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STATEMENT OF WORK #0003 WORK ORDER # 202926
P428 EXPLOSIVE ORDNANCE FACILITY
MCAS, BEAUFORT, SC

RFI Questions for P-428 EXPLOSIVE ORDNANCE FACILITY
MCAS, BEAUFORT, SC

Question #1:

Provide information as to STC rating requirements and noise reduction requirements for each of
programmed facility spaces, taking into consideration the noise generated by the nearby airfield
operations.

Answer #1:
Will not provide the STC rating. Designer will have to design to the noise info provided in the
RFP.

Question #2

During the site visit introduction meeting, an EOD staffer expressed concern as to whether the
P-428 facility was being designed in compliance with the OP-5 Volume One ordnance Facility
blast resistance requirements. Please provide access to the OP-5 Volume One Documentation
(or a copy thereof) and a confirmation of the distance outside of the blast arc to which the b;last
protection requirements apply. It was stated during the meeting that the distance for the
applicable arc was 1250’ plus 10%. Please confirm that this means 10% of 1250’ is 125’ and
the total distance should be 1375'.

Answer #2
Design per the RFP and not the comment about additional requirements at the onsite.

Question #3

As the prpoject site does not have access to sanitary sweers, please confirm what local, county
or state agency has deign review and permitting authority for septic systems at the project site.
Has a percolation test been conducted and will Beaufort County Health Department establish
disposal field criteria?

Answer #3
Septic system is required per the RFP. Successful contracotor will have to perform a perk test
and get all approvals.

Question #4

Please provide CADD files, in ACAD or Microstatio format, of the drawings completed in March
of 2008 by BES Incorporated, specifically “Tree and Topographic Survey” and Overall Site
Plan”. Receipt of these files will expedite site design inpreparation for bid. Either a CD or a
location from which to download these fiels will be acceptable.

Answer #4



Drawing provided under amendment 1.

Question #5
Please provide a copy of the foundation designs for Bldg 730, located adjacent to the project
site, for reference.

Answer #5
Drawings provided in RFP no additional foundation drawings are available.

Question #6

Is sufficient conduit space available serving the nearby Communications manholes available to
fish in new fiber optic and copper cables, or will additional conduit have to be installed back to
the source, and if so what is the distance to the sourcef/tie-in point which the conduit willl have to
follow?

Answer #6
See attached electrical survey drawings.

Question #7
The program requirements address a base bid and two (2) bid optins. The RFP provides a bid form with
(1) bid item only. Please respond.

Answer #7
Follow the RFP requirement.

Question #8

What type of overhead door do you require for Bldg 844. It was mentioned at the site visit that the
overhead doors will need replacing but no directin given as to type (barn, coiling, sectional)? The
program requirements only mention removing/replacing exterior skin of building.

Answer #8
Design per the RFP and not the comment about adtional requirements at the onsite.

Question #9

There are a couple of places in the programming for Building 844 that tell us to provide new interior
lighting (page 3 of Part 3) but other places that say exterior lighting (page 12 of Part 3). Please define
electrical scope of work for Bldg. 844.

Answer #9
Provide only exterior lighting.

Question #10

Please provide clarification on the number of parking spaces required. Page 12 of Part 3 says to provide
60 parking spaces for the occupants and 3 handicap spaces. Additionally, provide visitor spaces equal
to 2% of occupants plus 4 motorcycle spaces. Page 67, G2020 says to provide 60 spaces which
includes 2 handicap and an additional 4 motorcycle. No mentin of visitor spaces. Please clarify at to
number desired.

Answer #10
Follow page 12 of Part 3 of the RFP.

Question #11



The Chain link partition for Bldg 1023, does it need to go to the roof for security purposes or is it only for
physical separation? Please advise on height. Do you need a chain link ceiling?

Answer #11
The chain link does need to go to the ceiling.

Question #12
With the holiday season upon us, would it be possible to have more time in order to allow us to provide
both better design & pricing for the Navy?

Answer #12
No

Question #13

Some questions about the Space Tabulation on page 19 & 20: 1) There is a discrepancy between ORD
Operations Bay Unit SF and Total Net SF.2) Should those headings be Unit Gross SF/Net SF? 3) It
appears someone combined Gross SF with Net Unit SF. None of the numbers add up to the RFP
square footage requirements. Please clarify.

Answer #13
Use the attached file for the taulations sheets.

Question #14:

Does the Navy wish to allow shallow foundatins and accept the small risk of liquefaction
settlement during a large seismic event or not accept any liquefaction settlement during a large
Seismic event requiring deep foundations?

Answer #14:
The Navy is not willing to accept the risk.

PDF Files for Tabulation Sheet and Electrical Site Survey will be attached via email, along with
this amendment.



