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PROPOSAL 7-3 (2009)

SCOPE: Part 3 of the 2009 Provisions

PROPOSAL FOR CHANGE:
Add the following as a Part 3 White Paper:

Special Requirements for Seismic Design of Structural Glued Laminated Timber (Glulam)
Arch Members and Their Connections in Three-hinge Arch Systems

1.0 Scope.

These provisions are intended for the design and detailing of structural glued laminated timber
(glulam) arch members and their connections that are part of the seismic force resisting system in
three-hinge arch systems.

Seismic design coefficients for three-hinged wood arch systems shall be as specified in the
applicable Building Code; or in the absence of such information, suggested coefficients are

provided in Table 1.

Table 1. Seismic Design Coefficients for Glulam Arches.

Seismic Force Resisting System R Q Cq
1. Special glulam arch 2.5 2.5 2.5
2. Glulam arch not specifically detailed for 2.0 2.5 2.0
seismic resistance

a

Seismic coefficients are limited to seismic design categories A, B and C. Glulam arch systems
not specifically detailed for seismic resistance shall comply with recommended detailing in
AITC 104-2003 Typical Construction Details, requirements of the 2005 National Design
Specification ® for Wood Construction (NDS ®) including Appendix E, ASCE 7-05 Minimum
Design Loads for Buildings and Other Structures, and the applicable building code.

Arch members and arch member connections shall be in accordance with the requirements of the
2005 NDS including Appendix E Local Stresses in Fastener Groups. In addition, special glulam
arch systems shall be in accordance with the Sections 1.1 through 1.7.

1.1 Connection requirements for special glulam arch systems.

Connections that are part of the special glulam arch seismic force resisting system shall be in
accordance with requirements of NDS Chapter 10 for Mechanical Connections and additional
requirements of this Section.

1.1.1 Arch Base. Arch base connections shall utilize a steel shoe assembly in accordance with
AITC 104 Typical Construction Details. Timber rivets or dowel-type fasteners such as thru-bolts
or lag screws shall attach the arch to the shoe. Dowel-type fasteners shall be chosen such that
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PROPOSAL 7-3 (2009) continued

the expected yield mode is Mode III or Mode IV as defined in NDS. Timber rivet connections
shall be designed to ensure that the expected strength limit state is characterized by rivet
capacity.

1.1.2 Arch Peak. Connection of the arch at the peak shall utilize shear plates, bolts, steel dowels,
or metal side plates or combination thereof in accordance with AITC 104 Typical Construction
Details.

1.2 Nominal connection capacity.
The nominal capacity of a connection shall be determined in accordance with the following:

(a) For dowel type fasteners: n x Z(Kg)(1)(Cm)(Co)(Ceg) Where n is the number of
fasteners, Z is the reference lateral design value for a single fastener, and K¢, I, Cy, C,
and C,, are adjustment factors specified in NDS for format conversion, time effect, wet
service, temperature and end grain, respectively.

(b) For timber rivets: (P; or Q;) x (Kg)(1)(Cm)(Cy)(Cs) where P, is parallel to grain
reference rivet capacity, Q, is perpendicular to grain reference rivet capacity, and K, 1,
Cwm, Cy, and Cg are adjustment factors specified in NDS for format conversion, time
effect, wet service, temperature and metal side plate, respectively.

(c) For split ring and shear plate connectors: n x P x (Kg)(1)(Cwm)(Ci)(Cq)(Cs) or

n x Q x (Kg)(D)(Cm)(C)(Cq) where n is the number of fasteners, P is the reference design
value parallel to grain for a single split ring connector unit or shear plate unit, Q is the
reference design value perpendicular to grain for a single split ring connector unit or
shear plate unit and Kr, I, Cy, C, Cqand Cg are adjustment factors specified in NDS for
format conversion, time effect, wet service, temperature, penetration and metal side plate,
respectively.

1.3 Member requirements for special glulam arch systems.
Arch members that are part of the special glulam arch seismic force resisting system shall meet
requirements of NDS and requirements of this Section.

1.3.1 Slenderness. Arch members shall have d/b < 6. For Tudor arches, the ratio of tangent
point depth to breadth (d¢/b) shall not exceed 6, based on actual dimensions, when one edge of
the arch is braced by decking fastened directly to the arch, or braced at frequent intervals as by
girts or roof purlins. When such lateral bracing is not present, d/b shall not exceed 5.

1.3.2 End grain bearing. At the arch base and moment splice regions, end grain bearing shall
be on a metal plate with sufficient strength and stiffness to distribute the applied load.

1.3.3 Compression perpendicular to grain. Compression perpendicular to grain, induced at the
arch base, shall be by a metal plate with sufficient strength and stiffness to distribute the applied
load.

1.4 Member Resistance for Special Glulam Arch Systems.
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PROPOSAL 7-3 (2009) continued

1.4.1 Moment, tension, compression, and shear. The arch member shall be designed to resist
moment, tension, compression, shear, and applicable combinations of these induced by seismic
forces determined in accordance with load combinations of Section 12.4.3.2 of ASCE 7 (load
combinations with over-strength) but need not exceed forces resulting from strength at
connections determined in accordance with Section 1.4.2 (a).

1.4.2 Member resistance at connections. The member shall be designed for limit states of net
section tension rupture, row tear-out, group tear-out as defined in NDS Appendix E, and shear in
accordance with NDS 3.4.3.3 due to the seismic forces as determined by the lesser of:

a. The nominal connection capacity determined in accordance with Section 1.2 for
LRFD, or the nominal connection capacity determined in accordance with Section 1.2
divided by 1.35 for ASD.

b. The required capacity resulting from load combinations of Section 12.4.3.2 of ASCE
7 (load combinations with over-strength).

1.5 Transfer of Forces to the Arch Members.
The diaphragm, members and connections shall be sized to transfer of out-of-plane wall and roof
forces into the arch.

1.6 End Fixity.

In accordance with assumed pinned behavior of a 3-hing arch, determination of reaction and arch
member forces is based on assumed idealized pin behavior at the arch peak and base. Actual
detailing introduces moment fixity at reactions and consideration shall be given to the effect of
such fixity on member and connection response.

1.7 Arch Moment Splice.

Arch moment splices shall utilize a metal bearing plate, metal side plates, shear plates, bolts,
steel dowels, timber rivets or combination thereof in accordance with AITC 104 Typical
Construction Details. Design forces for determining the size and number of fasteners shall be
based on load combinations of Section 12.4.3.2 of ASCE 7 (load combinations with over-
strength) but need not exceed the member design force based on forces resulting from strength at
connections (see Section 1.4.1 and 1.4.2 (a)).
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PROPOSAL 7-3 (2009) continued

Commentary

C1.0 Scope.

Special provisions are provided for the design of arch members and connections to resist seismic
forces as part of a three-hinge arch system (see Figure C1.0). Such systems typically employ
glued laminated timber Tudor arch members and are commonly used in church construction and
other facilities intended for public assembly. Common features of these systems are the presence
of 2x and 3x tongue and groove roof decking with wood structural panel overlay, longitudinal
and transverse walls of light frame construction, or longitudinal and transverse masonry walls.
Transverse end walls may or may not be designed as shear walls.

Special requirements apply to typical construction details used for over 50 years in three-hinged
arch systems as outlined in AITC 104 Typical Construction Details. Typical arch base details in
AITC 104 are generally expected to produce good performance characteristics of connection
yielding by either wood bearing or a combination of wood bearing and fastener yielding and will
limit occurrence strength limit states of row tear-out, group tear-out, and net section tension
rupture prior to connection yielding. The design requirements in this white paper utilize standard
details that have been used successfully and that encourage a combination of wood bearing and
metal fastener yielding modes at the base.

3-hinged Tudor Arch

Figure C1.0. (a) 3-hinge arch, and (b) Tudor arch configuration.

C1.1. Connection requirements for special glulam arch systems.

Ordinary load combinations (load combinations without over-strength) of ASCE 7 are used to
determine the size and number of fasteners in arch member connections at the base.
Determination of the size and number of fasteners is not subject to special load combinations
(load combinations with over-strength forces) to enable limited inelastic behavior of dowel-type
fasteners (either by wood bearing or fastener bending) when coupled with wood member
strength requirements of Section 1.4. This approach recognizes that wood connection strength is
typically governed by wood failure mechanisms, not failure of the metal fasteners. For a given
wood member cross-section, determination of the size and number of fasteners based on over-
strength load combinations may not be beneficial to overall connection performance due to an
increased number of fasteners and a reduction in wood member net section to accommodate the
fasteners.

C1.1.1. The connection at the arch base utilizes a metal shoe (see Figure C1.1.1a and b) and
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PROPOSAL 7-3 (2009) continued

typically employs a thru-bolt loaded in double shear. Timber rivets as well as lag screws
installed at each side of the arch base are expected to produce comparable performance provided
that the controlling yield mechanism is based on dowel yielding or rivet capacity.

Arch

Fasteners at minimum
spacing in slotted

holes

Weep holes or slot
in lower portion
of base for drainage

Base

Anchor Bolts

(a) (b)
Figure C1.1.1. (a) Arch base with timber rivets and (b) arch base with true hinge.

C1.1.2. The connection at the peak (see Figure C1.1.2) typically employs use of a shear plate
with thru-bolt and is typically pre-fabricated in a manufacturing facility to establish proper fit
and alignment. For arches with slopes of 3:12 and greater, typical connections employ shear
plates and bolts or a combination of shear plates and bolts and dowels to transfer both horizontal
and vertical forces. For low pitch (low slope) arches, steel side plates on each face are used in
combination with shear plates.

Shear plates
on machine bolt

Shear plates on

steel dowel Counterbore

Figure C1.1.2. Typical arch peak connection detail

C1.2 Nominal connection capacity.

Determination of nominal capacity does not include adjustment factors for group action and
geometry to more conservatively estimate nominal connection capacity. These factors are 1.0 or
less in value and address wood strength limit states which are to be checked explicitly by
provisions of Appendix E and shear provisions of NDS.

C1.3 Member requirements for special glulam arch systems.
Prescriptive limits on d/b closely match those in NDS 2005 for arches; however, wording is
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PROPOSAL 7-3 (2009) continued

added to clarify that tangent point depth, dy, is applicable to Tudor arches.

C1.3.2. Consistent with typical construction details used for these systems, a metal plate with
sufficient strength and stiffness to distribute the applied load is used at the base (see Figure
C1.3.2) regardless of the level of stress in end grain bearing.

\ Arch Machine Bolt
Welded
assembly
)O/ Bearing Ej
plate
_ _ L,

... Anchor

bolts

Figure C1.3.2. Typical arch base detail with thru-bolt.

C1.3.3. Compression stress perpendicular to grain in the arch member at the base should be
through bearing on a metal plate with sufficient strength and stiffness to distribute the applied
load.

C1.4 Member resistance for special glulam arch systems.

Requirements of Section 1.4 are intended provide excess capacity in the member relative to
connections, because little or no inelastic deformation is expected from the arch member itself
except in bearing modes. Limited inelastic deformation can occur through wood bearing and
fastener yielding in the connection region at the base (See Figure C1.3.3 (a) and (b) for examples
of Mode III and Mode IV yielding and Figure C1.3.3 b for cyclic behavior of a bolted steel side
plate to wood connection).

Single Shear Double Shear

Mode III;
»
Mode 1V
»
(@) (b)

Figure C1.3.3 (a) Mode III and Mode IV yielding for single and double shear connections, and
(b) Mode 1V yielding from a double shear connection test.
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PROPOSAL 7-3 (2009) continued

LRFD factored 4000 -
resistance for 3000 -
seismic loading. \q@" 1’

1000 {1/

Load, Ibf

-4000 -

Displacement, in

Figure C1.3.3c. Cyclic curve for single shear bolted connection - Mode I1Is (3/8” diameter bolt,
4x6 wood member, Y4” steel side plate).

C1.4.1. Arch member design strength must equal or exceed the force based on over-strength load
combinations of ASCE 7 but need not exceed nominal forces developed by connections in
accordance with Section 1.4.2 (a). Design for bending, tension, compression and shear, per 1.4.1,
is based on applicable net section or net bearing areas in accordance with NDS. Member design
at connections, including provisions for shear at connections at member ends and local stresses
in fastener groups, is in accordance Section 1.4.2.

C1.4.2. This section requires member design at connections for forces that can be developed in
the connections or overstrength load combinations of ASCE 7 to increase capacity based on
wood strength limit states relative to connection capacity and provide for limited inelastic
behavior at base and peak connections by either wood bearing or fastener yielding or
combination thereof.

In Section 1.4.2, required design wood strength at connections is taken as the lesser of (a)
nominal strength of the connection for LRFD or the nominal strength divided by 1.35 for ASD,
or (b) the force based on overstrength load combinations of ASCE 7. Case (b) will generally
apply where loads other than seismic control the size and number of fasteners in the arch base.
Where the connection has design strength in excess of that needed to resist seismic forces (e.g.
forces from wind exceed calculated seismic force), it is only necessary to ensure that the wood
member has sufficient design strength to resist loads from special load combinations, not the
expected strength of the fasteners.

For ASD, wood strength limit states are checked using the nominal strength of the connection
divided by a factor of 1.35. The 1.35 factor is specified to provide for consistent design whether
provisions of ASD or LRFD are used. For member design (except compression perpendicular to
grain) and connection design, the ratio of LRFD adjusted design value (10 minute basis) to ASD
adjusted design value (10 minute basis) is: 2.16/1.6 = 1.35. The factor of 2.16 is the constant in
the format conversion factor, Ky, and adjusts ASD reference design values (10 year basis) to
LRFD design values (10 minute basis) and 1.6 is the load duration factor, Cp, which adjusts
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PROPOSAL 7-3 (2009) continued

ASD reference design values (10 year basis) to ASD design values at a 10 minute basis.

C1.5 Transfer of forces to the arch members.

Adequate transfer of in-plane diaphragm forces and out-of plane wall and roof forces can be
addressed by use of NDS for wood member and connection resistance and provisions of ASCE
7. For anchorage of concrete or masonry structural walls see ASCE 7 Section 12.14.7.5, for
bearing walls and shear walls see ASCE 7 Section 12.14.7.6, and for non-structural components
see ASCE 7 Section 12.14.7.7.

C1.6 End fixity.

Three-hinge arch systems are designed assuming pin behavior when typical construction details
of AITC 104 are used; however, it is recognized that limited moment fixity is introduced at the
arch base and arch peak connection regions by presence of connectors and bearing of the
member cross section.

For example, at the arch base, rotation about the inside face of the arch at the base coupled with
presence of connections in the arch shoe will provide moment fixity beyond the assumed
condition of an ideally pinned joint. The intent of Section 1.6 is to consider the effect of such end
fixity as the arch resists anticipated loading.

Precise estimates of anticipated deformations which may be detrimental to overall connection
and member performance are difficult to predict. Their effect at the base connection is mitigated
through 1) use of dowel fasteners in yielding mode, 2) increased strength of dowel fasteners
loaded parallel to grain when compared to the same fastener loaded perpendicular to grain, 3)
presence of localized bearing deformations about the arch base and surrounding the dowel, and
4) dowel placement. At the arch peak, tapering of the arch member minimizes fixity created by
wood bearing as the arch deforms (see Figure C1.1.2).

Limited cyclic data of single shear, single bolt connections consisting of a steel side plate and a
wood main member indicates an average displacement of 0.8 at maximum load (see Anderson,
G.T., Experimental Investigation of Group Action Factor for Bolted Wood Connections, Thesis
for Master of Science at Virginia Tech). For the particular connection tested, the ratio of average
maximum strength to LRFD factored resistance was approximately 2.6. Displacement at
maximum load and ratio of maximum load to the LRFD factored resistance will vary by
connection configuration.

C1.7 Arch Moment Splice.

Large arches may employ arch moment splices in locations of reduced moment to facilitate
shipping. Like the connection at the peak, these connections are typically pre-fabricated in a
manufacturing facility to establish proper fit and alignment. Compression stress in the moment
splice region is taken by end grain bearing on a metal bearing plate between the connected
members. Tension is taken across the splice by steel straps and shear plates, shear is taken by
shear plates in end grain, and side plates are used to hold sides and tops of members in position.
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Figure C1.1.3. Typical arch moment splice.
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PROPOSAL 7-3 (2009) continued

REASON FOR PROPOSAL.:

Glulam arch structures are used with some regularity in churches and other public buildings and
assembly areas; however, ASCE 7 does not currently provide guidance on seismic design of
these systems. Design recommendations were drafted with input from the American Institute of
Timber Construction (AITC) and further developed by TS7. This proposal includes seismic
design coefficients for two classes of three-hinge arch systems defined as: 1) special glulam
arch, and 2) glulam arch not specifically detailed for seismic resistance.

For special glulam arch systems, required detailing enables limited inelastic behavior in
connections through either wood bearing or fastener yielding. This is accomplished by requiring
design of wood members at connections for the lesser of overstrength forces or the forces that
can be developed in the connections. For glulam arch systems not specifically detailed for
seismic resistance, use is limited to SDC A, B, C. Limitations on applicable SDC is analogous
to the approach taken for steel systems not specifically detailed for seismic resistance and wood
shear wall systems with other than wood structural panel. The value of R=2.0 is based on a
relative comparison of R for special systems. For both system types, assumed system
overstrength is Qy=2.5.

Comparison minimum base shear with past practice

Base shear assigned to “past practice” is based on provisions of 1997 UBC heavy timber braced
frames in a bearing wall system (R = 2.8).

1997 UBC: V=25C,IW/R; V =2.5(0.44)(1.0)W/2.8; V=039 W (1)

Base shear in accordance with ASCE 7-05 is:

ASCE 7-2005:V = C,W = (2/3)F,SsW/(R/1); R = (1.0)(2/3)(1.0)(Ss) W/V (2)

Solving R for S = 1.0 to 2.5 to represent 197 UBC Zone 1V gives the following range of R:

Range of R which provide base shear equivalent to 1997 UBC
Seismic Force Resisting System R
Glulam arch, three-hinge 1.7-43

The value of R = 2.5 recommended for the 3-hinge arch structure falls within a broad range of R
providing equivalent base shear with past practice defined by the 1997 UBC.

TS7VOTE:
Y-9 YR -3 N-1 NV -1
TS 7 COMMENTS (Note TS7 is currently working on resolving comments):

Chittenden (N)

I do not think that the “not specifically detailed” arch should be a part of this proposal.
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PROPOSAL 7-3 (2009) continued

If it must be, then it does not seem to me that there is sufficient differentiation in the R factor for “special”
arch and a “not specifically detailed”. I agree that “not specifically detailed” should be restricted to SDC
A & B — 1 don’t think they should be allowed in SDC C. I think that similar to masonry, for the “not
specifically detailed” should have R = 1.5 max. This gives incentive to use a “special” arch.

I would change my vote to Yes if the ‘not specifically detailed” arch is removed from the proposal or this
arch is restricted to SDC A and B and its R factor is reduced to 1.5.

Mahaney (YR)

1.0 Scope
These provisions are intended for the design and detailing of structural glued laminated timber (glulam)

arch members and their connections that are part of the seismic force resisting system in three-hinge arch
systems.

Seismic design coefficients for three-hinged wood arch systems shall be as specified in the applicable
Building Code; or in the absence of such information, suggested coefficients are provided in Table 1.

(Mahaney Comment — Table 1 Q = 2.0 — I am not sure why we need to design for 1.25 times the
design EQ.)

Table 1. Seismic Design Coefficients for Glulam Arches.

Seismic Force Resisting System R Q Cqy
1. Special glulam arch 2.5 2.5 2.5
2. Glulam arch not specifically detailed for 2.0 2.0 2.0
seismic resistance

* Seismic coefficients are limited to seismic design categories A, B and C. Glulam arch systems not
specifically detailed for seismic resistance shall comply with recommended detailing in AITC 104-
2003 Typical Construction Details, requirements of the 2005 National Design Specification® for
Wood Construction (NDS®) including Appendix E, ASCE 7-05 Minimum Design Loads for Buildings
and Other Structures, and the applicable building code.

1.6 End fixity

In accordance with assumed pinned behavior of a 3-hing arch, determination of reaction and arch member

forces is based on assumed idealized pin behavior at the arch peak and base. Actual detailing introduces

moment fixity and member rotation at reactions and consideration shall be given to the effect of such
fixity on members and connections and joint deformation including displacement demands on fasteners.

(Mahaney Comment — fasteners Connections are expected to go into inelastic range with
anticipated displacements based on C4. The connections must have the ability to deform and
maintain strength.)

1.7 Arch Moment Splice

Arch moment splices shall utilize a metal bearing plate, metal side plates, shear plates, bolts, steel dowels,
timber rivets or combination thereof in accordance with AITC 104 Typical Construction Details. Design
forces for determining the size and number of fasteners shall be based on load combinations of Section
12.4.3.2 of ASCE 7 (load combinations with over-strength) but need not exceed the member design force
based on forces resulting from strength at connections (see Section 1.4.1 and 1.4.2 (a)). The connection
should be designed to accommodate joint deformation including displacement demands on fasteners.
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PROPOSAL 7-3 (2009) continued

(Mahaney Comment — fasteners Connections are expected to go into inelastic range with
anticipated displacements based on C4 . The connections must have the ability to deform and
maintain strength.)

Commentary

C1.4.2 This section requires member design at connections for forces that can be developed in the
connections or overstrength load combinations of ASCE 7 to increase capacity based on wood strength
limit states relative to connection capacity and provide for limited inelastic behavior at base and peak
connections by either wood bearing or fastener yielding or combination thereof.

In Section 1.4.2, required design wood strength at connections is taken as the lesser of (a) nominal
strength of the connection for LRFD or the nominal strength divided by 1.35 for ASD, or (b) the force
based on overstrength load combinations of ASCE 7. Case (b) will generally apply where loads other than
seismic control the size and number of fasteners in the arch base. Where the connection has design
strength in excess of that needed to resist seismic forces (e.g. forces from wind exceed calculated seismic
force), it is necessary to ensure that the wood member has sufficient design strength to resist loads from
special load combinations, not the expected strength of the fasteners.

(Mahaney Comment — necessary — In addition, the connections must meet the
deformation demands considering Cy.)

For ASD, wood strength limit states are checked using the nominal strength of the connection divided by
a factor of 1.35. The 1.35 factor is specified to provide for consistent design whether provisions of ASD
or LRFD are used. For member design (except compression perpendicular to grain) and connection
design, the ratio of LRFD adjusted design value (10 minute basis) to ASD adjusted design value (10
minute basis) is: 2.16/1.6 = 1.35. The factor of 2.16 is the constant in the format conversion factor, K,
and adjusts ASD reference design values (10 year basis) to LRFD design values (10 minute basis) and 1.6
is the load duration factor, Cp, which adjusts ASD reference design values (10 year basis) to ASD design
values at a 10 minute basis.

C1.6 End fixity
Three-hinge arch systems are designed assuming pin behavior when typical construction details of AITC

104 are used; however, it is recognized that limited moment fixity is introduced at the arch base and arch
peak connection regions by presence of connectors and bearing of the member cross section.

For example, at the arch base, rotation about the inside face of the arch at the base coupled with the
presence of connections in the arch shoe will provide moment fixity beyond the assumed condition of an
ideally pinned joint. The intent of Section 1.6 is to consider the effect of such end fixity as the arch resists
anticipated loading, displacement and joint rotation.

Precise estimates of anticipated deformations which may be detrimental to overall connection and
member performance are difficult to predict. Their effect at the base connection is mitigated through 1)
use of dowel fasteners in yielding mode, 2) increased strength of dowel fasteners loaded parallel to grain
when compared to the same fastener loaded perpendicular to grain, 3) presence of localized bearing
deformations about the arch base and surrounding the dowel, and 4) dowel placement. At the arch peak,
tapering of the arch member minimizes fixity created by wood bearing as the arch deforms (see Figure
Cl1.1.2).

Limited cyclic data of single shear, single bolt connections consisting of a steel side plate and a wood
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PROPOSAL 7-3 (2009) continued

main member indicates an average displacement of 0.8” at maximum load (see Anderson, G.T.,
Experimental Investigation of Group Action Factor for Bolted Wood Connections, Thesis for Master of
Science at Virginia Tech). For the particular connection tested, the ratio of average maximum strength to
LRFD factored resistance was approximately 2.6. Displacement at maximum load and ratio of maximum
load to the LRFD factored resistance will vary by connection configuration.

C1.7 Arch Moment Splice

Large arches may employ arch moment splices in locations of reduced moment to facilitate shipping.

Like the connection at the peak, these connections are typically pre-fabricated in a manufacturing facility
to establish proper fit and alignment. Compression stress in the moment splice region is taken by end
grain bearing on a metal bearing plate between the connected members. Tension is taken across the splice
by steel straps and shear plates, shear is taken by shear plates in end grain, and side plates are used to hold
sides and tops of members in position. Joint rotation and displacement demands on moment connection
fasteners should be evaluated similar to Section 1.6

(Mahaney Comment-(Section 1.6 above) Similar to other connections,
displacement demands on connection fasteners need to be evaluated.)

REASON FOR PROPOSAL.:

Comparison minimum base shear with past practice

Base shear assigned to “past practice” is based on provisions of 1997 UBC heavy timber braced frames in
a bearing wall system (R = 2.8).

1997 UBC: V =2.5CIW/R; V=2.5(0.44)(1.0)W/2.8; V=039 W (1)

Base shear in accordance with ASCE 7-05 is:

ASCE 7-2005: V=CW = (2/3)F,S3W/(R/I); R =(1.0)(2/3)(1.0)(So)W/V )

Solving R for S, = 1.0 to 2.5 to represent 1997 UBC Zone IV gives the following range of R:

Range of R which provide base shear equivalent to 1997 UBC

Seismic Force Resisting System R
Glulam arch, three-hinge 1.7-43

The value of R = 2.5 recommended for the 3-hinge arch structure falls within a broad range of R
providing equivalent base shear with past practice defined by the 1997 UBC.

(Note — additional revisions to commentary were suggested)

Mochizuki (YR)

The white paper fills a void for a recommendation on the use of glulam arches for resisting lateral forces,
but it is questionable whether the recommended seismic design coefficients are conservative since there is
no testing to back up the values. However, the use of an R value of 2 or 2.5 is certainly an improvement
over avalue such as 4.5 that might be argued as the value picked from the table in the building code.

Skaggs (YR)
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PROPOSAL 7-3 (2009) continued

In general, I thought this ballot was significantly improved. Particularly the concept of “special glulam
arches”, vs. not specifically detailed. However, the R value between these two systems seems hardly
worth the effort of the special detailing. A summary of ballot differences stated that arches not
specifically detailed were limited to SDC A — C, but this limitation did not “jump out at me” in the
proposed language. 1’d prefer to see a higher R-value for special detailed of glulam arches, somewhere
closer to R = 3.0, which more closely matches the R-value of 2.8 in the 1997 UBC.

1.3.1 — this paragraph is too redundant. Arch members are required to have slenderness ratios , d/b <=6,
then the next sentence states that Tudor arches must have a tangent point depth to breadth not exceeding 6
— if arch member cannot exceed 6, then presumably tangent point would also not exceed 6. The revised
wording will need to incorporate d/d not exceeding 5 for unbraced members.

Cl1.4 insert “to” in front of “provide” in line 23.

C1.7 referring to force transfer through the connection as “taken” seems to be too casual for the
provisions. I’d suggest wording like “transferred” or “resisted”...

Comparison minimum base shear properties (Line 30), reference should be to “1997” UBC.

George (Y)

Editorial correction — P. 10, Line 30, should read “...represent 1997 UBC”
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