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CHEROKEE NATION 
REQUEST FOR BID  

CATOOSA DISTRICT COURT 
ADDENDUM 01 

 
SEALED BID DUE DATE HAS BEEN EXTENDED TO AUGUST 27, 2026 
AT 2:00 PM CT.   
 
Sealed bids may be hand delivered/courier delivered to Cherokee Nation Procurement 
Department, Attn:  Shelly McClain, 17665 S. Muskogee Avenue, Tahlequah, Oklahoma 
74464.  Bids must be received on or before August 27 , 2026 by 2:00 p.m. CT.  Bids must 
be sealed and clearly marked “SEALED BID, DO NOT OPEN, CATOOSA DISTRICT COURT”.  A 
Public Bid Opening will be held on August 27, 2026 at 2:00 p.m. CT in the Financial 
Resources Building, 17665 S. Muskogee Avenue, Tahlequah, Oklahoma 74464.  
 
The following questions and requests for clarification were received by the deadline of 
August 04, 2026 as stipulated in the Request for Bid.  This Addendum has 3 separate 
documents:  this document, a word document with a link to additional information for 
Addendum 01 provided by the A/E, and an updated Base Bid Form adding Alternate 2.  
 
QUESTION: Please clarify the roof section. Is the intent to have an IMP panel on the roof with 
exterior plywood over the top? If so the roofing nails will penetrate into the IMP panel. 
RESPONSE: Yes, this is the design intent. 
 
QUESTION: Please provide basis of design for the 1.5” insulated metal building panel shown 

on the roof. 
RESPONSE: Design-lok by PAC-CLAD 
 
QUESTION: Is the intent to metal stud frame between the exterior wall girts or space the girts 

at 16” oc? 
RESPONSE: No metal stud frame on exterior wall girts. 

Use PEMB girts to infill between exterior wall (horizontal) girts. 
 
QUESTION: Page A2.00 shows Kawneer 601T being used. Page A5.01 shows the storefront at 

4 1/2" which would be the 451T. Please clarify 
RESPONSE: Kawneer 601T is at exterior conditions.  Kawneer 451T is at interior 

conditions. 
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QUESTION: The Irrigation spec 32 84 00 is missing from the spec book. Please advise. 
RESPONSE: Will be issued in Addendum 1 – See link in word document posted with this 

Addendum 01. 
 
QUESTION: Honeycutt Building Request (included with this Addendum). 
RESPONSE:  Proposed equivalent measures are acceptable.  No exceptions taken to 

requested waiver to 1.6.C.1.a.2 and 1.6.C.1.a.3. 
 
QUESTION: Please clarify the alternates. Plans show an alternate for asphalt paving and 

another for addition to the building. The bid form only shows one alternate. 
RESPONSE:  Alt. No. 1 is for the building addition in the southwest corner as well as the 

exterior changes to grades, utility connections, and sidewalk changes 
associated with these changes.                                                                                        
Alt. No. 2 is bidding the pavement indicated for the alternate as asphalt. (The 
base bid will be bidding the indicated pavement as concrete).  See updated 
Base Bid Form posted with this Addendum 01. 

 
QUESTION: Please provide sizing and spacing for dowels shown in detail 4/S3.10. 
RESPONSE:  Use #4 dowels at 12” on center. See revised detail in Addendum 1.  
 
QUESTION: Please provide sizing and spacing for the stirrups in detail 2/S3.10. 
RESPONSE:  Use #4 dowels at 18” on center. See revised detail in Addendum 1. 
 
QUESTION: Is rock excavation to be included in the bid or will it be paid by unit price? If by 

unit price please provide a unit price bid form. Alternatively a quantity allowance 
could be given for trench rock excavation and footing rock excavation.  

RESPONSE: As stated in the civil plans and earth moving specifications: Contractor to 
become familiar with underground site conditions described in the 
geotechnical report provided by ECS SOUTHWEST, LLP, dated February 5, 
2025. Cost of all rock removal required to perform work according to plans 
and specifications will be included in base bid.  No additional compensation 
shall be made for rock encountered and removed. Assume ALL excavation 
will be rock. 

 
QUESTION: Specification 133421 2.7A calls out and Alliance R panel. However Alliance 

building is not listed as an approved building manufacturer.  
RESPONSE: Submit proposed equivalent product that meets or exceeds listed 

requirements.  Wall, fascia, and roof systems shall be designed for component 
and cladding wind pressures listed on sheet S0.04.   
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QUESTION: Specification 133421 2.7A calls out Standing seam roofing. There doesn’t appear 
to be any standing seam on the project. Please clarify.  

RESPONSE: No standing seam roof per 4/A1.03 and 1/A1.21.   
 
QUESTION: Is integral curb and gutter acceptable in lieu of a separate curb and gutter doweled 

to the concrete paving?  
RESPONSE:  Integral curb and gutter will not be permitted. 
 
QUESTION: Is the GC required to pay for the building permit? 
RESPONSE: Yes. 
 
QUESTION: A9.30 refers to WS-01. That is not list on the finish schedule. Please clarify. 
RESPONSE: WS-01 is found on sheet A2.00 Exterior Design Selections 
 
QUESTION: A7.00 finish schedule for rom 01-08-01 says GYP-01 and A9.30 appears to show 

WPL-02. Please Clarify 
RESPONSE: Ceiling to match what is shown in the RCP on A9.30. WPL-02. 
 
QUESTION: Please provide a size for the exterior wood soffit material. 
RESPONSE: See sheet A2.00 Exterior Design Selections for size of WS-01 
 
QUESTION: Sheet A9.10,rooms 01-08-12,01-05-04,01-08-11,01-05-08,01-05-01 appear to 

show WPL-02 however there is a note that says open to structure. Please clarify. 
RESPONSE: All rooms listed are to be OPEN TO STRUCTURE. Ceiling shown in RCP is 

incorrect. 
 
QUESTION: A9.10 the hatch on the interior wood planks and the exterior wood soffit are 

extremely similar. Please confirm the ceiling type wanted in these two areas.  
RESPONSE: WS-01 used at exterior conditions. WLP01 and WLP02 used at interior 

conditions 
 
QUESTION: Details on A5.10 show soffit framing at 1 5/8” metal stud framing. In a similar 

condition on A5.11 it show framing by PEMB Mfg? Please clarify. 
RESPONSE: Framing to be by PEMB manufacturer 
 
QUESTION: A2.01 Calls out TR-01. Please provide a description of TR-01. 
RESPONSE: Reference A2.00 Exterior Design Selections for TR-01 and TR-02.  This is 

fascia/rake trim. 
 
QUESTION: Confirm if the artwork is provided and installed by the owner. 
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RESPONSE:Yes, however, install shall be coordinated with Cherokee Nation and blocking 
provided at locations shown in the AW sheets. 

 
QUESTION: Confirm the furniture and equipment shown on the EQ series drawings in 

provided by the owner. 
RESPONSE: Updated EQ List and Specifications have been provided, outlining 

furnish/install responsibilities.  Specified cleaning supplies (cleaning solution 
dispensers, glove box dispenser, sharps disposal) to be provided by owner, 
installed by Medline. All other EQ items are to be owner provided.    (ILO: 
AMB) 

 
QUESTION: I have been asked this question about the Metal Building.  I need clarification on 

this please (included with this Addendum). 
RESPONSE:  Only supplement included with this Addendum is Honeycutt Steel Buildings 

request.  See previous question for Click response regarding Honeycutt Steel 
Buildings. 

 
QUESTION: Soil borings indicate the presence of shallow limestone, can there be a rock clause 

line item for removal if required? 
RESPONSE:  As stated in the civil plans and earth moving specifications: Contractor to 

become familiar with underground site conditions described in the 
geotechnical report provided by ECS SOUTHWEST, LLP, dated February 5, 
2025. Cost of all rock removal required to perform work according to plans 
and specifications will be included in base bid.  No additional compensation 
shall be made for rock encountered and removed. Assume ALL excavation 
will be rock. 

 
QUESTION: Will the contractor be required to procure the building permit fee’s? Is the City of 

Catoosa aware of the project and permitting? 
RESPONSE: Contractor to reach directly to City of Catoosa for further information.  

Please note property is on Cherokee Nation Trust, therefore, will exercise 
sovereignty.  City of Catoosa is aware of this project.  

 
QUESTION: Will the City of Tulsa or IDP require any fees, permits, vaults, meter costs, etc. 

with connection to the City of Tulsa water main?  
RESPONSE:  No IDP anticipated.  Contractor will be required to pay fees for water meters 

and connections as well as any sanitary fees or any other required permitting 
including Stormwater Discharge with EPA. 

 
QUESTION: Provide chainlink specification for material shown on C4.00? 
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RESPONSE: Chain link fence call outs are on LS Plans 
 
QUESTION: Sheet C5.00, please verify TC 751.21 and GL 750.71  elevations at south east 

radius curb, south gate and elevations TC 755.50 and GL/ADA walk 755.00 at the 
raised curb planter south of main entrance. 

 RESPONSE:  These spots have been modified to reflect the intent in these locations.  
Please see revised sheet C5.00 as part of Addendum No. 1 - See link in word 
document posted with this Addendum 01. 

 
QUESTION: Sheet C8.00, verify 98% compaction, modified proctor under sidewalks and 

paving. 
RESPONSE:  Subgrade should be compacted to 95% standard Proctor Density under 

sidewalk and paving.  Aggregate base should be compacted to 98% Standard 
Proctor Density under sidewalk and pavement. 

 
QUESTION: Sheet C8.00, verify all 4” thick S3 placement will require two lifts, or will a 

single be approved? 
RESPONSE:  The 4” S3 lift for any locations called out as heavy-duty for asphalt pavement 

will require 2 lifts due to the maximum lift depth requirement. 
 
QUESTION: Sheet C8.00 identifies concrete with reinforcing and specification section 32 1313 

notes all reinforced paving to be placed in two lifts, first below all reinforcing 
then second over all reinforcing, per section 3.6, H. Advise on this spec section 
note.  

RESPONSE:  We will not require the concrete placement in two lifts as long as chairs are 
utilized to support the reinforcing steel. 

 
QUESTION: Verify there are two (2) alternates for this project? 1. Building and civil walk 

changes to south side and 2. Base bid concrete standard duty paving, alternate 
asphalt standard duty paving? 

RESPONSE: There are two (2) alternates for this project.  Alt. No. 1 is for the building 
addition in the southwest corner as well as the exterior changes to grades, 
utility connection differences, and sidewalk changes associated with these 
changes.    Alt. No. 2 is bidding the pavement indicated as asphalt. (Base bid 
is concrete) See updated Base Bid Form posted with this Addendum 01. 

 
QUESTION: Plant sheet identifies trees in the areas of soil borings B-4 and P-3. These areas 

have limestone, auger refusal at shallow depths, is the any concern with 
tree/irrigation placement? 
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RESPONSE: Planting details or tree location changes will be addressed in Addendum 1. 
Entry trees around the building should be fine because of the FFE, we will be 
removing a few trees near P-3.  – See link in word document posted with this 
Addendum 01. 

 
QUESTION: Irrigation sheets show backflow preventer in hot box at south west side of 

property, plumbing sheets show irrigation and note backflow location in 
Mechanical room. Is the backflow, controller, etc. to be located in the mechanical 
room? 

RESPONSE: Changes to irrigation layout will be included in Addendum 1.  – See link in 
word document posted with this Addendum 01. 

 
QUESTION: Plan sheets at wall details refer to “bagged insulation”. Assuming the exterior 

envelope at walls and roof to be simple saver R25 per spec section 13 34 21, 
between structure and exterior sheathing, correct? 

RESPONSE: Yes, that is correct. 
 
QUESTION: Verify it is anticipated that infill metal stud framing will be utilized between 

PEMB wall girts? 
RESPONSE: Use PEMB girts to infill between exterior wall (horizontal) girts. 
 
QUESTION: Sheet A5.10, detail 8 and A5.11, detail 1 shows a soffit vent. Please specify a type 

and assume it to be contiguous? 
RESPONSE: Yes, product to be added in Addendum 01 Section   09 21 16 – Product: 

Flannery, Inc.; Exterior Soffit Ventilation Trim: www.flannerytrim.com.  – 
See link in word document posted with this Addendum 01. 

 
QUESTION: Structural plans note that Metal Stud framing will require engineered shop 

drawings and design, correct? 
RESPONSE: Correct. Per S0.02 light gauge structural metal framing is delegated design. 
 
QUESTION: Are doors 01-04-07B and 01-04-08 to be any type of storm door or standard HM 

as specified? 
RESPONSE: Standard HM. Refer to Addendum 01 Section 08 11 13 Hollow Metal Doors 

and Frames for clarification of gauge thickness for these doors. 
 
QUESTION: Civil sheets identify flow lines of sanitary at east side on sheet C6.00 exiting the 

building. Plumbing sheet P1.01 identifies different elevations. Advise which is 
correct? 

http://www.flannerytrim.com/
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RESPONSE: Sanitary flow lines have been revised to be below the continuous structural 
footing.  This will be shown in Addendum #01.  – See link in word document 
posted with this Addendum 01. 
The FL elevations on sheet C6.00 are the elevations required for the sanitary 
lines after leaving the building in order to clear the other site utilities.   

 
QUESTION: Sally Port is shown to have a sliding gate, electrical sheet E1.01 is not showing a 

circuit or J Box for this, please advise? 
RESPONSE: Sally port gate power is detailed on sheet EP1.03 
 
QUESTION: Sheet E3.01 indicates four (4) receptacles in Room 01-08-12. Please verify this 

count is adequate with all required equipment, HVAC, Boiler, FA Panel, FP 
devices and potential Irrigation controller? 

RESPONSE: Receptacle count has been revised.  This will be shown in Addendum #01.  – 
See link in word document posted with this Addendum 01. 

 
QUESTION: Sheet T2.01 note #5 advises to have a two (2) 20 amp circuits in a quad for AVR 

in room 01-05-03. This is not shown on the electrical drawings. 
RESPONSE: AVR will be located in the MDF.  AVR will be removed from 01-05-03 in 

addendum 01.  – See link in word document posted with this Addendum 01. 
 
QUESTION: Verify incoming fiber line to MDF room is provided by Service provider. Conduit 

raceway is in this scope, correct? 
RESPONSE: Correct. 
 
QUESTION: Verify contractor is to place all wall backing required for FF&E package. 
RESPONSE: Yes. 
 
QUESTION: Sheet SG0.12, note 8 and section 10 14 00, 1.03, E., refers to engineering for 

signage. Will all signage require engineer shop drawing? 
RESPONSE: Yes. 
 
QUESTION: Section 05 40 00, notes to provide design calculations for metal stud framing by 

Texas registered Engineer, verify this is correct? 
RESPONSE: Calculations are to be provided by an Oklahoma registered engineer.  
 
QUESTION: Section 07 42 13.23, 1.05, D. , 6. Notes to have engineers stamp or seal on shop 

drawings for anchorage or attachment, verify this is correct? 
RESPONSE: Yes, this is correct. 
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QUESTION: Section 08 43 13, 1.06, A. verify storefront system to be designed and 
engineered? 

RESPONSE: Yes, this is correct. 
 
QUESTION: Section 08 43 13, 3.04, D. and section 08 56 53, 3.04, B. , notes to have 

independent testing in accordance with AAMA performed, verify this is correct? 
RESPONSE: Yes, this is correct for 08 43 13.  For Section 08 56 53, this AAMA 

requirement will be removed in Addendum 01 along with exterior security 
view window type.  This section will only contain the interior security pass-
through window type in the revised version to be issued in Addendum 01.  
Exterior framing (now to be non-ballistic-resistant aluminum window wall 
framing) for the exterior security windows will be changed to be covered in 
Section 08 46 00 Window Wall Assemblies (new section to be issued in 
Addendum 01) and the security glazing to be used within the window wall 
framing for the exterior security windows will be covered in Section 08 88 00 
Special Function Glazing (to be revised in Addendum 01 - exterior ballistic-
resistant glazing type revised.) 

 
QUESTION: Section 09 05 61, 1.05, A. , notes to have moisture and alkalinity testing done by 

independent testing agency, verify this is correct? 
RESPONSE: Yes, that is correct. 
 
QUESTION: Is project schedule on this one going to be tight? Will they be interested in 

holding the NTP?  
RESPONSE: The Nation wants the project to start as soon as possible after execution of 

agreement with successful bidder. 
 
QUESTION: There isn’t a fence spec.  Will the attached work for this project (included with 

this Addendum).  
RESPONSE: The attached fence information is approved, but slats shall be black. 
 
QUESTION:  Can we get this building supplier approved? (included with this Addendum). 
RESPONSE: See previous question for Click response regarding Honeycutt Steel 

Buildings. 
 
QUESTION: Sheet A5.01 indicates that most exterior walls shall have 7/8" hat channel 

attached to the interior side of the metal building framing with gyp board 
attached. The exterior side shows 5/8" exterior glass mat faced gyp. sheathing 
attached directly to metal building framing. Would this need reversed metal r-
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panel to secure the bagged insulation and provide a substrate to attached the 
exterior sheathing? 

RESPONSE: Sheathing with a reversed metal panel to provide the substrate as needed is 
acceptable.  Panel to be provided by the PEMB manufacturer.  

 
QUESTION: Ceiling symbol legend on sheet A9.10 shows symbols  GYP01 and GYP02. I 

could not find a description for these products. 
RESPONSE: GYP01 is to be a typical gypsum board product; GYP02 is a sound-absorbing 

gypsum board ceiling system. This will be included in the drawings for 
Addendum 01. 

 
QUESTION: On sheet A9.10, exterior walls at windows in offices show "RS01" . I could not 

find this on the ceiling symbol legend. Would this be a standard framed gyp. 
board soffit to accommodate the shade cloth housing? 

RESPONSE: Correct, standard framed gypsum to be used for roller shade housing. 
 
QUESTION: Wall-Type "BA" on sheet A6.01 shows acoustically enhanced gyp. board. Would 

this product be the same product specified in section 092116, subsection 2.03, 
product C in specs? 

RESPONSE: Yes, that is correct. 
 
QUESTION: In spec. Section 092116, subsection 2.03, product D, (Sound-Absorbing Gyp. 

Panel Ceiling system) . Will this product be used on this project? If so, at what 
locations? 

RESPONSE: Reference RCP for rooms with GYP02 ceiling pattern and A7.01 for rooms 
listed to have GYP02. 

 
QUESTION: Will the bullet resistant sheathing shown at locations in courtroom on sheet A1.02 

be the only location that this product is needed for this project? 
RESPONSE: No, reference sheet A2.30 for other locations, which are tied to the floor plan 

window tags. 
 
QUESTION: It was noted at the pre bid to bid specified products with no substitutions, sections 

07 31 13,  07 24 00, 07 42 13.23, & 08 43 13 do not provide a specified 
manufacturer, nor basis of design manufacturer. Please provide a basis of design 
manufacturer(s) for pricing. 

RESPONSE: Specification sections each refer to the Exterior Design Selections schedule on 
Sheet A2.00 for basis of design manufacturers and products as scheduled. 

 
QUESTION: Are Doors 01-04-05 A & B and doors 01-04-12 A & B, HM Type 1? Please 

confirm that are no sidelights with these HM Type 1 frames. 
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RESPONSE: No sidelights 
 
QUESTION: Are there more details for the Ballistic Partition, in the Court Room? 
RESPONSE: No. 

 
QUESTION: How many ballistic SF6 windows are being added and/ or deleted in ALT 1? 
RESPONSE: Reference sheet A1.03 Floor Plan and Roof Plan (add alternate) 
 
QUESTION: How many Non ballistic windows are being added and/ or deleted in ALT 1? 
RESPONSE: Reference sheet A1.03 Floor Plan and Roof Plan (add alternate) 
 
QUESTION: What are the model numbers for soap dispenser and hand sanitizer? 
RESPONSE: To be coordinated by Cherokee Nation with successful  bidder. 
 
QUESTION: Substitution request for Strek-O Doors, for Flush Wood Doors. 
RESPONSE: This manufacturer is acceptable for providing an equal substitution product 

with a custom finish to match the specified finish indicated on the Interior 
Design Selections schedule. 

  
QUESTION: Are Safety/Security scopes being rough-in only and provided by others ?  
RESPONSE: See project manual and Telecom sheets for further information. 
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BASE BID: CATOOSA DISTRICT COURT – UPDATED  
 

The General Contractor, as Bidder, agrees to perform all work as shown and called for in the 
Plans and Specifications for the Cherokee Nation, that is shown to be the Base Bid. 
 

The project will be completed within bidder’s Calendar Days to Complete from Notice of 
Award issued by Cherokee Nation.  The Bidder agrees to furnish all labor, quality control, 
materials, supplies, and supervision to complete the project in accordance with the scope 
of work and specifications for this project, and at the prices stated below. 
 

 BASE BID:    $__________________________ 
 
 ALTERNATE 1:   $__________________________ 
 
 ALTERNATE 2:   $__________________________ 
 
 GRAND TOTAL:   $__________________________ 
 
 Calendar Days to Complete: ___________________________ 
 

NOTE TO BIDDERS REGARDING INDIAN PREFERENCE:  (Check One) 
TERO Certified Contractor:  _____ Yes     _____ No 
(Proof of certification must accompany all bids)  
Major Cherokee Employer:  _____ Yes     _____ No 
(Bidder must contact TERO at 918-453-5000 for this preference) 
 
SUBMITTED:   ________________________________________________ 
    Company Name 
 
    ________________________________________________ 
     Company Address 
 
    ________________________________________________ 
    Company Address 
 
    ________________________________________________ 
    Authorized Signature 
 

    ________________________________________________ 
    Print Name     Title 
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Building Supplier Information Approval/Waiver Request  

HONEYCUTT 
S T E E L   B U I L D I N G S 
We Build Business 

 
Pre-Engineered Metal Building Systems   •   Pryor, Oklahoma 
7.30.26 
 
 
 
 
For transmittal to: Engineer of Record 

RE: Request for Waiver of Manufacturer Qualification Requirements 
Project: Cherokee Nation Catoosa District Court 
Specification: Section 13 34 21 — Pre-Engineered Metal Buildings (Project No. 25-08.69, 
Vol. 1, Page 8 of 23) 
Paragraphs: 1.6.C.1.a.2 (IAS AC472 Accreditation) and 1.6.C.1.a.3 (MBMA Membership) 
Bid Date: 8.14.26 

 
Dear Jen: 
Honeycutt Steel Buildings respectfully requests a waiver of the two manufacturer qualification 
requirements identified below and offers in their place the alternative measures set out in this 
letter.  
Honeycutt brings forty years of experience in the manufacture and erection of metal building 
systems, is a TERO-certified vendor of the Cherokee Nation, and maintains its quality program 
in accordance with the AC472 criteria.  
We are prepared to meet every design, fabrication, performance, inspection, and warranty 
requirement of Section 13 34 21 without exception.  
This request is directed solely at two third-party credentialing prerequisites, not at the technical 
substance of the specification. 
 
1.  Requirements for Which Waiver Is Requested 
Paragraph 1.6.C.1.a.2 — “Company certified by IAS as having met the criteria for AC472 
Inspection Program.” 
Paragraph 1.6.C.1.a.3 — “Member in good standing of the Metal Building Manufacturer’s 
Association.” 
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Honeycutt manufactures in accordance with the AC472 criteria but has not pursued third-party 
IAS accreditation, and is not a member of MBMA. Honeycutt fully satisfies Paragraph 
1.6.C.1.a.1, exceeding the specified fifteen (15) year minimum. 
 
2.  Basis for the Request — AC472 Accreditation 
IAS AC472 is an accreditation program that verifies a metal building manufacturer maintains a 
documented quality management system subject to periodic third-party audit. Its practical 
significance under the building code is that it establishes the fabricator as an approved fabricator 
under IBC Chapter 17, which permits the Building Official to relieve the fabricator of continuous 
shop special inspection. 
The requirement therefore serves a verification function, not a design or performance function. 
Honeycutt already manufactures to the AC472 criteria; what Honeycutt does not hold is the 
accreditation certificate evidencing third-party audit of that program. That verification can be 
supplied for this project — with greater project-specific rigor than a periodic general audit — 
through independent third-party special inspection of shop fabrication, performed by an agency 
of the Owner’s or Engineer’s choosing and paid for by Honeycutt. Under that approach the 
Owner receives continuous, project-specific inspection documentation for the actual building 
being furnished. 
 
3.  Basis for the Request — MBMA Membership 
MBMA is a voluntary dues-based trade association. Membership is not a code requirement, is 
not a technical or engineering qualification, and is not a certification of quality, capability, or 
capacity. It is not administered as a conformity-assessment program and carries no inspection, 
audit, or performance criteria comparable to AC472 or AISC certification. 
The technical standard that matters — the MBMA Metal Building Systems Manual — is a 
published document available to and routinely used by non-member fabricators, and Honeycutt 
designs and fabricates in conformance with it, as Paragraph 1.6.A already requires of all bidders. 
Retaining membership as a mandatory qualification restricts the field of qualified bidders 
without a corresponding gain in quality or code compliance, and we respectfully suggest it be 
revised to require conformance with the Manual rather than membership in the association. 
 
4.  Effect on Cherokee Nation TERO Participation 
Honeycutt is a TERO-certified vendor of the Cherokee Nation and is located in Pryor, 
Oklahoma, within the Nation’s reservation boundaries. We respectfully note that as written, 
Paragraphs 1.6.C.1.a.2 and 1.6.C.1.a.3 have the practical effect of limiting this scope of work to a 
small number of national manufacturers holding both credentials, and would exclude TERO-
certified vendors otherwise qualified to perform the work. 
We raise this not as an objection to the Engineer’s standard of care, which we share, but because 
the credentials in question are procedural rather than technical, and their retention would narrow 
participation on a Cherokee Nation facility in a manner we do not believe was intended. We 
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respectfully request that the Nation’s contracting preference for TERO-certified vendors be 
considered in evaluating this waiver, and we are prepared to coordinate directly with the 
Cherokee Nation TERO Office and the Nation’s project management staff to document our 
qualifications through whatever process the Nation prefers. 
 
5. Proposed Equivalent Measures 
In consideration of the requested waiver, Honeycutt commits to the following, all at no 
additional cost to the Owner: 

SPECIFIED 
REQUIREMENT 

PROPOSED EQUIVALENT MEASURE 

Third-party quality 
oversight of shop 
fabrication (function of 
AC472 accreditation) 

Honeycutt will retain, at its sole cost, an independent inspection 
agency acceptable to the Engineer of Record and the Authority 
Having Jurisdiction to perform special inspection of shop 
fabrication in accordance with IBC Chapter 17. Inspection 
reports will be furnished directly to the Engineer, the Owner, 
and the Building Official on a continuing basis for the duration 
of fabrication. 

Documented experience 
(Paragraph 1.6.C.1.a.1) 

Forty (40) years of experience in the manufacture and erection 
of metal building systems. Documented project history, 
references, and comparable completed work furnished on 
request. This exceeds the specified fifteen (15) year minimum. 

Delegated engineering All primary and secondary framing design, calculations, 
erection drawings, and shop drawings will be prepared under 
the direct supervision of, and sealed by, a Professional Engineer 
licensed in the State of Oklahoma, in accordance with 
Paragraph 1.6.B. 

MBMA design standards 
(function of MBMA 
membership) 

Honeycutt will design, fabricate, and furnish the metal building 
system in full conformance with the MBMA Metal Building 
Systems Manual, AISC 360, AISI S100, and IBC / ASCE 7 
loading criteria as specified, and will provide a signed 
certification of conformance with the Manual. The Manual is a 
published industry standard available to and used by non-
member fabricators. 

Warranty Manufacturer warranties equal to or exceeding those specified, 
including paint finish, weathertightness, and structural warranty 
coverage, issued on Honeycutt letterhead and backed by the 
fabricator of record. 
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SPECIFIED 
REQUIREMENT 

PROPOSED EQUIVALENT MEASURE 

Capacity and past 
performance 

Current bonding capacity, certificate of insurance, financial 
statements, and Cherokee Nation TERO certification 
documentation furnished on request. 

 
6.  Requested Action 
We respectfully request that the Engineer of Record confirm by written addendum, prior to 
8.4.26, one of the following: 
▪ That Paragraphs 1.6.C.1.a.2 and 1.6.C.1.a.3 are waived for Honeycutt Steel Buildings on the 

terms proposed above; or 
▪ That the paragraphs are revised to permit an alternative demonstration of qualification — 

specifically, manufacture in accordance with the AC472 criteria combined with independent 
third-party shop special inspection under IBC Chapter 17 in lieu of IAS accreditation, and 
conformance with the MBMA Metal Building Systems Manual in lieu of MBMA 
membership. 

Because these are prequalification criteria, a determination prior to bid is necessary for 
Honeycutt to submit a responsive and fully compliant proposal. We are glad to provide our 
Quality Control Manual, welding procedures, forty-year project history, TERO certification, and 
bonding and insurance documentation in advance of the bid, or to attend a call with the design 
team and the Nation’s project staff at your convenience. 
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Fencing Information per Request follows 
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