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Electronic Plan Review

= Qver 160 projects have already been reviewed
electronically in 2008.

= DSA plan reviewers are utilizing Bluebeam software
digital tablets and large screen monitors to perform
electronic plan review.

= For e-plan review projects; Web-conferencing is
being offered as an alternative to in-person
backchecks.

Electronic Plan Review Continued

= Electronic plan check is currently used mostly for
smaller less complex projects but has been
successfully used for some larger projects.

= DSA Bulletin 06-03 (see DSA web site under
“Publications”) explains electronic plan check
procedures.




Electronic Office
Pilot

Paperless Office Pilot

= The goal is to create a system so that all documents
required for project certification can be submitted
and managed electronically.

= The pilot was launched in the San Diego Regional
Office.

= Developed document process flow charts for paper
documents, paper documents submitted and
scanned to create electronic documents and for
electronic documents submitted.
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Paperless Office Pilot Continued

= The Regional Offices are working together to align
their document processing and management
procedures.

= Integrated Management System (IMS) is in place to
electronically store and manage documents.

= Enhanced and upgraded IT systems such as
bandwidth and portals being evaluated.

= Staffing needs being evaluated.

Field Pilot




Field Supervision Pilot

= Pilot underway in Sacramento Regional Office only.

= Provides increased and standardized field oversight
by DSA on all projects during construction.

= Adds new staff for DSA’s field oversight program:

. “Construction supervisors” (CS) - visit small projects and
conduct non-structural observations for larger projects.

- Administrative staff - assist with document processing.

- Program management — development & documentation
of procedures; coordination with Academy and HQ
Policy.

Field Supervision Pilot - Goals

Improve DSA field oversight:
. Timely visits to all projects.
. Efficient processing of field documents.

Improve DSA Policies:
- Field staff feedback > DSA code/policy.

Improve DSA Academy training classes:
- Multi-discipline feedback > Academy curriculum.

Improve certification rate for school projects




Field Supervision Pilot - Schedule

Interim site visit guidelines implemented Spring
2008.

- Site visit scheduling.
. Site visit activities and Field Trip Note preparation.

Document processing improvements implemented
Spring through Fall 2008.

Evaluation in Fall 2008 - verify staffing levels.
- DSA will solicit feedback from clients and inspectors.

Statewide implementation date not yet determined.

Field Supervision Pilot

Interim Site Visit Guidelines
- One visit to every small project (CS staff)
. Larger projects receive visits at 3 - 5 week intervals

. Field Engineers visits during structural phases of
construction (foundation and framing)

- CS staff performs visits during non-structural phases of
construction (site development, utilities, architectural
finishes, final)




Field Supervision Pilot

Site Visit Activities
. Observe project inspector (Pl) administrative and

inspection work (review records, spot-check construction)

. Verify DSA approval of construction documents
(structural, access and fire safety) issued to field

- Verify testing and special inspection requirements and

status

. Observe construction and/or review plans with Pl for
complicated or unusual requirements (SS, AC, FLS)

» Document findings on Field Trip Note and issue to Pl
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Proposition 1D

Assembly Bill 127 placed Prop. 1D on the
November 2006 ballot.

A provision of Prop. 1D amended Education Code
§17075.10 to include funds for seismic mitigation
work on a 50% state share basis from the bond
funds created by Prop. 1D.

Obtaining Seismic Mitigation Funding

= Of Prop. 1D’s $1.9 billion, up to $199.5 million is
available for seismic mitigation projects.

= DSA’s review and concurrence with a structural
engineer’s report will be required to successfully
obtain funding.




Minimum Requirements

= To be eligible for funding, a structural engineer will
need to prepare a report for review by DSA.

= The four issues the report must address include:
- A description of the structural system.
- Location.
- Occupancy.
. Lateral Force-Resisting Deficiencies.

Description of System

= The report will need to include the structural framing
plan.

= The type of structural system must fit within one of
four categories:
. Concrete Moment Frame;
- Precast/Tilt-Up Concrete Shear Wall with Flexible Roof;

« Precast Concrete Frame and Roofs with Concrete Shear
Walls; and

- Unreinforced Masonry Bearing Wall Buildings.




Location

= The report must include evidence that the building is
located in an area where the short period spectral
acceleration is 1.7 or more based on the 2002
United States Geological Survey National Seismic
Hazard Maps.

= The latitude and longitude must be provided for the
building.

= The street address will be acceptable if the building
is on the same plot of land.

Occupancy

= The report must include evidence that the building is
designed for occupancy by students and staff or is
currently occupied by students and staff.




Lateral Force-Resisting Deficiencies

= The report must provide evidence that demonstrates
the lateral force-resisting system of the building
does not meet collapse prevention performance
objectives.

= The report should describe, in detail, the specific
deficiencies and reasoning for concluding that the
building has a high potential for catastrophic
collapse.

Structural Engineer Required

= The report MUST be prepared by a licensed
California Structural Engineer.

= The report must have the engineer’s stamp or seal
and signature.




High Performance
Schools

High Performance Incentive Program

= Prop. 1D set aside $100 million as an incentive to
promote the use of high performance attributes in
new construction and modernization projects for K-
12 schools, such as:

. the use of designs and materials that promote energy
and water efficiency;

- maximizing the use of natural lighting; and
. improving indoor air quality.

= Of the $100 million, $92.5 million was left
after the May SAB meeting.
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High Performance Rating Criteria

= Projects are graded using a High Performance
Rating Criteria modeled after the 2006 Collaborative
for High Performance Schools (CHPS) criteria.

= The five categories used for the High Performance
Rating Criteria are:
- Site;
- Water;
. Energy
. Materials; and
- Indoor Environmental Quality.

DSA High Performance Scorecard

DGS HPS Scorecard and Guidelines
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High Performance Incentive Program

= DSA has reviewed and approved 37 projects.
. Average 33 HPI points.
. Average 7 HPI points from Energy Performance.

. Average 29% Energy Savings above Title 24, Part 6.

Deferred Approvals




General Information

= A deferred approval represents a portion of the
construction that cannot be fully detailed on the
approved drawings because of variations in product
design and manufacture.

= Approval of plans for such a portion may be deferred
until the material suppliers are selected.

General Information (continued)

= Deferred approvals must be submitted to allow DSA
and the A/E of Record time to review and approve
the submittal prior to fabrication and installation.

= Fabrication and installation of these items shall not
begin until approval is granted.

= DSA Stop Work Authority is applicable to
construction occurring without DSA approved plans
including deferred portions of the plans.




Eligible ltems for Deferred Approval

- Steel joists/joist girders - Bleachers

= Wood trusses - Automatic fire sprinkler
. Elevator guide railsand ~ SYstems
support bracket - Fire pumps and water
anchorage tanks

- Window wall systems or - Access floors
storefronts with spans Stage rigging

reater than 10 feet
J - Others as accepted by

- Exterior wall systems DSA (project-specific)
- Skylights
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PC Deadline
Extension




PC Deadline Extension

= DSA Bulletin BU 07-02 Revised.

= 2001 CBC PC’s extended an additional 6 months
(until December 31, 2008).

= Extension does not apply to:
. Site Drawings.
. Full Campus PC’s.
- Accessible Features of Toilet Facilities.
- Ramps.




