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Steel-on-Concrete Slip Coefficient
In section 3.5.1 of the first edition of AISC Design Guide 
1: Base Plate and Anchor Rod Design, the static friction coef-
ficient for steel-on-concrete was taken as 0.7. I would like 
to know the origin of this value. What current guidance 
does AISC provide relative to this value?

The authors of the design guide point to the 1986 AISC 
LRFD Specification as the source of the 0.7 value for steel 
placed against concrete or grout. The 1986 Specification states: 

The coefficient of friction µ shall be 0.90 for concrete 
placed against as-rolled steel with contact plane a full plate 
thickness below the concrete surface; 0.70 for concrete 
or grout placed against as-rolled steel with contact plane 
coincidental with the concrete surface; 0.55 for grouted 
conditions with the contact plane between grout and as-rolled 
steel above the concrete surface.

It provides no reference for these values.
Both the design guide and the Specification are now silent 

on the matter. I will therefore provide some references that 
relate to this topic: 

➤ Burdette, Edwin G., Teresa C. Perry, and Raymond R. 
Funk, “Load Relaxation Tests of Anchors in Concrete,” 
Presented at ACI Convention in Atlanta, GA, January 
21, 1982, published in ACI, Special Publication SP-103.

➤ E. Chesson, Jr., N. L. Faustino, and W. H. Munse, 
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➤ Relative to web side-sway buckling, Section J10.4 states: 
“When the required strength of the web exceeds the 
available strength, local lateral bracing shall be provided 
at the tension flange or either a pair of transverse 
stiffeners or a doubler plate shall be provided.” 

➤ Relative to web compression buckling, Section J10.5 
states: “When required, a single transverse stiffener, a 
pair of transverse stiffeners or a doubler plate extending 
the full depth of the web shall be provided.”

➤ Relative to panel zone shear, Section J10.6 states: “When 
required, doubler plate(s) or a pair of diagonal stiffeners 
shall be provided within the boundaries of the rigid 
connection whose webs lie in a common plane.”

Thus, except for flange local bending, all of the limit 
states presented in Section J10 can be addressed with either 
stiffeners or doublers. It should be noted that in many 
instances the stiffener or doubler can serve double-duty, 
addressing both panel zone shear and concentrated loading. 

Economical fabrication should be the goal in evaluating 
alternatives, and the most economical alternative is nearly 
always to increase the size of the member to eliminate the 
need for reinforcement. Note also that the option covered 
above for the use of diagonal stiffeners is historic and, in my 
experience, rarely used today.

Larry S. Muir, P.E.

Welding Across the Flange
I have heard that welding should not be performed across 
the flange of an I-shaped member. Is this correct?

The 2010 AISC Specification (a free download available from 
www.aisc.org/2010spec) does not prohibit welding across the 
tension flange of a beam. Many engineers and detailers I have 
worked with in the past have been adamant that welds should 
not be placed across a beam tension flange. When asked, many 
different reasons for this old rule of thumb were given, but 
the only valid concern that I am aware of is related to welding 
across the flange of a loaded member. In this case, the heat 
from welding temporarily reduces the base metal strength, 
causing a less- or non-effective area near the weld. While 
this area can be significant in the plane perpendicular to weld 
travel, the effect is larger for the plane parallel to weld travel. 
This concept is discussed further in the AISC webinar “Design 
of Reinforcement for Steel Members, Part 2,” which can be 
viewed at http://www.aisc.org/content.aspx?id=32580. As 
you’ll see (and hear) in that lecture, it isn’t as simple as the 
often-repeated advice.

Bo Dowswell, P.E., Ph.D.

Quiz Correction
The figure in the second question of February’s Steel Quiz 
on OSHA regulations appears to be in error. Is it?

There was indeed an error in the figure we provided for 
Question 2 in February’s Steel Quiz. The question was 
about OSHA regulations for double connections, which are 
concerned with connections that meet through the web of 
a column or through the web of a girder over the top of a 
column. We showed a location away from the column, and 
the OSHA regulations do not include such a condition. They 
focus specifically on locations at columns where there is a 
column fall-away hazard. The corrected illustration is shown 
below. Also, the answer referenced OSHA Section 1926.756(a)
(1); the correct reference is actually Section 1926.756(c)(1).

steel interchange


