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BUILDING INSPECTION OFFICE (BIO) SCOPE AND AHJ AUTHORITY

r A
STANFORD UNIVERSITY
1 Ar> SLAC National Accelerator Laboratory
) b W Operated by Stanford University for the U.S. Department of Energy

NATIOMNAL ACCELERATOR LABORATORY

DOE Order 420.1C, Chqg. 3 (LtdChg) - Facility Safety (11/14/2019)
Site Compliance Plan (Final Rev, 1/12/2021)

420.1C REQUIREMENT METHOD OF COMPLIANCE
Facilities, and major modifications thereto, Requirements for conventional and
must be constructed to meet applicable codes experimental project code compliance
and standards that are in effect when design review are found in ESH Manual
criteria are approved. Other facility changes Chapter 1 General Policies and
must meet the most recent applicable codes Responsibilities, and the Chapter 1
and standards to the extent determined by the Project Review Procedure.
authority having jurisdiction (AHJ).
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_BUILDING INSPECTION OFFICE (BIO) SCOPE AND AHJ AUTHORITY
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HATIONAL ACCELERATOR LABORATORY

ENVIRONMMENT, SAFETY & HEALTH DIVISION
Chapter 1. General Policy and Responsibilities

ESH Project Review Procedure
Product 1D: 476 | Revision ID: 1741 | Date published: 27 May 2015 |
Date effective; 27 May 2015

URL: hitpi/www-group,slac stanford edueshf/eshmanualreferences/
eshProcedProjectReview. pdf

1 Purpose

The purpose of this procedure is to ensure that the environment, safety, and

health (ESH) aspects of project activities are adequately identified and mitigated

before projects are authorized and released. The goals of this procedure are to

1 Establish a uniform process of project reviews

2 Establish consistent thresholds for a graded approach

3. Clarify and streamline the structure and process of reviews

a4 Provide a framework that fosters timely and adequate planning and
support to project sponsars

This procedure covers the three main elements of the review process:

- Threshold and applicability determination

- Experimental project review

. Conventional project review

This procedure applies to line management, responsible persons, ESH
coordinators, and reviewers involved in the proposal, review, and approval of
project (experimental and conventional) activities at SLAC.

2 Roles and Responsibilities

2.1 Line Management
. Supports the implementation of this procedure throughout the organization
. Ensures that adequate resources are allocated to supporting projects

- Sets the tone to enable/promote self-policing of process/voluntary
compliance/self-governance

COORDINATED AUTHORITIES. CLEAR PROCESSES. SAFE, COMPLIANT PROJECTS.

1 Mew construction projects and facilities modifications are reviewed
| for hazards and risks and o ensure the appropriate ESH requirements

DOE ORDER 420.1C, CHG. 3 (LTDCHG) -

FACILITY SAFETY (11/14/2019)

STANFORD UNIVERSITY
SLAC NATIONAL ACCELERATOR LABORATORY

Operated by Stanford University for the
U.S. Department of Energy

DOE Order 420.1C, Chg. 3 (LtdChg) —
Facility Safety (11/14/2019)
Site Compliance Plan (Final Rev, 1/12/2021)

4
SLAC INJURY AND ILLNESS
PREVENTION PROGRAM

7.4 New Construction and Facilities
Modifications Design Review

are intagrated into the planned project er facility. ESH requirements
are identified through the Project ESH Review Process and are
incorporated into the design. This process criginates from ESH
Manual Chapter 1, “General Policy and Responsibilities®. ESH
Division professionals are assigned review and concurrence authority
in all four phases of project design: conceptual design, preliminary
design, final design, and construction inspection (refer to Section 8,
“Hazard Control and Abatement”, of this Plan.

References:
=  ESH Manual Chapter 1, "General Policy and Responsibilitias"

= ESH Manual Chapter 12, "Fire and Life Safefy”

September 2025 SLAC-I-720-0421B-001-R0O18 17




Building Inspection Office (BIO) Scope And AHJ Authority

BIO COORDINATION AND
STAKEHOLDER INTEGRATION AT SLAC

The Building Inspection Office (BIO) serves as the central Authority Having Jurisdiction (AHJ)
coordinating project review, code compliance, inspections, and stakeholder alignment.
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SLACcF?

BUILDING INSPECTION OFFICE
AHJ « REVIEW « INSPECT « APPROVE

PROCUREMENT F&O

FIRE MARSHAL CONTRACTORS

ENGINEERING STAFF

COLLABORATION SUCCESS

COMMUNICATION |

COMPLIANCE

Table 1 — Building Ins

ection Office Plan Review Matrix

ENTITY PERFORMING REVIEW

NFPA
CODES

CBC
CcrPC
cMC

" Access
NFPA S CAL/OS
7 CA FIRE -ibility | 29 CFR 1910, HA CCR

NEC CODE 1926 (OSHA) Title 8

OTHER
REVIEW

BIO Plan Reviewers
M. Matthews, K. Brenton, 4 Leaf SME

X

X X X X

X3A45.13,
14

Fire Marshal Office —
R. Kerwin, S. Coleman,
T. Bermudez, 4 Leaf SME,

X!

X X X?

X7

Explosives Safety
lan Evans

Electrical Systems — NFPA 70
D. Stickney, L. Primas

Electrical Safety Officer - NFPA 70E
K. Jobe, L. Primus

Electrical Power Department QA/QC

A, Krishna

Structural Review
B. Brunette, 4 Leaf SME -K Chen

X}

Pressure Systems Program
Manuel Gonzalez

Construction and Industrial Safety
G. Johnson,

X (1910 &
1926)

Industrial Hygiene
M. McDaniel, R. Razik

X (1910 &
1926)

Air Quality
P. Cable, M. Coladonato

XeX7

Hazardous Materials
A. Alexiev

X*

Waste Management
A. Alexiev, A Leung

X 16467,
9

‘Waste Minimization
M. DeCamara, C. Daqgiq

X2

Environmental Compliance
M. Coladonato, H. Benz

X

Radiation Protection
H. Brogonia, J. Blaha, J. Liu

X4

OSHA
G. Johnson, R. Razik

NEPA
M. Grooms, M. Coladonato

Plants/Wildlife
M. Coladonato

o1 AL
G

Wastewater and Storm Water
(SWPPP)
H. Beaz

Spill Prevention Controls and
Countermeasures
C. Dagiq

X1




WHAT IS AN AHJ?

DOE STANDARD
FIRE PROTECTION

U.S. Department of Energy
Washington, DC 20585

.

NOT MEASUREMENT

SENSITIVE

DOE-STD-1066-2016
December 2016

Superseding
DOE-STD-1066-2012

DISTRIBUTION STATEMENT A. Approved for public release; distribution is unlimited.

AUTHORITY HAVING JURISDICTION (AHJ):

An ...individual responsible for enforcing the
requirements of a code...

...In DOE the head of field element is the AHJ, but...
...routine activities (code interpretation and code
enforcement) can be assigned to a contractor.

A

(N

BUILDING CODE OFFICIAL (OR BUILDING OFFICIAL):
The officer... ... charged with the administration and
enforcement of the building code... ... The DOE

head of field element or designee is the Building

Code Official, unless otherwise directed by the
Cognizant Secretarial Officer.

B
e NS ‘ @ CLEAR AUTHORITIES. SHARED RESPONSIBILITIES. SAFE, COMPLIANT PROJECTS. ﬂ



DIFFERENCE WITH QA/QC vs. BUILDING INSPECTION OFFICE

N

QUALITY ASSURANCE / QUALITY CONTROL (QA/QC)

QA/QC is the project team’s process for making sure work is completed
correctly and meets project specifications, engineering requirements,
and contract documents. It is typically performed by the

contractor, engineer, or owner’s quality team and focuses on
workmanship, testing, and performance.

BUILDING INSPECTION OFFICE (BIO)

The Building Inspection Office (BIO) acts as the Authority Having Jurisdiction
(AHJ) and verifies that construction complies with adopted building, fire,
accessibility, electrical, mechanical, and plumbing codes, as well as the
approved construction documents. BIO inspections focus on life safety,
code compliance, and public safety requirements required by law.

\
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CLEAR ROLES. SHARED GOAL: SAFE, COMPLIANT, SUCCESSFUL PROJECTS.



BIO WEBSITE

YOUR CENTRAL RESOURCE FOR BIO INFORMATION AND PROCESSES

BIO REVIEW AND AUTHORIZATION MANUAL

- . . Buildi | cti Offi
Policies, procedures, guidance, and reguirements PRI A RCCHA SIS Building Inspection Office
for project reviews and authorizations. | Chemical Management The ESH Building Inspection Office (BIO) provides review, oversight, and authorization for
, construction, medifications, renowvations, demolitions, use, occupancy, alteration, and retro-fits of
Environment Resources all buildings, structures, and areas at SLAC. BIO applies 10 CFR 851, thereby reinforcing SLAC's
ADOPTED CODES AND STANDARDS

Zert : 2 i commitment to safeguard its employees, scientists, visitors, and infrastructure.
SLAC's adopted building, fire, mechanical, electrical, ISEMS

4 i Contact: Cheryl Nadler Mark Matthews
plumbing, and accessibility codes and standards.

Occupational Health Center

* Structural &

e = b BIO Documents Internal SLAC files
= BIO PROCESS REVIEW TRIGGERS Raciation Frotaction
P — These files ore publicly available. These files are the internal SLAC site. SLAC log-in
o Determine when BIO review and permits are required.
: p— 5 3 P = BIO: Project Review and Autharization
required for your project. | Manual (RAAM) [pdf] January 2026 Handouts, Code Interpretations, and
* = RAM Update Presentation [pdf] February Other Documents
| 2025
SME MATRIX = BIO Plan Review Process Changes [pdf] May = ALMII:“‘
Subject Matter Expert (SME) contact information 2024 *  Building
= = = Electrical &
for plan reviews and technical support. ARt i
— — _ —_—, » Adopted Codes Tables [pdf] January 2026 * Inspections &
ES&H MANUAL = BIO/Fire Inspection Flow Chart [pdf] March * Mechanical &
i 2022 “ ing &
Environment, Safety & Health Manual and Parking
. i = BIQ/FMO Inspection Request Procedures * Plan Check &
applicable requirements. (pdf) March 2022 E 7Plumbingﬁ
——— = = - BIO Review Flow Chart [pdf) e —
= BIO Process Review Process Triggers [pdf]
PLAN REVIEW SYSTEM (PRS} (part of the ESHV';'hU:esf:o.rd Rew':agl;?npﬁsted * ERSSystam’¥
. . . B = SAof EE &
Submit projects, track reviews, respond to comments, separately here) January 2025 S%ﬁ
- = ' a - Clence
and manage apprO\J’al$ in PRS. BIO SME Matrix Table [pdf] April 2026 L=

Programs (ESH Manual)

Z 2 R
HANDOUTS AND CODE INTERPRETATIONS | = Eire and Life Safety (Chapter 12) BIQ Tearn Working Site @ (restricted access to
Helpful handouts, guidance documents. and code - ﬁeneral Policy and Responsibilities (Chapter BIO Team)
interpretations for common questions. « Subcontractor Safety (Chapter 42)
SINGLE SOURCE. NOT SURE WHERE TO START?
@ CURRENT INFORMATION. VISIT THE Bl_o WE_BSITE TODAY Check the BIO Process Review Triggers
BETTER PROJECTS. Building Inspection Office | Environment Safety & Health or contact the BIO team for guidance.



https://esh.slac.stanford.edu/bio#top--7nJNkLo0YXg
https://esh.slac.stanford.edu/bio

PLAN REVIEW TRIGGERS

ENVIRONMENT SAFETY AND HEALTH DIVISION BUILDING INSPECTION OFFICE
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NATIONAL ACCELERATOR LABORATORY

&
GENERAL ASPECTS OF A PROJECT THAT TRIGGER BIO REVIEW

Construction, enlargement, alteration, moving, or demolishing a building or structure

Any element under review that has a known code violation (as an existing condition)

A change of character, use or occupancy of a space, building, parking lot, road, or structure
Tents, temporary structures, and membrane structures, including construction trailers and fences
Excavations, grading, and fill, or other earth moving activities

SLAC-I-730-2A24Z-001-R0O12

Partitions greater than 5'9”

Installations or modifications of science and experimental equipment as follows: BIO review and authorization
ENVIRONMENT SAFETY AND HEALTH DIVISION required for the attachment/support/interface of the equipment and devices to building structures and building systems

Q000000

BUILDING INSPECTION OFFICE Installation or alteration of a chemical or biological laboratory

Installation, alteration, repair, or replacement of pressure vessel, cryogenic, vacuum, or compressed gas systems

Project Review and Authorization Manual
Initial installation or modification of piping or tubing used to deliver highly toxic or reactive (for example, unstable,

pyrophoric, water reactive) fluids (gaseous or liquid) from a source container to the process/research equipment

00

AMERICANS WITH DISABILITIES ACT ASPECTS THAT TRIGGER BIO REVIEW

Additions to or alteration of any accessible element, including paths of travel, ramps, walkways, doors,
restroom facilities, exit paths, parking lots, sidewalks, stairs, required signage, elevators, break rooms,

)

December 3, 2018 SLAC.-TA0-2AZLZ-001-R0O12 Page S of 38

kitchenettes, or new elements

These triggers help determine NOT SURE?

REFER TO THE BIO REVIEW AND AUTHORIZATION MANUAL
for complete policies, procedures, and requirements.

Check the BIO Process Review Triggers
or contact the BIO team for guidance.

when BIO review and authorization
are required for your project.
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ENVIROMMENT, SAFETY & HEALTH DIVISION

ESH MANUAL CHAPTER 1
PROJECT REVIEW PROCEDURE

PURPOSE

Ensure that ESH aspects of project activities
are adequately identified and mitigated
before projects are authorized and released.

&

Project Manager, PM Engineers, BIO/ESH,
SMEs, and Stakeholders

THIS PROCEDURE COVERS
* Threshold & applicability determination

* Experimental project review
= Conventional project review

* Line management, responsible persons,
ESH coordinators, and reviewers

@ REVIEW TIME GUIDELINES

o Initial Review 5 DAYS
[i:°]
O Backcheck 2 — 3 DAYS

COLLABORATE EARLY.

SUBMIT RIGHT. KEEP PROJECTS MOVING.

()

Input from ESH
coordinator, applicable
committees or other
resources

B Project
Initiated

Line ORG/
Requester

CONVENTIONAL PROJECT REVIEW PROCESS

Rewv. 3/27/2021

Yes+®

Approve
Changes

PM Engineers

Initiate project in BIO

Revise design

Yes
Scope
change?

PROJECT Changes to des?;:e;:ics Plan Review System and resolve
MANAGER approved ani l;udget s issues
construction
documents
i
i Yes
1
! v
ESH, SME input L--b{ Project accepted
as needed BIO authorization
= to proceed;
BIO / ESH Open S No—p|  construction

Submit as a

Review by

assigned SMEs

child to parent
Project in PRS

and stakeholders

permit card

Comments, issues,
contingencies
documented

Approval from applicable
committee or authority
as reguired

—— Process flow

®

»> Information / input
flow

Authorization issued;
permit card required
before construction

Deliverables /
documentation

@




REASONS FOR SUBMISSION DELAYS < az o

P B P Ap L ABORATORY.
IN APPROVALS

o ~
So's

INCOMPLETE DELAY IN OBTAINING UNREALISTIC EXPEDITED KEEP IT MOVING!
SUBMITTAL PACKAGES APPROVALS TO START REVIEW TIMES REVIEWS
Missing drawings, calculations, Late Building Manager or Submitting with unrealistic Last-minute requests for Submit complete and
specs, narratives, or required Department Head approvals or compressed timelines expedited reviews strain coordinated packages
documents cause rework delay the start of the review creates bottlenecks and resources and extend
and delays. process. manages expectations. processing times.

Plan ahead and allow
realistic review time

o= © O O é ey e
— ®

— quickly and completely
. 7 <

@ Freeze documents

DELAY IN RESPONSE INCOMPLETE SME CHANGING DOCUMENTS CHANGING APPROVED Befors reviaw

TO SME COMMENTS RESPONSES DURING REVIEW DOCUMENTS

Slow responses or missing Responses that lack required Revising documents during Modifying approved documents Fammurisakesaiicar

information keep reviews details or clarification lead to review requires re-review before or after issuance causes @ fte ith all K !';‘ Id
on hold. additional review cycles. and resets the clock. confusion, rework, and delays. often with all stakeholders

. vy

GOOD SUBMITTALS =
@ FASTER APPROVALS @ PLAN AHEAD. SUBMIT RIGHT. STAY ENGAGED. KEEP PROJECTS MOVING.




PROJECT SUCCESS WITH BIO = Az o,

Early Coordination. Clear Communication. Code Compliance. On Time. On Budget.

Engage Early Submit Right Collaborate Build Right Document & Verify

x fes) -
{{c }»% ‘&; 5:@

© rLaAN € DpesiGN © review O construcT © cLoseout
[

& @

ENGAGE BIO EARLY SUBMIT COMPLETE COLLABORATE BUILD RIGHT CLOSE OUT STRONG
PACKAGES THROUGH REVIEW
* Involve BIO during * Follow approved construction * Complete as-builts, test
conceptual and early design * Provide complete drawings, * Respond to SME comments documents reports, and certifications
calculations, specs, and quickly and completely
* |dentify permit triggers, namratives B s e Coordinate inspections * Resolve all BIO comments
i = Keep communication open ;
f:;ﬁ::; ::g RIS « Coordinate with ESH SMEs, in pES : before-workis covered e Final inspections and
F&O, and stakeholders = QA/QC verifies workmanship; approvals
* Prevent redesign, »Mptonprogreasahe BIO verifies code and life
delays, and unexpected * Incomplete packages follow up early STty aoaanGs * Lessons learned for

cause the most delays continuous improvement

impacts

KEY PRINCIPLES FOR PROJECT SUCCESS
. COMMUNICATE PLAN AHEAD & ——] SUBMIT COMPLETE, RESPOND QUICKLY ENSURE CODE ® ® @ WORK TOGETHER
EARLY & OFTEN COORDINATE :0 ACCURATE DOCS TO COMMENTS COMPLIANCE &AW AS ONE TEAM

@ OUR GOAL: SAFE FACILITIES. CODE COMPLIANT. ZERO SURPRISES. PROJECT SUCCESS. CRMF ‘ BULRINGATODAY.



Presenter Notes
Presentation Notes
1. Engage BIO Early in Project Planning
• Bring BIO into the discussion during conceptual and early design phases�• Clarify permit triggers, deferred design items, and code requirements before design completion�• Early coordination prevents redesign, delays, and unexpected construction impacts
2. Submit Complete and Coordinated Packages
• Ensure drawings, calculations, specifications, and narratives are complete before submission�• Coordinate with ESH SMEs, F&O, and stakeholders before PRS upload�• Incomplete packages are one of the biggest causes of review delays
3. Understand What Requires BIO Review
• BIO reviews approved construction documents, design changes, deferred submittals, and permit scope changes�• Routine shop drawings and standard contractor submittals are generally not reviewed unless they modify approved design�• If unsure, ask BIO early
4. Lock the Design Before Construction
• Avoid starting procurement or field work with incomplete design information�• Complete power studies, utility coordination, delegated design requirements, and major engineering decisions early�• Late design changes often create RFIs, PCOs, and schedule impacts
5. Manage RFIs and Design Changes Effectively
• RFIs should clarify approved plans, not redesign the project in the field�• Any change to approved construction documents must return to BIO through PRS as a child project�• Design changes during construction almost always increase cost and schedule risk
6. Coordinate Weekly on Large or Complex Projects
• Hold regular coordination meetings for open RFIs, design changes, inspection hold points, and upcoming work�• Separate technical issue resolution from OAC meetings when needed�• Early communication reduces rework and confusion
7. Know the Difference Between QA/QC and BIO Inspections
• Contractor QA/QC verifies workmanship and specification compliance�• BIO verifies life safety, code compliance, and approved construction document compliance�• Passing QA/QC does not replace required BIO inspections
8. Plan for Inspections Before Work is Covered
• Coordinate inspection hold points early with BIO�• Do not cover work requiring inspection until approved�• Examples include structural elements, fire life safety systems, welding, waterproofing, and Chapter 17 special inspections
Key Takeaway



SPECIAL INSPECTIONS

¢—— WHAT IS IT AND WHY IS IT REQUIRED?

Special inspections are required by CBC Chapter 17 to provide independent verification that specific building
elements and systems are built in accordance with the approved construction documents and applicable codes.
These inspections focus on critical work that is difficult or impossible to verify after it is concealed.

WHY IS IT REQUIRED?

PROTECTS LIFE SAFETY
Verifies that critical building elements are constructed to perform as

designed under normal use and in emergency conditions.

WHAT IS SPECIAL INSPECTION?

Special inspection is the continuous or periodic examination

of specific work by, approved third-party inspectors who
have the training, experience, and certification to verify m
that the work complies with the approved construction e —

documents and applicable codes and standards. Confirms work that will be concealed, embedded, or otherwise

inaccessible can’t be fully evaluated later.

o
g\

lﬁﬁ VERIFIES HIDDEN OR INACCESSIBLE WORK

SPECIAL INSPECTIONS INCLUDE: PERFORMED BY: BRSSO Sl {;OMPL.]ANCE
o Helps ensure compliance with CBC Chapter 17 and referenced

@ Observation of construction activities Approved special standards through independent verification.

inspectors with
& Verification of materials and installation demonstrated @ REDUCES RISK OF FAILURE AND REWORK

Eratarica and ~ Identifies issues early, reducing the risk of structural failures,
@ Performance of tests and measurements certifications in ‘ costly rework, delays, and disputes.
@ Documentation and reporting of results SECCraar R IATE rédq  REQUIRED FOR PROJECT APPROVAL

CBC Section 1704. o Special inspection reports must be submitted to BIO/AHJ.

-ll'i .
Work cannot be concealed until approved.

/ Ensure the long-term safety, durability, and code compliance KEY TAKEAWAY 20 . Y
O THE GOAL Special inspections are a code requirement and an essential partner f'.‘

to BIO inspections in delivering safe, code-compliant buildings.

of SLAC facilities through independent verification of critical work.

€1 A #° NATIONAL ACCELERATOR
Db ™A\ LABORATORY



SPECIAL INSPECTIONS

+— CBC CHAPTER 17 REQUIREMENTS

Special inspections and tests are required in accordance with CBC Chapter 17.

The table below summarizes the types of work that require special inspection or testing.

e - = -~
& & " 3 O =
M. "“!R * S KEY POINTS
(e) (s) T
SOILS CONCRETE CONSTRUCTION STRUCTURAL STEEL MASONRY o Required by
* Fill placement and compaction * Reinforcing steel placement « Welding inspections * Reinforced masonry CBC Chapter 17
* Subgrade preparation ¢ Anchor installation ¢ Bolted connections + Grouting operations
+ Geotechnical observations * Concrete testing » Steel decking » Reinforcement placement o Performed by
« Laboratory testing ¢ Shotcrete + Joists and girders approved special
CBC 1705.6 CBC 1705.3 CBC 1705.2 CBC 1705.4 Inpecions
e / o o 0 o Separate from
BIO inspections
T Eol &
o Reports submitted
WOOD CONSTRUCTION DEEP FOUNDATIONS SEISMIC INSPECTIONS FIRE RESISTIVE SYSTEMS to BIO/AHJ
« High load diaphragms * Driven piles  Structural systems * Fireproofing
* Long span trusses e Drilled piers * Architectural components * Intumescent coatings o Work cannot be
* Mass timber ¢ Helical piles * Mechanical, electrical and * Firestopping concealed until
plumbing anchorage » Fire resistant joints approved
CBC 1705.5 CBC 1705.7 to 1705.9 CBC 1705.13 CBC 1705.15 to 1705.18

@

COMMON SLAC
SPECIAL INSPECTIONS

=

STRUCTURAL

CONCRETE STEEL

L.

/’ S
WELDING

&

FIRESTOPPING

SEISMIC
ANCHORAGE

DEEP
FOUNDATIONS

€1 A #¥ NATIONAL ACCELERATOR

qLF\t LABORATORY




KEY TERMS AND DEFINITIONS

TERM DEFINITION DOES BIO REVIEW?
= Approved Construction The final !EOF: stamped and BIO ameved plans and SIPECIfICE:itIOI"IS authoruze.d for YES — Govemning Documents
0 Documents construction. These are the governing documents for inspections and compliance.
58 : The drawings, specifications, calculations, and supporting information submitted for
=l Construction Documents (CDs) permit and review. Once approved, they become approved construction documents. .
ot Submittal Contractor provided documents showing products, materials, equipment, manufacturer Usually NO unless design
= oI data, and installation information for approval by the design team. changes occur
e Shop Drawinas Detailed contractor or fabricator drawings showing how systems or components will be Usually NO unless they modify
=7 P g fabricated or installed to match approved plans. approved design
Request for Information (RFI) Formal request asking for clarification when plans are unclear, conflicting, or incomplete. Sometlme.s if-design:ancode
compliance changes
Deferred Submittal / Systems intentionally postponed from permit review and approved later by the EOR and : i
® Deferred Design BIO (example: fire alarm, structural steel, delegated engineering). YES - Required BIO Review
8 Delegated Design Engineering performed by a specialty engineer after permit issuance based on YES
abh performance requirements in approved plans.
E=E'} Plan Revision Modification to approved construction documents after permit issuance. YES - Required
= PCO (Potential Change Order) Proposed change to project scope, cost, or schedule before formal change order approval. Pepands-= B0 design orcode
($] changes occur l
m‘ Change Order Formal approved change to contract scope. YES if code or permit scope changes
x Means and Methods Contractor's construction approach, sequencing, or installation method. NO unless it changes design intent
a : :
— Field Change Change made during construction due to unforeseen conditions. Uswally YES It affecting
—_— approved plans
g As Built Drawings Drawings updated to reflect what was actually constructed in the field. May be required at closeout
m Backcheck BIO review of revised plans to verify comments were addressed. YES
. . Inspection by approved third party inspector for CBC Chapter 17 items like welding, .
O\ SpecialInspection bolting, shotcrete, etc. Special inspector reports to the Building Code Official. ¥ES-= BIO avarsignt
@l AD>
od b M COLLABORATION. COMMUNICATION. COMPLIANCE. SUCCESS. 13
NATIONAL ACCELERATOR LABORATORY
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Thank you

For your commitment to safety, compliance, and successful project delivery.
We look forward to partnering with you.

Kevin Brenton
Building Inspection Office

g l A h BIO-Department Head, AHJ Services, CASp #964
P\

E‘:“CL'_E‘ E :: ﬂ L}, i\ZIA RV R EAL k m: (408) 472-9105

SLAC National Accelerator Laboratory | Menlo Park, CA

7\

e: brentonk@slac.stanford.edu

o
"‘ COLLABORATION ") COMMUNICATION @ COMPLIANCE ;./ SUCCESS
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