Tri-Chapter Uniform Code Committee (TUCC)

Meeting Minutes for March 12, 2009
Milpitas City Hall

455 E. Calaveras Rd.

Call to Order:

Meeting called to order at 1:20 p.m. by committee co-chairperson Sheila Lee, City of Santa Clara.
1.  In Attendance/Self Introductions:

*Sheila Lee, City of Santa Clara
**David Basinger, Shums Coda Associates

Stephan Lau, City of San Mateo

Homer Maiel, City of San Jose

Akitayo Akiwumi, City of San Ramon

James Son, City of San Jose

Mike Baird, Kutzmann and Associates

Kathryn Sedwick, City of San Jose

Prabath Silva, WC3

Giyan Senaratne, WC3

Massoud Abolhoda, Plan Review Consultants

Keyvan Irannejad, City of Milpitas

Carol Lau, City of Sunnyvale

Betty Chan, City of Milpitas

Oliver Chan, City of Milpitas

Leon Sheyman, City of Milpitas

Raymond Lui, City & Co. of San Francisco

Matthew Fong, City & Co. of San Francisco

Suresh Acharya, City of Concord

Kevin Mulcahy, City of Concord

Mark Soltes, City of San Leandro

Matin Miraftab, City of San Leandro

*  Chairperson

** Secretary

+ Additional/Back-up Secretary

2.  Minutes Approval:

The previous minutes were reviewed and approved.

There was a brief opening announcement that Building Standards Commission Chairwoman (Ms. Rosario) has recently resigned, and BSC will be looking for a person to replace her. She has been helpful and understanding regarding jurisdictional code concerns, and there is hope that the appointed replacement will be similarly sympathetic to city issues.

Keyvan also announced that former State Fire Marshall (Ruben Grijalva) is now Fire Marshall at the City of Milpitas, and their previous City Fire Marshall has moved to a job in Sacramento.

3.  Wood Shear Wall tie-down Anchoring Systems (James Son):

James presented the proposed guidelines developed by the sub-committee related to tie-down anchorage systems. The guideline focused on the four major items of concern: (1) shrinkage/deformation of wood; (2) elongation of the rods; (3) drift limits; and (4) consistent method of design and approval criteria. James re-visited technical information presented in the previous TUCC meeting, and attempted to provide broad variations that can be used at for all jurisdictions, as well as providing a very detailed definition of how the committee's conclusions have been derived.
Some of the key points of the lengthy discussion were as follows:

There was a question related to the looseness within the systems (due to shrinkage in the wood). James indicated that some of the devices have a looseness that the engineer must address with additional calculations, but the rod systems have much larger uplift loading, which leads to greater variables to be addressed with the design. Wood sawn floor joists were considered the largest contributor to looseness, and manufactured joists have the least. However, this can be overcome with a shrinkage compensation device or separate engineering calculations (which is uncommon, as it is too difficult to compensate for this effect).

Discussion includes drift, special inspection, and whether combination of systems should not be used at along the same wall/line, or to allow skipped floors on a case-by-case basis, or as allowed by the Building Official/Plans Examiner. Most people felt that it’s okay to vote on the item as proposed by the committee.
Action Item: voted and approved unanimously as policy item #12.

4.  Simplified Wind Design (Giyan Senaratne):
Giyan address the four action items from the previous TUCC meeting. Those are: add a simple picture of the structure; include a sample calculation; clarification of the assumed plate height and compare the numbers with the latest proposed ICC code change method on wind design.  Giyan had incorporated Homer's calculations that checked the earlier numbers, but he hasn’t compared the numbers with ICC design method (ICC proposed 2009 code changes).
There was discussion on the exposure C numbers and the numbers on the various roof slopes. The decision is to remove the roof slope to simplify the document.  Giyan needs help to compare the numbers to finalize the guidelines.  Matt Fong and Suresh Acharya volunteered to help.
Action taken: Giyan to work with Matt and Suresh to compare the numbers, and come back next meeting to finalize the policy/interpretation.

5.  Suspended Ceiling (David Basinger):

Dave presented a first attempt at combining the previous document with last month's group suggestions. However, the effort was more of a reiteration of code requirements and the group wanted more of an interpretation policy.
Action Taken: New sub-committee formed with representatives from Milpitas (Oliver), Santa Clara (TBD) and San Jose (John Wolfram), to work on completing the interpretation and present this at a future meeting.
6. Soils Report Policy (Homer Maiel):

Homer reviewed the soils investigation exemption requirements and criteria with modifications from suggestions of earlier meeting. There was brief discussion of the revised document, with some concern that eliminating the requirement for a soils report could be lowering of the code’s minimum. The fact is that currently jurisdictions are having their own policies on the soils report requirement.  Its better that we have a consistent policy in our region.
Action taken: Request to remove 2C and combine the other comments, and limit to flat lots - sloped lots shouldn't use this criteria. Homer to revise and re-present at the next meeting.
7.  Structural Stability of Fire Wall (Mac Saberi):

There was no further time available for this item and Mac Saberi was not there, so it was moved to next month's meeting.
8.  Meeting open for general code item discussions:

Giyan has 1604.5 Table question on primary occupancy is public assembly? Keyvan indicates only the room, not the overall public building, per his conversations with SEAONC and ICC. Community room is category III, and isolate the electrical systems from category II. Office complex is public, but the assembly area may not be the primary use (i.e. cafeteria, etc.).
Massoud wants to discuss holdown pull out crack section design, and whether or not everyone is requiring the calculations.
Next meeting scheduled for April 9 at 1:15 p.m.
Meeting adjourned at 3:43 p.m.

