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Replace Water Mains & Valves

1.   Drawing G001, note 30 – This note requires the completion of each phase prior to the start of a new phase.  At the preconstruction conference and in your written response to our RFI’s the Air Force indicated that concurrent work on multiple phases would be allowed.  This note conflicts with previous communications.  Moreover, the extensive scope of this project will require work in multiple phases concurrently if work is to be completed within 330 days.  Please confirm that concurrent work in multiple phases will be allowed.

Answer:  Concurrent work in sections/phases will still be allowed.  However, once work is started in a section/phase, it must be completed in its entirety.  The intent is to eliminate extended open areas or areas awaiting grading/sodding.
2.  Drawing G001, note 11 – you have limited outages to no more than 4 hours without the Contracting Officer’s approval.  Please be advised that due to the lack of a sufficient number of valves in the main, multiple buildings will be down at any given time when tie-ins are being performed.  Their will be frequent instances where the water service will be down for more than 4 hours due to the lack of a sufficient number of valves and the absence of a requirement for wet tapping of services.  

Answer:  The new main should be installed with provision for all service connections.  Both lines will be active until the service connections are complete.  The may be some instances where an existing service line does not have a valve.  These should be rare and will be connected when the existing mains are abandoned.  Thus the CO approval. 
3.  Drawing C105, lower plan – you have designated 2 additional bores as 10” HDPE on a new 6” line.  We believe these should be designated as 8” HDPE.  Please confirm.

Answer:  Note should read 8” HDPE.
4.  Drawing C107, upper drawing – you have indicated that a hydrant is to be added in the bubbled area closest to the left.  We believe this should say directional bore 8” HDPE.  Please clarify intent. 

Answer:  Note should read ‘Directional Drill 8” HDPE’.
5.  Drawing C-108, lower drawing, far left side – you have not shown the directional bore coming through at the matchline.  The original drawing shows open cut at this location.  We believe this should be designated as directional 8” HDPE.  Please confirm.

Answer:  Boring of 8” HDPE should be proposed for the bore at 90735 and the new Fire Crash Rescue facility.  Work in these areas will need to be coordinated with the Crash Rescue contractor.  If the water main is installed before the new Rescue driveway is placed, direct burial may be an option.  The same is said for the existing fire station 90735.  If they have moved to the new facility before the water main is placed, this area could be cut/patched.  However, this area is airfield pavement and repair would seem more costly than directional drilling.  Proposal should include directional bore 8” HDPE in both areas.
6.  Drawing C109, lower drawing – at the airplane wing you state 4” HDPE.  We believe this should be 8” HDPE to connect to the new 6” line.  Please clarify.

Answer:  It should be both.  The intent is to directional bore 8” HDPE to clear the static display/decorative sidewalk in this area and allow a better option for alignment.  The service connection to the SP gate facility should be a directional bore of 4” from the new main to Building 90050.  This will eliminate the need to close an inbound traffic lane, remove/repair pavement, etc. 
7.  We have compared the newly issued drawings to the original drawings and it appears that the only changes are to the notes on G001 and the addition of bores which are designated by bubbles.  Please confirm that there are no other changes to the drawings other than what has been bubbled.  We do not want to miss any price adjustments required by changes to the drawings.

Answer:  Drawing changes were confined to more directional drills in lieu of pavement cut/repair.  Less disruption and in reality, less cost.  Comments were expanded to clarify previous inquiries.
