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Introduction

• Background on The Code of Standard Practice

• Summary of changes

• Specifics on each change• Specifics on each change

– Still in draft form

• Discussion of Connection Delegation

• Questions/Discussions



Committee on the Code of Standard 

Practice

• Fabricators

• Erectors

• Structural Engineers• Structural Engineers

• Construction Manager

• AIA Representative

• Master Spec Representative

• AISC Staff

• AISC General Counsel



Code of Standard Practice

• Safety net for construction procedures

• Scope

– In the absence of specific instructions to the – In the absence of specific instructions to the 

contrary in the Contract Documents, the trade 

practices that are defined in this Code shall govern 

the fabrication and erection of Structural Steel.



Can be modified

• SER can specify otherwise

• Contract Documents supersede COSP

– Cannot state changes to the COSP

– Simply specify otherwise – Simply specify otherwise 

– Common areas of change

• Connection design

• Responsibilities

• Tolerances



Changes in this cycle

1. Section 2.1: changes to the listed structural steel 

items covering base plates and bearing plates to 

clarify that bearing and base plates that do not 

receive structural steel (such as those that receive 

loose lintels in a masonry wall) are not structural loose lintels in a masonry wall) are not structural 

steel.

2. Section 3.1, 5.2, 6.1.1, and 8.2: change to use of 

term “material test report” instead of “mill test 

report” or “certified mill test report to be consistent 

with current ASTM terminology.



Changes in this cycle

3. Section 3.1: addition of “deflection information for 

transfer girders and trusses supporting columns and 

hangers” as a listed item to be included in design 

drawings and specifications, to address needed 

information when transfer girders and trusses are used.information when transfer girders and trusses are used.

4. Section 3.1: addition of Commentary to encourage the 

use of post-award/pre-detailing conferences.



Changes in this cycle

5. Section 3.1.2, 4.4, and 4.4.1: revision to include 

provisions addressing the delegation of connection 

design work while maintaining the approvals process 

for delegated connection design work, to add explicit 

provisions addressing the common practice of 

delegating connection design work, while ensuring 

that the manner in which it is done is acceptable.



Changes in this cycle

6. Section 3.2: addition of sentence addressing 

detailer/fabricator responsibility for coordination of 

drawings to explicitly state that coordination is not 

the responsibility of the steel detailer, nor the 

fabricator.fabricator.

7. Section 4.7: addition of section 4.7 to explicitly 

address that erection drawings must be provided to 

the erector in a timely manner.



Changes in this cycle

8. Section 6.4.3: revisions to clarify intent of provisions 

regarding incidental camber in beams and trusses to 

eliminate a conflict with Section 6.4.5. (The old 

language required positive camber in this section but 

allowed a negative camber with the minus 1:800 allowed a negative camber with the minus 1:800 

tolerance in Section 6.4.5).

9. Section 7.10.1: addition of paragraph regarding 

special erection conditions or other considerations to 

clarify the communication that is needed when 

special erection conditions exist.



Changes in this cycle

10. Section 7.13: addition of paragraph in Commentary  

regarding deflection of transfer girders and trusses 

to emphasize considerations that are needed when 

transfer girders and trusses are used.

11. Section 7.13.1.2(d): revision to clarify intent of 

tolerance and that the 1/500 tolerance is applicable 

in both the horizontal and vertical directions.



Changes in this cycle

12. Section 10.2.5: revision to clarify that intent is for 
visible cases of groove welds to clarify that this 
provision applies to butt and outside corner joints, 
not tee and inside corner joints.

13. All other Sections: editorial revisions to make 
currentcurrent

– Dates

– Addresses

– Copyrights

– Disclaimers

– Preface statements

– Table of Contents

– Section 1.2: Change the dates of all referenced documents to reflect the 
most current version.



Changes in this cycle

14. Sections 1.1 and 1.4: to clarify the scope of the 

Code of Standard Practice in Sections 1.1 and 1.4 

for consistency with the scope of the AISC 

Specification for Structural Steel Buildings.



Specific Changes



CHANGE ITEM #1 – SECTION 2

BALLOT 1 (APPROVED)



CHANGE ITEM #1 – SECTION 2

BALLOT 2 (APPROVED)



CHANGE ITEM #2 – SECTION 3

BALLOT 1 (APPROVED)



CHANGE ITEM #2 – SECTION 5

BALLOT 1 (APPROVED)



CHANGE ITEM #2 – SECTION 6

BALLOT 1 (APPROVED)



CHANGE ITEM #2 – SECTION 8

BALLOT 1 (APPROVED)



CHANGE ITEM #3 – SECTION 3*

BALLOT 1

BALLOT 2

(APPROVED)

(APPROVED)

BALLOT 3 (APPROVED)



CHANGE ITEM #4 – SECTION 3*

BALLOT 1 (REJECTED)



CHANGE ITEM #4 – SECTION 4*

BALLOT 2

(FORMERLY SECTION 3.1)

(APPROVED)



CHANGE ITEM #4 – SECTION 4*

BALLOT 3

(FORMERLY SECTION 3.1)

(APPROVED)



CHANGE ITEM #5 – SECTION 3*

BALLOT 1 (REJECTED)



CHANGE ITEM #5 – SECTION 3*

BALLOT 1 (REJECTED)



CHANGE ITEM #5 – SECTION 3*

BALLOT 1 (REJECTED)



CHANGE ITEM #5 – SECTION 3*

BALLOT 1 (REJECTED)



CHANGE ITEM #5 – SECTION 3*

BALLOT 1 (REJECTED)



CHANGE ITEM #5 – SECTION 3*

BALLOT 1 (REJECTED)



CHANGE ITEM #5 – SECTION 3*

BALLOT 2 (REJECTED)



CHANGE ITEM #5 – SECTION 3*

BALLOT 2 (REJECTED)



CHANGE ITEM #5 – SECTION 3*

BALLOT 2 (REJECTED)



CHANGE ITEM #5 – SECTION 3*

BALLOT 2 (REJECTED)



CHANGE ITEM #5 – SECTION 3*

BALLOT 2 (REJECTED)



CHANGE ITEM #5 – SECTION 3*

BALLOT 2 (REJECTED)



CHANGE ITEM #5 – SECTION 3*

BALLOT 3 (REJECTED)



CHANGE ITEM #5 – SECTION 3*

BALLOT 3 (REJECTED)



CHANGE ITEM #5 – SECTION 3*

BALLOT 3 (REJECTED)



CHANGE ITEM #5 – SECTION 4*
BALLOT 1 (REJECTED)



CHANGE ITEM #5 – SECTION 4*
BALLOT 1 (REJECTED)



CHANGE ITEM #5 – SECTION 4*
BALLOT 2 (REJECTED)



CHANGE ITEM #5 – SECTION 4*
BALLOT 3 (REJECTED)



CHANGE ITEM #6 – SECTION 3

BALLOT 1 (REJECTED)

BALLOT 2 (APPROVED TO WITHDRAW)



CHANGE ITEM #7 – SECTION 4

BALLOT 1 (APPROVED)



CHANGE ITEM #8 – SECTION 6

BALLOT 1 (APPROVED)

BALLOT 2 (APPROVED)



CHANGE ITEM #9 – SECTION 7*

BALLOT 1 (REJECTED)



CHANGE ITEM #9 – SECTION 7*

BALLOT 2 (APPROVED)



CHANGE ITEM #9 – SECTION 7*

BALLOT 3 (APPROVED)



CHANGE ITEM #10 – SECTION 7

BALLOT 1 (APPROVED)

BALLOT 2 (APPROVED)



CHANGE ITEM #11 – SECTION 7*

BALLOT 1 (APPROVED)



CHANGE ITEM #11 – SECTION 7*

BALLOT 2 (APPROVED)



CHANGE ITEM #11 – SECTION 7*

BALLOT 3 (APPROVED)



CHANGE ITEM #12 – SECTION 10

BALLOT 1 (APPROVED)



CHANGE ITEM #14 – SECTION 1*

BALLOT 3 (APPROVED)



Delegation of Connection Design 

Work

• Refers to “Design Work”

– Specific reason

– Fabricator’s insurance

• Process is now outlined in the COSP• Process is now outlined in the COSP

• Involves

– Structural Engineer of Record

– Connection Design Engineer

– Fabricator

– Detailer



Design Responsibility

• COSP contemplates design responsibility

remains with the Structural Engineer of 

Record

• Approval process• Approval process

– Provides acceptance by the SER

• Specific Process



Process

• Delegation specified by SER

– Loads (Specify service or factored)

– LRFD or ASD

– Special criteria– Special criteria

– Substantiating Connection Information required

• Fabricator retains connection engineer

– Outside engineer

– In-house engineer



Process

• Connection engineer submits job standards

– Typical types of connection details

– Review and communication with SER

• Connection engineer performs design work• Connection engineer performs design work

• Detailer incorporates connection design

• Calculations are “linked” to the shop drawings

• Connection engineer reviews shop drawings 

for connection information



Process

• Shop drawings submitted for review by SER

• Connection calculations submitted for review 

by SER

• Final supporting information for connection • Final supporting information for connection 

design is submitted signed and sealed.

• Letter stating that connection engineer has 

reviewed shop drawings



Caution!

• The SER is likely to be held responsible for a 

failure in a connection

• The SER should check the connection “design 

work” consistent with an in house design work” consistent with an in house design 

review

• If things go wrong – Everyone will be involved

• SER should never think they have no 

responsibility for connection design!



Questions?

Thoughts?Thoughts?



2010 AISC Code of Standard Practice

Upcoming Changes

Delaware Valley Association of Structural Engineers

16 December 2009

D. Kirk Harman, PE, SE, SECB
President

The Harman Group
Structural Engineers


