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Seattle Chapter’s Annual

Spring Social and Awards Event

Tuesday, June 17, 2014

Lake Union Café
3119 Eastlake Avenue East, Seattle, WA 98102

5:30 pm Social Hour ~ no host bar (cash or check only)

6:30 pm Buffet Dinner

7:15 pm SEFW presentation and Scholarship Awards and
Life Member Presentations

7:30 pm Keynote Speaker—Scott Douglas

8:15 pm President’s Awards
2014 Engineer of the Year presentation to Cale Ash



Keynote Presentation by Scott Douglas

Afghanistan. Halfway around the world. For the last three decades Afghani-
stan has experienced constant conflict and has been in the forefront of
world news; from the Soviet Invasion to the present Afghan presidential
election, US & Coalition troop draw-down, and security agreement.

SEAW Seattle Chapter member Scott Douglas returned to Seattle last De-
cember after working in Afghanistan with the US Army Corps of Engineers.

Members and their significant others are invited as Scott shares his experiences, touching on his
technical work and extensively of his observations of the social and cultural aspects of the coun-
try and the region during his 33 month adventure.

Scott joined SEAW in 1980 and is a Seattle Chapter past president and Engineer of the Year
awardee. He is presently chair of the SEAW Wind Engineering Committee (WEC) and active in
several other committees, including the Earthquake Engineering Committee (EEC), Building Engi-
neering Committee (BEC), and Disaster Preparedness Committee (DPC). In 2010 Scott partici-
pated in the first and co-organized the second joint AIA/SEAW Earthquake Building Assessment
Task Group that performed ATC 20 building assessments in Haiti after the 2010 Earthquake.
Since returning home one of Scott’s favorite SEAW activities has been participating with the YMF
and their monthly happy hours.



Reservations and Prepayment Required!
Make your reservation by Thursday, June 12

Register online at seaw@seaw.org

Cost (prepayment is required):

SEAW Members and Guests: $50.00
Students: $20.00
Life Members and guests Free
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From the Board: The World Cup and Stadium Design

-by Mike Bramhall

Hello Equilibrium readership. Hope the
year has been treating you well. It is that
time again. No, I am not talking about
spring breaks, graduations, or yard work.
I am, of course, referring to the World
Cup. The World Cup is a soccer (futbol)
tournament that is contested every four
years between the national teams of 32
countries from around the globe. This
year’s tournament will be held in Brazil
during June and July and is comprised of
64 games over a four and a half week
period. I am lucky enough to be able to
say that I will be going to Brazil this year
to see the buildings in Brazil; and watch
some futbol.

Soccer is the most popular sport in the
world. It is played in virtually every coun-
try at a professional level or national
team level, or both. The World Cup is the
championship tournament for national
teams. The first World Cup was held in
1930 and has been held every four years
since with the exception of 1942 and
1946. Statistics show that the World
Cup is one of the most widely viewed
sporting events in the world. Attendance
has grown steadily over the last fifty
years with over 3 million people attend-
ing the games in Germany in 2006 and
South Africa in 2010 and tens of billions
more watching televised broadcasts (yes,
that is billions, with a “b”). The right to
host the tournament is competitively bid
and is awarded by the world governing
body of soccer, FIFA. Bidding for the
right to host will often commence as
much as eight years in advance, with
prospective hosts spending millions of
dollars on their bids. Hosting countries
identify eight to twelve venues to hold
games, with each venue usually staging
a minimum of five games.

Because of the showcase nature of the
event, there is great competition to host
the event. Award of the tournament has
far reaching implications to a country’s

economic, sports, tourism, and construction
industries. Countries that are selected to
host use this as a springboard to stimulate
construction and renovation of stadia, tour-
ist attractions, and infrastructure throughout
their country. As you can imagine, as the
hosting of the tournament becomes more
competitive, the need to impress the selec-
tion committees, attendees, and viewers
becomes more focused and stadia design
and innovation become important selling
points to a country’s bid.

I recall watching games from the 1990
World Cup in Italy with my friends from archi-
tecture school and being intrigued as much
by the innovative designs of the stadia as by
the play on the pitch. One stadium in par-
ticular, the San Siro in Milan, drew such in-
terest from the brief glances afforded by the
television coverage that when I was traveling
in Europe the following year I made a special
pilgrimage to the stadium to get a firsthand
look. The most striking and recognizable
element of the stadium is the space frame
truss roof that spans between large turreted
columns in the corners of the stadium. This
roof was a revision to the existing stadium in
response to the World Cup. But upon closer
inspection of the building, we see that there
are dozens of ramps that spiral around the
building. These ramps serve a limited num-
ber of seating sections so there is little of
the haphazard flow of exiting pedestrians
that often occurs after a game has finished
and exiting is much quicker. It is a bit odd to
enter the stadium from one side of the build-
ing to get to your seats on the other side,
though. Also, the press boxes are located in
the turreted columns in the corners, with the
seats near midfield used by the paying cus-
tomers. A look back at the past three hosts
(South Africa 2010, Germany 2006, and
Japan/Korea 2002) reveals that these hosts
had at least one stadium that could be con-
sidered a tourist attraction in its own right.
In South Africa, the main stadium used for
the 2010 tournament was the Calabash in
Johannesburg. This stadium was originally
built in 1989 but underwent a major renova-
tion in preparation for the World Cup. This
renovation included increasing the seating
capacity to almost 95,000; making it the
largest stadium in Africa. The most distinc-
tive feature, however, is the exterior clad-
ding of earth tone colors that is intended to
create the appearance of a typical African
pot. It has been reported that no seat in the
stadium is further than 100 meters from the
field. In Germany, the Allianz Stadium in
Munich is excellent example of the influence
of the World Cup on the local sports environ-

ment and construction industry. Ger-
many was awarded the right to host the
2006 tournament in July of 2000. In
2002, the citizens of Munich voted to
build a new stadium to replace the aging
Olympic Stadium that was used for the
1972 Olympics. Construction of the Al-
lianz was completed in 2005; a year be-
fore the World Cup tournament. The
stadium is the first in the world to be clad
in a backlit translucent material that can
change colors. It is very striking. The
stadium now serves as the home stadium
for Munich’s two largest local profes-
sional teams, Bayern Munich and 1860
Munich. The staging of the 2002 version
of the tournament was unique in that it
was the first time that the hosting of the
tournament was shared by two countries;
Japan and Korea. Many of the stadia
used in the 2002 tournament were spe-
cially built for the tournament, including
the Sangam Stadium in Seoul, which was
design to represent the image of a tradi-
tional Korean kite, and the Sapporo
Dome in Sapporo. This was only the sec-
ond time that tournament games were
held indoors (the Silverdome in Michigan
in 1994 was the first) and featured a
natural grass turf on a movable platform
that could be slid indoors so that the soc-
cer games could be played on natural
grass (FIFA does not sanction World Cup
games on artificial turfs).

For the 2014 tournament in Brazil, six of
the twelve stadia are brand new; the re-
maining six have undergone substantial
renovation. The stadium in Recife, where
I will be attending games, is one of the
brand new venues; having just opened in
2013. A unique feature of this stadium
is that the design incorporates a solar
power plant, which is planned to generate
about 1MW of electricity. When the sta-
dium is not in use, it is said that the plant
will be able to meet the average con-
sumption of 6,000 people. It may not
seem like much, but how many light
bulbs in your house does Century Link
field light?

On behalf of the Seattle Chapter of the
SEAW Board of Directors, have a great
summer and go USA!

Michael Bramhall is a Senior Structural
Engineer with CASE Forensics, and has
served as the Seattle Chapter Secretary
since 2012. He can be reached at
mbramhall@case4n6.com



SEAW Seattle Chapter Equilibrium Page 3 June 2014

May Meeting Recap

-by Peter Somers

Several years after the tragedy of 9/11,
Joe Tortorella, the president of Robert
Silman Associates (RSA), a
prominent New Year structural
engineering firm, received a call
from his receptionist saying he
should come out to receive a
lawsuit notification. Expecting to
have a typically legal envelop, he
instructed her to accept it and
treat it as similar items that had
been received from time to time.
“No, you really need to come see
this,” she says, so he goes to the
lobby to find a cart with seven
bankers boxes filled with individ-
ual lawsuits. After instructing
the messenger to stack them in
his office, the messenger asks,
“would you like me to do the
same with the other two cart
loads?” Such was the outcome
for RSA and other New York firms who
found themselves subjected to some
20,000 individual lawsuits after they
had volunteered for grueling and heroic
engineering efforts following the col-
lapse of the World Trade Center (WTC).
In the days, weeks, and months that
followed 9/11, RSA provided structural
engineering services including damage
assessment, temporary stabilization,
design of supports for salvation equip-
ment, and inspections of many of the
nearly 400 buildings surveyed after the
disaster.

For our May Seattle Chapter meeting,
Mr. Tortorella shared his personal ex-
periences following the 9/11 disaster,
the burden of the lawsuits that followed,
and efforts by the Structural Engineers
Association of New York (SEAoNY) to
enact legislation to ensure that another
extreme event in New York or elsewhere
will not have the same result for our
profession.

While the many engineers involved with
the assessment and recovery work had
“volunteered” their time, under the con-
ditions of the organized recovery work,
RSA and other firms had to be paid for
their efforts (though as significantly re-
duced rates, and with a substantial
amount of the billings going to charity).
Nevertheless, since they were paid,

Good Samaritan laws did not apply
(Good Samaritan laws are narrowly writ-
ten to apply only to acts of assistance
with no expectation of compensation),
and so the lawsuits came in droves.

Over two dozen professional services
firms were named in the thousands indi-
vidual lawsuits related to the recovery
efforts. The lawsuits involved personal
injury, conspiracy theory (part of the US
government conspiracy to destroy the
towers), and insurance subrogation, but
a majority of the lawsuits involved inju-
ries like respiratory damage as a result
of working in the WTC zone. No one
doubts the reality and severity of the
respiratory problems that affected the
many of the rescue and recover workers,
but is it realistic to place blame on the
professional services firms, working in
the same air and potentially dangerous
conditions on the ground?

The federal government eventually es-
tablished a fund to provide broad third-
party liability coverage, including profes-
sional services, for claims (other than
workers comp and disability claims)
against the City and the contractors aris-
ing from their activities during the WTC
debris removal project. A large majority
of the cases have been settled, but the
firms involved nevertheless expended
significant amounts of money on legal
fees and other related expenses. A tan-
gible outcome of the 9/11 aftermath
was the much, much lower turnout
among engineers for recovery efforts
after Hurricane Katrina and Superstorm
Sandy.

In addition to the facts of the post-9/11
cases, which are staggering, Mr. Tor-
torella provided many personal anec-
dotes and thoughts about the engineers’
roles in the events that unfolded. He

feels that much of this condition
stems from who we are as a
profession: “Engineers do what-
ever it takes to make things
happen. Engineers are team
players, problem solvers, volun-
teers.”

In order to allow our profession
to maintain this high standard of
assistance, and with the under-
standing that Good Samaritan
laws are quite ineffective in
many cases, SEAoNY has helped
develop Emergency Responder
legislation that would protect
design professionals hired to
provide professional services
responding to a disaster, from
lawsuits that attempt to make

engineers responsible for work outside
their scope or expertise, or for providing
services in good faith under emergency
conditions. This legislation is currently
awaiting a champion at the federal legis-
lative level.

More detailed information on the back-
ground on the Emergency Responder leg-
islation include:

Engineering News Record; June 28,
2007, Engineers Seek Immunity in Disas-
ters, by Nadine Post, http://
enr.ecnext.com/coms2/
article_nefiar070620a

The Daily News; January 28, 2008, Edito-
rial, No Good Deed…..

http://www.nydailynews.com/
opinions/2008/01/28/2008-01-
28_no_good_deed_.html

The New York Times; February 23, 2008
For Engineers, a Cloud of Litigation After
9/11, by Jim Dwyer http://
www.nytimes.com/2008/02/23/
nyregion/23about.html?
_r=1&scp=1&sq=for%20engineers,%
20a%20cloud%20of%20litigation%
20after%209/11&st=cse

And comments and questions regarding
this legislative effort can be emailed to:
EmergencyLegisla-
tion@EmergencyLegislation.com

Recovery work at Ground Zero
Photo courtesy of Robert Silman Associates

http://enr.ecnext.com/coms2/article_nefiar070620a
http://www.nydailynews.com/opinions/2008/01/28/2008-01-28_no_good_deed_.html
http://www.nytimes.com/2008/02/23/nyregion/23about.html?_r=1&scp=1&sq=for%20engineers,%20a%20cloud%20of%20litigation%20after%209/11&st=cse
mailto:EmergencyLegislation@EmergencyLegislation.com
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-by Mike Bramhall

On Saturday May 10, 2014, SEAW pre-
sented a seminar reviewing the soon-to-be-
published ASCE/SEI 41-13, Seismic Evalua-
tion and Retrofit of Existing Builidngs. This
standard will present systematic proce-
dures that use performance-based princi-
ples to evaluate and retrofit existing build-
ings to withstand the effects of earth-
quakes. ASCE 41-13 updates the previous
standard ASCE/SEI 41-06, Seismic Reha-
bilitation of Existing Builidngs, incorporating
the priciples and ideals of ASCE/SEI 31-03,
Seismic Evaluation of Existing Builidngs.
The seminar speakers were:

Bob Pekelnicky, PE, SE—Associate
Principal with Degenkolb Engineers in
San Francisco

Peter Somers, PE, SE—Principal with
Magnusson Klemencic Associates in
Seattle

Terry Lundeen, PE, SE—Principal with
Coughlin Porter Lundeen in Seattle

Dr. Charles Roeder, Ph.D.—Professor of
Civil Engineering at the University of
Washington in Seattle

Dr. Andrew Taylor, Ph.D., PE, SE—Technical
lead for Design of Special Seismic Systems
at KPFF in Seattle

Jonathan Siu, PE, SE—Principal Engineer
and Building Official for the City of Seattle
Department of Planning and Development.

Many of the presenters were involved in the
development of ASCE 41-13 and provided
insight into the process and reasoning be-
hind its development.

The seminar opened with a brief history
and introduction to the document. The
origins of the document can be traced back
to the response of buildings following the
1971 San Fernando earthquake. Original
efforts to quantify loading criteria simply
took a percentage of the UBC forces at the
time. Subsequent documents include ATC-
3-06 published in the late 1970s and early
1980s and ATC-14 published in the late
1980s. ATC-14 was the first document to
use a checklist approach for the evaluation
of an existing building. In the early 1990s,
the Federal Emergency Management
Agency (FEMA) developed standards for the
evaluation of existing buildings (FEMA 178
and FEMA 310) and for the rehabilitation of
existing buildings (FEMA 273 and FEMA
356). The evaluation documents retained
the checklist approach first developed in
ATC-14 while the rehabilitation documents
began to use performance-based rehabilita-
tion objectives to carry out retrofits. As

Seminar Recap: ASCE 41-13, Seattle
rate items. Tier 2 in ASCE 31-03 was
used to evaluate non-compliant checklist
items but this was often inconsistent with
the results of ASCE 41-06. Tier 2 and Tier
3 are now much better coordinated with
similar analysis procedures and material
stiffness, strength, and acceptance crite-
ria.

A new section has been included for the
evaluation and design of buckling-
restrained braced frames. There are now
four failure modes for masonry: 1) bed-
joint sliding, 2) rocking, 3) diagonal ten-
sion, and 4) toe crushing. The first two
are considered deformation controlled
and the last two are considered force
controlled. Wood diaphragm deflection
equation is changed (the one in ASCE41-
06 was incorrect). Wood chapter is also
based on LRFD. An evaluation project
was referenced that involved the evalua-
tion and potential retrofit of a mid-1960s
wood-framed hospital in California. The
initial screening indicated that the exist-
ing wood shear walls and plywood dia-
phragm did not meet the requirements for
a performance objective of Immediate
Occupancy. When the existing interior
gypsum board partitions where taken into
account, however, the demand on the
diaphragm and walls was reduced such
that retrofit was not required. This was
an example of recognizing the structural
performance of the whole building, not
just the parts designated by the engineer.
ASCE 41-13 also has a chapter on base
isolation and energy dissipation systems.

Mr. Siu noted that Chapter 34 Existing
Buildings will be eliminated in the 2015
IBC. The IEBC will be referenced instead.
He also noted that the 2012 Seattle Exist-
ing Building Code still references ASCE 31
-03 and ASCE 41-06 and that Seattle has
changed the reference in Section 101.14
from “dangerous” to “unsafe” conditions.
Mr. Siu also noted that the city is now
going to be taken a more aggressive
stance on unbraced parapets in URM
buildings by requiring that they be braced
whenever any work on the building is be-
ing performed that requires a permit;
even if the proposed work has nothing to
do with the parapet.

Late breaking news: the ASCE 41-13
document is now available either as
hardcopy or PDF at the following
link: http://www.asce.org/
Product.aspx?
id=2147487569&productid=19439701
2

time passed and the documents were
refined, the development of the evalua-
tion documents and the rehabilitation
documents was undertaken in different
manners such that by the time we had
gotten to ASCE 31-03 and ASCE 41-06,
the documents “didn’t give the same an-
swer.” As a result, there was a push to
refine the process and put the whole proc-
ess of evaluating and rehabilitating exist-
ing buildings into one combined docu-
ment; ASCE 41-13. The overall philoso-
phy was to combine the experience-based
evaluation process with systematic ana-
lytic approaches for rehabilitation such
that they are consistent with each other
and with ASCE 7. The first two chapters
provide general requirements and infor-
mation about performance objectives and
ground motions. Chapter 3 defines the
evaluation and retrofit requirements and
has a flow chart to help the user navigate
the evaluation process and determine
whether rehabilitation is required. The
screening process (referred to as Tier 1) is
outlined in Chapter 4. This process is
similar to the ATC-14, FEMA 178, FEMA
310, ASCE 31-03 documents. Chapter 5
is a deficiency-based evaluation and retro-
fit approach that is a combination of
Chapters 2 and 4 from ASCE 31-03 and
Chapter 10 from ASCE-41-06. This is
termed Tier 2 and is intended to allow for
the retrofit of deficient elements only.
Chapter 6 covers the systematic evalua-
tion and retrofit of the entire building and
is termed Tier 3. The remaining chapters
cover material-specific retrofit approaches
and are used for both Tier 2 and Tier 3
retrofits. The ASCE 41-13 approach has
tried to simplify the Basic Safety Objec-
tives between evaluation and rehabilita-
tion and between new buildings or por-
tions and existing buildings. This docu-
ment has also removed the hidden 0.75
factor of the ground motions that was
introduced in ATC-3-06. ASCE 41-13 also
revises the performance levels and
ranges for structural and non structural
elements.

The screening process (Tier 1) remains
experienced based. The checklists are
similar to those of ASCE 31-03 but the
definition of Seismic Hazard Levels has
been revised to be consistent with ASCE 7
-10. There was some change to the Dual
Frame System checklists. The benchmark
building portion has been retained but a
building cannot be benchmarked if con-
struction documents are not available.
The geological hazards and foundations
checklists have been rolled into the sys-
tems checklists and are no longer sepa-

http://www.asce.org/Product.aspx?id=2147487569&productid=194397012
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SEAW Committee Chairs

Building Engineering Chris Duvall chrisd@cplinc.com
Code Advisory John Hooper jhooper@mka.com
Committee Liaison Task Group Tom Corcoran tcorcoran@integrusarch.com
Disaster Prep/Response Joyce Lem joyce.lem@hdrinc.com
Earthquake Engineering Andy Taylor andy.taylor@kpff.com
Education Ardel Jala ardel.jala@seattle.gov
Existing Buildings Bryan Zagers bryanz@cplinc.com
Legislative Tim Nordstrom timn@starseismic.net
Professional Practices John Tawresey johntaw@aol.com
Public Information Darrell Staaleson dstaal@staaleng.com
Scholarship Kevin Solberg kms@mka.com
Snow Load Engineering Open
Strategic Plan Monitor Jill Shuttleworth jtshuttleworth@meierinc.com
Sustainability Kyle Steuck ksteuck@degenkolb.com
Technology Lynnell Brunswig seaw@seaw.org
Western Council Ed Huston huston@smithhustoninc.com
Wind Engineering Scott Douglas sdouglasscott@gmail.com

Liaisons/Representatives:
PSEC Peter Opsahl popsahl@lundopsahl.com
NCSEA Chun Lau clau@comcast.net
BSSC Tom Xia txia@dci-engineers.com
SEAW/WABO Charlie Griffes charlie@ctengineering.com
Structural Engineers Foundation David Peden peden@coffman.com
WA Seismic Safety Committee Stacy Bartoletti sbartoletti@degenkolb.com

Committee Corner
Earthquake Engineering Committee
Andy Taylor, chair

The next meeting of the Earthquake Engi-
neering Committee will be Tuesday, June 24
from 12:15 to 1:30, at the Westlake Tower
office building, 1601 Fifth Avenue, Fourth
Floor Conference Room. Agenda TBA.

Wind Engineering Committee

Next Meeting: Wednesday July 16 from
12:00 to 1:30 at DCI Engineers, 1818 Stew-
art Street, Ste. 1000, downtown Seattle.
WEC Members are prioritizing future Commit-
tee activities in an e-mail survey. The results
of the survey will be discussed next meeting.
Included in the survey is WEC response to
the various ASCE 7-16 Coded proposals,
Exposure D in the Puget Sound area, Kzt
maps, special wind regions in Washington
State, and update of the SEAW Wind Com-
mentary. All members are encouraged to
participate either in person or via Go-to-
Meeting. Please contact the WEC chair,
Scott Douglas sdouglasscott@gmail.com, to
join the WEC and to receive information on
Committee activities and actions.

http://www.cascadejoinery.com
www.iccsafe.org/Seattle
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Meetings, Seminars and Announcements

Save the Date!

STRUCTURES CONGRESS 2015

Doubletree Portland Hotel and
Oregon Convention Center
Portland, Oregon - U.S.A
April 23 - 25, 2015

CALL FOR PROPOSALS

Submit your abstract and/or full session
proposal today for Structures Congress
2015. We are currently accepting pro-
posals for complete sessions and ab-
stracts for individual papers to be pre-
sented at Structures Congress 2015.
The Congress provides a forum to ad-
vance the art, science, and practice of
structural engineering.

All proposals are due June 11, 2014.
Visit the conference website for all the
details www.structurescongress.org

Top 5 Reasons to Attend this Congress

 Network and make connections with
leaders in your profession

 Gain knowledge by attending out-
standing technical sessions—over 110
from which to choose

 Earn professional development hours
(PDHs) in technical sessions

 Interface with students and young pro-
fessionals

 Visit Portland for roses, parks, muse-
ums, outdoor adventure, great food,
and so much more.

Mark Your Calendar!
SEAW June Social and Awards Event
Tuesday, June 17, 2014
5:30 – 8:30 PM
Lake Union Café
Keynote address by Scott Douglas:
Stories from Afghanistan

Life Members, spouses, guests invited.
Watch for details and plan to attend!

The SEAW Seattle Chapter Equilibrium is published monthly from September through May and is avail-
able online at www.seaw.org. Articles, letters, and announcements are accepted by e-mail to
seaw@seaw.org.

Advertising rates (prepaid) Help Wanted/Job wanted, max 200 words, $65; Display ads: Quarter
page, $115; Half Page, $150; Full Page $190. 10% discount for ads running two or more months.
Deadline is the 20th of the month. Contact SEAW for an advertising order form.

Except where noted, opinions expressed in this newsletter reflect those of the author and do not reflect
or represent the position of SEAW. Portions of this newsletter may be reproduced provided credit is
given.

Save the Date!

This year’s SEFW Fall Forum will be held
in conjunction with the Northwest Con-
ference. Please join us on Thursday,
September 18, 2014, at the Hyatt Seat-
tle.

Avery Bang & Brooke Shore
Bridges to Prosperity
Networking reception: 4:30-5:30 PM
Lecture: 6-7 PM

Avery and Brooke
will co-present on
their non-profit work
in other countries
building much-
needed bridges.

Invitation and spon-
sorship letters will

be going out early this summer.

Check out our NEW website for more
information, as the date approaches:
www.sefw.org

www.structurescongress.org
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Employment Opportunities

Volunteer opportunity:

BRIDGE ENGINEERS NEEDED

Park My Viaduct is a campaign to put a park
on the Alaskan Way Viaduct so we can hang
onto the spectacular public view. We are
seeking a couple of bridge engineers who
would be willing to donate an hour or two
talking to us about our project and helping
us with general and conceptual engineering
ideas. Please call Kate Martin at 206-579-
3703 or email her at
kate@parkmyviaduct.org if you can help
out. We would really appreciate it.
Thank you.

Structural Engineer

MA Wright is a Seattle (Capitol Hill) struc-
tural engineering firm providing solutions
for new and existing structures; we are
experienced in all aspects of structural
engineering, from analysis and design to
construction. We are looking for an engi-
neer who is interested in new challenges,
and who is an independent thinker that
enjoys working on new and existing struc-
tures requiring the development of
unique and varied engineering solutions.

This person will have four to six years'
design experience and their PE license in
Washington. A master's degree in engi-
neering is desirable.

Past experience will include the ability to
carry a project from schematic design
through construction; professional client
interaction is a must. Previous design
experience using all types of building ma-
terials is not required but a basic under-
standing will be a plus.

MA Wright is a canine-friendly office.

We offer the opportunity to expand your
experience base by working in a collabo-
rative atmosphere. Interested engineers
should send a cover letter with resume
and references from past work experi-
ence to no later than June 30, 2014 to
blaughlin@mawright.com.

Structural Design Engineer
(Seattle)

Downtown Seattle structural engineering
firm seeks a project engineer with ex-
perience designing a variety of building
types and structures in various building
materials, including concrete, steel, ma-
sonry, and wood-frame construction.
Experience with structural detailing,
seismic design and evaluation of exist-
ing structures a plus. The successful
candidate must be capable of preparing
structural calculations and construction
drawings.
Candidates must have earned a bache-
lor's degree in civil engineering (with
structural emphasis) and should have a
minimum of three years of relevant ex-
perience. A professional engineering
(PE) license is preferred. Excellent verbal
and written communication skills are
required.
We offer a friendly and supportive work
environment and opportunity for growth
and advancement. Benefits include
medical, dental, and vision insurance
coverage; paid vacation, holiday, and
sick leave; a SIMPLE IRA plan, a cafete-
ria plan, and pre-tax transportation
benefits; and funds for professional li-
censing and seminars.
For general company information and
profiles of some of our noteworthy pro-
jects, please visit our website,
www.quantumce.com. Send resume to
Quantum Consulting Engineers, 1511
Third Ave, Suite 323, Seattle, WA
98101, or email to
HR@quantumce.com. No calls, please.

California PE Licensed Structural
Engineer

Lund Opsahl (LO), a growing structural
engineering firm in the SODO neighbor-
hood of Seattle, is looking for a structural
engineer with two to four years’ experi-
ence, working toward or having acquired
their California PE. This individual will be
interested in furthering their engineering
career in a firm that is committed to engi-
neering excellence and professional de-
velopment.

Our ideal candidate is goal oriented and
highly motivated, having experience with
a variety of building types and structures
in various building materials. We are
looking for a team player who welcomes
challenges and can work independently

or as part of a larger group.

Lund Opsahl provides innovative struc-
tural design based in an understanding of
our clients’ needs that result in construct-
ible, cost effective structural solutions.
The company has assembled an ever-
growing staff of skilled and dedicated
professionals who share a commitment to
excellence in structural engineering and
client satisfaction.

LO offers a benefit package for eligible
employees that includes health insurance
with a Health Savings Account, a 401(K)/
Profit Sharing plan, competitive salary
range and more. This is a permanent, full
–time position. Apply to
info@lundopsahl.com. NO phone calls,
please.

Licensed Structural Engineer

Lund Opsahl (LO), a growing structural
engineering firm in the SODO neighbor-
hood of Seattle is looking for a licensed
Structural Engineer with a minimum of
eight years total engineering experience.

Our ideal candidate will assume a supervi-
sory role in the office, mentoring staff and
providing project management support to
clients. We want someone who welcomes
challenges, has strong leadership skills,
and can work independently or in collabo-
ration as part of the team. Excellent com-
munication skills are a must.

About Lund Opsahl

Partners Marjorie Lund and Peter Opsahl
lead teams working on new and existing
building designs, seismic retrofits and
specialty equipment installations. LO pro-
vides innovative structural design based
in an understanding of our clients’ needs
that result in constructible, cost effective
structural solutions. LO is a Woman
Owned Business with a solid reputation
for design excellence locally, statewide
and on a national level. Both principals,
drawing on 30 years of engineering ex-
perience, bring their own unique perspec-
tive to LO, providing a broad spectrum of
approaches to their projects.

LO offers a benefit package for eligible
employees that includes health insurance
with a Health Savings Account, a 401(K)/
Profit Sharing Plan , competitive salary
range and more. This is a permanent, full-
time position. Apply to
info@lundopsahl.com. NO phone calls,
please.
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Seattle Chapter Committees & Chairs

House/Program Tom Corcoran
Refresher Course Mark Moorleghen
Newsletter Lynnell Brunswig
Presentations/Awards Peter Somers
Engineer of the Year Ed Huston
Committee Liaison Tom Corcoran
YMF Tyler Kurz
Seattle Users of BIM Structural Open
PSEC Representative Peter Opsahl

Education Ardel Jala
Finance & Auditing Ted Smith
Disaster Prep/Response Joyce Lem
Public Information Darrell Staaleson
Sustainability Adam Slivers
Snow Load John Tate
SEAW Historian Don Northey

Statewide Committees & Chairs

Code Advisory John Hooper
Earthquake Engineering Andy Taylor
Building Engineering Chris Duvall
Existing Buildings Bryan Zagers
Professional Practices John Tawresey
Wind Engineering Scott Douglas
Scholarship David Peden
Legislation Tim Nordstrom

For Committee contact information, visit www.seaw.org and click the Committee page

JUNE, 2014

Wed 11th YMF Happy Hour, 5:00 pm
Ram Restaurant & Brewery, Seattle

Tues 17th SEAW Spring Social & Awards Event
Lake Union Cafe

Chapter Membership Postings

In accordance with SEAW bylaws, membership applications
are vetted by the Executive Director, granted probationary
status by the chapter board, and posted for membership com-
ment. Membership is considered accepted 30 days after post-
ing if current year dues are paid and no member objections
have been received.

Yuting Ci
University of Washington
Student

Nik Eagan
University of Washington
Student
EIT

Dylan LaRose
Student
Seattle University

Phil Leithner
Affiliate
Powers Fasteners

Wendy Tieu

Student

SEAW Scholarship recipient

University of Washington

SEAW Calendar Membership

Seattle Chapter Membership Changes

Katherine Baldwin
Member PE, 2008
Removed: Unable to locate

Robert Kimmerling
Pan Geo
Member PE, 2000
Resigned

Brian Wilson
Anvil Corporation
Member SE, 1991
Resigned

From all of us at

SEAW,

have a

wonderful

summer!


