Court Facilities Advisory Committee
Annual Agenda—2016
Approved by E&P: April 14, 2016

ADVISORY BODY INFORMATION

Chair:

Hon. Brad R. Hill, Administrative Presiding Justice, Court of Appeal, Fifth Appellate District

Staff:

Ms. Kelly Quinn, Principal Manager for Business and Planning, Capital Program, Judicial Council

Advisory Body’s Charge:

Per Rule 10.62 that was adopted by the Judicial Council on February 20, 2014, the committee makes recommendations to the Judicial
Council concerning the judicial branch capital program for the trial and appellate courts.

Advisory Body’s Membership:

Currently, there are a total of 21 members. Please see the attached Court Facilities Advisory Committee roster. Per Rule 10.62, the
committee must include at least one member from each of the categories below. Presently, the composition of the committee is as follows:

Appellate court justice — 2 members

Appellate court clerk/administrator — 1 member

Superior court judge — 8 members

Court executive officer — 3 members

Lawyer — 2 members

Local government official or administrator — 1 member

Public member with expertise in real estate acquisition, construction, architecture, or cost estimating, or facilities management and
operations — 2 members

The chair and vice-chair of the Trial Court Facility Modification Advisory Committee, as non-voting members — 2 members




Subcommittees:

Courthouse Cost Reduction Subcommittee (CCRS) — Hon. Jeffrey W. Johnson, Chair
CCRS Workgroups (by topic): Courtroom Standards, First vs. Long-term O&M Costs, and Courthouse Security —
Hon. Jeffrey W. Johnson, Chair

Independent Outside Oversight Consultant (I00C) Subcommittee — Hon. Patricia M. Lucas, Chair

Subcommittee on Courthouse Names — Hon. Keith D. Davis, Chair

Advisory Body’s Key Objectives for 2016:

The key objectives are the projects listed below.




ADVISORY BODY PROJECTS

implementation of
recommendations of the
Independent Oversight
Consultant (10C)

Origin of Project: Court Facilities Advisory
Committee

Resources: Same as above

Key Objective Supported: This project is a key
objective.

# | Project Priority Specifications Completion Describe End
Date/Status Product/
Outcome of
Activity
1.| Review of Judicial 1 Judicial Council Direction: All projects support Ongoing, as needed | Reviews of
Council-approved 2006-2012 Strategic Plan Goal: Goal VI, A - courthouse projects
courthouse construction Facilities Infrastructure in relation to
anld tfe”OtV atlor!Iplr)(;Jel():ts dm t 1. Provide and maintain safe, dignified, and budget. Su(tj)ng_lt
relation to avaiiable budge fully functional facilities for conducting recommendations
and recommend how to . for Judicial Council
court business. ) )
proceed consideration on
2. Provide judicial branch facilities that how projects should
accommodate the needs of all court users, proceed with
as well as those of justice system partners available budgets.
Origin of Project: Court Facilities Advisory
Committee
Resources: Coordination through Lead Staff to the
Court Facilities Advisory Committee, Kelly Quinn,
Judicial Council, Capital Program
Contact: 818-558-3078; Kelly.Quinn@jud.ca.gov
Key Objective Supported: This project is a key
objective.
2.| Review and monitor 1 Judicial Council Direction: Same as above Ongoing Review and monitor

implementation of
I0C
recommendations.




Court Facility Modification
Advisory Committee and
the Judicial Council on the
effort to seek additional
funding for existing
courthouse operations,
maintenance, and facility
modifications

Origin of Project: Court Facilities Advisory
Committee

Resources: Same as above

Key Objective Supported: This project is a key
objective.

Project Priority Specifications Completion Describe End
Date/Status Product/

Outcome of
Activity

.| Oversee Judicial Council’s | 1 Judicial Council Direction: Same as above Ongoing Oversight of
process for and progress in o _ . _ reductions to
reducing courthouse Orlgln'of Project: Court Facilities Advisory courthouse project
project costs Committee costs. Submit

recommendations
o . o Judicial Council
Key Objective Supported: This project is a key consideration
objective. '

.| Coordinate with Executive | 1 Judicial Council Direction: Same as above Ongoing Funding for the
and Planning Committee - _ . _ Judicial Branch
and the Judicial Council to Origin of Project: Court Facilities Advisory Capital Program.
provide funding for the Committee Submit
Judicial Branch Capital recommendations

o . o Judicial Council
Key Objective Supported: This project is a key consideration
objective. '

.| Coordinate with the Trial 1 Judicial Council Direction: Same as above Ongoing Additional funding

for existing
courthouse
operations,
maintenance, and
facility
modifications.




1. STATUS OF 2015 PROJECTS

# Project Completion Date/Status

1. | Review of Judicial Council-approved courthouse construction and | Ongoing, as needed
renovation projects in relation to available budget and recommend
how to proceed

2. | Review and monitor recommendations of the Independent Ongoing
Oversight Consultant

3. | Oversee Judicial Council’s process for and progress in reducing Ongoing
courthouse project costs

4. | Coordinate with Executive and Planning Committee and the Ongoing
Judicial Council to provide funding for the Judicial Branch
Capital Program

5. | Coordinate with the Trial Court Facility Modification Advisory Ongoing
Committee and the Judicial Council on the effort to seek
additional funding for existing courthouse operations,
maintenance, and facility modifications

6. | Review and approve a catalog of courtroom layouts for Completed. Judicial Council adopted the Catalog of Courtroom
recommendation of adoption by the Judicial Council Layouts for California Trial Courts on June 26, 2015

7. | Review and approve a facilities water conservation policy for Completed. The CFAC reviewed and approved the policy on
adoption by the Judicial Council May 15, 2015. Subsequently, and as recommended by the

Facilities Policies Working Group, the Judicial Council
adopted the Water Conservation Policy on June 26, 2015

8. | Review and approve a courthouse naming request for the new Completed. Judicial Council adopted the courthouse naming
courthouse under construction in the City of Los Banos for the request on August 21, 2015

Superior Court of Merced County, for recommendation of
adoption by the Judicial Council




9. | Review and approve a courthouse naming request for the existing, | Completed. Judicial Council adopted the courthouse naming
unnamed courthouse in the City of Roseville for the Superior request on October 27, 2015
Court of Placer County, for recommendation of adoption by the
Judicial Council

10. | Review a policy for limiting the acceptance and purchasing of art | Completed. The CFAC reviewed and approved the policy on

for court facilities for adoption by the Judicial Council

July 16, 2015. Subsequently, and as recommended by the
Facilities Policies Working Group, the Judicial Council
adopted the Judicial Council Policy Limiting the Acceptance
and Purchasing of Art for Court Facilities on December 11,
2015




V. SUBCOMMITTEES

Subcommittees: Note: Each subcommittee is only composed of members of the Court Facilities Advisory Committee.

Subcommittee name: Courthouse Cost Reduction Subcommittee (CCRS)

Purpose of subcommittee: The subcommittee was created with the purpose of proposing further cost reductions to the SB 1407 program. In
October 2012, the Judicial Council directed that the subcommittee should oversee and have direct implementation authority to mandate
project cost reductions for all capital-outlay projects in design managed by the judicial branch. The subcommittee is currently responsible
for the review of the costs of all courthouse capital projects in design, in an effort to reduce expenditure of public funds without
compromising safety, security, and functionality for the public and the courts.

Number of advisory committee members: 10

Number and description of additional members (not on this advisory committee): None.

Date formed: October 2011

Number of meetings or how often the subcommittee meets: This subcommittee meets approximately seven times per year.
Ongoing or date work is expected to be completed: The work of this subcommittee is ongoing.

Workgroups of the Subcommittee: Courtroom Standards, First vs. Long-term O&M Costs, and Courthouse Security:

CCRS Workgroup name/topic: Courtroom Standards

Purpose of workgroup: To update standards on courtroom design to apply to projects in design phase, to reduce construction costs.
Number of advisory committee members: 8

Number and description of additional members (not on this advisory committee): None.

Date formed: May 2013. This workgroup was approved by the Executive and Planning Committee.

Number of meetings or how often the workgroup meets: This workgroup has met a total of four times.

Ongoing or date work is expected to be completed: A catalog of courtroom layouts was presented to the full advisory committee in
March and December 2014 and in May 2015, prior to its adoption by the Judicial Council in June 2015.




CCRS Workgroup name/topic: First vs. Long-term O&M Costs

Purpose of workgroup: To compare costs of one-time or initial costs to ongoing operations and maintenance costs for informing choices on

courthouse building materials and systems, to reduce construction costs.

Number of advisory committee members: 7

Number and description of additional members (not on this advisory committee): None.

Date formed: May 2013. This workgroup was approved by the Executive and Planning Committee.
Number of meetings or how often the workgroup meets: This workgroup has met a total of two times.

Ongoing or date work is expected to be completed: A pamphlet, titled First Cost and Long-Term Operation and Maintenance Costs,

was approved for production by the CCRS in January 2014.

CCRS Workgroup name/topic: Courthouse Security

Purpose of workgroup: To review security issues in the courthouse construction program, to reduce construction costs.
Number of advisory committee members: 5

Number and description of additional members (not on this advisory committee): None.

Date formed: May 2013. This workgroup was approved by the Executive and Planning Committee.

Number of meetings or how often the workgroup meets: This workgroup has met a total of two times.

Ongoing or date work is expected to be completed: A metric for central holding capacity/cells in new courthouse capital projects was

approved by the CCRS in December 2013.

Subcommittee name: Independent Outside Oversight Consultant (IOOC) Subcommittee

Purpose of subcommittee: The subcommittee was created with the purpose of overseeing the procurement of the independent outside
oversight consultant that would review and assess the judicial branch’s courthouse construction program. The subcommittee has been

responsible for all processes involved with the outside consultant’s procurement, including the final selection, the review and endorsement
of the report findings and recommendations, and the review of the policies, procedures, and guidelines created by the Judicial Council in

response to the report findings and recommendations.
Number of advisory committee members: 5
Number and description of additional members (not on this advisory committee): None.




Subcommittee name: Independent Outside Oversight Consultant (IOOC) Subcommittee, continued

Date formed: August 2011

Number of meetings or how often the subcommittee meets: This subcommittee meets approximately two times per year.
Ongoing or date work is expected to be completed: The work of this subcommittee is ongoing.

Subcommittee name: Subcommittee on Courthouse Names

Purpose of subcommittee: The subcommittee was created to develop a recommended courthouse naming policy to the Judicial Council and
implement the policy as it requires action by the subcommittee.

Number of advisory committee members: 7

Number and description of additional members (not on this advisory committee): None.

Date formed: December 2012

Number of meetings or how often the subcommittee meets: This subcommittee meets as needed and usually between 1-3 times per year.
Ongoing or date work is expected to be completed: The work of this subcommittee is ongoing.




Court Facilities Advisory Committee

As of October 26, 2015

Hon. Brad R. Hill, Chair
Administrative Presiding Justice of the
Court of Appeal, Fifth Appellate District

Hon. Patricia M. Lucas, Vice-Chair
Assistant Presiding Judge of the
Superior Court of California,

County of Santa Clara

Hon. Donald Cole Byrd

Presiding Judge of the

Superior Court of California,
County of Glenn

Mr. Anthony P. Capozzi
Attorney at Law

Mr. Stephan Castellanos, FAIA
Principal Architect

Derivi Castellanos Architects
Former State Architect of California

Hon. Keith D. Davis
Judge of the Superior Court of California,
County of San Bernardino

Hon. Robert D. Foiles
Judge of the Superior Court of California,
County of San Mateo

Ms. Melissa Fowler-Bradley

Court Executive Officer

Superior Court of California,
County of Shasta

Hon. William F. Highberger
Judge of the Superior Court of California,
County of Los Angeles

Hon. Steven E. Jahr (Ret.)
Judge of the Superior Court of California,
County of Shasta

Hon. Jeffrey W. Johnson
Associate Justice of the Court of Appeal,
Second Appellate District, Division One

Hon. Laura J. Masunaga

Presiding Judge of the

Superior Court of California,
County of Siskiyou

Mr. Stephen Nash

Court Executive Officer

Superior Court of California,
County of Contra Costa

Hon. Gary R. Orozco
Judge of the Superior Court of California,
County of Fresno

Hon. David Edwin Power (Ret.)
Judge of the Superior Court of California,
County of Solano

Ms. Linda Romero Soles

Court Executive Officer

Superior Court of California,
County of Merced



Court Facilities Advisory Committee

As of October 26, 2015

Mr. Larry Spikes
County Administrative Officer
County of Kings

Mr. Kevin Stinson

Assistant Clerk Administrator

Court of Appeal, Fourth Appellate District,
Division Three

Mr. Val Toppenberg

Consultant

Former Redevelopment Director for City of
West Sacramento and for City of Merced

Hon. Robert J. Trentacosta
Judge of the Superior Court of California,
County of San Diego

Mr. Thomas J. Warwick, Jr.
Attorney at Law

SUBCOMMITTEES

Courthouse Cost Reduction Subcommittee

Hon. Jeffrey W. Johnson, Chair
Hon. Donald Cole Byrd

Mr. Stephan Castellanos, FAIA
Hon. Keith D. Davis

Ms. Melissa Fowler-Bradley
Hon. William F. Highberger
Hon. Steven E. Jahr (Ret.)

Hon. Gary R. Orozco

Mr. Kevin Stinson

Mr. Thomas J. Warwick, Jr.

Independent Outside Oversight Consultant
(100C) Subcommittee

Hon. Patricia M. Lucas, Chair
Mr. Stephen Nash

Hon. Gary R. Orozco

Hon. David Edwin Power (Ret.)
Mr. Thomas J. Warwick, Jr.

Subcommittee on Courthouse Names

Hon. Keith D. Davis, Chair
Hon. Donald Cole Byrd

Mr. Anthony P. Capozzi

Hon. Jeffrey W. Johnson

Hon. Gary R. Orozco

Hon. David Edwin Power (Ret.)
Mr. Thomas J. Warwick, Jr.



