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ECI Construction - RFI 00 
 
The Simulator building mentions a pre-engineered building in the description of the project. I do not see a 
spec for a PEMB, and I thought the drawings looked like traditional.  
 


 
 
Dustin Avery  | Vice President of Estimating | eciConstruction     
p: 717.638.3307 | m: 717.659.1413 | a: 124 W. Church Street, Dillsburg, PA 17019  
w: www.eciConstruction.us | e:  dma@eciConstruction.com  
 
 
 
Response: 
It will not be a pre-engineered building.  The simulator bay is a fully designed steel framed structure. 



https://www.eciconstruction.us/

mailto:dma@eciConstruction.com 

https://www.facebook.com/eciConstruction/

https://www.youtube.com/channel/UCSEGcghc4dyv_m0pZ4pkDcQ

https://www.linkedin.com/company-beta/9227088/






 
 
 
RFI#   1  


REQUEST FOR INFORMATION 
 


Please type or print legibly 


 


TO:  Owner  DATE: 6/9/2026   
RE: CONTRACT NO.    
SHYQ149104  


 


TITLE: 
LOCATION:
Roof 


 


FROM:   
GR 
Sponau
gle 


 


 
SUBJECT: 
RTU 
Disconnect
sSPEC.RE
F. 
DWG.REF.     E207, E701, E801 __ 


 
 


PRIORITY: [  ] 48 Hours 


INFORMATION REQUIRED: [  x ]  Routine (10) Days 
 
  On sheet E701, (RL) – relocated equipment is noted for AHU-02 while the disconnect is not (RL). 
Sheet E207, note 2 says, “Relocate Disconnect switch with equipment.”  The Disconnect Means Schedule on sheet 
E801 also has DS2 (and others) listed in a way that implies they are to be furnished “NEW”.  Requesting clarification on 
what distribution equipment is to be (RL) and/or “NEW”. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


Distribution:   DMVA Project Manager, DMVA FCMM 
 
 


REPLY 


Be sure to indicate on form whether change order is required.  Answer RFI without delay. 
 
FROM:  Robert L Pryor DATE: 6/15/2026  


 


 Disconnect switch should be relocated with equipment per E701 and E207. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


A response is appended to this RFI, since a more detailed explanation is required. 







 
Distribution:  DMVA Project Manager  


DMVA CONTRACTING OFFICER 
DMVA Professional  
Contractor(s) 
Other:    


 


 
 


(Rev. 10/16) 








 
 
 
RFI#   2  


REQUEST FOR INFORMATION 
 


Please type or print legibly 
 


TO:  Owner  DATE: 6/10/2026   
RE: CONTRACT NO.    
SHYQ149104  


 


TITLE: 
LOCATION: 


 


FROM:   
GR 
Sponau
gle 


 


 
SUBJECT:     
SPEC.REF.    
DWG.REF.   E701 E702 __ 


 
 


PRIORITY: [  ] 48 Hours 


INFORMATION REQUIRED: [ x  ]  Routine (10) Days 
 
 
   Confirm SPD size and wire size for PANEL LDP -  One-line on E701 Shows 60A – Panel Schedule on E702 shows 30A  
 
   Fed by 4#10 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


Distribution:   DMVA Project Manager, DMVA FCMM 
 
 


REPLY 


Be sure to indicate on form whether change order is required.  Answer RFI without delay. 
 
FROM:  Robert L Pryor DATE: 6/15/2026  


 


 E702 is correct. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


A response is appended to this RFI, since a more detailed explanation is required. 
 


Distribution:  DMVA Project Manager  
DMVA CONTRACTING OFFICER 
DMVA Professional  
Contractor(s) 
Other:    


 


 
 







(Rev. 10/16) 








 
 
 
RFI#   1  


REQUEST FOR INFORMATION 
 


Please type or print legibly 


 


TO:  Owner  DATE: 6/11/2026   
RE: CONTRACT NO.    
SHYQ149104  


 


TITLE: 
LOCATION: 
WST 
SIMULATO
R ROOM 


 


FROM:   
GR 
Sponau
gle 


 


 
SUBJECT: 
RTU 
Disconnect
sSPEC.RE
F. 
DWG.REF.     E201 SPEC: 26 27 26 __ 


 
 


PRIORITY: [  ] 48 Hours 


INFORMATION REQUIRED: [  x ]  Routine (10) Days 
 
  Requesting clarification for color/type of receptacle and wall plate.  Is Room 132 WST SIMULATOR to 
be considered as a finished or unfinished space?  Same question for Detail 5/E201 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


Distribution:   DMVA Project Manager, DMVA FCMM 
 
 


REPLY 


Be sure to indicate on form whether change order is required.  Answer RFI without delay. 
 
FROM: Robert L Pryor DATE: 6/15/2026  


  


 Simulator Room 132 shall be considered as an unfinished space.  Clarify “type” clarification request, 
receptacles in the Simulator Room and detail 5 are shown as duplex, quad, with some being switch “S” with plug 
controller. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 







 
A response is appended to this RFI, since a more detailed explanation is required. 


 
Distribution:  DMVA Project Manager  


DMVA CONTRACTING OFFICER 
DMVA Professional  
Contractor(s) 
Other:    


 


 
 


(Rev. 10/16) 








G.R. Sponaugle – RFI 01 
1. The specs are calling for K copper for domestic water aboveground.  Can type L be used? 


Yes, Type L copper is acceptable and typical for above grade domestic water piping. 
 


2. Is it possible to get a BOD for the VRF system. 
BOD is DAIKIN with heat recovery, A2L refrigerant, and refrigerant management/detection with shutoff 


valves. 
 


3. Drawing M701 doesn’t match the piping draw on M103 and M104.  Which piping arrangement is preferred?  
Use M701, however final piping arrangement and pipe sizing to be as recommended by the VRF 


manufacturer. Per M701. 
a. Branch Controller, BC-2.2 is connected to: VRF-2.3, VRF-2.1, VRF-2.5, VRF-2.2, VRF-2.4. 
b. Branch Controller, BC-2.1 is connected to: VRF-2.8, VRF-2.9, VRF-2.10, VRF-2.11, VRF-2.6, VRF-2.7. 
c. Branch Controller, BC-1.1 is connected to: VRF-1.2, VRF-1.1. 
d. Branch Controller, BC-1.2 is connected to: VRF-1.23, VRF-1.15, VRF-1.22, VRF-1.21. 
e. Branch Controller, BC-1.3 is connected to: VRF-1.13, VRF-1.14, VRF-1.12, VRF-1.8, VRF-1.10, VRF-


1.11. 
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MEMORANDUM 


 


TO:  Gary Garbacik 


   


FROM: Ben Gordon, P.E., and Gabe Bollinger, E.I.T. 


 


DATE: 3/7/2025 


 


RE:  Geotechnical Recommendations 


PA DMVA C130J Simulator Facility   


  Lower Swatara Township, Dauphin County, Pennsylvania 


  GF Project Number 076046 


 


Introduction 


Proposed construction of the PA DMVA C130J Simulator Facility at the Pennsylvania Air 


National Guard (PAANG) facility near Middletown includes construction of an approximately 61 


foot by 63 foot bay to house the C130J simulator and an adjacent approximately 64 foot by 126 


foot multi story office building. The proposed simulator bay is approximately 66 feet in height and 


the proposed office building is approximately 30 feet in height. Geotechnical recommendations 


regarding the structure foundations, allowable loading and construction considerations are 


provided herein. These recommendations are based on a review of boring data completed in 


August 2024 and Structural Plans provided by Gannett Fleming, dated August 2024. The location 


of the project site is shown in Figure 1, Site Location Plan. 


Site Geology 


The proposed simulator facility is located in the Gettysburg-Newark Lowland Section of the 


Piedmont Province (Sevon, 2000). The section consists of rolling lowlands, shallow valleys, and 


isolated hills with low to moderate relief. The underlying bedrock structure consists of half-graben 


having low, monoclinal, northwest-dipping beds. The overlying unconsolidated sediments 


originate from fluvial erosion of rocks of variable resistance. 


The proposed simulator facility is underlain by the Gettysburg Formation which was described as 


being composed of reddish-brown to maroon silty mudstone and shale and soft, red-brown, 


medium- to fine-grained sandstone, with minor amounts of yellowish-brown shale and sandstone 


and thin beds of impure limestone. Beds are thin to flaggy and moderately well developed (Geyer 


and Wilshusen, 1982). See Figure 3 – Geologic Map. 


Information about the soils surrounding the proposed simulator facility was obtained from the U.S. 


Department of Agriculture Natural Resource and Conservation Service (NRCS) online Web Soil 


Survey (USDA, 2024). See Figure 4 - NRCS Soils Map. One soil map unit is mapped in the 


immediate vicinity of the proposed pumping station site: 


 Ub Urban land, limestone materials 


 


The map soil unit underlaying the proposed simulator facility is the Urban lands, limestone 


material (Ub), which consists of pavement, buildings, and other artificially covered areas. 
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Subsurface Conditions 


Five borings were drilled in the vicinity of the proposed simulator facility, designated as Borings 


GF-1 through GF-5. The borings were drilled on the existing paved surface where the proposed 


structure will be located. Borings GF-1 and GF-2 were drilled on the corners of the west side of 


the proposed building. Boring GF-3 was drilled near the center of the proposed structure. Borings 


GF-4 and GF-5 were drilled on the corners of the east side of the proposed structure. Borings were 


completed in August 2024 by Eichelbergers, Inc. and were inspected by personnel from Gannett 


Fleming. The approximate locations of the boring are shown in Figure 2, Boring Location Plan. 


Spilt-spoon samples and rock core samples were obtained during the subsurface exploration. 


Typed boring logs are included in Appendix A. Laboratory test reports are included in Appendix B. 


The subsurface conditions encountered in the borings were generally consistent. The subsurface 


consisted of granular fill underlain by alluvium and then residual soils and bedrock. Detailed 


descriptions and blow counts of the subsurface soils, and rock core descriptions, recoveries, and 


rock quality designation (RQD) are presented in the subsequent paragraphs, listed in descending 


order (i.e., shallowest to deepest). 


Fill material was encountered directly beneath the pavement to depths ranging from approximately 


2 to 6 feet. The fill was visually classified as loose to dense silty sand with gravel (sm). Uncorrected 


SPT N-values ranged from 7 blows per foot (bpf) to 31 bpf and averaged 19 bpf.  


Fine-grained, predominantly alluvial material was encountered beneath the fill and extended to 


depths of approximately 6 to 12 feet below ground surface. This layer was typically visually 


classified as soft to very stiff clay and silt with varying amounts of sand and gravel. Samples from 


this layer were laboratory classified as silt (ML), silt with sand (ML), silty clay (CL-ML), and lean 


clay with gravel (CL). Uncorrected SPT N-values within this material ranged from 3 bpf to 16 bpf 


and averaged 8 bpf.  


Approximately 10 to 15 feet of predominantly poorly graded sand or gravel or highly weathered 


bedrock (saprolite) was encountered beneath the fine-grained soils. Uncorrected SPT N-values 


within this material ranged from 5 bpf to refusal and averaged 24 bpf. 


Bedrock was encountered at depths ranging from 20.3 to 22.3 feet below ground surface, 


corresponding to Elevations 272.9 feet to 275.2 feet. Bedrock typically consisted of siltstone and 


sandstone. The siltstone was typically described as very soft to medium hard with fresh to moderate 


weathering. The sandstone was typically described as medium hard to hard with fresh to moderate 


weathering. Total rock recovery averaged 100 percent and total RQD averaged 11 percent. 


Groundwater measurements were collected immediately upon the completion of drilling and again 


before backfilling the holes and ranged from 5.6 to 7.2 feet below ground surface corresponding 


to elevations between 289.5 feet and 289.3 feet. Recorded groundwater levels are believed to be 


higher than normal groundwater levels as water was injected into the boreholes to aid in casing 


advancement and rock coring. In addition, groundwater levels fluctuate with seasonal and climatic 


changes. 


Design Recommendations 


Based on the subsurface conditions encountered in the borings, deep foundations consisting of 


end-bearing H-piles driven to rock are recommended to support the proposed structures.  
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It is recommended that the seismic structural design of the proposed simulator facility be based on 


Seismic Site Class C. 


Bottom of pile caps for the structures are recommended to be embedded a minimum 3.0 feet below 


site grades for frost protection. 


Due to the likelihood of significant settlement beneath the proposed structures, deep foundations 


consisting of steel H-piles are the recommended foundation type. Use end bearing HP 10x57 steel 


(Grade 50) piles equipped with heavy duty pile tip reinforcement. Center-to-center pile spacing 


should not be less than 30.0 in. or 3 pile diameters. Piles should project a minimum of 12.0 in. into 


the pile cap. The piles should be driven to absolute refusal on bedrock, encountered at depths of 


approximately 20.3 to 22.3 feet (Elevations 272.9 to 275.2 feet) in the borings. 


Since the piles will be driven to refusal, the structural capacity of the pile controls the allowable 


axial capacity. Laboratory corrosion testing results indicate that the site soils are not corrosive, 


however a 1/16-inch section loss was conservatively used to determine the axial capacity. For 


severe driving conditions and a reduced pile section, it is recommended to use an allowable axial 


capacity of 212 kips per DM-4, Table 6.15.3.2-2. Due to the large uplift loads on the proposed 


structures, APILE was used to determine an uplift capacity for the HP 10x57 piles. APILE uses 


the FHWA method to determine the uplift capacity of a single pile based on side friction. The 


allowable uplift capacity for a group of piles should be taken as the lesser of (a) the single pile 


uplift capacity (13.4 kips) multiplied by the number of piles in the group; or (b) two-thirds of the 


effective weight of the pile group and the soils contained within a block defined by the perimeter 


of the group and the embedded length of the piles. For this analysis, use a pile length of 17 feet 


and a soil unit weight of 110 pounds per cubic foot.  


LPILE was used to estimate the lateral capacity of the piles. The weak axis pile properties were 


used in the analysis. An estimated pile length of 19.3 feet was used along with the subsurface 


conditions based on GF-3. Based on the analysis, the recommended allowable lateral capacity of 


the HP 10x57 piles, assuming 50 percent fixity, is 11 kips. The allowable lateral capacity of 11 


kips corresponds to 0.5 inches of pile head deflection.  


The simulator bay façade is recommended to be supported by shallow foundations bearing on the 


fine-grained material. A maximum allowable bearing capacity of 1,500 psf is recommended for 


the façade foundations per IBC, Table 1806.2. 


Construction Considerations 


Recommended Backfill 


A minimum of 6 inches of AASHTO No. 57 coarse aggregate is recommended for backfilling 


beneath the floor slabs to create an even bearing surface and aid in drainage. Prior to aggregate 


placement, in the presence of a Geotechnical Engineer or experienced Construction Inspector, 


inspect the subgrade and remove any soft, loose, or otherwise unsuitable materials to competent 


material. 


Backfill around the structure foundations is recommended to consist of a granular, free draining 


material with a maximum particle size of 3 inches with less than 15 percent of the material passing 


a No. 200 sieve and being non-plastic. 
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Excavation 


Excavations for the proposed foundations are anticipated to consist of fill or alluvium soil material. 


Boulders and cobbles are not anticipated during excavations. Blasting is not permitted. Bedrock 


excavation is not anticipated during foundation excavation.   


The contractor is responsible for the stability of all excavated slopes. Divert all surface runoff away 


from the excavation. Perform excavations in accordance with OSHA requirements based on 


material encountered.  


Groundwater 


The Contractor is responsible for providing sufficient dewatering so that foundation excavations 


are dry enough to be inspected by the Engineer. Although boring data indicates the presence of 


groundwater to be below the anticipated foundation elevations, the Contractor is advised that 


groundwater levels may fluctuate with seasonal and climate changes. Foundation excavations for 


the pile caps are to be sufficiently dry prior to concrete placement. 


Surface Water 


Proper control of surface water will be an important aspect of the construction process.  Maintain 


positive drainage of all exposed subgrade areas.  To minimize the potential for strength loss of the 


subgrade when exposed to excessive moisture, water should not be allowed to pond in foundation 


excavations.  


 


If you have any questions or comments regarding these geotechnical recommendations, please 


contact Ben Gordon or Gabe Bollinger.
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Figure 2 – Boring Location Plan







Figure 3 – Geologic Map


York County Planning Commission, data.pa.gov, Esri, TomTom, Garmin,
SafeGraph, GeoTechnologies, Inc, METI/NASA, USGS, EPA, NPS, USDA,


9/18/2024
0 1 20.5 mi


0 1.5 30.75 km


1:75,000LEGEND
Oan = Annville Formation
Oe = Epler Formation
Oh = Hamburg Sequence Rocks
Ohm = Hershey and Myerstown Formations, Undivided
Oo = Ontelaunne Formation
Osp = St. Paul Group


JTrd = Diabase
JTrg = Gettysburg Formation
JTrgc = Gettysburg Conglomerate
Trn = New Oxford Formation







Soil Map—Dauphin County, Pennsylvania


Natural Resources
Conservation Service


Web Soil Survey
National Cooperative Soil Survey


9/18/2024
Page 1 of 3
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Figure 4 – NRCS Soils Map







MAP LEGEND MAP INFORMATION


Area of Interest (AOI)
Area of Interest (AOI)


Soils
Soil Map Unit Polygons


Soil Map Unit Lines


Soil Map Unit Points


Special Point Features
Blowout


Borrow Pit


Clay Spot


Closed Depression


Gravel Pit


Gravelly Spot


Landfill


Lava Flow


Marsh or swamp


Mine or Quarry


Miscellaneous Water


Perennial Water


Rock Outcrop


Saline Spot


Sandy Spot


Severely Eroded Spot


Sinkhole


Slide or Slip


Sodic Spot


Spoil Area


Stony Spot


Very Stony Spot


Wet Spot


Other


Special Line Features


Water Features
Streams and Canals


Transportation
Rails


Interstate Highways


US Routes


Major Roads


Local Roads


Background
Aerial Photography


The soil surveys that comprise your AOI were mapped at 
1:15,800.


Warning: Soil Map may not be valid at this scale.


Enlargement of maps beyond the scale of mapping can cause 
misunderstanding of the detail of mapping and accuracy of soil 
line placement. The maps do not show the small areas of 
contrasting soils that could have been shown at a more detailed 
scale.


Please rely on the bar scale on each map sheet for map 
measurements.


Source of Map: Natural Resources Conservation Service
Web Soil Survey URL: 
Coordinate System: Web Mercator (EPSG:3857)


Maps from the Web Soil Survey are based on the Web Mercator 
projection, which preserves direction and shape but distorts 
distance and area. A projection that preserves area, such as the 
Albers equal-area conic projection, should be used if more 
accurate calculations of distance or area are required.


This product is generated from the USDA-NRCS certified data as 
of the version date(s) listed below.


Soil Survey Area: Dauphin County, Pennsylvania
Survey Area Data: Version 20, Sep 4, 2023


Soil map units are labeled (as space allows) for map scales 
1:50,000 or larger.


Date(s) aerial images were photographed: Jul 6, 2020—Nov 7, 
2020


The orthophoto or other base map on which the soil lines were 
compiled and digitized probably differs from the background 
imagery displayed on these maps. As a result, some minor 
shifting of map unit boundaries may be evident.


Soil Map—Dauphin County, Pennsylvania


Natural Resources
Conservation Service


Web Soil Survey
National Cooperative Soil Survey


9/18/2024
Page 2 of 3


Figure 4 – NRCS Soils Map







Map Unit Legend


Map Unit Symbol Map Unit Name Acres in AOI Percent of AOI


Ub Urban land, limestone 
materials


4.2 100.0%


Totals for Area of Interest 4.2 100.0%


Soil Map—Dauphin County, Pennsylvania


Natural Resources
Conservation Service


Web Soil Survey
National Cooperative Soil Survey


9/18/2024
Page 3 of 3


Figure 4 – NRCS Soils Map







 


 


APPENDIX A 


Typed Boring Logs 







S-1


S-2


A-1


S-3


S-4


S-5


S-6


S-7


S-8


S-9


S-10


A-2


S-11


A-3


R-1


100


75


30


100


80


60


100


75


75


100


100


100


36-9-15-14


50/0.4


5-4-2-2


3-11-14-12


11-15-29-18


8-12-11-18


17-9-14-9


8-4-4-4


5-2-3-4


22-50/0.4


35-50/0.1


0.0' / 0%


El. 296.0


El. 295.5


El. 292.5


El. 290.5


El. 282.5


El. 278.2


El. 275.0


0.0'-0.5': ASPHALT
0.5'-1.0': SUBBASE
1.0'-4.0': Brown Silty SAND with gravel (sm), moist
to wet, very dense, coarse sand, non-plastic fines


4.0'-6.0': Grayish brown SILT with sand (ML), stiff,
low plastic fines


6.0'-14.0': Gray Poorly Graded SAND with gravel
(sp), wet, medium dense to very dense, sand
coarse to medium, gravel fine and subrounded


14.0'-18.3': Gray Poorly Graded GRAVEL with
sand (gp), wet, medium dense to very dense,
gravel subrounded, sand coarse to medium


18.3'-21.5': Reddish brown SILT (ml), weathered
siltstone. [Residual]


Top of Rock @ 21.5 ft
21.5'-26.5': Red SILTSTONE; severe to moderate
weathering, very soft to soft, joints broken to very
close spaced, RD = 10° - 20°


2.0


0.3


0.6


2.0


1.6


1.2


2.0


1.5


1.5


0.9


0.6


2.0


Started at 11:45


2.4-4.0': Unsampled.


3.0-4.0': Gravel


16.0-18.0': Pieces of
weathered siltstone and
sandstone.


18.9-20.0': Unsampled.


20.6-21.5': Unsampled.


21.5': Casing refused.
Started coring.


0.0 - 2.0


2.0 - 2.4


2.4 - 4.0


4.0 - 6.0


6.0 - 8.0


8.0 - 10.0


10.0 - 12.0


12.0 - 14.0


14.0 - 16.0


16.0 - 18.0


18.0 - 18.9


18.9 - 20.0


20.0 - 20.6


20.6 - 21.5


21.5 - 23.5


Project: PAANG C130J Simulator Facility


Hollow Stem Auger: N/A


Bit Size and Type: NQ3


Driller: Ben HurleyNo. of Undist. Samples: 0


Total Number of Core Boxes: 1


Direction of Hole


Drilling Fluid: Water


Line & Station:


Hammer Wt.: 140 lbCasing Size: 3.0 " ID


Vertical


Degrees from Vertical ---


Hammer Drop: 30.0 "


Drilling Agency: Eichelbergers N Coordinate: 314871.9  ft


E Coordinate: 2248650.0  ft


Offset:


Elev. Top of Hole: +296.5  ft


Date Started: 8/21/24


Date Finished: 8/21/24


Soil Drilling: 21.5  ft


Rock Sampling: 5.0  ft


Total Depth of Hole: 26.5  ft


GROUNDWATER OBSERVATIONS


Spoon Size: 2.0 " OD


Hammer Type: Automatic


Drill Rig: Acker Rebel Track


At 7.1 ft after 0 Hrs
At 7.2 ft after 24 Hrs


Elev. 289.3 ft after 24 Hrs


Log Checked By:  M. Babar, 09/25/2024


Purpose: Explore subsurface for future design of C130J Simulator Facility.
Drilling Method: Continuous SPT testing through soils. Rock coring with water.
Termination: Terminate boring at least 5 feet into rock.
Abandonment: Boring backfilled with Sodium Bentonite and drill cuttings. Asphalt replaced with cold patch.
Additional Remarks:


Logged By: M. Babar
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R-2 1001.6' / 53%


El. 270.0


Bottom of Borehole at 26.5 feet.
Total Core Recovery: 100%


Total RQD:  32%


3.023.5 - 26.5


Agency: Eichelbergers


Driller: Ben Hurley


Inspector: M. Babar


PAANG C130J Simulator Facility


Elev. Top of Hole: +296.5  ft
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S-1


S-2


A-1


S-3


S-4


S-5


S-6


S-7


S-8


S-9


S-10


A-2


S-11


A-3


S-12


R-1


100


75


20


75


75


75


100


15


65


100


100


100


49-19-12-39


50/0.4


9-9-5-4


3-2-3-2


3-3-4-4


3-2-7-6


6-11-15-7


6-7-3-3


6-5-7-6


11-50/0.4


50/0.4


50/0.1


0.4' / 20%


El. 296.1


El. 295.6


El. 290.6


El. 288.6


El. 284.6


El. 282.6


El. 274.5


0.0'-0.5': ASPHALT
0.5'-1.0': SUBBASE
1.0'-6.0': Brown Silty SAND with gravel (sm), moist,
dense to very dense, trace non-plastic fines. [Fill]


6.0'-8.0': Brown SILT with sand (ML), moist, stiff,
medium plastic fines. [Alluvial]


8.0'-12.0': Grayish brown SILT with sand (ML),
moist, stiff, low plastic fines


12.0'-14.0': Grayish brown Silty SAND with gravel
(sm), moist to wet, dense, medium plastic fines,
pieces of red sandstone and claystone in sample.
[Residual]
14.0'-22.1': Reddish brown Poorly Graded
GRAVEL with sand (gp), wet, medium dense to
very dense, gravel subrounded, sand coarse to
medium. [Residual]


Top of Rock @ 22.1 ft
22.1'-27.0': Red SILTSTONE; moderate to fresh
weathering, soft to medium hard, joints very close
to moderately close spaced, RD = 10° - 20°,
interbedded with sandstone.


2.0


0.3


0.4


1.5


1.5


1.5


2.0


0.3


1.3


0.9


0.4


2.0


Started 09:26


2.0-4.0': Started pushing
casing.
2.0-2.4': Gravel
2.4-4.0': Unsampled.


P.P. = 0.5-1.0 tsf


P.P. = 1.5-2.0 tsf


P.P. = 1.5-2.0 tsf10.0':
Color changed to gray.


16.0-18.0': Pieces of
weathered sandstone and
claystone.


18.0-20.0': Pieces of
weathered red sandstone
in sample.
18.9-20.0': Unsampled.


20.4-22.0': Unsampled.


S-12: Reddish brown
claystone.
22.1': Started coring.


0.0 - 2.0


2.0 - 2.4


2.4 - 4.0


4.0 - 6.0


6.0 - 8.0


8.0 - 10.0


10.0 - 12.0


12.0 - 14.0


14.0 - 16.0


16.0 - 18.0


18.0 - 18.9


18.9 - 20.0


20.0 - 20.4


20.4 - 22.0


22.0 - 22.1


22.1 - 24.0


Project: PAANG C130J Simulator Facility


Hollow Stem Auger: N/A


Bit Size and Type: NQ3


Driller: Ben HurleyNo. of Undist. Samples: 0


Total Number of Core Boxes: 1


Direction of Hole


Drilling Fluid: Water


Line & Station:


Hammer Wt.: 140 lbCasing Size: 3.0 " ID


Vertical


Degrees from Vertical ---


Hammer Drop: 30.0 "


Drilling Agency: Eichelbergers N Coordinate: 314957.8  ft


E Coordinate: 2248688.0  ft


Offset:


Elev. Top of Hole: +296.6  ft


Date Started: 8/21/24


Date Finished: 8/21/24


Soil Drilling: 22.1  ft


Rock Sampling: 5.0  ft


Total Depth of Hole: 27.0  ft


GROUNDWATER OBSERVATIONS


Spoon Size: 2.0 " OD


Hammer Type: Automatic


Drill Rig: Acker Rebel Track


At 6.8 ft after 0 Hrs
At 7.1 ft after 24 Hrs


Elev. 289.5 ft after 24 Hrs


Log Checked By:  M. Babar, 09/25/2024


Purpose: Explore subsurface for future design of C130J Simulator Facility.
Drilling Method: Continuous SPT testing through soils. Rock coring with water.
Termination: Terminate boring at least 5 feet into rock.
Abandonment: Boring grouted with Sodium Bentonite and drill cuttings and asphalt replaced with cold patch on 08/22/2024.
Additional Remarks:


Logged By: M. Babar
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R-2 1000.0' / 0%


El. 269.6


Bottom of Borehole at 27.0 feet.
Total Core Recovery: 100%


Total RQD:  8%


3.024.0 - 27.0


Agency: Eichelbergers


Driller: Ben Hurley


Inspector: M. Babar


PAANG C130J Simulator Facility


Elev. Top of Hole: +296.6  ft
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S-1


S-2


S-3


S-4


S-5


S-6


S-7


S-8


S-9


S-10


A-1


S-11


A-2


S-12


100


90


65


35


60


40


25


25


30


100


56


67


35-13-8-7


10-7-5-4


6-5-5-3


2-2-1-2


4-4-5-6


4-7-5-6


6-9-6-7


10-10-4-4


3-5-6-4


5-3-50/0.4


27-50/0.4


50/0.3


El. 295.4


El. 294.9


El. 293.6


El. 289.9


El. 285.9


El. 281.9


El. 275.9


El. 273.6


0.0'-0.5': ASPHALT
0.5'-1.0': SUBBASE
1.0'-2.3': Brown Silty SAND with gravel (sm), moist,
medium dense, non-plastic fines. [Fill]


2.3'-6.0': Brown SILT with sand (ML), moist,
non-plastic fines. [Alluvial]


6.0'-10.0': Grayish brown CLAY (cl), wet, soft to
stiff, trace fine sand, highly plastic


10.0'-14.0': Poorly Graded SAND with gravel (sp),
wet, medium dense, sand fine to medium grained


14.0'-20.0': Poorly Graded GRAVEL with sand (gp),
wet, medium dense to very dense, gravel
subrounded, sand coarse to medium


20.0'-22.3': Red Poorly Graded SAND (sp), wet,
very dense, sand medium to coarse grained,
weathered red sandstone. [Residual]


Top of Rock @ 22.3 ft
22.3'-27.3': Red ARKOSIC SANDSTONE;
moderate to fresh weathering, medium hard,
coarse grained sandstone with fine round gravels


2.0


1.8


1.3


0.7


1.2


0.8


0.5


0.5


0.6


1.4


0.5


0.2


Started 1410


P.P. = 2.5-3.0 tsf


P.P. = 1.5 tsf


P.P. = 3.0 tsf


S-7: Rock stuck at the
shoe of sampler.


18-19.6': Pieces of
weathered red sandstone.


19.4': Stopped for the day
at 15:15. Resumed at
08:00 on 8/22/24.
19.4-20.0': Unsampled.
20.9-22.0': Unsampled.


22.3': Started coring.


0.0 - 2.0


2.0 - 4.0


4.0 - 6.0


6.0 - 8.0


8.0 - 10.0


10.0 - 12.0


12.0 - 14.0


14.0 - 16.0


16.0 - 18.0


18.0 - 19.4


19.4 - 20.0


20.0 - 20.9


20.9 - 22.0


22.0 - 22.3


Project: PAANG C130J Simulator Facility


Hollow Stem Auger: N/A


Bit Size and Type: NQ3


Driller: Ben HurleyNo. of Undist. Samples: 0


Total Number of Core Boxes: 1


Direction of Hole


Drilling Fluid: Water


Line & Station:


Hammer Wt.: 140 lbCasing Size: 3.0 " ID


Vertical


Degrees from Vertical ---


Hammer Drop: 30.0 "


Drilling Agency: Eichelbergers N Coordinate: 314881.4  ft


E Coordinate: 2248721.0  ft


Offset:


Elev. Top of Hole: +295.9  ft


Date Started: 8/21/24


Date Finished: 8/22/24


Soil Drilling: 22.3  ft


Rock Sampling: 5.0  ft


Total Depth of Hole: 27.3  ft


GROUNDWATER OBSERVATIONS


Spoon Size: 2.0 " OD


Hammer Type: Automatic


Drill Rig: Acker Rebel Track


At 6.5 ft after 0 Hrs
Elev. 289.4 ft after 0 Hrs


Log Checked By:  M. Babar, 09/25/2024


Purpose: Explore subsurface for future design of C130J Simulator Facility.
Drilling Method: Continuous SPT testing through soils. Rock coring with water.
Termination: Terminate boring at least 5 feet into rock.
Abandonment: Boring backfilled with Sodium Bentonite and drill cuttings. Asphalt replaced with cold patch on 08/22/2024.
Additional Remarks:


Logged By: M. Babar
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R-1 1000.8' / 16%


El. 268.6


embedded in sandstone.


Bottom of Borehole at 27.3 feet.
Total Core Recovery: 100%


Total RQD:  16%


5.022.3 - 27.3


Agency: Eichelbergers


Driller: Ben Hurley


Inspector: M. Babar


PAANG C130J Simulator Facility


Elev. Top of Hole: +295.9  ft
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S-1


A-1


S-2


S-3


S-4


S-5


S-6


S-7


S-8


S-9


S-10


A-2
S-11


R-1


33


0


50


90


65


0


50


75


75


100


100


100


50/0.3


7-4-3-1


7-3-2-2


3-3-3-5


9-7-9-19


15-21-20-21


20-15-10-6


11-7-8-7


6-4-23-11


17-27-42-50/0.2


50/0.3


0.0' / 0%


El. 294.7


El. 291.2


El. 289.2


El. 285.2


El. 283.2


El. 282.2


El. 276.7


El. 275.2
El. 274.9


0.0'-0.5': ASPHALT
0.5-4.0': Sample missing.
0.5-1.0': Possibly subbase.
1.0-4.0': Possibly brown silty sand (sm).


4.0'-6.0': Grayish brown SILT (ml), moist, medium
stiff, low plastic fines. [Alluvial]


6.0'-10.0': Gray Lean CLAY with sand and gravel
(CL), moist, medium stiff to hard, medium plastic
fines. [Alluvial]


10.0-12.0': Sample missing.


12.0'-13.0': Gray Poorly Graded SAND with gravel
(sp), wet, dense, sand coarse to medium, gravel
fine, subrounded
13.0'-18.5': Gray Poorly Graded GRAVEL with
sand (gp), wet, medium dense to dense, sand
coarse, gravel fine to medium, subrounded


18.5'-20.0': Reddish brown CLAY (cl), moist, hard,
weathered claystone. [Residual]


Top of Rock @ 20.3 ft
20.0'-20.3': Red SILTSTONE; rock broken by SPT.
20.3'-25.3': Red SILTSTONE; moderate to fresh
weathering, medium hard, joints broken to very
close spaced, RD = 0° - 20°


0.1


0.0


1.0


1.8


1.3


0.0


1.0


1.5


1.5


1.7


0.3


5.0


Started at 09:45.
0.3-2.0': Unsampled.


19.7-20.0': Unsampled.


20.3': Started coring.


0.0 - 0.3


0.3 - 2.0


2.0 - 4.0


4.0 - 6.0


6.0 - 8.0


8.0 - 10.0


10.0 - 12.0


12.0 - 14.0


14.0 - 16.0


16.0 - 18.0


18.0 - 19.7


19.7 - 20.0
20.0 - 20.3


20.3 - 25.3


Project: PAANG C130J Simulator Facility


Hollow Stem Auger: N/A


Bit Size and Type: NQ3


Driller: Ben HurleyNo. of Undist. Samples: 0


Total Number of Core Boxes: 1


Direction of Hole


Drilling Fluid: Water


Line & Station:


Hammer Wt.: 140 lbCasing Size: 3.0 " ID


Vertical


Degrees from Vertical ---


Hammer Drop: 30.0 "


Drilling Agency: Eichelbergers N Coordinate: 314820.5  ft


E Coordinate: 2248766.0  ft


Offset:


Elev. Top of Hole: +295.2  ft


Date Started: 8/22/24


Date Finished: 8/22/24


Soil Drilling: 20.3  ft


Rock Sampling: 5.0  ft


Total Depth of Hole: 25.3  ft


GROUNDWATER OBSERVATIONS


Spoon Size: 2.0 " OD


Hammer Type: Automatic


Drill Rig: Acker Rebel Track


At 5.9 ft after 0 Hrs
Elev. 289.3 ft after 0 Hrs


Log Checked By:  M. Babar, 09/25/2024


Purpose: Explore subsurface for future design of C130J Simulator Facility.
Drilling Method: Continuous SPT testing through soils. Rock coring with water.
Termination: Terminate boring at least 5 feet into rock.
Abandonment: Boring backfilled with Sodium Bentonite and drill cuttings. Asphalt replaced with cold patch.
Additional Remarks:


Logged By: M. Babar
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El. 269.9


Bottom of Borehole at 25.3 feet.
Total Core Recovery: 100%


Total RQD:  0%


Agency: Eichelbergers


Driller: Ben Hurley


Inspector: M. Babar


PAANG C130J Simulator Facility


Elev. Top of Hole: +295.2  ft
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S-1


S-2


S-3


S-4


S-5


S-6


S-7


S-8


S-9


S-10


A-1
S-11


A-2


S-12


75


70


40


75


85


45


75


70


50


100


100


100


40-10-5-7


5-4-5-14


5-2-1-1


1-2-3-4


3-4-5-4


14-5-7-5


11-10-14-9


6-4-6-7


7-3-8-11


29-39-43-50/0.3


34-50/0.4


50/0.1


El. 294.5


El. 294.0


El. 293.0


El. 291.0


El. 285.0


El. 276.0


El. 272.9


0.0'-0.5': ASPHALT
0.5'-1.0': SUBBASE
1.0'-2.0': Brownish gray Silty SAND with gravel
(sm), moist, medium dense
2.0'-4.0': Brown Silty CLAY with sand (CL-ML),
moist, stiff, low plastic fines


4.0'-10.0': Gray SILT with sand and gravel (ML),
moist, soft to medium stiff, medium plastic fines


10.0'-19.0': Gray Poorly Graded SAND with gravel
(sp), wet, medium dense to dense, sand coarse,
gravel fine to medium,  subangular


19.0'-22.1': Red SAND (sp), moist, very dense,
weathered fine-grained sandstone. [Residual]


Top of Rock @ 22.1 ft
22.1'-27.1': Red SANDSTONE; moderate
weathering, hard, joints broken to very close
spaced, RD = 10° - 20°, few intrusions of low grade
metamorphic rock.


1.5


1.4


0.8


1.5


1.7


0.9


1.5


1.4


1.0


1.7


0.9


0.1


14.0-16.0': Few lenses of
clayey sand.


19.7-20.0': Unsampled.


20.9-22.0': Unsampled.


22.1': Started coring.


0.0 - 2.0


2.0 - 4.0


4.0 - 6.0


6.0 - 8.0


8.0 - 10.0


10.0 - 12.0


12.0 - 14.0


14.0 - 16.0


16.0 - 18.0


18.0 - 19.7


19.7 - 20.0
20.0 - 20.9


20.9 - 22.0


22.0 - 22.1


Project: PAANG C130J Simulator Facility


Hollow Stem Auger: N/A


Bit Size and Type: NQ3


Driller: Ben HurleyNo. of Undist. Samples: 0


Total Number of Core Boxes: 1


Direction of Hole


Drilling Fluid: Water


Line & Station:


Hammer Wt.: 140 lbCasing Size: 3.0 " ID


Vertical


Degrees from Vertical ---


Hammer Drop: 30.0 "


Drilling Agency: Eichelbergers N Coordinate: 314889.4  ft


E Coordinate: 2248797.0  ft


Offset:


Elev. Top of Hole: +295.0  ft


Date Started: 8/22/24


Date Finished: 8/22/24


Soil Drilling: 22.1  ft


Rock Sampling: 5.0  ft


Total Depth of Hole: 27.1  ft


GROUNDWATER OBSERVATIONS


Spoon Size: 2.0 " OD


Hammer Type: Automatic


Drill Rig: Acker Rebel Track


At 5.6 ft after 0 Hrs
Elev. 289.4 ft after 0 Hrs


Log Checked By:  M. Babar, 09/25/2024


Purpose: Explore subsurface for future design of C130J Simulator Facility.
Drilling Method: Continuous SPT testing through soils. Rock coring with water.
Termination: Terminate boring at least 5 feet into rock.
Abandonment: Boring backfilled with Sodium Bentonite and drill cuttings. Asphalt replaced with cold patch.
Additional Remarks:


Logged By: M. Babar
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R-1 1000.0' / 0%


El. 267.9


Bottom of Borehole at 27.1 feet.
Total Core Recovery: 100%


Total RQD:  0%


5.022.1 - 27.1


Agency: Eichelbergers


Driller: Ben Hurley


Inspector: M. Babar


PAANG C130J Simulator Facility


Elev. Top of Hole: +295.0  ft
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APPENDIX B 


Laboratory Test Reports 







EXHIBIT D 
 


LABORATORY’S QUALITY VERIFICATION STATEMENT 
 
 


Laboratory must provide a signed copy of this form with each deliverable specified in the Work 
Order or the deliverable will not be accepted. Laboratory must provide Gannett Fleming with a 
true copy of its internal QA/QC review and approval forms related to the deliverable. 


 
This form must be signed by the Laboratory’s Quality Control/Quality Assurance Officer 


 
 
Project Name: PAANG SOF Construct Simulator Facility MC-130J 


 
Gannett Fleming Project Number: 76046 
 
Deliverable Description: laboratory data 


 
I, James D. Patton , warrant and represent that the project deliverable described above 
and attached to this form was developed in accordance with the project scope of work and that 
all elements relating to the quality of the deliverable were verified in accordance with the 
requirements of my firm’s internal quality management/quality assurance system. This 
deliverable satisfies all requirements of our Contract with Gannett Fleming. 


 


Signature:  
(by Laboratory’s QC/QA Officer) 


 
Laboratory:  Navarro & Wright Consulting 
Engineers, Inc.  


Date:  9/13/2024  


 
 
 


‘Deliverable’ shall mean all aspects of design including, without limitation, drawings, 
calculations, maps, materials and specifications, reports, data bases, logs and other 
information developed from wells, borings and cores, laboratory data, materials 
schedules, instrument calibration data and all other items developed, prepared and 
delivered to Gannett Fleming by Contractor as specified in the Scope of Work in any 
media. 


 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 







Size % Finer
3 in 100.00
2 in 100.00


1 1/2 in 100.00
1 in 100.00


3/4 in 100.00
1/2 in 100.00
3/8 in 100.00
No. 4 99.41


No. 10 97.90
No. 40 96.16
No. 60 95.17
No. 100 93.42
No. 200 89.20


0.00
0.020 mm 0.00


0.00
0.00


0.005 mm 0.00
0.00


0.002 mm 0.00
0.00
0.00


COARSE FINE COARSE MEDIUM FINE SILT CLAY


0.0% 0.6% 1.5% 1.7% 7.0% - -


COARSE MEDIUM FINE COARSE FINE SILT CLAY


0.0% 0.0% 2.1% 1.7% 7.0% - -


Project: PAANG SOF MC-130J Soil Type:
Boring No.: GF-1
Station: - USCS Classification: ML
Offset: - AASHTO Classification: A-4 (3)
Sample No.: S-3 LL = 26 % PL = 22 %
Depth: 4.0-6.0 ft PI = 4 % w = 23.6%


   Spec. Grav.: 2.7 (assumed)


Classification Testing Results


9/13/2024 USCS & AASHTO
By:  JDP          Ckd:  BBB


GRAVEL SAND FINES
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Size % Finer
3 in 100.00
2 in 100.00


1 1/2 in 100.00
1 in 100.00


3/4 in 100.00
1/2 in 100.00
3/8 in 100.00
No. 4 100.00


No. 10 100.00
No. 40 99.62
No. 60 99.14
No. 100 98.12
No. 200 96.05


0.00
0.020 mm 0.00


0.00
0.00


0.005 mm 0.00
0.00


0.002 mm 0.00
0.00
0.00


COARSE FINE COARSE MEDIUM FINE SILT CLAY


0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.4% 3.6% - -


COARSE MEDIUM FINE COARSE FINE SILT CLAY


0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.4% 3.6% - -


Project: PAANG SOF MC-130J Soil Type:
Boring No.: GF-2
Station: - USCS Classification: ML
Offset: - AASHTO Classification: A-7-6 (16)
Sample No.: S-4 LL = 42 % PL = 28 %
Depth: 6.0-8.0 ft PI = 14 % w = 35.1%


   Spec. Grav.: 2.7 (assumed)


Classification Testing Results


9/13/2024 USCS & AASHTO
By:  JDP          Ckd:  BBB
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Size % Finer
3 in 100.00
2 in 100.00


1 1/2 in 100.00
1 in 100.00


3/4 in 100.00
1/2 in 100.00
3/8 in 100.00
No. 4 100.00


No. 10 99.94
No. 40 99.62
No. 60 99.26
No. 100 98.32
No. 200 94.44


0.00
0.020 mm 0.00


0.00
0.00


0.005 mm 0.00
0.00


0.002 mm 0.00
0.00
0.00


COARSE FINE COARSE MEDIUM FINE SILT CLAY


0.0% 0.0% 0.1% 0.3% 5.2% - -


COARSE MEDIUM FINE COARSE FINE SILT CLAY


0.0% 0.0% 0.1% 0.3% 5.2% - -


Project: PAANG SOF MC-130J Soil Type:
Boring No.: GF-2
Station: - USCS Classification: ML
Offset: - AASHTO Classification: A-4 (5)
Sample No.: S-5 to S-6 LL = 29 % PL = 23 %
Depth: 8.0-12.0 ft PI = 6 % w = 23.3%


   Spec. Grav.: 2.7 (assumed)


Classification Testing Results


9/13/2024 USCS & AASHTO
By:  JDP          Ckd:  BBB


GRAVEL SAND FINES
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Size % Finer
3 in 100.00
2 in 100.00


1 1/2 in 100.00
1 in 100.00


3/4 in 100.00
1/2 in 100.00
3/8 in 100.00
No. 4 98.98


No. 10 98.45
No. 40 97.53
No. 60 96.79
No. 100 91.80
No. 200 73.02


0.00
0.020 mm 0.00


0.00
0.00


0.005 mm 0.00
0.00


0.002 mm 0.00
0.00
0.00


COARSE FINE COARSE MEDIUM FINE SILT CLAY


0.0% 1.0% 0.5% 0.9% 24.5% - -


COARSE MEDIUM FINE COARSE FINE SILT CLAY


0.0% 0.0% 1.5% 0.9% 24.5% - -


Project: PAANG SOF MC-130J Soil Type:
Boring No.: GF-3
Station: - USCS Classification: ML
Offset: - AASHTO Classification: A-4 (0)
Sample No.: S-3 LL = 22 % PL = 20 %
Depth: 4.0-6.0 ft PI = 2 % w = 17.1%


   Spec. Grav.: 2.7 (assumed)


Classification Testing Results


9/13/2024 USCS & AASHTO
By:  JDP          Ckd:  BBB


1.5% 25.4% 73.0%


SILT with sand
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Size % Finer
3 in 100.00
2 in 100.00


1 1/2 in 100.00
1 in 100.00


3/4 in 100.00
1/2 in 95.09
3/8 in 94.06
No. 4 90.61


No. 10 87.74
No. 40 85.71
No. 60 85.21
No. 100 84.37
No. 200 81.75


0.00
0.020 mm 0.00


0.00
0.00


0.005 mm 0.00
0.00


0.002 mm 0.00
0.00
0.00


COARSE FINE COARSE MEDIUM FINE SILT CLAY


0.0% 9.4% 2.9% 2.0% 4.0% - -


COARSE MEDIUM FINE COARSE FINE SILT CLAY


0.0% 5.9% 6.3% 2.0% 4.0% - -


Project: PAANG SOF MC-130J Soil Type:
Boring No.: GF-4
Station: - USCS Classification: CL
Offset: - AASHTO Classification: A-4 (5)
Sample No.: S-4 to S-5 LL = 29 % PL = 21 %
Depth: 6.0-10.0 ft PI = 8 % w = 22.7%


   Spec. Grav.: 2.7 (assumed)


Classification Testing Results


9/13/2024 USCS & AASHTO
By:  JDP          Ckd:  BBB


GRAVEL SAND FINES


9.4% 8.9% 81.7%


12.3% 6.0% 81.7%


lean CLAY with gravel
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Size % Finer
3 in 100.00
2 in 100.00


1 1/2 in 100.00
1 in 100.00


3/4 in 100.00
1/2 in 100.00
3/8 in 100.00
No. 4 100.00


No. 10 99.89
No. 40 99.06
No. 60 98.38
No. 100 97.20
No. 200 92.74


0.00
0.020 mm 0.00


0.00
0.00


0.005 mm 0.00
0.00


0.002 mm 0.00
0.00
0.00


COARSE FINE COARSE MEDIUM FINE SILT CLAY


0.0% 0.0% 0.1% 0.8% 6.3% - -


COARSE MEDIUM FINE COARSE FINE SILT CLAY


0.0% 0.0% 0.1% 0.8% 6.3% - -


Project: PAANG SOF MC-130J Soil Type:
Boring No.: GF-5
Station: - USCS Classification: CL-ML
Offset: - AASHTO Classification: A-4 (6)
Sample No.: S-2 LL = 29 % PL = 22 %
Depth: 2.0-4.0 ft PI = 7 % w = 22.6%


   Spec. Grav.: 2.7 (assumed)


Classification Testing Results


9/13/2024 USCS & AASHTO
By:  JDP          Ckd:  BBB


0.1% 7.2% 92.7%


silty CLAY 
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Size % Finer
3 in 100.00
2 in 100.00


1 1/2 in 100.00
1 in 100.00


3/4 in 100.00
1/2 in 100.00
3/8 in 98.51
No. 4 95.66


No. 10 94.19
No. 40 92.14
No. 60 90.56
No. 100 88.47
No. 200 85.59


0.00
0.020 mm 0.00


0.00
0.00


0.005 mm 0.00
0.00


0.002 mm 0.00
0.00
0.00


COARSE FINE COARSE MEDIUM FINE SILT CLAY


0.0% 4.3% 1.5% 2.0% 6.5% - -


COARSE MEDIUM FINE COARSE FINE SILT CLAY


0.0% 1.5% 4.3% 2.0% 6.5% - -


Project: PAANG SOF MC-130J Soil Type:
Boring No.: GF-5
Station: - USCS Classification: ML
Offset: - AASHTO Classification: A-7-6 (13)
Sample No.: S-3 to S-4 LL = 41 % PL = 27 %
Depth: 4.0-8.0 ft PI = 14 % w = 33.5%


   Spec. Grav.: 2.7 (assumed)


Classification Testing Results


9/13/2024 USCS & AASHTO
By:  JDP          Ckd:  BBB
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S-4 to S-5 6.0-10.0 8.6 - 40 1 - - 2.231 -


Project: PAANG SOF Construct Simulator Facility MC-130J


Project #: 76046


Test Date: 9/12/2024


Tested By: JDP


Checked By: BBB


Minimum Resistivity AASHTO T288 / Soil Resistivity ASTM G187


Chloride 
Content in 


Soil (mg/kg)


Sulfate 
Content in 


Soil (mg/kg)


Minimum 
Resistivity 


(kohms x cm)


Soil Resistivity 
(kohmxcm)


Boring No. Sample No.
Sample 


Depth (ft)
pH 


(CaCl2)
pH 


(H2O)


Chloride 
Content in 


Water 
(mg/L)


Sulfate 
Content in 


Water 
(mg/L)


CHEMICAL TESTING SUMMARY
pH - ASTM D 4972 / AASHTO T289


Chloride - AASHTO T291 / ASTM D512, Sulfate - AASHTO T290 / ASTM D516


GF-4












RFI# 


REQUEST FOR INFORMATION 


Please type or print legibly 


TO: DATE: 
RE: CONTRACT NO.  


TITLE: 
LOCATION: 


FROM: 
SUBJECT: 
SPEC.REF. 
DWG.REF. __ 


PRIORITY: [  ] 48 Hours 
INFORMATION REQUIRED: [   ]  Routine (10) Days 


Distribution:   DMVA Project Manager, DMVA FCMM 


REPLY 
Be sure to indicate on form whether change order is required.  Answer RFI without delay. 


FROM: DATE:  


A response is appended to this RFI, since a more detailed explanation is required. 


Distribution:  DMVA Project Manager 
DMVA CONTRACTING OFFICER 
DMVA Professional  
Contractor(s) 
Other:   


(Rev. 10/16) 


DMVA- PANG (Middletown) DMVA42260052
REBID)  SOF Simulator Facility
Solicitation#   6100066123


East Coast Contracting Inc.
160 Lamont Street
 New Cumberland, PA 17070


.1 General Construction
Department of Military Veterans Affairs


Ceramic


05.27.26


02



ECC_Office

Text Box

Ceramic:
· Confirm 6”x6” tile on the floor? The product picked offers that size, finish is matte, however   
    larger sizes that maybe better for the floor tile are also available
· Confirm the ceramic cove base at the floor and bullnose at the top along with corner pieces and 
    Schluter for outside corners.
Other Items:
· Can we confirm if the stairs are getting finishes?
·ESD - Confirm Armstrong Static Dissipative Tile for the “ESD” called out on the finish schedule (no Spec)
   is acceptable




bolinger

Text Box

1. A 12x12 tile is an acceptable substitution to 6x6 tile as shown on the drawings.

2.  Yes, cove base at the base of wall to match the wall tile.  Top edge of wall tile to be bullnosed.  Aluminum trim to be used at outside corners and other locations for a finished look that cannot be provided by standard manufacturer trim pieces.

3.  Stairs to be painted.

4.  Yes, Armstrong Excelon SDT or similar is acceptable.



bolinger

Text Box

Brian Olinger



bolinger

Text Box

June, 2, 2026





		REQUEST FOR INFORMATION

		REPLY

		Distribution:  DMVA Project Manager












RFI# 


REQUEST FOR INFORMATION 


Please type or print legibly 


TO: DATE: 
RE: CONTRACT NO.  


TITLE: 
LOCATION: 


FROM: 
SUBJECT: 
SPEC.REF. 
DWG.REF. __ 


PRIORITY: [  ] 48 Hours 
INFORMATION REQUIRED: [   ]  Routine (10) Days 


Distribution:   DMVA Project Manager, DMVA FCMM 


REPLY 
Be sure to indicate on form whether change order is required.  Answer RFI without delay. 


FROM: DATE:  


A response is appended to this RFI, since a more detailed explanation is required. 


Distribution:  DMVA Project Manager 
DMVA CONTRACTING OFFICER 
DMVA Professional  
Contractor(s) 
Other:   


(Rev. 10/16) 


DMVA- PANG (Middletown) DMVA42260052
REBID)  SOF Simulator Facility
Solicitation#   6100066123


East Coast Contracting Inc.
160 Lamont Street
 New Cumberland, PA 17070


.1 General Construction
Department of Military Veterans Affairs


GeoTech Report


06.04.2026



ECC_Office

Text Box

The ESD Tile shown on dwg A601 Finish schedule, are there specs for this or are the tile by owner?




bolinger

Text Box

See specification 09 65 00 - Resilient Flooring included in the Amendment.



bolinger

Text Box

Brian Olinger



bolinger

Text Box

June 8, 2026





		REQUEST FOR INFORMATION

		REPLY

		Distribution:  DMVA Project Manager












 680 Ben Franklin Highway 


     Birdsboro, PA 19508 


800-445-1719


 Fx. 610-385-1718 


6/04/2026 


Pennsylvania Air National Guard 


SOF Construct Simulator Facility MC-130J 


Harrisburg ANGB, Middletown, PA 


RE: Horizontal Rebar Spacing in ICF Forms 


Typical of all ICF (Insulated Concrete Form) construction, horizontal reinforcing specifications 


recommend horizontal rebar at coursing distances.  This is typically between 12” to 18”, 


depending on manufacturer.  Nudura’s horizontal rebar placement specifications are 18” on 


center (as per coursing).  Although, we do have flexibility. 


Please advise if these slight changes are allowed in these two locations: 


1. Due to the design of the Nudura ICF, we can place the rebar at 3 different horizontal


locations for every 3' of ICF wall installed, so you will have horizontal rebar placement


on average at 12" on center.  Please see detail below used for the PA Air National Guard


112th Air Operations Squadron.  Understanding this would occur on each face.


2. As the standard Nudura ICF is 18” high, the ICF installation would be much faster if we


can increase the spacing of the horizonal rebar 1” to make it 9” at the Stairs.


Thank you for your attention to this matter. 


Sincerely, 


Nate Fair   LEED AP 


Sales Rep. 


Manning Materials 


484-614-7762


RFI RESPONSE:
CHANGES AS NOTED IN THIS RFI ARE ACCEPTABLE PER 
MANNING MATERIALS’ REQUEST. THE DESIGN IS BASED 
AROUND THE NAMED VENDOR IN ACCORDANCE WITH 
ACI 318 AND REQUIRED DESIGN LOADING. SMALL 
VARIATIONS IN THE DESIGN MAY BE ACCEPTABLE BASED 
ON SPECIFIC MANUFACTURER CAPABILITIES. ANY DESIGN 
CHANGES PROPOSED BY THE SUCCESSFUL BIDDER ARE TO 
BE SUBMITTED IN WRITING AND APPROVED PRIOR TO 
SHOP DRAWING PRODUCTION.   







                 


 
                                                                                                   680 Ben Franklin Highway 


                                                                                                   Birdsboro, PA 19508 


                                                                                                  800-445-1719 


                                                                                                Fx. 610-385-1718 


 
 












REQUEST FOR INFORMATION 
Pre-Bid Clarification 


 


TO: Gannett Fleming / 193D 
Special Operations Wing, PA 
Air National Guard 


RFI #: RFI-001 


DATE: May 25, 2026 RESPONSE 
REQ'D: 


_______________ 


RE: CONTRACT 
NO.: 


42260052 (GTC) PROJECT 
NO.: 


SHYQ149104 


TITLE: SOF Construct Simulator 
Facility MC-130J 


LOCATION: Harrisburg Air National Guard 
Base, Middletown, PA 


FROM: Uhrig Construction PRIME 
CONTRACT: 


General Trades Contract (GTC) 


SUBJECT: Security Glazing Requirements — Section 08 80 00 


SPEC REF.: Section 08 80 00 — Glazing, 
Part 2 Products, Para. 2.02 & 
2.03 


DWG REF.: Window/Door Schedule — TBD 
per drawing set 


PRIORITY: [     ]  48 Hours     [ X ]  Routine (10) Days 


 


INFORMATION REQUIRED 


Section 08 80 00 — Glazing specifies standard commercial insulating glass units (IGUs) for all exterior 
glazing. The specified assembly consists of a laminated outboard lite (1/4" minimum, PVB interlayer 
per ASTM C1172) and an annealed float inboard lite (1/4" minimum), totaling 1" overall. Performance 
criteria address thermal, solar, and wind load only (ASCE 7, ASTM E1300, NFRC). 


 


This facility is a Special Operations Force (SOF) Simulator Building on an active Pennsylvania Air 
National Guard installation (193D SOW). The Contract Documents do not include Section 08 88 00 
(Special Function Glazing) or any equivalent specification addressing blast-resistant, forced-entry-
resistant, or ballistic-rated glazing. No reference is made to the following standards that would typically 
govern security glazing on a military facility of this type: 


 


   UL 752 — Bullet-Resisting Equipment 


   ASTM F1233 — Resistance to Forced Entry 


   GSA TS01 / UFC 4-010-01 — Blast and Forced Entry Protection 


   NIJ Standards — Ballistic Resistance 


QUESTIONS 


1.  Is the glazing specified in Section 08 80 00 the complete and correct glazing requirement for all 
openings on this project, including exterior windows, storefront systems, and door lites? Confirm 
whether any openings require blast-resistant, forced-entry-resistant, ballistic-rated, or other security-
rated glazing not currently specified. 


 







2.  If security glazing is required, please provide the applicable performance standard, minimum rating 
level, and identify which openings (by door/window mark or room) are affected. 


 


3.  If security glazing is government-furnished or government-installed (GFE/GFI) under a separate 
contract or military installation program, please confirm in writing so that Uhrig Construction may 
exclude it from the GTC bid accordingly. 


POTENTIAL COST / SCOPE IMPACT 


Security-rated glazing systems (blast, ballistic, or forced-entry) carry significantly higher unit costs and 
extended lead times compared to standard commercial IGUs.  


CONTRACTOR'S SUGGESTED RESOLUTION  (Spec 01 31 00, Sec. B.10) 


Uhrig Construction's suggested resolution: 


 


The glazing specified in Section 08 80 00 represents the complete and correct requirement for all 
openings on this project. No security-rated (blast, ballistic, or forced-entry) glazing is required under 
the GTC scope. All exterior glazing shall be standard commercial IGUs as specified. 


 


 


 


Submitted By: 


 


Eric Hancock, Estimator 
Uhrig Construction 


 


Signature: ___________________________ 
Date: ________________________________ 


Submission Method: 


 


biddocsonline.com / MSCBA RFI Portal 


 


Per Spec 01 31 00, Sec. C: Government will respond 
within 5 business days. RFIs received after 1:00 PM 
are considered received the following business day. 


 


REPLY — Indicate whether change order is required. Answer RFI without delay. 


FROM: ____________________________________________     DATE: 
____________________________ 


 


Change Order Required:   Yes  /  No 


 


A response is appended to this RFI since a more detailed explanation is required:   Yes  /  No 


 


DISTRIBUTION DMVA Project Manager     DMVA FCMM     DMVA Contracting Officer     DMVA 
Professional     Contractor(s)     Other: _______________ 
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Brian Olinger
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June 10, 2026
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1. Exterior insulated units to be laminated on the inner pane.  (See amendment #2 for revision to section 08 80 00).  Interior door lites are not required to contain laminated glass.

2. Specification 08 80 00 contain the testing requirements for laminated glazing.

3.  All glazing is to be provided as part of the contract.







 


REQUEST FOR INFORMATION 
Pre-Bid Clarification 


 


TO: Gannett Fleming / 193D 
Special Operations Wing, PA 
Air National Guard 


RFI #: RFI-002 


DATE: May 25, 2026 RESPONSE 
REQ'D: 


_______________ 


RE: CONTRACT 
NO.: 


42260052 (GTC) PROJECT 
NO.: 


SHYQ149104 


TITLE: SOF Construct Simulator 
Facility MC-130J 


LOCATION: Harrisburg Air National Guard 
Base, Middletown, PA 


FROM: Uhrig Construction PRIME 
CONTRACT: 


General Trades Contract (GTC) 


SUBJECT: Steel H-Pile Schedule, Lengths, and Tip Elevations — Section 31 62 16.16 


SPEC REF.: Section 31 62 16.16 — Steel 
H Piles, Part 2 Para. 2.01A; 
Part 3 Para. 3.02A; Section 
31 23 16 


DWG REF.: Structural Foundation Drawings 
— Pile Schedule (not available at 
time of RFI) 


PRIORITY: [     ]  48 Hours     [ X ]  Routine (10) Days 


 


INFORMATION REQUIRED 


Section 31 62 16.16 — Steel H Piles, Para. 2.01A states: "Piles: In accordance with ASTM 
A690/A690M; structural steel, rolled H sections, minimum 50 ksi yield strength; sizes and lengths 
indicated on drawings." Part 3, Para. 3.02A further states: "Drive piles to defined load supporting 
capacity." 


 


The bid documents issued for this project include the project manual (specifications) only. No 
structural drawings containing a pile schedule, pile section sizes, design lengths, tip elevations, or 
design bearing capacities have been made available to bidders at this time. 


 


Additionally, Section 31 23 16 — Excavation, Para. 1.02A references a geotechnical report (bore hole 
locations and findings of subsurface materials) as a related requirement. This report has not been 
included in or attached to the bid documents. 


QUESTIONS 


1.  Please provide the structural pile schedule including: pile designation/mark number; H-pile section 
size (e.g., HP 12x53, HP 14x73); design pile length (feet); estimated tip elevation (referenced to 
project datum); design axial bearing capacity (tons) for compression and uplift where applicable; and 
total pile count by location. 


 


2.  Please confirm whether a geotechnical investigation report is available for this project and, if so, 
provide it as a bid document or addendum attachment. The report is referenced in Section 31 23 16 as 







a related requirement and is necessary for bidders to evaluate subsurface conditions, anticipated rock 
or refusal depths, and dewatering requirements. 


 


3.  Section 31 62 16.16, Para. 3.02A directs the contractor to drive piles to defined load supporting 
capacity. Please confirm the method of capacity verification to be used during production pile driving 
(wave equation analysis, dynamic load testing/PDA, static load test correlation, or other) and confirm 
whether this method is included in the contractor's scope or is government-directed. 


POTENTIAL COST / SCOPE IMPACT 


Steel H-pile unit cost is directly a function of pile section weight and driven length. Without a pile 
schedule, bidders cannot accurately price material, mobilization, driving equipment, or pile load 
testing. The variance between a shallow bearing pile (30-40 feet) and a deep friction or rock-bearing 
pile (60-80+ feet) represents a substantial difference in contract value. Pile load testing costs (six piles 
required per Section 31 62 16.16, Para. 3.03) are also directly dependent on pile section and length. 


 


CONTRACTOR'S SUGGESTED RESOLUTION  (Spec 01 31 00, Sec. B.10) 


Uhrig Construction's suggested resolution: 


 


The pile schedule and geotechnical report are available and will be issued via addendum prior to the 
bid date, providing bidders sufficient time to accurately price pile material, driving, and load testing 
scope. 


 


For capacity verification method: Uhrig Construction assumes dynamic load testing (PDA) per ASTM 
D4945 is the required method, as this is standard practice for driven steel H-piles. Uhrig Construction 
further assumes PDA testing and wave equation analysis are included in the contractor's scope, 
consistent with Section 31 62 16.16, Para. 3.03 (six test piles required). 


 


If these assumptions are incorrect, or if a static load test or alternate verification method is required, 
please confirm via addendum so bidders may price accordingly. 


 


Submitted By: 


 


Eric Hancock, Estimator 
Uhrig Construction 


 


Signature: ___________________________ 
Date: ________________________________ 


Submission Method: 


 


biddocsonline.com / MSCBA RFI Portal 


 


Per Spec 01 31 00, Sec. C: Government will respond 
within 5 business days. RFIs received after 1:00 PM 
are considered received the following business day. 


 


REPLY — Indicate whether change order is required. Answer RFI without delay. 


FROM: ____________________________________________     DATE: 
____________________________ 


 


Change Order Required:   Yes  /  No 
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1.  SEE DRAWING S001 D. FOUNDATIONS, FOR PILE SIZE CAPACITIES (VERTICAL, UPLIFT AND LATERAL), ESTIMATED TIP ELEVATION NOTED IN GEOTECHNICAL REPORT PROVIDED AS PART OF AMENDMENT 2, PILE LOCATIONS ARE NOTED ON PLAN.

2.  GEOTECHNICAL REPORT PROVIDED AS PART OF AMENDMENT 2. 

3.  REFER TO PARAGRAPH  3.03. B AND C








A response is appended to this RFI since a more detailed explanation is required:   Yes  /  No 


 


DISTRIBUTION DMVA Project Manager     DMVA FCMM     DMVA Contracting Officer     DMVA 
Professional     Contractor(s)     Other: _______________ 







 


REQUEST FOR INFORMATION 
Pre-Bid Clarification 


 


TO: Gannett Fleming / 193D 
Special Operations Wing, PA 
Air National Guard 


RFI #: RFI-003 


DATE: ________________ RESPONSE 
REQ'D: 


_______________ 


RE: CONTRACT 
NO.: 


42260052 (GTC) PROJECT 
NO.: 


SHYQ149104 


TITLE: SOF Construct Simulator 
Facility MC-130J 


LOCATION: Harrisburg Air National Guard 
Base, Middletown, PA 


FROM: Uhrig Construction PRIME 
CONTRACT: 


General Trades Contract (GTC) 


SUBJECT: Site Work Scope Clarification: Traffic Protection, Roadway Protection, and 
Electrical Trench Responsibility 


SPEC REF.: 01 12 00, Sec. K; 01 50 00, 
Sec. D & F; 31 23 16.13; 26 
05 33.13, Sec. J; 33 71 19 


DWG REF.: E-101 (Electrical Site Plan) 


PRIORITY: [     ]  48 Hours     [ X ]  Routine (10) Days 


 


INFORMATION REQUIRED 


In preparing the bid, Uhrig Construction's site work subcontractor has raised questions regarding 
responsibility for traffic protection, roadway protection, and electrical trench scope. The questions 
below reference Spec Sections 01 12 00, 01 50 00, 31 23 16.13, 33 71 19, and 26 05 33.13, as well 
as Drawing E-101. Items 3-A and 3-B are clarification requests where document language is 
ambiguous. Items 3-C and 3-D are confirmation requests of Uhrig Construction's stated interpretation. 


QUESTIONS 


3-A  TRAFFIC PROTECTION (Spec 01 50 00, Sec. D.1): Spec 01 50 00 assigns traffic control 
measures, barricades, and warning signs to the General Trades Contractor broadly. The documents 
do not explicitly address whether a trade subcontractor performing work within or immediately adjacent 
to an active roadway is also required to provide independent traffic protection for that specific activity. 
Please clarify: Is all temporary traffic control exclusively the GTC's responsibility, or does each trade 
contractor performing work adjacent to active traffic bear independent responsibility during their 
specific operations? 


 


3-B  ROADWAY PROTECTION (Spec 01 50 00, Sec. F): Spec 01 50 00 assigns sweeping, cleaning, 
and maintenance of all drives and roadways to the GTC for the full project duration. The documents do 
not explicitly assign responsibility for restoration of existing roadway surfaces damaged by utility 
excavation or trenching activities. Please clarify: Is restoration of on-site roadway surfaces damaged 
during utility trench excavation the responsibility of the GTC, the Contractor whose work caused the 
damage, or shared between both parties? 


 







3-C  ELECTRICAL TRENCH SCOPE SPLIT (Spec 01 12 00, Sec. K): Please confirm the following 
scope split interpretation: GTC is responsible for trench excavation only for all utility systems from 
point of connection to 5' outside the building footprint, and for excavation of all site light base holes 
(Sec. L). The Electrical Contractor is responsible for conduit installation, concrete ductbank, bedding, 
backfill, compaction, and underground warning tape for electrical systems within the trench, and for 
light pole bases, backfill, and compaction (Sec. L). 


 


3-D  TRENCH LINEAR FOOTAGE / DRAWING REFERENCE (Dwg E-101, Spec 31 23 16.13): Uhrig 
Construction intends to use Electrical Site Plan Drawing E-101 as the basis for all electrical site trench 
routing and linear footage for bidding purposes. Please confirm E-101 is the complete and controlling 
drawing of record for electrical underground trench routing, or identify any additional drawings that 
must also be referenced. 


POTENTIAL COST / SCOPE IMPACT 


Without clarification on traffic and roadway protection responsibility, the GTC and site subcontractor 
cannot accurately price temporary traffic control measures or roadway restoration allowances. Without 
confirmation of the electrical trench scope split, the site subcontractor cannot confirm its bid scope and 
Uhrig Construction cannot accurately carry and level the site work proposal. 


 


Incorrect linear footage assumptions due to use of an incomplete drawing set would result in a 
material scope gap or over-carry in the GTC bid. 


CONTRACTOR'S SUGGESTED RESOLUTION  (Spec 01 31 00, Sec. B.10) 


3-A: The General Trades Contractor is solely responsible for all temporary traffic control measures on 
this project per Spec 01 50 00, Sec. D.1. Individual trade contractors performing work in proximity to 
traffic rely on the GTC-provided traffic control plan and do not provide independent measures. Please 
confirm or identify the threshold that triggers independent trade contractor responsibility. 


 


3-B: Roadway surface restoration resulting from trenching through an existing paved surface is the 
responsibility of the Contractor performing that excavation. The GTC's maintenance obligation covers 
ongoing condition maintenance, not restoration of damage caused by a specific trade's excavation 
operations. Please confirm or correct. 


 


3-C: Interpretation confirmed per plain language of Spec 01 12 00, Sec. K and L: GTC excavates 
trench and light base holes; Electrical Contractor installs conduit, ductbank, bedding, backfill, 
compaction, warning tape, and light bases. Please confirm. 


 


3-D: Drawing E-101 is the primary electrical site plan and the correct and complete basis for 
establishing electrical trench linear footage quantities. If additional drawings govern any portion of the 
routing, please identify those drawing numbers in the response. 


 


Submitted By: 


 


Eric Hancock, Estimator 
Uhrig Construction 


 


Signature: ___________________________ 
Date: ________________________________ 


Submission Method: 


 


biddocsonline.com / MSCBA RFI Portal 


 


Per Spec 01 31 00, Sec. C: Government will respond 
within 5 business days. RFIs received after 1:00 PM 
are considered received the following business day. 







 


REPLY — Indicate whether change order is required. Answer RFI without delay. 


FROM: ____________________________________________     DATE: 
____________________________ 


 


Change Order Required:   Yes  /  No 


 


A response is appended to this RFI since a more detailed explanation is required:   Yes  /  No 


 


DISTRIBUTION DMVA Project Manager     DMVA FCMM     DMVA Contracting Officer     DMVA 
Professional     Contractor(s)     Other: _______________ 


 



bolinger

Text Box

Corey Bray



bolinger

Text Box

3-A        The General Trade contractor is responsible for all site excavations 5-ft outside the building footprint and is therefore responsible for all traffic control measures, barricades and warning signs.  Specification Section 01 50 00 is correct as written.

3-B        The General Trade contractor is responsible for all site excavations 5-ft outside the building footprint and is therefore responsible for all sweeping, cleaning, and maintenance of all drives and roadways for the full project duration. The General Contractor is also responsible for the final pavement repair / restoration work required.  Specification Section 01 50 00 is correct as written.

3-C       Specification Section 01 12 00 is correct as written.  The general contractor is responsible for the trench excavation and light pole excavations.  The electrical contractor is responsible for conduit, duck bank, bedding, backfill, compaction, warning tape, and light pole bases.  The general contractor is then responsible for surface restoration, whether pavement or lawn.

3-D       Drawing E-101 is complete for the site electrical.  The contractor should refer to Sheet C103  - Civil Utility Plan and C303  - Electrical and Communication Profiles for the Electrical Line where it gets close to the proposed Simulator Building.
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June 10, 2026












REQUEST FOR INFORMATION 


SOF Construct Simulator Facility — MC-130J 


RFI Number: RFI-007 Date: June 9, 2026 


Project: SOF Construct Simulator 
Facility — MC-130J 


Project No.: SHYQ149104 


Submitted By: Uhrig Construction Spec Section: 09 65 19 — Resilient Tile 
Flooring 


Drawing Ref.: Floor Finish Schedule / Stair 
Details (not found in provided 
documents) 


Priority: Required for Bid 


 


DIRECTED TO 


Maj Alex J. Seidel, USAF ANG — 193 SOCES/DBCE 
alex.seidel.2@us.af.mil 


Lt Col David A. Colna Jr., USAF ANG — 193 SOCES/BCE 
david.colna@us.af.mil  |  david.colna.1@us.af.mil 


Tina Rebuck — PA DMVA 
trebuck@pa.gov 


 


QUESTION 1 — ESD / Static Dissipative Tile 


Background: 


Section 09 65 19 (Resilient Tile Flooring) specifies Luxury Vinyl Tile (LVT) only. No ESD or static 
dissipative tile product is identified in the specification or on the drawings provided in the bid 
documents. No manufacturer, model, or performance standard for static dissipative flooring has been 
indicated. 


Question: 


The contract documents do not include a specification or drawing reference for ESD (Electrostatic 
Dissipative) tile. Please confirm: 


1.  Is ESD / static dissipative tile required on this project? If yes, in which rooms or areas? 
2.  If required, please provide the specified manufacturer, product name, and applicable performance 
standard (e.g., ANSI/ESD S20.20, ASTM F150). 


Bidder cannot confirm scope or price ESD tile without clarification. 


 


QUESTION 2 — Stair Tread / Nosing Finish 


Background: 


Section 05 51 00 (Metal Stairs) specifies steel treads with abrasive coating and factory-fabricated 
metal nosings. Section 09 65 19 (Resilient Tile Flooring) makes no reference to stair applications. No 
finish schedule has been provided that assigns LVT, rubber nosing, or vinyl treads to the stair 
assembly. The drawings provided do not include stair finish details. 


Question: 


Please confirm the intended finish on stair treads and nosings: 


1.  Are stair treads to receive LVT flooring with a rubber nosing strip? 
2.  Or are stair treads to receive a separate vinyl or rubber stair tread with integral nosing? 







3.  If resilient flooring is required on stairs, please provide the applicable specification section, 
manufacturer, and product reference. 


Bidder cannot confirm stair finish scope without clarification. 


 


Response requested prior to bid closing. Please respond via addendum or written clarification. 


 



bolinger

Text Box

Question 1:
1. Yes ESD flooring is required where listed in the Room Finish Schedule.  

2. See Addendum #2 for specification section 09 65 00.

Question 2:
1. 2. & 3.  Stair tread finish is to be painted steel plate with abrasive coating (05 51 00-2.03.C.).  Floor finish at first and second floor landings is to be LVT.














REQUEST FOR INFORMATION 


Please type or print legibly 


RFI # 


4 


 


TO: DMVA – Contracting Officer / 
Design Professional 


DATE: June 8, 2026 


RE: 
CONTRACT 
NO. 


42260052 TITLE: SOF Construct Simulator Facility 


LOCATION: 193d Special Operations Wing, 
Middletown, PA 


PROJECT 
NO. 


SHYQ149104 


FROM: Uhrig Construction 


SUBJECT: Missing Section 01 22 00 – Unit Prices: Request for Complete Unit Price Schedule 


SPEC. REF. Section 01 22 00; 31 22 00; 31 
23 16; 31 23 16.13; 31 23 23; 
31 23 16.26; 32 92 19 


DWG. 
REF. 


N/A 


PRIORITY: Routine 


 


INFORMATION REQUIRED 


The contract documents for the above-referenced project include multiple specification sections that 
reference Section 01 22 00 – Unit Prices for bidding and payment procedures. However, Section 01 22 00 
– Unit Prices has not been included in the issued bid documents. 


The following specification sections each reference Section 01 22 00 for unit price requirements, 
measurement basis, and payment procedures: 


Spec Section Section Title Measurement Basis Referenced 


31 22 00 Grading See Section 01 22 00 


31 23 16 Excavation See Section 01 22 00 


31 23 16.13 Trenching Linear Foot (LF) 


31 23 16.26 Rock Removal See Section 01 22 00 


31 23 23 Fill See Section 01 22 00 


32 92 19 Seeding Topsoil: CY; Grassed Areas: SY 


 


Please provide the following: 


1.  The complete text of Section 01 22 00 – Unit Prices, including all unit price line items, units of measure, 
and estimated quantities. 


2.  Confirmation of where unit prices are to be entered on the bid proposal form (i.e., whether a separate 
unit price schedule sheet is required as part of the bid submission). 


3.  Clarification of whether unit prices apply to the General Construction prime contract only, or also to other 
prime contracts (HVAC, Plumbing, Electrical). 


 







 


REPLY    —  Be sure to indicate on form whether change order is required.  Answer RFI without delay. 


FROM:  


DATE:  


Response: 


 


 


 


[ ] Change order required     [ ] No change order required 
[ ] Response appended to this RFI (more detailed explanation attached) 


 


DISTRIBUTION 


[X] DMVA Contracting Officer     [X] DMVA Project Manager     [X] DMVA FCMM     [X] DMVA Professional     [X] 
Contractor(s)     [ ] Other: _______________ 


(Rev. 10/16) 
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Disregard references to unit pricing.  See clarification in Addendum #2.












REQUEST FOR INFORMATION 


Please type or print legibly 


RFI # 


5 


 


TO: DMVA – Contracting Officer / 
Design Professional 


DATE: June 8, 2026 


RE: 
CONTRACT 
NO. 


42260052 TITLE: SOF Construct Simulator Facility 


LOCATION: 193d Special Operations Wing, 
Middletown, PA 


PROJECT 
NO. 


SHYQ149104 


FROM: Uhrig Construction 


SUBJECT: Geotechnical Investigation Report Referenced but Not Included in Bid Documents – 
Request for Complete Report 


SPEC. REF. Section 31 23 16 – Excavation 
(1.02.A); General Conditions 
Article 6.1 


DWG. 
REF. 


N/A 


PRIORITY: Routine 


 


INFORMATION REQUIRED 


Section 31 23 16 – Excavation, Part 1.02 Related Requirements, Item A, explicitly lists the following as a 
related document: 


"Geotechnical report; bore hole locations and findings of subsurface materials." 


 


Additionally, the General Conditions to the Construction Contract, Article 6.1 – Review of Contract 
Documents and Site Conditions, states that any geotechnical information available for review on the Project 
is to be provided for informational purposes. No geotechnical investigation report has been included in the 
bid documents issued to date. 


The absence of this report creates the following estimating and risk concerns: 


Area of Concern Impact on Bid 


Bearing Capacity Foundation design assumptions cannot be confirmed; footing depths and 
sizes may vary from drawings. 


Rock Encounter Cannot determine probability or anticipated depth of rock; rock removal 
unit prices (Sec. 31 23 16.26) cannot be responsibly priced without 
boring data. 


Groundwater Depth Dewatering scope and cost cannot be assessed without water table 
elevation data. 


Soil Classification Suitability of on-site soils for reuse as structural fill (Sec. 31 23 23) is 
unknown; import fill quantities may be understated. 


Unsuitable Materials Extent of subgrade remediation or over-excavation cannot be estimated. 







Compaction Standards Target compaction densities and lift thickness requirements may be 
influenced by in-situ soil conditions not reflected in the specifications 
alone. 


 


Please provide the following: 


1.  The complete Geotechnical Investigation Report for the project site, including all boring logs, soil 
classification data, groundwater observations, bearing capacity recommendations, and any rock encounter 
data. 


2.  Bore hole location plan showing the locations and depths of all soil borings relative to the proposed 
building footprint and site work areas. 


3.  If no geotechnical report exists, confirmation of that fact and any available subsurface data the Owner or 
Design Professional has used as the basis for foundation design. 


Note: Per General Conditions Article 6.1, geotechnical information is provided for informational purposes only and 
does not relieve the Contractor of its obligation to verify site conditions. However, its availability is necessary for 
bidders to prepare informed, competitive proposals and to responsibly price unit price items for rock removal and 
unsuitable material. 


 


 


REPLY    —  Be sure to indicate on form whether change order is required.  Answer RFI without delay. 


FROM:  


DATE:  


Response: 


 


 


 


[ ] Change order required     [ ] No change order required 
[ ] Response appended to this RFI (more detailed explanation attached) 


 


DISTRIBUTION 


[X] DMVA Contracting Officer     [X] DMVA Project Manager     [X] DMVA FCMM     [X] DMVA Professional     [X] 
Contractor(s)     [ ] Other: _______________ 


(Rev. 10/16) 
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Geotechnical Report is attached.
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June, 10, 2026












REQUEST FOR INFORMATION 


Please type or print legibly 


RFI # 


6 


 


TO: DMVA – Contracting Officer / 
Design Professional 


DATE: June 8, 2026 


RE: 
CONTRACT 
NO. 


42260052 TITLE: SOF Construct Simulator Facility 


LOCATION: 193d Special Operations Wing, 
Middletown, PA 


PROJECT 
NO. 


SHYQ149104 


FROM: Uhrig Construction 


SUBJECT: Existing Utility Clarifications – Water Service Tap, Sanitary Sewer Tie-In, and 
Electrical Legend Symbol 


SPEC. REF. Sec. 33 14 16; Sec. 33 31 13; 
Sec. 26 05 53; Div. 33 Site 
Utilities 


DWG. 
REF. 


Civil/Utility Site Plan; Electrical Site Plan 


PRIORITY: Routine 


 


INFORMATION REQUIRED 


Review of the Civil/Utility Site Plan and Electrical Site Plan has identified three areas where existing utility 
information necessary for bidding is absent or incomplete. The following clarifications are required to 
properly price connection scope, materials, and labor for the General Construction, Plumbing, and Electrical 
prime contracts. 


ISSUE 1 — Existing Water Service: Size and Pipe Material Unknown 


 


The Civil/Utility Site Plan indicates a new water service connection to the existing water main on-site. The 
drawings do not identify the size or pipe material of the existing water main to which the wet tap connection 
is to be made. 


This information is required to price the following scope items: 


Scope Item Why Size / Material is Required 


Wet tap saddle / tapping sleeve Must be sized to match existing main diameter; fitting type varies by 
pipe material (DI, CI, PVC, AC) 


Tapping valve and valve box Gate valve and box sized to match existing main 


Transition fittings and adapters Connection type depends on existing pipe material; may require 
special adapters for older mains 


Contractor equipment and labor Wet tap on a larger diameter or higher-pressure main requires 
different equipment and crew time 


 


Please provide the following: 


1a.  Confirm the diameter (inches) of the existing water main at the proposed wet tap location. 







1b.  Confirm the pipe material of the existing water main (e.g., Ductile Iron, Cast Iron, PVC, Asbestos 
Cement, HDPE, or other). 


1c.  Confirm the operating pressure of the existing main, if known, as this affects wet tap equipment 
selection. 


 


ISSUE 2 — Existing Sanitary Sewer Tie-In: Receiving Main Size and Material Unknown 


 


The Civil/Utility Site Plan indicates a new 4-inch sanitary sewer service connecting to an existing sanitary 
sewer system. The drawings do not identify the size, invert elevation, or pipe material of the existing 
receiving sewer main at the point of connection. 


Without this information, the following scope items cannot be responsibly priced: 


Scope Item Why Existing Main Info is Required 


Sewer tap / wye connection fitting Fitting type, material, and method depend on the existing pipe 
material and diameter 


Core drill vs. wye tap method Connection method differs significantly for PVC vs. cast iron vs. clay 
pipe 


Invert elevation coordination Cannot confirm 4" service line slope and depth without knowing the 
receiving main invert 


Manhole core or new lateral 
connection 


Need to determine if connection is to an existing manhole or a direct 
main tap 


 


Please provide the following: 


2a.  Confirm the diameter (inches) of the existing sanitary sewer main at the point of connection. 


2b.  Confirm the pipe material of the existing sanitary sewer main (e.g., PVC, Cast Iron, Vitrified Clay, 
Concrete, or other). 


2c.  Confirm the invert elevation of the existing sewer main at the point of connection, and whether the new 
4" service is connecting to an existing manhole or making a direct main tap. 


 


ISSUE 3 — Electrical Site Plan: Unidentified Tie-In Symbol on Drawing Legend 


 


The Electrical Site Plan includes a symbol or numbered callout at the electrical utility tie-in / service 
connection point. This symbol or callout number does not correspond to any defined item in the drawing 
legend. The scope and extent of work associated with this tie-in point cannot be determined from the 
information provided. 


Without a legend definition for this symbol, the following scope items are undefined: 


•  Whether the tie-in involves new utility company service entrance work or Contractor-installed conduit and 
conductors. 


•  The voltage, amperage, and service characteristics at the tie-in point. 


•  The extent of work to be performed by the Electrical Contractor vs. the serving utility. 
•  Any utility coordination, permit, or inspection fees associated with the connection. 


Please provide the following: 


3a.  Provide the legend definition for the unidentified symbol or callout at the electrical tie-in location shown 
on the Electrical Site Plan. 


3b.  Clarify whether this tie-in point requires work by the Electrical Contractor, the serving utility, or both, 
and identify the contract responsibility boundary. 


3c.  If utility company coordination is required at this tie-in, confirm whether the cost of utility connection 
fees and inspections is included in the Electrical Contract or is Owner-furnished. 


 


Given the bid opening date of June 24, 2026, a response within 48 hours is respectfully requested. 







Distribution: DMVA Project Manager, DMVA FCMM 


 


REPLY    —  Be sure to indicate on form whether change order is required.  Answer RFI without delay. 


FROM:  


DATE:  


Response: 


 


 


 


[ ] Change order required     [ ] No change order required 
[ ] Response appended to this RFI (more detailed explanation attached) 


 


DISTRIBUTION 


[X] DMVA Contracting Officer     [X] DMVA Project Manager     [X] DMVA FCMM     [X] DMVA Professional     [X] 
Contractor(s)     [ ] Other: _______________ 


(Rev. 10/16) 
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Issue 1
1a.   For bidding purposes, the contractor should assume an existing 12” ductile iron water line.  Prior to ordering materials for the wet tap, a test pit should be performed to confirm the pipe size and material.

1b.   For bidding purposes, the contractor should assume an existing 12” ductile iron water line.  Prior to ordering materials for the wet tap, a test pit should be performed to confirm the pipe size and material.

1c.   The existing base water pressure in the water line is 55 psi based on a flow test performed in 2025.

Issue 2
2a.   As shown on the sanitary sewer profile on Sheet C302, the existing sanitary sewer is 8”.  Prior to ordering materials and Proposed SSMH-1, a test pit should be performed to confirm the pipe size and material.

2b.   For bidding purposes, the contractor should assume an existing 8” PVC sanitary sewer line.  Prior to ordering materials and the Proposed SSMH-1, a test pit should be performed to confirm the pipe size and material.

2c.   As shown on the sanitary sewer profile on Sheet C302, the existing sanitary sewer invert is shown for the 8” main.  Also, as depicted on this profile a new manhole is proposed at the connection to the existing main.  Prior to ordering materials and the Proposed SSMH-1, a test pit should be performed to confirm the pipe size, material, and invert at the connection point.

Issue 3:
3a. Refer to detail 3 on sheet E102 which references the symbol as an elbow connection. The connections are believed to be 3-position junction with 200A, 15kV load break elbows. The contractor will need to field verify connection and position quantities. If existing junctions are 3-position then new 4-position junction will need to be provided.

3b. All medium voltage connections, material, and equipment are owned (and maintained) by the Government. The electric utility involvement would be limited to scheduled outage(s).

3c. Refer to 3b. All cost for modification shall be included in the bid.

For voltage, ampacity, and service characteristics refer to detail 3 which references detail 2 on sheet E102.
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		Text1: Will a Geotechnical report be issued for this project? On drawing C100 there are details

		Text2: regarding borings that have been completed; however, no other data was available.








Project: Substitution Request Number:


From:


To: Date:


A/E project Number:


Re: Substitution Request- Sectional Door Contact For: Furnish & installation of Overhead Doors


Specification Title: SECTIONAL OVERHEAD DOORS Description: Sectional Doors


Section: Page: Article/Paragraph:


Proposed Substitution:


Manufacturer: Clopay Building Products Address: 1400 W Market St, Troy OH 45373 Phone: (800) 225-6729


Trade Name: Commercial Sectional Door/ Garage Doors Model No:


Attached data includes product description, specifications, drawings, photographs and performance and test data adequate for evaluation
of the request; applicable portions of the data are clearly identified.


Attached data also includes a description of changes to the Contract Documents that the proposed substition will require for its proper
installation.


The Undersigned certifies:


   Proposed substitituion has been fully investigated and determined to be equal or superior in all respects to specified product.•


   Same warranty will be furnished for proposed substitution as for specified product.•


   Same maintenance service and source of replacement parts, as applicable, is available.•


   Proposed Substitution will have no adverse effect on other trades and will not effect or delay progress schedule.•


   Proposed Substitution does not affect dimensions and functional clearances.•


   Payment will be made for changes to building design, including A/E design, detailing, and construction costs caused by the


substitution.


•


Submitted by:


Signed by:


Firm:


Address:


Telephone:


A/E's REVIEW AND ACTION


Substitution approved - Make submittals in accordance with Specification Section 01 25 00 Substitution Procedures.


Substitution approved as noted - Make submittals in accordance with Specification Section 01 25 00 Substitution Procedures.


Substitution rejected - use specified materials.


Substtitution Request received too late - use specified materials.


Signed by : Date :


Support Data Attached: Drawing Product Data Samples Tests Reports


© Copyright 2007, Construction Specifications Institute,
99 Canal Center Plaza, Suite 300, Alexandria, VA 22314


Page 1 Form Version: June 2004


08 36 13


SOF Construct SIM Facility ( For Architect to fill in )


Aaron Reed Central PA Dock & Door


Gannett Fleming 6/2/2026


SHYQ149104


2 2.02.A


Overhead - 418


Clopay 3220


Aaron Reed


Central PA Dock & Door


15 Rothermel Dr, Yeagertown, PA 17099


717-248-1397


Comparison







Specification
Specification Link Specification Link


Brochure
Brochure Link Brochure Link


Finish/Rust Through 1 Year 1 Year


Material & Workmanship 1 Year 1 Year


Hardware 1 Year 1 Year, Optional 8 Year


Section Thickness 2” 2”


Exterior Gauge 16 Gauge 20 Gauge


Exterior Profile Flush Flush


Exterior Emboss Smooth Stucco


Interior Gauge/Back
Cover


26 Gauge 27 Gauge


Thermal Break No Yes


Meeting Rail Shiplap Tongue & Groove


End Stile 16 Gauge 18 Gauge Minimum Single; 16 Gauge  Minimum


Center Stile 16 Gauge 2" x 3" 19 ga (backerplate)


Insulation Polystyrene Polystyrene


Glazing Frames 24”x7”, Aluminum Full View Aluminum Full Vision,24"x12",24"x8"


Glazing Thickness 1/8",1/2" 1/8",1/2"


Glazing Type Acrylic,1/8’’ DSB,Insulated Insulated,Insulated-Tempered, Tempered


Standard Finishes White White,Brown


Premium Finish Not Published ColorBlast©2-Part Polane (Sherwin Williams)


Track Configurations 2”, 3” LHR, Vertical, HL, FRP, Standard 2”, 3” LHR, Vertical, HL, FRP, Standard, Tapered


Counterbalance 100k, 50k, 25k, 10k 100k, 50k, 25k, 10k


Lock Slide Lock(s) Slide Lock(s), Keyed Lock


UFactor Not Published 0.24 Btu/hr-ft2-Fo


R Value 7.35 9.1


Air Infiltration Not Published 0.34 cfm/ft2 at 25 mph


STC Rating Not Published 22


Flamespread Not Published Class II (or B) 40 FSR


Smoke Developed Index Not Published 400 SDI


All product information on this page is based on publications and materials provided by each product's respective manufacturer publicly


available as of July 1, 2020.                                                                           Clopay Corporation 8585 Duke Boulevard Mason OH 45040







energy series


POLYSTYRENE INSULATED  
FLUSH STEEL DOORS


CLOPAY COMMERCIAL – MODEL 3220


Clopay Model 3220 doors have a 20 gauge exterior steel skin and are designed 
for commercial �and industrial facilities where demanding conditions require a 
rugged door that is also energy efficient. U-Factor as low as .24.


■	 ��Bonded polystyrene insulation and thermal break for enhanced comfort.


■	� Three-layer construction with steel and insulation for increased durability. 


■	 �3-stage paint process delivers a virtually maintenance-free finish. 


■	 �Injection-molded lite frames with integral weatherseal are durable  
and seal against the elements. Many glass options available for visibility, 
privacy or energy efficiency.


Model 3220, 16'2" × 14' Door


clopaycommercia l .com


Steel skins are protected  
through a tough, layered coating 
system, including a hot-dipped 
galvanized layer, a protective  
metal oxide pretreatment and a 
baked-on primer and top coat. 







CMDC-3220-12_REV0225©2025 Clopay Corporation. All rights reserved.MADE IN USA


24" × 8"


Aluminum Full-View*


24" × 12"


WINDOW OPTIONS


ADDITIONAL OPTIONS


* Intellicore polyurethane insulated option also available.
Available with insulated or insulated tempered glass. 
Full-view section, prepainted Standard White or 
Chocolate; glazing options include DSB, plexiglass, 
wire and insulated glass.


Flush


EXTERIOR SKIN PATTERN


Standard White Chocolate


Due to the printing process, colors may vary.


COLOR OPTIONS


CUSTOM PAINT OPTION
Color Blast® finish offers more than  
1,500 Sherwin-Williams® color options  
to complement your building design.  
This durable two-part paint system  
has been thoroughly tested and is  
backed by a five-year warranty.


32" wide × 80" high  
(.81 m × 2.3 m), max  
16'2" (4.9 m) wide section.


PASS DOOR


Single section and  
double sections available  
on select sizes.


BREAK-AWAY SECTION


Carry-away, roll-away or  
swing-up mullions are  
available on select sizes.


MULLIONS


EXHAUST PORT


Can be cut into any type of 
sectional door. Available in  
select sizes.


High performance hardware  
features 10 gauge end hinges,
heavy-duty top bracket and  
3" sealed roller with 5/8" stem.


3" TrackDouble-end hinge


HEAVY-DUTY HARDWARE (where not standard)


HIGH CYCLE SPRINGS


25,000, 50,000 or 100,000 cycle springs available.


CODE COMPLIANT
This Clopay door complies with the 2015 IECC (International 
Energy Conservation Code) with an air infiltration rating of .40 
cfm/ft2 or less (IECC, Section 402.5.2), and also meets the 
U-Factor requirement of .37 or less (IECC, Section C402.4, for 
Climate Zones 1 through 8).


FEATURES
STANDARD HARDWARE


TPE astragal in corrosion-resistant retainer


Commercial 10-ball steel rollers (nylon tires available)


Steel step plate and lift handle


Galvanized steel end stiles


Inside slide lock for increased security


2" (50.8 mm) or 3" (76.2 mm) track


10,000 cycle springs


Galvanized aircraft cable with minimum 7:1 safety factor


Variety of track configurations to meet building specifications


MATERIALS AND CONSTRUCTION


Panel Thickness 2" (50.8 mm)


Insulation 2" (50.8 mm) bonded polystyrene 


U-Factor 0.24*


R-value 9.1†


Air Infiltration Rate 0.34 cfm/ft2


Thermal Break Continuous silicone filled


Exterior Steel 20 gauge (.034" min.) (.86 mm)


Interior Steel 27 gauge (.016" min.) (.41 mm)


Exterior Surface Stucco embossed, flush


Max Width 28'2" (8.6 m)


Max Height 26' (7.9 m)


Exterior Colors
Standard White and Chocolate. 
Also available in Color Blast®.


Interior Color Standard White


Limited  
Warranties


10-year standard paint
5-year delamination  
5-year Color Blast® finish
1-year material and workmanship


EXTENDED
8-YEAR


HARDWARE
WARRANTY


Upgrade your standard  
door with industrial-grade 
components.


Due to solar reflective formulation to meet greater than a 38 LRV, some colors may not be available.


WindCode® design pressure (DP) 
up to 37 PSF depending on size. 
Models tested 50% greater 
than DP. 


For more information on these and other 
Clopay products, visit clopaycommercial.com. 
Architects and specifiers, visit 
architectdoorhelp.com.


Hand chain hoist with an 
integral braking system 
provides controlled descent  
for sectional doors.


CONTROLGARD® SD 
CHAIN HOIST


*	Tested door U-Factor is in accordance with DASMA 105.
†	Calculated door section R-value is in accordance with DASMA TDS-163. 


For special sizes, applications and options, consult customer service at 1-800-526-4301.







Response:


This overhead door will be considered an acceptable equal product if submitted during the shop drawing 
process.
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WC Eshenaur and Son INC - RFI 01 
 
---Where is the existing building located that has the HVAC equipment to be relocated? 
 


 
 
 
 
---Cross section of duct to be reinforced>>>is that including length or just W x H and if duct is TDC is that 
sufficient for reinforcing? 
 
Duct Reinforcement shall meet the requirements of SMACNA 006, chapter 2.  Reinforcement requirements are 
dependent on duct pressure class, duct dimensions, duct material thickness, hanger spacing and joist type, see 
addendum #2 sheet M501 for revisions.   Duct constructed with TDC joints shall be reinforced as required by 
SMACNA. 
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Be sure to indicate on form whether change order is required.  Answer RFI without delay. 
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A response is appended to this RFI, since a more detailed explanation is required. 
 


Distribution:  DMVA Project Manager  
DMVA CONTRACTING OFFICER 


DMVA Professional  


Contractor(s) 
Other:    
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AISC requirements are not waived for this project.
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		text_3lrng: AISC Requirement
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		textarea_6bmbo: Can the AISC requirement be waived for this project?
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RE: CONTRACT NO.  


TITLE: 
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SUBJECT: 


SPEC.REF. 


DWG.REF. __ 


PRIORITY: [  ] 48 Hours 


INFORMATION REQUIRED: [   ]  Routine (10) Days 


Distribution:   DMVA Project Manager, DMVA FCMM 


REPLY 


Be sure to indicate on form whether change order is required.  Answer RFI without delay. 


FROM: DATE: 


A response is appended to this RFI, since a more detailed explanation is required. 


Distribution:  DMVA Project Manager 


DMVA CONTRACTING OFFICER 


DMVA Professional  


Contractor(s) 
Other:   


(Rev. 10/16) 


David Colna, Lt Col 6/5/26


The Contractor needs to identify what the water is to be utilized for and the Government will make the decision if 
it is appropriate.  For example if the Contractor is mixing their own concrete by utilizing batch plan operations 


then the Contractor will ship in their own water but if it is utilizing water for bathrooms, eyewash stations , etc. the
Government will be capable of providing a hook up location.
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		text_1vshm: 02

		text_2kwwv: 6/3/2026

		text_3lrng: Temporary Water

		text_4cdvx: 015000, 1.03.B.2b

		text_5dkci: 

		textarea_6bmbo: Specification says GC must provide temp water and "no water will be available on site."  Does this mean we are required to truck in 

all the temp water?


		checkbox_7iuq: Yes_uouv

		checkbox_8xvim: Off
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No, a trailer is not required for the Govt or architect.
Meetings will be held in the contractor's trailer (section 01 31 00-1.08.F.b.)
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		text_3lrng: Office Trailers

		text_4cdvx: 

		text_5dkci: 

		textarea_6bmbo: Is the GC required to provide an office for the architect/owner?  Is there a place for meetings for will we need an office large enough

for job meetings?

		checkbox_7iuq: Yes_uouv

		checkbox_8xvim: Off
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Geotech report is attached.





		text_1vshm: 04

		text_2kwwv: 6/3/2026

		text_3lrng: Geotech Report

		text_4cdvx: 

		text_5dkci: S001

		textarea_6bmbo: Geotech report is referenced in the foundation notes on page S001.  Please provide the report.
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INFORMATION REQUIRED: [   ]  Routine (10) Days 


Distribution:   DMVA Project Manager, DMVA FCMM 


REPLY 


Be sure to indicate on form whether change order is required.  Answer RFI without delay. 


FROM: DATE: 


A response is appended to this RFI, since a more detailed explanation is required. 


Distribution:  DMVA Project Manager 


DMVA CONTRACTING OFFICER 


DMVA Professional  


Contractor(s) 
Other:   


(Rev. 10/16) 


David Colna, Lt Col 6/5/26


There is not an anticipated start date of June 30. The start date will be dictated once the contract is awarded. 
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		text_3lrng: Anticipated Start

		text_4cdvx: 

		text_5dkci: 

		textarea_6bmbo: Is there an anticipated start date for the project.  In the project documents we found a June 30th start date.  Please clarify.

		checkbox_7iuq: Off

		checkbox_8xvim: Off
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Be sure to indicate on form whether change order is required. Answer RFI without delay.
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A response is appended to this RFI, since a more detailed explanation is required.
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DMVA Professional
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PA Air National Gaurd
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6/3/2026


Line Stripping
321713


][ ✓
] [ 


Is Sherwin Williams line paint acceptable for parking lines?


Glass Beads are listed in the spec. Are these required on all painted lines? If not, where are they needed?


Thermoplastic line paint is mentioned in the spec, is this required on this project? If so, please indicate where.


1. In the design the contractor can request a substitution to use a paint not listed in the
specifications and we will review at that time if the paint meets the code requirements
as listed in the specifications.


2. Glass beads are required as per specification 32 17 23.


3. Specification 32 17 23 includes specifications for painted pavement markings as
well as thermoplastic pavement markings.  The contractor can choose to use either
product for the pavement markings on the site.


Corey Bray 06/05/2026
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Insulation protection material is specified in section 07 21 00-2.04.C.

Waterstop is not required between the ICF and gradebeam and also not required at the elevator pit walls.






		text_1vshm: 

		text_2kwwv: 6/4/2026

		text_3lrng: Detail (4/A101)

		text_5dkci: 

		checkbox_7iuq: Off

		checkbox_8xvim: Off
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		textarea_6bmbo: Detail (4/A101) calls for foundation insulation protection. What product s to be used for this protection?

This detail also does not show any waterstop material between the ICFs and the grade beam. Should waterstop material be used in this application? Should waterstop be used at the elevator pit walls?
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Yes, gypsum board should continue the full height of the ICF wall to cover the insulation.
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		textarea_6bmbo: Wall sections on drawings A301 thru A304 show drywall being attached directly to the ICF walls and extending 6" above finish ceiling. On previous ICF jobs we have completed, code required this drywall to extend all the way to deck for no exposed insulation in order to meet the requirements for flame spread. Please confirm the height of the drywall.
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Weather barrier is not required at the exterior face of the ICF.  Weather barrier is required at other locations as shown on the drawings with a dashed red line.
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		textarea_6bmbo: None of the wall sections show any type of air barrier or weather barrier (Tyvek) behind the fiber cement siding. Please confirm nothing is required.
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Metal stairs are to be provided by the GC as shown/identified on the architectural drawings.
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		textarea_6bmbo: Drawing S102 indicates that the mezzanine stairs are by others. Please confirm the GC is only to provide the mezzanine. Drawing A402 seems to indicate that GC would own these stairs. Similar notes are also in the stair towers. Please advise.
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The General Site Contractor is required to excavate for UGI.  UGI then installs the new line and initial pipe bedding.  The GC will then be required to backfill the remainder of the trench.
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Drawing S101, simulator foundation is correct as shown on the drawings (30 inches). There are no dimensions shown on section 5/S302.

Pilecap thickness are shown on the pilecap schedule on S502




bolinger

Text Box

June 12, 2026





		text_1vshm: 

		text_2kwwv: 6/10/2026

		text_3lrng: Simulator Foundation

		text_5dkci: 

		checkbox_7iuq: Off

		checkbox_8xvim: Off

		text_4cdvx: 

		textarea_6bmbo: Drawing S101 calls for the simulator foundation to be 30" thick. The section cut going through this (5/S302) shows this as 36" thick. Additionally, all of the other pile caps are a minimum 48" thick. Given this is an critical aspect of this building, please confirm the thickness of the simulator foundation.
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The Structural drawings govern the required thickness of the concrete.  Without knowing which architectural detail(s) are in question it is difficult to provide a more specific clarification.
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11 05 00 Common Work Results for Shop Equipment goes with the Section 41 22 13.13 Bridge Crane.  Section 11 05 00 is included to supplement the information in the bridge crane specification and the Division 1 Specifications. 
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The connection to 41 22 13.13 is in section 11 05 00, Article 1.01.A.1 and 1.01B.1.d.
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RFI#     


REQUEST FOR INFORMATION 
 


Please type or print legibly 
 


TO:    DATE:    


RE: CONTRACT NO.      
 


TITLE: 


LOCATION: 
 


FROM: 
 


 


SUBJECT: 


SPEC.REF. 


DWG.REF. __ 
 
 


PRIORITY: [  ] 48 Hours 


INFORMATION REQUIRED: [   ]  Routine (10) Days 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


 
Distribution:   DMVA Project Manager, DMVA FCMM 


 
 


REPLY 


Be sure to indicate on form whether change order is required.  Answer RFI without delay. 


 


FROM: DATE:   
 


 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


A response is appended to this RFI, since a more detailed explanation is required. 
 


Distribution:  DMVA Project Manager  
DMVA CONTRACTING OFFICER 


DMVA Professional  


Contractor(s) 
Other:    


 


 


 


(Rev. 10/16) 



Justin Peachey

Typewriter

42260052



Justin Peachey

Typewriter

Tina Rebuck



Justin Peachey

Typewriter

eciConstruction



Justin Peachey

Typewriter

SOF Construct Simulator Facility



Justin Peachey

Typewriter

PA Air National Gaurd



bolinger

Text Box

Gary Gabacik



bolinger

Text Box

June 12, 2026



bolinger

Text Box

See Specification 03 30 00 - 3.02.A Joints.  
See Structural General Notes - C. Concrete.
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The design intent is to use fasteners that extend through the insulation to the metal deck below.  If, based on the roof system selected by the contractor, a nail base is required, one should be provided as part of the roof system.
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Roof Note #3 on A103 requires a minimum of two layers of insulation with a total insulation value of R-30.  If this can be achieved with (2) layers of 2.6" insulation, that is acceptable.
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		textarea_6bmbo: Detail 4 on page A102 shows rigid roof insulation but nothing to attach the standing seam roof clips to.  Typically nail base insulation is used in this application.  Also another detail shows the insulation to be 2" which will require 3 layers to meet the R-30 value.  Can this be 2 layers of 2.6" which would also meet the R-30 value.  Please advise
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All underground roof drain piping is labeled on C102  - Grading and Drainage Plan.  On sheet C503, Detail 2, Cast Iron Downspout Boot Detail is also included to route the building downspout underground to the conveyance system.
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