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Now repeat after me:
1 will use your campus standards,
1 will use your campus standards,
I will use
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What Are Standards?

Why Have Standards?

How Do You Develop Them?
Who Are Project Stakeholders?
How Are They Integrated?

How To Create Feedback?

How Do You Revise Them?

APPA Institute

Developing & Using Campus Standards

“Describe & set forth procedures, policies, guidelines and codes
which the institution believes to be representative of desirable
ractices for projects”




How many of'you are:
Currently using design standards?
Currently developing standards?

Currently revising / updating standards?

4
How many of you are:
Responsible for
administrating/updating your standards?
What issues do you encounter?
5
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Time Commitment

What'’s Involved? Resource Commitment




How much time is‘required to...
Develop standards?

Update standards?

APPA Institute
Developing & Using Campus Standards

Time Commitment

What’s Involved? Resource Commitment
Measurable ROI

Negotiate Outcomes

What kinds of things
end up being negotiated?

Composition
Thoroughness
Ultimate Enforcement
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. - Advantages
Benefits of SETanaass

 Stakeholders Satisfied
Standards? * Protects Institutional Interests

I just _Iove What’s that
surprises, tickin,
tee hee! e
sound?
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Bene itS f - Advantages

Standards? .

* Builds Bridges

* Pays Dividends
« Less time educating consultants
* Ensures higher quality facilities
* Increases consistency
* Reduces maintenance needs
« Limits Inventory of parts needed

APPA Institute
Developing & Using Campus Standards

enefits of

Standards? .

- Disadvantages
¢ Time Consuming
* Costly and Drives up Overhead
* Complicates Process
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Problems W/Out e

that I forgot

S tCI n dG I dS that roof detail !

- High Maintenance Costs " Getalife dear!

13

APPA Institute
Developing & Using Campus Standards

Problems W/Out et

that I forgot

S tCI n dG I dS that roof detail !

. Get a life dear!

- Bad Design

14
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Problems W/Out et

that I forgot

S ta nda r dS that roof detail !

Get a life dear!

« Shortened Life Span

* Product performance and

longevity not always part of the
design criteria

15
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Problems W/Out e

that I forgot

S tCI n dG I dS that roof detail !

Get a life dear!

No Continuity

* Dozens of parts needed

16
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Something’s
All of wrong with

this slide.
Above

Leads@iﬁ‘/\>

Which Leadsto

When Standards Aren’t Follo

Mistrust can lead to small mistakes...




So much for
my
completion
bonus!

or large ones!

Custom doorway?

APPA Institute

Developing & Using Campus Standards

History has forgotten Lambini & Sons who
are credited with the Sistine Chapel floor.

- Design g

Policies

Graphics M
B

- Construction

Systems
Products .
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Design Philosophy
* Quality/Consistent Design
* Process

Aesthetics

* Planning Principles
- Owner Responsibilities
- Design Submittals

* Submittal Requirements
- Contract Forms

Consultant

@F Facilities Management e e

About Us Distribution Center Planning, Design [
atior ) Conta a
Home e Campus & Waiing Senvces "iities Operaions. [FARMNIFAL ontactUs  FM Intemal
iment. Campus. (Capital Assets & esign & Fire & Life
Space Planning ENOINEEMNG | g ety
Introduction Campus Architecture
Main Campus Design
Guidelines. U-Boulder Campus Architect is responsible for managing and monitoring all
inges to the buildings and grounds of the university. This task is
Body & Soul Video < 9s andg v
fan administration, students, faculty, staff, alumni, and the outside city,
Architectural state, and hational interests who treasure the campus built environment. Campus
Heritage
Architect role and mission
The Tuscan
Vernacular Story CU-Boulder is recognized as one of the most beautiful and environmentally

Campus Design conscious college campuses in the nation. Set against a prominent mountain

Presries backdrop, it buildings are universally admired for thei uniform style of sandstone

S wall, red e roofs, imestone trim and black wrought ron accents - alln a romanic
Halianate style.

Photo Gallery

P e The purpose ofthis website s to provide information for sustaining the qualy of tis

CrErrhs remarkably designed campus when future changes or new faciltes and buildings

Campus Landscape are contemplated

Contact Campus

Architect

Facilies Management University of Colorado Boulder
Camous Rox 453 Roulder €O 803090453 @ Reaents of the Universitv of Colorado
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Design Guidelines

Desion
GUIDELINES

Consultant
Standards
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IDWA

Facilities Management

Design Standards and Procedures

DESIGNING FOR FAGILITIES STEWARDSHIP

Whose responsibility is itto
enforce design standards?

University Architect
Planners
Design Review Board

27
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Maybe next time you’ll use our !
campus design standards !

APPA Institute
Developing & Using Campus Standards

Organization
Generic

Guidelines/ideas

SpECifiC ) ; pAy Ac‘%v)mb

Detailed/specifications

Types
Prescriptive
Descriptive 2700~ 30 Rl
Performance :

APPA Institute
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NCOVER MIND WHY.

- General
ALL | WANT TO KNOW 15,

- Life Expectancy ‘ reas S 1

. T
Design Palette

Graphic Standards (cap)

BIM

Codes
Acceptable Products
Accessibility Issues g
Utilities / Haz. Materials S

INING oF The
CTION NIGRTMARE

Technical Sections
30
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sEsss(Cois ] APPA's Body of Knowledge (BOK) - An APPA Membership Benef

T

A body of knowledge is the collected wisdom, expenence.

Whats New? processes, and facts that both inform a profession and provide the
( $08d foundation from which continuous improvements and
e e 1d A o e
T T e

uessin hiough 1 raning UGS puBICaUNS, a research

Body of Knowledge Hroeess Compeiency. cotametation, ans cresiay or e rac stcs

Tl Soppae of P o s It v e misson

—are the desied otcomes of hese oo

APPA'S Body ge (the BO: in a searchabie P
updates, he E i
UNIVETSItes, SCNOOIS, MUSEUS, 37 OMMEr NONProfit, edUCational organzations. EdROT-n-chiet
1aggie KINDAMA) s OVrseeing GOZens of WITers, EIOTS, 3N Peer feviEwers as they revise,

update, and enhance the APPA body of knowledge. The project is angoing, and updated sections.

.
CU: Home + Ato Z + Campus Map

Facilities Managemem Ti—n o
ASITY OF GOLORADO BOULDER fpearch s ste |

UNIVES

About Us Distribution Center 5 S Planning, Design [N .
il

CADIDocument | Campus | Campus Capital Assefs & | Design & - Frealie |
Management | Architect |_Construction | Space Planning | _Construction | ="9"%™9 | sarety S
Home Building & Construction Standards
Open Submittals & 3
Public Bids Version updated July 2012
s itk These standards are for use only by the University of Colorado at Boulder (UCE),
Standing Order its consultants and contractors. They are to be used as a guideiine for UCB buiding | a1 gy dards 2012 8
Coonér)ﬂcmrl’mgm"\ and construction projects. Consultants shall provide project-specific documents and
specifications based on code and engineering analyses. T R e S AT
Forms, Processes
and Contract Note: Al projects iniiated after July 1t of any given year shall use the most current
Doctments edition of the standards. All projects already underway (with a signed agreement)  (JCB Standards: Version 2010
Building & prior to July Tst shall continue to use the edition of the standards in use at the time
Construction of project initation. UCB Standards: Version 2011
Standards

Consultants and contractors must familiarize themselves with the standards and all | UGB Standards: Archives

Architectural
e appendices prior to design and construction of UGB projects.

G SEm T Adopted Codes and Standards

Commissioning

Please vsit the following inks for the latest State adopted codes and standards. Additonally. please ensure compliance with the

City of Boulder amendments to the Intemational Fire Code (IFC)

Electrical Standards

Mechanical
Standards + 1 Approved State Building Codes
Appendices + 2 Adopted Codes and Standards

~Code Review System/Format for UCB Projects &

Commissioning
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About Us Distribution Center 5 Planning, Design [J# »
=1

CADIDocument | Campus | Campus Capital Assets & | Desion & ngineerng | P& | oo
Management | Architect | Construction | Space Planning | Construction | ="9"**™ | sarety =

Home Architectural Standards

Open Submittals
Version 2012-2013
Closed Submittals

Standing Order - DIVISION 1 - GENERAL REQUIREMENTS
Contractor Program
(50C) Consultants are required to use a prepared Division 1, please contact
o B your CU Project Manager or Margaret Chiu to obtain a copy of front end
and Contract documents.
Documents

b e - 01000 - General B
el + 01010 - Summary of Work T

Standards - 01020 - Administration and Supervision T
+ 01021 - Allowances
01026 - Unit Prices B

01030 - Aternates B
Mechanical
Sk ~ 01041 - Project Coordination T
01042 - Mechanical and Electrical Coordination B
01045 - Cutiing and Patching
Civil Standards + 01060 - Regulatory Requirements T
Appendices. - 01075 - Specification System B
+ 01100 - Special Project Procedures T
- + 01121 - Hazardous Material Procedures Bl
Co - 01200 - Project Meetings
Materials Recucling - 01300 - Submittals T

Architectural
Standards

Electrical Standards

Commissioning
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GENERAL
PART 1 - GENERAL
11 CONDITIONS AND REQUIREMENTS:

A Division 1 - General Requirements shall govemn work under all Divisions of the
Specifications.

12 SPECIFICATION LANGUAGE EXPLANATION:

simplified.
Omissions of " .

“in conformity therewith,” “shall be,” "3 noted on the Drawings

intentional. Stppl ses by

et when ™NOTE"occus on Drawings Spply words "ol "ot sl by
Inferene whencolon s vsed wili sntences o pisis. Suppy words "o e
Dravings: by inference when-25 indcate s used i seences o heses

B. ies, instifutes, or associations or
they are, except hetewith, made
tin full berein. Use latest

edition, at time of bidding, if a date i not given.

13 ABBREVIATIONS:

A Documents to technical societ
ed which
to only by
1A Aluminum Association
2 aaMa ‘Architectural Altminm Mamnfacturer’s Association
3 ac Concrete Insifute
i ‘Acoustical and Insulating Materials Association (successor to
5. AIsC ‘American Instite of Steel Construction.
6 AIS n and Steel
7. AITC ‘American Institate of Timber Construction
2 AMA Acoustical Materials Associat
9o ANSI American National Standards Institute (successor to USAST
nd ASA)
10. APA American Plywood Association
11 ASHRAE  Amenican Society of Heating, Reffigerating and Air
Conditioning Engineers
JULY 2012 UCB STANDARDS 01000- 1

W EMORY Planning, Design, and Construction

UNIVERSITY Division of Campus Services

ACCESSIBILITY ENGINEERING ‘GRAPHIC DESIGN INTERIOR DESIGN

Planning/Construction Design and Construction Standards and Standards and Guidelines
ersity Architect's Campus Design Guidelines  sranpoaros:

FAQ
Design and Construction

Starting A Project Standards

Document Delivery Standards

Design & Construction
Standards and Campus Design

Architectural Fioor Plan
Guidelines

Template.dwg
Evacuation Template.dwg

UTS Communication Standards
GUIDELINES:

Campus Master Plan
Information

2012 Draft Campus Design

Download addition! standards and design guidelines using links to the right of this page. Guidelines
College Classroom Design

Design and Construction Standards: Guidelines
SUSTAINABILITY:

Emory's Design and Construction Standards provide architects, engineers, design

consultants and contractors with specific standards and specifications for construction Sustainability Design

activity on Emory University property. They serve to summarize principles unique to the Reesting B

University's aesthetic and structural preferences, specialized nature of each facilty, Sustainability Design Reporting

requirements applied by the University's insurance carrier, and knowledge gained from Part 2

experience with construction, operations and maintenance issues. Green Building Sustainability

Iniistives

For further information about Emory’s Design and Construction Standards, contact Stuart ey @ ERn (R
Adler at 404.727.4794.
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Descriptive Based

www.sdstate.edu/sites/default/files/2026-08/FacilityDesignStandards.pdf

SOUTH DAKOTA
STATE UNIVERSIT

Facility Design and
Construction
Standards

38

Performance Based

edu/resources/constructionstandards.html

www.abs.uci

Page 1019
University of California, Irvine

Construction Standards and Costs

uc d

costs periodic th Is and standards is warranted.

Construction costs are not “high’” or “low" in the abstract, but rather i relation to specific quality

standards and the design solutions, means, and methods used to attain these standards. Thus,

te invol whether.

« Qualty standards are excessive, insufficient, or appropriate;
to

«  Resultant project costs
parameters.
“Quality” and finishes; d lfe-cycle

performance of building systems; the aesthetics of materials, their composition, and their detailing; and

efficiency of

Overall Goals and Quality Standards

UC Irvine, in research it
quality. As such, UC's facilities aim to convey the “look and feel,” as well as embody the inherent

construction quality, of the best e leading publ ties, and oth

research institutions with whom we compete for faculty, students, sponsored research, and general
reputation.

UCl Administrative and Business Services

39




Page 20f9

Since 1992, new buildings have been designed to achieve these five broad goals:

1. New buildings must “create a place,” rather than constitute stand-alone objects — forming

I, aesthetic, contextually sensitive with neighboring buildings and the larger

campus.
2. New buildings reinforce a consistent design framework of classical contextual architecture,
applied in ways that convey a feeling of permanence and quality, and interpreted in ways that
meet the contemporary and changing needs of a modern research university.
3. New buildings employ materials, systems, and design features that will avoid the expense of
major maintenance (defined as >1 percent of value) for 20 years.
4. New buildings attain exemplary sustainability performance - at least LEED Gold and
outperforming California’s Title 24 energy efficiency standards by as much as 50 percent
5. Capital construction projects are designed and delivered within the approved project budget,

scope, and schedule

Performance Based

The balance of this document expresses the building performance criteria and quality standards
generally outlined above, d according to building syst t classes. Each section

discusses key cost-drivers, cost-control strategies, and important cost trade-offs. Design practices cited

are consistently applied, although some fall short of hard-and-fast “rules.”

www.abs.uci.edu/resources/constructionstandards.html

UCI Administrative and Business Services
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Whose responsibility is it to
enforce construction standards?

Project Manager
PDC Leadership
0&M Leadership
Utilities:Leadership
Trade Shops
Inspectors
*Monthly construction walk-throughs

41
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Dot e b 2 it O B e, St s e T sty ot
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What about BIM?

Building Information Modeling

It is Changing:
* Project Delivery
* Project Documentation
* Commissioning
* O&M Manuals
* Building Maintenance

43
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Process Decisions

Closed
- Exclusive

BUNCH OF MUTUALLY
EXCLUSTVE PREFERENCES.

APPA Institute
Developing & Using Campus Standards

Process Decisions

+ Open
« Inclusive
- Identify Stakeholders

800 Pound Gorilla?
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Process Decisions

- Open

- Establish Format

APPA Institute
Developing & Using Campus Standards

MSU Case Study

July/August 2018 Facilities Manager Magazine

10 Staff are designated:
“Construction Standards Stewards”

Responsible for changes to

standards in their “field of

expertise”

Emphasize collaboration

Project teams can also make

decisions w/approval

100 year buildings called into

question

APPA Institute
Developing & Using Campus Standards

Format Evolution

Word of Mouth
Printed
Electronic

Web Based




Has anyone conducted
any critical reviews of your standards?

49
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Critical Reviews

* UCB
* Why? Complaints about “gold plated”

* Good Practice - 2001

uch standards

version 2000

critical review osson

51




University of Colorado at Boulder June 22, 2001
UCB Standards Review

SHORT-LIST SUMMARY LIST OF ITEMS HAVING SIGNIFICANT COST SAVINGS POTENTIAL FOR THE

COLLEGE OF BUSINESS AND ADMINISTRATION EXPANSION AND RENOVATION PROJECT

Section Part | Description Accepted | Rejected
T llow mmimam required fxture counts based on an

Generar
Planbing Fisune Cots | Tl 29| sprsh o cleatin 0l csignes
acknowle s of the building will ot be

il aceupid o the same ime. For sances it
kel e Ly and sl Clstoons nd
Socil Spaces would b lly ocuped
Sl
Fan33 [ Allow pipe mm o be Ginches above pipe i
lem A | liew of 12:inche

llow e wse of y ash in the conerete

Allow use oF siel reimforcing in pavemant S,

2665 Water Syems o o 150 PV e et ol 200 T
four-inch through twelve-inch diameter

Mos
juidicions. neudin Denv Watr Depaement.

allow the Class 150.

Manholes for drainage Sructures are specified

based o pipe sz Mot usdicions s ra
s four-foot diameter manholes o be used for

i oes eyt s and e, Fvc

Draimage
Structures and
Pipi

inches in diameter. Allow manhole sizing on tis

basis
03100 Formwork Goneal [ Allow e ol  Tormvork e o
ed to public view and Class C
mv co
SO0 Gl [ G Revise e Roiing Mchinery e Do 0w

‘oncrete e muhamm\ Sapment oo o
sckeeping pad which i tslf anchored to the
e
General | Allow industry standard flainess and levelness
tolerances for conerete floors with troweled finish
03950 Archiectural | Par 21| Delete Requirement for sealr coats
Precast lem B
Concrete Part 1.5 | Delete equirement for an independent esting
Kem A1 | boraon. i by e s, e presaser s
PCI conified.
Part 13| Delete equirement for s UL Tabel om precast
L
T T e o i o

T 3, icrs o e e L
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Critical Reviews
* UCB
* Good Practice — 2001
* Business School - 2004
* 20% Savings Claim
* Emory

* Recession Driven — 2010
- Gave us credibility
- Deflected criticism
- Saved money

IORY
2 Crtca Review of Emory Design & Construction standards.
anuary 2020
Emory has
maincain the campus. This iniave s
meant 1o a inpotental
saingsto
represents
frr an xpl sucing the potentl
implementation n the nex: standards updates cyce (6/10)
‘e sections identifie for potentiarevsions are s folows:
whie s
revew of mitgatin,
wized toconform to thisrequiremen.
For example;
i ent),
xpense to the project wth questionable added benefit;
5. rhaciabs -
hathey have
recommendations
effortand make
lengny, eviewof joct These.
indvidual
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(%) EMORY

A Critical Review of Emory Design & Construction Standards

215010
tesun Recommendstion oucome
Ganers
[ G roviows s somotins ficintandunchslangos [Reis the revie processformove eficencyand
cusol mamanance, socury,Netoom. ic.Is brcensome ome g o cpacee s i rcs o dicussn [astiog utfcaton efreimpemencton, aherhan s el o
[ious ot puraos orver
Tesen nwwalboar prourts o asbestos [Emina
[T —— — [ e wos revusy o
Jabe rom.
612 illon i captacots an 73,300 g iy costs 1 h
SR prjct e,
[T havesome code equroments Ft ave b elarad iy, <o our row
Jsesen
pumbing
[Pyl e e oy BT S S st ot e e sccopsae manuiscurers forhese produets have bosn expanded |

[Soconrycorainmont rap s reures for abratry v

quieent can e waved  ohor abs ‘

Mechanica

[\t reat deatof s and dcusson n i, we rechd e

= T coue a3 0. prcapion thl o syt ar s o poor

Jupponor s e wos o reqied Sfore mplmenision
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mory Design & Construction Standards 2009 Edition - Room Requirements

Room Name

Requirement

Requirements
Basic Program

changing Rooms (USGBC LEED

Single Occupancy ADA compliant shower and

credit4.2 ngin
) 0.5% of FTE changing ioom, I
Emory is conscientiously locating these spaces
Bicycle Storage Rooms (USBGBC through out the campus and a new project may or
LEED Credit42) 0.5% of FTE not be required to have this space

Recyclying Room (Section 0178 23)

100 5q. ft. for 100,000q. ft. bdg.
One recycling room per floor is required for
residential projects

1010 ft, close to loading dock

fUniversal Design
Basic Program

Except for residential projects. Typically located nea

Lactation Rooms single occupant AD liant room 2 women's restroom
EXCepr TOT FeSTGe N T profects - Can b UseTas 3|
single Occupancy/ 0 liant restroom child changing room.

uitding Services, Custodial &
uilding Maintenance

[ianitorial Rooms

[505q- Tt per Floor

min. 8 ftx 10

Custodial Support Room

Up to 50,000 5. ft. = 10' x10'
Between 50,000 & 10,000 5q. ft. = 15'%15'
Between 100,000 & 200,000 5q. . = 20' % 20"
Over 200,000 sq. ft. = 25' x 25"

Convenient access to the loading dock. Lockable
double doors are preferred

Custodial Staff Support Room.

Building Maintenance Shop

Up t0 50,000 5q. ft. = 10’ x10'
Between 50,000 & 10,000 5q. ft. = 15'%15'
Between 100,000 & 200,000 5q. . = 20'x 20"
Over 200,000 sq. ft. = 25' x 25"

56

Up to 50,000 5q. Tt. = 10' x10°
Between 50,000 & 10,000 5q. ft. = 15'x15'
Between 100,000 & 200,000 5. ft. = 20'x 20"

Building Maintenance Office Over 200,000 sq. ft. = 25' x 25"

A calculation of the cost of these spaces when applied to a

new 200,000 SF building:

Changing Room (Bicycle riders)

50 SF

Bicycle Storage

100 SF

Recycling

100 SF

Lactation Room

30SF

Unisex Restroom

30SF

Custodial Closet

450 SF (80 per floor X 5 floors)

Custodial Support

225 SF

Custodial Staff

200 SF

Building Maintenance Shop

625 SF

Building Maintenance Office

625 SF

Attic Stock Storage

100 SF

Communications Room (Netcom)

2200 SF (110 SF per 10,000 SF floor area)

Building Security Room (access services)

80 SF

4,815 SF

Total area required = 4,815 SF @ $200 / SF = $963,000

57
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+ Fume Hoods

* Recommend Low Flow

* From 100 FPM Face Velocity to 80 FPM

* Estimated Savings = $9,500/yr. Chemistry
« Air Changes

¢+ Reduce From 10-12 Changes. per Hour

 To 8 Changes Per Hour = $500,000 Capital
Construction Savings

58
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« Feedback Mechanism
* Memo's
e Letters
¢ Spreadsheets
e Marked up Drawings

« Hardcopy or electronic

APPA Institute
Developing & Using Campus Standards

- Conflict Resolution Plan
- Conflicting Requirements

- Initial $ vs. Continuing $

- Visual vs. Functional
- Corporate vs. Personal
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In your opinion, what one single thing can make or break the
effectiveness of campus design standards?

61
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« Feedback Mechanism

+ Conflict Resolution Plan
¢ Conflicting Requirements
e Initial S vs. Continuing $
 Visual vs. Functional
¢ Corporate vs. Personal

- Plan Reviews

* Collaboration between PDC and
Operations

APPA Institute
Developing & Using Campus Standards

C’mon pal, pick

Purpose of Plan Reviews S5 one!

- Ensures Standards are
Followed

- Confirm / Challenge Design

Some Choices are Tough!
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C’mon pal, pick

Purpose of Plan Reviews

- Code Review

Some Choices are Tough!

APPA Institute
Developing & Using Campus Standards

C’mon pal, pick

Purpose of Plan Reviews s one!

ﬁAMNED
if you do
Match Situation

w/ Standards
Shares Experiences

Some Choices are Tough!

APPA Institute
Developing & Using Campus Standards

Ha, ha Biff.
Guess what?

Benefits of Plan Reviews I'm going to the vet to get

tutored!

Involve Stakeholders
Ensures Quality
Establish Expectations
Verify Results
Develops Process




How many have a planreview process?
How effective is it?

What problems do you encounter?
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UT Austin Case Stud

Kate Haenchen

5+/- Staff are designated:

“Plan Review Team”
Responsible for plan reviews in
their “field of expertise”

Emphasize collaboration

In place for 3+ years

< 5% construction change
orders

“Page turning” sessions

Other suggestions?

69
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- Mandated / Sanctioned
from top

- Expectations clearly
delineated

- Process benefits participants

- Front line
input/empowerment

- Follow-up

- Collaborative environment

« Training 2X annually

What, me worry?

How do you track comments?

How effective is it?

71

1013008 A B o ———

NO COMMENTS FROM
FACILITIES OPERATIONS -

GaEnGsT | 1]

CRANEINGS

END OF UsT




Schematic Design Package
Review Comments

: Greg Johnson Date: 8727107

Company: Newcomb & Boyd From: Bill Chatfield
Suite 525 ‘Address: Emory University
303 Peachtree Center Ave, NE 301 FM Drive
Alanta, GA 30303-1277 Atlanta, GA 30322

Emory Project Clinic Utiities Relocation

Emory Project # | 803620

Emory Building 1D | /a

#

Date
item Sheet/ Spec Action
No. | From Date Rec'd | # Response. Required
S5 1 | R Manchester | 173 T Examplo T

SD2 | TBozeman | 11307 | S3.1 Example Text
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Does this mean that these
standards are etched in
stone?

APPA Institute
Developing & Using Campus Standards

Standards Utilization

- Guide Only
* Oops list/hot buttons
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Standards Utilization

- Doesn’t Relieve
Consultants

« Codes
« Standard of Care

« Professional Judgment

« Professional Duty
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Should Deviations be Allowed?

If so...

Under What Conditions?

ILLINOIS 55 s s
£
VARIANCE PROCESS e

VARIANCE PROCESS

Univ. of lllinois Variance Process
http://fs.illinois.edu/resources/facilities-standards/variance-process

JATAEH

78




Facilities Management DEVIATION REQUEST FORM
Design & Construction

Iustication for Deviation Reauet: (attach sddtonal pagels) 5 needed) st Tous
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What Challenges do They say you're til
We Face? " gtandarcn.

They want redundant
roofs.

Technology

* WiFi

< AV

New Learning Pedagogies

Advancements in
Products

Enforcement

- Commissioning Agent!

APPA Institute

Developing & Using Campus Standards

Wh Aren It They say yo_u’re still
They Followed? " tandarde.

They want redundant
roofs.

Too Long

Too Detailed

Can Override Design
Ideas

Can Deflect Liability

Might Be Outdated
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Ensure Compliance?

Contractual Obligation
Shared Cost

Be Reasonable

Don’t Use as
Specifications

How Often Should You Update?

83
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Updates

Continuous

Semi-Annual
Annual
Formal vs. Informal




CHANGE REQUEST FORM

10 the Ul Design Sandards & Procedures manusl. Piease compiete

Raquestor's First and L
Orparment Narme

Jstification:

Riviamed it Approved for Subsmtts by.
Tiapratans o mprmsn G 40 n Bren v
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This concludes The American Institute of

Architects Continuing Education
Systems Course




