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	THE FOLLOWING CHANGES, SUBSTITUTIONS, ADDITIONS, OR DELETIONS OF THE DRAWINGS OR SPECIFICATIONS ARE HEREBY INCORPORATED INTO THE BID DOCUMENTS DATED 11/11/2024.  BIDDERS SHALL ACKNOWLEDGE RECEIPT OF THIS ADDENDUM IN THEIR BIDDING DOCUMENTS.

	THE PURPOSE OF THIS PRE-BID RFI IS TO:

	1. Response to RFIs


	BIDDER RFI RESPONSES: 

1. Contract Document References 
RFP Attachments; Bid Form - Offer; G000/G001; Structural S001-S207; Project Manual cover Background / Discrepancy 
The solicitation identifies 60% documents, but the supplied documents carry different issue dates and statuses. The RFP attachment list identifies an Architectural 60% set dated 07/29/26; the architectural sheets are dated 07/31/26; the Bid Form refers to Dasher Hurst documents dated 05/01/26; and the structural sheets are dated 08/14/26 and marked "PROGRESS PRINTING - NOT FOR CONSTRUCTION." Without a single controlling index, bidders may price different document bases. 
Clarification Requested 
A. Please confirm the complete drawing, specification, report, exhibit, and bid-form index that governs this 60% proposal, including issue/revision dates. 
B. Please confirm whether the 08/14/26 structural progress-print sheets are the structural pricing basis for this proposal. 
C. Please identify any superseded architectural, structural, civil, landscape, MEP, foodservice, or specification documents that should not be priced. 
D. Please confirm the order of precedence to use for bidding where the RFP, Bid Form, drawings, specifications, and supporting reports conflict. 
Suggested Response / Resolution 
For bidding purposes, a concise document index or addendum identifying the controlling files and revisions would establish a common pricing basis.
Response: 
A. Refer to the updated 90% set that supersedes the previously issued 60% set. Please be aware that this is not the final construction set, and additional details will be added prior to issuing the 100% set.

B. Same answer as previous

C. Same answer as previous

D. RFP, DRAWINGS, SPECIFICATIONS, SUPPORTING DOCUMENTS AND BID FORM

2. Contract Document References 
RFP Core Project Scope and Phasing; A100; C1.04; L101; P100; M100; E100 
Background / Discrepancy 
The RFP excludes the Kitchen/Dining Building, Priest Quarters, and future Multipurpose Hall from this bid, while the architectural, civil, landscape, plumbing, mechanical, and electrical documents show portions of the full campus. A100 also shows the dumpster enclosure, propane tank enclosure, monument sign, future-building areas, and site improvements that can serve more than Phase 1. 
Clarification Requested 
A. Please identify the exact Phase 1 limits for clearing, grading, drainage, paving, parking, sidewalks, hardscape, site utilities, site lighting, irrigation, and landscaping. 
B. Please confirm which utility mains, conduits, sleeves, stubs, spare capacity, and capped connections serving the future Kitchen/Dining Building, Priest Quarters, or Multipurpose Hall are required in the Phase 1 base proposal. 
C. Please confirm whether future-building pads or grading within future building footprints are included in Phase 1. 
D. Please confirm whether the dumpster enclosure, underground propane tank/tank enclosure, monument sign, and improvements serving only future buildings are included in Phase 1 or future work. 
E. Where future-only work is intentionally shown for campus coordination, please identify whether it should be excluded or separately identified for pricing. 
Suggested Response / Resolution 
A marked-up Phase 1 scope exhibit or short responsibility matrix would allow the civil/site and MEP trades to price the same limits without adding broad contingency.
Response: 
A.  Phase 1 should include clearing, grading, drainage, paving, parking, sidewalks, hardscape, site utilities, site lighting, irrigation, and landscaping for all phases. The future phases should be pad ready with utilities rough’ed in.

B. Phase 1 should include the future phases pad ready with utilities rough’ed in.

C. Phase 1 should include the future phases pad ready.

D. The dumpster Enclosure also serves the Main Temple and shall be included in Phase 1. The Propane tank and Enclosure will be included in Phase 2 along with the Kitchen / Dining Building. The infrastructure from the Propane Tank to the Kitchen shall be included in Phase 1 during the construction of the roadway.

E. See Civil. The Future Multipurpose Building is to remain landscaped. No pricing required for Future building.

3. Contract Document References 
A100 Phasing Information; G100 Code Analysis; MEP plans 
Background / Discrepancy 
A100 identifies Chavadi, Dwarakamai & Chavadi, and Dhuni as covered, not enclosed or conditioned. G100, however, lists Chavadi and Dwarakamai & Dhuni as conditioned building areas. The classification affects envelope, HVAC, plumbing, electrical, fire-protection, and finish pricing. 
Clarification Requested 
A. Please confirm the intended conditioned/unconditioned and enclosed/open status of Chavadi, Dwarakamai, Dhuni, and each associated support space. 
B. Please identify the required thermal envelope, HVAC, electrical, plumbing, fire-protection, and life-safety systems for each structure. 
C. Please confirm whether any humidity control, outside air, exhaust, or freeze/temperature protection is required for these sacred support structures. 
D. Please confirm which code-analysis area and occupancy assumptions should govern bidding. 
Suggested Response / Resolution 
A written confirmation of each structure's conditioned/enclosed status and required building systems would be sufficient for trade pricing.
Response: 
A. Addressed in the 90% set. The Chavadi, Dwarakamai and Dhuni buildings are enclosed and conditioned.

B. MSA Response: MEP systems are shown as intended. Price the systems shown on the 
plans.
C. MSA Response: Mechanical drawings show required HVAC support features for each. 
building. Standard Thermal Comfort requirements and ventilation requirements of ASHRAE 
90.1, 62,1 and FMC 2023 apply.

D. See Code Summary and Life Safety Plans

4. Contract Document References 
Project Manual Section 01 10 00; RFP; Bid Form 
Background / Discrepancy 
Section 01 10 00 states that the Owner is a government entity not subject to sales tax and describes an Owner Direct Purchase program. The same 
section contains apparent legacy fire-station items, including firefighter gear-extractor, Purvis notification, SCBA/cascade, bunkroom and related. 
equipment that does not appear applicable to this temple. This creates material uncertainty for all material-heavy trades. 
Clarification Requested 
A. Please provide the project specific CFCI, OFCI, OFOI, separate-contract, and Owner-direct-purchase schedule applicable to this project. 
B. Please confirm whether bidders should include normal Florida sales tax in the 60% proposal. 
C. If an Owner Direct Purchase or tax-exempt purchasing procedure is intended, please identify the eligible items, purchasing procedure, freight/delivery responsibility, storage/protection, warranty, returns, and treatment of contractor/subcontractor markup. 
D. Please confirm that the unrelated fire-station equipment and systems listed in Section 01 10 00 are not applicable to this project. 
Suggested Response / Resolution 
A corrected project-specific furnish/install matrix and tax basis would remove a significant pricing variable across nearly every trade.
Response: 
A. There are no Owner furnished items for the sake of budget pricing.

B.  yes

C.  There will not be an Owner direct purchase program. 

D. Ignore statements about fire-station equipment in Section 01 10 00

5. Contract Document References 
RFP - Contract Terms; Bid Form - Acceptance; Project Manual 00 72 00 and 00 73 00 
Background / Discrepancy 
The RFP and Bid Form anticipate an AIA A133/A201 agreement, while Section 00 72 00 incorporates AIA A201-1997 and the Bid Form also. 
references execution of "AIA A133/201." The final commercial terms can affect insurance, notices, changes, schedule obligations, and subcontract. 
flow-down pricing. 
Clarification Requested 
A. Please confirm the intended AIA A133 edition and AIA A201 edition for the eventual GMP agreement. 
B. Please confirm whether Sections 00 72 00 and 00 73 00 are intended to govern the final agreement as currently written or will be superseded by a later contract exhibit. 
C. Please identify any material contract terms bidders should include in the 60% pricing that differ from the supplied General/Supplementary Conditions. 
Suggested Response / Resolution 
Identification of the intended contract-form editions and governing supplementary conditions will allow bidders to price the same contractual risk basis.
Response: 
A. It will likely be 2017 edition.

B. The final contract will supersede Spec Sections 00 7200 and 00 7300.

C. The material contract terms shall follow the final contract agreement. No material terms to reference at this time. 


6. Contract Document References 
G001 General Note 10; A201-A204 Exterior Product Legend; Section 00 73 00; Section 01 33 10 
Background / Discrepancy 
Section 00 73 00 states that no substitutions will be accepted. G001 and the exterior product legend state that equivalent products may be considered, and Section 01 33 10 provides a review path for changes to exterior product approvals. The conflict directly affects competitive supplier coverage and VE pricing. 
Clarification Requested 
A. Please confirm whether approved-equal products may be proposed during the current 60% pricing effort and/or during preconstruction. 
B. Please confirm whether a basis-of-design manufacturer is mandatory whereas the drawings expressly state that equivalent competitive products will be considered. 
C. Please identify the information required for an approved-equal review, including performance, appearance, Florida Product Approval, warranty, and delegated-engineering documentation. 
D. Please confirm whether value-engineering alternates may identify a non-basis-of-design product while the base proposal remains on the basis-of-design product. 
Suggested Response / Resolution 
A single substitution/approved-equal rule for the 60% proposal would broaden legitimate competition without changing the design standard.
Response: 
A. Approved equal products as listed in the spec sections are acceptable. Products not listed in the of approved products shall be submitted as a deductive alternate, in addition to an approved equal product.

B. See answer above.

C. All supporting documentation required by the state of Florida for all products not listed on the specs shall be provided by the GC for evaluation during CA phase. If the product does not be the local jurisdiction requirement, the GC will be required to submit an alternate acceptable product at their own expense.

D. Value Engineered alternates shall clearly be identified during bidding.

7. Contract Document References 
G000; A200-A204 Exterior Elevations/Product Legend; structural roof framing criteria 
Background / Discrepancy 
The domes, shikhara, finials, and other sacred roof ornaments are prominent architectural features, but GOP-1 is identified as "ORNAMENTAL ROOF SCULPTURE" with material, manufacturer, size/type, finish, and related information shown as TBD. Structural supports, attachments, 
waterproofing interfaces, and delegated-design responsibilities are not sufficiently defined for firm specialty pricing. 
Clarification Requested 
A. Please provide the intended material/system and performance basis for each GOP-1 dome, shikhara, finial, and ornamental roof element. 
B. 2. Please provide the current geometry, dimensions, finish/color criteria, weight/reaction assumptions, and required design wind criteria. 
C. Please confirm responsibility for delegated structural engineering, anchors/support steel, shop drawings, lifting/erection engineering, and interface with primary structure. 
D. Please define the roofing/flashing/waterproofing responsibility at each ornamental roof penetration or support. 
E. If final specialty design will occur during preconstruction, please confirm the desired allowance basis for the 60% proposal and whether a preferred specialty fabricator exists. 
Suggested Response / Resolution 
A design-assist performance brief or defined allowance would permit realistic specialty coverage now while preserving the final sacred architectural expression. 
Response:
A. The GOP-1 material is owner vendor provided and will be identified after the details have been finalized. Certain assumptions have been made for the installation of the ornamental roof elements.

B. Dasher is responsible for the design of the dome as discussed.

C. Based on the material and sizes, certain assumptions have been made for the structural support and installation of the ornamental roof elements. The steel for the support of those elements are identified on the structural drawings. The lifting and erection of the ornamental shall be the responsibility. Adequate coordination is required by the GC with the Owner’s vendor, to obtain all the relevant information for the erection of the ornamental pieces.

D. The Ornamental pieces do not penetrate the roofing membrane. They sit clear off the surface of the roof on structural stub-ups defined on the structural drawings. The steel stub-ups are the only elements that require adequate flashing as per the contract docs and roofing manufacturer’s installation instructions.

E. No third-party provider for the dome. It is expected that Dasher will design the dome and the contractor will build it as designed.

8. Contract Document References 
A201-A204; exterior product legend; Project Manual exterior-envelope requirements 
Background / Discrepancy 
GFRC-1 is a major portion of the temple exterior, and the basis-of-design manufacturer is identified, but many profile dimensions, types, finishes, support conditions, anchors, and interface details remain TBD at 60%. Unique molds and support systems can materially change cost. 
Clarification Requested 
A. Please provide the current GFRC component/profile schedule, typical dimensions, repetition assumptions, and finish/color criteria. 
B. Please confirm whether GFRC delegated engineering includes anchors, embeds, light-gauge/structural support framing, movement joints, and attachment calculations. 
C. Please define the interface between GFRC, stucco/EIFS, roofing/flashing, sealants, storefront, and primary structure. 
D. Please confirm any required full-size mockup, finish sample, performance testing, and Florida Product Approval requirements. 
E. Please advise whether repeating profiles may be standardized where the visual result remains consistent with the design intent. 
Suggested Response / Resolution 
Clarifying repeatable profiles and delegated support responsibility will allow vendors to minimize unique molds and avoid duplicate support allowances. 
Response: 
A. Refer to updated 90% docs.
B. Confirmed
C. Question unclear. Please elaborate.
D. A mock-up of the attachment method of the ornamental elements to the main building structure will be required. Finish samples of all elements as dictated in e Spec sections will be required for approval prior to installation.
E. The design intent to have repeating profiles to ease fabrication and installation.

9. Contract Document References 
Structural General Notes and roof-framing notes; S001; S104-S207 
Background / Discrepancy 
The structural notes state that the truss layout is diagrammatic, final layout is the truss supplier's responsibility, and the GC is to allow modifications 
to the structure and foundation after final truss shop drawings are received. Undefined post-bid structural/foundation modification creates an open-ended cost condition. 
Clarification Requested 
A. Please provide the design loads, bearing elevations, reaction limits, truss geometry constraints, drag/collector requirements, and connection criteria to be used by the truss supplier. 
B. Please confirm whether the current structural framing and foundations are intended to be a complete pricing basis before final truss engineering. 
C. Please identify what types/extent of foundation, wall, beam, hold-down, or connection modifications bidders should reasonably carry in the base proposal. 
D. Please confirm how changes caused solely by final delegated truss reactions/layout that exceed the current structural design should be treated in the GMP development. 
E. Please identify any truss manufacturer or system assumptions used by the structural engineer in the 60% design. 
Suggested Response / Resolution 
Defined truss reaction/geometry criteria and a clear 60% pricing assumption would prevent bidders from carrying materially different contingency for unknown post-shop structural changes.
Response: 
A. Refer to Architectural and Structural for bearing elevations. For everything else, refer to Structural Drawings
B. Confirmed.
C. Refer to Structural. Construction processes are based on the GC’s means and methods, and adequate assumptions need to be made by the GC and their subs.
D. All changes shall be brought up to the Owner, Architect and Structural Engineer for review.
E. Refer to 90% set.

10. Contract Document References 
A100; AY101-AY301; S105 and related details; Project Manual Division 13 shown as Not Used 
Background / Discrepancy 
The Yagnashala is an open, unconditioned Phase 1 structure with delegated metal-building/structural interfaces. Structural details assign anchor-rod 
size and location to the building supplier, while the Project Manual lists Division 13 as Not Used. Final system criteria are not complete enough for comparable PEMB quotes. 
Clarification Requested 
A. Please confirm the intended PEMB scope, including primary frame, secondary framing, roof/wall panels or soffits, trims, gutters, corrosion protection, coatings, and erection. 
B. 2. Please provide governing wind, dead, live, collateral, and any suspended/ornamental loads, together with allowable frame reactions. 
C. Please confirm responsibility for anchor design/locations, foundation reactions, delegated engineering, signed/sealed calculations, and erection bracing. 
D. Please define the interface with architectural ornamental elements, ceilings/soffits, lighting, fire protection, and waterproofing. 
E. Please confirm whether the absence of a division 13 specification is intentional and whether the drawings/performance criteria are the complete bid basis. 
Suggested Response / Resolution 
A concise PEMB performance schedule would support competitive delegated-design pricing without prescribing a particular manufacturer.
Response:
A. Refer to updated 90% Structural drawings.
B. Refer to updated 90% Structural drawings.
C. Anchor and Foundation design shall be per Structural Drawings. Calculations and engineering for delegated design shall be signed and sealed and submitted for review prior to installation. Bracing for erection is the responsibility of the GC and their subs, and falls under means and methods. The GC shall submit bracing drawings for review.
D. Question unclear and very vague.
E. The drawings provide the design criteria of the structure and the exterior finishes. The engineering of the structure shall be provided by the PEMB supplier.

11. Contract Document References 
Geotechnical Report Sections on groundwater/site preparation; Civil C1.01 and dewatering notes 
Background / Discrepancy 
The geotechnical investigation encountered groundwater generally about 1.8 to 4.5 feet below grade, with one observation near 0.4 foot. The report 
recommends maintaining groundwater at least 2 feet below excavations and compacted surfaces, and the civil documents require 
dewatering/discharge compliance. Actual duration and method can materially affect earthwork, utilities, foundations, and schedule. 
Clarification Requested 
A. Please confirm whether any project-specific dewatering permit, discharge authorization, water-quality requirement, or designated discharge location has already been established. 
B. Please identify any restrictions on discharge to the pond, storm system, sanitary system, adjacent property, or off-site conveyance. 
C. Please confirm whether permanent underdrain or groundwater-control systems are required anywhere beyond what is expressly shown. 
D. Please confirm whether bidders may identify dewatering using unit/day, wellpoint/LF, pump/day, or similar measurable rates for conditions that cannot be quantified at 60% design. 
Suggested Response / Resolution 
A defined discharge basis and measurable dewatering rates would allow the site trades to avoid carrying a large lump-sum contingency for unknown duration. 
Response: 
A. The contractor to come up with dewatering as needed to execute the work.
B. The contractor to coordinate with the local SWPP agencies as needed to dispose of the water
C. The contractor to come up with dewatering as needed to execute the work.
D. The contractor to come up with dewatering as needed to execute the work.

12. Contract Document References 
Geotechnical Report - Structure Site Preparation; Section 02 22 20 Building Earthwork 
Background / Discrepancy 
The geotechnical report recommends at least eight overlapping roller coverages and 95% Modified Proctor compaction to approximately 12 inches below exposed structure subgrade. Section 02 22 20 requires twelve roller coverages, compaction of existing subgrade 24 inches deep to 98%, and 98% for fill/backfill under footings. The geotechnical report also restricts vibratory rolling within 75 feet of existing structures. These differences materially affect means, duration, equipment, and testing. 
Clarification Requested 
A. Please confirm the governing compaction percentage, depth, roller coverage, and moisture criteria for building pads, footings, slabs, walks, and structural fill. 
B. Please confirm the required compaction method within 75 feet of the operating existing temple and whether static-mode or walk-behind equipment is acceptable as recommended by the geotechnical engineer. 
C. Please confirm the governing density-test frequencies where the geotechnical report and Section 02 22 20 differ. 
D. Please identify whether any proof-roll requirement or geotechnical observation is required before structural fill and foundation work proceed. 
Suggested Response / Resolution 
One governing earthwork/compaction criterion will keep subcontractor means-and-method assumptions and testing costs comparable.
Response: 
A. Refer to Structural drawings and specs.
B. Acceptable 
C. Follow Geotech recommendations.
D. Proof roll will be required

13. Contract Document References 
Geotechnical Report - Pavement/Structure Site Preparation; Civil C1.01; Section 02 22 20 
Background / Discrepancy 
Clayey fine sands may pump or lose strength when wet, and the geotechnical report recommends over-excavating clayey fine sand at least 2 feet below pavement base where encountered. Civil notes also address unsuitable material removal. The actual horizontal and vertical limits cannot be fully quantified before excavation. 
Clarification Requested 
A. Please confirm the acceptance criteria used to distinguish reusable soils from unsuitable or moisture-sensitive soils requiring removal. 
B. Please confirm who will direct and document field undercut limits and stabilization limits. 
C. Please identify acceptable replacement materials and permitted stabilization methods, including any geogrid, crushed aggregate, lime/cement treatment, drying, or blending that may be considered. 
D. Please confirm whether variable undercut, stabilization, import, export/disposal, and additional compaction may be priced by verified unit quantity. 
E. Please confirm whether unsuitable material encountered outside the indicated 2-foot pavement criterion is to be handled based on geotechnical field direction. 
Suggested Response / Resolution 
Field-directed limits with pre-agreed unit prices would reduce contingency while protecting the required pavement and foundation performance.
Response: 
A. Geotechnical Engineer’s field staff will provide direction as needed based on the insitu conditions
B. Geotechnical Engineer’s field staff
C. Geotechnical Engineer’s field staff will provide direction as needed based on the insitu conditions
D. yes
E. yes

14. Contract Document References 
Civil grading/earthwork plans including C1.04; Geotechnical Report - Borrow Suitability 
Background / Discrepancy 
The civil earthwork table indicates a substantial cut/fill operation and net export before shrink/swell. The geotechnical report states that fine sand (SP) and fine sand with clay (SP-SC) from the pond/site can be suitable structural fill after sampling/approval, while clayey fine sand (SC) is generally unsuitable unless appropriately blended. Reuse can materially reduce haul/import cost. 
Clarification Requested 
A. Please confirm that suitable SP and SP-SC excavated on site or from the pond may be dried, conditioned, stockpiled, blended, and reused as structural or pavement fill when testing meets the geotechnical criteria. 
B. Please identify the sampling/approval process and responsible party for authorizing reuse or blending. 
C. Please confirm any restrictions on stockpile locations, drying areas, or temporary handling due to ongoing temple operations or future-phase work. 
D. Please confirm whether the civil earthwork quantities are informational only or intended as a bid quantity basis. 
Suggested Response / Resolution 
Maximizing tested on-site reuse could reduce trucking, import/export, and schedule exposure without changing the required soil-performance criteria. 
Response: 
A. Geotechnical Engineer’s field staff will provide direction as needed based on the insitu conditions
B. Geotechnical Engineer’s field staff will provide direction as needed based on the insitu conditions
C. the earthwork can be executed at the discretion of the contractor and as allowed by AHJ as long as the temple operations are not impacted.
D. The contractor needs to do their own take off.

15. Contract Document References 
Landscape L-101; Civil cover/general notes 
Background / Discrepancy 
The landscape documents show a total tree quantity of 167 in the schedule while another note indicates 168 provided, and final mitigation is subject 
to arborist/City confirmation. Civil notes leave Tree Fund and Article 25 payment amounts blank. These items can affect landscape quantities and indirect fees. 
Clarification Requested 
A. Please provide the final approved tree-mitigation calculation and required replacement/credit quantities for Phase 1. 
B. 2. Please confirm the governing installed tree count and whether any future-phase trees are included in the current landscape plan quantities. 
C. Please identify any required Tree Fund or Article 25 payment amount and whether it is Owner-paid or included in the contractor proposal. 
D. Please confirm required tree-protection, arborist observation, replacement warranty, and maintenance durations to be included in Phase 1. 
Suggested Response / Resolution 
A final arborist/City mitigation schedule and fee assignment would establish a consistent landscape bid basis. 
Response: 
A. Response By Civil Engineer)
B. Response By Civil Engineer)
C. Response By Civil Engineer)
D. Response By Civil Engineer)

16. Contract Document References 
Landscape L-101 irrigation notes; Civil utility plans; plumbing/electrical site plans 
Background / Discrepancy 
Landscape Sheet L-101 requires a fully automatic irrigation system with 100% site coverage, a rain sensor, separate turf and shrub zones, and connection to the developer's water source, while stating that irrigation plans are to be prepared by others. The current documents do not establish 
the specific water source/connection, hydraulic data, meter/backflow, pump requirement, controller bidding location, sod/turf species or complete turf limits. L-101 does identify a 3-inch eucalyptus mulch requirement. Landscape/irrigation bidders have requested these items so that their design-build assumptions can be leveled. 
Clarification Requested 
A. Please confirm whether Phase 1 irrigation is contractor design-build and identify the required design/submittal standard. 
B. Please identify the irrigation water source (potable, reclaimed, well, pond/pump, or other), available pressure/flow, meter size, backflow requirement, connection point, and any booster-pump requirement. 
C. Please confirm the intended general location and environment for the irrigation controller/clock and identify required power, grounding, communications, rain/flow sensors, and enclosure requirements. 
D. Please identify required sleeves under paving/hardscape and responsibility for installing sleeves before pavement placement. 
E. Please confirm the sod/turf species, sod versus seed requirements, and exact limits of each turf type. Please also confirm whether all light-green areas shown on the landscape plan are intended as sod/turf or identify the areas that are mulch, groundcover, or other treatment. 
F. L-101 indicates a 3-inch layer of eucalyptus mulch. Please confirm the required mulch grade/appearance and whether shredded hardwood mulch may be submitted as an approved-equal or value-engineering alternate due to regional availability and cost. 
G. Please identify utility/tap/meter fees and responsibility for irrigation water consumption through establishment/final acceptance. 
H. Please confirm the Phase 1 irrigation and landscape limits where work extends into or serves future-phase areas. 
Suggested Response / Resolution 
A short irrigation/landscape basis-of-design identifying the connection, hydraulic criteria, turf limits/species, mulch basis, and Phase 1 limits would allow design-build bidders to quote the same system capacity and material basis.
Response: 
A. the irrigation contractor as serve as design/build to execute the work on behalf of the contractor.
B. Domestic water service, sub metered for irrigation.
C. MSA Response: Electrical plans will be updated if irrigation system is required.
D. As needed to accommodate the U/G lines as shown
E. (Response By Civil Engineer)
F. (Response By Civil Engineer)
G. provide an allowance for the tap see and the water/power consumption through the certificate of occupancy need to be included in the estimate.
H. Irrigation for entire site needs to be included in phase 1.

17. Contract Document References 
E100; E801; E901; Civil/JEA utility notes 
Background / Discrepancy 
The electrical documents show a new JEA pad-mounted transformer and a service arrangement in which the MDP is rated 1200A while an 800A 
main is indicated. Utility primary/secondary scope, transformer-pad responsibility, metering, final service size, and utility charges are not fully defined for bid. 
Clarification Requested 
A. Please confirm the required Phase 1 service ampacity and the intended MDP bus/main-device ratings. 
B. Please confirm the JEA point of service, transformer size/location, transformer pad responsibility, primary conduit/conductor responsibility, secondary conduit/conductor responsibility, and metering arrangement. 
C. Please identify any JEA contribution-in-aid, design, inspection, tap, service, meter, or other utility fees to be carried by the contractor. 
D. Please provide any available JEA service correspondence/availability confirmation and current utility equipment lead-time assumptions. 
E. Please confirm whether future-phase capacity is intentionally included in the Phase 1 transformer/service and, if so, the required reserved capacity. 
Suggested Response / Resolution 
A utility responsibility one-line and final service rating will permit electrical bidders to price service equipment and JEA interfaces consistently.
Response: 
A. MSA Response: Service shall be 800A and MDP has 800A main breaker with a 1200A 
frame.
B. MSA Response: JEA point of service is on the site plan. Transformer size will be determined 
by JEA. Electrical contractor will coordinate with JEA for responsibilities, but typically electrical contractor will provide primary conduit, secondary conduit and secondary wiring.  
C. MSA Response: Coordinate with owner to determine fee responsibilities.  
D. MSA Response: JEA correspondence will happen as the plans get closer to completion 
and lead times can be asked at that time.
E. MSA Response: See the riser diagram for details on what is fed from the 800A service. The 
kitchen building is fed from a different service.

18. Contract Document References 
E100; E801/E901; EQ101/EK101; site lighting plans 
Background / Discrepancy 
The electrical documents include provisions associated with the future Kitchen/Dining Building, Priest Quarters, future campus loads, and extensive 
site lighting. The RFP excludes the Phase 2 buildings themselves. It is not clear which future electrical infrastructure is required now. 
Clarification Requested 
A. Please identify all future feeders, spare breakers, conduits, pull boxes, handholes, transformer capacity, panels, and stubs that are included in the Phase 1 base proposal. 
B. Please identify which site-lighting poles/fixtures serve Phase 1 versus future-only parking/buildings. 
C. Please confirm whether the Phase 1 base proposal should include underground raceways to the future Kitchen/Dining Building, Priest Quarters, Multipurpose Hall, or propane-related equipment. 
D. Please confirm whether future-only electrical infrastructure may be identified separately if it is not required for Phase 1 occupancy. 
Suggested Response / Resolution 
A Phase 1 electrical-site exhibit will prevent future-capacity provisions from being either omitted or double-carried by bidders.
Response: 
A. There should be no Phase 2 spares in Phase 1.
B. All site lighting shall be installed in Phase 1.
C. No underground raceways for Phase 2 and Future Multipurpose building required to be installed in Phase 1.  Raceways for future phases need to be included in phase 1.
D. Yes, identify Phase 1 and Phase 2 electrical infrastructure separately.

19. Contract Document References 
Project Manual Table of Contents and Section 01 10 00; E401/E402; electrical data/AV notes 
Background / Discrepancy 
The Project Manual lists Division 27 Communications as "Not Used," while E401/E402 and the electrical notes show CAT 6A data outlets and substantial AV scope, including a Main Hall sound system with numerous ceiling speakers, QSC amplifiers, and an outside-speaker option. Section 
01 10 00 also contains legacy references to telecommunications/security/access-control systems and T/AV drawings not included in this project. 
Clarification Requested 
A. Please define the Phase 1 scope for structured cabling, data/voice, Wi-Fi infrastructure, racks/cabinets, grounding, testing, security, access control, CCTV, intercom, and audio/visual systems. 
B. Please confirm which devices/equipment shown on E401/E402 are contractor-furnished, Owner-furnished, Owner-direct, separate-contract, or future. 
C. Please provide the required cabling standards, rack/head-end requirements, device quantities, system performance criteria, programming, testing, and training requirements. 
D. Please confirm the base-bid status of the Main Hall sound system and the outside-speaker option. 
E. If final technology design will occur later, please confirm whether bidders may separately identify rough-in/cabling and head-end electronics so the 60% proposal remains transparent. 
Suggested Response / Resolution 
A project-specific technology responsibility matrix or defined allowance would reconcile the drawings with the "Division 27 - Not Used" specification status.
Response: 
A. Phase 1 electrical work should align with Phase 1 defined on Architectural drawings. Phase 2 electrical work shall be separated from Phase 1.
B. All devices shown on E401 / E402 shall be GC furnished and installed.
C. MSA Response: Division 27 specifications will be included in the project. This will be 
added.
D. Question is unclear. Please elaborate. 
E. MSA Response: See updated 90% documents..

20. Contract Document References 
G100; FP000/FP001/FP111/FP112; Civil fire-service notes 
Background / Discrepancy 
G100 classifies the primary worship occupancy as A-3 but cites FBC 903.2.9 / Group S-1 over 12,000 SF as the reason an automatic sprinkler system is required, while the NFPA column indicates "Not Required." Fire-protection notes also state that available water pressure/flow has not been measured to determine whether a fire pump is needed. The extent of coverage at open support structures is unclear. 
Clarification Requested 
A. Please confirm the governing sprinkler/code basis for the Main Temple and each Phase 1 support structure. 
B. 2. Please identify which open structures - Yagnashala, Chavadi, Dwarakamai, and Dhuni - require sprinkler protection. 
C. Please provide the design density/area, hazard classifications, hose-stream allowance, seismic criteria, and any special architectural-head requirements to be used for performance pricing. 
D. Please identify the controlling hydrant-flow test or available water-supply data and confirm whether a new test is required before final hydraulic design. 
E. Please confirm whether a fire pump is expected; if unresolved, please identify the pricing basis to use for the 60% proposal. 
F. 6. Please confirm the site fire-service scope/demarcation between civil/underground fire service and the sprinkler contractor. 
Suggested Response / Resolution 
Corrected code/hydraulic criteria and water-supply information will allow fire-protection bidders to avoid incompatible pump and system assumptions.
Response: 
A. MSA Response: The Fire Protection System shall comply with NFPA 13 (2019), NFPA 14 
(2019), 2023 Florida Fire Prevention Code, and all applicable state and local codes. Fire 
Sprinklers are only required for the Main Temple Building

B. MSA Response: Fire Sprinklers are only required for the Main Temple Building.

C. MSA Response: Design density for Ordinary Hazard, Group 1 (Mech, Elec, and IT Room) is 
0.15 gpm at the most remove 1500 sqft,  light hazard (all other areas) is 0.10 gpm at the 
most remote 1500 sqft. Concealed heads are used in the sanctuary, side wall in IT and 
electrical rooms, upright in mechanical rooms, and standard pendant in all other spaces.  
Per NFPA 14 7.10.4 Sprinkler System Hose Demand, Sprinkler System hose demand in fully 
sprinkled buildings shall not be required to be added to stand pipe calculations. Main 
temple is fully sprinkled.  

D. MSA Response: No data available at this time. New test data will be required.

E. MSA Response: Flow Test has not been preformed. May be best to provide a contingency 
for fire pump installation.  

F. MSA Response: Provide a valve box at demarcation. Coordinate with Civil and 
Architectural response.

21. Contract Document References 
A101/A102 Room 103; mechanical/plumbing/electrical plans; RFP Phase 2 exclusion 
Background / Discrepancy 
Room 103 within the Main Temple is labeled "KITCHEN," while the separate Kitchen/Dining Building is expressly Phase 2 and excluded from this bid. The intended use and equipment level of Room 103 affects appliances, hood/exhaust, fire suppression, grease waste, power, plumbing, and finishes. 
Clarification Requested 
A. Please define the intended Phase 1 use of Room 103 and identify the equipment/appliances to be included. 
B. Please confirm whether any commercial cooking occurs in Room 103 and whether a Type I/Type II hood, exhaust, makeup air, or hood-suppression system is required. 
C. Please confirm whether grease waste/interceptor connection, gas/propane, special electrical service, or foodservice Health Department requirements apply to Room 103. 
D. Please identify which Room 103 appliances/equipment are CFCI, OFCI, OFOI, or future. 
E. Please provide any applicable equipment utility schedule or allowance basis not shown on the current 60% documents. 
Suggested Response / Resolution 
A brief Room 103 equipment/use schedule will prevent bidders from either omitting commercial-kitchen scope or carrying Phase 2 systems unnecessarily.
Response:
A. See A401 and A702 for appliance information. All appliances shall be furnished and installed by the GC.
B. MSA Response: No commercial cooking. Type I / Type II or hood suppression not required.
C. MSA Response: These do not apply, No commercial cooking.
D. All appliances are CFCI.
E. See updated 90% drawings.

22. Contract Document References 
Section 01 40 00; Sections 02 22 20, 03 31 00, 04 81 00, 05 12 00, 05 41 00; structural/geotechnical notes 
Background / Discrepancy 
Testing responsibility is not consistently assigned. Section 01 40 00 states that Owner-assigned tests are Owner-procured and unassigned tests are 
Contractor responsibility. Concrete Section 03 31 00 contains the unresolved template phrase "The Contractor shall / Owner will / employ and pay"; masonry and some framing sections place testing with the Owner, while structural-steel testing is assigned to the Contractor. 
Clarification Requested 
A. Please provide a testing/special-inspection responsibility matrix identifying who contracts and pays for initial soils, concrete, masonry, structural steel, welding/bolting, cold-formed framing, fireproofing/firestopping if applicable, and required special inspections. 
B. 2. Please confirm who contracts and pays for geotechnical proof-roll/subgrade observation and density testing. 
C. Please confirm the treatment of failed tests, investigation, corrective-work testing, and retesting. 
D. Please identify any Owner-retained special inspector/testing agency already selected. 
E. Please confirm whether trade-specific manufacturer startup/field-service testing remains within each trade's base scope. 
Suggested Response / Resolution 
A single procurement/payment matrix would eliminate duplicate testing allowances and close the unresolved template language in the specifications.
Response:
A.Owner will provide the 3rd party inspections and will carry the budget
B. Owner will provide the 3rd party inspections and will carry the budget

C. GC shall be responsible for cost involved with failed work and retesting and reinspections.
D. None selected.
E. Yes. Each trade shall carry testing costs.

23. Contract Document References 
Sections 22 08 00 and 23 06 00; Project Manual Table of Contents / Division 01 
Background / Discrepancy 
The plumbing and HVAC commissioning sections define a Commissioning Authority (CxA) and reference Division 01 "General Commissioning 
Requirements." Plumbing commissioning also references a "Schedule of Allowances" and "Unit Prices." A project-specific CxA, general commissioning section, commissioning plan, allowance, and unit-price basis are not identified in the supplied Project Manual. 
Clarification Requested 
A. Please confirm whether an independent Commissioning Authority will be retained by the Owner and, if so, identify the systems included in commissioning. 
B. Please provide or identify the project-specific commissioning plan, checklists, functional-test procedures, attendance requirements, and documentation requirements that bidders should carry. 
C. Please confirm which contractor/subcontractor labor, instrumentation, temporary services, TAB/BAS support, retesting, training, and seasonal testing are included in base trade pricing. 
D. Please confirm whether a commissioning allowance/unit-price mechanism is intended as referenced by Section 22 08 00. 
E. Please identify the missing or governing Division 01 General Commissioning Requirements if applicable. 
Suggested Response / Resolution 
A defined commissioning scope and responsibility matrix will keep MEP bidders from carrying different assumptions for CxA-directed testing.
Response: 
A. MSA Response: This would be up to the owner if they would like a third-party 
commissioning agent to verify the installation of the mechanical systems. If not, this 
specification can be removed.

B. MSA Response: Project specific commissioning plan is CxA responsibility per 
Specification 23 06 00. Required documentation is requested in specification 23 06 00 – 
1.7 COMMISSIONING DOCUMENTATION

C. MSA Response: All testing is to be done by a third-party testing agency.

D. Commissioning is not required.
E .Not applicable.

24. Contract Document References 
A121-A123; A201-A204 product legend; A601; applicable finish specifications 
Background / Discrepancy 
The 60% architectural set includes finish plans, the Room Finish Schedule, and an Interior Product Legend, but several product designations remain 
incomplete for purchasing-level pricing. Finish bidders have specifically requested manufacturer, collection/style, size, color, finish, pattern, and 
related installation criteria for PT-1 through PT-7, MRB-1, CPT-1, CPT-2, BC-1, SC-1, TS-1, PTB-1, and VB-1. Premium sacred-space finishes can vary substantially from standard commercial materials, so a common allowance/product basis is needed where final selections are not yet made. 
Clarification Requested 
A. Please provide the latest complete interior finish/material matrix and identify any Owner-selected premium products that are mandatory for the 60% base proposal. 
B. For PT-1, PT-2, PT-3, PT-4, PT-5, PT-6, PT-7, MRB-1, CPT-1, CPT-2, BC-1, SC-1, TS-1, PTB-1, and VB-1, please identify the manufacturer, product/collection/style, color, size, finish, thickness/profile, and applicable locations. 
C. Please confirm required tile/marble laying patterns, grout type/color, trim profiles, movement joints, transitions, waterproofing interfaces, and substrate-preparation requirements were not otherwise established by the specifications. 
D. Please identify which sacred/public areas must remain premium or custom finishes and which back-of-house/secondary areas may be priced to the current specification minimum. 
E. Where final selections are not available, please confirm whether a stated material allowance with installation labor priced separately is acceptable and identify the desired allowance basis by material tag. 
F. Please confirm whether bidders may provide approved-equal/VE alternates separately from the base design without reducing the required performance or aesthetic standard. 
G. Please identify required finish mockups, sample panels, range samples, or benchmark installations that should be included in current pricing. 
Suggested Response / Resolution 
A completed finish product schedule, or transparent material allowances by finish tag, will keep finish bids comparable while preserving final Owner/design-team selection flexibility. 
Response: 
A. See updated 90% set.
B. See updated 90% set.
C. See updated 90% set.
D. The top and side walls of the podium where the idol sits is marble, procured by the owner. Installation shall be done by the GC’s sub.
E. Provide deductive alternate for alternate finish selections.
F. Bidders may provide VE alternates in addition to the base design selections. GC shall submit full size samples for approval.
G. Mock-up of a small portion of the finishes and transitions shall be provided for approval, in addition to a tile layout, if different from the contract documents.

25. Contract Document References 
Bid Form - Indirect Cost; Project Manual Section 00 61 00 
Background / Discrepancy 
The Bid Form includes "Cost for Performance and Payment Bond (if requested by owner)," while Section 00 61 00 requires 100% performance and 
payment bonds. Bonding also affects whether subcontractor bond premiums should be carried. 
Clarification Requested 
A. Please confirm whether the selected General Contractor must provide 100% performance and payment bonds as part of the eventual GMP. 
B. Please confirm whether the current 60% proposal should include the GC bond premium in the base total or identify it separately as the Bid Form provides. 
C. If bonding is required, please confirm whether the requirement applies to 100% of the complete GMP Contract Sum or to another defined amount/portion of the Work. 
D. Please confirm whether any subcontractors are required to provide performance/payment bonds or whether subcontractor bonding is at the GC's discretion. 
Suggested Response / Resolution 
A single bonding requirement will keep all bidders' indirect costs on the same basis.
Response:
A. The contractor to provide a cost breakout for the bond for reference, but it is very unlikely that the owner will require and pay for the bond.
B.The contractor can provide a cost breakout for the bond for reference, but it is very unlikely that the owner will require and pay for the bond.
C. the contractor can provide a cost breakout for the bond for reference, but it is very unlikely that the owner will require and pay for the bond.
D. if the contractor has Subcontractor default program (SDI), The owner will be interested in enrolling the subcontractors. If SDI is not an option, the owner will be interested in enrolling key subcontractor including the MEPF, site and the building envelop sytems.

26. Contract Document References 
Bid Form - Contract Time 
Background / Discrepancy 
The Bid Form states that liquidated damages are "Two Hundred Dollars ($1000.00)" per calendar day. The written and numeric amounts do not match. 
Clarification Requested 
A. Please confirm the intended liquidated-damages amount per calendar day. 
B. Please confirm whether liquidated damages apply only after the contractually established Substantial Completion date and whether any separate phase/milestone liquidated damages are intended. 
Suggested Response / Resolution 
Written confirmation of the intended daily amount will remove the commercial discrepancy before proposal submission.
Response: 
A. The LDs could be capped at $500/day
B. It will be based on Substantial Completion date

27. Contract Document References 
RFP - Core Project Scope / General Inquiries & Site Visits; A100; civil/site plans 
Background / Discrepancy 
The existing temple will remain operational throughout construction and safety of visitors and crews is emphasized. Detailed logistics are to be 
coordinated with the selected contractor, but bidders still need to understand any known constraints that materially affect temporary facilities, access, parking, sequencing, deliveries, shutdowns, and working hours. 
Clarification Requested 
A. Please identify any known recurring worship/event periods, blackout dates, or time-of-day restrictions that bidders should carry in current pricing. 
B. 2. Please confirm the access routes, visitor access, emergency access, and minimum parking that must remain continuously available during construction. 
C. Please identify any known restrictions on construction fencing, laydown/staging, crane access, haul routes, deliveries, noise, dust, or shutdown windows. 
D. Please confirm any utilities serving the existing temple that cannot be interrupted or that require temporary bypass/temporary service. 
E. Please confirm whether the Owner anticipates any temporary facilities or temporary parking beyond what is shown in the current documents. 
Suggested Response / Resolution 
Only known pre-bid constraints are requested at this stage; final logistics can remain a collaborative preconstruction effort as contemplated by the RFP.
Response: 
A. The contractor assume that there may be up to 5 days of special events during a calendar year where the construction activities could be impacted. More specific details to follow at a later time.
B. Layout will be provided.
C They are good to use the grounds as long as the set aside parking and operations are not impacted.
D. Power, water and sanitary
E. Owner needs some parking onsite parking ( minimum of 25 vehicles) during the construction phase for the operation of the facility..

28. Contract Document References 
A105 roof legend; P121/P123/P902; Civil C1.04-C1.09 
Background / Discrepancy 
A105 states that primary internal roof drains connect to stormwater and refers to plumbing. P902 notes that non-emergency roof drains connect to 
proposed civil routing. The exact trade demarcation for underground leaders and civil storm connections is not consistently defined. 
Clarification Requested 
A. Please confirm the point of responsibility between building plumbing and civil/site storm work for primary roof drains, overflow/secondary drains, underground leaders, and site-storm connections. 
B. 2. Please confirm the pipe material and size requirements between the building perimeter and the civil storm system. 
C. Please identify whether the demarcation is at the building face, a fixed distance outside the building, a cleanout, a storm structure, or another defined point. 
D. Please confirm whether any roof drainage discharges to grade rather than the underground storm system. 
Suggested Response / Resolution 
A single demarcation point on the plumbing/civil drawings would eliminate a common scope gap or overlap.
Response: 
A. MSA Response: Clean out can be provided at demarcation. 5 feet outside building (linear 
feet of pipe for simplicity).

B. MSA Response: Pipe material is PVC and sizes according to the plans.

C. MSA Response: Clean out can be provided at demarcation. 5 feet outside building (linear 
feet of pipe for simplicity). 

D. MSA Response: emergency overflow discharges to grade.  

29. Contract Document References 
G001 General Notes; Civil cover/general notes; Bid Form - Permit Allowance 
Background / Discrepancy 
The documents reference building/site permits, City Site Work Permit, NPDES/NOI, right-of-way requirements where applicable, JEA approvals/fees, Tree Fund/Article 25 items, and other agency/utility costs. The Bid Form carries a Permit Allowance, but the exact Owner-paid versus contractor-paid fees are not identified. 
Clarification Requested 
A. Please identify which building, site, fire, ROW, NPDES, JEA, meter/tap, tree/Article 25, impact, and agency fees are to be paid directly by the Owner. 
B. Please identify which fees bidders should include within the Permit Allowance or trade pricing. 
C. Where exact fees are not yet established, please confirm whether they should remain as transparent allowances rather than estimated lump-sum risk. 
D. Please confirm responsibility for permit resubmittal/revision fees associated solely with design development from 60% to final CDs. 
Suggested Response / Resolution 
A simple fee-responsibility list will avoid inconsistent allowances and duplicated Owner/contractor fee coverage.
Response: 
A. The contractor needs to estimate these fees and provide the list to the Owner to carry the funds on the Owner side.
B. The contractor needs to estimate these fees and provide the list to the Owner to carry the funds on the Owner side.
C.  Allowance is acceptable.
D. Permit documents will be submitted to COJ by the Architect, after completion of 100% set.

30. Contract Document References 
RFP - 60% Proposal / Constructability Review / VE Feedback; current 60% drawings and specifications 
Background / Discrepancy 
The RFP intentionally seeks pricing and constructability/VE input at 60% design. Several systems and finishes remain performance-based, TBD, delegated-design, or subject to design development. If each bidder independently predicts the final design, the Owner may receive materially 
different scope assumptions and unnecessary contingency rather than comparable pricing. 
Clarification Requested 
A. For items that remain unresolved when the proposal is prepared, please confirm whether bidders may clearly identify the pricing basis as a stated allowance, unit price, quantity assumption, additive/deductive alternate, or excluded future-phase item. 
B. 2. Please confirm that such transparent assumptions may be reconciled during preconstruction/GMP development as the design advances, rather than requiring bidders to conceal unresolved design risk in the lump-sum trade values. 
C. Please confirm whether the Owner prefers any particular presentation for design-development allowances or VE alternates in addition to the supplied Bid Form. 
Suggested Response / Resolution 
This clarification is intended only to establish a common, transparent 60% pricing basis so the current proposal can be as complete and competitive as the available information permits.
Response: 
A. Refer to 90% documents. 
B. Refer to 90% documents
C.Excel or word format to list the allowances and alternate is acceptable.

31. Contract Document References 
Civil/site plans; Landscape L-101; Project Manual Section 32 31 13; architectural railing and dumpster-enclosure details 
Background / Discrepancy 
Fence/railing bidders have requested the permanent fence type, height, material, finish, gate, railing, footing, and dumpster-enclosure criteria. The current documents show fencing around site areas including the proposed pond and include Section 32 31 13, but that section contains. 
generic/template selections and bracketed alternatives rather than one complete project-specific fence schedule. The landscape/site information also provides partial dumpster-enclosure information but does not fully define the permanent fence, gate, railing, and enclosure interfaces required for comparable bids. 
Clarification Requested 
A. Please provide or confirm a plan identifying all permanent fence and gate limits, including the fence surrounding the proposed pond/detention area, and state the required fence type and height at each location. 
B. Please confirm the project-specific Section 32 31 13 selections for chain-link mesh opening, wire gauge, coating/class/color, selvage, line/terminal/corner/gate-post sizes, top/bottom rail or tension wire, fittings, and privacy/anti-climb provisions if any. 
C. Please provide a gate schedule showing quantities, clear openings, swing/slide configuration, frames, hinges, latches, locks, drop rods, hold-open devices, panic hardware/closers where applicable, access-control interfaces, operators if any, and center/removable posts. 
D. Please identify all guardrail/handrail types, extents, mounting conditions, post spacing, materials, finishes/colors, infill, and delegated structural design requirements. 
E. Please confirm the dumpster enclosure wall/fence construction, height, dimensions, finish, gate material, clear opening, frame, hardware, locking, bollards, and any required protective/impact details. 
F. 6. Please provide or confirm footing sizes, post embedment, mounting/anchorage details, concrete requirements, and any grounding/bonding requirements for permanent fencing and gates. 
G. Please confirm required powder-coat, paint, galvanizing, or other finish systems/colors for exposed fencing, gates, railings, and dumpster-gate components. 
H. If any of these items are intended as future work or Owner-furnished work, please identify the applicable limits so they are not carried inconsistently. 
Suggested Response / Resolution 
A coordinated permanent fence/gate/railing schedule and dumpster-enclosure detail identifying the project-specific material and hardware selections. 
would allow specialty bidders to price the same scope.
Response: 
A. (Layout to be provided by Civil Engineer)
B. Confirmed
C. (Layout to be provided by Civil Engineer)
D. Refer to 90% documents.
E. Refer to 90% documents.
F. Refer to 90% documents.
G. Refer to 90% documents.
H. All work is required to be done by the GC.

32. Contract Document References 
A100; A201-A204 Exterior Product Legend; applicable architectural hardscape details; Civil C1.04; Landscape L-101 
Background / Discrepancy 
Hardscape bidders have requested the complete paver schedule and installation requirements. The architectural exterior product legend identifies PV-1 as Belgard Eco Dublin, color Rio, finish TBD, and PV-2 as Belgard Dimensions Single Unit, color Arctic White, finish TBD. The drawings identify paver locations and reference sand-bed installation, but the current Project Manual does not provide a complete project-specific unit-paver section establishing final finish, thickness, base/bedding, edge restraint, joint material, sealer, and all Phase 1 limits. 
Clarification Requested 
A. Please confirm the PV-1 and PV-2 basis-of-design manufacturer, product, color, and final finish. 
B. Please provide or confirm the exact Phase 1 limits for PV-1, PV-2, pedestrian plaza/hardscape, and any other unit-paver areas, identifying future-phase-only hardscape separately. 
C. Please confirm paver thickness, unit sizes, laying pattern, border/band conditions, pedestrian versus vehicular loading, and required mockups or samples. 
D. Please define the complete installation assembly, including subgrade preparation, base material and thickness, bedding sand, geotextile if required, edge restraints, joint material/polymeric sand, and sealer. 
E. Please confirm slopes, drainage, ADA transitions, elevation tolerances, and interfaces with concrete walks, curbs, planter walls, building entries, and expansion/control joints. 
F. Please confirm whether approved-equal products may be proposed under the approved-equal/substitution procedure requested in PB-RFI-006. 
G. If the final assembly or finishing will not be selected before proposal submission, please confirm the allowance and unit-price basis to be used for comparable pricing. 
Suggested Response / Resolution 
A unit-paver/hardscape schedule and typical installation detail, or a common allowance and $/SF unit-price basis for each paver type, would allow comparable subcontractor pricing.
Response: 
A. Refer to 90% documents.
B. Refer to 90% documents.
C. Refer to 90% documents. Provide samples for approval. Provide a small mock for approval by Owner.
D. Refer to 90% documents and specifications.
E. Refer to 90% documents.
F. Provide approved equal product data sheets and samples for approval.
G. Not applicable

33. Contract Document References 
G100 Code Analysis; E401-E402; E501-E503; Project Manual Divisions 27 and 28; PB-RFI-019 
Background / Discrepancy 
A fire-alarm/life-safety subcontractor has identified an Emergency Responder Radio Communication Enhancement system (BDA/ERCES) as potential project scope. The current documents include a fire-alarm system but do not identify a BDA/ERCES system, radio-coverage survey, 
performance specification, or allowance. Security, access-control, data, and AV responsibilities remain separately addressed by PB-RFI-019. 
Clarification Requested 
A. Please confirm whether a BDA/ERCES or other in-building emergency-responder radio enhancement system is required in the Phase 1 base proposal. 
B. If the need is not yet established, please confirm whether bidders should carry a preconstruction radio-coverage survey/test, a design allowance, a separate alternate, or no BDA/ERCES scope at this stage. 
C. If required, please identify the authority having jurisdiction and provide the applicable frequencies, talk-in/talk-out coverage criteria, critical-area requirements, acceptance-test criteria, and any jurisdiction-specific design standard. 
D. Please define the required system scope, including donor antenna, BDA, distributed antenna system, coax/fiber, pathways and survivability/rating, grounding, UPS/battery, dedicated power, monitoring/fire-alarm interface, cabinets/enclosures, labeling, permits, testing, and training. 
E. Please assign responsibility for delegated design, permits, equipment, pathways, power, roof penetrations/supports, firestopping, monitoring interfaces, testing, and final AHJ acceptance. 
F. Please identify any required/preferred manufacturer or vendor and whether an approved-equal system may be proposed. 
G. Please confirm that security cameras, access control, structured cabling, and AV remain subject to PB-RFI-019 and are not combined with BDA/ERCES scope unless specifically directed. 
Suggested Response / Resolution 
Please confirm that BDA/ERCES is excluded if not required or provide a performance specification and common allowance/alternate basis if radio testing and final system design will occur during preconstruction.
Response: 
A. A. MSA Response: Radio-coverage survey will be conducted to determine if BDA system is 
required in the building.

B. MSA Response: Carry allowance for the radio-coverage survey.

C. MSA Response: COJ is the AHJ. Refer to FFPC 8th ed. Chapter 11.10 for state requirements, NFPA 1225 & 72, and FBC or any other applicable codes/standards for other requirements.  

D. MSA Response: Carry allowance for the radio-coverage survey.

E. Assigning responsibilities falls under GC’s means and methods.

F. Question is vague. Need more specifics.

G. MSA Response: Confirmed.
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