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MULTI-BUILDING - WILLKIE A-BL301, C-BL229, C-BL299 TUCKPOINTING
Indiana University

aD Project # 26125

IU Project # 20261069

ADDENDUM NO. 2

Modifications described herein shall be incorporated into the Project Manual and the Drawings. All other Work
described in the Project Manual and Drawings shall remain unchanged. Acknowledge receipt of this Addendum by
inserting its number on the Bid Form. This Addendum is a part of the Contract Documents.

01. ATTACHMENTS

a.

b.

C.

Miscellaneous
i. Exterior Envelope survey results

Specs
i. None

Drawings
i. None

02. QUESTIONS / ANSWERS

a.

Please confirm whether asbestos-containing material (ACM) or other hazmat is known to be present in any
of the mortar, sealant, or coating materials scheduled for removal on Buildings A, B, or C, and whether an
environmental assessment or lab report specific to these buildings exists and can be provided.

i. Exterior Envelope survey results have been provided in this Addendum for review.

. Confirm the actual anticipated Notice to Proceed date now that the up-to-60-day award window is

understood.
i. The intent is to award the project as soon as possible after the bid evaluation process is complete. It
is impossible to predict the actual Notice to Proceed date.

. May Substantial Completion (2/19/27) be phased per building/tower, with partial retainage release as each

tower reaches completion?
i. Retainage release is contingent upon all factors outlined in the Front-End documentation, one of
which is issuance of Substantial Completion.

. Does Alternate No. 1 (extend completion to 4/2/2027) apply per tower, or only to the project as a whole?

i. The project as a whole.

. Are cold-weather work provisions (temporary heat/enclosure, minimum sealant/mortar application

temperatures) required given the anticipated December-February work window, and whose cost?
i. Contractor is responsible for all provisions necessary to complete the work by the date outlined.
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MULTI-BUILDING - WILLKIE A-BL301, C-BL229, C-BL299 TUCKPOINTING 2

. What is the anticipated schedule/duration of the concurrent S. Rose Avenue utility work feeding Building C,
and how much site/access disruption should be planned for?
i. This is unknown at this time. Each Contractor (for each project) will be responsible for coordinating
with each other / the Owner for any and all concurrent work.

. Does the Owner/Architect intend to issue a dimensioned quantity schedule (LF of repointing/resealing by
type) for payment-application measurement, or does each bidder's own takeoff also govern progress/final
payment?

i. Bidders are responsible for all their own takeoffs.

. The Drawings identify green-line joint markings for repointing. Please confirm, in writing, one of the
following: (a) the Base Bid includes a defined percentage or stated linear-foot quantity of the indicated
green-line joints; (b) the Base Bid includes only documented/Owner-approved spot repairs, with work
above a stated quantity paid at the bid unit prices; or (c) the Drawings are intended to require 100% of all
green-line joint footage. Without this clarification, bidders cannot carry a consistent, responsive scope for
this item.

i. C-anywhere there is a green line, work is to occur. See “General Scope” on G201 for more

information.

For areas "not able to be observed before bidding," is there any adjustment mechanism if actual
condition/quantity differs materially once opened up, or is this purely Contractor risk?
i. This is not at the Contractor’s risk, areas identified as “not able to be observed before bidding” could
be considered added scope once closer observation occurs by the Contractor.

j. The Drawings identify selective repointing and resealing locations by graphic markings, but at window

openings do not consistently show a reseal callout at the head, both jambs, and sill where the window
frame meets the stone masonry. Is the Contractor to include removal and replacement of sealant at: (a)
only the specifically marked portions of each opening; or (b) the complete four-sided window-to-stone
perimeter at every window located within a marked facade area? Please identify the applicable
elevations/details or issue revised drawings so all bidders carry the same extent of resealing.
i. B -the complete 4-sided window to stone perimeter as identified in the Elevation Key on the
Drawings. See the “General Scope” on G201.

. Please provide (or confirm none exists) a window/door/louver schedule identifying each opening type, size,
and count.
i. Scope is represented on the Drawings. See the “General Scope” on G201.

Do the five Unit Price items (CMU Replacement, Stone Crack Repair, Stone Plug Repair, Minor/Major
Concrete Repair) reflect scope actually anticipated on this project, or are they administrative/contingency
pricing only?

i. These are actually anticipated on this Project.

.What specification section governs the Miscellaneous Scope items not cited in the drawings' DEFINITIONS
block (vegetation removal, graffiti removal, patch holes, electrical outlet sealant)?
i. All applicable definitions are defined in the Documents.

. Please confirm the exact boundaries of the "metal penthouse" areas excluded from cleaning, ideally
marked on a drawing.
i. “Metal Penthouse” refers to the penthouses cladded in metal on the roofs of the Buildings.
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. Is the existing sealant smeared on adjacent masonry (to be cleaned per Addendum 1) an isolated/minor
condition or widespread across the buildings? Is any pre-bid photo/condition documentation available?
i. Addendum 1's question was asked by another Bidder. The Design Team is unsure exactly where this
is located and to what extent.

. Please confirm overall building heights and typical floor-to-floor dimensions for Buildings A, B, and C.
i. The Drawings indicate floor elevations for reference.

. Please confirm roof deck live load capacity on Buildings A and B for non-penetrating
counterweighted/outrigger rigging systems, and whether a structural rigging submittal is required.
i. The live load is unknown at this time. The Design Team is actively working with a Structural Engineer
on the larger project - information may be known at time of Construction Start, however not
guaranteed.

. Does Building C's varying roof height (roof slab EL. 847'-4" to EL. 880'-8" across different wings) require
multiple access equipment setups, or can one system serve all wings?
i. This is up to the Bidder to sequence / decide.

. Please confirm elevator size/capacity available for material hoisting, any use-reservation process, and
confirm all use/damage costs remain Contractor's responsibility as stated.

i. Existing elevator size to be confirmed by the Contractor on-site. Existing elevator capacity is
assumed to be either 3500# or 2000# based on preliminary information. Coordination will need to
occur during construction with the IU CM. Any damage that occurs as a result of the Contractor's
use will be the responsibility of the Contractor to repair. Contractor is recommended to document
the condition of all spaces prior to use, including but not limited to - elevator, exterior sidewalks,
roof, trees, plants, etc.

. Please confirm the assigned laydown/staging area and its available size/duration. Several trees on the
G201 logistics plan are flagged as access conflicts — will Owner remove/prune flagged trees, or is
Contractor responsible for working around them?
i. The Owner will hire an Arborist to perform any and all necessary tree pruning. It shall be assumed
that tress will not be removed, and will only be trimmed, to allow better access to the facades
Contractor will still need to work around the existing trees.

. What protection/liability requirements, if any, apply to the existing rubble retaining wall (Building A), noted
"in poor condition" and excluded from scope, if it is disturbed by adjacent work?

i. Areas that are excluded from scope are not part of the Contractor’s scope. If the Contractor
damages any existing to remain University property, the Contractor is responsible for repair of the
damage. An example is sidewalks - if an existing sidewalk is damaged due to the Contractor's work,
the Contractor is responsible for repair. Documentation of existing conditions prior to work is
recommended.

. What notice periods and work-hour/noise restrictions apply for coordination with IU Housing in occupied
buildings?
i. The Contractor will need to work in coordination with the IU CM for any and all work occurring
around / in the occupied buildings. A phasing / logistics plan with dates shall be provided by the
Contractor to coordinate this work.

. Please provide site-specific wastewater containment/discharge requirements for masonry cleaning (full
capture and removal vs. filtered/neutralized discharge at an approved location).
i. Information was provided by the University in Addendum 1 for review.
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x. What is the anticipated lead time to schedule the Mandatory EHS Training, and can it be completed after
Notice to Proceed or must it precede it?
i. The IUEHS Contractor Safety Training can be completed anytime as it is an online video training. This
is required to be completed prior to the start of Construction - this is discussed at the Construction
Kickoff meeting with IU upon award. This can happen after NTP, but prior to mobilization.

y. Does a hazardous materials survey exist for the existing sealants/caulking compounds (potential ACM),
given the age of the buildings?
i. Exterior Envelope survey results have been provided in this Addendum for review.

z. What is the current Tier Il reporting mechanism/platform now that OTTERS is discontinued, and what
format is required with each payment application?
i. ATier Il reporting spreadsheet template will be provided to the awarded contractor. The completed
spreadsheet must be attached to every payment application.

aa. Whatis the correct mechanism for pricing the stone cleaning scope? The drawings reference "the
Alternates section" of the Project Manual, but the Bid Form provided lists only one numbered alternate
(the completion-date alternate).
i. Please include the price for full cleaning in Base Bid, you can ignore the Alternate verbiage for this
portion of work.

bb. Please provide (or confirm none exists) a measured square footage or area schedule for the stone
masonry cleaning scope.
i. Bidders are responsible for their own takeoffs.

cc. Addendum 1 confirms metal penthouses are excluded from cleaning, but does not state which
elevations of Buildings A, B, and C are required to be cleaned. Please confirm the exact extent of the
cleaning scope, by building and elevation.
i. Clean all facades that are stone or blocks.

dd. Please confirm whether full stone masonry cleaning is included in the Lump Sum Base Bid or should be
priced as a separate alternate, and if the latter, please issue a corrected Bid Form with that alternate
listed.

i. Include all stone masonry cleaning in Base Bid.

ee. |s Contractor's Pollution Liability insurance premium to be included within the Lump Sum Base Bid, the
same way the Performance Bond cost explicitly is?
i. If needed, the awarded contractor will be required to provide the coverages detailed in the project
manual at no additional cost to IU.

ff. What are the current Minority, Women's, and Veteran's Business Enterprise participation goals, given the
recent executive order referenced in Addendum 17
i. IU's understanding is that the current participation goal is 3% for veteran business enterprises.

gg.How will the 200% retainage-on-incomplete-items provision be valued for repointing/resealing scope
priced as a lump sum without unit quantities?
i. The Owner will review any incomplete items and in coordination with the Owner's Representative
provide a value for the remaining items.

hh. Given the up-to-60-day award timeline paired with only a 13-calendar-day bond-delivery window after
Notice to Proceed, what is the anticipated gap between Notice of Award and Notice to Proceed?
i. Approximately two weeks.
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ii. Please confirm whether the 5% bid security (bid bond) is to be calculated on the Base Bid only, or on the
Base Bid plus Alternate No. 1.
i. The bid bond should be calculated on the base bid plus any alternates.

ji- The Bid Form requests a Lump Sum Base Bid and separate unit prices. Please confirm whether the unit
prices apply only to changes in the work after award, or whether any amount should instead be deducted
from the Lump Sum Base Bid. If a deduction applies, please identify the applicable item, quantity, and how
the deduction should be shown on the Bid Form.
i. Unit prices apply to changes in the work after award. Base Bid should include any and all work as
indicated on the Drawings.

kk.The Bid Form requires certain Lump Sum Base Bid items to be broken out as "informational pricing" by
tower (A/B/C) for the Owner's internal budgeting. Please confirm this breakout is for documentation
purposes only and these amounts are already included within, not in addition to, the Lump Sum Base Bid.
i. This breakout is for documentation purposes only, the amounts should be included in the Base Bid
already.

ll. The Project Manual lists five allowances totaling $52,000, but the Bid Form has no corresponding line to
price them. Please confirm where on the Bid Form these allowances should be reflected, and how any
unused allowance amount will be credited back to the Owner.

i. The Allowances are included in the Lump Sum Base Bid. The successful Contractor will list these as
line items in their Schedule of Values that will be used for Pay Applications.

mm.Please clarify the scope and measurement basis for Allowance No. 5 ($21,000 for restoration of existing
wood-mulched planting beds and plant materials beyond scope indicated in the base bid on the drawings)
— specifically, what triggers use of this allowance and how the work performed against it will be measured
and verified.
i. Should the Owner choose to utilize a value of Allowance money, the work and associated pricing will
be reviewed / approved via the PCO process standard on all IU projects.

nn. Please confirm the drawings' stated scale ("APPROXIMATELY 1/8"=1'-0""). Independent verification
against the sheets' own stated floor elevations suggests the actual plotted scale runs approximately 8%
larger than nominal.
i. Drawings are scaled from original prints supplied by the Owner. Contractor is responsible for all the
Work represented by the color-coded legend, regardless of the scale of the PDFs.

oo. Please provide (or confirm none exists) an exterior corner schedule or dimensioned building perimeter.
i. None exists.

pp. Unit Price Item 1 (CMU Replacement) does not indicate where this work is anticipated (ground level vs.
elevated locations). Please identify the specific locations, or confirm no specific locations are anticipated,
and this is a contingency-only unit price.
i. Near the entries to the buildings there are decorative stone elements. Without clear existing
drawings, the Design Team assumes these are blocks. This is the intended location for this Unit
Price.
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qg. The Bid Form's Minor/Major Concrete Repair unit prices are stated in linear feet, though concrete repair
is typically measured and priced in square feet. Please clarify the intended unit of measure and identify
the anticipated repair locations (e.g., ground-level slabs/sidewalks vs. elevated/vertical concrete).
i. This Unit Price is intended to be used should a repair be needed on the concrete frame of the
building, found through the course of tuckpointing / deeper investigation. This can be measured by
SF, however the intent is how much of the repair is needed along a horizontal run.

rr. According to Allowance NO. 4, it says to refer to “Brick Masonry Repair”. | am not seeing this section in the
specs. Are the specs missing this section? Please advise.
i. Please keep the $1,000 allowance for Brick Masonry Repair in your Bid. The Owner may decide to
infill with brick at locations not as visible to the public.

ss.In Unit Price # 4, minor concrete repair, is this referring to crack repair as in cut and patch cracks at
foundation? Can you elaborate on this type of repair and possible locations?
i. This could be at either the foundation or the building's structure.

tt. In Unit Price # 5, Major Crack Repair, this is referring to Linear footage, but refers to using reinforcing.
Should this be cubic feet? Can you elaborate on this and possible locations of these intended repairs?
i. This Unit Price is intended to be used should a repair be needed on the concrete frame of the
building, found through the course of tuckpointing / deeper investigation. This can be measured by
SF, however the intent is how much of the repair is needed along a horizontal run.

uu. Isitto be assumed that all the trees highlighted in yellow “that might be an issue” on G201, are to be
enclosed in chain link fence AND enclosed with the privacy screening specified with a mulch bed inside?
i. Trees are to be protected per the IU Front End / Standards.

wv.If mulch is required, what is the depth of mulch to be laid?
i. Bidder to follow the IU Standards for the depth of mulch.

ww. Is the round penthouse on top of building C get cleaned?
i. This is identified as “Not In Contract” per the Documents.

xx.1s there and tuckpointing to be performed on this penthouse C?
i. This is identified as “Not In Contract” per the Documents.

yy.There is a Unit Cost for CMU repair/replacement. Where is this located?
i. Near the entries to the buildings there are decorative stone elements. Without clear existing
drawings, the Design Team assumes these are blocks. This is the intended location for this Unit
Price.

zz.The request of the deck structure was asked in Addendum 1. It states that it is preferred not to cut into
the roof and patched when complete. Is this a NO?
i. Thisiis a NO.

aaa.There was a mention at the Prebid about an upcoming tunnel project. Are there tunnels existing around
the building? If so, is there a map of these?
i. Amap is not available at this time, however one may be able to be provided prior to Construction
start.
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bbb.Instead of tuckpointing back with a mortar, can we install non-staining silicone in the masonry joints?
Silicone can be installed down to -10 degrees F. While the data sheet for mortar application is at a
minimum of 40* F for a full cure period (48 hours). Due to this project happening over the winter, we know
that will not be feasible without some extreme temp heating. This would only matter in the smooth
limestone panels. The stone at the stair towers would be repaired with mortar.

i. The intent is to go back with the same material that is currently applied. Observations have been
made by the Design Team from ground level - if upon closer inspection it is observed to be another
material, a change to the Drawings can be reviewed. At this time, assume to go back as called out in
the Drawings.

cce. Do we have to fence around the entire construction site? Or just in the specific areas where we are
working?
i. Fencing will only be required around the areas where / when work is occurring. Locations / phasing
to be reviewed / approved by the Owner.

ddd.Will U cover any of the arborist fees to trim trees as needed to access all locations of the exterior
facade?
i. IU Landscaping will coordinate directly with an Arborist to perform work.

eee. Will all water spigots be to the contractor's disposal, or will they all be winterized during the projects
schedule?
i. Water spigots can be utilized by the Contractor as long as they are available. Exact timing/
shutdowns will be coordinated with the Contractor during Construction.

fff.Can you clarify where overhead protection is required.
i. This is up the Contractor, however students will be entering / exiting through all exterior entrances
and should be assumed in use at all times.

ggg. What are the new substantial completion dates?
i. The Bid Form was revised in Addendum 1 to allow the Contractor to write in the number of Calendar
Days from Notice to Proceed to complete their work. Alternate 1 was also included to allow the
Contractor to indicate an Add or Deduct to their base bid to complete all work no later than April 2,
2027.

hhh.What are the new Final completion dates?
i. The Bid Form was revised in Addendum 1 to allow the Contractor to write in the number of Calendar
Days from Notice to Proceed to complete their work. Alternate 1 was also included to allow the
Contractor to indicate an Add or Deduct to their base bid to complete all work no later than April 2,
2027.

iii. In Unit Price # 4, minor concrete repair, is this referring to crack repair as in cut and patch cracks at
foundation? Can you elaborate on this type of repair and possible locations?
i. This could be at either the foundation or the building's structure.

jij- In Unit Price # 5, Major Crack Repair, this is referring to Linear footage, but refers to using reinforcing.
Should this be cubic feet? Can you elaborate on this and possible locations of these intended repairs?
i. This Unit Price is intended to be used should a repair be needed on the concrete frame of the
building, found through the course of tuckpointing / deeper investigation. This can be measured by
SF, however the intent is how much of the repair is needed along a horizontal run.
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kkk. According to Allowance NO. 4, it says to refer to “Brick Masonry Repair”. | am not seeing this section in
the specs. Are the specs missing this section? Please advise.

i. Please keep the $1,000 allowance for Brick Masonry Repair in your Bid. The Owner may decide to
infill with brick at locations not as visible to the public.

03. CHANGES TO SPECIFICATIONS

a. None

04. CHANGES TO DRAWINGS

a. None

END OF ADDENDUM #2
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INDIANA UNIVERSITY

CAPITAL PROJECTS

To: Shih-Ping

From: Kevin Ooley

Subject: BL301,299,297 — Wilkie Quad — CPF# 20251164- Pcon 7281
Date: 09/24/2026

I, Kevin Ooley (IDEM Asbestos inspector license #19041407) Expiration: 7/15/2027),
performed the requested evaluation of the following project.

Scope: Perform visual inspection to provide information on the amount and condition of any
possible Asbestos Containing Materials (ACM) at IU Bloomington Campus- BL 301,299,297-
Wilkie quad — exterior

The asbestos survey was performed to verify whether materials found were positive for ACM or
negative for ACM in areas mentioned above. Specifically, the following services were provided.

« Performed visual inspection to provide information on the amount and condition of suspect
material present; and

« Collected of suspect ACMs within the above referenced property.

Analyzed bulk samples utilizing Polarized Light Microscopy (PLM);

Generated a final report that details all sample results, ACM locations, and recommendations
based on the results.

Explanation of method used: Prior to collecting any bulk samples from the building, a walk-
though/walk-around was performed. The walk-through/walk-around included a visual
inspection documenting suspect ACMs, their locations, and approximate quantities. After the
suspect materials were identified, bulk samples were collected if necessary and placed into
individual sealable bags for transportation to an accredited laboratory.

Note: The concrete mortar located between the limestone facing tested negative for ACM
(Asbestos-Containing Material). Additionally, the gray and white caulking present on the
exterior of the buildings also tested negative for ACM.

Please refer to the attached laboratory reports and photographs for supporting documentation.

Note: black water proofing on the foundation on all 3 buildings is positive for Acm. It’s possible
the same material is behind the limestone exterior face of all 3 buildings.

DISCLAIMER: This inspection was conducted by an Indiana Department of Environmental
Management licensed inspector. The inspection and sampling were limited to those materials
that were visible or reasonably accessible at the time of the inspection. There may be hidden
materials in the building. Should a suspect material become uncovered during the
renovation/demolition, activity must stop, and an accredited inspector must be notified to
evaluate the material.

Sarvica Building 2901 E. Discovary Parkway  Blocmington, IN 47408  (812) 855-5032  {ax(812)855-9387  https:fepf.iu.edu
Health Scisncas 1050 Wishard Bivd., Suita 3100  Indianapolis, IN 46202  (317)274-8396 fax(317)274-8827



Work Order Number 0017-3753
Willkie North/ Willkie A/ BL301
August 21, 2026

Page 10
TABLE 1 N - NORTH TOWER - SUSPECT ACM - SAMPLED
Estimated
HA Sample IDs HA Description HA Location Sample Locations F/NF Condition % Asbestos & Type | EPA NESHAP Category Quantity
14 067, 068, 069 12"x12" Vinyl N092 N092 NF Good NAD N/A 75 SF
flooring, green,
with mastic
15 071,072 Drywall with joint Throughout N508A, N411 NF Good NAD N/A 132,100 SF
compound
16 073 2'x 2" suspended Throughout NO99 F Good NAD N/A 12,00 SF
ceiling tile,
pinholes
17 076 Kitchen counter N111, N211, N311, N411, N511, N611, N711, N811, N711 NF Good NAD N/A 30 SF
caulk, white N911, N1011, N1111
18 087 12"x12" Vinyl floor | N199C, N299C, N399C, N499C, N599C, N699C, N799C, N299C NF Good NAD N/A 300 SF
tile, gray, with N899C, N999C, N1099C, N1199C
mastic
14 092, 093 Fire gap caulk, Throughout N1201, N799B NF Good NAD N/A 450 SF
gray
20 100,101 2'x 2" suspended Throughout dormitory bath rooms N215C, N499D NF Good NAD N/A 12,00 SF
ceiling tile, stringy
21 103 Fire gap caulk, red Throughout N799B8 NF Good NAD N/A 450 SF
28 264 Exterior window Throughout exterior Exterior NF Good NAD N/A 340 SF
caulking, green
29 269 Exterior water Throughout Exterior Exterior NF Dam. Chrysotile, 7% Cat. | NF 2,000 SF
proofing, black
30 273 Exterior caulking, Throughout Exterior Exterior NF Good NAD N/A 700 SF
white
N 275 Exterior concrete Throughout Exterior Exterior NF Good NAD N/A 125 5F
caulk, gray
32 288 Thermal pipe Throughout NG90 NF Good NAD N/A 15,000 LF
insulation, on line,
white
33 289 Thermal boiler NQ93 NOS3 NF Good NAD N/A 500 SF
insulation

www.intertek.com/building/psi



Work Order Number 0017-3753

Willkie C/ BL299
Aupust 21, 2026

Page 12
TABLE 1 C- CENTER BUILDING - SUSPECT ACM - SAMPLED

Estimated
HA Sample IDs HA Description HA Location Sample Locations F/NF Condition % Asbestos & Type | EPA NESHAP Category Quantity
29 270 Exterior water proofing, Throughout Exterior Exterior NF Dam. Chrysotile, 7% Cat. I NF 3,125 SF

black

30 271 Exterior caulking, white Throughout Exterior Exterior NF Good NAD N/A 700 SF
3N 276 Exterior concrete caulk, gray Throughout Exterior Exterior NF Good NAD N/A 125 SF

wwawantertek com/building/psi



Work Order Number 0017-3753

Willkie C/ BL299
August 21, 2026

Page 11
TABLE 1 C- CENTER BUILDING - SUSPECT ACM - SAMPLED
Estimated
HA Sample IDs HA Description HA Location Sample Locations F/NF Condition % Asbestos & Type | EPA NESHAP Category Quantity
€39 219, 220, 221 4" brown base cove, with c110 c110 NF Good NAD N/A 60 SF
mastic
ca0 222,223,224 White kitchen steel plate c108 c108 NF Good NAD N/A 100 SF
sealant
41 225, 226, 227 Blue and yellow comingled c199v C199v NF Good NAD N/A 10 SF
carpet mastic, with self
leveller
C42 228,229, 230 4" black base cove, with C108A C108A NF Good NAD N/A 15 SF
mastic
43 231,232,233 Ceramic tile grout Throughout Bathrooms €194, €193, C191 NF Good NAD N/A 750 SF
44 234, 235, 236 6" brown base cove, with 1o c110 NF Good NAD N/A 10 SF
mastic
cas 237,238, 239 Tan carpet mastic C199v C199v NF Good NAD N/A 1,365 SF
Ca6 240, 241, 242 Kitchen stainless steel €108 c108 NF Good NAD N/A 100 SF
countertop caulk, clear
47 243, 244, 245 12"x12" orange vinyl floor C155, C155A, C135, C135A, C141, €137 NF Good NAD N/A 1,900 SF
tile, with mastic C135A, C143, C141, C139,
C137
c48 246, 247, 248, Surfacing material plaster Throughout C108A, C155, C106, C105, C100A, NF Good NAD N/A 18,400 SF
249, 250, 251, rough coat above drop ceiling C199v, €199, C107
252, 253, 254
c49 258, 259 Blue carpet mastic Throughout C199U, C105 NF Good NAD N/A 1,000 SF
50 260, 261 Counter caulk, white c110 c110 NF Good NAD N/A 10 SF
C51 280, 281, 282 Thermal pipe insulation, blue Co24 c024 F Good NAD N/A 25 LF
52 283, 284, 285 Thermal pipe insulation, co24 co24 F Good NAD N/A 25 LF
green
53 287 Thermal pipe insulation, on Throughout C Crawlspace and Basement F Good NAD N/A 2,150 LF
line, white
C54 291 Thermal boiler insulation C024, C299P C024 NF Good NAD N/A 500 SF
55 265, 266, 267 Exterior vent insulation Throughout Exterior Exterior NF Good NAD N/A 5SF
56 293, 294, 295 Basement wall mastic, white Basement Hall (C099) €099 NF Good NAD N/A ASE
28 262 Exterior window caulking, Throughout Exterior Exterior NF Good NAD N/A 420 SF

green

www.ntertek.com/building/psi



Work Order Number 0017-3753
Willkie South/ Willkie B/ BL297

August 21, 2026

Page 10
TABLE 1S - SOUTH TOWER - SUSPECT ACM - SAMPLED
Estimated
HA Sample IDs HA Description HA Location Sample Locations F/NF Condition % Asbestos & Type | EPA NESHAP Category Quantity
16 062 HVAC duct mastic, Throughout $1201 NF Good NAD N/A 400 SF
green
17 064, 065 Plaster, scratch 5199, 5299, $399, 5499, 5599, 5699, 5799, 5899, §1199, 5699 NF Good NAD N/A 1,200 SF
texture, orange $999, 51099, 51199
18 070 Drywall with joint Throughout 53128 NF Good NAD N/A 132,100 SF
compound
19 074, 075 2'x 2" Suspended Throughout 5002, 5099 F Good NAD N/A 4,715 SF
ceiling tile, pinholes
20 076,077,078 Kitchen counter S111,5211, 5311, 5411, 5511, 5611, 5711, 8811, S5211,5611 NAD N/A 30 SF
caulk, white S911, 51011, 51111
21 082, 083, 084 Mirrar mastic, Throughout dermitory bath rooms S106A NAD N/A 3,540 SF
cream
22 085, 086 12"x12" Vinyl floor S097, 5199C, 5299C, $399C, 5499C, S599C, 5699C, S097, $299C NF Good NAD N/A 300 SF
tile, gray, with $799C, $899C, $999C, 51099C, 51199C
mastic
23 088, 089 Sheet flooring, gray S001 S001 NF Good NAD N/A 630 SF
speckled, with
mastic
24 091 Fire gap caulk, gray Throughout 5199 NF Good NAD N/A 450 SF
25 094, 095, 096 12"x12" Vinyl floor 5014, 5020 5014, 5020 NF Good NAD N/A 110 SF
tile, red, with
mastic
26 102 2' % 2' Suspended Throughout dormitory bath rooms S701A NF Good NAD N/A 12,000 SF
ceiling tile, stringy
27 101 Window caulk, 5199 5199 NAD N/A 340 SF
green
28 263 Exterior window Throughout exterior Exterior NF Good NAD N/A 340 SF
caulking, green
29 268 Exterior water Throughout Exterior Exterior NF Dam. Chrysotile, 7% Cat. | NF 2,000 SF
proofing, black
30 272 Exterior caulking, Throughout Exterior Exterior NF Good NAD N/A 700 SF
white
31 274 Exterior concrete Throughout Exterior Exterior NF Good NAD N/A 125 SF

caulk, gray

vnw antertek.com/building/psi



Analyst: Lori Huss Work Order: 2607594 Page: 3 of 4
Client 1D Lab ID Sample Description Asbestos Non-asbhestos
(Layer) (Color, Texture, Ete.) Content Fibers
Analyst’s Comment (Percent and Type) (Percent and Type)
264 034A (1) Green, Caulking, Homogeneous NO ASBESTOS DETECTED None Reported
265 035A (1) Gray, Insulation, Homogeneous NO ASBESTOS DETECTED 100% Cellulose Fiber
266 036A (1) Gray, Insulation, Homogeneous NO ASBESTOS DETECTED 100% Cellulose Fiber
267 037A (1) Gray, Insulation, Homogeneous NO ASBESTOS DETECTED 100% Cellulose Fiber
268 038A (1) Black, Other, Homogeneous 7% Chrysotile None Reported
Water Proofing
269 039A Sample Not Tested
270 040A Sample Not Tested
27 041A (1) White, Caulking, Homogeneous NO ASBESTOS DETECTED None Reported
272 042A (1) White, Caulking, Homogeneous NO ASBESTOS DETECTED None Reported
273 043A (1) White, Caulking, Homecgeneous NO ASBESTOS DETECTED None Reported
274 044A (1) Gray, Caulking, Homogeneous NO ASBESTOS DETECTED 3% Polyethylene
275 045A (1) Gray, Caulking, Homogeneous NO ASBESTOS DETECTED 3% Polyethylene
276 046A (1) Gray, Caulking, Homogeneous NO ASBESTOS DETECTED 3% Polyethylene
277 047A (1) Yellow, Mastic, Homogeneous NO ASBESTOS DETECTED None Reported
278 048A (1) Yellow, Mastic, Homogeneous NO ASBESTOS DETECTED None Reported
279 049A (1) Black, Base Cove, Homogeneous NO ASBESTOS DETECTED None Reported
(2) Yellow, Mastic, Homogeneous NO ASBESTOS DETECTED None Reported
280 050A (1) Yellow, Insulation, Homogeneous NO ASBESTOS DETECTED 100% Fibrous Glass
(2) Blue, Other, Homogeneous NO ASBESTOS DETECTED 75% Cellulose Fiber
Cover
281 051A (1) Yellow, Insulation, Homogeneous NO ASBESTOS DETECTED 100% Fibrous Glass

Quantitation is based on a visual estimation of the relative area of bulk sample components, unless otherwise noted in the "Comments" section of this report. The results are
valid only for the item tested as received. This report may not be used to claim product endorsement by NVLAP or any agency of the U.S. Govemment. Method used: E.P.A.
Interim Method for the Determination of Asbestos in Bulk Insulation Samples (EPA 600/M4-82-020). Polarized Light Microscopy is not consistently reliable in detecting asbestos
in floor coverings and similar non-friable organically bound materials. Quantitative Transmission Electron Microscopy is currently the only method that can be used to determine
if the material can be considered or treated as non-asbestos containing. Samples will be disposed of within 30 days unless notified in writing by the client. No part of this report
may reproduced, except in full, without written permission of the laboratory. The reperting limit is 1% by weight.

Professional Service Industries, Inc.

Blue, Other, Homogeneous

Cover

NO ASBESTOS DETECTED

Respectfully submitted,

PSI, Inc.
T S R
I v b

7Approvec| Signatory
Jonathan Swope

75% Cellulose Fiber

850 Poplar Street, Pittsburgh, PA 15220 Phone 412/922-4010 Fax 412/922-4014

NVLAP Lab Code 101350-0.



Photo 9: Exterior North Tower, HA 30, Miscellaneous exterior concrete caulk, gray (MECCY)
Non-ACM

Photo 10: Room N899C Overview



Photo 15; Exterior C Building, HA 28 Miscellaneaus exterior window caulking green (MECG)
Non-ACM

Photo 16: Exterior C Building, HA 30, Miscellaneous exterior walking white (MECW) Non-ACM



Photo 19: Exterior C Building, HA C56, Miscellaneous exterior vent insulation (MEVI) Non-ACM

Photo 20: Room C001 Overview



Laboratory S8ervices “aioy o

304 S. State Avenue ¥ Indianapalis, Indiana 46201
317/756-9320 ~ Fax 317/756-9324

September 23, 2026

Indiana University — EHS
620 North Union Drive, UN 443
Indianapolis, IN 46202

RE: 3 PLM Sample(s) Analyzed
Client Project: PCON #7281 — CPF #20251164 — BL 301,299,297 Wilkie Quad
ACT Batch No.: 26B0470
ACT Project No.: 260015

Enclosed are the sample results from the bulk asbestos analysis for the 3 sample(s) submitted to the ACT Asbestos
Laboratory on September 23, 2026. Percentages were determined by visually estimating the area percentage for each
type of fibrous material. Asbestos samples estimated to contain less than ten percent asbestos might require further
quantification by either point counting or other alternative methods of analysis.

ACT Laboratory will hold your sample(s) for three months after the completion of analysis. At the end of the three-
month period, the laboratory will dispose of the sample(s) unless prior arrangements have been made.

Samples were received in acceptable condition and analyzed at the ACT Laboratory under appropriate environmental
conditions, unless noted in the comments in the following table. Enclosed test results relate only to items tested and the
information provided by the customer. ACT Environmental Services, Inc. is NOT NVLAP accredited.

We trust this information is responsive to your needs. If you have any questions or comments regarding the sample
analysis or results, please do not hesitate to call.

Sincerely,
ACT Environmental Services, Inc.

i L. Brown
Laboratory Technical Manager
AIHA LAP, LLC Accredited Laboratory
Lab# 102853

Method Limitations: Analysis of floor file and other resinous bound materials by Polarized Light Microscopy (PLM) may yield false negative results due to method
limitations. PLM has been known to miss asbestos in a small percentage of samples which contain asbestos. Thus negative results cannot be guaranteed. ACT
Environmental recommends that further analysis be conducted using TEM. For all heterogeneous samples, easily separated into sub-samples, each component will
be analyzed separately and noted in lab documentation only. ACT Laboratory is not responsible for the accuracy of the results when requested to physically
separate, analyze and report layered samples. Floor Tiles and other resinous bound materials may be heated by hot plate to release fibers.

Limit of Detection: According to method EPA 600/R-93/116, July 1993, the detection limit for visual estimation is a function of the quantity of sample analyzed,

the nature of matrix interference, sample preparation, and fiber size and distribution. Asbestos percentages are therefore recognized as Not Detected (no asbestos
fibers identified), <1% asbestos (identified but trace amount), 2-100% asbestos (recognized as asbestos containing material).

Page 1 of 2



Laboratery Servicas
304 5. Slate Avenue ™ Indianapolis, Indiana 46201
317/756-9320 ~ Fax 317/756-9324
BULK SAMPLE ANALYSIS REPORT
POLARIZED LIGHT MICROSCOPY (PLM)
Performed by EPA 600/R-93/116 Method Modified

September 23, 2026
Client Project: PCON #7281 Notes: * Indicates Non-Homogeneous Sample
ACT Project No.: 260015 ok Indicates Homogeneous Sample
ACT Batch No.: 26B0470 HC High Concentration
Date Sample(s) Collected: 09-21-26 MC Medium Concentration
Date Sample(s) Received: 09-23-26 LC Low Concentration
Date Sample(s) Analyzed: 09-23-26
Lab Client Sample Color / Layer Asbestos Type Other Fibrous Non-Fibrous Comments
LD. # I.D. # Texture (s) % Material % Material %
B262472 7281-1 Gray Hard ** ] None Detected Aggregate 60
Binder 40
B262473 7281-2 Gray Hard ** 1 None Detected Aggregate 60
Binder 40
B262474 7281-3 Gray Hard ** | None Detected Aggregate 60
Binder 40
Reviewed By: __ | }\\(Y\pl &M
“~/Nikki L. Brown
Laboratory Technical Manager
This report shall not be reproduced, except in full without written approval of the ACT Labaoratory. Page 2 of 2

If this information is faxed, it is for the sole use of the intended recipient(s) and may contain confidential and privileged information. Any unauthorized review,
use, disclosure, printing, altered reproduction, or distribution is prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please promptly destroy these documents and
notify the sender.



ACT Environmental Services, Ine.

304 S. State Ave. / Indianapolis, IN/ 46201

317/756-9320/fax 3

17/756-9324 / www.actenvironmental.com

CHAIN OF CUSTODY
Client: Client Project Name/Location: ACT Project No: Lab Batch No.:
IU-CPF Pcon# 7281-CPF# 20251164 - BL 301,299,297 Wilkic quad D?IFOD\S—' 02(‘?‘6 04,?—0
TURNAROUND TIME: LI RUSH — 1 hour PCM/PLM:; 4 hour Lead/IAQ [ Same Day (in lab by 12pm/results by Spm) [v]24 hours (1 day)
U2 days (PCM/IAQ/Nuisance Dust Standard) 13 days (LEAD/PLM Standard) (14 days  []5 days
SAMPLER: Analyze: ALLUor Possible Hazards:  Yes Sample Disposal: Return to Client LJ D Dat
KO First positive Unknown [} Disposal by Lab ue Date
LABORATORY ANALYSIS: SAMPLE TIEPE: .
OlAir pcM  OTteEM  [MBuk Cwipe Osoil [Paint
[iaQ [MAsBESTOS [ILEAD [JOTHER ClAir-0-Cell _ [ITape Oswab [ Cyelex-D [ Other
Sample
Collection Homogenous
Client Sample 1.D. Sample Collection Location: Date Area Lab [.D.: RESULTS:
7281-1 A building - Concrete mortar betwecen cut limestone on exterior of building 09/21/26 HA-1 bﬂ b;l%‘:} g Qb
7281-2 B-building - Concrete mortar between cut limestone on exierior of building 09/2 1/26 HA-1 \ 7_‘5 MB
\

7281-3 C- building - Concrele mortar between cut limestone on exterior of building 09/2 ] /26 HA-] : l ? l\)b

ER Client Contact Name:
elinquished By: ate~T1me Received By: Date/Time:
SR ! I Y/N _L1 _ Client Contact Phone:
X : 23| gr—
NS ? ,'2 W(J A0 Y/N _L1 Client Contact Fax/Email: KOOLFYi@INDIANA FDU

\ } % Analyst ! I% 15t QC Review . )Q 2“" QC Review [ Revision: January 2011
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INDIANA UNIVERSITY

CAPITAL PROJECTS

Project Number 20251164 - Pcon 7281

Wilkie Quad

Reference A, B, C buildings
Wilke quad- exterior gray

limestone face.-- all non
Acm

and white caulk and Wilkie

concrete mortar between quad
limestone face.-- all non
Acm

Reference A, B, C buildings
Wilke quad- exterior gray

and white caulk and Wilkie
concrete mortar between quad




‘Rgference A, B, C buildings
Wilke quad- exterior gray
and white caulk and
concrete mortar between
limestone face.-- all non
Acm

Wilkie
quad

|
Reference A, B, C buildings

Wilke quad- exterior gray
and white caulk and
concrete mortar between
limestone face.-- all non
Acm

Wilkie
quad

/
Reference A, B, C buildings

Wilke quad- exterior gray
and white caulk and
concrete mortar between
limestone face.-- all non
Acm

Wilkie
quad




	addendum no. 2
	Modifications described herein shall be incorporated into the Project Manual and the Drawings.  All other Work described in the Project Manual and Drawings shall remain unchanged.  Acknowledge receipt of this Addendum by inserting its number on the Bi...

	01. ATTACHMENTS
	a. Miscellaneous
	i. Exterior Envelope survey results

	b. Specs
	i. Bid Form

	c. Drawings
	i. None


	02. questions / answers
	a. Please confirm whether asbestos-containing material (ACM) or other hazmat is known to be present in any of the mortar, sealant, or coating materials scheduled for removal on Buildings A, B, or C, and whether an environmental assessment or lab repor...
	i. Exterior Envelope survey results have been provided in this Addendum for review.

	b. Confirm the actual anticipated Notice to Proceed date now that the up-to-60-day award window is understood.
	i. The intent is to award the project as soon as possible after the bid evaluation process is complete. It is impossible to predict the actual Notice to Proceed date.

	c. May Substantial Completion (2/19/27) be phased per building/tower, with partial retainage release as each tower reaches completion?
	i. Retainage release is contingent upon all factors outlined in the Front-End documentation, one of which is issuance of Substantial Completion.

	d. Does Alternate No. 1 (extend completion to 4/2/2027) apply per tower, or only to the project as a whole?
	i. The project as a whole.

	e. Are cold-weather work provisions (temporary heat/enclosure, minimum sealant/mortar application temperatures) required given the anticipated December–February work window, and whose cost?
	i. Contractor is responsible for all provisions necessary to complete the work by the date outlined.

	f. What is the anticipated schedule/duration of the concurrent S. Rose Avenue utility work feeding Building C, and how much site/access disruption should be planned for?
	i. This is unknown at this time.  Each Contractor (for each project) will be responsible for coordinating with each other / the Owner for any and all concurrent work.

	g. Does the Owner/Architect intend to issue a dimensioned quantity schedule (LF of repointing/resealing by type) for payment-application measurement, or does each bidder's own takeoff also govern progress/final payment?
	i. Bidders are responsible for all their own takeoffs.

	h. The Drawings identify green-line joint markings for repointing. Please confirm, in writing, one of the following: (a) the Base Bid includes a defined percentage or stated linear-foot quantity of the indicated green-line joints; (b) the Base Bid inc...
	i. C – anywhere there is a green line, work is to occur.  See “General Scope” on G201 for more information.

	i. For areas "not able to be observed before bidding," is there any adjustment mechanism if actual condition/quantity differs materially once opened up, or is this purely Contractor risk?
	i. This is not at the Contractor’s risk, areas identified as “not able to be observed before bidding” could be considered added scope once closer observation occurs by the Contractor.

	j. The Drawings identify selective repointing and resealing locations by graphic markings, but at window openings do not consistently show a reseal callout at the head, both jambs, and sill where the window frame meets the stone masonry. Is the Contra...
	i. B – the complete 4-sided window to stone perimeter as identified in the Elevation Key on the Drawings.  See the “General Scope” on G201.

	k. Please provide (or confirm none exists) a window/door/louver schedule identifying each opening type, size, and count.
	i. Scope is represented on the Drawings.  See the “General Scope” on G201.

	l. Do the five Unit Price items (CMU Replacement, Stone Crack Repair, Stone Plug Repair, Minor/Major Concrete Repair) reflect scope actually anticipated on this project, or are they administrative/contingency pricing only?
	i. These are actually anticipated on this Project.

	m. What specification section governs the Miscellaneous Scope items not cited in the drawings' DEFINITIONS block (vegetation removal, graffiti removal, patch holes, electrical outlet sealant)?
	i. All applicable definitions are defined in the Documents.

	n. Please confirm the exact boundaries of the "metal penthouse" areas excluded from cleaning, ideally marked on a drawing.
	i. “Metal Penthouse” refers to the penthouses cladded in metal on the roofs of the Buildings.

	o. Is the existing sealant smeared on adjacent masonry (to be cleaned per Addendum 1) an isolated/minor condition or widespread across the buildings? Is any pre-bid photo/condition documentation available?
	i. Addendum 1’s question was asked by another Bidder.  The Design Team is unsure exactly where this is located and to what extent.

	p. Please confirm overall building heights and typical floor-to-floor dimensions for Buildings A, B, and C.
	i. The Drawings indicate floor elevations for reference.

	q. Please confirm roof deck live load capacity on Buildings A and B for non-penetrating counterweighted/outrigger rigging systems, and whether a structural rigging submittal is required.
	i. The live load is unknown at this time.  The Design Team is actively working with a Structural Engineer on the larger project – information may be known at time of Construction Start, however not guaranteed.

	r. Does Building C's varying roof height (roof slab EL. 847'-4" to EL. 880'-8" across different wings) require multiple access equipment setups, or can one system serve all wings?
	i. This is up to the Bidder to sequence / decide.

	s. Please confirm elevator size/capacity available for material hoisting, any use-reservation process, and confirm all use/damage costs remain Contractor's responsibility as stated.
	i. Existing elevator size to be confirmed by the Contractor on-site.  Existing elevator capacity is assumed to be either 3500# or 2000# based on preliminary information.  Coordination will need to occur during construction with the IU CM.  Any damage ...

	t. Please confirm the assigned laydown/staging area and its available size/duration. Several trees on the G201 logistics plan are flagged as access conflicts — will Owner remove/prune flagged trees, or is Contractor responsible for working around them?
	i. The Owner will hire an Arborist to perform any and all necessary tree pruning.  It shall be assumed that tress will not be removed, and will only be trimmed, to allow better access to the facades  Contractor will still need to work around the exist...

	u. What protection/liability requirements, if any, apply to the existing rubble retaining wall (Building A), noted "in poor condition" and excluded from scope, if it is disturbed by adjacent work?
	i. Areas that are excluded from scope are not part of the Contractor’s scope.  If the Contractor damages any existing to remain University property, the Contractor is responsible for repair of the damage.  An example is sidewalks – if an existing side...

	v. What notice periods and work-hour/noise restrictions apply for coordination with IU Housing in occupied buildings?
	i. The Contractor will need to work in coordination with the IU CM for any and all work occurring around / in the occupied buildings.  A phasing / logistics plan with dates shall be provided by the Contractor to coordinate this work.

	w. Please provide site-specific wastewater containment/discharge requirements for masonry cleaning (full capture and removal vs. filtered/neutralized discharge at an approved location).
	i. Information was provided by the University in Addendum 1 for review.

	x. What is the anticipated lead time to schedule the Mandatory EHS Training, and can it be completed after Notice to Proceed or must it precede it?
	i. The IUEHS Contractor Safety Training can be completed anytime as it is an online video training.  This is required to be completed prior to the start of Construction – this is discussed at the Construction Kickoff meeting with IU upon award.  This ...

	y. Does a hazardous materials survey exist for the existing sealants/caulking compounds (potential ACM), given the age of the buildings?
	i. Exterior Envelope survey results have been provided in this Addendum for review.

	z. What is the current Tier II reporting mechanism/platform now that OTTERS is discontinued, and what format is required with each payment application?
	i. A Tier II reporting spreadsheet template will be provided to the awarded contractor. The completed spreadsheet must be attached to every payment application.

	aa. What is the correct mechanism for pricing the stone cleaning scope? The drawings reference "the Alternates section" of the Project Manual, but the Bid Form provided lists only one numbered alternate (the completion-date alternate).
	i. Please include the price for full cleaning in Base Bid, you can ignore the Alternate verbiage for this portion of work.

	bb. Please provide (or confirm none exists) a measured square footage or area schedule for the stone masonry cleaning scope.
	i. Bidders are responsible for their own takeoffs.

	cc. Addendum 1 confirms metal penthouses are excluded from cleaning, but does not state which elevations of Buildings A, B, and C are required to be cleaned. Please confirm the exact extent of the cleaning scope, by building and elevation.
	i. Clean all facades that are stone or blocks.

	dd. Please confirm whether full stone masonry cleaning is included in the Lump Sum Base Bid or should be priced as a separate alternate, and if the latter, please issue a corrected Bid Form with that alternate listed.
	i. Include all stone masonry cleaning in Base Bid.

	ee. Is Contractor's Pollution Liability insurance premium to be included within the Lump Sum Base Bid, the same way the Performance Bond cost explicitly is?
	i. If needed, the awarded contractor will be required to provide the coverages detailed in the project manual at no additional cost to IU.

	ff. What are the current Minority, Women's, and Veteran's Business Enterprise participation goals, given the recent executive order referenced in Addendum 1?
	i. IU’s understanding is that the current participation goal is 3% for veteran business enterprises.

	gg. How will the 200% retainage-on-incomplete-items provision be valued for repointing/resealing scope priced as a lump sum without unit quantities?
	i. The Owner will review any incomplete items and in coordination with the Owner’s Representative provide a value for the remaining items.

	hh. Given the up-to-60-day award timeline paired with only a 13-calendar-day bond-delivery window after Notice to Proceed, what is the anticipated gap between Notice of Award and Notice to Proceed?
	i. Approximately two weeks.

	ii. Please confirm whether the 5% bid security (bid bond) is to be calculated on the Base Bid only, or on the Base Bid plus Alternate No. 1.
	i. The bid bond should be calculated on the base bid plus any alternates.

	jj. The Bid Form requests a Lump Sum Base Bid and separate unit prices. Please confirm whether the unit prices apply only to changes in the work after award, or whether any amount should instead be deducted from the Lump Sum Base Bid. If a deduction a...
	i. Unit prices apply to changes in the work after award.  Base Bid should include any and all work as indicated on the Drawings.

	kk. The Bid Form requires certain Lump Sum Base Bid items to be broken out as "informational pricing" by tower (A/B/C) for the Owner's internal budgeting. Please confirm this breakout is for documentation purposes only and these amounts are already in...
	i. This breakout is for documentation purposes only, the amounts should be included in the Base Bid already.

	ll. The Project Manual lists five allowances totaling $52,000, but the Bid Form has no corresponding line to price them. Please confirm where on the Bid Form these allowances should be reflected, and how any unused allowance amount will be credited ba...
	i. The Allowances are included in the Lump Sum Base Bid.  The successful Contractor will list these as line items in their Schedule of Values that will be used for Pay Applications.

	mm. Please clarify the scope and measurement basis for Allowance No. 5 ($21,000 for restoration of existing wood-mulched planting beds and plant materials beyond scope indicated in the base bid on the drawings) — specifically, what triggers use of thi...
	i. Should the Owner choose to utilize a value of Allowance money, the work and associated pricing will be reviewed / approved via the PCO process standard on all IU projects.

	nn. Please confirm the drawings' stated scale ("APPROXIMATELY 1/8"=1'-0""). Independent verification against the sheets' own stated floor elevations suggests the actual plotted scale runs approximately 8% larger than nominal.
	i. Drawings are scaled from original prints supplied by the Owner.  Contractor is responsible for all the Work represented by the color-coded legend, regardless of the scale of the PDFs.

	oo. Please provide (or confirm none exists) an exterior corner schedule or dimensioned building perimeter.
	i. None exists.

	pp. Unit Price Item 1 (CMU Replacement) does not indicate where this work is anticipated (ground level vs. elevated locations). Please identify the specific locations, or confirm no specific locations are anticipated, and this is a contingency-only un...
	i. Near the entries to the buildings there are decorative stone elements.  Without clear existing drawings, the Design Team assumes these are blocks.  This is the intended location for this Unit Price.

	qq. The Bid Form's Minor/Major Concrete Repair unit prices are stated in linear feet, though concrete repair is typically measured and priced in square feet. Please clarify the intended unit of measure and identify the anticipated repair locations (e....
	i. This Unit Price is intended to be used should a repair be needed on the concrete frame of the building, found through the course of tuckpointing / deeper investigation.  This can be measured by SF, however the intent is how much of the repair is ne...

	rr. According to Allowance NO. 4, it says to refer to “Brick Masonry Repair”. I am not seeing this section in the specs. Are the specs missing this section? Please advise.
	i. Please keep the $1,000 allowance for Brick Masonry Repair in your Bid.  The Owner may decide to infill with brick at locations not as visible to the public.

	ss. In Unit Price # 4, minor concrete repair, is this referring to crack repair as in cut and patch cracks at foundation? Can you elaborate on this type of repair and possible locations?
	i. This could be at either the foundation or the building’s structure.

	tt. In Unit Price # 5, Major Crack Repair, this is referring to Linear footage, but refers to using reinforcing. Should this be cubic feet? Can you elaborate on this and possible locations of these intended repairs?
	i. This Unit Price is intended to be used should a repair be needed on the concrete frame of the building, found through the course of tuckpointing / deeper investigation.  This can be measured by SF, however the intent is how much of the repair is ne...

	uu. Is it to be assumed that all the trees highlighted in yellow “that might be an issue” on G201, are to be enclosed in chain link fence AND enclosed with the privacy screening specified with a mulch bed inside?
	i. Trees are to be protected per the IU Front End / Standards.

	vv. If mulch is required, what is the depth of mulch to be laid?
	i. Bidder to follow the IU Standards for the depth of mulch.

	ww. Is the round penthouse on top of building C get cleaned?
	i. This is identified as “Not In Contract” per the Documents.

	xx. Is there and tuckpointing to be performed on this penthouse C?
	i. This is identified as “Not In Contract” per the Documents.

	yy. There is a Unit Cost for CMU repair/replacement. Where is this located?
	i. Near the entries to the buildings there are decorative stone elements.  Without clear existing drawings, the Design Team assumes these are blocks.  This is the intended location for this Unit Price.

	zz. The request of the deck structure was asked in Addendum 1. It states that it is preferred not to cut into the roof and patched when complete. Is this a NO?
	i. This is a NO.

	aaa. There was a mention at the Prebid about an upcoming tunnel project. Are there tunnels existing around the building? If so, is there a map of these?
	i. A map is not available at this time, however one may be able to be provided prior to Construction start.

	bbb. Instead of tuckpointing back with a mortar, can we install non-staining silicone in the masonry joints? Silicone can be installed down to -10 degrees F. While the data sheet for mortar application is at a minimum of 40* F for a full cure period (...
	i. The intent is to go back with the same material that is currently applied.  Observations have been made by the Design Team from ground level – if upon closer inspection it is observed to be another material, a change to the Drawings can be reviewed...

	ccc. Do we have to fence around the entire construction site? Or just in the specific areas where we are working?
	i. Fencing will only be required around the areas where / when work is occurring.  Locations / phasing to be reviewed / approved by the Owner.

	ddd. Will IU cover any of the arborist fees to trim trees as needed to access all locations of the exterior facade?
	i. IU Landscaping will coordinate directly with an Arborist to perform work.

	eee. Will all water spigots be to the contractor's disposal, or will they all be winterized during the projects schedule?
	i. Water spigots can be utilized by the Contractor as long as they are available.  Exact timing / shutdowns will be coordinated with the Contractor during Construction.

	fff. Can you clarify where overhead protection is required.
	i. This is up the Contractor, however students will be entering / exiting through all exterior entrances and should be assumed in use at all times.

	ggg. What are the new substantial completion dates?
	i. The Bid Form was revised in Addendum 1 to allow the Contractor to write in the number of Calendar Days from Notice to Proceed to complete their work.  Alternate 1 was also included to allow the Contractor to indicate an Add or Deduct to their base ...

	hhh. What are the new Final completion dates?
	i. The Bid Form was revised in Addendum 1 to allow the Contractor to write in the number of Calendar Days from Notice to Proceed to complete their work.  Alternate 1 was also included to allow the Contractor to indicate an Add or Deduct to their base ...

	iii. In Unit Price # 4, minor concrete repair, is this referring to crack repair as in cut and patch cracks at foundation? Can you elaborate on this type of repair and possible locations?
	i. This could be at either the foundation or the building’s structure.

	jjj. In Unit Price # 5, Major Crack Repair, this is referring to Linear footage, but refers to using reinforcing. Should this be cubic feet? Can you elaborate on this and possible locations of these intended repairs?
	i. This Unit Price is intended to be used should a repair be needed on the concrete frame of the building, found through the course of tuckpointing / deeper investigation.  This can be measured by SF, however the intent is how much of the repair is ne...

	kkk. According to Allowance NO. 4, it says to refer to “Brick Masonry Repair”. I am not seeing this section in the specs. Are the specs missing this section? Please advise.
	i. Please keep the $1,000 allowance for Brick Masonry Repair in your Bid.  The Owner may decide to infill with brick at locations not as visible to the public.


	03. changes to specifications
	a. None

	04. changes to drawings
	a. None

	end of addendum #2

