
 

  

  

 

 

 
 

 
 

 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 

 

 

 
  

  

CELSOC/Division of Engineering Services 

Structures Liaison Committee 


MEETING MINUTES 


DATE: December 14, 2007 

TIME:	  10:00 am 

LOCATION: Caltrans Division of Engineering Services,  
   1801 30th Street, Farmers Market Plaza I 
   Sacramento, CA 95816 

MINUTES: 

I. CALL TO ORDER 

SELF INTRODUCTIONS 

A. REVIEW OF September 28, 2007 MEETING MINUTES 

No comments on the minutes from the September 28, 2007 meeting.  Walt suggested that 
because these meetings are quarterly, that we review the minutes for a couple of weeks after 
each respective meeting, incorporate comments and post them, rather than wait for the next 
meeting to review them. 

II. REPORTS ON TECHNICAL TOPICS 

A. 	Falsework Forum Postmortem:  The Bridge Falsework Forum was held on October 15, 
2007 in Sacramento. The forum’s Action Items, Draft Notes, PowerPoint Presentation 
and meeting flier are posted on Caltrans Structure Construction website 
(http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/esc/construction/construc.htm). 

B. 	Combining Road and Bridge Special Provisions:  This issue was presented in the 
statewide committee. The statewide committee may not want to tackle this issue. 
Structure Liaison committee needs to take on this issue.  Rob indicated that the DES 
will be flexible to accept either combined provisions or structure only provisions.  Rob 
stated that the DES will work with the Districts to come up with a resolution on this 
issue. Walt will check to see which Districts or agencies are requiring a combined 
format. 

C. Retaining Wall Drafting Format: Kevin stated that the new Retaining Wall section of the 
Plans Preparation Manual (U.S. Customary Units) has been prepared. Kevin handed 
out a copy. An electronic version is now available on the Caltrans website.  The 

http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/esc/construction/construc.htm
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address is  http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/oppd/cadd/usta/ppman/2-2_20.pdf.  All retaining 
walls will be prepared using structures’ retaining wall format.  Walt requested if Caltrans 
can also look into providing standard detailing examples for special designed retaining 
walls such as Tie-back walls, MSE walls, Soil-nail walls, lagging walls, etc.  

D. Access to As-Built Plans, Bridge Inspection Reports and Geotechnical Data in CT 
Sacramento: Earl and Rob will look into adding these instructions onto the OSFP web 
site. 

E. 	 Web Based Review Comments/Format for Comments 

Walt suggested that the review comments from Caltrans different functional units should 
have a uniform electronic format because it is easier for Caltrans to compile and track 
comments into one file possibly, easier for Consultants to respond to, and easier for 
project filing purposes. Ron Stott, Kevin Thompson and Earl Seaberg will discuss this 
issue with Geotechnical, Specifications, Design, Hydraulics and Construction functional 
units and develop a resolution. 

New Potential Technical Topics: 

1. 	 Clarify Low Expansion Material requirements. Caltrans reviewers have provided 
different direction on this issue.  It would be helpful to have published guidelines for 
when to use it at abutments (only when slope paving is proposed?  How about in cut 
situations? Ever needed at creek bridges?) and how to handle it in the estimate and 
SSPs. 

Rob Stott and Jim Davis will work on this. Mark Reno will provide input. 

2. 	 Barrier Impact Loading on Retaining Walls and Wingwalls.  MTD 22-1, page 10, 
paragraph C states that the walls and foundations for most Standard Plan Walls are 
OK for the traffic impact load transmitted from the barrier. If the traffic impact load is 
now 54K, what assumptions were made by Caltrans on how this load is distributed 
down through the wall and foundation (in particular if the impact occurs at the end of 
the wall/barrier. Also, regarding Figure 4 of page 10 in the same Memo, please 
confirm that the units are OK (95.8 k/ft2 vs. 95.8 k Pa). 

Similar comment: Caltrans has commented in the past that a barrier on standard 
retaining wall is a non-standard application and calculations are required to show 
that the walls work for the new traffic impact load (which they do not).  It becomes 
more of a problem for shorter walls. We understand that Caltrans has done testing 
or finite element analysis to show that the walls can take the impact loading but this 
isn’t published anywhere.  We’ve been told not to worry about it for walls over 
H=18’. We’ve also been told that the standard plan walls are under revision.  Can 
Caltrans provide any update or clarification/justification on this issue? 

Po will draft a memo to Caltrans. 

http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/oppd/cadd/usta/ppman/2-2_20.pdf
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3. 	 P/S General Zone Reinforcement.  Does Caltrans have a preferred method of 
designing the Prestressing General Zone Reinforcement?  Could Caltrans provide 
any example calculations and details? 

Kevin Thompson will work with Earl Seaberg to address this topic. 

4. 	 Bridge Design Training.   Can Caltrans Bridge Design Academy courses be made 
available on-line? 

Shannon Post is working with SCSU to develop on-line bridge design training 
course. It is in Beta testing and will be available in July, 2008. 

5. 	 Bridge/Wall Software. What software/spreadsheets is Caltrans using for bridge, 
retaining wall and soundwall designs and can it be made available to consultants? 

Currently there are no programs on the Caltrans website for Consultants to 
use except consultants can purchase the CT Bridge program. Caltrans does 
not have a policy to share in-house design programs with the consultant 
industry. 

III. UPDATES 

A. 	 CELSOC Update: 

1. 	 Invoicing on Caltrans Contracts: Tony, Mark & Walt had a conference call to 
discuss how to streamline, simplify the invoice process.  Vong stressed that 
besides expediting invoices, Caltrans would like to emphasize the progress 
versus expenditure and will address accountability issue. Tony will follow up 
on the development of this item. 

2. 	 Supreme Court Upholds Proposition 35 a Second Time:  Walt distributed the 
Judgment of the Supreme Court in the case of CELSOC v. PECG. The ruling 
eliminated some clauses in the PECG MOU; set the standard by which post-
Prop 35 legislative enactments will be judged; reaffirmed that Prop 35 applies 
to all three branches of government (executive, legislative and judicial), 
rejected each of PECG’s arguments; and  was unanimous. 

B. 	 Project Development Oversight/Update: 

1. 	New seismicity map is forthcoming. Bottom limit will be determined 
probabilistically. 

C. DES Update: 

1. 	 Planning for Emergency Response:  Kevin Thompson stated that Caltrans 
wants to develop a program to be able to effectively engage and respond after 
an emergency event.  In the past, response teams normally included Caltrans 
staff from maintenance, construction and sometimes design In a significant 
event, Caltrans may not have enough staff to cover all areas.  It is important to 
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develop a sound emergency response program including utilizing the 
consulting industry. 

Kevin Thompson, Mark Reno, James Davis, Earl Seaberg, Walt LaFranchi will 
form a task force to develop this program.  It is recommended to consult with 
FEMA, SEAONC to find out their emergency response program for reference. 

D. Contracting Opportunities: Vong reported that for Fiscal Year 2007-2008 $26M of 
contracts has been spent.  The total budget for 2007-2008 is $71M, $60M for this 
fiscal year and $11M from last fiscal year. 

E. Statewide Meeting Report: No update 

F. Others: 

1 	 James Davis stated Caltrans has provided training classes to show design 
and construction of drilled shafts.  Caltrans is planning to have meetings with 
Contractors to solicit their input on constructability issues for drilled shafts. 

2 	 Terrie Bressette stated Caltrans has provided pavement design classes and 
hopes to have more participants from the consulting industry in future 
classes.  Terrie will provide future pavement design class information to Earl 
so the information can be posted on the OSFP site. 

IV. 	NEXT MEETINGS 

Upcoming meetings include: 


March 28, 2008 (District 12) 


June 27, 2008 (Sacramento) 


September 26, 2008 (Fresno, District 10) 


December 12, 2008 (Sacramento) 


ATTENDEES 

Caltrans  
NAME EMAIL 
Rob Stott 
Earl Seaberg 
Jim Davis 
Kevin Thompson 
Bart Newton 
Terrie Bressette 
Vong Toan 

R_Stott@dot.ca.gov 
Earl_Seaberg@dot.ca.gov 
James_Davis@dot.ca.gov 
Kevin_Thompson@dot.ca.gov 
Barton_Newton@dot.ca.gov 
Terrie_Bressette@dot.ca.gov 
Vong_Toan@dot.ca.gov 
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CELSOC
 
NAME EMAIL 
Walt LaFranchi Walt_LaFranchi@urscorp.com 

Po Chen 
Mark Ashley 

Pchen@markthomas.com 
Mashley@tylin.com 

NAME EMAIL 

Chandu Shenoy 
Jim Frost 
Jay Holombo 
Mark Reno 

Chandu.shenoy@nolte.com 
jfrost@simonwongeng.com 
jholombo@pbsj.com 
Markr@quincyeng.com 


