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FCC Tower Improvements Re-Bid 
RFB Specification No. PW26-0188F 

 
All interested parties had the opportunity to submit questions in writing by email to Stan 
Rowden, Senior Buyer by September 8, 2026. The answers to the questions received are 
provided below and posted to the City’s website at www.TacomaPurchasing.org:  Navigate to 
Current Contracting Opportunities / Public Works and Improvements Solicitations, and then click 
Questions and Answers for this Specification. This information IS NOT considered an 
addendum. Respondents should consider this information when submitting their proposals. 
 
1. Question:  

Zone 1 bolted connections (new braces, leg gussets) — are these required to be 
pretensioned/slip-critical per AISC 360, or is snug-tight acceptable? 
 
Answer:     
Snug-tight per S102 is acceptable.  

2. Question:  
Lead paint: is a contained scrape/vacuum-shroud prep acceptable (not a full negative-
pressure abatement enclosure)? Is any health department notification required given no full 
abatement is planned? 
 
Answer:   
Following the best practices for the amount of lead to be abated per industry standard 
practices is all that is required for the project. In accordance with these standards, regarding 
the process outlined above, best practices would require Hepa filtration on the vacuum used 
and correct PPE for the workers involved, as well as some version of environmental 
controls. At this time, based on the available data, it does not appear that full negative 
pressure enclosure would be needed for this work, but the selected contractor must adhere 
to best practices used for the type and amount of lead remediation in accordance with 
industry standards. Any health department notification required by the project shall be the 
responsibility of the selected contractor.     

3. Question:  
The 16 cut-brace and 5 antenna-mount counts are stated as bidding allowances, and 
Section 01 22 00 excludes unit pricing from this scope. How are field-verified quantity 
variances (more or fewer than assumed) handled — by change order, or is the lump 
sum fixed regardless of actual count? 
 
Answer:    
The bidder shall bid the replacement of all 5 antenna-mounts in their lump sum bid. If during 
construction, it is determined that an antenna-mount does not need to be replaced it will be 
removed from the scope of work thru deductive change order in accordance with the project 
specifications. Any additions outside of the base scope of work that occur during 
construction will be handled through the additive change order process outlined in the 
project specifications. The requirements for the provision of any specific unit costs 
referenced in the specifications are hereby removed.  

http://www.tacomapurchasing.org/
https://www.cityoftacoma.org/government/city_departments/finance/procurement_and_payables_division/purchasing/contracting_opportunities
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4. Question:  
Who is the Owner's special inspector, and what is their typical scheduling lead time for 
welding, bolting, and anchor inspections? 
 
Answer:     
The city maintains an on-call contract with Otto Rosenau and Associates, Inc. to complete 
special inspection work. Typically, they are available with one weeks’ notice.  

5. Question:  
Does Lund Opsahl (SER) need to review/stamp our rigging plan for the Type IV brace 
demolition, or a separate rigging engineer — and what is the expected review turnaround? 
 
Answer:  
Per S102 the GC is responsible for means & methods, as well as all construction 
engineering needed to show adequacy in the temporary conditions. Lund Opsahl will review 
the GC’s rigging plan as a courtesy to the Owner but will be in no position of liability.  

6. Question:  
Is there a required radio/antenna outage window or notice period, given this is an active Fire 
Communications tower? Is an RF exposure procedure required for our climbers? 
 
Answer:  
The selected contractor shall create a schedule, stating when they would like the tower 
outage to occur, and the city’s assigned project manager shall coordinate that shutdown 
with the fire department. During the required/requested shutdown all antennas will be 
deactivated, so there will be no RF exposure risk. Please note that this tower serves only a 
backup roll and is typically not in operation under normal circumstances.     

7. Question:  
How many total leg splice elevations exist up the tower? Drawings show one (20 bolts/leg, 
80 bolts total at 7/S502) — please confirm whether others exist that aren't individually 
flagged. 
 
Answer:  
Detail 7/S502 occurs at each leg for a total of (4) conditions as noted in question 7.  

8. Question:  
Is there an existing permanent fall-restraint/climb system on the tower, or must we supply 
100% temporary climbing anchorage? 
 
Answer:  
GC supply climbing anchorage.   
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9. Question:  
Is there any seasonal or migratory-bird restriction on removing the existing bird nest (S202-
4) before or during the work window? 
 
Answer:  
The city has not discussed the nest or bird species with the WA Dept. of Fish and Wildlife 
(DFW) as the nest is believed to be unused and vacant at this time. In accordance with DFW 
best practices, at the start of the project scheduling the awarded contractor must climb the 
tower and look at the nest, if the nest is un-used as suspected, then it can be removed. If 
the nest is occupied, then the project commencement date will be postponed to outside of 
the nesting window for the species of bird nesting. The city will extend the contract and 
project duration to accommodate any such delay associated with this item.     

10. Question:  
Please confirm the paint band sequence/orientation (7 bands, aviation orange starting at the 
bottom) and whether a mock-up or color submittal is required before full application. 
 
Answer:  
The bands are to be divided evenly over the tower alternating between orange and white, 
from tower base to tower top. A paint submittal is required, with paint drawdowns for color 
selection. The mockup can be completed at the base of the tower, and shall be no more 
than 6” in length of each color to verify paint adherence to the metal substrate, full-scale 
mock-up is not required.   

11. Question:  
Regarding the base-to-slab connections at details 4/S502, 8/S502, and 12/S502: do these 
apply at different locations of the base frame, or is one an alternate method for the same 
connection? Does installing/torquing the thru-bolt at 8/S502 require access to 
the underside of the roof slab (building interior), and if so, what is the process for 
coordinating that access? 
 
Answer:   
Refer to detail 12/S502 for location of detail 4 & 8. Details are specific and not alternate. Any 
access needed to the underside of the roof shall be coordinated through the city’s assigned 
project manager. The contractor shall inform the project manager one week in advance that 
such access is required, and the project manager shall coordinate that access with the fire 
departments 911 operations team. 

12. Question: 
Were the 16 cut-brace and 5 antenna-mount counts developed from a close-up inspection of 
the full tower height, or primarily from photographs of the upper section (as the single 
elevation photo on S202 suggests)? 
 
Answer:   
A close-up inspection of the tower and all bracing was performed in person on site by Burke 
Consulting Engineers. All plans and specifications developed by Lund Opsahl use the 
information gathered from this inspection. Photographs shown were taken after the closeup 
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inspection had been completed and are intended only to clarify the work to be performed as 
outlined in the drawings and specifications.  

13. Question: 
Given the two-week SER submittal review cycle noted in the General Notes, is an expedited 
review schedule available given the 60-calendar-day construction schedule? 
 
Answer:  
The two-week requirement for review will remain, however, if the selected contractor can 
demonstrate that additional time for project completion is needed due to any item beyond 
their control, the city will accept reasonable change orders for time extension without 
additional project cost impacts to accommodate these items.   

14. Question: 
Is a certified/qualified installer required for the Hilti HIT-HY 200 adhesive anchors per ICC-
ESR-4868, or is standard special inspection of installation sufficient? 
 
Answer:   
Follow all manufacturers’ requirements for installation and provide special inspection per 
structural general notes. Standard special inspection, if special inspection is required, shall 
be sufficient. 

15. Question: 
Are there any records of previous tower inspections performed on the tower? 
 
Answer:   
The previous tower inspection performed by Burke Consulting Engineers has been included 
as a supplementary document to this Request for Bids.  

16. Question: 
Is the current structure in it's current state is deemed safe to climb for bidding purposes. 
 
Answer:   
The Tower is climbable, but attaching any rigging components that add load to the tower 
structure would require an approved rigging plan that has been stamped by a qualified 
engineer. This is required by the TIA and is identified in detail 1/S501 

17. Question: 
Do all three levels of the tower leg splice bolts need to be replaced? 
 
Answer:   
No, see response to question 7. 

18. Question: 
Should we include to update the safety climb assembly (top attachment 
anchor, cable, bottom attachment anchor and replace all of climb pegs? 
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Answer:   
This is not a requirement of the project in its final condition. The GC is required to prepare 
all means & methods for temporary conditions. GC coordinate the level of upgrades needed 
to facilitate their temporary conditions.  

19. Question: 
Can modern bolt on antenna mounts and mounting brackets be substituted in place of 
the welded standoffs mentioned on detail 2/S502? 
 
Answer:   
Bolt-on antenna mounts will be allowed so long as the proposed mount provides the same 
connection strength and rigidity provided by the weld on mounts specified in the project 
specifications. Bolt-on antenna mounting hardware will require a submittal showing how the 
proposed antenna mount meets these requirements.  

20. Question: 
It was mentioned that the contractor only needs to patch roof penetrations as the building 
roof is being replaced after the upgrades. Would it be possible to provide the owners roofers 
contact information if we'd like them to perform these repairs? 

 
Answer:   
The city’s assigned project manager shall provide whatever coordination is required 
between the roofing contractor and the selected contractor on this project. As the existing 
roofing material will be completely removed during the roof replacement process all patches 
regardless of the installer will be temporary in nature as roof replacement is schedule to be 
completed immediately after the tower repair work is completed.  

21. Question: 
We did not get an opportunity to see the underside of the tower's structural I-Beams below 
the roof. do you have photos of these areas we are adding thru-bolts shown on detail 
8/S502? 
 
Answer:   
We have no photos on file.  

22. Question: 
What is the concrete slab thickness below the roof? Detail 4/S502 does not provide any 
information on the anchor shown? 
 
Answer:  
The roof thickness is believed to be 4.5” in thickness per the attached original building plans. 
No roof penetrations have been made in recent years, so the actual thickness remains 
unverified.  

 

 


