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REGIONAL DISPUTES REVIEW BOARD RECOMMENDATION 250081-3
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kr, John Boiton. Project Manager Mr Mark Jackson e
Boiton Perez and Assooiates Semper Fi Services, LLC.

1773 NE 2057 Street 1611 12" Street East Unit 8

Morth Miany Bsach, Ft 33178 Palmetto, Fl 34221

Re SR 7 from NW 79" Street to NW 137" Strest

Fin Nos 250081-2-52-01 and 250081-3-52001
Corttract 1D T8080 and 78081 T6160, T6161

Dear My Bolion and Mr Jackson

Semper F1 Seraces, LLC therstofore raferred o as the Contractor) the Prime contractor on this
projget and The Flornda Despanment of Transportation (FDOT) requested @ DRB Heanng to
determing «f the Contractor was eniifien to overruns on Pay lem 5271, Detectable Warmngs on
Wallang Surfaces (Retrofitl The heanng was held on June 3, 2010

lssue; Semper Fi, the prime contractor on FDOT Contract 8160 and T8151 worked on both
projecls atibe same time The projects both included Pay Item No 527-1, Detectable Warnings On
Walkking Surfacas, Retrofft Contract T8181 hsted 78 sach Cortract TH180 dsted 64 sach The
disputed ravaives around the definstion of Detectable Warnings as to payment

Contractor Position: The Contractor mnstalled (89) Detectable Warmnings on TB180 and 1315
Detectable Warnings on T6181 for a total of 230 53 The plan quantty wes for 84 and 76 Deleslabls
Warnings This amounted to an overrun of 90 8 Oetectable Warnmgs

The Comractor stated that @t bid trme they astimated using 2'x4’ units as they felt these were the
maost commonty used and most effizent

The contracior states that “The area of the exwsting sidewalk ramps reguirad to be covered with the
mats was not shown in the contract plans™ During constructon the Conlractor instalied 88,
Zxd'warning mats on TE160 and 131 §, 2'xd'warmning mats on TE181 or “the average over the two
sontracts was 1 85 units/mats per sidewalk ramp”

The Contractor believes that i shaula be pard for the number of units/mals astually requmed
turmshed and iostalled

The Contractors interpretation of the requiraments of Saclion 527 of the specficatians 1s that the
Contractor should be paid ane each pay unit for each individual detectable warming mat furnishen
and mstalled In this case the units instalied were 2'x4’ each At a number of sidewaik ramps a
muitiple number of ynts were Installed The Coniraclor states in ther rabuttal that Sechon 527-5
‘Basis of Payment’ "clearly contemplates that multiple detectable warnings may be installed at
each curb ramp” And that “all references to Curb Ramp Detectable Warning refer to the Warnings
as ong unt per location, not mulhple warmings per location”



FDOT Position: The Plans for Project 250081-3 indcate 78 focations for the installation of
Pay tam 527-1 Detectable Warnings on Walking Surfaces- Retrofit

The Plans jor Project 250081-2 .ndicale 54 locationg for ihe mstslagon of Pay Hem 527-1
Deteciabls Warmings on Walking Sutfaces- Retrofit

“The contract plans dentify ali the ocations for placement of Pay ltam £27-1 Detectable Wamings
on Walling Surfaces Retrofit, The plans and pay tem sumimary clearly show payment of anly one
unit fEACH] for each focation There s no reference to payment for each 2'x4' mat and payment 15
not based on a square fecl or square yard bass”. FDOT cites the Iollowing sechons of the
Siandard Specifications

527-1 Dascnption

Furoish and install Detectable Wammg davices on newly constructed andior sxisting concrate curb
ramps ard sidewalks constructed mn accordance with the Dasign standards where inditated in the
plans

B27-4 Method of Measuroment
Detectable Warmngs applied to existing curbk ramps wil be paid each Deteciable Warning that s
furrushed, nstalied and accepted.

827-5 Baais of Paymenf

Proe and payment will be full compensation for all work specfied m this Sechon. including ali
labor, surface preparation, materials and incidertals necessary o complete the work for Deteatable
Warnings insialled on each curb ramp Payment will be made under Mem No. 527-1 Deteciable
Warmngs on Walking Surfaces — each’

The FOOT iakes the position that based o the Design Standards there s one “Warning' per curb
ramp ipcatien The mats of matenal require o cover the curb ramp vary depending on how they
are located m elgtion to the readway, FDOT mamtains that the Contract prawdes for coverags as
per the Desgn Standards, Index Number 304, and not per number of 2«4’ mats used. FDOT
furtver backs thewr positien by showing that there are several different sizes of mal mastenal
avafiable from the providers on the FDOT Qualified Products List

FOOT conmends thal based on the Plans and summary sneefs the location and number of curb
ramp locations requinng Detectable Warnings was ewdent at the time of bid. FDOT sites Standard
Specifications 2-4 which requires the Contractor to examine the site of the proposed work carsfully
before submitting a proposal for the work contempiated

DRB Findings: The ssue n queston s the actuat Defintion of Section 527, Detectaoie
Warnngs on Wallung Surfaces

Based on the Boards interpretavion of the Contract Documents Standard Speciications and
Design Standards, the definition of Detectable Warning Devices, “device matenal” s the matenal
as doscribed In sechon 827-2.1, 527-2 1.1, 527-2 2, 527-2.3 and 527-2.4 These sechons define
the mafenal to be used There 18 no menfion of a standard size mat



The Board interprets Sechion 521, Detectable Wammgs On Walking Surfaces as applies to TBO80
and TH161 to be the total of material and labor necessary 10 install device matenal at 2ash curh
ramp lecavon in accordance with the Design Standards and be paid per each location regardiess
of amount of device matenal used Based on the plans, the number of locations and guantity
summary correctly states the numoer of Detectable Warnings to ba instalied and pad

Tihe Regional DRB Board Recommendation:
The Board finds No Enfilement for ovarruns to Pay ttem 527-1 on T8080 and 76061

The Beard appreciates the cooperation by all parties mvoived and the information prowvided to
make this recommendatian.

Pleass ramember that falure to respond fo the DRB and the other party conceming your
acceptance or rejechion of the DRBE recommendation within 15 days wil be considered acceptance
of the recommendation

{ cartdy that | perhicipated in the Heanng of the DRB regarding the Dispute indicated above and
concur with the findings and recommendations

Respacifully submitted,

t D ? Baarrd
.Jae;é:s 121; fzha?man
John Nutbrown, Membar
Don Menderson, Member



