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December 24, 2000

Treadwell Developers 

Treadwell Developers Inc. 

3400 Arborview Drive,

Westwood, Pennsylvania, 00000

March 13, 2002

Alspaugh, Jordan, and Vineski Associates

201 Greenwood

Westwood, Pennsylvania, 00000

Dear Mr. Alspaugh (13, 14)

I am writing to you as a follow-up to the phone conversation we had on Friday, March 09. As you may recall, Treadwell Developers needs a new set of prints immediately if we are going to make the City Planning Commission’s deadline. Treadwell Developers cannot afford to miss the deadline and risk rescheduling the City Planning Commission’s meeting. Therefore, the copies need to be sent out as soon as possible. (2, 7,11)

Treadwell Developers expects high quality prints, and the Planning Commission must receive them by Thursday, March 12 if possible, but Friday at the very latest. Treadwell Developers also requires all prints hereafter to be of high original print quality, have all changes outlined clearly, and most importantly to be received on time. Alspaugh, Jordan, and Vineski Associates prints have been very poor quality and been received behind schedule in the past, and if this trend continues, Treadwell Developers will have to discontinue using Alspaugh, Jordan, and Vineski Associates. (3, 8, 9,12,15)

The set of prints that were previously sent were in very poor condition and appeared to be copies of sepia transparencies instead of copies from the original tracings. (6) These copies were also drawn up before our last meeting and therefore do not represent the changes that were made to the exterior fire escape or the interior fire corridor. The changes that were represented were outlined so poorly that the “tenant use” functions were obscured by the markings. The prints also did not have any match lines drawn to indicate where the second drawings should be matched to the first to show any areas not depicted in the first drawings. (3, 8, 15)

As you are well aware, the City Planning Commission requires a copy of the blueprint to review any changes made to the Conference Center before they meet with us next week. The commission has requested that a copy be sent to them no later than Friday March 13. If they do not receive their copy by Friday, the commission has said they will have to reschedule sometime next month. That is unacceptable because it would push our construction deadline back. (3, 8)

We apologize for any inconvenience this may have caused you. I realize this means you will have to carefully draw up new blueprints and have then delivered to the City Planning Commission’s office in two days. However, if the original plans were drawn up clearly representing the changes and delivered to the Planning Commission’s office on time, we would not have had to place you in this situation. (4)

Therefore, the prints need to clearly illustrate the changes that have been made that were discussed at the last meeting, including labeling the “tenant use” functions, and inserting match lines to illustrate where second drawings should be matched to the first. Please have the improved copies in the City Planning Commission’s office by Friday March 13 at the very latest. (5, 16)

Sincerely,
Chris Hudson

Assistant Project Manager
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