[image: image1.png]


DEPARTMENT OF BUILDING INSPECTION
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MINUTES

 SPECIAL MEETING OF THE

Unreinforced Masonry Building (UMB) Appeals Board
Friday, October 8, 1999

2:00 P.M.

City Hall

1 Dr. Carlton B. Goodlett Place,  Room  428

San Francisco, California  94102 


MEMBERS OF THE BOARD



DEPARTMENT REPRESENTATIVE

Ms. Betty Louie, Chairperson




Mr. Gary Ho (415) 558-6083

Ms. Lucia Bogatay, Vice Chairperson



Ms. Margaret Cui (415) 558-6196

Ms. Faye Bernstein

Mr. Rob Birminghan




Mr. Tim Carrico





CITY ATTORNEY'S OFFICE

Mr. Tom Mangold





REPRESENTATIVE, Judith Boyajian

Mr. Frank Rollo





Deputy City Attorney (415) 554-4636

Mr. Ralph Teyssier








Mr. Chad Thompson

CALL TO ORDER
The Chair called the meeting to order at 2:05 PM.

ROLL CALL 

The roll call showed a Quorum present.

COMMISSION MEMBERS PRESENT:

Ms. Betty Louie, Chairperson

Mr. Rob Birmingham

Ms. Lucia Bogatay, Vice Chairperson

Ms. Faye Bernstein

Mr. Tim Carrico (entered 2:30 p.m.)

Mr. Frank Rollo

Mr. Ralph Teyssier
Mr. Chad Thompson
COMMISSION MEMBER ABSENT:
Mr. Tom Mangold

D.B.I. REPRESENTATIVE:



Mr. Hanson Tom, Division Manager

Mr. Gary Ho, Engineer

CITY ATTORNEY'S OFFICE:

Ms. Judith Boyajian, Deputy City Attorney 

Chair Louie welcomed  Mr. Y.Y. Chew, newly appointed manager of the UMB Plan Checking Division.  Also welcomed Anna Wong, DBI=s new tenant monitor who is replacing Freida Hall..

Before proceeding to the appeal, Chair Louie requested that the City Attorney speak to the Board.  City Attorney Boyajian noted that Board members Teyssier and Rollo might have conflict interest issue regarding this appeal.  Proper procedure would be for those members to request by motion that they be recused from hearing the appeal.  Member Teyssier , upon earlier consultation with the City Attorney, decided that he request to be recused.  Member Thompson seconded the request.  The request was granted by the Board.  City Attorney Boyajian then directed Member Teysier to sit with the audiance.

Member Rollo announced that he was a consultant for the Woolen Mill in 1996 but that the owner/contractor was not his client.  Mr. Culley stated that Member Rollo did not invoice his company.    The City Attorney opined that Member Rollo had no conflict of  interest regarding this appeal and could therefore, continue to hear the appeal. 

APPEAL CONTINUED FROM PREVIOUS MEETING 
Appeal No. 99-001
900 North Point


Mr. Peter Culley, S.E.

Woolen Mill Building

Culley Associates Inc.

Ghirardelli Square



The Appellant is seeking approval for the use of glass and carbon fibre composites to enhance the seismic force  resistance of certain unreinforced brick masonry walls.

Chair Louie asked for questions and comments from DBI staff and members.

Mr. Ho asked about the composite action of the existing wall and fibre enforcements, and load transfers.  He also questioned  whether the composite fibre could develop the 5% capacity  that the 104(f) procedure demands.   Questions were answered by appellant team Member Grogan.  In place tests were performed and results showed that the capacity ratio of 5% was met.

Dr. Zsutty also offered more explaination.  He observed that the one sided fibre application increased strength as tested by the U.S. Navy.  There appeared to be a 44% to 90% increase in strength as a result of this application.  Depending upon the solvency of the clay, brick and mortar, the enhancements were significant from the tests performed.  The results showed well within the capacity that the one sided application could furnish the immediate increase in the shear capacity.  Tests also showed that if an earthquake broke the shears,  the epoxy panel was still able to keep the units together.  

Member Rollo noted that without the fibre polymer this building complies with Special Procedures.  It would then only need to add a 5% capacity to resist the demands of the 104(f).

Member Bernstein opined that if the Appellant has met the code requirements, then the work being performed would be voluntary, and therefore, unnecessary  for the Board to rule on. 

Mr. Tom reiterated that there should be a composite application sequence, special inspection and a quality control program.  Given that the forces from the top level to the foundation, a post construction observation would be recommended to insure the quality of the application.

Appellant team member Day from Vali Cooper & Associates, Inc. showed the Board the step by step process of the Special Inspection  procedure.  He also distributed a Report of Completion for the Grand Hyatt Hotel Composite Beam Strengthening Project.  He explained how load transfers are accomplished and showed that there would be no rocking problems.  Mr. Gorgan added that in some instances  traditional wood frame connection are used to transfer the force to the diaphragm and to the foundations.

Member Bogatay expressed a greater comfort level at this meeting with the information supplied. She would be willing to validate this procedure.  Member Thompson expressed concerns with the  in-plane and out-plane tests. 

Member Bernstein questioned whether getting the load into the tension strip would delaminate the enforced shear.  Mr. Grogan gave an affirmative answer.

Member Bogatay motioned that the Board accept this system for this project as a voluntary upgrade subject to documentation provided by the Appellant and that all required testing, monitory and construction procedures be provided to the DBI.  

Member Thompson made a modification to the motion.  He further  moved to approve the case on an experimental basis with an 11% force increase, with the Appellant providing calculations, materials and special inspections procedures to be reviewed and approved by the DBI.

Chair Louie asked for public comment.

 Mr. Pat Buscovich, engineer, stated that he knew of  the product and was excited about its potential.   He hoped that the Board would encourage the Appellant to do more testing on the one sided application.  Mr. Culley agreed to do some of the tests and hoped that the DBI staff  would work with him.

Votes:

Ayes:
Faye Bernstein, Rob Birmingham,  Lucia Bogatay, Tim Carrico, Betty Louie, , Frank Rollo  Chad Thompson

Noes:
 None

Appeal granted.

Mr. Culley thanked the Board.

ADJOURNMENT
There being no further business, the meeting was adjourned at 3:35 P.M.

Respectfully submitted:

_________________________________

Gary Ho, S.E.

Department of Building Inspection

Secretary, UMB Appeals Board
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