Summary of comment in the Geotechnical group, Oct. 2 2007,  Design-Build Industry Forum
Attendees: 17 people, of which 3 were from the COE. Attendee list is on the Q drive

--- Consensus stated HTRW issues of sites must be documented in the RFP
--- Surface conditions, topo, survey , location of utilities, etc. must be provided in the RFP

--- Recommended more use of back hoe test pits to gain information on quality of the fill if present. It was also pointed out these test pits must be used with caution, since normally they are backfilled with uncompacted fill. Thus if a structure is placed over a test pit there will be unwanted settlement.
--- Discussed value of design build contractors and their AEs participation in preparation of RFPs and how to do this contractually.
--Borings and or test pit data is very important and must be provided with the RFP, since there is very little time to propose once an RFP goes out. 
--- The exact number of borings, test pits for a site is very site specific and depends on past usage , the size and height of the proposed structure, the climate in the area, presence of permafrost, seismic zone etc.

---Geophysical information on a site is crucial especially if buried debris is expected from past usage
--- Formula for the number of borings =“Representative but not exhaustive”.

--- Group felt that at this time no other separate geotechnical meetings were required but wanted to attend future Design-Build Forums
