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Below are a summary of the bidder question and town response 

1.) During a site visit on 6-8-26 we noticed that the existing fittings in the vault are 300# 
rated, and the indication from the Public Works Director was that is what the Town wants 
to use in the replacement project. Given the 240psi static pressure coming in, that would 
make sense for the project. We do not see where this is called out for in the drawings, and 
for comparable bids, needs to be clarified for all bidders.  
All components within the regulator are to be rated to 300psi.  
 
2.) Sheet 3 - Testing - Since this needs to be a as fast as possible replacement due to the 
need to shutdown a large portion of the Town to replace the manifold, the testing and 
chlorination called out for: AWWA C-600 section 4 / MAG 611 / ADEQ Bulletin 8 would not 
be feasible for this project. We recommend this be struck from the plan notes and the 
recommended method of swabbing the manifold with chorine during assembly and a 
visual leak test be noted as acceptable for this application. As noted, the static pressure is 
240psi which should show any leakage in the PRV manifold. 
 Swabbing the manifold with chorine during assembly is acceptable, in leu of 24hr 
chlorination retention. Visual leak test is acceptable and must be to be over a minimum 
2hr duration.  
 
3.) Sheet 5 - Note #4 -  Restraint of the existing piping. The called out COC std details 1303-
1 and 1303-2 will not work with the existing piping as it is installed. We would suggest this 
restraint needs to be an engineered reverse thrust block placed upstream and downstream 
of the vault. Please address this concern as the piping certainly needs to be restrained 
prior to removing the existing manifold. A in-ground thrust block looks quite feasible on the 
upstream side of the vault, on the downstream side in the road, without the existing piping 
shown, it is unknown how that might work without doing some potholing and locating. 
 It is agreed that a mechanism to restrain the pipe on the upstream and downstream end of 
the regulator past the in-line valves will be a possible option. However the Town lack filed 
information to make a definite direction. The mechanism to be placed will be part of a field 
observation after the pot holing is done. A field directive will be issued if needed. If the  
directive result in cost increase, will be part of the contingency.  
 


