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June 6th, 2014 
 
RE: ADDENDUM #3 
Project Address – 513 Garden Street 
 
Prepared by: Mark Shkolnikov 
 
The following is a list of responses to RFI’s received up until the end of Wednesday, June 4th, 2014 
 
 
GENERAL: 
 
1. Besides the assumption of a July 1st start date, are there any schedule restraints or goals due to 

financing, city requirements, etc.? 
 

Response:  No. 
 
2. Are there any expectations by the client to achieve a LEED standard? If so, would the team like 

that as an add-alternate? This will help us factor in the time requirements of staff and material 
choices. 

 
Response: No. 

 
3. When the client received the permit were there any stipulations placed on the team by the city 

regarding encroachment, traffic, etc.? 
 

Response: No. 
 

4. Are there any permits or fees to use city streets for blockage if we needed to close a lane?  
 

Response: At the discretion of the contractor. There should be plenty of open area in the parking lot 
and (e) metal shed for staging, etc. 

 
5. Did the city provide a total list of fees to the owner of all of the types that may be applied to this 

job?  
 

Response: No. 
 

6. Is there any public money involved in this project? Are there any labor affiliations that may need 
to be addressed by the construction team? Prevailing wage requirements?  

 
Response: No. 
 

 
 
 



 

  

 ____________  

7. Are there existing approved color boards and finishes from the design team? Will the 
construction team need to provide any of this outside of submitting samples and swatches? 

 
Response: ABR did require a color board for Garden Street Elevation. Those colors / materials are 

indicated on Sheet A4.1. Nothing outside of samples and swatches. 
 

8. Does the owner pick up all fees for streets, water (temp meter and or final connection)? 
 

Response: The site already has water and owner will be picking up this fee. 
 

9. From a quick site visit, it looks like there is an encampment on the property.  Will they be cleared 
out before construction starts? (they are located in the existing warehouse) If they are moving 
out will the construction team be able to utilize that as an office/warehouse? 
 
Response: The encampment will be cleared out before construction.  The metal shed will be empty 

and welcome for your use as an office / warehouse. 
 
10. Are there any liquidated damages? 
 

Response:  No. 
 

11. Sections 05510, 08510, 11450, and 11500 have no submittal requirements.  Is this correct? 
 

Response: This was mislabeled.  Please plan on providing submittals on all of these items. 
 

12. It is our understanding from working with City of Santa Barbara in the past that the city requires a 
permit fee that is not standard for Fire Sprinkler plan approval. It could be between $1500 and 
$3000. Is this fee the contractor’s responsibility? 

 
Response: Correct – this is the contractor’s responsibility. 

 
 
ARCHITECTURAL: 
 
1.  Please confirm the illuminated handrail is only at the larger catwalk, not the two smaller catwalks. 
 

Response: Confirmed.  The illuminated handrail occurs only at East side of the larger catwalk (E3.3).  
The smaller catwalks do not have handrails. 

 
2. Fencing elevations on A7.1 and specification 05500 indicate P1000 & P1001 channel posts.  The 

structural details 13/S3.0 and 16/S3.0 indicate a P5001 channel, which is a back to back channel 
like the P1001.  The structural details also indicate double P5001 posts at some fence locations.   
Please advise which unistrut post to use.  

 
Response: Proceed with the layout and P5001 as specified by Structural. 

 
 
 



 

  

 ____________  

 
3. Should the structural drawings govern, the P1047 Ushape which fastens the post to the rail (see 

A7.1) will not work with the double P5001 posts shown.  Please advise.  
 

Response: Given the switch to the P5001 per response 2 above – rather than have the P1047 (U-
shape) wrap the post and connect to the rail horizontally, as illustrated in the Architectural 
drawings, rotate the P1047 vertically and apply it so it wraps the rail on the backside and 
connects to the post(s).  This will require lowering the top rail slightly so the U-shape can 
fasten to the post above and below the top rail. 

 
4. The bracket P2543 shown on A7.1/Detail 2B function is unclear.  It appears to be at end of fence 

runs or returns.  Please advise.  
 

Response: The Bracket is intended as an adjustable support for future shelving.  Assume (1) per 
Perimeter Fence pier. 

 
5. Where do the butt splices occur at the P1000 railing along the fencing posts and how are they 

connected? 
 

Response: The splice can occur anywhere (it should not be visible behind the panel), but given the 
change per comment 3 above, it should not occur at the post.  The steel panel will double 
as a connection. 

 
6.   Glass Guardrail is indicated to be etched both sides on Detail 6/A8.7. Specification Section 08800 

indicates the acid etching to be on one side.  Please advise. 	
  
 

Responses: Proceed with specification section 08800 – acid etching on one side only (glossy side in). 
 

7.   Are there any details on how to connect the roof gutters to the new rainwater tanks? Is the intent 
to reuse the existing gutters or add new gutters? There are no details on the components that are 
typically included in getting the rainwater to the tanks. Is it the contractor’s responsibility to 
provide this for the architects review? 

 
Responses: Details of this have not been drawn.  It is our intent to reuse the (e) gutters. We anticipate 

standard rainwater, sheet-metal piping from the gutter directly to the cisterns – with a 
means of overflow. 

 
 
STRUCTURAL 
 
1.   S3.2/13. It is not clear to what extent this detail occurs. Can you please let us know the number of 

incidences?  
 

Responses: Structural Engineer: Detail 13/S-3.2 occurs at the intermediate stair landings between 
floors and has been called out accordingly. Final stair orientation shall be coordinated 
with the final architectural drawings. 
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2.   S3.3/9. A 1” thick spacer is specified here. It is not clear whether this is continuous, or only at the 
locations where the glass railing is mounted. Please clarify.  

 
Responses: Structural Engineer: The callout in Detail 9/S-3.3 refers to an item per the architectural 

railing drawings that were current at the time of detailing. Contractor shall coordinate 
spacer necessity, location, and extent with the anchor bracket provider and final 
architectural drawings. 

 
 Architect:  The spacers are located where the glass railing is mounted – they are not 

continuous.  The spacer is to be hidden behind the mounting plate – (rather than bolting 
through the stucco) leaving an 1/8” gap behind the plate / separating it from the stucco. 

 
3.   S3.3/18. The drawing shows a 2X1/4 plate welded here to support the grating. Is an angle an 

acceptable alternative?  
 

Responses: Structural Engineer: A 2”x2”x1/4” angle may be substituted in lieu of a 2”x1/4” plate 
shown in Detail 18/S-3.3 for the support of the walkway. 

 
4.   A4.1, note 18. States that the catwalk is stainless steel. None of the steel specified in the 

structural drawings is noted as stainless. Which components are stainless and which are mild 
steel? The Project Manual notes it is to be from stainless steel, but does this include the 
10X4X1/4 tubing and all of the fastening components?  

 
Responses: Structural Engineer: The stainless steel walkway, handrail, and glass rail connector 

material callouts are per the architect.  No structural steel detailed or called out in the 
plans provided by us is stainless steel.  (In addition to the galvanization required for 
exposed steel per our specifications, please plan to provide a zinc-rich primer and paint 
per the architect’s spec.) 

 
5.   A8.4/3. This is a different detail than what prevails on S3.3. This appears to show the slotted angle 

mounted on the face of the deck where S3.3/9 should prevail. Please clarify.  
 

Responses: Architect:  Proceed with the detail as drawn by the Structural Engineer. 
 

6.   A8.9/2 shows a steel tube and labels it as a “control joint.” Is this preexisting on the property, or 
are there pieces of HSS that needs to be provided here? For this gate, we would recommend a 
heavier wall than what is shown.  

 
Responses: Architect:  This is mislabeled.  The Keynote should be #187 STL. TUBE (S.S.D.) – as 

labeled in the Vehicular Gate Elevation, 1/A8.9, and as specified on Structural S-2.0. 
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7.   Does the glass railing system require stamped engineered drawings from the Contractor?  Are 
there already supporting engineering calcs for the assemblies and glass call out as shown in the 
drawings? 

 
Response: The manufacturer provides the following engineering calcs: 
 

http://www.crl-arch.com/docs/esr-3269.pdf (copy attached) 
 

This info was requested by the city during the Permit process, and they reviewed and 
approved based on this information.  I am not sure if additional drawings would be 
required.  The structural engineers, Taylor Syfan, will be retained for CA work. 

 
8.   Support frame (Note 187) at bay window shown on A8.8/Detail 6,7,8 refers to the structural 

drawings.  I do not see a call out for this support frame on the structurals at the bay window. 
Please advise. 

 
Responses: Have the fabricator propose a frame size and we’ll have this verified by the Structural 

Engineer during CA. 
  
 
ELECTRICAL: 
 
1. The intercom shown on A4.1 does not indicate manufacturer or dwelling unit receiver 

information, nor is the system included in the electrical drawings other than the location of the 
intercom being referenced.  Please clarify the system specifics and manufacturer.   

 
Response:   At the time of permitting - the city itself could not find us an intercom that would meet their 

current ADA standards.  As a placeholder, please use the following: 
 
 Manufacturer:  Door King 
 Model:  1808-082 (phone entry system with small directory)  

 
(See Cut Sheet attached) 

 
2.  Electrical Sheet E2.1 indicates a gate motor connection.  The gate is not shown to have a motor 

no the architecturals or specs.  Please advise.  
 

Response:   Correct - the current gate is not motorized – however, we would like to keep the option 
open for a future motorized gate. 

 
3.  There is no specification for the communication/data shown in the Electrical Sheets.  Data and tv 

port locations, and backboard are shown only.  What is the scope of the communication work? 
Please advise. 

 
Response:   I’ll check in with the Electrical Engineer.  Some specification is given under “Symbols” on 

E1.0.  What additional info can we provide? 
 
 



 

  

 ____________  

4.  Is it the construction team’s responsibility to install all electrical and structural infrastructure for 
the Solar Arrays? Notes on E2.3 show that PV Combiner box is to be coordinated with PV Installer, 
and it references details A and B on E2-4. There is no E2-4. There is also very minimal electrical 
direction for the PV over the existing warehouse building. What is the direction for all this? 

 
Response:   Correct – contractor is responsible for install of PV electrical / structural infrastructure.  

We will be seeking a separate permit prior to the start of this work.  Maximize PV over 
metal warehouse – as drawn on A2.3. 

 
5.  The specs mention the PV system.  Can references to the PV system should be deleted from the 

specs (05500 / SCOPE  pg 6   and  P.V.SUPPORTS pg 9) so there is no confusion about what is 
covered in the contract? 

 
Response:   Yes, this portion should be deleted.  Various components, such as the “Clamp SLR 100, 

SLR 150” may prove useful for attaching to the Unistrut. 
 

6.  What is the structural system of the metal building’s roof? Are there details for the connection of 
the PV Panels to the roof? What is the roof structure made of? 

 
Response:   We do have some archived drawings of the metal building – which I’ve included as a 

separate PDF titled “100526 Existing PEMB Record Permit Drawings.pdf.”  The accuracy 
and built conditions will have to be verified – but it should give you some idea of the 
structure.   

 
 To connect the Panels to the roof – we propose the following (or arch’t approved equal): 
 Manufacturer:  Metal Roof Innovations 
 Model:   S-5-PV 
 

(See cut sheet attached) 
 
 
PLUMBING 
 
1.   On P1.0, under the Fixture Connection Schedule, L-1: The 8 lavs, lav faucets, and p-traps 

specified for the residence studios are from Signature Hardware and are all discontinued 
numbers. 

 
Responses: Please substitute with the following: 
 
 Manufacturer:  Ikea 

Sink:   “Odensvik”  #801.955.55 
Faucet:  “Dalskar” #302.400.46 
Lav:   “Godmorgon” #801.955.36 
 
(See cut sheet(s) attached) 
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2. The Mechanical and Plumbing General Notes call for the contractor to be responsible for permits 
and fees. Is this the intent from the owner?   

 
Response: Correct.  Contractor is responsible for M&P permits and fees. 
 

3. Plumbing General Note #21 refers to submitting the submittals to the City of Santa Barbara for 
another approval. Is this correct? Will the contractor also still be responsible for getting 
substitutions approved? 

 
Response: Will check with Plumbing Engineer – we do not anticipate additional approvals.  

Contractor will be responsible for getting substitutions approved. 
 
END ADDENDUM #3 
 
Please let me know if you have any questions or comments. 
 
Thanks, 
Mark 
 
 
 
 
 


















































