CITY AND COUNTY OF DENVER
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION AND INFRASTRUCTURE

CONTRACT NO. 202684690
PROJECT NAME: Tower Road Sanitary Interceptor — Phase 1

ADDENDUM NO._2 TO CONTRACT DOCUMENTS

DATE OF ADDENDUM: 07-07-2026

Bidders are hereby instructed that the drawings, specifications, and other contract documents are modified, corrected,
supplemented and/or superseded for the above-mentioned project as hereinafter described in the following
attachments:

REVISIONS TO BID DOCUMENTS

The Bid Item revisions have been included in the Item Posting section of the solicitation in BidNet.

1. CORRECTED Standard - Base Bid

Code | Description UOM Qty

34-17.3m | 42" DIAMETER SANITARY SEWER BY-PASS PUMPING: For point repairs

Linear
Foot/Feet

5,974

QUESTIONS/ANSWERS

Q1. Page 323 references flow data at Tower Rd at Pho92. Can you please confirm the exact location of “Ph092?

Al. This location is approximately 200 feet south of 67th Avenue.

Q2. The preliminary bypass pumping plan (Sheet 51 of 66) indicates an anticipated peak flow of 5,500 GPM
during de-icing pond discharge. Can you clarify which flow value should be used for design?

a. The flow study in the specifications shows 5,400 GPM at Tower Rd and 60th.
b. The technical specifications (Page 17) list flows of 3.5 MGD (2,431 GPM).

A2. The anticipated flow rate in the preliminary bypass pumping plan is for information only. The flow
data provided is the best available information that we have. Section 10.7.7.3.2 of the specifications
requires that the contractor shall verify the flow to be bypassed.

Q3. Is historical or annual flow data available for the Tower Road gravity sewer system, including all pipe
segments greater than 12 inches in diameter?

A3. To our knowledge, this flow data is not available.

Q4. The bypass specifications for this project require 100% redundancy on discharge piping. Previous Denver
projects have only required a single discharge line for bypass. The 100% redundancy requirement comes
with increased costs for the additional piping along with larger trenches to cross streets. Please confirm this
project requires 100% redundancy for discharge piping.

A4, The 100% redundancy requirement is confirmed.
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Q5. The drawings show the prescribed bypass route calls out trenching for the major road crossing however, it
does not include trenching for business accesses. Is this an oversight, or should these access points be
included?

Ab. The bypass plans included in the drawings are preliminary/conceptual. The design of the bypass
pumping is the responsibility of the contractor. It is acceptable to close access at specific locations if
an alternative access is available.

Q6. Do you have recent videos or any reports regarding the conditions of the host pipes that get lined with
CIPP?

AB. Videos are available at the following link: https://ccd.box.com/s/virg9gphyq7j6tons5ylavigozifi85t

Q7.  When was the last time the pipes were cleaned?

AT. We have no records of pipe cleaning in the project limits.

Q8. If the pipes haven’t been cleaned recently on 42” lines, it’s safe to assume there is a fair amount of debris
in the pipes. Do you know if the debris level is 25% full, 50% full, etc.?

A8. Estimates of debris are included in the CO Denver Tower Road Interceptor Lidar Survey report at
the following link: https://ccd.box.com/s/v9rg9aphyqg7i6tonsbyl4vtagzjfi8sf

Q0. If there is no way to quantify the level of debris, would the City be willing to include a per hour heavy
cleaning a bid item/allowance on the bid form? This will create a fair bid process with better competitive
pricing without placing risk on either party.

A9.  All necessary cleaning should be included in the Bid Item 34-17.2m.

Q10. There may be a discrepancy on the bid form: Bid Items 30 (34-17.1m), 31 (34-17.2m) and 33 (34-17.4m)
all state a quantity of 5,974 LF. Bid Item 32 and also BidNet online form (34-17.3m) states a quantity of
5,947 LF. It appears to be a transposed number. Can you please confirm if there is a discrepancy?

Al10. The correct amount is 5,974 LF.

Q11. What is the minimum design thickness required for 42” lines? The design table in the 2026 Wastewater
Standards 2026 version only provides minimum thickness for pipes up to 18” diameter.

All. This will be a construction submittal from the Contractor. Refer to Project Special Provisions
Section 10.7.4.4, bullet 4. CIPP liners shall be designed by a Registered Professional Engineer and
shall have sufficient wall thickness to withstand the anticipated internal and external pressures and
loads.

Q12. Can the contractor install CIPP runs in excess of 1,200 LF? (refer to WW Standards Section 33 01 30.72
Section 6 - page 474.)

Al12. Assume that the length of a single run CIPP installation cannot exceed 1,200 LF per the standard
specification.

Q13. MWBE requirements of 10% is very difficult considering most of this scope includes specialty items that
do not have MWBE subcontractors or a limited pool of MWBE subcontractors who would be willing to
provide pricing for this work. Will the City consider reducing the MWBE % requirement?

Al3. The MWBE% requirement of 10% will remain. The MWBE % requirement is based on a number
of factors such as our 2025 Disparity Study, project budget, scopes of work provided by the project
manager, and the number of certified subcontractors available to work in the City and County of
Denver metro areain the scopes provided. Firms are encouraged to expand their pool of
subcontractors to meet or exceed the MWBE requirement by utilizing the City’s database of certified
firms.
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Q14.
Al4.

Q15.

Alb5.

Q16.
Al6.

Q17.
A1l7.

Q18.
A18.
Q19.
A19.

Q20.
A20.

Would you be willing to add additional time for questions after the July 14th deadline/addendum in case
we have follow up questions to your answers?
The question deadline will not be extended past July 14, 2026.

We would like to request that you consider allowing sliplining method of rehabilitation using Fiberglass
Reinforced Slipline Pipe (FRP) as a viable option for rehabilitation of the Tower Road Sewer Phase 1
project.

Construction is for CIPP and direct bury replacement as shown in the construction drawings.
Sliplining will not be considered as an alternate method.

The quantity for line item 34-17.3m is not the same as the other “#34-“ line items (5947 vs 5974).
Should it be?
Please refer to A10.

Can you please confirm whether the 10% MWBE for the Tower Road Sanitary Interceptor — Phase 1 project
is a requirement or a participation goal?

Demonstrating an ability to meet or exceed 10% MWBE participation or submission of a successful
pre-award Good Faith Effort is a requirement to be awarded the contract.

Can you confirm which bid items represent the primary rehabilitation scope, and whether any addenda
further clarify the relative scope between these work types?

Bid items related to CIPP lining and point repairs represent the primary rehabilitation. No further
clarification is anticipated.

Can you confirm the delivery/procurement method for this project?
The delivery method for this project is design-bid-build.

Also, please confirm if there are any alternative delivery components associated with this project.
There are no alternative delivery components associated with this project.

This ADDENDUM shall be attached to, become a part of, and be returned with the Bid Proposal.

Zm,/g =)

James G. Potter, €| ity Engineer

7/7/2026
Date
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