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Comment	#2	(SSP‐121.01):	Clarify	grate	protection.	Drawings	show	steel	plates.	P.E.	to	certify	
adequate	grate	support	and	protection.	Prevent	debris	and	dust	from	entry.		
Response:	See	revised	Note	1.1.	on	SSP‐121.01	and	Grating	Protection	Detail	on	SSP‐127.01.	Calculations	
provided	for	liveload	capacity	of	grating.		MNR	required	that	the	ventilation	grating	remain	breathable,	
therefore,	the	solid	forms	of	protection	were	removed	(steel	plate	or	plywood)	and	replaced	with	a	
1/4x1/4	wire	mesh	cover.	
	
Objection	#3	(SSP‐121.01):	3.4	No	trucks	on	sidewalks.		
Response:	See	new	Note	3.4	on	SSP‐121.01.		
	
Objection	#4	(SSP‐121.01):		East	47th	Street	
Response:	Note	6.2	on	SSP‐121.01	has	been	corrected.		
	
Objection	#5	(SSP‐121.01):	SSP‐122.00	is	not	in	this	set.	Add	for	completeness.	
Response:		SSP‐122.00	provided.		
	
Objection	#6	(SSP‐123.01):	Clarify	that	egress	through	the	north	breezeway	will	be	blocked	during	
construction,	barriers	and	redirection	signage	shall	be	provided.				
Response:	See	revised	Note	3A.	on	SSP‐123.01.		
	
Objection	#7	(SSP‐123.01):	North	egress	doors	and	door	to	ATMs	shall	be	dust‐proofed.	
Response:	See	revised	Note	5A.	on	SSP‐123.01.		
	
Objection	#8	(SSP‐123.01):	Clarify:	drawings	show	steel	plates.		
Response:	See	revised	Note	5E.	on	SSP‐123.01.	
	
Objection	#9	(SSP‐123.01):	Clarify	steel	and/or	plywood.		
Response:	See	revised	legend	on	SSP‐123.01.	¼”	x	¼”	wire	mesh	will	be	placed	over	ventilation	grating.		
	
Objection	#10	(SSP‐123.01):	“Flag	pole	to	be	removed”,	Not	in	this	phase.		
Response:	See	revised	legend	on	SSP‐123.01.	“Flag	pole	to	be	removed”	has	been	removed	from	legend.		
	
Objection	#11	(SSP‐125.01):	Show	doors.	
Response:	Existing	roll	up	door	now	shown	on	revised	SSP‐125.01.	

	
Objection	#12	(SSP‐125.01):	Show	ATMs	and	door.		
Response:	ATMs	are	now	shown	on	revised	SSP‐125.01.		
	
Objection	#13	(SSP‐125.01):		Loading	dock.		
Response:	Existing	loading	dock	now	shown	on	revised	SSP‐125.01.		
	
Objection	#14	(SSP‐125.01):	Show	refreshment	bar.		
Response:	Coffee	kiosk	now	shown	on	revised	SSP‐125.01.	
	
Objection	#15	(SSP‐127.01):	Clarify	need	for	spall	symbols	on	this	set.			
Response:	Metro	North	has	requested	the	existing	condition	of	viaduct	be	shown.		
	
Objection	#16	(SSP‐127.01):	Show	2	worker	egress.	Indicate	debris	and	equipment	storage,	any	
shanty,	fire	extinguishers,	pedestrian	redirection	signage.		
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Response:	See	additional	notes	on	revised	Partial	Demolition	Plan	on	SSP‐127.01.	Signage,	worker	egresses,	
fire	extinguishers,	and	equipment	storage	now	shown.		
	
Objection	#17	(SSP‐127.01):	Clarify	detail	number.		
Response:	Detail	number	has	been	corrected	on	SSP‐127.01.		
	
Objection	#18	(SSP‐127.01):	Provide	protection	for	plate	glass	at	perimeter	of	work	area	in	addition	
to	jersey	barrier,	fence,	and	netting.		
Response:	See	additional	note	on	revised	Partial	Demolition	Plan	on	SSP‐127.01.	Plywood	will	be	placed	up	
against	jersey	barriers	to	protect	glass	as	needed.		
	
Objection	#19	(SSP‐127.01):	PE	to	certify	structural	capacity	of	grate	to	bear	expected	loading.		
Response:	See	calculations	provided.			
	
Objection	#20	(SSP‐127.01):	Shift	ramp	away	from	sidewalk,	provide	curbs	each	side,	provide	
barrier	between	ramp	and	sidewalk.		
Response:	See	revised	Partial	Demolition	Plan	on	SSP‐127.01.	A	moveable	jersey	barrier	will	be	provided	
between	ramp	and	sidewalk.		
	
Objection	#21	(SSP‐129.01):	Provide	curbs	at	each	side	of	ramp.		
Response:	See	revised	Section	X‐X	on	SSP‐129.01.	A	2	x	4	curb	at	each	side	of	ramp	shall	be	provided.		
	
Objection	#22	(SSP‐130.01):	Provide	barrier/guardrail	at	perimeter	of	canopy	roof	in	addition	to	
lifelines.		
Response:	It	is	impractical	to	install	guardrails	on	the	roof	when	removing	the	roof.	Instead,	workers	shall	
be	100%	tied	off	to	steel	beams	and	self‐retracting	lifelines	when	working	on	roof	as	shown	on	revised	note	
in	Section	A‐A	and	Section	B‐B	on	SSP‐130.01.		
	
Objection	#23	(SSP‐134.01):	Ease	block	corners	to	avoid	injury.		
Response:	See	revised	note	on	Final	Site	Condition	Plan	on	SSP‐134.01.	Block	corners	will	be	chamfered	to	
avoid	injury.		
	
Objection	#24	(SSP‐134.01):	Provide	cover	of	bulkhead	to	avoid	pedestrian	injury	and/or	tripping.		
Response:	See	revised	Timber	Bulkhead	Details	on	SSP‐134.01.	Timber	bulkhead	will	be	enclosed	with	
plywood	to	prevent	pedestrian	injury.		
	
	
	
Sincerely,		

	
	
	
	
	

James	Scheld,	P.E.	
	
	
	
	
   


