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"THE INFLUENCE AND FUNCTION OF THE ELECTRON IC 
COMPUTER IN BRIDGE DESIGN" 

B. C. FAIRCHILD and F. E. STATEN 
Computer Programming Team, Bridge Division 

Kentucky Department of Highways 

I tMnk it is very appropriate that we are assembled on the campus of our 
State University to discuss a matter of profound significance to both educators 
and practicing engineers. The necessity of meeting tJ1e obligations of a tremendous 
"Federal-Aid Highway Program" has given birth to automation in the performance 
of engineering computations. This automation has been made possible by devices 
known as electronic computers, and by the ability of some of our fellow engineers 
to write programs for these machines. One was first used by a state highway 
department about three years ago. Today, 42 or more state highway departments 
and an even larger number of highway engineering consulting firms are using 
computers in their day-to-day operations. Such progress is remarkable. It stands 
as a tribute to the unity of the highway engineering profession and to the willing­
ness of state highway departments and consulting firms to pool their efforts for 
the common good. We can all feel proud of this accomplishment. 

Although computers have attracted widespread interest and are being used 
extensively, they still represent something new and strange to many of us. How 
are engineers, as a group, reacting in this case? Are they enthusiastic? Are they 
eager to accept and use computers? Too many engineers are still answering "no" 
to these questions. Why is this? It is simply because of the element in human 
nature that causes us to distrust or even resent those things we don't understand. 
History provides us with many similar examples, such as the airplane and the 
automobile. A more recent example has been the reluctance of many engineers 
to accept the use of photogrammetry in highway engineering work. The electronic 
computer has not enjoyed exception to this behavior pattern. One state highway 
department had to issue an executive order to get its engineers to use the computer. 
Of course, Mndsight is easy, but let's see if we can't justify some foresight in this 
case. Is it necessary that we understand the purpose or function of each circuit 
or tube included in the complex make-up of the internal workings of a computer? 
Of course not. This is the manufacturer's problem, not ours; and, I might add 
that the manufacturer has been handling this problem very well. 

There are at least eight different makes of computers being used in the high­
way engineering field. In Frankfort, we are using the IBM general purpose 
digital computer. The Administrative Services Division is the custodian and the 
principal user; however, it is available to all divisons of the highway department. 
At present, other users include the Bridge Division and the Design Division. 
. This machine has been designed with a high degree of reliability. In addi­

tion to this reliability, there are many internal automatic checking features. The 
basic philosophy of these checks is that nothing is taken for granted. All functions 
and data in the machine are represented by the presence of electronic signals 
-n.ever by the absence of a signal. In addition to these checks, any properly 
~vntten program will include mathematical logic checks-to insure that the data 
is bemg processed in the desired manner. 
h' Are you still wondering if we really need to concern ourselves witl1 adapting 

~.
1s ~ool to suit our particular purposes. The answer is obvious. We do. If we 

1dn.t, the work of the past three years simply would not have been done. As 
}~{t~ously stated, the necessity of meeting the obligations of our Federal-Aid 

g way Program brought about the use of computers in our field. Even before 
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this, there was an apparent need for improving the procedures used in the 
preparation of construction plans. Now, let us classify the needs which a computer 
can satisfy. These fall into three main categories : 

( 1 ) The need for relief from the obligation of , performing routine mechanical 
computations for hour after hour: A chore which has often inspired a search 
for more interesting employment; a chore which h as robbed us of our time 
for creative effort. We became engineers because of the creative desires in 
our make-up, not to perform as robots. 

( 2) The need for an ability to make more thorough ~esign analysis. We can now 
investigate numerous assumptions or trial conditions in less time than we were 
previously capable of making one analysis. As designers, we have often been 
required to sacrifice too much to satisfy a time schedule. A structure designed 
in baste often represents excess costs of thousands of dollars. Such a structure, 
when erected, stands as an embarrassing monument to our limited capadt)' 
to do a proper job. These cases adversely affect the personality :md reputa· 
tion of the engineer. Computers can help us to eliminate the majority of 
these cases. 

( 3) The need for an ability to apply more exact design techniques to those cases 
which merit such consideration. As design engineers , we often encounlrr 
such problems, but are usually faced with the reality that such '.In approach 
is too costly or time consuming. Computers can change this. An example of 
this is published in tl1is month's Civil Engineering magazine. This examplht 
involves the stress analysis of a large radar antenna. In this problem, bol 
tl1e joint displacements and the bar stresses were required for several sets;/ 
loads. The time required to perform a rigorous analysis of the three . · 
mensional framework by conventional methods would have been prohibi~e 
on the basis of botl1 calendar time and man hours. The members of I e 
structure are so arranged that the external reactions are statically determinale, 
but the structure is internally redundant to the 19th degree. The compu'.~ 
was programmed to perform the analysis by tl1e stiffness matrix method. T:"' 
project was accomplished at M.I.T. by two of the structural engineenn! 
professors. 
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Don't ask me to explain this problem, I just wanted to cite an example to fit 
this category; where the computer can satisfy the need to use more exact methods 
or can enable us to do things which just simply were not possible without com­
puters. I also want to emphasize that it is this category, which to date, has 
received the least attention. Most programs, now in operation, instruct the com­
puter to do essentially the same things that we would do using a desk calculator. 
There are two good reasons for this: 
( 1) It was felt that engineers would be more prone to accept computer methods 

if they did things in the standard manner to which he was accustomed. 
( 2) This was probably the easiest and more expedient way to get the job of 

programming done, and, the more programs we have to use, the more benefit 
we can obtain from our computers. 
Now that educational institutions are experimenting with computers, we can 

begin to expect more programs that exploit this third need category. I am 
certain that work in this field will enable us to make some valuable revisions to 
our specifications, which govern our design procedures. The ability to investigate 
a broader scope of conditions, using more exact analysis procedures, will certainly 
produce a more reliable basis on which to specify design limitations and design 
nssmnptions. There is an IBM 650 computer located on this campns and I'm 
sure we will be hearing more about this as time goes by. 

Do we eventually get all our problems programmed, and then sit back and 
let the machine do our work? No, this is absurd; the computer is only a tool or an 
aid for the engineer. It is not now capable, nor will it ever be capable of acquir· 
ing an ability to think or reason, based on four years of college education and 
years of experience. 

On what basis can we select men capable of writing programs that make 
these machines do our work for us. A paper presented at the Southern Association 
of State Highway Officials, October 1, 1958 conference, had this to say: "It seems 
essential that the potential programmer should: . 
( 1) have formal education and experience directly related to the field of work for 

which he will be primarily responsible for program preparation. A sound 
background in basic mathematics is a prerequisite; 

( 2) be an exacting person; 
( 3) be systematic and neat; 
( 4) be persistent and capable of long periods of concentration; 
( 5) find satisfaction in 'mental work'; 
( 6) be able to meet a problem as a challenge and not be easily distraught. 

"A period of professional instruction follows the careful selection of a person 
that is to become a programmer. This training is usually provid~d by the computer 
manufacturer. Some colleges and universities are now offering similar course,. The 
effective programming of all problems depends upon the capability of the pro· 
grammer. The type and complexity of the program that he can develop will be 
determined by his education and experience, and earnestness of effort. He may 
often be assisted by otl1er qualified persons in certain specialized fields, but he 
will do a much better job if l1e is generally self-sufficient." 

Mr. Frank Staten will now explain the function of the computer in the design 
of a continuous beam bridge. After this, I will have some further comments, and 
then we will have a question and answer period. 

Because of the cost and time involved in writing computer progr~m~, a~ .sta:; 
highway departments and some consultants have agreed to pool thetr rndividuw 
efforts and to make available to any member of their pool programs resulting from 
these efforts. The Beam Characteristics and Moment Distribution Programs are 
two such programs. The first was obtained from the Nebraska Highway Depart· 
ment, the latter from the Washington Highway Department. The Nebraska B~dam 
Characteristics Program has been modified by us to meet the need of the Bn ge 
Division, and the output format has been changed so as to be compatiable 35 

input into the Washington Moment Distribution Program. 

46 

r 

JOI 

' t 
t 
( 

[ 
( 

c 
c 
c 
• 0 

• • 0 
0 

• 0 

• • ,o, 
o, 

" " " " Of 
Of 

. Joe II 

oc 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 

• 00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
00 
oo, 
oo, 
oo, 
oo, 
oo, 
oo, 
00< 
00( 
00( 

"' 00( 

JO!I NO 

000 
ooo 
000 
000 
000 
000 

,000 
000 
000 
000 
000 

. ooo 
000 
ooo 
OOo 
000 
ooo 
ooo 
ooo 
ooo 
ooo 
ooo 
ooo 
ooo 
ooo 
ooo 
ooo 



to fit 
thods 
com­

' has 
com­
lator. 

thods 

ob of 
enefit 

e can 
I am 
ns to 
ti gate 
tainly 
esign 

d I'm 

k and 
or an 
cquir· 
n and 

make 
·iation 
seems 

rk for 
sound 

person 
mputer 
,. The 
e pro· 
:vill be 
le niaY 
but he 

Joa HO 

ODO 
000 
ODO 
ODO 
ODO 
000 
000 
ODO 
ODO 
000 
ODO 
000 
000 
000 
000 
000 
000 
000 
ODO 

,000 
000 
000 
000 
000 
000 
000 
000 

. JO! HO 

000 
000 
ODO 
000 
000 
000 

,ooo 
000 
000 
000 
000 
000 
000 
ODO 
000 
000 
000 
000 
ODO 
000 
000, 
000 
000 
000 
000 
000 
000 

JO& HO 

000 
000 
000 
000 
DOD 
ODO 

.ooo 
000 
ODO 
000 
ODO 

· 000 
000 
ODO 
000 
000 
000 
000 
ODO 
ODO 
000 
000 
000 
000 

••• ooo 
i-... 000 

sP~H 

l 
l 
l 
l 
l 
l 
l 
l 
l 
l 
l 
l 
l 
l 
l 
I 
I 
I 
l 
l 
l 
I 
I 
l 
l 
I. 
l 

SPAH 

2 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 

,2' 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 . 
2 
2 
2 
2 .,. 
2 
2 
2 
2 
2 

SIIAH 

' ' 3 
3 

' ' ' ' 3 

' ' 3 

' ' 3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 

p • V LT V RT 

l · l 86 14-
1·2 72 28 -,., 59 42 -
1•4 46 54 -
1 · 5 36 65-
1 · 6 26 74 -

1·7 18 82 -, .. ll . 89-
1 · 9 05 95 -
2 .J "06- 06-:-
2 • 2 12- 12-.. , 15- 15-
2 · 4 16- 16-,., IS- 15-
2 · 6 12- 12-
2·7 09 - 09-
2 ·8 06 - 06-
2 · 9 o,- 03-,., 02 02 
3.2 " 

,. ,., 05 05 
3 · 6 06 06 ,.1 05 . 05 
3 ·8. 03 03 
3 . 9 oz oz 
3.4 06 06 
, . 5 06 06 

p • V .LT 
v "' 

l ·l 05 05 
1 · 2 09 09 
1 . 3 l3. l3 
lo4 15 . l5 
1.5 l6 l6 
1· 6 15 15 ,.1 l3 l3 , .. 09 09 ,., 05 05 . 
2.1 " 07-
2 . 2 84 16-.. , 75 25 -
2 . 4 " · 37 :.. 
2 . 5 50 50-
2 · 6 37 .,_ ,.1 25 75-, .. 16 84-
2 . 9 07 9,-
3 .1 05 - 05 -,., 09 - 09-
3 . 3 13- 13-,., ,,_ 

15-
3 . 5 16- 16-
· · 6 15- ,,_ ,.1 13- 13-, .. 09 - 09-
, . 9 05 - 05-

p • V LT 
v "' ,., 02 - 02-

1 · 2 03 ..: 03-
1 . , 05 - 05 -
1 . , 06 - 06 -
1 · 5 06 - 06-
l . 6 06- 06 -
1 . , 05 - 05 -
1 . , 04 - 04 -
J . 9 02 - 02 -
2., 03 03 
2 · 2 06 06 
2. , 09 09 ,.. 

12 12 
2· 5 l5 15 
2• 6 l6 l6 
2 . 7 15 l5 , .. l2 l2 
2 . 9 06 , ·6 
3., 95 05-
, . 2 " ll -,., 82 ]8-
3 . 4 74 26-
3 . 5 65 36-
3·6 " 46-
3 . 7 ., ,,_ ,., 28 72-
3 . 9 ,. 86-

Ht LT M t 11 M f t2 M f •' 

0 728 607 485 
0 610 ]220 980 
0 497 995 )49 2 
0 394 787 ll8l 
0 302 604 905 
0 223 445 668 
0. 155 310 465 
0 97 194 291 
0 46 92 138 
0 54- 1 07- 161-
0 98- 196- 294-
0 128- 257- 385 -
0 137- 275- 41 2 -
0 128- 256- 383-
0 JO~- ... 212- 318-
0 78- )56- 2'33 -
0 49-

.,_ 
148 -

0 23 .:. 47- 70 -
0 16 32 •• 
0 30 60 90 
0. 41 82 123 
0 48 95 ]43 
0 40 80 119 
0 29 57 86 
0 l5 30 45 
0 48 97 ]45 
0 50 1 0 1 151 

M I LT M I •l M • .2 M I , J 

0367- 315- 264 - 2 12-
0702- 603 - 504 - 406 -
0978 - 840- 703- 565 -
1165- 100 1- 837- 673 -
1233- 1059- 885- 112 -
1174- 1008- 842- 677-
1001 - 860- 719- 577 -
0729- 626 - 524 - 421-
0391 - 336- 281 - 226-
0536 - 0 84 405 325 
0979 - 50- 878 707 
1285 - 464- 356 1177 
1373 - 682- 9 701 
1278 - 728- )78- 172 
1060- 651- 242- '" 0778 - 499- 2)9"- 60 
0493 - 322 - )50- 2l 
0233 :- 153 - 73- 6 
0161 1 0 6 .51 4-
0299 196 94 9 -
04 12 27! 1 30 12-
0484 318 .152 13 -
0505 331 H7" ]6-
0477 31, ]49 ,,_ 
0398 260 "' 15-
0286 187 88 10-
0150 98 47 5-

M I LT MI ,l M I ,2 ~-' -'-' 
0 15 0 135 120 ] 05 
0286 257 229 200 
0398 358 318. 279 
0 477 429 382 'H 4 
0505 455 004 354 
048 4 4'6 387 339 
0412 371 330 289 
0299 269 2'9 209 
0161 ]45 1 29 "' 0233- 210- 186- 163 -
04 93- 444- 394- 34!>-
0 778 - 100- 622- 545 -
1060 - 954 - 848- 742 -
1278- 1150- 1022- 895 -
1373- 1236- 1098- 961 -
1285 - 1 157- 1028- 900 -
0979- 881 - 783 - 685 -
0536- 482- 429 - 375-
0391 - "' 367 321 

. 0729 - 24 777 680 
1001 - 306- 389 1084 
1174- 547- 81 708 
1233- 685 - 136- ,12 
1165 - 709- 252 - 204 
0978- 625 - 272 - BO 
0702 - 462- 222- 18 
0367 - 245- 1 2 4- 2 -

47 

MI •• M I •' M f . .& M I 17 Mt .e M t .. M t RT 

363 242 120 1- 123- 245 - 0367-
740 • 499 259 19 221 - 4 6 1 - 0702-

1139 786 4'4 81 272 - 625 - 0978-
1574 1118 66] 205 252 - ·1oa- 116 5-
1207 1509 961 412 136- E,84 - 1233-

890 1113 1336 708 81 546 - 1174-
62 0 775 930 . 1085 390 305- 1001-
389 486 583 680 777 24 0179-
184 230 275 321 367 ,,, 0391 -
214 - 268- 321 - ·ns- 42R - 4 82 - 05"6-
391 - 489- 587- 685 - 7 83 - 8 8 1- 097'l -
514 - 642- 771- 899- 1027- 1156- 1285-
549~ 686- 824- 961- 1098- 1235- l :173-
51 1- 63 9- 767- 894- 1022 - 11 50 - l 278-
424 - 530- 636·- 742- 848 - 954- ] 060 -
311 - )89-- 467- 544- 622- 700- 0778 -
197,- 247- 296- 345- 394- 444 - 0493-

93 - 116- 140- 163- 186 ·· 210- 0233 -
64 BO 96 112 J].Q 1,5 0161 

11 9 149 17• 209 239 I 269 0 299 I 165 20 6 247 288 '29 170 . 0412 
'191 ·'.2 '38 286 334 '81 4?9 0477 I 159 ]99 239 778 318 '" 0390 
]]4 ]43 17! 200 '228 257 0286 

I 60 75 90 105 ]20 DS 0150 
193 242 290 '39 ,., 4 3 5 0484 
202 252 30, 353 40, ... oo,o~ 

M I ,4 M I , S M I ,6 M I ,T M t .. " . .. M e RT 

160- 108- 57 - 5- 47 98 0150 
307 - 208- 109 - 11 - 88 187 0286 
428 - 290- 153-

,,_ 
122 260 0398 

509- 344 - 180- 16- ]'8 312 0,.11 
538- 364- 190- 16·· 157 331 0505 
511 - 145- 179-

,,_ 
l~? 318 0484 

'436- 295- 154- l?- 129 270 0412 
318- 215- 113- 10- " 1 96 0 29 9 
171- 115- 60- 5- 50 1 05 0)61 
245 165 . 86 6 74- ) 5 4- 02B-
535 364 192 2 1 151 - 322- 0493-
897 618 339 59 220- 500 - 0778-

1392 983 574 166 2 43- 652- 1060-
922 1472 922 372 178- 728 - 1.t1a-
575 984 ]393 70! 10 681 - )373 -
340 619 898 1178 357 463- 1 285 -
]93 364 5'6 707 879 50- 0979-

86 166 246 325 ,0 5 •85 0536-
59- 1 15- 170 - 225- 280- 335 - 0391-

112 - 2 15- 317- 420- 523- 626 - 0729-
153- 294- 435- 577- 718- 859-. 1001-
17 9- 345- . 511- 676- 842- 1008- 1174-
190- 364- i 538 - 71 2- 885- 1059- )23)-

179- 344- 508 - 672- 836- 1000- 1165-
152 -

290-1 
427- 565- 702- 840- 0978-

109- 208- 307- 40S- 504 - 603- 0702-
57- 109 - ·160- 212- 264- 315- 0367-

M I ,, I"',~,, .... .-;-:;" ·-. ., "' I ,4 .. ··-·· -- · 
90 75 60 · I 45 I 30 15 O 

172 ]43 115 86 58 29 0 
239 '" 159 120., BO 40 0 
286 239 191 14"\ 96 48 0 
,o, 253 1 202 I . 152 lo 1 51 o 

'" 242 194 } 4 5 • 97 49 0 ,,1 206 165 ! ]24 83 42 0 
180 150 120 90 60 30 0 

97 Bl 65 49 32 16 0 
140- 11 ·, - 93 - 70 - 47- l3- 0 
296- 246- 19·1- 148- 99 - 49- 0 
467- 389- 311 - 234- 156- '18- 0 
636 - 530- 424- 318- 212 - 10(, - 0 
767 - 639- 5 11- 384 - 256- 128- 0 
824 - 687- 549- lo l2- 275- 1::-8- 0 
771- 643- 51 4- 386- 25R- )29 - 0 
588 - 490 - 392- 294- 196- · 98 - 0 
322 - 268- 215- 161- 108·· 54- 0 
275 230 ]84 13" 92 46 0 
582 485 388 291 19' 9 7 0 
929 774 6]9 464 309 154 0 

1336 1113 · 890 668 445 

I 
222 0 

960 1S08 .1201 905 603 301 0 
661 1117 1574 1180 787 393 0 
433 786 1139 )1.91 994 497 0 
259 499 739 979 1219 609 0 
120 24 1 363 484 606 728 0 



Obtaining influence line ordi nates and demonstrating the use of these pro­
grams can best be demonstrated by comparison of computer computations to 
manual computations. The design calculations for the Benson Creek Bridge at 
Frankfort will be used for the comparison. The structure is a reinforced concrete, 
variable depth, three-span bridge, designed by the Kentucky Bridge Division. 
The computer computations will be compared to the results of manual computa­
tions by Mr. Leonard Engstrom. Mr. Engstrom did the major design work for 
this bridge. 

Slide one shows the girder that was selected for this bridge. As we all know, 
design of a continuous, variable depth girder is more properly called a problem of 
analysis. A trial-girder is chosen based on economy factors and past experience 
with similar field conditions. The girder is then analyzed and if it is not suitable, 
it is modilied and the analysis starts over. It is evident that it is highly desirable 
to choose a correctly proportioned girder the first time; this is not always possible. 
Sometimes a week of work is lost when a girder will not meet the design require­
ments, or perhaps due to special considerations, a girder that is over-designed is 
used. The computer, as the Bridge Division is now using it, has not elirni r.ated 
the trial-girder method, but many of the time consuming computations have been 
eli minated by providing influence line ordinates for these trial-girders. 

The Beam Characteristics Program, using the Moment-Area Principle and 
working with one span at a time, computes stiffness fac tors, carry-over factors 
and fixed-end moment values for a unit load placed successively at the tenth­
points of the. span. Slide two shows the data sheet tl1at is used to supply the 
information necessary for the computation of these factors. 

This data is processed in the following manner. Data for span one is read 
into the computer. The stiffness factors, carry-over factors and fixed-end moment 
values are computed and stored in tabular fo rm in computer memory. The next 
span is then solved in a similar manner and stored. The process is repeateJ until 
the computer recognizes it has processed all spans. The table is then examined for 
spans that are symmetrical about their own c~nterline. Factors that should be r 
identical with each other are averaged togetlier. If the difference in the factors 
is larger than could result from accumulative rounding error, the computer stops 
and indicates the reason for the stop. A stop of this type would indicate an error 
in the mathematical description of the girder. If no errors are encountered, stiffness 
factors are used to compute distribution fac tors and fixed-end moment values are 
di vided by span length to obtain moment coefficients. All fac tors are then punched 
into cards that will be used as input to the Washington Moment Distributions 
Program. 

The Washington program will distribute fixed-end moments for any single 
story, continuous frame structure with up to fifteen spans. This program will also 
C'ompute influence line ordinates for a structure with up to five spans. The girder 
may be or may not be integral witl1 the piers. Influence line ordinates for moment 
are computed for the tenth-points of every span and at each support. Infl11ence 
li ne ordinates fo r shear are provided for every span at the supports. Information • 
required for input is the distribution coefficients and carry-over fac tors, fi xed-end 
moments if they are to be distributed, and span lengtl1s and load to be used if 
influence line ordinates are to be computed . When influence line ordinates are to 
be computed, a table of fixed-end moment coefficients must be supplied only if the 
girder is non-prismatic. The value of this program to the Bridge Division without 
the Beam Characteristics Program is limited because most of the continuolll 
beams designed by our office are variable depth beams. This was the reason 
which prompted us to obtain both programs and to make them work together to 
ob tain the end results-influence lines fo r moment and shear. 

Using results from tl1e Beam Characteristics Program, influence line ordinat~ 
are computed in the following manner. As shown by slide three, the fixed-en 
moments for a unit load placed at the one-tenth point in span one is distributed 
through the structure. Once tl1e moments of continuity are known, the struchtre 
becomes determinate. 
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NEG 

RESULTS OF MANUAL COMPUTATIONS 

THE METHOD OF.ELASTIC WEIGHTS 

The moment at every tenth point in the structure is found by reducing the 
span to a series of free bodi es. When all moment values for this loading are 
computed, the results are punched. The process is repeated wi th the unit load 
placed at the two-tenths point in span one. The same computing procedure is 
followed and the results are punched. In this manner, the unit load is moved 
completely across the girder. The punched cards are then sorted to provide a 
suitable listing of the influence line ordinates. Slide four shows a listing of th e 
ordinates obtained for the Benson Creek Bridge. 

Slide five shows the influence line for moment at the pier as a result of 
1nanual computation and .computer computation. The percentage difference 
between the results is quite small. I do not say error because both are correct 
based on data used, and because of the type solutions used it is impossible to say 
one is more correct than the other. The shear ordinates can be combined to give 
influence lines for reaction at the pieJ,s. 

In concluding, the poin t I would like to strnss is not that computers wilJ 
replace the engineer, nor am I stating that the methods used for solution of 
influence line ordinates are the best, but rather to show the type problem that is 
best adapted to computer solution. As engineers, we have two choices; we can 
accept the computer as a powerful tool for the benefit of the profession, or we can 
resist it as an infringement on our personal ability. The profits from which we 
can come from electronic computation depends on the choice we make. 

Thank you, Frank. Now let me briefly list the other purposes for which our 
offi ce is using our computer. 
( 1) We use it to compute the geometrics for bridges composed of simple spans 

on a horizontal curve alignment. The end walls may or may not be skewed 
and a vertical curve can also be included. 

(2) We use it to compute perpendicular offsets from a chord or a tangent line to 
a circular arc. 

(3) We use it to evaluate the design properties of a reinforced concrete 'I-beam, 
or rectangular beam, having from one to four rows of tension steel. 

( 4 ) We can use it to extend and sum up individual bar bill totals and combined 
totals, such as for the substructure on a bridge. I say we can do this, because 
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(5) 

( 6 ) 

(7) 

this is a program that died on the vine. To revive it, we will have to figure 
a way to eliminate the necessity of listing bar bills on the plan sheets. 
We have just finish ed using it in makjng the computations for initial and final 
stresses for some standard pre-stressed Concrete I beams, subjected to the 
standard H20-Sl6 loailing. These computations aided in the preparation of 
standard office design drawings. 
We are using it to compute grade elevations for the roadway section of con-
tinuous beam bridges. c · 
vVe are using it to compute all the construction elevations required for sirnple­
span bridges on straight alignment. 
vVe are working on a program to condense the construction elevations just 

mentioned to a tabular form, thus eliminating the necessity of entering them on 
the plan sheets by hand. 

W e have also done considerable work on a program to compute all the con­
struction elevations needed for simple-span bridges on curved alignment. We need 
to finish this program and also to work on one to do the same job for continuous 
beam bridges. The problem, in this case, is to get the deflection computations 
set up. 

There are many other useful programs that have already been worked out 
by others, which we hope to obtain and put to use. 

In conclusion, I wish to emphasize that the largest obstacle in the way of 
progress is still the passive acceptance of the computer by many of the persons 
who can benefit most by its use. They do not openly oppose it, but do not 
willingly cooperate and encourage computer programs. I'm sure, however, that 
the day in which we seek to use the electronic computers, rather than manual 
methods, as naturally as we seek to ride rather than walk, is not too far off. 
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