STATE OF NORTH CAROLINA
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

BEVERLY EAVES PERDUE EUGENE A. CONTI, JR.
GOVERNOR SECRETARY

July 1, 2010

Addendum No. 1

Contract No.: C 202523

TIP No.: R-2123CE

County: Mecklenburg/Cabarrus

Project Description:  [-485 (Charlotte Outer Loop) / [-85
RE: Addendum No. 1 to Final RFP
August 24, 2010 Letting

To Whom It May Concern:

Reference is made to the Final Request for Proposals dated June 29, 2010 recently furnished to you
on the above project. We have since incorporated changes, and have attached a copy of Addendum
No. 1 for your information. Please note that all revisions have been highlighted in gray and are as
follows:

On page 16, Alternative Technical Concepts and Confidential Questions has been revised. Please
void Page No. 16 in your proposal and staple the revised Page No. 16 thereto.

On page 125, Geotechnical Engineering Scope of Work has been revised. Please void Page No. 125
in your proposal and staple the revised Page No. 125 thereto.

If you have any questions or need additional information, I can be reached by telephone at

(919) 250-4128.
S;r?:ly,

R.A. Garris, PE
State Contract Officer

RAG/NMH

cc: Mr. Victor Barbour, PE Ms. Virginia Mabry
Mr. Rodger Rochelle, PE TRC Members
Ms. Teresa Bruton, PE File

Mr. Barry Moose, PE
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Addendum No. 1 July 1, 2010
C 202523 (R-2123CE) Project Special Provisions Mecklenburg and Cabarrus Counties

4) The submittal does not qualify as an ATC but may be included in the Proposal without an
ATC (i.e., the concept complies with the baseline requirements of the RFP);

5) The submittal does not qualify as an ATC and may not be included in the Proposal; or

6) The ATC is deemed to take advantage of an error or omission in the RFP, or other
documents incorporated into the contract by reference, in which case the ATC will not be
considered, and the RFP will be revised to correct the error or omission.

7) More than one ATC has been received on the same topic and the Department has elected
to exercise its right to revise the RFP. This response could also follow and supersede one
of the other previously supplied responses above.

Formal ATC Inclusion in Technical Proposal

The Design-Build Team may incorporate one or more approved Formal ATCs as part of its
Technical and Price Proposals. If the Department responded to an Formal ATC by stating that it
would be approved if certain conditions were met, those conditions shall be stipulated and met in
the Technical Proposal.

In addition to outlining each implemented Formal ATC, and providing assurances to meet all
attached conditions, The Design-Build Team shall also include a copy of the Formal ATC
approval letter from the State Contract Officer in the sealed package that contains the Technical
Proposal. This letter will be included in the distribution of the Technical Proposals to the
Technical Review Committee.

Approval of an Formal ATC in no way implies that the Formal ATC will receive a favorable
review from the Technical Review Committee. The Technical Proposals will be evaluated in
regards to the evaluation criteria found in this RFP, regardless of whether or not Formal ATCs
are included.

The Price Proposal shall reflect all incorporated Formal ATCs. Except for incorporating
approved Formal ATCs, the Technical Proposal may not otherwise contain exceptions to, or
deviations from, the requirements of the RFP, or other documents incorporated into the contract
by reference.

Preliminary ATCs

At the Design-Build Team’s option, a Preliminary ATC submittal may be made that presents a
concept and a brief narrative of the benefits of said concept. The purpose of allowing such a
Preliminary ATC is to limit the Design-Build Team’s expense in the pursuit of a Formal ATC
that may be quickly denied by the Department.

The Department will review Preliminary ATCs as quickly as possible but the review of these
Preliminary ATCs will not take precedence over the review of other outstanding Formal ATCs.
The Department’s response to a Preliminary ATC submittal will be either that the Preliminary
ATC is denied, the Preliminary ATC would be considered as a Formal ATC if the Team so elects
to pursue a Formal ATC submission, or an ATC is not required, with any associated comments.
The Department in no way warrants that a favorable response to a Preliminary ATC submittal
will translate into a favorable response to a

16



Addendum No. 1 July 1, 2010
C202523 (R-2123CE) Geotechnical Engineering Scope of Work Mecklenburg & Cabarrus Counties

- Calculations for bearing capacity, global stability and settlement.
- Details of conflicts with utilities and drainage structures.

- Roadway plan sheets showing the wall (half size).

- Roadway cross sections showing the wall (half size).

- Traffic control plans showing the wall (half size).

Gravity walls shall be designed and constructed in accordance with the NCDOT
Structure Standard Drawings and the NCDOT 2006 Standard Specifications. Gravity
walls shall be identified in the roadway foundation design recommendation report.
Cast-in-place cantilever walls shall be designed and constructed in accordance with
the NCDOT 2006 Standard Specifications. Conceptual wall layouts and wall designs
shall be submitted for NCDOT for review and acceptance.

Locate retaining walls at toe of slopes unless restricted by right of way limits. The
Design-Build Team shall submit global stability calculations for slopes at retaining
walls and obtain acceptance from the NCDOT prior to construction. Any slopes
behind walls shall be 2:1 (H:V) or flatter.

Drainage over the top of retaining walls shall not be allowed. Sags in the top of walls
are not permissible. Direct runoff above and below walls away from walls, if
possible, or collect runoff at the walls and transmit it away. Curb and gutter or cast-
in-place single faced barrier with paving up to the wall shall be required when runoff
can not be directed away from the back or front of the wall. A paved concrete ditch
with a minimum depth of six inches shall be required at the top of walls when slopes
steeper than 6:1 (H:V) intersect the back of walls.

Precast or cast-in-place coping shall be required for walls without a cast-in-place face
with the exception of when a barrier is integrated into the top of the wall. Extend
coping or cast-in-place face a minimum of six inches above where the finished or
existing grade intersects the back of thewall. A fence shall be required on top of the
facing, coping or barrier or immediately behind the wall, if there is no slope behind
the wall.

Deep foundations shall be used for end bents when abutment retaining walls are
employed. When using abutment retaining walls, design and construct the end bent
and the wall independent of each other. When using abutment retaining walls, the
end bent foundation shall be designed and constructed with one of the following deep
foundations: (1) asingle row of plumb piles with brace piles battered toward the wall,
(2) asingle row of plumb piles with MSE reinforcement strapped to the back of the
cap, (3) a double row of plumb piles or (4) drilled piers. Regardless of the end bent
pile foundations listed above, the end bent foundation for any MSE abutment walls
with a design height greater than 40 feet shall be designed and constructed with
drilled piers to the bottom of the end bent cap or a drilled pier and column
combination. If fill isrequired around piles or drilled piers, install foundations before
placing any fill. Wing walls independent of abutment retaining walls shall be required
unless accepted otherwise by the NCDOT. Do not consider lateral support from any
fill placed around drilled piers behind abutment retaining walls when analyzing end
bent stability. All pile foundations for end bents with abutment retaining walls shall
penetrate minimum 10 feet into natural ground. For bearing piles behind such
retaining walls, the penetration can be reduced to 5
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