STATE OF CALIFORNIA [] BUSINESS, TRANSPORTATION & HOUSING AGENCY
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION [] OFFICE OF STRUCTURES DESIGN

P Property of

f;lood Control District of MC Library
Please Return to :

2801 W, Duraa‘lg@

Phoenix, AZ 85009

December 1983

LIBRARY ;
201.009

+ ~ared in cooperation with the U.S. Department of Transportation, Federal Highway Administration FHWA/CA/SD-82/01 .




LIBRARY

Technical Report Documentation Page

1. Report No. 2. Government Accession No. 3. Recipient's Catalog No.

FHWA/CA/SD-82/01 '

4. Title and Subtitle 5. Report Date
December, 1983

6. Performing Organization Code

LONG SPAN BRIDGE DEFLECTIONS

8. Performing Organization Report No.

7. Author's) .
Barry H. Nelsen & Paul J. Jurach 14-030 624122
9. Performing Orgonization Name and Address 10. Work Unit No. (TRAIS)
DiViSion of Structures 11. Contraet or Grant No.
California Department of Transportation D-4-43
Sacramento, California 95807 13. Type of Report and Period Covered
12. Sponsoring Agency Name and Address .
Final
California Department of Transportation
Sacramento, California 95807 4. Sponsoring Agencquge

15. Supplementary Notes

Study was conducted in cooperation with the U.S. Department of
Transportation, Federal Highway Administration.

16. Abstract

This report discusses an investigation of the immediate and long
term deflection of simple span and continuous prestressed concrete
bridges. The study examines the design assumptions and
construction methods used to plan and build the superstructure with
respect to its deflections. Factors affecting bridge deflection
such as concrete strength, modulus of elasticity, aggregate
shrinkage, structure shortening, length of time the structure is on
falsework, skew, and end condition of the abutments are also
analyzed., Falsework load distribution is studied.

Conclusions are as follows: Judgement differences in design
assumptions can cause substantial variations in calculated
deflections. Maximum falsework loads occur several days after the
top deck is cast, Most structures lift off the falsework at
midspan when stressed. Most structures deflect elastically and
continue to deflect plastically after the falsework is released.
Occasionally a structure will rise significantly after a long
period of constant deflection.

17. Key Words 18. Distribution Statement
Bridge Design, Camber, Deflec- "No restrictions. This document
tion, Settlements, Settlement available to the public through
Rate, Settlement Records, the National Technical Informa-
Foundation Loading, Supports, tion Service, Springfield,
Shoring. L Virginia 22161."

19. Security Classif. (of this report) 20. Security Classif. {of this page) 21« No. of Pages 22, Price
Unclassified Unclassified

Form DOT F 1700.7 (8-72) Reproduction of completed page auvthorized




TABLE OF CONTENTS

Page

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS « & « o o o o o s o s o o o s o o o o vi
INTRODUCTION ¢ 4 o s o o o o .6 o o o o o o o o o s s 1

OBJECTIVE & ¢ o o o o o o o o s o o o o o o s o o o 2

. Deflections « « « ¢« ¢ o o ¢ o o o o o o s s s 0 o 2
Falsework Loading Changes . « « o « o « o o o o o o 2

RESEARCH PROCEDURE ¢« ¢« ¢ © ¢ o o s s o o »
Deflections .« « o ¢ ¢« ¢ ¢ o o o

Falsework Loading Changes . « « ¢ « o ¢ o o o o o o

.
.
.
.
.
.
.
)
.
w

TESTING RESULTS « ¢ ¢ o o ¢ o o o o o o o o s o o o @ 6
Deflections e o s e 6 o s e e s 8 e e s s e s e 6
Elastic Modulus and Concrete Strength . « +« o« o« & 9
Aggregate Shrinkage . . ¢ o ¢ ¢ ¢ o ¢ o o o o o o o 9
Structure Shortening . . ¢« ¢ ¢ ¢ o ¢ ¢ o o ¢ o o o 24
Time On FAlSeWOrK « o« o o o o o o o o o o o o o o 24
Skew...."................... 29
End Condition . « ¢ o o o ¢ o o o o o o o o o o o 29
Falsework Load Changes . ¢« ¢ ¢ o ¢:2 ¢ s o o o« o 32

Results of Falsework Tests « ¢« o « ¢ o o o o o & 48
Discussion of Falsework Test Results . . « « . . 49
Discussion of Deflection at Centerline of Span . 51
Discussion of Deflection PlOtS . « « o o« o o o & 56 |

CONCLUSIONS . & ¢ ¢ o o o o o o s o o s o s o o o o 62
Bridge Deflection o e s o o 4 s 4 & o o 6 o & o s 62
Concrete Strength and Elastic Modulus . . . . .. . . 62
Structure Shortening . ¢« « ¢ & ¢ o« o o o o o o o 62
End Condition « « « ¢ ¢ o o o o o o o o o o o o o o 62
Falsework Loading . « o ¢« o o o o o o o o o o o o o 62

RECOMMENDATIONS 4 ¢ o ¢ o o o o o o ¢ o o s o o o o & 64
Bridge Deflection « « o« o v v ¢ ¢ o o o ¢ ¢ o o o 64
Structure Shortening . « ¢« « o ¢ o o o o o o o o 65
End Condition « o o o o o o o o o o o o ¢ o o o o 65
Falsework Loading « « o o « o o s o o o o o o o o 65

IMPLEMENTATION . o % « o o o o o s o o o o o s o o o s 66

REFERENCES &+ & &+ & ¢ o o o o o o o o o s o o o o o o o 67




TABLE OF CONTENTS (Continued)

Page
APPENDIX . « «+ « « & . . e e o o o e o o o e o 69
Table of Simple Span CIP Prestressed Concrete _
Box Girder Bridges . . . e e s s e s s e e Al-A2
v - Table of Continuous Span CIP Prestressed
Concrete Box Girder Bridges . « « ¢ ¢ o ¢ o o o A3
Table of Bridge Shortenings . « ¢ ¢ o« o o o o o o A4-Al0
. Falsework Load Cell Readings-M Street UC . . . . Al1-A23
; Falsework Load Cell Readings-0ld Oregon Trail . . A24-A40
| Method of Sampling Fresh Concrete, TM-539-A . . . A4l
Method of Making, Handling, and Storing
Concrete Compressive Test Specimens In the
Field, TM 540 B e e . e o o o ¢« o o ¢ o . . ‘o A42_A43
Memo to De51gners 1137 o o o o e o e o o e A44
Sample Calculation - Simple Span CIP Prestressed
Box Girder . . . . . s e e o s s s e A45
Graphs of Deflectlons of & of Span of Test
Structures
1. South "P" Street UC . « « ¢ s o ¢ o o o o A46-A49
2. Madison Street UC . o o o o o o o ¢ o o o A50-A53
3. 7th Aveo UC . . . . . . . . . . ) . . . . A54—A57
4, Canyon Road UC . & « o o o o o o o o o = A58-A61
5. Meyer Road UC . ¢ « o ¢ o o o o o o o o o A62-A65
6., Larkin Valley Road UC « ¢ « ¢ « o o & o A66-A67
7. Division St. UC . ¢ ¢ o ¢ o o o ¢ o o o @ A68-A69
8. Susana Road UC « « & & o o o o s o o o = A70-A71
9. San Ysidro Blvd. UC . « ¢ o« o o o o o o A72-A75
10. Long Beach Blvd. UC . ¢ o ¢ ¢ o o s o o o A76-A79
11. Market St. Off-Ramp OC e e s e o o o » A80-A85

ii




LIST OF FIGURES

Figure Description Page
1-2 Deflection of Simple Spah CIP Prestressed
Box Girder Bridges « . « o« « o o o o o o o 7 & 8
. Strength Versus Age
3 6.0 SACKS/CY & o o o o o o o o o o o o o o 10
4 6.5 saCKS/CY . . L] . . . . L e o . . . . . 11
. 5 7.0 SACKS/CY ¢ ¢ o o o o o ¢ o o o o o o o 12
| 6 7.5 SACKS/CY « « o o o o o o o o o o o o 13
7 8.0 SaCKS/CY + ¢ o o o ¢ o o o o o o o o 14
8 8.5 Sacks/cy L ] L] L] L ] L[] L] L] L] . L ] L d e * . L] 15
9 SUMMAYY o o s o o o s o s o s o o o o o 16
, Ec Versus Age
10 6.0 Sacks%y L] . * [ 2 . L] . L] L] L ° . - * . 17
ll 6.5 saCKS/cy [ ] . L] * * . * L ] * . L] * L] L] . 18
12 7.0 sackS/cy L L ] - . » . L] L] L] L] L] L] L) *® L] 19
13 7.5 sackS/cy L] . L] L ] . L] L ] L] L] L] . L] * * * 20
14 8.0 sackS/cy * . L] * * * L] . . e L L ] . * * 21
15 8.5 saCkS/cy * L] * . L] * L] L] L] [ ] . . L] * L] 22
16 Summary L] . L] L] * L] L ] . * L] L] [ ] * L] . L] . 23
17 Deflection Diagram . + « o« o s+ o o o o s o . 25
18 Shortening/Foot of Structure Length . . . . 26
19 Simple Span Prestress - Deflection vs, Time
on Falsework (Days From Soffit Pour Until
F.W.e Release) & 4o v o o o o o o o o o o 27
20 Simple Span Prestress - Deflection vs, Time:
on Falsework (Days From Deck Pour Until
F.W‘ Release) L] L] . - L] * L] L] L] * L] * L 3 L] . 28
21 Typical Abutment Supports . . « ¢ o« « « « & 30
22 Abutment Support - Brs. #53-2373, 23-175,
23"173[:' 23—173QL, 57—747 e o e o e o e & 31
23 Enerpac LH-5006 Hydraulic Load Cells . . . 34
) Allendale Road UC
24 Longitudinal Section . « « « « ¢ o o o o 35
25 Section at Bents 2 & 5 ¢ ¢« 4 ¢ ¢ o o o o 36
: 26 Section at Bents 3 & 4 . .+ ¢« ¢ ¢ ¢ o o o 37
27 Load Cell Detail « « o o ¢ o o o o o o o = 38
28 Settlement and Load on Falsework Bent 3 . 39
29 Settlement and Load on Falsework Bent 4 . 40
30 Comparison of Measured and Calculated
Falsework Load L[ ] L[] L] * L] L] * L] L L] . * L] 41

iii




LIST OF FIGURES (Continued)

iv

Figure Description Page
M Street UC
31 Longitudinal Section . « « « « o o o o o 42
32 Section at Bents 2 & 3 ¢ 4 ¢« ¢« o ¢ o o o 43
. 33 Settlement, Load, & Temperature Changes
at Falsework Bent 2 & 3 ¢ &+ « & o o o 44
| 01d Oregon Trail UC
- 34 Longitudinal Section . .+ « « &« o o« ¢ s o 45
35 Sections at Bents 2, 3, & 8 and at
Bents 4, 5, 6 and 7 . ¢ « « ¢ o o ¢ o 46
36 Falsework Load Study . « « « « o o o o o & 47
APPENDIX ¢ 4 ¢ o o o o o o o o o o o s o o » o 69
0ld Oregon Trail UC
37 Falsework Post Settlement (P #24) . . . . A37
37 Falsework Load Changes (LC #25 & 24) . . . A37
38 Falsework Post Settlement (P #4 & 12) . . A38 .
38 Falsework Load Changes (P #4 & 12) . . . . A38
39 Falsework Post Settlement (P #23) . . . . A39
39 Falsework Load Changes (P #9 & 23) . . . . A39
40 Falsework Post Settlement (P #6) . . . . . A40
40 Falsework Load Changes (LC #6 & #7) . . . A40
Deflection of Centerline of Span of Test
Structures
41-44 South "P" Street UC . ¢ ¢ ¢« o o o o o o A46-A49
45-48 Madison Street UC . ¢« & o o o s o o ¢ o A50-~-A53
49-52 7th Ave, UC « ¢ ¢« ¢ o o o o o s o o o o o A54-A57
53-56 Canyon Road UC « ¢ 4 ¢ o o o o o o o o o s A58-A61
57"'60 Meyer Road UC . ) . . . . . . . . . . ° . A62"A65
61-62 Larkin Valley Road UC . & ¢« & & o ¢ o o o A66-A67
63-64 Division Street UC . ¢ « ¢ o o « o o o o o A68-~-A69
65-66 Susana Road UC . « &« & o o o o o o o » o & A70-A71
67-70 San Ysidero Blvd UC . . « « ¢ + & o« A72-A75
71-74 Long Beach Blvd UC . . . . . . . . . A76-A79
75-80 Market Street Off-ramp . . ¢« ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢« « « & A80-A85




Table

1-2

4-10
11-23

24
25-36

LIST OF TABLES

Description

Simple Span Cast-In-Place Prestressed
Concrete Box Girder Bridges . . « « « &
Continuous Span CIP Prestressed Concrete
Box Girder Bridges . . « « o« s+ o o o o -
Bridge Shortening . « ¢« ¢« o ¢ o o o o o o
"M" Street UC - Falsework Loads . . . . .
0ld Oregon Trail Falsework Load Cell Study

0l1d Oregon Trail - Falsework Load Study .

Page

Al-A2

A3’
A4-A10
All-A23
A24
A25-A36




ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

This report was prepared in the Special Projects Branch of the
Office of Structures Design under the direction of Mr. Guy D.
Mancarti and later Mr. W, J. Jurkovich., Contributions of data
were made by some 21 resident engineers at various construction
sites throughout California. Laboratory work was conducted under
the direction of Mr. Lee Wilson. The efforts of all contributors
are appreciated.

The data gathering and writing of the first draft of the report
were done by Barry H. Nelsen. The later updating and completion
of the report were done by Paul J. Jurach,

The contents of this report reflect the views of the authors who
are responsible for the facts and the accuracy of the data
presented herein. The contents do not necessarily reflect the
official views or policies of the State of California or the _
Federal Highway Administration. This report does not constitute a
standard, specification, or regulation. '

vi




INTRODUCTION

Accurate prediction of the deflection of a highway bridge is a
difficult problem bridge engineers have faced for many years.

Resident engineers on Caltrans construction projects are provided
with the dead load deflection in the form of camber diagrams on.
the contract plans. They superimpose anticipated falsework
settlements on this diagram to determine the total required
falsework camber. A number of assumptions are made by both
designer and resident engineer in determining this total camber.

In past years, Caltrans resident engineers submitted deflection
measurements made during the construction of their bridges. This
data was then analyzed and evaluated to determine a value for the
modulus of elasticity (Ec) for concrete to be used in calculatlng
anticipated deflections, A modulus of elast1c1ty of 3 x 10 psi
for reinforced concrete, and 3.5 x 106 psi for prestressed
concrete, was then selected. These values were then used to
calculate deflections of all concrete bridges. It was. found,
however, that the actual deflection of many structures was very
different from that calculated; consequently, there was a need to
determine more accurate value for Ec, to evaluate additional
factors that affect deflection and to develop techniques which
would more accurately predict concrete structure deflections.

It has been found that at many recently constructed simple span
cast-in-place prestressed structures, there has been a significant
change in falsework loading during the top slab curing period and
well before the stressing operation. The increased loads on some
falsework bents have substantially exceeded design values and
caused some crushing of falsework columns and caps and have caused
some cracks in the soffit slab although these cracks closed up
later under prestressing.

Most of the problems that have occurred to date have been on
structures requiring falsework openings, where rigid connections
and unyielding supports are the rule of the day. In this
situation, we might visualize the intermediate supports as
springs, yielding under load and transferring additional load to
the unyielding supports adjacent to the opening.

There was a need to understand the causes of the changes in

falsework loading in order to eliminate the cracking of the soffit
slab.




OBJECTIVE

This research project was planned to determine those factors which
affect the immediate and long-term deflection of long span (over
100' long) concrete bridges., After the project started, it was
decided to also investigate the apparent problem of significant
changes in falsework loads during the concrete curing period.

Deflections

It was planned to investigate the effect of the following factors
on deflections:

1. Concrete strength,

2., Elastic modulus (Ec).

3. Aggregate type.

4, Structure shortening.

5. Length of time before striking falsework.

6. Skew.
7. End condition of abutments.
8. Creep.

9, Stiffness.

The project was also expected to develop charts or curves which
would correlate the effect of increasing skew on deflection.

The findings, conclusions and recommendations of the research were
to be presented to the Office of Structures Design for their
consideration and implementation.,

After implementation it was expected that the research results
would provide:

'l. An improvement in deck riding quality.
2. Increased safety.

3. Improved aesthetics.

4., Improved deck drainage.

Falsework Loading Changes

The project was expected to investigate the degree of changes in
falsework loading that regularly occur with normal longitudinal
shrinkage of the top slab and to recommend procedures to eliminate
the kind of damage to falsework and structures which had been
occurring. :

L A




RESEARCH PROCEDURE

Deflections

Just prior to this project, it was determined that most future
long span structures would be:

1. Prestressed cast-in-place (CIP) simple spans.
2. Prestressed CIP continuous spans.
3. Reinforced concrete continuous spans.

Some 25 structures which were soon to be constructed were selected
for testing. These bridges had a total of 32 spans that ranged
from 118.3' to 200.0' in length. These structures are listed in
the appendix on pages Al-A3.

Data collection forms and instructions were prepared and
distributed to those projects with the 25 selected bridges.

Field test work included preparation of 8 concrete cylinder
samples during each soffit and stem pour and 8 more during the top
deck placement. These cylinders were prepared as specified by
Test Method Calif. No. 539-A. Field curing was done as specified
in Method 2 of the Test Method Calif. No. 540-B (see Appendix).
They were sent to the Caltrans Laboratory as soon as allowable and
then cured in the fog room until tested. Strength and modulus of
elasticity were determined as specified by ASTM Test Methods C 192
and C 469~65 (reapproved 1970). Two cylinders each were broken at
7 days, 14 days, 28 days, and 60 days.

During construction, reference nails were placed at the abutment,
1/4 span, 1/2 span and 3/4 span of each structure, at approxi-
mately 6 inches inside ‘each railing. Elevations of, and distances
between, these nails were recorded as follows:

1. Before prestressing.

2. 'After prestressing.

3. After falsework release.

4, One week after falsework release.

5. One month after falsework release,

6. Three months after falsework release.

7. Six months after falsework release.

8. One year after falsework release.

9. Two years after falsework release.
10. Four years after falsework release. (Elevations only.)

Reference points were also placed on abutment footings. Distances
were measured from these points to the front face of the abutment
diaphragm at the above specified times until backfill operations
covered the points. The purpose of these measurements was to see
how much the abutment diaphragm slides on top of the abutment
footing. This movement was compared to the superstructure
shortening after prestressing. Differences in horizontal movement
between the superstructure and the abutment footing indicated
positive or negative moments in the abutment diaphragm.




The final deflection analysis was made on data from some 20
representative structures with a total of 26 spans (18 single span
structures and 2@ 3 span structures).  Deflection data was taken
from both the left and right curblines making some 52 sets of
deflection data to be evaluated.

Falsework Loading Changes

Twelve Enerpac LH-5006 100,000-pound (45,359Kg) capacity
mini-hydraulic load cells were purchased to measure loads on
falsework posts during construction. See Figure 23.

Three structures were selected for testing and selected bents were
instrumented as the falsework was constructed on the bridges as

follows:

1.

Allendale Road Undercrossing,ABridge No. 23-169R

This bridge is a 90' (27.43m) simple span cast-in-place
prestressed concrete box girder.

The falsework system consisted of steel stringers
supported on timber posts and bent caps, Figures 24, 25
and 26. Falsework bents 2 and 5 were founded on
compacted fill material. Falsework bents 3 and 4 were
founded on compacted aggregate base material. The
contractor removed several feet of existing roadway
surface at the bridge site. About 1' (.3m) of aggregate
base material was then placed as a temporary roadway

‘surface and foundation for the falsework bents adjacent

to traffic.

The workmanship used in falsework erection was rated
excellent. :

Load cells were placed in falsework bents 3 and 4 as
shown in Figures 26 and 27. A 12" x 12" x 3/8" (.3m x
.3m x 9.5mm) steel distribution plate was placed on the
top and bottom of each load cell. These plates prevented
local overstressing of the timber falsework post bearing
area.

Falsework post settlements were determined using a Zeiss
level and sections of carpenter's rule nailed to the
posts. Load cell readings were made in the mornings at
regular intervals., Additional readings were made in the
afternoons after it was noticed that readings varied
throughout the day.

Bridge construction chronology was as follows:

Cast girder stems and bottom slab March 16, 1973

Cast top deck April 6, 1973
Prestress bridge April 16, 1973
Release falsework April 19, 1973




2.

M Street Undercrossing, Bridge No. 42-228R

This structure is a 130' (39.62m) simple span cast-in-
place prestressed concrete box girder,

The falsework system is shown in 'Figures 31 and 32. The
workmanship used in falsework erection was rated
satisfactory.

Load cells with steel distribution plates were placed in
bents 2 and 3, Figure 32. Load cell readings and
falsework post elevations were taken at regular intervals
during the pour operation and on a daily basis until the
falsework was removed.

Load cell readings taken following the stem pour

indicated substantial increases (25-30%) between the
morning and afternoon readings. (Figure 33)

To determine the effect of temperature changes, 25 pounds
(11.3Kg) of ice was applied to each load cell., Lower
readings were obtained after icing the cells. Readings
were taken in the mornings and afternoons without ice at
all times to maintain consistency. ‘Load cell readings
are recorded in Tables Al9 through A31l.

Bridge construction chronology was as follows:

Cast girder stems and bottom slab May 31, 1973

Cast top deck slab July 20, 1973
Prestress bridge August 7, 1973
Release falsework August 13, 1973

0ld Oregon Trail Undercrossing, Bridge No. 6-178L

Falsework for this 146' (44.5m) simple span cast-in-place
prestressed concrete box girder was built on compacted
base material. The falsework was a combination of timber
posts and caps with steel wide flange stringers,

Figure 34 and 35. Erection workmanship was rated
average.

Load cells and bearing plates were placed under falsework
posts in bents 3, 4, and 5 as shown in Figure 36. Load
cell and settlement readings were recorded from bottom
slab and stem pour until after the structure was
prestressed.

Bridge construction chronology was as follows:

Cast bottom slab and girder stems August 30, 1974

Cast top deck slab September 17, 1974
Prestress bridge September 30, 1974
Release falsework October 5, 1974




TESTING RESULTS

Deflections

Elevations of the reference nails and distances between them
were taken by field engineering crews as noted under Research
Procedures. These measurements were taken with available field
equipment such as Zeiss levels and Linker rods and using average
care. Rod readings were estimated to 0.001'. Distances between
points were measured by applying 25 lbs. tension to a 200' steel

chain lying on the bridge deck. These measurements were estimated
to 0.001'. Elevations of the structure were first taken ‘just

before the structure was stressed. These elevations were used as
reference points to compare future readings.

Varying work requirements on the different projects determined the
exact time of elevation readings. These differences in work load
occasionally caused significant variations in the time between
deflection readings. The contractors methods and procedures of

removing falsework also affected the scheduling of deflection
readings.

Elevations at the right and left edge of deck at midspan of each
structure were plotted on 4-cycle semi-log paper (deflection
versus time). These elevations were adjusted to compensate for
the settlement of the abutments and bents. Settlements of up to
0.02' (4 years) at the abutments were common. The maximum settle-
ment of an abutment was .14' (4 years). Settlements of the bents

in the only continuous three span bridge (120'-200'-120"') were
.04' (4 years).

Figures A46 thru A85 show deflection data gathered to date. 1In
most cases the bridge lifted off the falsework at midspan upon
stressing. Settlement charts indicated that uplift is usually
fully relieved when the falsework is released, however a few
bridges remained above the "before stressing” position after the
falsework was released. Figures 1 and 2 summarize data from some

typical bridges. A detailed discussion of the "deflection at
centerline of span" curves is made on Pages 56-61.

Conversations with field engineers have revealed a common
reluctance to build negative camber into a bridge. They hesitate
to build in a sag for fear it will not "come out." Plots of
elevations on Market Street Off-Ramp OC. Br. #57-842 (see

Figures A80-A84) indicate these fears, in this case at least, are
not justified as the entire .10' of negative camber has "come out”

in 4 years. The sag spans in this structure are the end spans of
a 3 span continuous structure in which the center span had a

positive camber of .20' and the full .20' camber has also "come
out" in 4 years.
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Elastic Modulus and Concrete Strength

Concrete cylinders were made and cured in conformance with
California Test Method No. 540-B (see page A42-A43). Handling and
storage of cylinders conformed to Method 2.

Chord Modulus of Elasticity was computed from test data using
ASTM 469,

Modulus of elasticity and strength test results of the various

concrete samples were submitted for electronic data processing

(EDP). A statistical comparison was made of concrete strength
versus age and modulus of elasticity versus age. Scatter diagrams
of the accumulated data are shown in Figures 3 thru 16.

Plots of strength versus age show that the 8.5 sack/cy concrete

was generally 7% stronger than the 6.0 sack/cy concrete at any
age.

Plots of Ec versus age show a difference of generally 25% between
the maximum ordinate curve and minimum ordinate curve at any age.
0ddly enough, the curves on Figure 16 (which were plotted
independently) have the 7.0 sack concrete as the upper limit and
the 6.5 sack concrete as the lower limit. At 60 days, the maximum
individual Ec value was 6.42 x 106 psi (7.0 sks/cy) and the
minimum Ec value was 3.16 x 108 psi (7.5 sks/cy). This indicates
the great spread in Ec test values for concrete of similar cement
content and the danger of establishing a design Ec from just a few
tests. ‘

Aggregate Shrinkage

Shrinkage values and aggregate petrology for most of the aggregate
sources used by the State have been determined by the California

Transportation Laboratory. These tests were done in accordance
with ASTM Procedures.

A partial list of structures and aggregate shrinkage values is
shown in the appendix.

Shrinkage values significantly under 0.048% are considered low.
Shrinkage values significantly over 0.048% are considered high.
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Structure Shortening

Measurements of deck shortening and abutment movement were not
very successful. Clear access to reference points was frequently

prevented by curing rugs, deck finishing machlnes, prestress1ng
equipment, or construction equipment.

Long-term sliding of the abutment diaphragm on the abutment 5
footing was successfully observed on only a few structures. The -
abutment footing points were usually covered by backfllllng
operations shortly after the falsework was removed.

Tables 4 thru 10 (pages A4-Al0) list measured horizontal movements
on several bridges. Measurements on the footings show how much
the abutment diaphragm had slid on top of the footing. Most
footing measurements indicate that the abutment diaphragm doesn't
move at the same rate as the top deck. The abutment footing is
assumed to remain stationary although in actuality the diaphragm
may be dragging the footing along. '

Footing movements are also shown in Tables 4 through 10. A plus
"+" sign indicates the distances between reference points

increased. A minus "-" sign indicates the distances between
reference points decreased.

Several footing measurements show the abutment diaphragm moving
in a direction opposite to that of the top deck. This could be
explained by considering the moments induced in the abutment _
diaphragm by the deflection of the bridge deck. See Figure 17.

Deck shortening measurements were taken by field construction
personnel on the various projects through the State: These
measurements were not corrected for temperature variations,

Figure 18 (Page 26) shows the two-variable least squares line,
coefficient of correlation, and plots of all the deck shortening
measurements made to date. Initial deck lengths were recorded at
various times after the top deck was cast but before the structure
was stressed. These measureméents were usually taken within 10
days after the deck was cast. All subsequent measurements were
compared to the initial readings.

Time on Falsework

The construction history of each structure was recorded. This «
included dates of casting the soffit, stems, and deck as well as
dates of stressing and falsework release. Figures 19 (Page 27)
and 20 (Page 28) are graphs of initial deflection versus the
number of days from the soffit pour and deck pour until the
falsework was released. These plots indicate a poor correlation
between the length of time a structure is on falsework and the
initial deflection. These plots however do not account for the
effect of increasing Ec with additional time on falsework. A
delay of stressing from the 12th day (normal) to the 42nd day will
increase Ec about 12% for 8 sk. concrete.
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Skew

The bridges used in the evaluation of the effect of skew on
deflection were constructed between 1973 and 1976. Sample bridges
were limited to widths where the top deck could be cast in one
finishing operation. There were 13 bridges with significant skew

in this study and a tentative skew correction formula was
developed. (See Page 65.)

The California Department of Transportation, Division of
Structures has (December 1975) made a finite element analysis of

the effect of skew on bridge deflection.(1l) This study is
available upon request.,

End Conditioh

Typical end supports for structures in this research project are
shown in Figures 21 and 22.

Simple span structures may have both ends restrained from movement
or have one end restrained and the other end free to slide.
Continuous span structures have combinations of fixed and sliding

supports. Tables 1-3 in the appendix list the type of footing for
each structure in this project.
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Falsework Load Changes

Calibration tests were made on the twelve Enerpac LH-5006,
100,000-pound (45,359Kg) capacity mini-~hydraulic load cells at the
California Department of Transportation Laboratory.

Results of these tests indicated maximum variations from the true
readings as follows:

Load (1bs.) (kg) % Error
20,000 (9072) 6.4
. 40,000 (18144) 2.2
60,000 - (27216) 1.7
80,000  (36287) 1.7
. 100,000 (45359) 1.5

The following data and plots were not adjusted for the possible
load cell variations.

Periodic readings were taken'on the cells which were placed under
selected falsework posts at the following three bridges which are
described in detail on pages 4 and 5.

1. Allendale Road Undercrossing, Bridge No. 23-169R

Load cells were placed in falsework bents 3 and 4 as
shown in Figures 26 and 27. A 12" x 12" x 3/8" (.3m X
.3m x 9.5mm) steel distribution plate was placed on the
top and bottom of each load cell. These plates prevented
local overstressing of the timber falsework post bearing
area.

Falsework post settlement and load cell readings were
made in the mornings at regular intervals. Additional
readings were made in the afternoon after it was noticed
that readings varied throughout the day.

Bridge Chronology was as follows:

Cast girder stems and bottom slab March 16, 1973
Cast top desk April 6, 1973

Prestress bridge April 16, 1973
Release falsework April 19, 1973

2, M Street Undercrossing, Bridge No. 42-228R

Load cells with steel distribution plates were placed in
bents 2 and 3, Figure 32. Load cell readings and
falsework post elevations were taken at regular intervals
during the pour operation and on a daily basis until the
falsework was removed.
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Load cell readings taken following the stem pour

indicated substantial
morning and afternoon

Bridge chronology was

Cast girder stems and
Cast top deck slab
Prestress bridge
Release falsework

0l1d Oregon Trail Undercrossing, Bridge No.

increases (25-30%)

readings.
as follows:

bottom slab

between the

1973
1973

1973
1973

May 31,
July 20,
August 7,
August 13,

6-178L

Load cells and bearing plates were placed under falsework

posts in bents 3, 4, and 5 as shown in Figure 36.

Load

cell and settlement readings were recorded from bottom
slab and stem pour until after the structure was

prestressed.

Bridge chronology was

as follows:

Cast bottom slab and girder stems

Cast top deck slab
Prestress bridge
Release falsework

33

August 30, 1974
September 17, 1974
September 30, 1974
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Results

1.

Allendale Road Undercrossing

Several inches of rain fell from the time the falsework
erection started until concrete placement began. The

ground around the falsework pads was quite wet.

Variations in morning and afternoon load cell readings
were noted. Similar changes were also observed on the
other two bridges in this study. A possible explanation
is offered under "Discussion of Test Results".

A comparison of calculated loads and actual loads was
made, Figure 30. Although individual girder loads varied
the total loads at the bents were within ,.2% of those
calculated. Calculated loads are based on a reinforced
concrete weight of 160 1lb/cf (2562Kg/m3). A unit weight
sample, taken during the stem and bottom slab pour,

showed the actual weight of the concrete alone to be
150.5 1lb/cf (2410.6 Kg/m3),

" Load cell readings increased 23% two days after the deck

pour. The adjacent falsework bents settled during this
time. These increased loads decreased as the settlement
stabilized, Figures 28 and 29.

M Street Undercrossing

No rain fell while the falsework was in place. The
summer temperatures varied from 55°F (13°C) in the
morning to 108°F (45°C) in the afternoon.

Load cell readings increased consistently and as much as
28%, between the morning and afternoon. The maximum
daily temperature change between readings was 32°F and on
this day the load cell readings varied 21%.

Load cell readings are shown in Tables 11 through 23
(pages All-A23).

Figure 33 shows a 21% increase in falsework loads by five
days after the top deck was cast.

0ld Oregon Trail

Load cell and settlement readings were taken by the
Engineer on the job as the work schedule permitted.

A comparison of calculated versus measured falsework
loads during various stages of construction is shown in
Table 24 (page A24).
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Load cell readings are shown in Tables 25 through 36
(pages A25-A36). These readings are plotted in Figures
37 through 40 (pages A37-A40). Figure 38 (page A46)
indicates that the load on cell #12 increased 18.4%
several days after the top deck was cast.

Discussion of Test Results

Various theories have been proposed to explain the daily
fluctuation in load cell readings. When these fluctuations were
noted during the construction of M Street, it was assumed that the
fluctuations were due to significant temperature changes in the

load cell. To test this explanation, the following procedure was
taken.

Ice was packed around several load cells to see if the readings
could be affected. Tables 19 (page Al9) and 20 (page A20)
indicate that readings did change with the application of ice.
These load cells were later sent to Sacramento for testing to see
how temperature changes influenced the readings. Tests made at
the Transportation Laboratory indicated temperature changes had no
significant effect on load readings. Discussions with the field
engineer and observations of the testing in the laboratory leads
to the following possible explanation.

The load cells in the field are under a sustained load. When ice
was packed around the load cell the metal distribution plates and
load cell itself cooled and contracted slightly. This contraction

would relieve the load on the cell slightly and cause a lower
reading.

The laboratory tests tried to duplicate the field conditions, but
one significant difference was noted. 1In the laboratory tests,
the load cells were either cooled in a refrigerator without load
or heated in an oven without load and then placed in the testing
machine, Loads were applied at 10,000 1lb. (4535Kg) increments
from 0 to 100,000 lbs. (45350Kg). These loads were applied at
temperature ranges of 25°F+ (-4°C+), 68°F+ (20°C+), and 123°F+
(50°C+). _

This laboratory test loading procedure did not include a ,
preloading from a restrained, stiff source and could, therefore,

explain the inability to duplicate the field variations in the
laboratory tests,

Field readings were taken without ice throughout the test period
to provide consistency of data.

‘Another proposed explanation for the daily fluctuations is that
the sun would heat the top deck surface faster than the rest of
the box girder. This would cause the top deck to expand faster
than the rest of the bridge. The simple span bridge would then
hunch up and relieve the stress in the load cells if they were at
mid-span and could increase the load of any cells placed between
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abutments and about 1/4 span points. This explanation fails at
"M" Street UC where the load cells should have unloaded with
increasing temperature.

Whatever the reason for the daily fluctuations the load changes
seem to be related to changes in air temperature as the cell
reading fluctuations matched the daily temperature cycle.

Another point of interest is the pheriomenon of having the loads on
the falsework posts near the center of span increase for several
days after the deck is cast. This cannot be explained by
hydration of the fresh concrete deck. During the hydration
process, the deck would expand and tend to relieve these falsework
post stresses and load the end supports more.

Expansion of falsework posts that are wetted during the soffit and
stem pour could explain the increase in load cell readings
following  the soffit and stem pour. However, this would not
explain the increase following the deck pour because the falsework
posts don't get wet once the soffit and stems are cast.

The most likely explanation seems to be that the falsework bents
have differential settlement., The falsework posts on the abutment
fill tend to settle more than posts founded on original ground.
There are also variations in post settlement within each falsework
bent. This would cause a redistribution of loads to adjacent
falsework posts. Once the bridge is stressed and the load on the
falsework is released the supporting soil rebounds and the posts
rise as indicated by the graphs. Plots of settlement and rebound
are shown in Figures 28, 29, 33 and 37 thru 40.
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Deflection at Centerline of Span

The 40 deflection curves in the Appendix (A54-A93) show the
centerline of span deflections of some 17 single span prestressed
structures and one 3-span prestressed structure. Both sides of
each deck are represented by separate curves.

The elevations were taken in accordance with "research procedure"
discussed earlier,

It was found that often a survey would indicate that one of the
abutments had settled relative to the other. Generally, a later
survey confirmed true abutment settlement and occasionally it
indicated a one-time surveying error. 1In all cases the centerline
elevation was adjusted by one-half of the change in difference of
the two abutments. (If one abutment settles ,.,10' the centerline
elevation is .05 lower even if there is no change in true deflec-
tion.) 1In addition, only the last foot (digit) of the elevation

is shown on the plots (i.e. 1034.753 is shown as 4.753).

The plan cambers shown are as calculated by the individual
designers using the procedure specified in Memo to Designers 11-37.
(1970) (Pages A52-A53). These were all calculated in the early
1970s. Some designers modified E and/or creep factors based on
their judgment. The design final elevation (orig. elev.-camber)
and M/EI camber are also shown on each plot. This M/EI camber was
determined recently using the current office of structures frame
system computer program. This program solves for deflection using
a M/EI analysis. The program assumes a prestress loss of 32 ksi
and a total deflection of three times the initial calculated
deflection. The M/EI method is classically correct for uncracked,
homogeneous sections. All the structures in this study calculated
to be uncracked under the dead load and calculated section
properties with the prestress losses assumed to be 32 ksi.

After a review of field data a tentative basis of predicted
deflection was determined as follows:

1. The M/EI final deflection was considered good.

2. The final deflection was considered to occur at 20,000
days (54.8 years).

3. The final deflection was assumed to be three times the
initial deflection.

4. A straight line variation in deflection was assumed when
plotted on semi-log paper. (Time on log base.)

Following are some of the factors which are usually considered to
affect calculated deflections.

1. The structural section is assumed to be homogeneous
concrete, but is, in fact, reinforced concrete.

Possibly a transformed section would be more accurate.
We should expect actual deflections to be somewhat less
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than that calculated. This seemed to be the case on this
project.

No adjustments were made in the calculated deflectlons
for this factor.

The Modulus of Elasticity is usually assumed to be
3.5x106 psi.

For this project Ec was determined for all concrete
samples submitted for testing and the results are plotted
on Figures 10 through 16. For 7 sack concrete (the stan-
dard for top slab) the Ec curve plot had a coefficient of
correlation of only 0.42. At 60 days (for example) Ec

‘averaged 4.62x106 byt varied between 3.2x106 and 6.4x106.

Although most data ended at 60 days, extrapolation of
this curve indicates that Ec increases slowly with a
guestimate of 5.5x100 as an average upper limit.

The calculated deflections were adjusted by the ratio of
average test cylinder Ec at age of stressing to assumed
Ec (usually 3. 5%x100% psi). This amounted to as much as -
24.9% (Ec = 4.30) or +7.1% (Ec = 3.25). '

The Ec of the top slab (7.0 to 8.5 sack concrete) was
averaged with the Ec of the soffit and stem concrete (6.0
to 8.5 sack concrete) to obtain an Ec of the composite
section.

Absorption of the aggregate,

Other researchers (2) report creep related to absorption
of the aggregate. Recent Caltrans lab tests (3) indicate
the following relationships.

‘ Shrinkage
ModulusgE Creep @ 77 days _@ 77 days Logd

Combined PSIx10 load,In./In.x10" =5 In./In.x10
Agg. Test Age, Days Age at Loading Days Wet Cure
Source Absorp.% 20 28 60 10 28 60 10 28 60
Granite 1.04 3.93 4.40 4,61 51 34 30 42 44 44
Kaiser 1.44 3.19 3.64 4.06 62 47 41 67 65 64
Conrock 1.65 2.88 3.30 3.52 59 53 47 63 58 56

Aggregate source clearly could have an 1mportant effect
on deflection.
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As aggregate shrinkage (A.S.) values had been determined
for aggregates on many of the test structures, the
deflection values were adjusted on the following basis.

Defl. value % Adj. = (A.S.-.048) x 250)

This empirical formula was developed from creep test
results in Reference 3. It sets an adjustment of 0.0%

" at .048 A.S. value and a judgement decision of a maximum
of -4.5% (less deflection) at a A.S. value of .030.

* 4. The difference in ages between the soffit pour and the
top slab pour.

When a top slab is placed, it will shrink more and faster
than the soffit and slab concrete. This greater ’
shrinkage will act as a prestressing force through the
top slab and will cause a negative moment in even a
simple span.

The greater the difference in age of the two pours, the
greater expected negative moment caused by greater
relative shrinkage of the top slab. This would increase
actual deflections over calculated, although other
factors can override the age factor.

The time between pours varied from a minimum of 10 days
to 49 days. The deflection values were adjusted on the
following basis.

-T,2
Defl value % Adj. =25-[(123=T) x25]
This empirical formula was developed to set 0.0%
adjustment at T=0 days to a maximum of 25% at T=100 days.
A number of formulas were attempted and this formula
seemed to adjust the deflection best.

The maximum adjustment used was an increase of 18.5% in
deflection for a 49 day age of soffit concrete when the
top deck was placed.

5. The age of the deck placement at the time of stressing.

A significant increase in this age should result in
smaller deflection values. The effect of older
(stronger) concrete at stressing is essentially the same
. as an increase in Ec at the time of stressing which has
already been evaluated so no additional adjustment in
deflection is recommended. '
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The period of the time between stressing and falsework
release,

The structures in this test averaged 6.6 days between
stressing and falsework release with 55% having falsework
fully released by three days. Thirty~five percent of the
structures were left stressed on falsework for 10 to 20
days.

The generally held thinking among engineers is that
initial and final deflection will be reduced if stressed
structures are left on falsework for a significant time.
The deflection data on this project, however, indicated
no significant change in initial or final deflection with
times of up to 20 days on falsework after stressing.

Structures on skewed abutments should have less deflec-
tion than calculated as skewed abutments have the effect

of shortening the effective span length.

Although the "skewed" length can easily be calculated
(cos(skew)) and a new deflection calculated, the effect
is not fully related to the span length as the tendons
still are located along the original span length and the
edges of the structure still span the original length.
It is in the center area of the span that the structure

~bridges across on the shorter "skewed" span.

It was decided that the following formula best fit the
data and gave reasonable results.

1-[cos skew]?2

s Adj = 100x 5

The greater the slump of the concrete the greater the
final deflection.

There were extensive slump notations on the records for
the test cylinders on this project though there is some
guestion as whether they all represent actual
measurements or eyeball judgements,

It was decided to assume 3 1/2" slump for the standard
deflection calculation and to assume a change of 1% in
the deflection for each 1/2" change in slump.

The largest adjustment in calcuiated deflection was an
increase of 4.0% at Long Beach Blvd. UC where the slumps

were recorded as 5" and 6".

Wet weather should cause the top slab to expand and
reduce the deflection.
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10.

ll.

12.

13.

Temperatures were occasionally recorded during surveys,
but there were no clear indications of wet or dry decks
so this factor was not considered on this project.

Sunny weather should cause the top slab to expand and
reduce the deflection,

Although temperatures were occasionally recorded during
surveys, there was no clear indications of whether the
temperature was significantly greater on the top slab so
this factor was not considered in this project.

Lateral embankment pressure against’ the diaphragm
abutments and piles below the superstructure could cause °
a negative moment which could reduce the deflection.

Most of the project structures have deep diaphragm
abutments located on the single row of piles at one or .
both of the abutments. These abutments ranged from 9.5
feet deep (5.0-foot superstructure) to 16.0 feet deep
(8.0-foot superstructure).

A careful comparison of deflections of structures with
diaphragm abuts with those without, indicates that for
this project there were no reduced deflections due to

negative moments caused by embankment pressure.

The basic M/EI deflection computer program now used by
the Office of Structures assumes a total prestress loss
of 32 ksi.

A separate research project underway in Caltrans has
tentatively determined that the eight-year prestress loss
is about 40 ksi, so prestress deflections were
recalculated for some 17 structures assuming a stress
loss of 40 ksi. The mean deflection increased 22% with a
S.D., of 12%. Deflections calculated for a tentative full
life stress loss of 50 ksi had a mean deflectlon increase
of 58% with a S.D. of 25%,

Due to the difficulty in assuming prestress loss for a
particular structure at a particular time, this factor
was not used in modifying the originally calculated M/EI
deflections,

The basic M/EI deflection computer program assumes curb
and rail dead loads at the time of stressing. This
should give actual initial deflections slightly less than
calculated.

This factor was not used in modifying the originally
calculated M/EI deflections.
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Discussion of Deflection Plots

South "P" St. Rt. (Pages A46 & A47)

This structure did not deflect below cast elevation when the
falsework was pulled. The calculated initial deflection was .03',
but the structure actually was .01' higher after falsework was
struck. The structure approached the calculated rate and amount
of deflection by 200 days, but then rose significantly so that by
800 days it was higher than the original cast elevation. The
reason for the uplift in the span after the first year is unknown.
The M/EI deflection calculation gives a poor prediction of the
actual deflection, but this is primarily caused by the unexplained
late stage uplift in the span.

South "P" St. Lt. (Pages A48 & A49)

This structure did not deflect below cast elevation when the
falsework was pulled. The calculated initial deflection was .03',
but the structure actually was .01' higher after falsework was
struck. The structure approached the calculated rate and amount
of deflection by 127 days but then rose significantly so that by
400 days it was ,03' higher than cast. The reason for the uplift
in the span after the first 127 days is unknown. The M/EI
deflection calculation gives a poor prediction of the actual
deflection but this is primarily caused by the unexplained late
stage uplift in the span.,

Madison St. UC Rt. (Pages A50 & A51)

This structure did not deflect below cast elevation when the

falsework was pulled, although its calculated initial deflection
was .03',

The comparison of this structure with its twin (below) is very
interesting because its projected final deflection is only 40% of
that calculated while the left Br. (twin) final deflection is 67%
more than that calculated. The reasons for this significant
difference is unknown as Ec, aggregate shrinkage, age of soffit
concrete at top slab placement, skew and slump were all about the
same. The M/EI deflection calculation gives a poor prediction
(142% high) of projected final deflection.

Madison St. UC Lt. (Pages A52 & A53)

This structure deflected 63% of the adjusted calculated initial
deflection when the falsework was pulled.

The comparison of this structure with its twin (above) is very
interesting because of the factors listed above. The M/EI
deflection calculation gives a poor prediction (40% low) of
projected final deflection.
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7th Ave UC Rt. (Pages AS54 & A55)

This structure deflected 85% of the adjusted calculated initial
deflection when the falsework was pulled.

This structure has a projected final deflection of 31% more than
that calculated. The calculated deflection was decreased 23% due
to an Ec of 4.46x100, increased 16% due to the soffit concrete
being 41 days old when top slab placed and reduced 7.3% because of
the 22° skew. The adjusted M/EI deflection calculation gives only
a fair predlctlon (23% low) of projected final deflection.

7th Ave UC Lt. (Pages A56 & A57)

The left side of this structure deflected 7% more than the
adjusted calculated initial deflection when the falsework was
pulled.

The right side of this structure deflected 47% more than the
adjusted calculated initial deflection when the falsework was
pulled.

Both sides, however, have a projected final deflection of 9% more
than that calculated. The calculated deflection was decreased 19%
due to an Ec of 4.17x106, increased 16% due to the soffit concrete
being 41 days old when top slab placed and reduced 7.3% because of
22° skew. The adjusted M/EI deflection calculation gives a good
prediction (8% low) of projected final deflection.

Canyon Road UC Rt. (Pages A58 & A59)

This structure deflected only about 43% of calculated M/EI
deflection (adjusted) when falsework was pulled. The structure
quickly approached and maintained the calculated rate and amount
of deflection through the last reading at 2,800 days.

The calculated deflection was decreased 25% due to an Ec of
4.37x106 and was increased 18% due to the soffit concrete being 49
days old when the top slab was placed.

The adjusted M/ET deflection calculation gives a good prediction
(102 low) of projected final deflection.

Canyon Road UC Lt. (Pages A60 & A61)

This structure deflected only about 30% of calculated M/EI
deflection (adjusted) when falsework was pulled. The structure
quickly approached and maintained the calculated rate and amount
of deflection through the last reading at 2,800 days.

The calculated deflection was decreased 5% due to an Ec of

3.67x106 and was increased 18% due to the soffit concrete being 49
days old when the top slab was placed.
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The adjusted M/EI deflection calculation gives a good prediction .
(9% high) of projected final deflection.

Meyer Road UC Rt. (Pages A62 & A63)

The structure deflected only 28% of the calculated M/EI initial
~deflection (adjusted) when falsework was pulled.

The calculated deflection was decreased 7% due to an Ec of

3.7x106, jncreased 6.5% due to the soffit concrete being 14 days
old when the top slab was placed and decreased 30% due to a 45°
skew.

The adjusted M/EI deflection calculation gave a fair prediction
(17% high) of projected final deflection.

Meyer Road UC Lt. (Pages A64 & A65)

This structure deflected about 87% of the calculated M/EI initial
deflection (adjusted) when falsework was pulled.

The calculated deflection was decreased 10% due to an Ec of

3.8x106, increased 6.5% due to the soffit concrete being 14 days
old when the top slab was placed and decreased 25% due to a 45°
skew.

The adjusted M/EI deflection calculation gave a good prediction
(7% low) of projected final deflection. ‘

Larkin vValley Road UC Lt. (Pages A66 & A67)

This structure deflected about 72% of the calculated M/EI initial
deflection (adjusted) when falsework was pulled.

The calculated deflection was decreased 14% due to an Ec of

4.0x106, jncreased 8% due to the soffit concrete being 17 days old
when the top slab was placed and decreased 16% due to a 32° skew.

The adjusted M/EI deflection calculation gave a fair prediction
(8% low) of projected final deflection.

Division St. UC (Pages A68 & A69)

This structure deflected about 112% of the calculated M/EI
deflection (adjusted) when falsework was pulled.

The calculated deflection was decreased 20% due to an Ec of

4.2x106, decreased 5% due to low aggregate shrinkage; increased
12% due to the soffit concrete being 27 days old when the top slab
was placed and decreased 8% due to a 15° skew.

The adjusted M/EI deflection calculation gave a fair prediction
(22% high) of projected final deflection,
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Susana Road UC (Pages A70 & A71)

This structure deflected about 84% of the calculated M/EI
deflection (adjusted) when the falsework was pulled.

The calculated deflection was increased 7% due to an Ec of

3.3x106, increased 12% due to the soffit concrete being 27 days
old when the top slab was placed and decreased 7% due to a 13°
skew,

The adjusted M/EI deflection calculation gave a fair prediction
(17% high) of the projected final deflection,

San ¥Ysidro Blvd UC Rt. (Pages A72 & A73)

This structure only deflected about 8% of the calculated M/EI
deflection (adjusted) when . the falsework was pulled.

Although there were no Ec tests on this structure the calculated
deflection was decreased 15% on the assumption that the concrete
probably had an Ec of 4.0x10% (the same as the left structure).

In addition, calculated deflection was decreased 4% due to the low
aggregate shrinkage, increased 12% due to the soffit concrete
being 28 days old when the top slab was placed, decreased 13% due
to a 25° skew and increased 4% due to 5 1/2" slump.

The adjusted M/EI deflection calculation gave a fair prediction
(13% low) of projected final deflection.

san Ysidro Blvd UC Lt. (Pages A74 & A75)

This structure deflected about 165% of the calculated M/EI
deflection (adjusted) when the falsework was pulled.

The calculated deflection was decreased 15% due to an Ec of
4.0%x106, decreased 4% due to the low aggregate shrinkage,
increased 12% due to the soffit concrete being 28 days old when
the top slab was placed and decreased 9% due to a 18° skew.

The adjusted M/EI deflection calculation gave a poor prediction
(34% low) of the projected final deflection.

Long Beach Blvd UC (Left Half) (Pages A76 & A77)

This structure deflected 127% of the calculated M/EI deflection
(adjusted) when the falsework was pulled.

Due to a six week long labor strike the deck was an unusual 60
days old at the time of stressing.

The calculated deflection was decreased 20% due to an Ec of
4.2x106, increased 8% due to the soffit concrete being 17 days old
when the top slab was placed, decreased 7% due to a 14° skew and
increased 4% due to a 5 1/2" slump.
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The adjusted M/EI deflection calculation gave a fair prediction
(11% high) of the projected final deflection.

Long Beach Blvd UC (Right Half) (Pages A78 & A79)

This structure deflected 92% of the calculated M/EI deflection
(adjusted) when the falsework was pulled.

The calculated deflection was decreased 1.4% due to an Ec of

3.55x106, jncreased 9% due to soffit concrete being 20 days old
when the top slab was placed and decreased 7% due to a 14° skew.

The adjusted M/EI deflection calculation gave a fair prediction
(12% low) of the projected final deflection.

Market St Off-Ramp OC (Pages A80 & AS85)

This is a 3 span continuous structure.

Span #1

The center of span rose 178% of the calculated M/EI deflection
(adjusted) when the falsework was pulled.

The calculated deflection (rise in span) was increased 23% due

to an Ec of 4.3x106, increased 4% due to low aggregate shrinkage
and decreased 6% due to the soffit concrete being 12 days old

when the top slab was poured.

The adjusted M/EI deflection (rise) calculation gave a good
prediction (9% high) of the projected final deflection (rise).

Span #2

The structure deflected only 10% of the calculated M/EI
deflection (adjusted) when the falsework was pulled.

The calculated deflection was decreased 16% due to an Ec of

4.1x106, decreased 4% due to low aggregate shrinkage and
increased 9% due to the soffit concrete being 19 days old when
the top slab was poured.

The adjusted M/EI deflection calculation gave an excellent
prediction (3% low) of the projected final deflection.

Span #3

The center of span rose 135% of the calculated M/EI deflection
(adjusted) when the falsework was pulled.
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The calculated deflection was increased 15% due to an Ec of
4.0x106, increased 4% due to low aggregate shrinkage and decreased

7% due to the soffit concrete being 14 days old when the top slab
was placed.

The adjusted M/EI deflection (rise) calculation gave a fair
prediction (11% high) of the projected final deflection.
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CONCLUSIONS

Bridge Deflections

Deflection data gathered so far tends to confirm the folldWihg
generally held conclusions:

o]

(o}

(o)

Most structures rise off the falsework at midspan
when prestressed.

Most structures deflect downward immediately after
falsework release.

Some structures remain above the "before
prestressing” elevation when the falsework is
released.

Concrete Strength and Elastic Modulus

O

Concrete strength and modulus of elasticity increase
with age but at decreasing rates.

Concrete strength and modulus of elasticity may vary
considerably at any given age and cement content.

Structure Shortening

O

End Condition

There are large variations in the rate of total
prestressed concrete superstructure shortening
(shrinkage, elastic deformation and plastic
deformation).

Prestressed concrete structures shorten elastically
when stressed.

Prestressed concrete superstructure shortening rates
decrease with age.

At the end of 2 years, the superstructure had
shortened approximately 0.07' per 100' of bridge
length.

o

Surveys taken on this project show that abutments and
bents on spread footings frequently settle after the
falsework is released.

Abutment diaphragms have been found to slide in

"either direction on the abutment footing.

Falsework Loading

when investigating falsework loading, load cells should be placed
under all load bearing posts to determine true load distribution.
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Load cell readings varied by as much as 28% between mornings and
afternoons. Air temperature changes apparently have a significant
effect on load cell readings.

Maximum falsework stress in falsework near the center of span
usually occurs several days after the bridge deck is cast. An
increase of as much as 12% in the falsework load cell readings
occurred after the top deck was placed (Figure 38).

'Falsework post settlement is not uniform. This causes a
redistribution of loads to adjacent falsework posts.
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RECOMMENDATIONS

Bridge Deflection

The 16 project structures (including one continuous 3-span
structure) have a creep factor (CF) of 2.95 and a.Standard' -
deviation of 38.4% when all of the recommendations are applied and

projected 20,000 day deflections are compared with calculated
20,000 day deflections.

Although the recommended deflection adjustment formula give good
results for the structures taken as a group there were significant
variations which were not accounted for by the findings of this
project. These are:

(A) Structure 50-405L projected to have a slight uplift at
full term deflection rather than the fully adjusted .07'
deflection calculated.

(B) Structure 50-407R projected to have a full term deflec-
tion of only .032' instead of the fully adjusted .081'
deflection calculated while its twin structure projected
to have a full term deflection of .133' (four times as
much) with no observed reason for this significant
difference.

(C) Structure 53-2373L projected to have a full term deflec-
tion of 21% greater on the right side than on the left

side. Again there was no observed reason for this
significant difference.

The following recommended adjustments are basically empirically
determined. The formulas finally selected gave the best final
adjustment deflection when all factors were taken into account. A

variety of formulas for each factor were considered and the one
which gave the best results was selected.

Recommendations are as follows:

1. Continue to use the current "frame system" program of the
Office of Structures. This M/EI deflection calculation
is very satisfactory as an initial calculation.

2. Use the best known estimate of Ec at the time of
stressing. On this project the mean stressing age of

soffit concrete was 40 days with a standard deviation of
17 days.

3. If the aggregate shrinkage value for the aggregate is

known adjust the deflection value by the following
formula.

% Adj. = (Agg. Shrink, -.048) x 250
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If the aggregate shrinkage values are unknown then adjust
on the basis of coarse aggregate special gravity (if
known) as follows.

% Adj. = (2.6 - S.Gt) X 20
4. Adjust the deflection value for the difference in age in

days (T) between the top deck concrete and the soffit
. concrete,

100 T

$ Adj. = 25-[( )2x 25]

5. Adjust the deflection value for the skew of the structure
as follows.

1-[cos skew]2
2

% Adj. = 100x][ ~]

6. Adjust the deflection value for known concréte slumps as
follows.

| _ . [Slump(Top Slab)+Slump(Bottom Slab)

7. Use a creep factor (CF) of 3.0 to determine final
deflection (20,000 days ~ 54.7 yrs.).

8. Use a creep factor of 2.5 to determine deflection at 4.0
years.

Structure Shortening

o Use a factor of 0.07'/100' of structure length to
estimate structure shortening at 2 years.

End Condition

o Consider movement of the abutment diaphragm in either
longitudinal direction.

Falsework Loading

o Continue to increase the maximum design load on
. falsework posts by 50% over that calculated.
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IMPLEMENTATION

Falsework design loads at traffic openings on California bridges
have been increased by 50%. Section 51-1,06A of the January 1975
California Standard Specifications has been revised to read as

follows:

"The vertical load used for the design of falsework posts ;
and towers which support the portion of falsework over *
openings, shall be increased to not less than 150 percent
of the design load. calculated in accordance with the
provisions for design load previously specified.”
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‘SIMPLE SPAN CAST- IN-PLACE PRESTRESSED CONCRETE BOX GIRDER

' Bridge Span Abut. Bearin Aggregate Plan
Bridge Name 9 P Width | Skew 9 | 799red
Number Length Type Shinkage Comber |
) y Abut- 1 Pixed
- 3 t..on .50 °
Meyer Road UC 20-242R 157.1% Ave j42'-0 50.5° Ave Abut, 2 Hinged 0,17
' - .3 t " )_")4. oA Abut. 1 Pixed
Meyer Road UC 20-242L 145.3" Ave [42'-0 TO Ave Abub, 2 Hinged 0.171
South Geyserville UC  [20-243R 1361-6" 421-0" 0° Abut. 1 Hinged
Abut. 2 Fixed 0,21"
South Geyserville UC |20-243L 1361-6" 421-Q" o° Abut. 1 Hinged
Abut, 2 Fixed 0.21"
Canyon Road UC 20-244R 143.3" 421-0" b1 Abut. 1 Fixed
, Abut, 2 Hinged 0.18!
1 Canyon Road UC 20~244L 146.8' ave |42'-O" 3.7° Avel Abut. 1 Fixed
o , N Abut. 2 Hinged 0.18!
7¢h Ave, UC 35-261R 142.4 Ave |43'-0" |22.5°ave| Abut. 1 Hinged
Abut, 2 Pixed 0.047% | 0.26!
7th Ave, UC 35-261L 127.4' Ave |43'-0" |22.50 Ave] Abut. 1 Hinged
| Abut. 2 Fixed 0.047% 10,26"
Larkin Valley Road UC |36-94L 156.2" 410" 31.8° |} Abut. 1 Hinged
Abut. 2 Pixed 0,301
South "P" Street UC 50-405R 125.2! 421-0" 0.40 | Abut, 1 Hinged
' Abut. 2 Hinged 0,033% |0.16"
South "P" Street UC 50-405L  |125.2! 42'=Q" 0.4° | Abut. 1 Hinged
Abut. 2 Hinged 0.033% |0.16!
Madison St. UC 50-407R 125.2! 420" 0.4° } Abut. 1 Hinged ‘
Abut, 2 Hinged 0,033% 10.16!
Madison St. UC 50-40TL 125.2!" 421-0" 0.4° | Abut. 1 Hinged
L , Abut. 2 Hinged 0.033% {0.16!

TABLE 1




SIMPLE SPAN CAST-IN-PLACE PRESTRESSED CONCRETE BOX GIR‘DER

Bridge Span Abuyt. Bearin Aggregate Plan
Bridge Name g P Width Skew ' 9 99req
Number Length Type Shinkage Camber
Susana Roed UC (Rt half)|53-2252  |168.4' Ave [481—0" [12.40 Ave| Abut, 1 Hinged | '
| : 1 | Abut, 2 Fixed 0,038% |0.25!
Long Beach Blvd. UC 53-2373 195.8' Ave [85'-0" {1L.20 Ave| Abut. 1 Hinged
| | 1 (Bt.3) | o » Abut, 2 Fixed 0.047% |0.42"
Long Beach Blvd. UC 53-2373 196.2' Ave |961-0" 14,20 Avel Abut. 1 Hinged
7 7 (ze.3) | _ Abut, 2 Fixed 0.047% |0, 42!
Division St. UC 57-646QR 149,.2! 421-0" 1ik.7° | Abut, 1 Hinged
> | . / Abut, 2 Fixed 0.03% _ 10,24!
Buckman Springs UC 57-69TR 121120 g21-0" | 0% - | Abut. 1 Hinged
7 _‘ | Abut. 2 Hinged 0.03% 10.07!
Buckman Springs UC 57-697L 1241-2" g21-0n | 4° Abut, 1 Hinged »
~ — IS UU— _|Abut, 2 Hinged | 0.03% 10.07!
San Ysidro Blvd. UC 57-7T76R  |175.8' Ave | 68'=1" [25.5° Ave| Abut. 1 Hinged
o . o . _ Abut, 2 Fized 0.034% |0.25"
San Ysidro Blvd. UC 57~T76L 167.5" 68'=1" | 17.8° | Abut. 1 Hinged | -
, Abut, 2 Fixed 0.034% }0.25'

TABLE 2




CONTINUOUS SPAN CIP PRESTRESSED CONCRETE BOX GIRDER

Bridge Span Span Abut. Bearin Aggregate | Plan
Bridge Name 9 P P Width | Skew 9
Number |[Number| Length Type Shinkage | Camber
Montague Expressway 0C |37-375 1 1841-2" 56t | 37° Abut. 1 Hinged 0.047% 0.18!
Montague Expressway OC |37-375 2 1841-9"  |561.0" | 37° Abut. 3 Hinged 0.047% 0.23!
Route 58/99 Separation '50-426R 1 129t.2n  |421-0" | o° Abut. 1 Hinged 0.026% | 0.10"
Route 58/99 Separation |50-426R 2 1241-4"  |421-0" 0.026% | 0,00!
o>
(§4]
Route 58/99 Separation |50-426R 3 1371-10" |42'-0" | 0° Abut. 4 Hinged 0.026% 0.15"
Route 58/99 Separation |50-426L 1 129'-2"  |421-0m | 0° Abut, 1 Hinged 0.026% 0.10"
Route 58/99 Separation |50-426L 2 1241-4"  f42'-0" | 0.026% 0.00!
Route 58/99 Separation |50-426L 3 1371-10" [421-0" | 0° Abut, 4 Hinged 0.026% 0.15!
Sunrise Highway OC  |57-780 1 1541-g" 4210 [ 0° | abut. 1 Hingeda  |0.03%0% |o.11!
Sunrise Highway OC 57-780 2 156'-8" [42'<0"| o° Abut. 3 Hinged 0.030% 0.12!
Market Street Off-Ramp [57-842 1 118;3' 271-6" | 0° (Abut. 1 Hinged 0.034% -0.151
Market Street Off~Ramp |57-842 2 200.0" 271-6" 0% 0,034% 0.37!
Market Street Off-Ramp |57-842 3 ] 118.3! 271-6" | 0° Abut. 4 Hinged 0.034% -0.15"

TABLE 3




BRIDGE SHORTENING

DISTANCE BETWEEN POINTS (Feet)

TABLE 4

(o]

b

& | DATE DECK FOOTING

2 LEFT A |RGHT | A LEFT A RIGHT | A

@ SIDE |LENGTH| SIDE |LENGTH| SIDE |LENGTH| SIDE |LENGTH
5-20-74 120,848 | 121,024 0.000 0,000 Before stressing
5-20-T4 120,846 }-0,002 121.012 [|-0.012 0.000 |} 0.000 0.000 0.000 After stressing
5-28-74 [120.843 [-0,005 }121.000 |-0.024 | +0.010 | +0.010 |+0.015 |+0.015 | After EW. retease

M 16-20-T4 1120.828 '-0.020 | 120.984 }~0.040 +0.010 | +0.010 | +0.007 }+0.007

\% 8-20-74 1120,800 }-0.048 }120.950 |-0.074 +0.008 | +0.008 [+0.013 |40,013

- [11-20-74[120.801 |-0.047 1120.966 |-0.058 |
5-20-T4 |123.498 123,705 0.000 , 0.000 Before stressing
5-21-74 {123,490 |-0.008 [123.694 [-0.011 | 0.024 |-0.024 |-0.024 |-0.024 [ After stressing
5-21-74 |123.470 [-0.028 [123.680 [-0.025 0.015 -0.015 1-0.015 |-0.015 After FW. release

H [5-29-T4 |123.469 [|-0.029 123.672 |-0.033 0.006 -0,006 |-0,006 |-0.006 |

g} 6-20-74 {123,440 |-0.058 [123.637 [-0.068 0,022 -0.022 1-0,021 [|-0.021

uli\ 8-20-T4 1123.397 |-0.093 [123.637 [-0.068 0.018 -0.018 }~0.011 [-0.011
11-20-T41123,421 |-0.069 123,637 [~-0.068 | -0.017 | 0.017 -0.,022 |-0.022
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BRIDGE SHORTENING

TABLE 5

S DISTANCE BETWEEN POINTS (Feet)
| DATE DECK FOOTING
2 LEFT A | RIGHT A LEFT A RIGHT A
& SIDE |LENGTH| SIDE |LENGTH| SIDE |LENGTH| SIDE |LENGTH
5-12-75 |123.770 - 123,130 0.750 0.750 Before stressing
5-19-75 |123,750 |[-0,020 [123,110 |-0.020 | 0.775 | +0.025 |0.775 |+0.025 | After stressing
5-22-75 {123.740 [-0.030 [123.078 {-0.052 [ 0.775 |+0.025 |0.775 |+0.025 | After FW. release
a|5-29-75 [123.718 [-0.052 [123.080 {-0.050 '
9| 6-22-75 [123.715 [-0.055 [123.080 |-0.050
S8-20-75 [123.700 |-0.070 [123.055 |-0.075
2-3-75 113%6.184 135.953 0.743 0.852 Before siressing
2-3-75 1136.166 |-0.018 [135.941 |=0.012 0.724 -0.019 ]0.843 ~0.009 After siressing
2-13-75 [136.127 |-0.057 * [135.887 [-0.066 [0.724 |-0.019 [0.851 |-0.001 | After EW. release
of2-21-75 [136.119 [-0.065 [135.806 [-0.057 [0.748 |+0.005 [0.852 [0.000
S{3-20-75 [136.108 [-0.076 [135.882 [-0.077 |0.751 |+0.008 |0.857 |+0.005
ol5-29-75 |136.080 |-0.104 |135.858 |-0.095
18-15=75 }136,063 {~0.121 [|135.816 }-0.137
6-10-76 1136.08 |-0.104 [135.84 }-0.099
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BRIDGE SHORTENING

TABLE 6

g - DISTANCE BETWEEN POINTS (Feet)
& | DATE DECK FOOTING f
g | LEFT .| A RIGHT A LEFT A RIGHT A
B SIDE |LENGTH| SIDE |LENGTH| SIDE |LENGTH| SIDE |LENGTH
2-3-75 [136.544 136,239 | Before stressing
2=3=T5 1%36.514 -.0.0BO 136,201 |~0.038 1.030 0.993 After stressing
2-13-75 [136.501 |-0.043 ]136.185 |-0.054 | 1.052 | +0,022 |1.,011 | +0.018 | After FW. release
1 |2-20-75 | 136.498 |-0.046 |136.190 }-0.049 | 1.056 | +0.026 |1.018 |+0.025
co\f 3=20-75 }1136.491 |=0.053 136.178 }-0.061 1.054 +0,024 1.018 +0.,025
N15-29-75 136,463 |-0.081 [136.152 |-0.087.
8-15-75 [136.437 |-0.107 [136.112 }-0.127
6-10-76 {136.45 |-0.094 [136.13 |-0.109
8-12-74 |142.412 142,581 0.590 0. 681 Before stressing
8-12-74 {142,359 [-0.053 [142.526 |-0.055 |0.561 |-0.029 |0.651 [-0.0%0 | After stressing
8-14-74 |142,339 |-0.073 142,512 [-0.069 |0.568 |-0.022 ]0.660 |-0.021 | After FW. relsase
5“- 8—22-74 142,339 |-0.073 142,522 |-0.059 0.603% +0.013 0,691 +0,010
§| 9-13=T4 }142.334 }-0.078 142,503 1-0,078 0.606 +0.016 0.689 +0,008
& [11-19-74]142.321 |-0.091 [142.483 }-0.098 | 0.605 | +0.015
2~-1%=75 1142,33%6 |-0.076 142,482 }0.099 0.604 +0.,014
9-5-75 |142.281 [-0.131 |142.429 }o0.152
6-9-76 J1b42.33 ]-0.082 jhk2.hs 0.131
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'BRIDGE SHORTENING

g | DISTANCE BETWEEN POINTS (Feet)
8| DATE DECK FOOTING
a1 LEFT A RIGHT A LEFT A RIGHT A
o SIDE |LENGTH| SIDE |LENGTH| SIDE {LENGTH| SIDE |LENGTH
8-12-74 |143.588 148.704 0.864 0,927 | Betore stressing
8-12-74 1143.546 |-0.042 |148.655 |-0.049 | 0.837 | -0.027 10.893 |-0,034 | After stressing
8-13-74 [143.523 [-0.065 [148.623 |-0.081 | 0.840 | -0.024 |0.899 |-0.028 | After FW. refease
9 8-22-T4 [143.524 |-0.064 [148.642 |-0.062 |[0.871 | 40,007 |0.938 40,011 | ‘
§ |9-13-74 |143.526 |-0.062 |148.657 |-0,067 | 0.870 | 40,006 |0.935 _|+0.008
& [11-19-T4{143.490 |-0.098 [148.599 L-0,105
2-13-75 [143.501 |-0.087 [148.595 [-0.109
9-5-75 [143.446 [-0.142 {148,537 |-0.167
6-11-76 1143.45 |-0.138 |1us.58  |-0.124
10-25-74[142. 135 149,317 1.345 1.805 “Before stressing
10-29-74{142.106 |-0.029 [149.289 }-0.028 |1.335 [-0,010 [1.789 |-0.016 | After stressing
10-30-74 142,106 _{-0.029 l149.274 Lo, 043 11.338  1-0.007 11,790  |=0,015 | After FW. release
& [11-6-74 142,101 |-0.034 149,247 [0, 070 10338 -0,007 [1.795 ~-0.010
?§ 12-4-74 [142.095 }-0.040 Ji49.272 Lo.0bs |1.339 |-0.006 J|1.798 |-0.007
& |2-5-75 |142.078 |-0.057 |149.261 }0.056 |1.322 |-0.023 |1.760 |-0.045
5-29-75 |142.029 }-0.106 [149.233 0. 081 |
6-10-76 {142.03 ]-0.105 pk49.20 {0.117

TABLE T
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BRIDGE SHORTENING

I\
T

TABLE 8

g DISTANCE BETWEEN POINTS (Feet)
W! DATE DECK FOOTING
g LEFT A RIGHT A LEFT | A RIGHT A
@ SIDE |LENGTH| SIDE |[LENGTH| SIDE |LENGTH| SIDE |LENGTH
10-25-74|148. 458 1734449 1.295 1.405 Before siressing
10-28-74148.439 |-0,019 [173.430 [-0.019 [1.278 [-0.017 [1.378 |-0.027 | 4fter stressing
10-29-74(148.436 |-0.022 [173.421 |~0.028 | 1.291 |-0.004 [1.383 |-0.022 | After FW. release
m [11-6-74 |148.409 |-0.049 |173.382 |-0.067 | 1.280 |-0.015 |1.383 |-0.022
gl 12-4-74 148,396 |-0.062 |173.371 |-0.078 | 1.279 |-0.016 |1.379 |-0.026
Q1 2-5-75 - 173.381 |-0. 068 1.275 -0,020 |1.370 -0.035
5-24~75]148.356 [=0,102 [173,355 [-0.094 |
6-10-76 1&8‘3h' 1-0.118 1173.59 {-0.1h1
9-23-741152.786 152,248 04750 0.750 Before stressing
9-24-74{152.730 |-0.056 [152.190 0,058 |0.713 | -0.037 [0.713 |-0.037 | After stressing
| | Atter EW. refease
| 9-3-75 [152.645 |-0.141 [152.110 |-0.138
3 _
3
3
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BRIDGE SHORTENING

TABLE 9

g DISTANCE BETWEEN POINTS (Feet)
| DATE DECK | 'FOOTING
g | LEFT A RIGHT A LEFT A RIGHT A
s SIDE |LENGTH| SIDE |LENGTH| SIDE |LENGTH| SIDE |LENGTH
3-21=T4 308,742 308.,8%8 0.000 Before siressing
3-25-74|308.645 [-0.097 |308.770 |-0.064 |0.055 |-0.055 After stressing
3-26-74(308.648 [-0.094 [308.749 [-0.089 [0.055 |[-0.055 ‘After FW. release
4-2-74 1208,665 }-0,077 [|308.732 }-0.106 |0.050 |[-0.050
§ 4-30-74 (308,608 |-0.134 [308.705 |-0.133 |[0.060 |~0.060
i~ |- 6-26-74]308.532 ]-0.210 }308.640 }-0,198 |0.0%6 |-0.0%36
9—2_6—74 308.521 {=0,221 308. 631  |0,207 '
3-25-751308.455 |-0.287 [308.600 |-0.238
T-7-16 1308.46 }-0.282 |308.60 0.238
8-2-74 [365.770 360,840 3,000 1.500 Before stressing
8-6-74 [365.580 10,190 [360.710 }0.1%0 |2.9200 |-0.080 |1.420 |-0.080 | After stressing
10=9-74 {365.390 |0.380 (360,570 }-0.270 After FW. reiegse
RERE 365_.‘355,«-0.415 360.540 |0.300
10
T
PN




BRIDGE SHORTENING

TABLE 10

‘25 DISTANCE BETWEEN POINTS (Feet)
| DATE | DECK FOOTING |
2 LEFT A RIGHT A LEFT A RIGHT | A
@ SIDE {LENGTH| SIDE |LENGTH| SIDE |LENGTH| SIDE |LENGTH
1-13-75]389. 190 389,845 0.000 0.000 Before stressing
1-14-751389.078 |-0.112 389.720 |=-04125 -0,065 ~0,065 ~-0,065 -0,065 After stressing
1-16-75]389.100 [~0.090 |389.734 }-0.111 |[0.,000 |0.000 }0.,000 |0.000 After FW. reledse
1-23-75]389.040 |-0.150 [389.698 |-0.147 |
2-27-751389.030 |-0.160 |389,690 [-0.155
4-17-75|389.007 |-0.180 |389.635 |-0.210
T-16=75]388.938 |~0.25  |389.580 |-0.265
12-26-74 389,285 3874361 | 0,000 0.000 Before _siressing
12-31-741389,233 [-0,052 387.258' 0. 103 0,070 -0.070 0.070 -0.070 Aﬂer stressing
1-3~75 |389.170 |-0.115 |387.251 |0.110 After FW. release
1-10-751389.200 |-0.200 [387.246 F0.115 | |
2-3-75 |389.168 |-0.168 [387,226 |0.135
4-3-75 |389.040 [-0.245 [387.135 |0.226
| 7-8-75 |389.0%0 |-0.250 {387.130 }-0.231
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TABLE 11

‘M’ STREET UC AL WORK __LGALDS
Date | Fw load C(Cel/l Reodirgs Y LE5 * leve / I 7 f**/')
7ime |Bent[ 7ot | e o TA

/ 2 3 y: @) D)
il e | e & & & & | 400 | 500 | &
| vmirtial '
%Z/’; 3 < & & = & 400 | 500 | &
ST e | e & e | @ o |3095 |4895 | ©
Pour '
o | 3 | 9200 | nw | g20 | S0 | G000 | 2575 | 4895 | B
Tl 2 g0 | ¢ | 3500 | dxw | B30 | S8 | 483 | o/
Four '
P onl 3| @00 | 17200 13600 | Gao0 | Fp700 | S5/ 7835 | o2
5-3/-73 ‘ |
sso | 2 | goo0 | 6900 | g | oo | sy00 | s69 | 47/ | .03
3 |msoo (190 | 15800 | 900 | S9300 | 367 | 47/ | o4
* 1000 1b = U453 kg
** 1 ft= .303m




oy

M STREET UC

| . . ¥ %6 RN He¥
?gf@ ng load Cell Reaawgs ** 7.4 435'/ pf?i;;%g e DN
(A en ore : =
me / 2 3 4 Q)| ©OF)| =4
TN 2 | oo | oo | rooo | gooo | A500 | 4050 | 5.095 | 045
Ct Omp/ef } _
& e | oo 1600|5000 | gooo | aye00 | 4050 | s095 |.ca5 |
OTB 2 | izso0 | a0 | 23000 | 13500 | 25000 | 3620 | déss | .65
/430 Frs, :
3 | R0 | P3000| /1730 | A0 | 68500 | J655 | £685 | .00
6573\ 2 | g0 | 13500 | 17000 | 13000 | 28000 | 5738 | 40 | .52
o705 ~rs, -
3 |Gl | SR | /1750 | /1,500 | 66990 | MO | 50 |.JeD |
6673 | | | . '
% 2 |17ecq0 | za0 | B0 | 5500 | 800 | 5897 | 4960 | 063
/700 Hrs ‘
GG 5 |z | Z380| 1Zae0 | o | ezan0 | a0 | 4% | g6
* % = (°F - 32)/1.8
eer 1050 1:",5013‘53 ks TABLE 12
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‘M/

OSTRELE T JC

FALSE VWORK

*¥*¥ 1 fr 2 .303

Daote | Frv loas Cell Readmgs ** LD, *:‘(Zo/ ;’7 s 74 5*\/ f

777 Total {TEEENY

me (serrl 2 | 3 « | T om) 2 yi:s

G732 | aaw | Bav | 5o | 100 |se00 | 3657 | 4750 |.068
O frs| ‘

3 | mgooo | 29300\ 17200 | 1200 | é4700 | 3658 2750 | 062

GI3 | 2 | G300 | 20| 22500 | 13300 | 300 | 4970 | 5439 | 069
p{?ﬁﬁ s ._ . | |
: gL 4
NPT 5 | g | 2350|7600 | 10 | 69500 | 4075 | 50399 | o6t
G753 | 2 | yaw | 3800|600 | 13300 | 500 | 8% | 490 | .o%0
#ﬂﬂﬂéfé , - '

GIU .

3 |\ B0 |00 /70 | 150 | a0 | 3855 | 40 | 765

G273 | 2 |\wmaw | Zow | f3000 | 3500 | e | g6 | a0 | o
VY ﬁ

- % /

PN 3 | oo | govo| sz |y | e | et | amo | e
x " 9¢ = (9% - 32)/1.8

*% 1000 1t = 453 ke TABLE 13
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M STREET UG

FALSEWORK _LOADS

Date | Fw | load Cell Readings **405, Qﬁ,ggj ,/7 Tur oo
77me |Bent| e | s 2 |7\ T odm| om)|
6-/3-73 o | ) ) y . ,.
75 s | Baw | 1700 | 1330 | Sge0 | 3610 | 4650 | oW
CUBN 2 | K5EW0 | 190 | A | 12N | 670 | 3700 | 4770 | OW
* 74 ,

v\ 5 | g | 420 | 340 | e | aaw | sws | 4270 | 65
CUZ 2 | HEm | 4o | 170 | e | 59600 | aAE | 4.790 | I
* 55 °F — ~

Y 5 N gam | qrw | Maw | Law | agse | s | 4790 | .68
AT | 2 | lsaw | w0 | ZAW | (e | Haw | J607 | 46 | .75
*7 73 0/_" ’ : .

RT3 | i | A | I | 100 | Z 0 | 36/ | 46 | Je8
* oc = (9F - 32)/1.8

** 1000 1t = L53 ko TABLE 1k

% 1 fr =

-303 m




‘N STREET (JC FALSEWORK _LOADS
Date | Fww | (ood Cell Readings " b, :izjn":ﬂ ***,L/j (%T@./;
Tme  |Bent y P 5 Z 7ora/ - @(f% (1) :(,lé.)
G-/573 ' | ,
|97:5 2 |\ Bow | msw | 17500 | 13600 | 8ga00 | 3698 | 4770 .78
kar | 5 | zaw | zpow | igiw | oo | 69800 | sae | 4770 | 068
SEB | o |\ paw | A | 80| 13600 | Mo | 42w | ssa0 | ow
2 9%

cheor nom - 3 | 20 | 0 | 1840 | 1,800 | Zeaw | 4273 | S0 | 067
| g % %?3 2 |20 | 5200 | 13000 | 30 | 63400 | 2935 | S8 | 0%
kI | 3 | a0 | W | B30 | 0 | o | A3 | Sa09 | .a66
51873 ; 0 | 7 | .
P 2 |7aw | HYow | g | a0 | B0 | 3342 | 440 | 06s
nrm | 3 | p2aw | daoo| daw |y | i | aa35 | a0 | 075
.-x» % = (°F - 325/1;.8 |

** 1000 b = bS53 kg - TABIE 15

#¥¥% 1 Pt 2 .303m




9TV

N STREET UC

FALSE WORK

LOADS

¥k 1 ft 2 .303

Date |Fwy | (oad Lell feadiigs “os Hii?;p//«p Twr oo
/ime |Bent s 2 3 4 7ora/ (:)5722 QED(?Z) =}f%5
el & | saw | a0 | g0 | B0 | agwo | 2385 | 4de0 | .o75
8 é‘?ﬂ/‘ .

3 | 12000 | Z600| 1a0 | 1)70 | 6800 | 2392 | 4de0 .68
a2 |\ 7aw | p000 | Zaw | 13500 | Modo | 5277 | 4350 | 073
* %0,( ’ -

3 | /7800 | 23700 | 1900 | 1,00 | 7,300 | 3287 | 4350 | .c65
G753\ 2 | e | 1400 | jpa0 | 13000 | 9o | 3350 | 4220 | o
/*7;.; ;,;,-3‘ 177 o /Z / 7. o 7 s - ‘

3 g0 | 21000 17700 | yaw | é5900 | 2352 | 4420 | %8
LT 2 |70 | 2000 | AW B3 | B | 3367 | 4460 | 073
* /02‘0/: ' »

3 |70 | B0 | 17800 | 1,300 | 69900 | 5393 | 4460 | .057
¥  Oc = (%% - 32)/1.8 '

#1000 1t = 453 ko TABLE 16




M STREET UC

FALSEWORK _LOADS.

Dote | fw | lomel Cell Reciings Teos, [ Lo Tl (0D
me |Bent ' i | ARy e &N
M T el s « |77 1" om| @ 5
G173
975 7 e |\ a0\ 1qaw | 17200 | 1300 | S9a0 | 3377 | deoe | .07
* 0/:”' ;
3 /G500 | Haw | 1720 | 20 | 66do0 | 5337 | 440|068
&/ '7 3 /. o’ A | ; ;
> %@ o 2 |z | Hww | 5200 | 3300 | 677200 | 5328 | 44w .07
|\ 5 | /7200 | Zaw0 | nza0 | 1200 | 600 | 2357 | g4a0 | 068
'Z Z -7. 3 |
V oogfs 2 | /4300\| W0 | 6200 | 18900 | H600 | 45906 | 5077 | .07/
* 00/:
I |\ 1G70 G100 | /17000 | /)OI | 4500 | N0 | S077 | .Jé7
62273 . ' , '
/fggo 75 C | 8200 | Zdd | 500 | (30 | 7,00 | 25/8 | 4592 | A
| 3 | 1780 | ZOW | 17200 | 100 | aga0 | 5520 | 4592 | o7
w1 1t b.§o3/n3; e TABLE AT




ate |Fw | load Cell Readings cos. | Lorel \wr (@D
7ime |Bent / P 3 p 727/:7/’ (Z)/7§S (#) 74535 .
G732 | 200 | 500 | 17500 | 1AW | STEH | 347 | 45K | IR
f?/’oﬁ;/s: a |
77 5 \ww \ g | sz | o | asoo | sazs | asoo | .07z
62573 | 2 | 7o | gaww | zaw | 5500 | 73500 | 3260 | 2500 | .07
> */Z/j ;7/’5, i .
NI s\ | | | a0 | ega0| 5270 | 4540 | ow
%gg 2 |50 | 15800 | 17400 | 13000 | 39200 | 3402 | 4450 | .0
* g, ’ |
TEN 5 | s | zypw |y | 1200 | as00 | G408 | 4480 | o
GZT73| 2 | 17000 | g | Gow | 13300 | 1900 | 53524 | qd0 | %
1630 s | '
5N s |z | zz500\ g | o | éz:00 | 3530 | dano | o

‘M’ STREET UC

FALSEWORK _LOADS

Date

*¥

NN

WK%

KW

* °c = (PF - 32)/1.8

~ %% 1000 1b = L53 ko
s ®¥% 1 fu = ,302p

TABLE 18




‘N O STREET UC

FALSEWORK LOADS

Dote |Fw | (loco Cell Reodings ros |Teves 1™ Ry
; , Readng &N
/ime |Bent / i 3 P 7ora/ DL /) -fé})
55.?;2 E /5000 | 14000 | /730 | 10 | SGAH | 297 | 40 .77 |
¥ S ' _ .
3 |\ BIW | Z8W | 160 | 1Jo00 | 65800 | 23 | 437 | .U
%Z; ffs 2 | o0 | g | a0 |13 | 71500 | 3505 | 4380 | .077
3 \gow | Gaw 200 | 1jand | G0 | 3.3/0 | 4380 | .o
62573 | | -
@30@ s 2 |5 | AW | 1570 | 1550 | HAP | 3353 | 4450 | .97
3 | igaw | gaw |0 | Gaw | e2an | s360 | 4450 | .o
G&73 | S ey G 58 et S ot o 2o i
G0ms| & | o | WA | G300\ I | ek — | —
3 |17000 | 2900|6800 | W | e | — | — | —
% %% z (°F - 32)/1.8
*% 1000 ' = 453 ke TABLE 19
*#%% 1 £ 2 .303m




oev

%% 1 ft 3 .303p

M STREET UC FALSEWORK _LOADS
» %% e X3 N
pote | Fy | toaer Cell readings s, | Level 1L, o
. ~ R2Qang
7ime |Bent / P 3 4 7ora/ <:)(?7) () :/éi)
6C77F ' ‘
Vi 2\ 8o | 15 | 00 | 15200 | FE 500
3 \Gaoao | g | 16200 | gaw | 68500
207 | 2 | 5w | How | sao | qaw | aw | sass | 4640 |05 |
B6¥ f . , ‘
3 |\gw | Zaw| wgoao | a0 | Maw | s560 | 4640 | .00
7-20-73 '
i 2\ Y| G| 2000|1750 | BB | 2455 | 470|095
ek ii| 3 |G | maw | yow | 0| Haw | séss | a0 |85 |
oo 2 | 25| HAw| Z0 | s | g ||
3 | & | S5 | MO | ZJoH //43%& |
* °C = (7F - 32)/1.8
** 1000 1t = 453 k= TABLE 20




Tev

‘N O STREET UC FALSE WORK __LCADLS.
Date | Fw | load Cell Reodings T os *i;i:; é i ™ w7 5@%’
Time |Bent y P 3 P 7ora/ @//Z) ) :{%) ,
275.73 lerng \oF cells| comprered
< E | et 250wy
3 Ly \of e/l aormpkred
| #1130 rs, Z51° “Gaely
T3 2\ 1gao | G | YW | /600 | A0
/.*5?0 0/7/’6.
AN 5 | s |y | 000| g0 | wgoo0
Z;J; Zﬁ 2 |\ oW | Yo | G500 | 1600 | 77500 | S6/4 | 4730 |6
S
* /)
TN 5 \yow | s | Baw | gaw oy o0 | 3627 | 4750 |aws |
"ﬁ.’ 22‘33 2 | B0 | 26000 | 24500 | ZJaw | #od0
1SH 5 | e | spaw | B0 | Koo | 750
* 9% =z (9% - 32)/1.8
#1000 't = L33 kg TABLE 21
*%% ) 1 3,303 m




*x¥ 1 £t 2 ,303m

M STREET UC FALSEWORK _1.OADS
Date | FW load C’é// Readmgs *z és *Zéi g 7}9 ***/,// z**@/’
7ime |Bentf| 2 3 a | 7N Q)| O =
7773\ 2 |\ oo | g | o | paw | 77500 |
Z?/ﬂ ‘;7_/:5, -

N 5 \gaw | 2w 2500 1q000| g0
;;;/Zf C | Gow | /190 | 195 | 1600 | 7680 | 3535 | 4660 |a/85

S,

AE N\ 5 \zw | goaw| 50| 1850 | g | 3545 | 4660 | ans
TN 2 | B | 50| o | 17300 | S50 s205 | 5350 |\0/25
* 0/[' '

/00 G | P58 | A0 | 2308 | 1800 | 9550 | 4216 | 5330 |4
G773\ 2 |\ 19750 | 1§A0 | /77D | D | 7E A0
\deaoss

jor- 7 .- . '

esing| 3| L0 | 2GR0 | B0 | 1900 | 5970

* ¢z (% . 32)1.8

*% 1000 't = LS3 ke TABLE 22
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M STREET UC FALSEWORK  LOADS
Dote | F1 lomed  Cell Frosdmes **N_‘;:'“; :056’ vel Iy \7)7\ g
. - e r;eﬂ'(f///?'g g N
rime |Gent P P 2 | 7T Om)| @)
\ G772 2 /3200 16800, 14500 | 9900 | 53,500
afier
T 5 | 15500 19000 | 13000 | 19000 | 68,500

** 1000 1b = 453 kg

TABLE 23




OLD OREGON TRAIL FALSEWORK LOAD CELL STUDY
*j*& LOATDY IN KPP *
Cell sgttal - k tQ Yem |+ Top Sa(Totall, A Ler
No. itle- | Faleaewors + Bot. Slal+ Stem | Hiop SlatTotal Jo 7 o
ment | ‘
Ceu |cCale.fcell |Calc.|Cell | Calk. | Call
2 & 200 | 4 180 | 62 |leew |\e.4 | 1O
2 o 1O | 2.0 | 880|127 [l |loe ] 2.0
3% :
24 | ool 20 | 30 |22 127 | 170 | ©y | 2&
12 | 0.0 00 | 2.0 |40 | 172 {8220 | 27.7 | DO
| % :
4 ©.02 20 | 2. |20 | T2 |2t |27 | 6.0
2 | o 42 | 26 |% | 17.2 | 290 |27.7 | 120
- 3%
2» | ooew| 2.0 | e | 128 | 172 |00l 217 | 8O
G oozl 2% | . | &0 | 127 |12 | 9% 20
7 o | 10| 26 |l | 127 |22 | 99 | 125
2 \loow| 322 | 42 | o | . 102 | B4 | 5.0
10 o | co| er | 4y |14 | 229 |22 | 5O
21 |ocow'| 2% | 25 |1BO | 122 |220 |27 | o9
£ = 2805 |260@.4
* Indicates double posts
#1000 1t = LS3 ke
% 1 ft 3 .303 TABLE 2k -
A2k

@;

-




FALSEWORK LOAY Stury
OLY OREGON TRAIL UC. (LT B2.) ¥&6-1781.

LOATY CELL # 2 FALDBEWORK BENT # 2
B B +— o oy
T 12 54 56 Th B
| pate | Time |SNEERANCE Sev | IO REMARKS
20074 | 1Sl | . |ooge| 20k |rRE-POUR.
&30 | 1420 | 9% | L2 0920|180 |ROUR SOFFITZSTEM
53L |osco | 7T | 28 |0.91% |18,
2-L-14| 0220 | 79 | 27 |092 |.\2.
2.5 |o230| 10 | 80 |092% |12,
9-4 1120 | 92 |18y
2-92 | o900 | 5O 092 |\1y
2-11 1400 | 20 | 1oy
|2e | 1420 ' 022 |1&%
9-17 \200 | 2% | 90 (092 |21.0 |PoUR PECK .
9.6 | 0920 | 82 | 20 |bo2 |2&.0 |
292 |op4z | T2 | &% |02 |20
2-20 |oce4z | g0 | 10 29.9 |
2.21 | 1200 | @) | 30.0
229 | 0240 | &Y | oo {200
2.2] |ogw | 1© | 10 1292 SRR
2-2074| 080 022 | 1\O |PRESTRESSEY |
Lot wes
#% 1 fr = .303m A25-




| FALSEWOEK QAP StTuDY
OLY OREGON TRAIL UC. (LT BR.D) %&-1781L
CLOAT CELL. # B FALSEWORK BPENT # 2

T 1 2 54 bo Ts 5

are | T [ pe [T renais

&-2974 | 1219 | - 1.OK |PRE-TOUR.

830 | 1420 | 9% | U2 | 8.0  |fOUR SOFFIT ZSTEM

831 |osoo |17 |28 |  |eo

2-1-14 | 0220 | 19 | 27 8o
|2-% 0220 | 96 | B& | &0

24 | \M%0 |22 | 1%

2-9 c9co | BOo | | 7.0

o | ldoo | oo | - |eo

2-lo 1420 : | &0

217 | 1%00 | 22 | 20 %0 |RUR FECK

21& |o930 |82 |20 | |wo |

010 |ogiz | 12 | e 120

2.20 |o&4e | 80 | To |  |1wo

2.2 | 1200 | @ - |weo '

9.26 |oo4w | 8o | o 7.0 :
lo21 |o®m | O | 10 180 |EMOVER EXT. |

2504 | 0820 || »o | reestressey

* O = (o _ 30)/1.8 TABLE 26

** 1000 1b = u53 k& 226




FALSEWORK |LOAY SUDY
OLY OREGON TRAIL LC. (LT BR.) #&-17DL,
LOAY CELL. # 24 FALSEWORK BENT # B

T 1 £ 54 s T 5
DATE | Timg |[JEHTERNURE Bl ev | 70200 REMARKS
£-29-14| 1512 |  |oa2o| 2.0% |kE-POUR.
&30 | 1430 | 95 | 112 |0240 |20 Uk LFEIT 5 TEM
&3¢ |oeco | 11 | 98 0940 |9% ’
2.1-14 | 0220 | 1@ | @7 094z 100

oD 09%0 | To | & 0242 \0.O

o4 120 | 22 89

202D 0900 | &0 0240 | 2.0

2-11 40 | @0 | 2.9

20 430 o4 |on

2-17 1300 | 26 | 20 |o3% V1O |Poor vECK.
21®& |o0220 | 82 | 90 |094 [11.0

219 osde | 72 | 8o 0932 |11.0

220 |o24o | g0 | 1O | e

2-2) 1200 | & | 1.9

229 | 0o4% | &9 | so 120 |

2271 |oeliw | o | 10 120 |EEMOVED EXT.
2-30-%4 | 0820 | 094 |29 |WETRESSEY
*  9c ='(%F . 32)/1.8 TABIE 27

** 1000 1b = 453 kg
el lft S.303

A2t




FALOEWORK LOAD STUPY

OLY OREGON TRAIL UC. (LT. BR.) #6781,

LOAD CELL. # 12 FALSEWORK BENT # 2

oot ommn

PRs————————|

* % =z (op . 32)/1.8
. #*% %1000 1b = LS3 kg

T 1 5 54 5 EETYC
PATE | TIME 5T ?ﬁg’*ggi%p*%ev YOI Tel  REMARKS
&-22-14| \51% " - |o.820 [10.0% vrE-Pour

£320 | 1420 | 99 | 112 |0.840 380 |fOUR SOFFIT £2TEM
&3 | 080 | 171 | 98 (0840 |32.0

5-1-14 | 0220 | 10 | 27 |o.oA% |ede

23 0920 | Te | &o |0.840 |280

9-4 1120 | 92 %4

22 |o200| 8o |  |o24 |8BO )
2-11 400 | 90 | - |%8.0

21 | 1430 . |os4 |2po |

27 | 1200 | 95 | 90 |o24 |po® |MUR PEcK
218 | 0920 | 82 | 20 (084 |23.0

212 |o84v | T2 | 86 |0.8%3% 8.0

| 220 c&4s | 8o | 10 | PO

D-24 1goo | 21 ., - |pBO )

226 |o24% | 8% | op | 950

227 |0z | To | 1© slo |SEMOVER BXT.
23014 | 0&%0 0.83% |200 |PEESTRESSEY |

TABLE 28

*#% ] £t T .303 m A28




- FALSEWORK LOAD STulY
OLY OREGON TRAIL UC. (LT BR.) #&-178L.
CLOAD CELL. # FALDEWORK BPENT # ©

-303 m

T 12 54 o e 5
PATE | TIME |IGNFERNIRE B pv | 7000l REMARKS
182974 | \D15 . - |0820 | 2.0% |mRE-FOUR
20 | 1420 | 95 | ue [0840 [1L.O PR BRRT £STEM
&>  |ogo0 | 11 | 9& (082 |1.O
|2-1-14 | 0930 | 12 | 27 |08%% |12,0

2.2 | 09%0 | 1& | &5 |08 [12.0

o-4 | LZ2Oo | 22 - 22

2-2 0200 | 80 |oe2m 120

2-1 1400 | @0 12,5

2l | 1420 0.82% | 120
247 |12co0 | 295 | 20 lo# |20 |poorvECK
2:1& | 0920 | &2 | @0 |0.8% |205

219 |04 | 712 | &5 [0.8% (205

220 |o084% | &0 | 1o 21.%

221 | g0 | 2 | 215

220 | 0949 | &Y | ol 219

227 |osis | TO | 10 00,6 [REMNED EXT-
22074 | c&BD 0% | 6.0 |PRESWESSEY
:_* ‘l’go;ki‘b’F:-hgg)g.s TABLE 29

xx% ] ft = - A29




 FALSEWORK. [OAY STUDY
OLY OREGON TRAIL. UC. (LT. BPR.) #6-1781
LOAD CELL FALDEWORK BENT # 4

W TV S —

e y Y

| V2 34 s e 76 ©
PATE | TImE [FEMTERMRE ey | 1020w REMARKS
& 2914 1\ | . o260 | 4K |PRE-POUR

820 | 1420 | 9B | 1z |024% [17.0 |Pour SFRIT4STEM
& 21 ocgco | 77 | @8 |0240 |82
2-1-74| 0920 | 72 | @27 (0245 120

-2 o220 | e | & |0240 |02

o-4 1120 | 22 | - iy
2.2 o000 | B8O | |lozd |29
2-U1 1400 | @0 N N B 2]
216 | 1430 o4 19.%
2-17 1200 | @8 | 20 0.24 |27.0 |PouUR DECK

218 0950_ 62 o0 |0.23% 2@.@
912 084y | T2 | &% 0-23_,6' 222

220 |oB4m | g0 | 70 | |22%

2-2) Leoo 2\ 20

220 |oody | 8o |ce | |290
227 |o&w | 1o | 1e 29.0 | Brine

2-20-T4 | ©0&20 . {02% 120 |PRESTRESSEY

* 9% z (°F . 32)/1.8 TABLE 30

* 1000 1t = 453 kg
*#*¢ 1 ft = .303m ~ A30




| FALSEWORK LOAD STUDY
 OLY OREGON TRAIL UC. (LT. PR.) #6178,

LOAY CELL # 22 FALSEWORK BENT # 4
T 1 & 54 5o ET S

PATE | TIME [F5NTERNRE Blev | 00| REMARKS
&-29T4| 2\ | - - |0.12% | 2O |FRE-POUR T
|e2o | 1420 | 92 | 12 oo UG |pue AT sSEM |
&2 | cBoo | 1T | 28 |o.no (125 “
2-1-14 | 0220 | T2 | @7 |OM% |12.0

2.2 |0220| 1o | 8o |ouw 129

2-4 1120 | 22 12.0

20 |oo00 | 80 oM 129

2-1 | 1400 | @0 129

210 | 1420 | o.12 |12.0 |

241 | 1200 | o | 20 o |120 |fowk vEcK
o1& | o230 | 82 | 20 |oa @10

212 |04y | 12 | &% (01O |220

2-20 |oddw | &8O | 1O 22,5

2-21 | 1200 | 21 21.0

220 | 0942 | 2% | GG 210 | o
27] lovz | 1o | 10 |  |eeo |BROELAL
230.74 | 0830 010 | B.O |IRESTRESSEV
AN

¥k 1 ft 2 .303 A3l




FALSEWORK LOAY STUDY

OLY OREGON TRAIL. UC. (LT. BR.) #6178,

LOAY CELL #©& FALSEWORK BENT # 4

+
)

#% ] £tz .303

A32

T 1 2 4 s T s
DATE | TIAE |WVTERMRE Blev | 10200 FEMARKS

22914 | 1915 - - |0.080| 22K |pRE-POUR.
le30 | 1430 | @5 | u2 looto |20 IR W YEM
8-3) o800 | 11 | 28 0ol |8% _.
o-1-14 | 0920 | 12 | @71 |ooTo|.20 N
22 |09%20 | To | & |0070]| 2.0
2-4 11320 | 22 R
22 |o200 | 8o 0010 | &0
2-11 1400 | @0 B .0
2-16 | 1430 0.010| 8.0

-2V 1200 | @% | 20 Q060|120 |four VECK -
2& | 930 | 82 | 20 |0& (122
o012 |o84% | 12 | &% |ooe |120
2.20 | o84z | 80 | 10 120
2-21 | 1200 | @1 |12.%
9-2% o224 | 85 | Go 129
227 |oez | To | 10 120 |ENNEZ ST
2.20-14 | ©830 oo 50 |eresteecsery
L oLt e




FALOEWORK LOAD STUulyY
OLY OREGON TRAIL LU.C. (LT BR.) ¥&6-178 1.
LOAP CELL # 7 FALSEWORK BENT # 4

. £

T 1 2 54 T S
DATE | TIRE | 3r i boncrir EREY | joap®] REMARKS
&29-14 | 1512 | 7.0% |PRE- POUR
230 | 1420 | 95 | u2 150 |POUR SOFRIT 5 STEM
&30 |oeco | 17 |98 |  |weo |
2-1-14 | 0920 | 12 | 27 70
2% |0920 | 1 | Be 172
24 | WzOo |®2 | | |10
22 | o200 | 20 : 17.0
2-)L o0 {20 | | |17e
24 | 1420 | : 17.0 .
|27 | 1200 |92 |20 | |230 |muepeck.
o> | 0930 | 82 | 90 22.%
219 |cedz | 12 | 82 | |22
2-:20 | OgAS | BO | TO | 24.%
2.24 | 1200 | @) - |ers
2-25 945 | B | O 2%.9 -
2.27 | oc8% | To | 10 | 2z0 |ZlMoveD EXT-
>20-14 | o820 125 |rrevmessep

#_ 9 = (OF - 32)/1.8 TABLE 33
*% 1000 1b = bS3 kg
% 1 £tz .303m A33




| FALSEWOKK OAY STUDY
OLY OREGON TRAIL LC. (LT BR.) ¥&6-17851.
LOAY CELL # 2  FALDEWORK BENT #4

w dl - v o t——d

1 2 34 N2 7865 ©
pate | Tune [VIEERONS Bpv | T80 memarke
22974 | 1815 | 0118 | 2K (fRE-POUR

&-20 14230 | oo | 2 joi70 |eo ?ouzsomt_fgSreM
23 | osco | 17 | 28 |oato |eo )
9.1-14 | 0220 | 1© | @7 |0l | GO
2-% o230 | e | 8o (0170 | 60

-4 1120 | 22 ol e
09 |ocooo | 20| @ |oyo|eo
D-11 1400 | @0 :  le.e
9-\& 1430 L loyto | 1o

2-37 1200 | 22 | 20 |o.1e% [10.0 |fuUR PECK.
2-18 0230 | &2 | D0 |06 |l0.p
019 |oa4% | 72 | &¥ |o.)e% | Lo

2-20 . OPADS &0 | o | 11.O

-2\ iecO | 21 - Ine |

9.2% Oy | &5 | e 1.0 .
221 |\ | o | 1o | |15 [EMVER BT

,6‘30'74 0820 - |oNe 2.0 |RESTRESSEV

# -9 = (9% . .8

w1000 CF, u%?@ | TABLE 34

#ex 1 fr = .303 A3k




FALSEWORK [OAD <STUDY
OLY OREGON TRAIL UC. (LT PR.) %6178,
LOAY CELL # 10 FALDEWORK BENT #35

L)
V2 34 56 765 o
- TEMWPERATURE [*X* To5T "
PATE | TIAE e iz ok once| EREY | Lon SZEMAKK? .
|&-29-T4| e “ ol eeD | 20K |PRE-POUR

8-20 | 1430 | 99 | 112 |2.28® 15O |PoUR SOFAITASTEM
53 |oceco | 71 | 28 |8.e® |40 |
o114 o220 | 12 | 271 | 2.es 4y
2.3 |o90 | 16 | 20 | 888 MO

24 | W30 |92 | | . |woO
229 | o020 | 20 . | &.82 140
o0 | tdoo | @0 | . 14,0
24 | 1430 . |&8® | 140 | ‘

2-17 1200 | 29 | 90 |8.85 |20 |MUR VECK
9.1 |06230 | &2 | 90 |8.82 229
219 |o#dy | 12 | 25 |s.ee (240

220 |opaw | 80 | 10 | |edo

2.21 | lzoo | 21\ - jeso

9926 | 094 | 89 | co Y cXe

9-27 ol | To | 1O 2o ’;ﬁ‘é"ﬁ%‘f@%‘ E
9-20-714| 0830 B8 | B0 |IRESTRESSEY

* 9= (°F - 32)1.8 TABLE 35

#% 1000 1b = bS53 kg
#% ] £t 2 .303 m A35




FAL%EWO.IZK LOAY StuDY
OLY OREGON TRalL. UC. (LT. BR.) #&-178L.
LOAP CELL # 2l  FALSEWORK BENT # 2

*EE ] fr 3

_ %% ]000 1t = 53 kg

.303 m

A36

:
R N 5o e 5
PATE | TUAE |WGNTERNLEE el 15T REMARKS

5-29-14| 1215 | | |8.8% | 25K |PRE-POUR

8-30 | 1420 | @5 | U2 |&.87 |16  |POUR SOPT ASTEM

831 |ogw | 17 | 95 |e87 |\mo

2-1-14| 0230 | 719 | 217 |&.87 |12.0

2% |o220 | 16 | 2o | 887|180

24 1120 | 22 2o

2@ |09200 | &0 887 120

2.)1 L4000 | @0 120

216 | 1430 | g2l 150 | ..

o171 (1300 |25 | 20 (887|210 |MUR pECK

218 |09%0 | B2 | PO | 827 |220 | |
1212 |o8de | 72 | &% | 887 (@2

220 |og4e | o | 10|~ |e240

2-20 | 1g00 | o 2%.0

2.20 |094% | 8% | co 22.%

2-27 |oele | 70 | 1O ¢3.0 [REMOVER BXT.
::5-30-74 O&20 287 | oo mste?sﬁy
* % =z (oF - 32)/1.8 TABLE 36 1 |




OLD OREGON :TRAIL UNDERCROSSING LEFT BRIDGE ’ Br. No. 6-178L

|

: i 0.02 :
_ 0.0l , ‘ ‘%—-__
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w
~ 0.00
Falsework Post Settlement
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1 5%
5 0
- e
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» = |
S 7 Load Cell £24 "]
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P ©
o : 8
- Load Cell #5 g
=
| | ’
0 1 | i 1111 ‘ L | L4
E _ E. , .
§Rp3vmveereno-unsoereegYNY RENERR
©

Time (Date)
FALSEWORK LOAD CHANGES

# 1000 1b = 53 kg | .
« ** 1 ft=.303p : - Figure 37
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OLD OREGON TRAIL UNDERCROSSING LEFT BRIDGE

Br. No. 6-178L
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State of California
Department of Public Works
Division of Highways

MATERIALS AND RESEARCH DEPARTMENT

Test Method No. Calif. 539-A

April 6, 1970
(1 page)

METHOD OF SAMPLING FRESH CONCRETE

Scope

This method describes the procedure for obtaining
samples of fresh concrete from stationary and paving
mixers, from truck mixers, agitators or dump trucks,
and from forms and subgrade.

A, 8ize of SBample

1. When the sample will be used for strength tests,
it shall be a minimum of 1 cubic foot. Smaller samples
may be permitted for other routine tests.

B. Where Sample 8hould Be Taken

1. When sampling to determine whether the com-
pressive strength econforms to a strength specification,
take the sample as close as practicable to the mixer
discharge. \

2. When sampling to determine compressive
strength for form stripping purposes, etc., take the
sample as close as practicable to the final resting place
of the concrete.

C. Procedure for S8ampling

‘When sampling, include every precaution necessary
to obtain samples that will be representative of the
true nature and condition of the concrete being sam-
pled. Sample concrete during the placing operation as
follows:

1. ‘Sampling from Stationary Mixers, Except Pav-

ing Mixers ,

Obtain the sample by passing a receptacle com-
pletely through the discharge stream of the mixer at
about the middle of the batch, or by diverting the
stream completely so that the whole stream discharges
into a container. Take care not to restrict the flow
from the mixer in such a manner as to cause the con-
crete to segregate. These requirements apply to both
tilting and non-tilting mixers.

2. Sampling from Paving Mixers and from Haul

Vehicles without Agitation

Discharge the conerete onto the subgrade and col-

lect the sample from at least five different portions of

Akl

- the pile. Sample may be obtained after concrete has

passed through a spreader box.

3. Sampling from Revolving Drum Truck Mixers or
Agitators

Sample from three or more regular intervals
throughout the discharge of the entire batch avoiding
the very beginning and the end of the discharge. If
water is added to the mixer to adjust the slump at the
site of the work, sample after the water is added and
the concrete is thoroughly mixed. Sample by repeat-
edly passing a receptacle through the entire discharge
stream, or by diverting the stream completely so that
the whole stream discharges into a container. Reg-
ulate the rate of discharge of the batch by the rate
of revolution of the drum, and not by the size of the
gate opening.

4. Sampling from Forms

Special care must be taken to obtain a representa-
tive sample. Make up the sample from several por-
tions at different locations within the batch and at
sufficient depth to include representative ingredients.
Take samples prior to any finishing operations.

D. Remixing Sample

Prior to testing or molding ‘test specimens, remix
the sample with a shovel to insure uniformity. Protect
the sample from sunlight and wind during the period
between taking and using. Combined testing and
molding time shall not exceed 15 minutes from the
time of sampling.

E. Precautions

Use proper lifting methods to avoid injuries when
lifting the concrete and secure assistance when needed.
Be careful to keep clear of moving equipment when
obtaining samples.

REFERENCES
AASHO T-141
ASTM C-172

End of Text on Calif. 539-A




State of California
Department of Public Works
Division of Highways

MATERIALS AND RESEARCH DEPARTMENT

Test Method No. Calif. 540-B

March 1, 1972
(2 pages)

METHOD OF MAKING, HANDLING, AND STORING CONCRETE COMPRESSIVE
TEST SPECIMENS IN THE FIELD

Scope

The procedure for making, handling, and storage
of concrete comprcsswe strength test specimens in the
field is deseribed in this method.

Procedure

A. Apparatus

The following apparatus may be obtained from the
Service and Supply Department by California Di-
vision of Highways agencies:

1. Molds—6-in. by 12-in. test cylinder molds with
lids, conforming to ASTM C 470 for metal molds.

2 Tamping rod, 5-in. diameter by 24-in. long with
a hemispherical t1p at one end, or both ends, the diam-
eter of which is 94-inch.

3. Suitable scoop. (A large popcorn or sugar scoop
is satisfactory.) '

B. Preparation of Test Specimens

1. Sampling Fresh Concrete

a. The procedure for sampling shall be as out-
lined in Test Method No. Calif. 539, ‘‘Method of
Sampling Fresh Conecrete.”” Write the concrete sam-
ple location (deck, footing, girder, ete.) on the sam-
ple identification card. Samples should normally con-
tain not less than one cubic foot.

b. Transport samples in watertight containers
to the place where the test specimens are to be molded.
Mold specimens as near as practicable to the place
where they are to be stored during the first 24 hours.
If the maximum size of coarse aggregate used exceeds
2 inches, sereen the concrete sample through a 2-inch
sieve, discard the oversized aggregate, and note this
on the sample identification card. Before molding
specimens, remix the sample with a shovel to assure
that there is no segregation of the coarse aggregate
and mortar.

2. Molding Test Specimens

a. Place test molds on a firm, flat surface to
prevent distortion of the bottom surface. When more
than one specimen is to be made from the same batch,
make all specimens simultaneously. Place and rod the
first layer in each mold before proceeding to the sec-
ond layer and so on, through the third layer. Place an
approximate 4-inch layer of concrete in the mold with
a circular motion of the scoop to distribute the con-
crete evenly in the mold. Rod the layer 25 times with
the specified tamping rod, penetrating full depth
into the layer, but not foreibly striking the bottom of
the mold. Distribute the 25 strokes evenly over. the
surface of the layer. Place two additional layers in
the mold, each approximately one-third of the volume
of the mold and rod each layer with 25 strokes of
the tamping’ rod ‘When rodding the second layer, pen-
etrate just into the first layer with each stroke, and
also penetrate into the second when rodding the third

layer. Pat sides of the mold lightly by hand, or jig by
rocking can from side to side, after each layer 1is
rodded to release any entrapped air along the sides
of the mold.

b. After the top layer has been rodded and the
sides of the mold patted, strike off the surface of the
concrete even with the top edge of the mold. Wipe the
sides of the mold free of excess conerete and press the
lid on to prevent evaporation.

¢. To prevent loss of moisture, seal the cover
to the mold with masking tape. Do not apply water
on top of the concrete before eovering.

d. Clearly identify eylinders on the side of the
mold with a marking pen showing the eontract num-
ber, sample number, and the testmg age designated.
Note:

If specimens are representative of concrete for pre-
cast produets, vibration similar to that applied to the
member being manufactured may be used to consoli-
date the speelmens in lieu of the rodding procedure
described in a and b.

3. Care of Test Specimens

a. Place the concrete test cylinders in their
field curing location as soon as possible after they are
fabricated, being careful not to disturb the concrete in

_its plastic state. The curing loecation must be a firm

level surface, free from vibration and otherwise pro-
tected from disturbance. Cure all test specimens with
the axis of the cylinder vertical to avoid a sloping end
in the hardened concrete. Once the concrete has begun
to set, do not disturb specimens for 20 =+ 4 hours.

b. Handling and storage of e¢ylinders shall con-
form to one of the following methods:

(1) Method 1—Cylinders for Determining the Ae-
ceptability of Concrete which has a Specified 28-day
Strength.

Except for steam cured concrete, ecylinders in thls
category shall be stored under condl’clons that main-
tain a temperature of 60° to 80°F immediately ad-
jacent to the specimens for a period of one day. This
can conveniently be achieved by the use of a water
tank. At the end of 20 %= 4 hours, remove the lids
from the eylinder cans and store the specimens in a
water bath at a temperature of 60° to 80°F. At an
age of two days and no later than five days, replace
lids, resealing with masking tape, and ship directly
to the laboratory.

(2) Method 2—Cylinders for Evaluating the In-
place Strength of Concrete in a Structure Prior to
Applying Loads or Stresses.

For determining compressive strength under
this eategory, store specimens at or near the structure
in a semisheltered location where the temperature of
the test specimens will be approximately that of the
concrete in the structure. Lieave the specimens at the
structure for as long a period of time as possible
before shipping to the laboratory. During the storage
time at the structure, keep specimens in a plywood




Test Method No. Calif. 540-B

March 1, 1972

box (without insulation) or other suitable shelter, but
in a shaded location. Avoid conditions of extreme ex-
posure to wind and sun, as well as conditions of over-
protection from weather variations.

(3) Method 3—Cylinders for Evaluating Steam
Cured Concrete for Compliance with Strength Speci-
fications,

Cylinders for determining time of stressing or load-
ing shall be cured in the same manner as the member.

Cylinders for determining compliance with 28-day
strength requirements shall be cured in the same
manner as the member until completion of the steam
curing process and then transferred to a water bath
or moist room at 60° to 80°F until tested.

As an alternative to shipping to a State laboratory,
testing may be done using the producer’s equipment,
provided that satisfactory evidence has been fur-

AL3

nished that such equipment, together with testing
procedures comply to accepted standards of testing,
such as Test Method No. Calif. 521, or ASTM Desig-
nation C-39.

Note:

In lieu of molds specified under A-1, reuseable ver-
tical molds conforming to the requirements of ASTM

Designation: C-192 may be used.

REFEREMCES

Test Methods Nos. Calif. 521 and 539’
ASTM Designations : C-31, C-39, C-192 and C470

End of Text on Calif. 540-8




11-37

Deflections of Simple Span
CIP Prestressed Box Girder

January 20, 1970

MEMO TO DESIGNERS:

The calculated deflection of any concrete
structure involves assumptions concerning modulus of
elasticity, fixity of supports, effect of skew, creep
factor, section properties, etc. For prestressed structures
there is added the effect of the prestress force, its initial
and final value; cable path, planned and actual; freedom of
structure to shorten: etc.

. In order to determine if the actual and calculated
deflections are in reasonable agreement, we need to have a
uniform method of calculating the deflection and showing the
requ1red camber on the plans.

The Construction Department is starting a systematic
method of measuring structure shortening and deflections in
the field. The results of their work may modify our method
of calculating deflections. 1In the meantime, the attached
example illustrates the method to be used on simple span CIP
prestressed box girders.

Until the computer solution is revised, these values
will have to be calculated longhand. It can be seen from the
example that in some cases the upward and downward deflections
may be equal, or result in a net upward deflection. Due to the
inherent uncertainties in these calculations, some downward
deflection should be anticipated. It will be our practice for
simple span structures to call for a minimum upward camber of
.01 ft per 10 ft of span length.

For the usual diaphragm abutment, it can be shown
that the deflection resulting from end moments caused by
resistance of the abutment to movement is small and may be
ignored.

J,<;E;(:fCi,(”Lp~,f7’7’ 2l

R. C. Cassano

Attach
RCB:bt




ExAmPLE CALCULATION 11-37
1-20-70

SmPLE SPan CIP PresTrRessep Box GIRDER

2:=150" e - __443_______‘

4 Jl ql Ir

G/VE/V : \ﬂ'l\x— -“_L______‘____..__’—- l—‘/ 6' I;l[:__ I | :]—r/'
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=10" =9, k00,000 ' = 348 £+*
* /zl 4 ?’ 6007 000 Yb = 3- 33 _f\f

w = /0, 300 /bs.[/’;f
el rarl

/ CG of section

e,=0.331f

0 L e ey B LR
x=o.aa'\_% Le, =217 ‘

ASSUME & £ = 35x/0 p3r = 504 X 106 psP
- . X'= 10" Pp s 7,800,000 /bs., use middle value
Coel" of creep, e)‘c = 3.0 for altimate deflecticr

CALCULATE &

/A Ds/’/ecf/aﬂ caused by the Ffinal prestressed force

- P jz ) T~ This sigrn 53 muinas K the CG
AP; -_4_87—57?; /58’2* 6e) of anchorages /s above Yp
~ 9,800, 20
Dpp= g5xsoixipenste (T4 +6x.59) = 0.32 7 |
Z Deflection due to dead /loads
AD— 5W-p - 5X/0,300X /?-— = Q. 39FF *

. 384 EI - 384 x 504 x10% 348

3. Ultrmate theoretical deflection
A =30 (0.39 -0.32) = 0.2/ }

4. Check for required m/ﬂ/ma)ﬂ camber
150x 0.0/ = 0./5V does ot govern

. , / ’ . 2 , 1 , / 6' .
Swow on FLANS S /L‘L\Lg Camber Line, Farabolic
Profile Line

£ % o

CAMEER DIAGRAM

Does not include allowarce for Ffalsework setttement
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