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REVIEW COMMENTS
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Durvigo

Sit > No. REA - DU-023
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"*' ' ~ Ralewn Comment Resolution
co .. u. '""*s.eno

TAC Is is really necessary for the contractor to move It is true that the owners are
garage contents? Surely occupant could do this, capable of doing this, but

they are also capable of doing
some of the excavation and
restoration work, and we do

i not ask them to do this work
| either. Asking the owner to move

and store the contents of the
garage is not in keeping with
the philosophy of UMIRAP. Thisi

! would place a burden on the
! owner / occupant that we have
! not done in the past.

I TAC Lumping all " Rebuild Garage Storage Room" costs This is not a bid; it is
! into one item worth $1,240 is very unspecific merely an estimate of what

| compared to 11 sf of concrete at $3.50* we feel the cost will be.
each. Why so different an approach? The contractor will providet

| | a detailed breakdown of
*

cost in his bid for the
work.

*The REA states 11 sf of concrete at $3.00,
not $3.50.
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