 28, 1912—The report of County Attorney Reess, Civil Engineer Geo.

M. Rommel, former City Building
Deputy Clerk Thes, A. Johnson was filed.

Inspector James M, Johnson and

March 1, 1912—Blount Construction Company filed sult against county for

,000.00 assumsit damages.

unable to see why the Blount Con-
struction Co. should glaim Interest on
this particular bill, when we take his
remarks at the meeting of November
Ist, 1810, on the subject, a= follows:
“Blount stated that in the natural
course of events ths extra would so
over until the completion of the job,
but the amount was greater than he
could afford to carry, together with
the 20 per cent which he s now car-
rying, and asked that they consider
that clause of the specifications which
gave them the authority to order the
mattar pald at once.”

™We have taken as a basis of ou
oalculations the latter of the Keynton
Construction Company to ths county
commissioners, as follows:

May 24, 1%10,

To tha Honmorable Board of County

Commissioners, BEscambia County,

Fla., City,

Gentlemen: We hereby propose to
maks changes In county jall plans as
plans now stand, as passed by the cit)

building inspector, for the following |

amounts, In addition to our
contract of $120,292.00

Brick:
1,040,000

present

brick, as per present

plans
brick as per origli-

nal plans

740,000

200,000 axtra brick at $16.00
per thousand
Conecrata:
Roof slabs,., S yds
Concrete
beams
Concreta

footings

$4.500.0¢

. .17 vds,

15 yds.
¢0vds at $10....
Bteel!

14,160 1ha, floor beams
£84 lbs cell beams

cents ... 801

36,10

semesss e

Very truly yours

KEYTNTON CONSTRUCTION CO.
By F. M. Blount
Approved, Rudolph Benz Sona, 1. 1
Bene.

Item D.
loor partitions,
11, 1911, $550.00.

Item E.

artitions,
Thess
sioned for same

Contract for

entered

fir

vault,
into Janus

for second M«

itemns CRUSE OO
ught about
ssioners, at t
). Beggs, bo
change 1
rooms
COUrt rox
for court

ire

the faol
the |
in the
‘es in the new

yddressoed X
Arrangemernt 3 d
jall bufldiy
would not amo
$34040.00,

changes
offi
inderstood that the:
to more than
MeQuarrie made
he referred
Tudge DBeges to
the exact
hang+s.
assed.
Meeting of board Feb, 7, 1911, ©
i, page 6189, e following appear
Architect Benz submitted report of e
tra costs pertaining to new arrangc

ferent

mAaxiy
WaS

costs of

AL~ 1o
SALO I

the

|

ment of offices In jail bullding.
that cost of

Wirlng

Plumbing A ——
Blount Construction Ceo.

Btate

1.807.0¢
$2,130.4¢
show the following
record book 8, page 613, Januarv 11
1811: Matter of accommodations for
office rooms In new fall buildine w:
taken up and estimates from
Construction Company was
follows:

Vault door

Extra work

second floor

Total ..
and the minuotes

Rlount
read as

Al meeling of board as shown
rocord book 3, pages 618 and 619, the
proposal was accepted and work or-
dered done.

item F. Contract for changing win
dows entered Into Peb, 14, 1811, $625.00
This change of windows was brought
to the attention of the board and Sug
gested as being necessary because
cell corridor floor reaching to and

Is

| against the walls, cutting the windeows

in negro and white men's
n two. The minutes of board o
county commissioners, record book 2
page €24, shows a= follows:

Architect I. R. Benz brought uj
natter of changing 32 foot windows it
all blocks to 5 foot opening 4 feet *
nches by 6 feel, extra amounting 1«
6825.00. Matter was ordered consid-
vl

At night messlon on samas data, pag:
_.;T of book following appears
xtra changing windows at new
all bullding amounting to $825.00 wns
‘m maotion ordered adopted and passed
nd t1 following order was approved
ard at the same meeting:
Construction Company:

call block

the

for

v the Ix
1bunt
You are hereby

instructed to changs
windows In cell blocks to § foot
enings, 4 feet 8 Inches by 6§ feet an
extra amount of $625.00 is herel
wed for samea

order issued

by L.

differently

R.

for

Banzs
i this

oliows

Blount Construction

Company:
H of the changing of win
uards from one guard to five
guards, you are hereby al
€d AnD eXtra amountng to $625.00

work on sama.

is correct and was prop
extra stucceo

1911, $975.00,
overed as shown b
neeting of February

tlas cement, ex

$875.00 was ordered
f board

2

that night
shows

PpRE
the fol
BLuo o Telale

i Blucco of entire
yuilding with white cemen
to $675.00

rAE Ordered

axterior
it amount
was consldered, and on
tha the extr

outside nish

derf wWas approved hHy
eling, reading as fol-

t Construction Company

] are nerepy instructed to {occo
tire exterior (Jf t"}ilil{li with white
ement, and an extra amounting to

ocest §75,000.00 |

———

'

| to $477.00 s hereby
[ |
County Commissioners

S — — ——

$07TE.00 is heredy allowed for same.

This stucco for the exterior the
building was a change from that pro-
vided for In the general specifnications
page 256 reading as follows:

“All the exterior walls on Jefferson
and Zarragossa streets and on Main
gtrect and the alley the north eldes
of the bulld whers Indicated on
rian to be covered with stucco cement
and Iaid off In joints according o
design shown on the elevation ar
sactions™

The original stucco as proposed
to be of sam ‘R desigy

nish, but plain cement
item H Contract for cornic
wor entered Into March 7, 1 |
We And der for llem
oOws!

The Blount Constru<tion Company:

You are hereby Ir
tra Interlor orplce
second an

of

nn

ng

tha

d

wan
a8 present

B 1)
L 2
as ful

"
8 1

or this

structed o do ex-

work at jall on
eXira amounting
rllowed for same.
Improperly allowed
A® the original plans and specifcationn
call for the cornice to be constructed
as shown detall at section N-N,
sheet No. 1 of original plans, detall of
second floor and third floor. Bee also
detall on sheet 7, court room, first and
second floor,

This cornfce wan also Included In biA
of Blount Construction Company In
thelr letter of March 2npd, 1811, for
$1.480.00, letter as follows:

Board of County Commissionarst

We hereby proposa to (nstall fix-
tures, rallings, cornice and balustrade
ns shown on large datall of Rudolph
Benz SEon= In the first and second story
of court room new county jall bulld-
ing, for the sum of fourteen hundred
and elghty-nine dollars (§1.450.00),

Item 1. Contract for Interior court
room entered into March 8th, 1011, #§1.-
485.00.

The letter quoted above covers this
item and propeosal for woodwark, etc,
in court room, which woodwork Is
marked on plan to be furnished by
owner, However as the cornlce work
is epecified to ba done by the contrmac-
tor ($477.60) as shown by detall sheet
No, 1, section N-N, and discussed by
18 under item H, the above cost of
rornica, $477.60, should be deduoted
and balance, $1,011.40, allowed.

Item J. Contract for brick trench
ntered Into June 14, 1911, $68L.70. We
ind the following:

floor

This {tem was

on

June S5th, 1911,
Furnishing all labor and matarial for
bullding 271 lineal feet 9 Inch brick
wall 8 feot high, including footing.
1lso 6 maeanhole covers and rings, all
for the sum of $561.70.

Specificationa

Epecifications provide on page 23,
iast clanse: “The Contractor for the
brick work must build all the necas-
sary trenches to recelve the drailnage.
sewearg and plumbing pipes that pass
telow the surface of the ground ss
ilrected by the architect™ And on
page 18, of same mpecifications: “Tha
ontractor is to do all ths necessary
‘xcavating required to recelve all foun-

itions, plers, drains, sewer plpes, ale-

itors and boller plts, etc, to bring
wm to proper grade, ete”

All trenches are not shown upon the
lans, but page 3 of the specificationns
rovides that the plans and specifica-
ions are Intended to be co-operative
nd what is called for by either shall
w as binding as 1f called for by both,
T'he contractor will understand that
the work herein described shall be
‘ompleta in every detall, notwithstand-
ng savery item necessarily Inveolved is
not particularly mentioned, and thes
ontractor will be held te provide all
abor and materials necessary for tha
‘ntire completion of the work Intended
o be described, and shall not awvall
imself of any manifestly unintentional
erraor or omission should such sxist.”

The specifications as stated on page 18
require flist the excavation necessary
0 recelve the pipes, dralns, etc, and
wn page 23 of specifications wa finAd
that the contractor for the brick work
s required to bulld all ths necassary
irenches. Therefore the extra allowed
for this Item should be pald back te
he county.

Item K. Extra work approved hy
woard and architect, $5.434.29, ses de-
tailled report below covering the dif-
erent items included In this amount.

List of extras authorized by board
nd architect:

tem 1. Ftalning doora, $£75.00,

The staining of thesa doors was
scHssary beocauss on page 41, pars-
-+aph 1, of sral specifications all
nterlor wood work such an ocasing,
snsh, bases, etlc, to be stalned to reqn-
esent hardwood, ete, Thesa baing
pine wood, after stalning would not
onform with color of birch doors
ipecified In paragraph 6, page 41, of
reneral specifications which provides
‘or the birch doors of the Interior of
ha buiflding to be well prepared and
sandpapered to receive two coata of
the best floor wvamnish of approved
manufacture, which varnish finish
vould only bring out the natural oolar
f the wood and leave tham out of har-
mony with other finish for the casing,
meh, basan, ete, tharefors In our
wpinion the provision for staining hav-
ng bheen left out of the specifications,
his iftem 1s proper and should bs al-
lower.

Specification Take Preoedence Owver
Drawing.

Item 4. Increass thicknesa of doors,
176.00, Wa find order from architect
0 the goneral contractor as follows:

“You are instructed to Inoreass
thicknens of doors throughout bullding
rom 12-8 Inches to 13-4 inches, and
in extra amounting to §76.00 is herehy
llowed for sama.”

This order = improper andl should
not have baen made, for the specifica
ons provide that except the four
loore In the entrance all tha other
vooden 1w In the main bullding
hall 8-4 Inchea thick. Ses &th
aragraph on page 37 of genaral speci-

ationa, as well ap schaduls shent

0. 2 of the original drawings. This

hedh is confiiot with specifica-
lons, and provides for 1 3-8 inch thick-
wesx,. However, we find the following,
fications:

Specifications and drawings to be
o-pperative, Thess specifications and
the accompanvying drawines are In-

ndsd to describe and provide [or a
nished plece of worl They nre In-
nded to be co-operative, and what is
lled for by elther shall be as bind-
ng as If called for by hoth. The con-
will understand that the work
erein described shall he completed in
wery deatail notwithstanding every
tem neressarily involved Is not par-
leularly mentioned, and the contractor
will be held to provide all labor and
naterial recessary for the entire com-
letion of the work intended to be ds-
seribed and shall not avail himsalf f
ny manifestly unintentional error or
omisslon should such exist

This item should bhe dissllowed.

5. Change window guard in guam
room. $9°.00 It appears that order
vo. 13 from the architect to the gen-
eral contractor reads as follows:

You structed to change win-
dow in guard room, so that

ger

do
be 1

an

1le in

age 3, sp«

acLor

are 1ir

guard

Continued om P‘ollcrw‘u; Page




