
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

SPECSINTACT Interagency Configuration, Control and
 
Coordinating Board Meeting
 

Washington, D.C.
 
7-8 December 1999
 

Attendees: 
Miguel A. Morales, NASA 
Steven P. Freitas, USACE – Sacramento District 
Jim Quinn, USACE 
Jim Whitehead, SPECSINTACT 
Pat Robinson, SPECSINTACT 
Calvin Crofford, Navy - LANTDIV 
Rick Waller, Navy - LANTDIV 
Ed Gallaher, Navy - LANTDIV 
Carl Kersten, Navy 
Rick Dahnke, USACE 
Thomas Hinshaw, NASA 
Mohsen Athari, NAVFAC 
Charles Baldi, USACE 
Sherry Gebhardt, NASA 

Introduction – Miguel Morales, NASA 

•	 Recognized the accomplishments of the SPECSINTACT Development Team working with 
limited personnel resources. 

•	 Referred to recent budgetary constraints that would limit the amount of SPECSINTACT 
development that can be performed in the future. 

•	 Indicated that some overhead rates are no longer covered by other fund sources under the 
new SPECSINTACT contract, Joint Base Operations Support Contract (J-BOSC), and that 
this will impact the schedules of future development work. 

SPECSINTACT Accomplishments – Pat Robinson, SPECSINTACT Development Team 

•	 Enumerated SPECSINTACT software releases since previous board meeting: four releases 
via NIBS Construction Criteria Base CD, and three additional releases via the 
SPECSINTACT World Wide Web site. 

•	 Described corrections and enhancements to the SPECSINTACT Software since the last 
meeting, including substantial changes to support the new, unified submittal format. 

•	 Miguel Morales pointed out that the eventual goal of the Board was to standardize the 
construction specifications used for all three agencies, and urged that the agencies work 
toward this goal. 

Budget Issues – Miguel Morales, NASA 

Miguel Morales described software development limitations imposed by the current 
SPECSINTACT budget, and mentioned the need to increase programming resources in the 
SPECSINTACT department. The board members approved an annual budget increase subject 
to each (member) agency approval. 

Review Software Change Requests – Pat Robinson and Jim Whitehead, SPECSINTACT 
Development Team 

•	 Presented for the Board’s consideration 14 new Change Requests 



 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 
 

•	 The board approved or conditionally approved eight of the Change Requests, while rejecting 
or deferring the remaining six. 

•	 Change Request Evaluations (PDF) 

Action: The SPECSINTACT Development Team will write a description of 
SPECSINTACT installation problems caused by DOD security changes, as well as a 
description of steps necessary to correct this problem. 

Action: Mohsen Athari, United States Navy, will ensure that this description is 
forwarded to all Navy agencies using SPECSINTACT. 

Demonstration of SPECSINTACT Version 3 – Jim Whitehead, SPECSINTACT Development 
Team 

•	 Demonstrated new functionality and ease of use. 
•	 Discussed suggestions for enhancements that might be incorporated into the software before 

its official release next year. 
•	 Solicited feedback from the board on the possible inclusion of new capabilities in the 

software. 

Demonstration of DrawSpec Software developed by Navy LANTDIV – Calvin Crofford and 
Rick Waller, United States Navy, LANTDIV 

•	 Described history of DrawSpec since 1996, when LANTDIV began working on it. 
•	 Demonstrated current DrawSpec software, which lacks an automatic link between CAD 

software and SPECSINTACT. 
•	 Described tasks currently performed manually, and suggested improvements to 

SPECSINTACT for automating these tasks. 
•	 Miguel Morales pointed out that Tailoring Options were developed to provide a link between 

CAD Software and SPECSINTACT, and that using Tailoring Options to provide this link 
would also allow automatic Specification pre-editing based on components identified in CAD 
drawings. 

Action: The SPECSINTACT Development Team will enhance SPECSINTACT to allow 
creating a new Job or adding Specification Sections to an existing Job based on a list 
of Section numbers generated by DrawSpec. This will be done in such a way as to not 
preclude possible future enhancements to pre-edit the Sections based on list of key 
words supplied for each Section. 

Action: LANTDIV will evaluate the current SPECSINTACT Tailoring Option capability to 
determine whether Tailoring Options are suitable for use as DrawSpec key words, so 
as to allow Section tailoring based on DrawSpec key words. 

Single Master Reference List – Jim Quinn, USACE, Miguel Morales, NASA, Pat Robinson, 
SPECSINTACT Development Team 

•	 Described the potential advantages to the SPECSINTACT funding agencies if all three 
agencies supported and made full use of the Single Master Reference List (SMRL) that is 
currently maintained and used by the Army Corps of Engineers. 

•	 Discussed the possible use and limitations of the Index of Industry Standards. 
•	 All three agencies discussed the frequency of updates to and reviews of the Specification 

Sections. Navy and NASA stated that they had never experienced significant problems due to 
out-of-date publication references in a Section. 



 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 
 

Action: Jim Quinn, Army will verify the cost required for Information Handling
 
Services (IHS) to update and maintain the SMRL.
 

Action: Tom Hinshaw, NASA will coordinate and schedule in January a teleconference 
with representatives from all three agencies to discuss the issue of SPECSINTACT 
funding being used to update and maintain the SMRL. 

CCB Update – Earl Kennett, NIBS 

•	 Discussed design issues and the availability of the Whole Building Design Guide, at 
http:://www.wbdg.org/ 

•	 Emphasized the importance of developing and using standards to facilitate links between 
written specifications and drawings. 

Specification Standardization Issues, Round Table 

•	 Discussed obstacles to specification standardization, and ways to overcome these obstacles 

Action: Tom Hinshaw, NASA will coordinate and schedule in January a teleconference 
with representatives from all three agencies to review the document he compiled 
regarding Uniform Section Numbers and Titles. 

Action: As an experiment, NASA Centers will undertake one or two design projects 
using Navy and/or Army Specifications. 

Demonstration of Web-based SPECSINTACT Technical Support Using Microsoft 
Netmeeting® – Pat Robinson, SPECSINTACT Development Team 

•	 Demonstrated feasibility of web-based support, which was well received by the Board. 
•	 Discussed issues of providing such support and training, in addition to current methods. 

Action: Sherry Gebhardt, NASA and Tom Hinshaw, NASA will contact the Agency 
Chief Information Officer (CIO) in Cleveland to discuss security issues raised by the 
use of Netmeeting for customer support. 

SPECSINTACT Editors: SI Editor and WordSpec – Round Table 

•	 It was agreed that both Editors serve important purposes for SPECSINTACT, and that 
SPECSINTACT users should be aware that WordSpec was designed as an alternate 
SPECSINTACT Editor, and not as a substitute for the SPECSINTACT software. 

•	 WordSpec limitations were discussed, including the inability to use Tailoring Options, or any 
other feature that would require more than two Word styles to be active at one time. 

Action: Jim Whitehead will draft and circulate a note describing WordSpec’s 
limitations, as well as its intended function as an alternate SPECSINTACT Editor. 

Amendments – Steve Freitas, USACE, Sacramento District 

•	 Need the capability of printing a given page by specifying the page number. SPECSINTACT 
has been historically inaccurate in printing a specified page number. 

•	 Need a Job property that specifies whether a Job has been amended. 
•	 For Electronic Bid Sets, need to be able to create and view multiple versions of PDF files, 

with each version representing a separate amendment. 

http:http:://www.wbdg.org


 

 

 

 
 

Action: The SPECSINTACT Development Team will correct SPECSINTACT’s inability 
to print a specified Specification page number, and will incorporate the requested 
enhancements into the 32-bit version of the SPECSINTACT software. 

SPECSINTACT Beta Testing – Jim Whitehead, SPECSINTACT Development Team 

•	 Described plan to bring interested users to Kennedy Space Center January 26-28, 2000 for 
extensive testing of the new SPECSINTACT software. The SPECSINTACT Development 
Team is seeking any interested individuals, either from the public or private sector, to 
participate in this testing period. Testers will have the opportunity to help correct deficiencies 
in software functions that are important to them, as well the opportunity to influence the 
direction of future improvements. Testers should be familiar with the use of the 
SPECSINTACT software, and should plan to bring actual SPECSINTACT work to be 
completed during the testing period. 

•	 Described additional internal SPECSINTACT quality assurance methods, including code 
reviews, internal testing, and user beta testing 

•	 Discussed additional user beta testing planned prior to official release of the new 
SPECSINTACT software, including off-site private beta testing, as well as public beta testing. 

Action: The SPECSINTACT Development Team will send e-mail notification of the 
planned KSC testing to representatives from all three governing agencies. 

Action: Representatives from the three governing agencies will notify the 
SPECSINTACT Development Team of the individuals who will attend the KSC testing 
sessions. Any other individuals wishing to attend should send e-mail to 
SPECSINTACT, at specsintact@ksc.nasa.gov. 

Wrap-Up – Miguel Morales, NASA, and Pat Robinson, SPECSINTACT Development Team 

It was agreed to hold the next SI-CCCB meeting June 13-15, 2000, in Washington, D.C. 

mailto:specsintact@ksc.nasa.gov
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Status of 1620s from 12/99 Mtg


ALLOW EDITING OF SD 
REGISTER FOOTER


MULLER


981019 ACCEPTED


Approved as recommended by SPECSINTACTBoard Comments


MARTHA


EG&GAllow users to edit existing footers and add 
capability to insert a 2-line footer to the Stand-a-
lone SD Register.


EXPLANATION REQUESTOR CONTROL# ACTION1620 DESCRIPTION


Board Reviewed:


12/7/99


ABILITY TO GET TOTAL PAGE 
COUNT PER SECTION/PROJECT


MULLER


991001 DEFERRED


Deferred until the next SI-CCB Meeting.Board Comments


MARTHA


INDYNE, INC.Restore function from the DOS Version that allowed 
the users to choose Jobs | Print Options to generate 
the # of pages per section, # of pages for STOC 
and PTOC, and the Total # pages for the project.


EXPLANATION REQUESTOR CONTROL# ACTION1620 DESCRIPTION


Board Reviewed:


12/7/99


OPTION TO DIRECT PDF'S TO 
OTHER DRIVES/DIRECTORIES


RANDELL


991002 ACCEPTED


Approved for incorporation into the 32-bit version of SPECSINTACT.Board Comments


MONA


NAVYGive option to Save PDF files to location of users 
choice.


EXPLANATION REQUESTOR CONTROL# ACTION1620 DESCRIPTION


Board Reviewed:


12/7/99


2/4/00 Page 1 of 41620's REVIEWED AT THE NOVEMBER 1998 SI-CCCB MEETINGReport Printed:







EDITOR ENHANCEMENT - 
BRACKET COLORS


WARLICK


991003 REJECTED


Write recommendation of alternatives for this user.Board Comments


JEAN


WHITMAN REQUARDT & ASSOCIATESChange bracket color in the SPECSINTACT Editor.


EXPLANATION REQUESTOR CONTROL# ACTION1620 DESCRIPTION


Board Reviewed:


12/7/99


JOB ENHANCEMENT


MICHONSKI


991004 ACCEPTED


Incorporate into the 32-bit version of SPECSINTACT.   Design with the limitation of displaying only the jobs in the defined working 
directories.Board Comments


JIM


NAVYNew Windows interface for selecting, opening or 
creating a new job.


EXPLANATION REQUESTOR CONTROL# ACTION1620 DESCRIPTION


Board Reviewed:


12/7/99


PDF (PORTABLE DOCUMENT 
FORMAT) PROCESS


RANDELL


991005 WITHDRAWN


Request was submitted twice.Board Comments


MONA


NAVYWhen processing a job to PDF format, previous 
version of the software would give you a window 
allowing you to save to the directory or drive of your 
choice.  The software no longer does this, would 
like this feature brought back.


EXPLANATION REQUESTOR CONTROL# ACTION1620 DESCRIPTION


Board Reviewed:


12/7/99


WinNT INTERFACE - INI FILES


LOONEY


991006 ACCEPTED


Implemented in version 2.9.4.Board Comments


JOSEPH


NAVYModify the update process so that INI files in the 
WinNT folder are not deleted.


EXPLANATION REQUESTOR CONTROL# ACTION1620 DESCRIPTION


Board Reviewed:


12/7/99


2/4/00 Page 2 of 41620's REVIEWED AT THE NOVEMBER 1998 SI-CCCB MEETINGReport Printed:







AUTOMATIC GENERATION 
SUBMITTAL REGISTER


MULLER


991007 ACCEPTED


Board Comments


MARTHA


INDYNE, INC.Give option to the users to stop processing the 
Submittal Register if errors are found on the 
Submittal Verification Report.


EXPLANATION REQUESTOR CONTROL# ACTION1620 DESCRIPTION


Board Reviewed:


12/7/99


EDITOR ENCHANCEMENT


WHITEHEAD


991008 ACCEPTED


Board Comments


JIM


INDYNE, INC.Change the <SUB> tags color from Light Green to 
Light Blue.


EXPLANATION REQUESTOR CONTROL# ACTION1620 DESCRIPTION


Board Reviewed:


12/7/99


Jobs Tailor Options Enhancement


FITZ-SIMON


991009 REJECTED


Rejected for software change. Recommend that only Tailoring Options be described in the notes of the Guide Specs for all Agencies.Board Comments


CHERYL


INDYNE, INC.Tailoring Option print capability.


EXPLANATION REQUESTOR CONTROL# ACTION1620 DESCRIPTION


Board Reviewed:


12/7/99


DEVELOP RMS INTERFACE


BUSCH


991010 REJECTED


This appears to be an RMS design issue.Board Comments


LERE


ARMYRMS Interface with SPECSINTACT.


EXPLANATION REQUESTOR CONTROL# ACTION1620 DESCRIPTION


Board Reviewed:


12/7/99


2/4/00 Page 3 of 41620's REVIEWED AT THE NOVEMBER 1998 SI-CCCB MEETINGReport Printed:







JOBS ENHANCEMENT - EXECUTE 
REVISIONS


ROBERTS


991012 ACCEPTED


Approved for implementation in the 32-bit software.Board Comments


LISA


AB&ACreate an option to Execute Revisions for an entire 
Job as well as each section.


EXPLANATION REQUESTOR CONTROL# ACTION1620 DESCRIPTION


Board Reviewed:


12/7/99


MODIFY PRINT PROCESS FOR 
THE SUBMITTAL VERIFICATION 
REPORT


SAMUEL


991013 ACCEPTED


Board Comments


KARENA


ARMYInstead of automatically printing the Submittal 
Verification Report w/the Submittal Register, give 
us the choice during processing to print just the 
Submittal Register.


EXPLANATION REQUESTOR CONTROL# ACTION1620 DESCRIPTION


Board Reviewed:


12/7/99


2/4/00 Page 4 of 41620's REVIEWED AT THE NOVEMBER 1998 SI-CCCB MEETINGReport Printed:





