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Design Immunity (GC 830.6)

¸ Injury Caused by Plan or Design

¸ Discretionary Approval of Plan, Design, or Standards

¸ Substantial Evidence that Reasonable Employee 
Could Adopt, or Reasonable Body or Employee Could 
Approve, Plan, Design, or Standards

¸ Still Conforms to Plan (Changed Circumstances); or 

¸ Remediation or Adequate Warning



Design Immunity ïChanged Conditions: 

Technological Advances

Are advances in moveable median 
barrier design and use changed 
circumstances, eliminating design 
immunity for not using barriers?



Design Immunity ïChanged 

Conditions:  Technological Advances

No.  Only changed physical conditions of 

property in question.

Dammann v. Golden Gate Bridge, Highway 

and Transportation Dist. (2012) 212 

Cal.App.4th 335.



Design Immunity and Changed 

Conditions

No evidence of changed conditions when traffic flow, 
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approval.

Curtis v. County of Los Angeles (2013)__ Cal.App.4th ___ 

[2013 WL 3948084].


