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Addendum # Nine 
(9) 

*****Mandatory Return Addendum****** 
This addendum forms a part of the contract documents and modifies the original drawings and/or specifications 
for the subject work. In case of conflicts between this addendum and previously issued documents, this addendum 
shall take precedence. 
 

Please see the following Questions and Answers: 
 

 
1. Q: In order to supply the correct door assemblies, we will need to know the PSI/MSEC value (pounds per square 

inch / millisecond)? 
 
A: There are no blast rating requirements for the windows/doors on Hangars 1, 4 and 6. Due to the location on 
the installation, they fall within the stand off rules for a controlled perimeter (installation fence) and thus do not 
have specific blast rating requirements.  
 
The windows should follow standard commercial glazing requirements as outlined in UFC 4-010-01 Section B-
3.1.1 & Table B-3 (Pages B-11 – B-13).  
When using the table and UFC for thickness calculations, the Applicable Explosive weight is I, and the applicable 
level of protection is Low.   
 

 
2. Q: Bid Alternate 1 windows. The alternate replaces all windows and Addendum No. 3 directs bidders to the 

UFC for window specifications. Neither states whether the units arrive factory-finished or whether the new frames 
are field painted, and the base bid separately requires exterior painting. We are asking which, and whether that 
cost sits in the alternate or the base bid. 
 
A: There are no blast rating requirements for the windows/doors on Hangars 1, 4 and 6. Due to the location on 
the installation, they fall within the stand off rules for a controlled perimeter (installation fence) and thus do not 
have specific blast rating requirements.  
 
The windows should follow standard commercial glazing requirements as outlined in UFC 4-010-01 Section B-
3.1.1 & Table B-3 (Pages B-11 – B-13).  
When using the table and UFC for thickness calculations, the Applicable Explosive weight is I, and the applicable 
level of protection is Low. 
 
 
 
 
 



 
 

3. Q: Bid Alternate 2, leaves or leaves and frames. The alternate replaces all doors with hardware 
matching existing. Addendum No. 3 confirmed the alternate covers swinging man doors only and that 
the man doors within the hangar door remain in place, but no document states whether the existing 
frames are replaced. That distinction changes the hollow metal package, the blast basis at the 
opening, and whether new frames require finishing. 
 
A: There are no blast rating requirements for the windows/doors on Hangars 1, 4 and 6. Due to the 
location on the installation, they fall within the stand off rules for a controlled perimeter (installation 
fence) and thus do not have specific blast rating requirements.  
 
The windows should follow standard commercial glazing requirements as outlined in UFC 4-010-01 
Section B-3.1.1 & Table B-3 (Pages B-11 – B-13).  
When using the table and UFC for thickness calculations, the Applicable Explosive weight is I, and the 
applicable level of protection is Low. 
 

4. Q: Blast design parameters. A blast-rated door and window manufacturer requires standoff distance 
and explosive weight to produce a quotation; it supplies the other two inputs as standard values. 
Addendum No. 6 Questions 1 and 2 asked for exactly those two values and both were answered "UFC 
4-010-01 contains all information regarding standards." We have reviewed that edition. Standoff 
distance and applicable explosive weight are facility- and site-specific values established by the 
Government for a given project and are not values a bidder can read out of the UFC. The item is 
written as a three-way election so the Department can confirm conventional construction, state the 
values, or state what all bidders are to assume. 
 
A: There are no blast rating requirements for the windows/doors on Hangars 1, 4 and 6. Due to the 
location on the installation, they fall within the stand off rules for a controlled perimeter (installation 
fence) and thus do not have specific blast rating requirements.  
 
The windows should follow standard commercial glazing requirements as outlined in UFC 4-010-01 
Section B-3.1.1 & Table B-3 (Pages B-11 – B-13).  
When using the table and UFC for thickness calculations, the Applicable Explosive weight is I, and the 
applicable level of protection is Low. 

 
 

 
 

5. Q: The ITB lists a requirement to paint the decking per UFC 3-110-03. Upon our review of the UFC, it 
appears that this requirement is connected to the use of phenolic foam and its corrosive action when 
wet. It seems unlikely that there has been phenolic foam installed on this roof. Can you please verify if 
phenolic foam has been installed on this roof? If it has not been installed, can this requirement be 
removed? 
 
A: At this time it is unknown if foam was used in the construction of this roof. UFC 3-11-03 Published 
July 2, 2026 and changed July 17, 2026 Has the latest information regarding requirements. 
 
 
 



 
 
 
Question 5 continued: 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 



 
 
 

 
 
 
 



 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
 
 

 
 

END 
 

Contractor signature: _________________________________________________ 
 
Print: _________________________________________________ 
 
Company: ___________________________________________________ 
 
Email: ________________________________ 

 
Please contact me if you have any questions. 

Sincerely 

Jim Manco 

Building Management Specialist  

907-428-7170 

End of Addendum 


