
 
 

ADDENDUM TO THE RFP DOCUMENTS 
 

Page Number 
1 

 
No. of Pages 

38 including attachments 
 
Addendum No. One 

 
Date Addendum Issued:  January 18, 2018 

 
Issuing Office 
Dept. of Natural Resources/Support Services Division 
550 West 7th Ave., Suite 1330, Anchorage, Alaska 99501 
Phone: 269-8666 Fax: 269-8909 

 
Previous Addenda Issued 
 
   None 

 
Project:          1000 Skies Subdivision Roads 
           MP 136.5 Glenn Highway, Nelchina, AK 
 

 
Date and Hour of Offers Due 
   January 30, 2018 4:00 P.M.. 

 
NOTICE TO OFFERORS 

 
Offeror must acknowledge receipt of this addendum prior to the hour and date set for the proposals being due by one of the following 
methods: 
 

(a)   By acknowledging receipt of this addendum on the proposal submitted. 
(b)   By telegram or telefacsimile which includes a reference to the project and addendum number. 

 
The bid documents require acknowledgment individually of all addenda to the drawings and/or specifications.  This is a mandatory requirement 
and any bid received without acknowledgment of receipt of addenda may be classified as not being a responsive bid.  If, by virtue of this 
addendum it is desired to modify a proposal already submitted, such modification may be made by telegram or telefacsimile provided such a 
telegram or telefacsimile makes reference to this addendum and is received prior to the opening hour and date specified above. 

*********************************************************************************************** 
 

Bid Documents: 
 

1. Add the Procurement Officer’s email address marlys.hagen@alaska.gov to the Design Build RFP 
Form 00020. 

2. Replace the Approach/Driveway Requirements (Page 8 of the Project Manual) with the attached 
Approach/Driveway Requirements. 

3. Replace the bid schedule with the attached bid schedule 00312 consisting of 2 pages.  
4. Replace sheets 1 of 3 and 2 of 3 of the Plan Sheets dated 12/12/17 (Page 78 and 79 of the Project 

Manual) with sheet 1 of 3 and 2 of 3 of the plan sheets attached to the Land Use Permit 
Application Supplemental Questionnaire (Pages 118 and 119 of the Project Manual). 

5. Add the attached Mat-Su Borough road cross-section drawing to the RFP documents. 
6. Add the attached geotechnical report prepared by Shannon & Wilson to the RFP documents. 

 
All other terms, conditions, plans, and specifications remain unchanged. 

 
 
 

Offerors are required to acknowledge this addendum on the proposal form 
or by FAX prior to the proposals being due. 

********************************************************************************************** 
Addendum Number One (1) received. 

 
_______________________________________________________________ 

Name/Title                                                                         Date 
 

_______________________________________________________________ 
Firm 

 
 END OF ADDENDUM 

mailto:marlys.hagen@alaska.gov


Approach/Driveway Requirements     ADDENDUM 1 

The approach/driveway that will be constructed for the One Thousand Skies Loop will be constructed 
under the Alaska Department of Transportation and Public Facility (AKDOT&PF) standards outlined in 
the AKDOT&PF, “Alaska Highway Preconstruction Manual” and “Alaska Department of Transportation 
and Public Facilities: Standard Specification for Highway Construction (2017 Edition)”.   

The approach/driveway will require a sign and culvert to be installed per AKDOT&PF standards. 

All the required standard and specifications for approach/driveway, signs and culverts will be provided.  
Plan drawings outlining the general requirements will be provided as supplemental information that can 
be used when designing and constructing the approach/driveway.  

The Contractor must obtain written acceptance as follows: (1) from Alaska Dept. of Transportation and 
Public Facilities for the constructed approach, and (2) from the Mat-Su Borough Public Works 
Department for the constructed pioneer road. 

Contractor will be required to provide 2 separate development plans and reclamation plans prior to 
clearing and material extraction as follows: (1) for the existing material site, and (2) for the staging area 
and road construction. The Contractor should meet with the Project Contact and the DNR/MLW 
permitting section of the Southcentral Region Office (SCRO) prior to performing any on-site work to 
ensure that all of these requirements are met.  

DNR has added an additive alternate to the bid schedule for construction of additional linear feet of 
pioneer road for Phase II of this subdivision project. DNR may choose to award the additive alternate if it 
fits within our budget.  
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 DESIGN BUILD (DB) 
 BID SCHEDULE 
 Competitive Sealed Proposals – Design/Build – AS 36.30.200(c) 
  
Project:  Pioneer road construction, MP 136.5 Glenn Highway 

 
Program No.:  

 
Offerors, please read the following carefully before preparing this bid schedule: 

The Offeror shall insert a fixed price in figures opposite each pay item which appears in the bid schedule.  No price is to be 
entered or tendered for any item not appearing in the bid schedule.   

Conditioned or qualified proposals will be considered non-responsive. The State wants to get the greatest amount of linear feet 
of road completed as possible within our budget of $320,000. 

NOTICE:  Price Proposals will be evaluated as described in the Evaluation Criteria under "Price."  
 
Pay Items: 
 
Item Desc Unit Unit Price Qty Ext.  Price 
401(1) Hot Mix Asphalt Type II, Grade B 

(only req’d if batch plant within 50 miles) Ton $_________ 13.5 $_________ 
603(1) 24Inch CSP LF $_________ 150 $_________ 
613(2) Culvert Marker Post Each $_________ 6 $_________ 
615(1) Standard Sign (Stop Sign) Sq ft $_________ 5 $_________ 
639(101) Commercial Driveway (Approach) LS  1 $_________ 
 Pioneer Road` LF $_________ _______ $_________ 
 Subtotal (add extended prices)    $_________ 
      
 Alaska Bidder’s Preference (Subtract 

5% of Subtotal    $_________ 
 Alaska Veteran-Owned Business 

Preference (Subtract 5% of Subtotal – 
not to exceed $5,000)    $_________ 

 Alaska Products Preference (attach 
worksheets)    $_________ 

 Adjusted Total Bid Amount    $_________ 
      
 Additive Alternate 1:     
     Additional LF of pioneer road for     

    Phase II of the project. LF $_________ 1 $_________ 
 

 
 

____________________________________________________________________________ 
Contractor's Name (Printed) 
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______________________  ____________ 
Business License Number,   Expiration Date 

 
 

___________________________  ___________ 
Contractor's Registration Number,   Expiration Date 





Submitted To: 
Alaska Department of Natural Resources 

550 West 7th Avenue, Suite 1230 
Anchorage, Alaska 99501 

By: 

Shannon & Wilson, Inc. 

5430 Fairbanks Street, Suite 3 
Anchorage, Alaska  99518 

Phone:  907.561.2120 
AECC125 

E-mail: klb@shanwil.com

32-1-02580

Geotechnical Data Report 

One Thousand Skies Subdivision 

Nelchina, Alaska 

May 2017 
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GEOTECHNICAL DATA REPORT

ONE THOUSAND SKIES SUBDIVISION

NELCHINA, ALASKA

1.0 0BINTRODUCTION

This report presents the results of subsurface explorations and laboratory testing conducted by 

Shannon & Wilson, Inc. at the proposed site for the One Thousand Skies Subdivision near 

Nelchina, Alaska.  The purpose of this geotechnical study was to observe and document 

subsurface conditions.  To accomplish this, we advanced nine geotechnical borings within the 

project area.  Selected soil samples recovered from the borings were tested in our Anchorage 

laboratory.  Presented in this report are descriptions of the site and project, subsurface 

exploration and laboratory test results, and an interpretation of subsurface conditions. 

Authorization to proceed with this work was received in the form of a small procurement 

document (Agreement Number CT 170007898) from Ms. Marlys Hagen, Procurement Officer of 

Department of Natural Resources (DNR) on April 14, 2017.  Our work was conducted in general 

accordance with our April 3, 2017 proposal. 

2.0 1BSITE AND PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

The project area is located near approximate milepost (MP) 136 of the Glenn Highway, 

approximately 7 miles west of Nelchina, Alaska.  The proposed development consists of a new 

roadway south from the Glenn Highway in portions of Sections 1 and 12 of Township 2 North, 

Range 10 West, Copper River Meridian.  The proposed new road alignment generally follows a 

local topographic high and slopes gently down to the south. At the time of our explorations, the 

project area was undeveloped and vegetation consisted of numerous spruce and alder trees with 

moss covering the ground surface.  A vicinity map indicating the general project location is 

presented as Figure 1.  A site plan, included as Figure 2, shows the approximate boring locations.   

3.0 2BSUBSURFACE EXPLORATIONS 

Subsurface explorations for this study consisted of drilling and sampling nine borings, 

designated Borings B-1 through B-9, along the proposed project alignment on May 3 and 4, 

2017.  The general proposed alignment was located by Mr. Clifford Baker of DNR and the 

boring locations were selected to provide relatively even coverage as directed by Mr. Baker.  The 

boring locations, shown on Figure 2, were recorded with a handheld GPS unit that is generally 
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considered accurate to within 20 feet horizontally.  It should be noted that GPS accuracy may be 

affected by geographic features, and atmospheric anomalies.  Elevations shown on the boring 

logs were based on topographic contours provided by the DNR.  The boring locations shown on 

the site plan and elevations shown on the boring logs should be considered approximate. 

Drilling services for this project were provided by Discovery Drilling, using a track mounted 

CME-75 drill rig.  Traffic control, including signage, flaggers, and lane closure coordination, 

was provided by Northern Dame Construction.  An experienced engineer from our firm was 

present during drilling to locate the borings, observe drill action, collect samples, log subsurface 

conditions, and observe groundwater conditions.

The borings were advanced with 31/4-inch inner diameter (ID), continuous flight, hollow-stem 

augers to depths ranging between 15.1 and 16.5 feet below ground surface (bgs).  The final depth 

of the borings was dependent upon the penetration of the final sample.  As the borings were 

advanced, samples were typically recovered using modified penetration test (MPT) methods at 

2.5-foot intervals to 10 feet bgs with a final sample at 15 feet bgs.  In the MPT method, samples 

are recovered by driving a 3-inch outer diameter (OD) split-spoon sampler into the bottom of the 

advancing hole with blows of a 340-pound hammer free falling 30 inches onto the drill rod.  The 

number of blows required to advance the sampler the final 12 inches of an 18-inch penetration is 

termed the penetration resistance.  Where the sampler did not penetrate the full 18 inches, our 

logs report the total blow count and corresponding penetration in inches.  Blow counts are shown 

graphically on the boring logs as “penetration resistance” and are displayed adjacent to sample 

depth.  The penetration resistance values give a measure of the relative density (compactness) or 

consistency (stiffness) of cohesionless or cohesive soils, respectively.  In addition to the split-

spoon samples, a grab sample of the near-surface soils was collected from the auger cuttings in 

the upper 2 feet of each boring.   

The soils that were encountered in the borings were observed and described in the field in 

general accordance with the classification system described by ASTM International (ASTM) 

D2488.  Selected samples recovered during drilling were tested in our laboratory to refine our 

soil descriptions in general accordance with the Unified Soil Classification System (USCS) 

described in Figure 3.  Frost classifications were also estimated for samples based on laboratory 

testing (sieve analyses and percent passing the Number 200 sieve [P-200]) and are shown on the 

boring logs.  The frost classification system is presented in Figure 4 and a legend to the frozen 

soil classification system is presented as Figure 5.  Summary logs of the borings are presented in 

Figures 6 through 14. 
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Borings were backfilled with auger cuttings and in Borings B-3, B-5, and B-6, 1-inch PVC 

groundwater level monitoring casing was installed to the bottom of the borings to facilitate static 

water level measurements.    

4.0 4BLABORATORY TESTING 

Laboratory tests were performed on selected soil samples recovered from the borings.  The 

laboratory testing was formulated with emphasis on determining gradation properties, natural 

water content, frost characteristics, and plasticity.

Water content tests were performed on the samples returned to our laboratory.  Water content 

tests were performed in general accordance with ASTM D2216.  The results of the water content 

measurements are presented graphically on the boring logs in Figures 6 through 14. 

Grain size classification (gradation) testing was performed to estimate the particle size 

distribution of selected samples from the borings.  The gradation testing generally followed the 

procedures described in ASTM C117/C136 and ASTM D421/422.  The test results are presented 

in Figure 15 and summarized on the boring logs as percent gravel, percent sand, and percent 

fines.  Percent fines on the boring logs are equal to the sum of the silt and clay fractions indicated 

by the percent passing the No. 200 sieve.

5.0 5BSUBSURFACE CONDITIONS 

The subsurface conditions encountered in our explorations are presented graphically on the 

boring logs included in Figures 6 through 14.  The borings generally encountered approximately 

2 inches of moss and ground cover vegetation at the surface followed by granular material with 

varying amounts of silt and occasional fine grained layers.  The seasonal frost zone generally 

extended from the surface to between 4 and 6.5 feet bgs in our borings, although the delineation 

of frozen material was difficult to discern due to the lack of excess ice, relatively weak ice 

bonding, the material type, and the compactness of the soils.  Permafrost was noted in Borings 

B-5 and B-8 from approximately 10 feet bgs to the bottom of each boring, 15.3 and 15.5 feet bgs, 

respectively.  Visible ice classified as Vr (random ice formations) to Vx (individual ice crystals) 

was observed in Boring B-4, Sample S2, Boring B-5, Sample S2, and Boring B-8, Sample S5b.  

Visible ice volume was estimated at 5 to 10 percent and ice crystal size was recorded from 1 to 3 

millimeters.  The remaining frozen soils were classified as Nf to Nbn (poorly bonded to well 

bonded).
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Native material was dominated by silty sand with gravel but also contained silty gravel with sand 

and occasional cleaner (less than 12 percent fines) layers.    Organic material was noted in the 

upper 2 feet of each boring.  The material tested was generally moderately to highly frost 

susceptible (F3) and blow counts indicate that the non-frozen soils were very dense.  Elevated 

blow counts were observed in the frozen soils and are considered unreliable in estimating soil 

density due to ice bonding.  Moisture contents ranged from approximately 2 to 20 percent, with 

the higher values generally associated with fine grained material or surface soils.      

Groundwater was not encountered during drilling except for Boring B-6, which found a 

significantly wetter zone at approximately 15 feet bgs.  Note that water levels may fluctuate by 

several feet seasonally and may vary during periods of high precipitation or rapid snow melt. 

6.0 7BCLOSURE AND LIMITATIONS 

This report was prepared for the exclusive use of our client and their representatives for 

evaluating the site as it relates to the geotechnical aspects discussed herein.  The conclusions 

contained in this report are based on site conditions as they presently exist.  It is assumed that the 

exploratory borings are representative of the subsurface conditions throughout the site, i.e., the 

subsurface conditions everywhere are not significantly different from those disclosed by the 

explorations.

If there is a substantial lapse of time between the submittal of this report and the start of work at 

the site, or if conditions have changed due to natural causes or construction operations at or 

adjacent to the site, it is recommended that this report be reviewed to determine the applicability 

of the conclusions considering the changed conditions and time lapse.  Unanticipated soil 

conditions are commonly encountered and cannot fully be determined by merely taking soil 

samples or advancing borings.  Shannon & Wilson has prepared the attachments in Appendix A 

Important Information About Your Geotechnical/Environmental Report to assist you and others 

in understanding the use and limitations of the reports.

Copies of documents that may be relied upon by our client are limited to the printed copies (also 

known as hard copies) that are signed or sealed by Shannon & Wilson with a wet, blue ink 

signature.  Files provided in electronic media format are furnished solely for the convenience of 

the client.  Any conclusion or information obtained or derived from such electronic files shall be 

at the user’s sole risk.  If there is a discrepancy between the electronic files and the hard copies, 

or you question the authenticity of the report please contact the undersigned. 



Digitally signed by Katra 

Wedeking 

Date: 2017.05.23 11:45:20 

-08'00'













SHANNON & WILSON, INC.

FROST CLASSIFICATION
(after Municipality of Anchorage, 2009 Rev. 3)

GROUP P-200* USC SYSTEM

NFS
Gravelly Soils 0 to 6 GW, GP, GW-GM, GP-GM

F1

Sandy Soils

Gravelly Soils 6 to 13

SW, SP, SW-SM, SP-SM

GM, GW-GM, GP-GM

F2
Sandy Soils

Gravelly Soils

6 to 19

13 to 25

SP-SM, SW-SM, SM

GM

F3

Sands, except very

Gravelly Soils

Over 19

Over 25

SM, SC

GM, GC

fine silty sands**

Clays, PI>12 CL, CH

All Silts

Very fine silty sands**

Clays, PI<12

Varved clays and
other

fined grained, banded
sediments

F4

Over 19

ML, MH

SM, SC

CL, CL-ML

CL and ML

CL, ML, and SM;

SL, SH, and ML;

CL, CH, ML, and SM

0.02 Mil.

3 to 15

10 to 20

Over 15

Over 20

Over 15

(based on P-200 results)

3 to 10

0 to 3

0 to 3 0 to 6

PI = Plasticity Index
P-200 = Percent passing the number 200 sieve
0.02 Mil. = Percent material below 0.02 millimeter grain size

*Approximate P-200 value equivalent for frost classification.
  Value range based on typical, well-graded soil curves.

** Very fine sand : greater than 50% of sand
    fraction passing the number 100 sieve

SHANNON & WILSON, INC.
Geotechnical & Environmental Consultants

FROST CLASSIFICATION LEGEND

May 2017

FIG. 4
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One Thousand Skies Subdivision

FROZEN SOIL
CLASSIFICATION LEGEND

Nelchina, Alaska

May 2017

FIG. 5
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SHANNON & WILSON, INC.
Geotechnical & Environmental Consultants

FROZEN SOIL CLASSIFICATION SYSTEM 

Description Designation 

Segregated ice is not 

visible by eye 

Friable, poorly-bonded 

Material is easily broken up 

Nf 

 Well bonded, 

soil particles 

strongly held 

together by ice 

No excess ice Nbn 

  Excess ice Nbe 

Segregated ice is 

visible by eye (less 

than 1-inch thick) 

Individual ice crystals or inclusions Vx 

 Ice coatings on soil particles Vc 

 Stratified or distinctly oriented ice formations Vs 

 Randomly or irregularly oriented ice 

formations 

Vr

Ice greater than  

1-inch thick 

Ice with soil inclusions ICE+ soil type 

 Ice without soil inclusions ICE 

Based on Linell, K.A. and C.W. Kaplar 1966. Description and classification of frozen soils.  U.S. 

Army Cold Regions Research & Engineering Laboratory, Technical Report 150. Hanover, NH 
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SHANNON & WILSON, INC.
Geotechnical and Environmental Consultants 

Dated:

Attachment to and part of Report  32-1-02580 

Date: May 2017 

To: Department of Natural Resources 

 One Thousand Skies Subdivision, Nelchina, 

Alaska

IMPORTANT INFORMATION ABOUT YOUR GEOTECHNICAL/ENVIRONMENTAL 

REPORT

CONSULTING SERVICES ARE PERFORMED FOR SPECIFIC PURPOSES AND FOR SPECIFIC CLIENTS. 

Consultants prepare reports to meet the specific needs of specific individuals.  A report prepared for a civil engineer may not be adequate 

for a construction contractor or even another civil engineer.  Unless indicated otherwise, your consultant prepared your report expressly 

for you and expressly for the purposes you indicated.  No one other than you should apply this report for its intended purpose without 

first conferring with the consultant.  No party should apply this report for any purpose other than that originally contemplated without 

first conferring with the consultant. 

THE CONSULTANT'S REPORT IS BASED ON PROJECT-SPECIFIC FACTORS. 

A geotechnical/environmental report is based on a subsurface exploration plan designed to consider a unique set of project-specific

factors.  Depending on the project, these may include:  the general nature of the structure and property involved; its size and

configuration; its historical use and practice; the location of the structure on the site and its orientation; other improvements such as 

access roads, parking lots, and underground utilities; and the additional risk created by scope-of-service limitations imposed by the 

client.  To help avoid costly problems, ask the consultant to evaluate how any factors that change subsequent to the date of the report 

may affect the recommendations.  Unless your consultant indicates otherwise, your report should not be used:  (1) when the nature of 

the proposed project is changed (for example, if an office building will be erected instead of a parking garage, or if a refrigerated

warehouse will be built instead of an unrefrigerated one, or chemicals are discovered on or near the site); (2) when the size, elevation, 

or configuration of the proposed project is altered; (3) when the location or orientation of the proposed project is modified; (4) when 

there is a change of ownership; or (5) for application to an adjacent site.  Consultants cannot accept responsibility for problems that may 

occur if they are not consulted after factors which were considered in the development of the report have changed. 

SUBSURFACE CONDITIONS CAN CHANGE. 

Subsurface conditions may be affected as a result of natural processes or human activity.  Because a geotechnical/environmental report 

is based on conditions that existed at the time of subsurface exploration, construction decisions should not be based on a report whose 

adequacy may have been affected by time.  Ask the consultant to advise if additional tests are desirable before construction starts; for 

example, groundwater conditions commonly vary seasonally. 

Construction operations at or adjacent to the site and natural events such as floods, earthquakes, or groundwater fluctuations may also 

affect subsurface conditions and, thus, the continuing adequacy of a geotechnical/environmental report.  The consultant should be kept 

apprised of any such events, and should be consulted to determine if additional tests are necessary. 

MOST RECOMMENDATIONS ARE PROFESSIONAL JUDGMENTS. 

Site exploration and testing identifies actual surface and subsurface conditions only at those points where samples are taken.  The data 

were extrapolated by your consultant, who then applied judgment to render an opinion about overall subsurface conditions.  The actual

interface between materials may be far more gradual or abrupt than your report indicates.  Actual conditions in areas not sampled may 

differ from those predicted in your report.  While nothing can be done to prevent such situations, you and your consultant can work 

together to help reduce their impacts.  Retaining your consultant to observe subsurface construction operations can be particularly

beneficial in this respect. 
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A REPORT'S CONCLUSIONS ARE PRELIMINARY. 

The conclusions contained in your consultant's report are preliminary because they must be based on the assumption that conditions 

revealed through selective exploratory sampling are indicative of actual conditions throughout a site.  Actual subsurface conditions can 

be discerned only during earthwork; therefore, you should retain your consultant to observe actual conditions and to provide conclusions.  

Only the consultant who prepared the report is fully familiar with the background information needed to determine whether or not the 

report's recommendations based on those conclusions are valid and whether or not the contractor is abiding by applicable 

recommendations.  The consultant who developed your report cannot assume responsibility or liability for the adequacy of the report's 

recommendations if another party is retained to observe construction. 

THE CONSULTANT'S REPORT IS SUBJECT TO MISINTERPRETATION. 

Costly problems can occur when other design professionals develop their plans based on misinterpretation of a 

geotechnical/environmental report.  To help avoid these problems, the consultant should be retained to work with other project design 

professionals to explain relevant geotechnical, geological, hydrogeological, and environmental findings, and to review the adequacy of 

their plans and specifications relative to these issues. 

BORING LOGS AND/OR MONITORING WELL DATA SHOULD NOT BE SEPARATED FROM THE REPORT. 

Final boring logs developed by the consultant are based upon interpretation of field logs (assembled by site personnel), field test results, 

and laboratory and/or office evaluation of field samples and data.  Only final boring logs and data are customarily included in

geotechnical/environmental reports.  These final logs should not, under any circumstances, be redrawn for inclusion in architectural or 

other design drawings, because drafters may commit errors or omissions in the transfer process.   

To reduce the likelihood of boring log or monitoring well misinterpretation, contractors should be given ready access to the complete 

geotechnical engineering/environmental report prepared or authorized for their use.  If access is provided only to the report prepared for 

you, you should advise contractors of the report's limitations, assuming that a contractor was not one of the specific persons for whom 

the report was prepared, and that developing construction cost estimates was not one of the specific purposes for which it was prepared.  

While a contractor may gain important knowledge from a report prepared for another party, the contractor should discuss the report with 

your consultant and perform the additional or alternative work believed necessary to obtain the data specifically appropriate for 

construction cost estimating purposes.  Some clients hold the mistaken impression that simply disclaiming responsibility for the accuracy 

of subsurface information always insulates them from attendant liability.  Providing the best available information to contractors helps 

prevent costly construction problems and the adversarial attitudes that aggravate them to a disproportionate scale. 

READ RESPONSIBILITY CLAUSES CLOSELY. 

Because geotechnical/environmental engineering is based extensively on judgment and opinion, it is far less exact than other design 

disciplines.  This situation has resulted in wholly unwarranted claims being lodged against consultants.  To help prevent this problem, 

consultants have developed a number of clauses for use in their contracts, reports, and other documents.  These responsibility clauses 

are not exculpatory clauses designed to transfer the consultant's liabilities to other parties; rather, they are definitive clauses that identify 

where the consultant's responsibilities begin and end.  Their use helps all parties involved recognize their individual responsibilities and 

take appropriate action.  Some of these definitive clauses are likely to appear in your report, and you are encouraged to read them closely.  

Your consultant will be pleased to give full and frank answers to your questions. 

 The preceding paragraphs are based on information provided by the 

 ASFE/Association of Engineering Firms Practicing in the Geosciences, Silver Spring, Maryland


	1000 skies addendum 1
	1000_Skies_Loop_Contract Narrative add 1
	00312 Bid Schedule add 1
	Pioneer Road Cross Section
	One Thousand Skies Subdivision geotech FINAL

