
 
	  

Methods	  	  
 

The	  City	  and	  County	  of	  San	  Francisco,	  through	  
their	  CAPSS	  project,	  have	  a	  private	  school	  
working	  group	  to	  collect	  informa?on	  on	  each	  
private	  school	  and	  charter	  school.	  	  This	  
informa?on	  was	  found	  mostly	  using	  school	  
websites,	  the	  AB300	  list,	  historic	  Sanborn	  maps,	  
and	  building	  permit	  records.	  	  Within	  the	  working	  
group	  is	  the	  private	  school	  structural	  commiFee,	  
which	  uses	  the	  building	  data	  provided	  to	  
es?mate	  the	  earthquake	  safety	  of	  each	  school.	  
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Mo)va)on	  and	  Introduc)on	  	  
	  	  	  	  	  
In	  California,	  the	  laws	  that	  govern	  private	  
school	  buildings	  do	  not	  require	  the	  same	  
seismic	  safety	  standards	  as	  public	  school	  
buildings.	  	  	  
	  

This	  is	  a	  huge	  problem	  in	  San	  Francisco	  because	  
about	  one	  third	  of	  the	  aFend	  private	  schools.	  
Most	  private	  school	  parents	  are	  misinformed	  
about	  the	  earthquake	  safety	  of	  the	  school	  their	  
child	  aFends.	  	  LiFle	  informa?on	  is	  known	  about	  
charter	  schools	  in	  San	  Francisco,	  so	  they	  are	  
being	  categorized	  with	  private	  schools	  when	  
concerned	  with	  seismic	  safety.	  	  	  

 Sanborn maps are used to identify the gravity systems 
of a building as well as the year the building was 
erected.  

Results	  
	  
The	  research	  on	  private	  and	  charter	  schools	  is	  s?ll	  ongoing.	  	  However	  
the	  data	  thus	  far	  confirmed	  the	  belief	  private	  schools	  are	  not	  up	  to	  the	  
same	  seismic	  safety	  standards	  as	  public	  schools.	  	  The	  AB	  300	  iden,fies	  
suspect	  unsafe	  public	  school	  buildings.	  	  The	  survey	  was	  applied	  to	  
private	  schools	  to	  compare	  private	  schools	  and	  public	  schools.	  
	  
	  
	  	  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
	  
	  
For	  the	  purpose	  of	  the	  working	  group	  unknowns	  are	  just	  as	  dangerous	  
as	  buildings	  that	  meet	  the	  AB300	  list	  criteria.	  

Conclusion 
	  

At	  the	  end	  of	  2013,	  San	  Francisco	  Mayor	  Edwin	  Lee	  will	  receive	  a	  report	  
from	  the	  private	  school	  working	  group	  giving	  recommenda?ons.	  One	  of	  
these	  recommenda?ons	  will	  be	  a	  mandatory	  seismic	  evalua?on	  for	  all	  
private	  schools.	  	  
	  	  	  	  	  
All	  children	  are	  en?tled	  to	  equal	  protec?on,	  and	  parents	  have	  the	  right	  
to	  know	  the	  structural	  condi?on	  of	  the	  school	  building	  in	  which	  they	  
place	  their	  child.	  
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