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Quantity

Direct Cost

Lot

1

1,261,630

                  

 

Indirect Costs (25%)

Lot

1

315,408

                     

 

Sub-total

1,577,038

                  

 

Overhead ( 12 % of Sub-total)

189,200

                     

 

  Subtotal

1,766,238

                  

 

VAT(

消費税

) (15%)

264,936

                     

 

  Claimed Amount

2,031,173

           

 

US Dollars
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C – 2 

Watertight Diaphragm for Seawater Intake Structure

C – 2 – 1 

General Description (概説)
1. This item is the Contractor’s request for reimbursement of additional costs incurred by him in respect to the Watertight Diaphragm for Seawater Intake Structure, as the change of the Watertight Diaphragm type was due to the Engineer’s instruction of execution method for Construction as a result of the unforeseen physical conditions, which falls under variation in work in accordance with Sub-clause 13.1 of the General Conditions of Contract(一般条件書).

2. The additional cost is :

Additional Cost:
2,031,173 US$
C – 2 – 2 

Facts and Grounds (事実と論拠)
C – 2 – 2 – 1 
Narrative of Facts (事実の説明)
1. The Contractor submitted his Bid (入札書) to the Employer on April 4th, 2003.

2. The Contract Agreement was signed on June 1st, 2003 by both Parties.

3. The borehole No.1 ((hereinafter called “BH-1”) at the Seawater Intake was attached in Information To Bidders (ITB:入札案内図書) and included in the Contract Documents. (C-2-4-1-1) The geological information of the BH-1 showed that there was no rock existed. 
4. The borehole No.39 ((hereinafter called “BH-39”) (C-2-4-1-2) at the Seawater Intake, which was not included in the ITB and also Contract Documents, was issued to the Contractor on October 7th, 2003 during the meeting between the Engineer and the Contractor at the Engineer’s New York office, after the signing the Contract Agreement.
5. The geological information of the BH-39 showed the existence of hard sandstone layer at minus 8 meters from the ground level.
6. The steel sheet pile work is shown on item A5 in the Bill of Quantities (hereinafter called “BOQ”  数量・価格明細書) (C-2-4-1-3) and is described on page 2, Marine Work – Seawater Intake Structure, in the Special Conditions of Contract(特記条件書). (C-2-4-1-4)

7. The Contractor priced the BOQ in accordance with mainly the information of the BH-1, BOQ and the description (C-2-4-1-4) of page 2 in the Special Conditions of Contract. (特記条件書)
8. The Contractor submitted his letter Ref. C-0001 dated May 13th, 2003 (C-2-4-2-1) to the Engineer requesting the issuance of the Construction Drawings for Seawater Intake Structure by September 30th, 2003.
9. The Construction Drawings for the Seawater Intake “For Construction” were issued on December 2nd, 2003 for Seawater Intake through the Engineer’s Document Transmittals Ref. DT-0013 dated December 2nd, 2003 (C-2-4-2-2) against the Contractor’s requested date, September 30th, 2003 as mentioned in the abovementioned Contractor’s letters Ref. C-0001.(C-2-4-2-1) It means 63 days delayed.

10. The Contractor submitted his request for Extension of Time (hereinafter “EOT”) through his letter Ref. C-0010 dated December 4th, 2003, (C-2-4-2-3) due to the delay of the issuance of the Drawings for Construction.
11. The Engineer rejected the abovementioned EOT request through his letter Ref. E-050 dated December 5th, 2003 (C-2-4-2-4) since the Drawings “For Planning” had been issued on September 30th, 2003 through the Engineer’s Document Transmittal Ref. DT-0001 dated September 30th, 2003 (C-2-4-2-5) and the Contractor could prepare to start the Seawater Intake work at that time.

12. The Contractor wrote to the Engineer through the Contractor’s letter Ref. C-0011 dated December 6th, 2003 (C-2-4-2-6), that the Contractor disagreed to the Engineer’s abovementioned rejection since the Contractor was requested not to prepare work nor commence work by Drawings for Planning, by the Engineer’s representative at the kick-off meeting (一般的に落札通知書が発効された後、最初に行われる会議) among the Employer, the Engineer and the Contractor held on April 30th, 2003.
13. The Contractor submitted his method statement (施工計画書) for Construction of Intake Structure to the Engineer for approval on December 30th, 2003 through his letter Ref. C-0015 dated December 15th, 2003. (C-2-4-2-7)
It showed the watertight diaphragm to be steel sheet piles as requested in the Technical Specifications and BOQ.
14. The Engineer omitted the steel sheet pile diaphragm work (ｼｰﾄﾊﾟｲﾙ隔壁) for the Seawater Intake in BOQ and requested the Contractor to submit his alternative method statement by adoption of in-situ concrete diaphragm (場所打ちｺﾝｸﾘｰﾄ隔壁) on January 4th, 2004 through his letter Ref. E-0070 dated January 4th, 2004 (C-2-4-2-8) since they could not drive the steel sheet piles through hard sandstone layer.
15. The Contractor submitted his alternative method statement by in-situ concrete diaphragm on January 16th, 2004, through his letter Ref. C-0020 dated January 16th, 2004 (C-2-4-2-9), for the Engineer’s approval.

16. The alternative method statement was approved by the Engineer on February 6th, 2004 through his letter Ref. E-0096 dated February 6th, 2004. (C-2-4-2-10) 
17. The Contractor commenced the Seawater Intake Structure work on February 10th, 2004 in accordance with the approved method statement.
18. The Contractor submitted his notice of claim for additional costs and Extension of Time through his letter Ref. C-0030 dated February 10th, 2004. (C-2-4-2-11)
19. The in-situ concrete diaphragm work completed on May 31st, 2004.
20. The Contractor submitted his additional costs claim through his letter Ref. C-0150 dated June 9th, 2004 (C-2-4-2-12) to the Engineer.
21. The Contractor submitted his request for the Extension of Time through his letter Ref. C-0151 dated June 10th, 2004. (C-2-4-2-13) The requested days of Extension of Time is 153 days since 90 days of gap of the execution days between those of the steel sheet pile work and the in-situ concrete diaphragm work and 63 days due to late issuance of the Drawings for Construction of the Seawater Intake Structure.
22. The Engineer rejected the Contractor’s above-mentioned two claims, through the Engineer’s letter Ref. E-0100 dated June 30th, 2004 (C-2-4-2-14), as follows;
1) The Contractor had to know site conditions before bidding in accordance with Sub-clause 
  4.10 in General Conditions of Contract.
2) Bore holes BH-2 and BH-3 near to the BH-1 in the Bid Documents show that there are
  sandstone layers at around minus 8 meters.  
3) Therefore, the existence of sandstone layer was not unforeseeable geological conditions.
4) The Engineer has right to omit some works in BOQ (数量・価格明細表) and instruct some 
  additional /extra works in accordance with Sub-clause 13.1 in the General Conditions of 
  Contract.
23. The Contractor disagreed to the Engineer’s opinion in the abovementioned letter through the Contractor’s letter Ref. C-0160 dated July 5th, 2004 (C-2-4-2-15), as follows;
1) The Contractor had obtained general geological information of the site from the 
  City Municipal office at the time of Bid. However, it did not show the exact location and 
  depth of the sandstone layer. 
2) Why did the Engineer not design in-situ concrete diaphragm instead of the steel sheet 
  pile diaphragm for the Seawater Intake Structure before the Bid time if the existence 
  of sandstone layer at the Seawater Intake area would have been foreseeable?
3) Why did the Engineer not provide an item of is-situ concrete diaphragm in BOQ as
  a provisional sum?
C – 2 – 2 – 2 
Grounds of Claim (クレームの論拠)

1. The boring data of the BH-1 at the Seawater Intake area had only been given to the Contractor at Bid Stage (from February 1st, 2003 to April 3rd, 2003) and included in the Contract Document. (C-2-4-1-1) The data shows as follows;
1) yellow sand: from 0.00m to 4.95m , SPT: from 9 ~ 48
2) grey sand: from 4.95m to 9.45m, STP: from 20~ 21
3) clayey sand: from 9.45 to 10.95m, SPT: from 21 ~ 37
4) clayey sand: from 10.95 to 12.45m, SPT: from 24 ~ 40
5) clayey marl: from 12.45 to 14.71m, SPT: from 27 ~ 44
* Note: SPT(標準貫入試験) means standard penetration value
The soil up to - 10 meter consists of mainly sand, some gravel (less than 50mm in diameter) and a little bit of clay. 
The abovementioned data mean that the steel sheet piling by vibration hummer is much possible as mentioned in item A5 of BOQ (C-2-4-1-3) and “2.1 Seawater Intake Structure” on page 2 of the Special Conditions of Contract. (C-2-4-1-4)

2. The data of the BH-39 was issued from the Engineer to the Contractor on October 7th, 2003 after the date of signing the Contract Agreement, i.e., June 1st, 2003. Therefore, this geological condition of the BH-39 as explained in Item 3. hereinafter was unforeseeable condition at Bid Stage.
3. The data of the BH-39 shows that there is a hard sandstone layer at minus 8.0m and it was actually found during the excavation of the Seawater Intake area. 
4. Therefore, the Engineer was obliged to abandon the Engineer’s designated sheet pile watertight diaphragm method and chose another method of watertight diaphragm, ie., the in-situ concrete diaphragm to break through hard sandstone layer by heavy drilling machine. 
5. The Engineer’s original design of steel sheet pile watertight diaphragm method is quite reasonable design if the actual geological condition would have been similar or same as the BH-1, as there was no hard sandstone layer. However, if the Engineer would have known there had been a hard sandstone layer at minus 8.0m at the Bid Stage, the Engineer should have considered that the sheet pile watertight diaphragm method would not have been an appropriate method and other method such as in-situ concrete diaphragm would have been adopted.

6. Therefore, the selection of the steel sheet pile diaphragm watertight diaphragm at the Bid Stage by the Engineer was unfit for the actual geological conditions.

7. Therefore, the additional incurred costs to the Contractor shall be reimbursed to him in accordance with Item C – 2 – 3 hereinafter. 
8. The change of the diaphragm from the steel sheet pile diaphragm to the in-situ concrete diaphragm is variation in work under Sub-clause 13.1 of the General Conditions of Contract, as the cause of the change was due to the Engineer’s late issuance of geological report of BH-39 at the Intake Structure and the existence of the hard sandstone layer, which falls under unforeseeable conditions at Bid Stage in accordance with Clause 4.12 in the General Conditions of Contract. 
Accordingly, the Engineer’s fair and reasonable evaluation of the additional costs, calculated hereinafter, shall be made in accordance with the provisions of the Contract.

9. The analysis of related Extension of Time on CPM (Critical Path Method) shall be submitted separately.

C – 2 – 3 

Summary of Additional Costs
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Breakdown of Additional Costs is attached hereinafter. (C-2-4-1- 5)

C – 2 – 4 

Supporting Data
C – 2 – 4 – 1 
Reference Materials
No.

Attachment No.

Title

1.
C-2-4-1-1
Boring Data BH-1(Sea Water Intake) (省略)


2.
C-2-4-1-2
Boring Data BH-39 (省略)
3.
C-2-4-1-3
Bill of Quantities: A5 (省略)
4.
C-2-4-1-4
Special Conditions of Contract: 2.1 Marine Work - Seawater Intake Structure (省略)


5.
C-2-4-1-5
Contractor’s Additional Costs Breakdown (省略)
C– 2 – 4 – 2 
Correspondence, MOM, etc.
No.

Attachment No.

Title

1. 

C-2-4-2-1 


Contractor’s letter: Request for Publishing the Drawing 
                         
for Construction
　　　　　　　　　　　　　　
Ref. C-0001 dated May 13th, 2003 (省略)



2. 

C-2-4-2-2


Engineer’s Document Transmittal: Drawing of Seawater Intake 
                            Structure for Construction
                            Ref. DT-0013 dated December 2nd, 2003 (省略)
3. 

C-2-4-2-3


Contractor’s letter: Claim No.2: Request for Extension of Time, 
                            Seawater Intake
                             Ref. C-0010 dated December 4th, 2003
4. 

C-2-4-2-4


Engineer’s letter: Claim No.2: Request for Extension of Time, 
                          
Seawater Intake
　　　　　　　　　　　　　　
Ref. E-050 dated December 5th, 2003
5. 

C-2-4-2-5


Engineer’s Document Transmittal: Drawing of Seawater Intake
                            Structure for Planning
                            Ref. DT-0001 dated September 30th,2003 (省略)
6. 

C-2-4-2-6

 
Contractor’s letter: Claim No.2: Request for Extension of Time, 
                          
Seawater Intake
                            Ref. C-0011 dated December 6th, 2003
7. 

C-2-4-2-7

 
Contractor’s letter: Submission of Method Statement for 
                            Seawater Intake Structure
                            Ref. C-0015 dated December 15th, 2003 (省略)
8. 
C-2-4-2-8


Engineer’s letter: Request for Alternative Method Statement for
                            
Seawater Intake Structure
                               Ref. E-0070 dated January 4th, 2004
9. C-2-4-2-9
Contractor’s letter: Application for Approval of Alternative Method Statement of Seawater Intake Structure
Ref. C-0020 dated January 16th, 2004
10. C-2-4-2-10
Engineer’s letter: Approval of Alternative Method Statement for Seawater Intake Structure
Ref. E-0096 dated February 6th, 2004 (省略)
11. C-2-4-2-11
Contractor’s letter: Claim No.2, Notice of Claim due to Unforeseeable Geological Conditions at Seawater Intake Structure
Ref. C-0030 dated February 10th, 2004

12. C-2-4-2-12
Contractor’s letter: Claim No.2, Request for Additional Costs  to Seawater Intake Structure
Ref. C-0150 dated June 9th, 2004

13. C-2-4-2-13
Contractor’s letter: Claim No.2, Request for Extension of Time 
Ref. C-0151 dated June 10th, 2004

14. C-2-4-2-14
Engineer’s letter: Claim No.2, Rejection to Claim No.2
Ref. E-0100 dated June 30th, 2004

15. C-2-4-2-15
Contractor’s letter: Claim No.2, Request for Additional Costs and Extension of Time 
Ref. C-0160 dated July 5th, 2004
Sample letters 2: 物理的予見不可能な地質条件

C-2-4-2-3
Date: December 4th, 2003   

  









  Our Ref. No. C-0010  

Atten: Mr.相手の名前を入れる

        Engineer’s Representative

        住所などをいれること

Ref. Contract No. 契約番号及びプロジェクト名を入れる

Sub：Claim No.2: Request for Extension of Time due to Late Issuance of Drawings for 
Construction to Seawater Intake Structure (手紙のタイトルを入れる) 
(クレームの通知：工事用図面発行遅れに対する工期延長クレーム)

Dear Sir,

We refer to our letter Ref. No. C-0001 dated May 13th, 2003 which we requested the Engineer to issue Drawings for Construction to Seawater Intake Structure by September 30th, 2003, and your letter DT-0013 dated December 2nd, 2003 which the Engineer issued the abovementioned Drawings on December 2nd, 2003.

The Contractor requests for 63 days of Extension of Time due to late issuance of the Drawings for Construction to the Seawater Intake Structure as follows;

1. The Contractor’s requested date of the Issuance of the Drawings for Construction: 
By September 30th, 2003

2. The Actual date of issuance: December 2nd, 2003.

3. Delayed period: 63 days
The Contractor would like to reserve right to claim Extension of Time and additional costs in accordance with Sub-clauses 1.9 and 8.4 in general Conditions of Contract. 

Your prompt acceptance of the abovementioned claim would be highly appreciated.
Yours sincerely                

On behalf of       Corporation
(会社名を入れる)

所長のサイン欄　　　　　

所長の名前をローマ字で入れる 

Project Manager             
C-2-4-2-4
December 5th, 2003
Ref. No. E-050     
Atten: Mr.相手の名前を入れる
　　　Project Manager

請負者の会社名と住所を入れる

Ref. Contract No.契約番号とプロジェクト名を入れる

Sub：Claim No.2: Request for Extension of Time due to Late Issuance of Drawings 

 for Construction to Seawater Intake Structure 

Dear Sir,
Referring to your letter Ref. No. C-0010 dated December 4th, 2003.
The Engineer can not accept the Contractor’s request for the Extension of Time since the Drawings for Planning was issued to the Contractor on September 30th, 2003. Hence, the Contractor could prepare to commence the work for the Seawater Intake Structure, such as preparing his method statement (施工計画書), by using these Drawings for Planning(計画図). The Contractor’s method statement has not yet submitted to the Engineer for approval.
Hence, the Contractor’s claim for Extension of Time and additional costs is hereby rejected.
Your understanding for this issue would be appreciated.
Yours sincerely                      

エンジニヤのサイン欄　　　　　　
代理人の名前をローマ字で入れること 
Engineer’s Representative     
C-2-4-2-6
Date: December 6th, 2003
                                                           Our Ref. No. C-0011   

Atten: Mr.相手の名前を入れる

      Engineer’s Representative

      住所などをいれること

Ref. Contract No. 契約番号及びプロジェクト名を入れる

Sub：Claim No.2: Request for Extension of Time due to Late Issuance of Drawings 
for Construction to Seawater Intake Structure
Dear Sir,

We refer to our letter Ref. No. C-0010 dated December 4th, 2003 and your letter E-0050 dated December 5th, 2003.

The Contractor disagrees to the Engineer’s opinion to reject the Contractor’s claim since the Contractor was requested not to prepare work, such as procurement of material and drawing up (作成する)method statement (施工計画書) by using Drawings for Planning at the kick-off meeting among the Employer, the Engineer and the Contractor as noted in minutes of meeting (議事録) attached.
Your acceptance of our claim would be highly appreciated...
Yours sincerely                

On behalf of       Corporation
(会社名を入れる)

所長のサイン欄　　　　　

所長の名前をローマ字で入れる 

Project Manager     
Encl(添付図書): Minutes of meeting at kick-off meeting (省略)
C-2-4-2-8
January 4th, 2004  
   Ref. No. E-0070    

Atten: Mr.相手の名前を入れる
　　　Project Manager

請負者の会社名と住所を入れる

Ref. Contract No.契約番号とプロジェクト名を入れる

Sub：Request for Alternative Method Statement of 

Seawater Intake Structure 

Dear Sir,
The Engineer hereby instructs the Contractor that the steel sheet pile diaphragm work in BOQ is omit from the Contractor’s work.

The Engineer requests the Contractor to submit Alternative Method Statement of Seawater Intake Structure by in-situ concrete watertight diaphragm instead of the steel sheet pile diaphragm as soon as possible.

Your prompt submission of the Alternative Method Statement would be much appreciated.

Yours sincerely                      

エンジニヤのサイン欄　　　　　　
代理人の名前をローマ字で入れること 
Engineer’s Representative     
 C-2-4-2-9
Date: January 16th, 2004

                                                               Our Ref. No. C-0020
Atten: Mr.相手の名前を入れる

      Engineer’s Representative

      住所などをいれること

Ref. Contract No. 契約番号及びプロジェクト名を入れる

Sub：Application for Approval of Alternative Method Statement of 

Seawater Intake Structure (変更施工計画書承認願)
Dear Sir,

We refer to your letter Ref. E-0070 dated January 4th, 2004.

The Contractor herewith submits the Alternative Method Statement of Seawater Intake Structure for the Engineer’s review and approval.
Your prompt approval would be highly appreciated.

Yours sincerely                

On behalf of       Corporation
(会社名を入れる)

所長のサイン欄　　　　　

所長の名前をローマ字で入れる 

Project Manager             

C-2-4-2-11
February 10th, 2004

Ref. No. C-0030
Atten: Mr. 相手の名前を入れる
Engineer’s Representative
Ref. Contract No.: 契約番号とプロジェクト名を入れる
Sub：Claim No.2: Notice of Claim due to Unforeseeable Geological 
Conditions at Seawater Intake Structure (クレームの告知)
Dear Sir,

We refer to your letters Ref. No. E-0070 dated January 4th, 2004 and No. E-0096 dated February 6th, 2004. 
The Contractor would like to reserves right to claim additional and Extension of Time due to the change of watertight diaphragm for the Seawater Intake Structure from steel sheet pile type to in-situ concrete type because of unforeseeable geological conditions at the Seawater Intake area.

Please note that the package claim documents shall be submitted in due course after completion of the Seawater Intake Structure. 
Your acceptance of the abovementioned claim would be much appreciated.

.

Yours sincerely              

On behalf of 会社名を入れる 

所長のサイン欄　　　　      

所長の名前をローマ字で入れる      

Project Manager              
C-2-4-2-12
June 9th, 2004

Ref. No.C-0150 

Atten: Mr. 相手の名前を入れる
Engineer’s Representative

Ref. Contract No.: 契約番号とプロジェクト名を入れる
Sub: Claim No.2: Request for Additional Costs due to Change of Watertight 
Diaphragm Type for Seawater Intake Structure (AC: No.2)
Dear Sir,
We refer to our letter Ref. C-0030 dated June 9th, 2004 and your letter Ref. E-0070 dated January 4th, 2004.

The Contractor would like to request for the additional costs due to the change of watertight diaphragm type from the steel sheet pile one to the in-situ concrete one as a result of the Engineer’s instruction in accordance with Sub-clauses 3.3, 4.12, 13.1  and 20.1 as follows;

1. Direct Cost（Loss of Efficiency and Stand by Costs）           : 1,261,630 US$
2. Indirect Costs and Site Office Overhead Costs (25%)  :  315,408 US$
3. Markup(Home office and branch office overheads) (12％)    :  189,200 US$

                        Sub-Total                         : 1,766,238 UD$
4. Value Added Tax (消費税)(15%)                    :  264,936US$

5. Total                                          : 2,031,173 US$
Please find enclosed evidences of the additional cost calculation and the Contractor’s daily & weekly reports for the Engineer’s evaluation．

The Contractor would appreciate it if the Engineer would fairly evaluate the associated additional costs and approve the Contractor’s request.
Yours sincerely                  

On behalf of 会社名を入れる　　 

所長のサイン欄　　　　　　　

所長の名前をローマ字で入れる

Project Manager　　　　　　

Encl：1．Calculation of the additional costs (省略)
(添付物) 2．Copies of the Contractor’s daily and weekly reports from February 10th, 2004 
           to May 31st, 2004 (省略) 
C-2-4-2-13
June 10th, 2004

Ref. No. C-0151 
Atten: Mr. 相手の名前を入れる
Engineer’s Representative

Ref. Contract No.: 契約番号とプロジェクト名を入れる
Sub：Claim No.2: Request for Extension of Time due to Change of Watertight

Diaphragm Type for Seawater Intake Structure (EOT: No.2)
Dear Sir,

We refer to our letters Ref. C-0030 dated February 10th, 2004, Ref. 0150 dated June 9th, 2004 and your letter Ref. E-0070 dated January 4th, 2004.

The Contractor would like to request for Extension of Time due to the Engineer’s instruction as follows;

1．Date of the Engineer’s instruction to change diaphragm: January 4th, 2004
2．Date of completion of the in-situ concrete diaphragm work: May 31st, 2004
3．Days of gap between those of steel sheet pile diaphragm and in-situ concrete diaphragm: 
   90days (refer to the approved original progress schedule and revised progress schedule)
4．Days due to late issuance of Drawing for Construction: 63 days 
   (refer to Contractor’s letter Ref.C-0010 dated December 4th, 2003)
5．Request for Extension of Time：153 Days (90days + 63 days)
Please find enclosed evidences of the Contractor’s reports of daily, weekly and monthly for the Engineer’s evaluation．

The Contractor would appreciate it if the Engineer would fairly evaluate the Extension of Time and approve the Contractor’s request.

Yours sincerely             

On behalf of 会社名を入れる

所長のサイン欄　　　　     

所長の名前をローマ字で入れる    

Project Manager              
Encl：1．Copies of the Contractor’s daily, weekly and monthly reports from February 10th, 
2004 to May 31st，2004. (省略)
C-2-4-2-14
June 30th, 2004

Ref. No. E-0100     

Atten: Mr.相手の名前を入れる
　　　Project Manager

請負者の会社名と住所を入れる

Ref. Contract No.契約番号とプロジェクト名を入れる

Sub：Claim No.2: Request for Additional Costs (AC: No.2) and Extension of Time 
(EOT: No.2) due to Change of Watertight Diaphragm Type 
for Seawater Intake Structure  
Dear Sir,
Referring to your letters Ref. No. C-0150 dated June 9th, 2004 and C-0151 dated June 10th, 2004.
The Engineer can not accept the Contractor’s request for the additional costs and the Extension of Time due to following reason;
1) The Contractor had to know site conditions before bidding in accordance with 
Sub-clause 4.10 (現場ﾃﾞｰﾀ熟知条件) in General Conditions of Contract.

2) Bore holes BH-2 and BH-3 near to the BH-1 in the Bid Documents show that there are sandstone layers at around minus 8 meters.  

3) Therefore, the existence of sandstone layer was not unforeseeable geological conditions.

4) The Engineer has right to omit some works in BOQ (数量・価格明細表) and instruct some additional /extra works in accordance with Sub-clause 13.1 in the General Conditions of Contract.
Hence, the Contractor’s claim for additional costs and Extension of Time is hereby rejected.

Your understanding for this issue would be appreciated.

Yours sincerely                      

エンジニヤのサイン欄　　　　　　
代理人の名前をローマ字で入れること 
Engineer’s Representative     
C-2-4-2-15

July 5th, 2004

Ref. No. C-0160 

Atten: Mr. 相手の名前を入れる
Engineer’s Representative

Ref. Contract No.: 契約番号とプロジェクト名を入れる
Sub：Claim No.2: Request for Additional Costs (AC: No.2) and Extension of Time 

(EOT: No.2) due to Change of Watertight Diaphragm Type 
for Seawater Intake Structure
Dear Sir,

We refer to our letters Ref. No. C-0150 dated June 9th, 2004 and C-0151 dated June 10th, 2004 and your letter Ref. No. E-0100 dated June 30th, 2004.
The Contractor disagrees to the Engineer’s opinion in the abovementioned Engineer’s letter as follows;

1) The Contractor had obtained general geological information of the site from the City Municipal office at the time of Bid. However, it did not show the exact location and   depth of the sandstone layer. 

2) Why did the Engineer not design in-situ concrete diaphragm instead of the steel sheet 
 pile diaphragm for the Seawater Intake Structure at the Bid time if the existence of
 sandstone layer at the Seawater Intake area would have been foreseeable?
3) Why did the Engineer not provide an item of is-situ concrete diaphragm in BOQ as
 a provisional sum?  

The Contractor would appreciate it if the Engineer would fairly evaluate the additional costs and the Extension of Time and approve the Contractor’s request.
Yours sincerely             

On behalf of 会社名を入れる

所長のサイン欄　　　　     

所長の名前をローマ字で入れる    

Project Manager              









 Claim No.2 :	Watertight Diaphragm for Seawater Intake Structure�(海水取水口の遮水壁)
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		Description		Unit		Quantity		US Dollars

		Direct Cost		Lot		1		1,261,630

		Indirect Costs (25%)		Lot		1		315,408

		Sub-total						1,577,038

		Overhead ( 12 % of Sub-total)						189,200

		Subtotal						1,766,238

		VAT(消費税) (15%) ショウヒゼイ						264,936

		Claimed Amount						2,031,173






