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Before LOURIE, O’MALLEY, and STOLL, Circuit Judges. 
PER CURIAM. 

RDA Construction Corp. (“RDA”) appeals from the 
United States Court of Federal Claims’ decision denying 
RDA’s claims stemming from a contract with the United 
States Department of the Navy, Naval Facilities Engi-
neering Command (“the government”) for reconstruction 
of certain structures at the Newport, Rhode Island Naval 
Station.  RDA Constr. Corp. v. United States, 132 Fed. Cl. 
732 (2017).  Specifically, RDA appeals the Claims Court’s 
denial of RDA’s superior knowledge, cardinal change, 
differing site conditions, and time extension claims as 
well as its decision upholding the government’s termina-
tion of the contract and granting the government 
$2,208,204.01 in liquidated damages. 

After fully reviewing and considering the parties’ ar-
guments, we conclude that RDA’s challenges are to the 
Claims Court’s factual findings, not to its procedures or 
legal conclusions.  Indeed, RDA’s counsel conceded as 
much at oral argument.  Oral Arg. at 6:17–6:59, available 
at http://oralarguments.cafc.uscourts.gov/default.aspx?fl= 
20-17-2599.mp3.  Accordingly, we may only reverse the 
judgment on appeal if we conclude that the Claims 
Court’s findings were clearly erroneous.  See McDonnell 
Douglas Corp. v. United States, 323 F.3d 1006, 1012 (Fed. 
Cir. 2003) (“[W]e will not disturb the trial court’s factual 
findings . . . unless they are clearly erroneous.”).  After a 
careful examination of the Claims Court’s factual findings 
and conclusions drawn from those findings and a review 
of the detailed record upon which they were based, we 
find no clear error warranting reversal.  To be sure, there 
was evidence proffered by RDA in support of its position 
on each relevant point.  But it was the Claims Court’s role 
to assess and weigh all the evidence in the first instance. 
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For these reasons, and those expressed in more detail 
in the Claims Court’s opinion, we affirm the Claims 
Court’s judgment. 

AFFIRMED 
Costs 

No costs. 


