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APPLICATION FOR
FEDERAL ASSISTANCE

2. DATE SUBMITTED

Applicant 1entifier
762010

1. TYPE OF SUBMISSION

Application Pre-application

3. DATE RECEIVED BY STATE

State Application [dentifier

B3 Construction [J Canstruction

i3 Non-Construction {J Nen-Consfruclion

4. DATE RECEIVED BY FEDERAL AGENCY

Federal 1dentifier

5. APPLICANT INFORMATION

Lagal Wame:
Gainesville-Alachua County Regional Airport Authority

Crganizational Unlt;

Department:. Alrport Administration

Organizational DUNS:  13-482-5275

Diision: _ Aldrport Autheority

Adidress: Name-and telephone number of the persen to he contacted on matlers
Street: 3880 NE 39‘“ Ave. Involving this appilcafion {give area code):
Sulte A Prefix M, f First Name: Alian
Sity; Gaingsville Middte Name: Johin
County:  Alachua LastName. Penksa
State:  FL i Zip Code: 32609~ Sufix:
Country:  USA Eraall allan.penksa@iygainesville com
6. EMPLOYERIDENTIFICATION NUMBER {EIN}): Phons Number {give area code) Fax Number {give area code);
(slel—Tal7]7 14 e14a13] 352-373:0249 352-374-8368

8. TYPE GF APPLIGATION:
HKiMew TIContinuation
H Revision, enter approprale letier(s) in box(es)

{See instructions for desariplion of fellers ) D @:}
ier (specify)

ORevision

7. TYPE OF APPLICANT: (See Instiuctions for Application Types)
G

Olner (specify)

8. NAME OF FEDERAL AGENCY: Federal Aviation Administration

10. CATALOG OF FEDERAL DOMESTIC ASSISTANCE NUMBER:
l2fcle[1T06T6]

TITLE (Name of Programbk Alrpod Inyprovement Program

11. DESCRIPTIVE TITLE OF APPLICANT'S PROJECT:

Rehabilitate South Airfield Lighting Vauli and Misc. Airfleld
Elec. Improvements

Rehabilitate Taxiway C

12, AREAS AFFECTED BY PROJECT (Citigs; Counties, Slate, ele.); Rehabilitate T.'axgway A. Phase}
All or portions of Alachia, Bradferd, Clay, Columbia, Prepare Alrport Wildiife Hazard Plan and Acquire Witdiife
Gilchrest, Levy, Marion, Putnam and Union Counties in Caniral Devices
north ceniral Florida.

13, PROPOSED PRQJECT 14, CONGRESSINAL DISTRICTS OF:

| Start Date: 1/7/12010 J Ending Dater 12/31/2071

a. Applicant Fifth District l b. Project Fiflh District

15, ESTIMATED FUNDING;

16, 13 APPLICATION SUBJECT TO REVIEW BY STATE EXECUTIVE
ORDER 12372 PROCESS?

a. Federal $2,244,794.00
b, Applicant $59,855.00
c. State $68,202.00
d. Local

a. Olher

{. Program Incoms

g. TOTAL $2,362,841.00

a. Yes[® THIS PREAPPLICATIONWAS MADE AVAILABLE TO THE
STATE EXECUTIVE ORDER 12372 PROCESS FOR REVIEW
ON DATE: 1/7/2010
b. No. [0 PROGRAM IS NOT COVERED BY £.0. 12372
1 OR PROGRAM HAS NOT BEEN SELECTED BY STATE FOR
REVIEW

17. 18 THE APPLICANT DELINQUENT ON ANY FEOERAL DEBT?
[ Yes 1f*Yes", altagh an explanation. No

18. TO THE BEST OF MY KNOWLEDGE AND BELIEF, ALL DATA IN THIS APPLICATION/PREAPPLICATION ARE TRUE AND CORRECT.
THE GOVERNING BODY OF THE APPLICANT HAS DULY AUTHORIZED THE DOCUMENT, AND THE APPLICANT WILL COMPLY WiTH
THE ATTACHED ASSURANCES [F THE ASSISTANGE 18 AWARDED,

a, Authorized Representative

Prafix. Mr. First Nama: Allan Middle Name: John
Last Name: Pénksa Suffix:
b, Title; CEO ¢. Telephone Mumber (give area codel 352-373-0249
d. Signature ef%u!horfzad{ﬁjﬁpmsentalim e. Date Signed;
e o ﬁ, f‘,/
e Mol sy 2010
’? ;

{7
[
Previoys Edilons Usable
Authorized for Local Repreduction

Standard For 424 (REV 9.2003)
Prescribed by OMB Gircular A-102

b
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PROGRAM NARRATIVE
Application for Federal Assistance Dated July 6, 2010

Gainesville Regional Afeport

Rehabilitation of Seuth Airfield Electrieal Vault, Upgrade Airport Lighting Control
System and Mise, Airfield Electrical Improvements

Prf)j'cci' Summfu'),

The airport’s main airfield lighting electrical vault was constructed in 1978 and requires
rehebilitation. This vault provides electrical power to the air po;l S pr Lmaly rinway, parallel
taxiway, misc. apron and taxiway edge lighting as well as all airport maintained approach

lighting aids (PAPTand REIL). All primary airfield fighting control relays ate located in the
vault and receive inputs from the Alr Traffic Coniro] Tower and pilet vadio control unit.
The existing control relay panel is obsolete and parts are no longer manufactured. A new
PLC based lighting control panel will be instailed with touch séreen controls in the air
traffic control tower. Some of the constant current wgulatms are aiso in need of
replacement due to age and parts availability, The existing engine generator is f1pp]oachmgD
thirty years of age and is to be icplaced The associated automatic transfer switch is
obsolete and is to be replaced. The vault is subject to high interior temperatures and basic
air conditioning for equipment cooling purposes will be installed. Basic building
improvements include: upgrade/replacement of electiical distribution panels; new interior
and exterfor lighting; door replacement and instaliation Skv safety floor matting. Some
misc. airfield improvements including select airfield sign panel replacement and installation
of a radio activated ARFF alarnt operated from the air tratfic control tower are also included
in the project,

The Afrport Authority requests use of $544,452 in FY 2010 FAA entitlement funds for 95%
of construction costs, professional fees and reimbursement of minor administrative costs
associated with this project.  The project was designed and bid by the airport’s professional
engineering consultant. A copy of the project budget and bid tabulations is included.

Project Justification

The project is needed to continue provision of reliable electric power, including emergency
power when needed, to the airfield lighting and signage system. Continued operational
control from the tower is at risk due to the obsolete relay control panel. An alternate, radic
activated ARFF alarm system with battery back-up, independent of local telephone services
and on-airport buried cabling is desired for increased safety.
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Rehabilitation of Taxiyway C Pavermient

Project Summary

Taxiway C provides a critical, direct comnection between the airport's primary instrument
tunway and the main general aviation apron and its various aeronautical service providers,
The Airport Authority proposes to rehabilitate Taxiway C between Taxiway A and the hold
short line for Runway 11-29, a distance of approximately 2,300 ft. Our records indicate the
existing asphalt pavement in this area is in excess of thirty years old and has been evalusted
as poor along its majority, with PCl's of 43-57. The pavement has outlived its expected
service life. The surface suffers from high density reflective cracking. Surface freatments
and crack filling will not be effective in significantly prolonging the pavements life due to
the density of the cracks.  Rehabilitation is needed in order to avoid a more costly
reconsiruction.  The Abrport Authority proposes to mill and remove existing asphalt to a
depth necessary to limit the re-occurrence of reflective cracking and replace with new
asphalt pavement sufficient to accommodate aircraft operations expected over the life of the
pavement. The taxiway is 50 fl. wide with non-standard 47 1. wide paved shoulders. A
portion of the existing paved shoulders up to the existing taxiway edge lights will be
rehabilitated and the excess will be removed and replaced with sod. The project has been
designed by a professional engineering consultant in accordance with applicable FAA
Group 11 design standards.

The Authority requests FAA funds in the amount of $898,980, renresenting 95% of the
anticipated project costs. A cost summary, including construction costs, professional
services and minor administrative costs is attached, A copy of the project bid tabulation is
also attached.

Project Justification

Taxiway C is required for efficient aircraft movements between the primary instrument
runway (R/W 11-29) and main general aviation apron, hangars and connecting taxiways.
Rehabilitation is necessary to maintain functionality of the taxiway and eliminate F.Q.D.
and potential damage to aircrafl.

Taxiway A Pavement Rehabilitation - Phase I

Prajeet Summary

Taxiway A is the airport’s main general aviation taxiway. T/W A runs parallel to Runway
7-25 and provides access to the public apron and all general aviation hangars and
acronautical businesses on the airport. The approximate 6,500 ft. long taxiway was
lengthened at various times and the pavement strength, width, and condition varies along its
length. The taxiway services a variety of aireraft including occasional FAA Design Group
[if and IV airline transport category aircraft conducting charters from the general aviation
apron (south end), and is limited to Design Group T aircraft accessing T-hangars at the
north end, The majority of the pavement Is in éxcess of thirty yeass old and the pavement
condition index in eritical areas is referenced as "poor™ (PCI 41-55) and "very poor” (PCI
26-40). The area to be rehabilitated in Phase I has reached the end of its expected service
lite. The surface suffers from high density reflective cracking. Surface treatments and
crack filling are not practical and will not significantly prolong the pavements life due to the



density of the cracks. Rehabilitation in these areas is needed in order to avoid a more
costly reconstruction. The Airport Authority proposes to mill/femove the poorest sections
(approximately 2,875 Lf. of asphalt) to a depth necessary to limit the re-occurrence of
reflective cracking and replace with new asphalt pavement sufficient (o accommodate
aircraft operations expected over the fife of the pavement. Crack filling will occur on the
balance of the taxiway (approx. 3,570 L£) in order to prolong the life of the remaining
pavement, which is categorized as fair to good. Crack sealing will reduce water intrusion
which erodes the pavement base and sub-base and eliminate vegetation growth through the
pavement.

The Authority requests FAA funds in the amount of $771,664 representing 95% of the
anticipated project costs. A cost summary, including construction costs, professional
services and minor administrative costs is aftached. A copy of the project bid tabulation is
also attached.

Project Justification

Taxiway A is the primary taxiway serving the airport’s general aviation facilities. Paveinent
rehabilitation is necessary to maintain functionality of approximately 2,875 L.f. of taxiway,
reduce foreign object debris (F.O.D.) and prolong the life of the remaining pavement by
sealing cracks,

Conduct Wildlife Hazard Management Plan and acquire Mise. Wildlife Control
Devices, _

The airport is currently conducting an FAA funded Wildlife Hazard Study. The year long
study will be concluded by the end of 2010 and has identified various species of birds and
animals that frequent the airport. The consultant has also #dentified various attractants for
future action and additional measures that can be employed to mitigate wildlife hazards.
The airport has experienced several “triggering events” requiring the study and based on the
observations and data collected, it is expected that a Wildlife Hazard Management Plan will
be required. In order to maintain continuity and complete and execute the plan at the
carliest possible time, the Airport Authority is requesting funds now. The cost for the
WHMP is $21, 262.

The airport actively employs measures to scate and eliminate birds on the airport. The
wildlife consultant has recommended additional measures that can be employed in the
short-term to further discourage bird activity, The Airport Authority requests funds to
purchase additional scare devices, including propane cannons, bird effigies, scare pistols as
well as anti-nesting devices such as bird spikes to discourage nesting on shade hangars,
aritennas, lighting fixtures and other manmade structures.  The Alrport Authority will
provide labor for instatlation at its own expense.

The total cost of the wildlife Plan and control devices is $31,262.00. The Airport Authority
requests FAA funds in the amount of $29,699, representing 95% of project costs.



Gainesville Reglonal Alrport
Fas AP Application
July 10, 2610

PROJECT COST SUMMARY

Airfield Lighting Vault Rehabilitation and NMisc. Airfield Electrical liviprovents
Construction

Mil-Con Electric Company $425,617.00
per bid opened 8/23/2010

Professional Services
URS inc. Task Order #13 $71,500.00
Design and bid nhase services

URS Inc. Task Order #14 (pending) $75,000.00
RPR and construction phase services

Administration
Bid adverstisements, postage $990.00

Project Total ~ $573.107.00

Taxiway C Rehabilitation

Constiuction

Andrews Paving Ine. $677,995.00
per bid openad 6/23/2040

Professional Services
URS Inc. Task Order #12 $121,732.00
Design and Bid Phase Services

URS Inc. Task Ordear #15 (pending) $142,868.00
RPR and conslruction phase services

Administration

The LPA Group, Inc.- Prof. designs services {FE $1,407.00
The LPA Group iInc. - Prof. RPR services IFE $1,407.00
8id advertisements, postage $1,188.00

Project Total




100182)

Taxiway A Rehabilitation Phase |
Construction

Andrews Paving inc.

per bid opened 6/23/2010

Professional Services
URS Inc. task Order #4
Design and Bid Phase Sarvices

URS inc. Task Order #16 (pending)
_RPR and construction phase services

Administration
The LPA Group Inc. - Prof. RPR services IFE
Bidt advertisements, postage

Project Tofal

$608,837.00

$83,700.00

$117,140.00

$1,407.00
$1,083.00

Prepare Airport Wildlife Hazard Plan and Acquire

Misc. Wildlife Control Equipment

Professional Services
Environmental Resource Sclutions, Inc.

Wildlife contrel devices - materials and equipment

Project Total

$21,262.00

$10,000.00




ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCE
SOLUTIONS, INCORPORATED

GAINESVILLE REGIONAL AIRPORT
Phase 2 Consuitant Services

1. Consulting services associated with preparation of a Wildiife Hazard Management Plan (WHMP),

Cue to polential wildiife hazards to afrcrafl operations, GNV is in the process of completing a Wiidife
Hazard Assessment (WHA)., The assessment is being conducted by a Qualified Airport Wildlife Biologist
pursuant to 14 CFR Part 139.337. Upon complelion of the WHA (December 2010), Environmental

Resource Solutions, Inc, {ERS) will assist GNV in the complation of a WHMP,

A WHMP addresses policies, procedures and responsibiliies at GNV to reduce wildlife hazards, The
Afrport Chief Executive Officer generally has authority over the WHMP and various depariments will each
have specific duties and responsibilities idenlified in the final WHMP. As such, it will be crifical fo receive
significant input from each airport staff member to successfully complete this task. The final WHMP wil
address specific wildiife hazards al GNV and will establish guidelines for alleviating thess hazards.
Specifically, the WHMP will incorporate the seven elements required by FAA under 14 CFR 139.337(f,
These elements are:

1. The persans who have the authorily and responsibility for implemanting the plan.
2. Priorities for needed habitat modification and changes v land use identified in the WHA, with target
ttates for completion.
3. Requlrements for and, where applicable, copies of local, state, and federal wildlife control parmils,
Identificalion of resources to be provided by the certficate holder for implementation of (e plan.
5. Procedires to b followed during air carrier operalions, including af least:
a. Deslgnation of persomnel responsible for implementing the procedures;
b. Provisions to conduct physical inspections of the aircraft movement areas and olher areas
critical to successiully manage known wildlife hazards before air carder operafions begin;
c. Wildiife-controt measures; and
d. Ways o communicale effeclively between personnel conducting wildiife control o
ohserving wildlife hazards and the air traffic control tower,
6. Procedures to review and evaluale the WHMP every 12 months or following a triggering event:
a. The plan’s effectiveness in dealing with known wildlife hazards on or in the vicinily of the
airport; and '
b, Aspects of the wildlife hazards described in the WHA that shouid be reevaluated.
7. A lraining program by a Qualified Airport Wildlife Biologist to provide alport personnel with the
knowiedge and skills ngeded to carry out the WHMP.

i

Page 1 of 1
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12009302
June 25, 2010

Mr. Allan J. Penksa

Chief Executive Officer
Gainesville Regional Airport
3880 NE 39" Avenue, Suite A
Gainesville, Florida 32609

Reference:

GACRAA PROJECT NO. 10-006

SOUTH VAULT RENOVATION AND ALCS UPGRADE

FAA AIP PROJECT NO. 03-12-0028-031-2010

GAINESVILLE REGIONAL AIRPORT

Dear Mr. Penksa:

We have received and reviewed the Bids that were publicly opened and read aloud on June 23, 2010 for the

referenced project. The following is a list of Bidders and the amount bid by each:

FIRM

BID AMOUNT

Military Construction Corporation, Florida
dba MIL-CON Electric Company

The New Florida Industrial Electric, Inc.

Precision Approach LLC

Hypower, Inc.

$390,238.00
$9.542.00
$4,134.00
$7.496.00
$197.00
$14,010.00

$405,183.00
$23,270.00
$9,362.00
$667.00
$422.00
$17,330.00

$500,000.00
$28,010.00
$23,770.00
$500.00
$250.00
$16,770.00

$557,367.00
$36,620.00
$13,013.00
$451.00
$407.00
$19,164.00

Base Bid

Bid Option 1
Bid Option 2
Bid Option 3
Bid Option 4
Bid Option 5

Base Bid

Bid Option 1
Bid Option 2
Bid Option 3
Bid Option 4
Bid Option 5

Base Bid

Bid Option |
Bid Option 2
Bid Option 3
Bid Option 4
Bid Option 5

Base Bid

Bid Option 1
Bid Option 2
Bid Option 3
Bid Option 4
Bid Option 3




Scherer Construction of North Florida $875,500.00 Base Bid
$77,550.00 Bid Option 1
$68,640.00 Bid Option 2
$50,600.00 Bid Option 3
$52,250.00 Bid Option 4
$15,500.00 Bid Option 5

Engineer’s Estimate

$685,285.00

Base Bid

$27,000 Bid Option 1
$15,000 Bid Option 2
$10,000 Bid Option 3
$1,500 Bid Option 4
$26,000 Bid Option 5

Based on the desire to fully utilize the available grant funds we recommend that you award a contract for the
construction of the Base Bid and the combination of Bid Options 1 through 5 that bests suits the needs of the
Airport.  The lowest responsive bid for the combination of the Base Bid and all of the Bid Options was
received from Military Construction Corporation, Florida dba MIL-CON Electric Company and it is forty
four percent (44%) lower than the Engineer’s Estimate.

The bids received from Military Construction Corporation, Fiorida dba MIL-CON Electric Company and The
New Florida Industrial Electric, Inc. were both missing non-material bid forms when the bids were opened.
Both bidders submitted the missing documentation within 24 hours. We recommend that the missing forms
be considered a minor irregularity and the matter be waived.

We have evaluated the qualifications of Military Construction Corporation, Florida dba MIL-CON Electric
Company and, in our opinion; we believe that Military Construction Corporation, Florida dba MIL-CON
Electric Company is qualified to perform the Work. We unconditionally recommend that Military
Construction Corporation, Florida dba MIL-CON Electric Company be awarded a contract for the Base Bid
and the combination of Bid Options 1 through 5 of the South Vault Renovation and ALCS Upgrade project at
Gainesville Regional Airport that bests suits the Airport under a FAA entitlement grant.

Enclosed for your fite is a copy of the “Bid Tabulation™ of the bids received.
Sincerely,

URS CORPORATION

(L2 8 o 5

William R. Prange, P.E.
Enclosure
xc:  Mike Iguina, Lynn Noffsinger/GNV

Steve Henriguez, Dennis Combs, Dave Schmidgali, file/URS

v



DETERMINATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

Alrport: Gainesville Regional (GNY)

Detailed Project Description: Rehabilitate South Alrfield Electrical Vault and Misc,
Airfield Electrical Improvements

In order for the FAA {0 determine the appropriate cowrse of actien, the FAA must deteimine
and the sponsor must certify that the proposed aetion is not likely to:

a. Havean effect on properties protected under Section 106 of the Historic Preservation Act
of 1966, as amended, Section 4(f) of the Department of Transportation Act of 1966, or
Section 6(f} of the Land and Wateir Conservation Act;

b. Be highly controversial on environmenial grounds. A proposed Federal action is
considered highly controversial when the action is opposed by a Federal, state or local
government agency or by a substuntial number of peisons affected by such action on
envirommental grounds;

¢. Have a significant impact on naturai, ecological, cultural, or seenic resowrces of national,
state, or local significance, including endangered species, wetland, floodplains, coastal
zones, ptime or unique farmland, energy supply and natural resources, or resources
protected by the Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act;

d. Be highly controversial with respect to the availability of adequate relocation housing. In
an action involving relocation of persons or businesses, a coniroversy over the amount of
the acquisition or relocation payments is not considered to be a contioversy with respect
to the availability of adequate rejocation housing;

e. Cause substantial division or disruption of an established community, or distupt orderly,
planned development, or is likely to be not reasonably consistent with plans or goals that
have been adopled by the community in which the project is located;

£ Have a significant environmental impact on minority or low-income populations;

g. Cause a significanl increase in swiace tratfic congestion;

h. Have a significant impaet on noise levels of noise sensitive areas;

i, Have a significant impact on water quality or contaminate a public water supply system,

j. Have a significant impact on air quality or violate the local, state or Federal standards of
air quality;

L. Be inconsistent with any Federal, state, or logal law or administrative determination

relating to the énvironment.

Based on the attached Environmental Determination Checklist, | certify that the project(s)
deseribed above meet(s) the test for a Cateporical Exclusion in accordance with FAA Order
5050.4 A and paragraphs,a thru k above,

Signature of Autbbrized Alrport Representative Date

FAA Determination (by Program Manager/Environmental Specialist signature):

Categorically Excluded: i Date

Requires Further Environmental Analysis: Date



ENVIRONMENTAL DETERMINATION CHECKLIST (FY06)
Atrport: Gainesyille Regional (GNV)
Delailed description of Proposed Project: (attach drawing) Rehabilitate South Airficld
Electrical Vault and Mise, Airfield Eleetrical lmprovements

Prepared and certified by: %ﬁ[) ’&w Date: J-- 2000

YES | NO COMMENTS
IS THIS PROPOSED PROJECT LISTED AS
CATEGORICALLY EXCLUDED IN FAA
ORDER 5050.4A7 X
THIS PROPOSED PROJECT CONSISTS OF: R
First Time ALP Approval X
Commereial Service Alrport Location Approval X
New Air Carrier Runway X
New Alrport Logation X
New Runway X
Runway Exfension X
Runway Strengthening w/ 1.5 DNL Increase I X B
Construction or Relocation of a Roadway X
Land Acquisition %
ILS or ALS X
THIS PROPOSED PROJECT WILL
AFIFECT: N
Section 4(f) Land X
Historie/Archaeological Resources X
Farmland X
Wetlapds X
Floodplains x
Coastal Zone X
Endangered ot Threatened Species X
| THIS PROPOSED PROJECT IS LIKELY TO:
Be Highly Controversial on Environmental %
Grounds
Cause Natural Resource Impacts S
Be Controversial Regarding Relocation Housing %
Cause Community Distuption X
Cause Surface Traffic Congestion X
Cause Increase of 1.5 DNI, over Noise Sensitive X
Areas
Cause an Bffect on Alr Quality %
Cause an Effect on Water Quality X
Cause BEnvironmental Justice Concerns X
Contain or Affect Hazardous Materials X
Be Inconsistent with Other Epvirenmental Laws X

Attach detailed comments for all “yes™ answers ou a separate sheet, and explain your
tustification for a request for a determination of Categorical Exclusion.
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12009191
June 25, 2010

Mr. Allan i. Penksa

Chief Executive Officer
Gainesville Regional Airport
3880 NE 39" Avenue, Suite A
Gainesviile, Florida 32609

Reference: GACRAA PROJECT NO. 10-008
REHABILITATE TAXIWAY “C”
FAA AP PRGJECT NO. 03-12-0028-031-2010
GAINESVILLE REGIONAL AIRPORT

Dear Mr. Penksa:

We have received and reviewed the Bids that were publicly opened and read aloud on June 23, 2010 for the
referenced project. The following is a list of Bidders and the amount bid by each:

FIRM BID AMOUNT
Andrews Paving, Inc, $677,995.00
John C. Hipp Construction Equipment Company $721,795.75
CW Roberts Contracting, Inc. $820,200.00
APAC Southeast. Inc. $912,847.05
Anderson Columbia Co., Inc. $1,146,318.00
Engineer’s Estimate $1,105,955.00

Based on the desire to fully utilize all available grant funds we recommend that you award a contract for the
construction of Rehabilitate Taxiway “C™ if FAA funds become available. The lowest responsive bid for the
project was received from Andrews Paving, Inc. and it is thirty-nine percent (39%) lower than the Engineer’s
Estimate.

We have evaluated the qualifications of Andrews Paving, Inc. and, in our opinion; we believe that Andrews
Paving, Inc. is qualified to perform the Work. The low bid price from Andrews is a result of the current
market conditions and their lack of current projects. We unconditionally recommend that Andrews Paving,
In¢. be awarded a contract for Rehabilitate Taxiway “C” under a FAA entitlement grant if grant funds become
available.

Enclosed for your file is a copy of the “Bid Tabulaticn” of the bids received,
Sincerely,
URS CORPORATION

William R. Prange, P.E,
Enclosure
Xc: Mike lguina, Lynn Noffsinger/GNV

Steve Henriquez, Dennis Combs, Dave Schmidgall, file/URS




DETERMINATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

Alrport: Gaingsville Regional (GNV)

Detailed Project Description: Rehabilitate Taxbway C Pavement

In order for the FAA to determine the appropriale course of action, the FAA must determing
and the sponsor must cerlify that the proposed action is not likely Lo

a. Have an effect on properties protected under Section 106 of the Historic Preservation Act
of 1966, as amended, Section 4(f) of the Department of Transportation Act of 1966, or
Section 6{f) of the Land and Water Conservation Act;

b. Be highly controversial on envirommental grounds. A proposed Federal action is
considered highly controversial when the action is opposed by a Federal, state or local
government agency or by a substantial number of persons affected by such action on
environmenlal grouwnds;

¢ Have a significant impact on natural, ecological, cultural, or scenic resources of nationat,
state, or local significance, including endangered species, wetland, Hoodplains, coastal
zones, prime or unique farmland, energy supply and natwal resources, or resources
protected by the Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act;

d. Be highly controversial with respect (o the availability of adequate relocation housing. In
an action involving relocation of persons or businesses, a controversy over the amount of
the acquisition or relocation payments is not considered 10 be & conuoversy with respect
to the availability of adequate relocation housing,

e. Cause substantial division or disruption of an established comymunity, or disrupt orderly,
planned development, or is likely to be not reasonably consistent with plans or goals that
have becn adopted by the conununity in which the project is located;

f. Have asignificant environmental impact on minority or low-income populations;

g Causc a significant increase in surface traftic congestion;

h. Have a significant impact on noise levels of noise sensitive areas;

L. Have asignificant impact on water quality or contaminate a public water supply system;

j. Have a significant impact on air quality or violate the local, state or Federal standards of
air quality;

k. Be inconsistent with any Federal, state, or local law or administralive determination
relating to the environment.

Based on the attached Environmental Determination Checklist, 1 certify that the project(s)
deseribed above meet(s) the test for a Categorical Exclusion in accordance with FAA Order
5050.4A and paragraphs g thiu k above.

(Mfw /9' itk ey
Signature of Authdrized Adrport Representative [Jate

FAA Determination (by Program Manager/Environmental Specialist signature):

Categorically Excluded: Date

Requires Further Environmental Analysis: Date
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ENVIRONMENTAL DETERMINATION CHECKLIST (FY06)
Adrport: Gainesvilie Regional (GNV)
Detailed description of Proposed Project: (attach drawing) Rehabilitate Taxiway C
Pavement

Prepared and certified by: Cge’f*{rj ﬂ; gﬂwm, : Date: /-7 -2

YES | NO COMMENTS
IS THIS PROPOSED PROJECT LISTED AS
CATEGORICALLY EXCLUDLD IN FAA
ORDER 53050.4A7 X
THIS PROPOSED PROJECT CONSISTS OF:
First Time ALP Approval X
Commercial Service Alrport Location Approval X
New Air Carrier Runway X
New Airpert Location ) X
Mew Runway X
Runway Fxtension X
Runway Strengthening w/ 1.5 DNL Inerease X
Construction or Relocation of & Roadway X
Land Acquisition ' X
ILS or ALS o
THIS PROPOSED PROJECT WILL
AFFECT:
Section 4(f) Land X
Listoric/Archacological Resources X
Farmiand X
Wetlands X
Floodplaing X
Coastal Zone X
Endangered or Threatened Species X
THIS PROPOSED PROJECT IS LIKFLY TOq
Be Highly Controversial on Enviroimmental X
Grounds _
Cavuse Natural Resource Impacts X
Be Controversial Regarding Relocation Housing X
Cause Community Disruption X
Cause Swrface Traffic Congestion x
Cause Increase of 1.5 DNL over Noise Sensitive X
Areas |
Cause an Effect on Alr Quality X
Cause an Effect on Water Quality X
Cause Environmental Justice Concerns X
Contain or Affect Hazardous Materials X
Be Inconsistent with Gther Environmental Laws X

Attach detailed comments for all “yes” answers o a separate sheet, and explain your
justification for a request for a determination of Categorical Fxelusion.
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12008510
June 25,2010

Mr. Allan J. Penksa

Chief Executive Officer
Gainesville Regional Airport
3880 NE 39™ Avenue, Suite A
Gainesville, Florida 32609

Reference: GACRAA PROJECT NO. 10-007
TAXIWAY “A” REHABILITATION AND CRACK SEALING
FAA AIP PROJECT NO. 63-12-0028-031-2010
GAINESVILLE REGIONAL AIRPORT

Dear Mr. Penksa:

We have received and reviewed the Bids that were publicly opened and read aloud on June 23, 2010 for the
referenced project. The following is a list of Bidders and the amount bid by each:

FIRM BID AMOUNT

Fohn C. Hipp Construction Equipment Company $388,890.16  Schedule A
$182,943.25  Schedule B
$22,574.00 Add. Ali. Scheduie C
$14,530.00 Add. Alt. Scheduie D

Andrews Paving, Inc. $413,549.50  Schedule A
$179,837.50  Schedule B
$25,800.00 Add. Alt. Schedule C
$17,025.00 Add. Alt. Schedule D

CW Roberts Contracting, Inc $435,900.00  Schedule A
$225,060.00  Schedule B
$14,601.00 Add. Alt. Schedule C
$9,651.00 Add. Alt, Schedule D

APAC Southeast. Inc. $468,480.04  Schedule A
$203,050.78  Schedule B
$32,353.92 Add. Alt, Schedule C
$22,766.42 Add. Alt. Schedule D

Anderson Columbia Co., Inc. $622,378.00  Schedule A
$353,072.50  Schedule B
$161,400.00  Add. Alt. Schedule C

$107,680.00

Add. Alt. Schedule D



Engineer’s Estimate $545,273.00  Schedule A
$274,735.00  Schedule B
$33,500.00 Add. Al Schedule C
$22,000.00 Add. Alt, Schedule D

Based on the amount of available FAA grant funds we recommend that you award a contract for the
combination of Bid Schedules that best suits the Airport. The lowest responsive bid for the combination of
all Bid Schedules was received from John C. Hipp Construction Equipment Company and it is thirty one
percent (31%;) lower than the Engineer’s Estimate,

The bid received from Anderson Columbia Co. contained a minor mathematical error. This error has been
corrected in accordance with the Contract Documents and notations have been added to the attached bid
tabulation.

We have evaluated the qualifications of John C. Hipp Construction Equipment Company and, in our opinion;
we believe that John C. Hipp Construction Equipment Company is qualified to perform the Work. We
unconditionally recommend that John C. Hipp Construction Equipment Company be awarded a contract for
the combination of Bid Schedules A, B, Add. Alt. C, and Add. Alt. D that best suits the Airport.

Enciosed for your file is a copy of the “Bid Tabulation” of the bids received.

Sincerely,

URS CORPORATION

William R, Prange, P.E,
Enclosure
xo:  Mike Iguina, Lynn Noffsinger/GNV

Steve Henriquez, Dennis Combs, Dave Schmidgall, file/URS




DETERMINATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

Alrpori: Gaipesvillie Regional (GNV)

Detailed Project Description: Rehabilitate Taxiway A Pavement —~ Phase 1
) I

In order for the FAA to determine the appropriate couse of action, the FAA must determine
and the sponsor must centify that the proposed action is not likely to;

a. Have an effect on propertiés protected under Section 106 of the Historic Preservation Act
of 1966, as amended, Section 4(f) of the Department of Transportation Act of 1966, or
Section 6(1) of the Land and Water Conservation Act;

b. Be highly controversial on environmental grounds. A proposed Federal action is
considered highly controversial when the action is opposed by a Federal, state or local
govermnment agency or by a substantial number of persons affected by such action on
environmental grounds;

¢. Have a significant impact on natural, ecological, cultwal, or scenic resources of national,
state, or local significatice, including endangered species, wetland, floodplains, coastal
zones, prime or unique farmland, energy supply and natural resources, or resources
protected by the Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act;

d. Be highly controversial with respeet to the availability of adequate relocation housing. In

an action invelving relocation of persons or businesses, a conlroversy over the amount of

the acquisition or relocation payments is not considered o be a controversy with respect
to the availability of adequate relocation housing;

e. Cause substantial division or distuption of an established community, or distupt orderly,
planned development, or js likely to be not reasonably consistent with plans or goals that
have been adopted by the community in whicl the project is located;

f. Have a significant environmental impact on minority or fow-income populations;
2. Cause a significant increase in surface traffic congestion;
0. Have a significant impact on noisc levels of noise sensitive arcas;

i, Have a significant impact on water quality or containinate a public water supply system;

J- Have a significant impact on air quality or violate the local, state or Federal standards of

air quality;
k. Be inconsisient with any Federal, state, or local law or administrative determination
refating to the environment.

Based on the altached Environmenial Determination Checklist, | certify that the project(s)
described above meet(s) the test for a Categorical Exclusion in accordance with FAA Order
5050.4A and paragraphis & thru & above,

%’KF@JMM Fe Y e2oto

Signature of Authotized Adrport Represetative Date

FAA Determination (by Program Manager/Environmental Specialist signame):

Calegorically Excluded: Dae

Requires Further Environmental Analysis: Date




100182 b

ENVIRONMENTAL DETERMINATION CHECKLIST (FY86)

Airport: Gainesville Regional (GNV)

Detailed description of Proposed Project: (attach drawing) Rehabilitate Taxiway A

Pavement — Phase 1

Date: Fedt Bl

Prepared and eertified by: G/Zi/;iﬁf’)i b

i

YES | NO COMMUENTS
IS THIS PROPOSED PROJECT LISTED AS
CATEGORICALLY EXCLUDED IN FAA
ORDER 5050.4A°? _ X
THIS PROPOSED PROJECT CONSISTS OF:
First Time ALP Approval X
Commercial Service Airport Location Approval X
__ New Air Carrier Runiway X B
| New Airport Location X
New Runway X
Runway Extension X
Runway Strengthening w/ 1.5 DNL Increase | x
Construction or Relocation of a Roadway X
Land Acquisition X N
ILS o ALS X
THIS PROPOSED PROIECT WILL
ATFLCT: )
Section 4(F) Land %
Historie/Archagological Resources ®
Farmlaixl X
Wetlands X
Floodplains X
Coastal Zone _ X
Endangered or Threatened Species X
THIS PROPOSED PROJECT IS LIKELY TO:
Be Highly Controversial on Environmental : X
Grounds
Cause Naturai Resource Impacts X
Be Controversial Regarding Relocation Housing X
Cause Community Disiuption X
Cauge Surface Traffic Congestion X
Cause Increase of 1,5 DNL over Noise Sensitive X
Areas
Cause an Effect on Alr Quality x
Cause an Effect on Watei Quality X
Cause Environmental Justice Concemns X
Contain or Alfect Mazardous Materials P
Be Inconsistent with Gther Envitommental Laws X

Attach detailed comments for all “yes” answers an a separate sheet, and explain your
Justification for & request for a determination of Categorieal Exclusion.



