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Building's Masonry Walls
(File: Location-350:GJ-77/JLJ)

American Buildings was informed, at the beginning of the project,

that it was to design their frames to support the masonry walls, not
have the masonry walls support the frames. This means that the frames
are to have sufficient rigidity to resist any deflections that would
create any kind of failure of masonry walls e.g. "significant cracking"
as mentioned in the attached memo dated 2/19/86, from JAH/JFM.

Contrary to the attached memo of 2/19/86, this is not a "typical
American Buildings building." Which brings up the question, did
American Buildings design for their allowable deflection of H/45 as
stated in the memo or have they adequately considered the design
requirements to provide proper support of masonry walls to prevent
any excessive movements?

Before any kind of design changes be considered, American Buildings
should provide Conrail with the anticipated roof level deflections as
mentioned in the attached memo of 2/19/86.




