STATE OF CALIFORNIA
Office Use Item No. ____________________

STATE AND CONSUMER SERVICES AGENCY

CALIFORNIA BUILDING STANDARDS COMMISSION

2525 NATOMAS PARK DR., SUITE 130

SACRAMENTO, CA  95833 

(916) 263-0916 Phone

(916) 263-0959 Fax

Email:  cbsc@dgs.ca.gov

PARTICIPATION COMMENTS FOR THE NOTICE DATED OCTOBER 26, 2012
Written comments are to be sent to the above address.
WRITTEN COMMENT DEADLINE: DECEMBER 10, 2012
Date:

November 26, 2012

From:
    

Eugene Lozano, Jr.





[image: image1.png]e fryameJp,






            Name (Print or type) 
                                   



   (Signature)



California Council of the Blind
--


Agency, jurisdiction, chapter, company, association, individual, etc.


4537 Sycamore Avenue
Sacramento

CA


95841

Street



City

               State
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I/We (do)(do not) agree with:

[  X  ]
The Agency proposed modifications As Submitted on Section No. _ DSA AC 11B_ 11B-705.1.1.2 Dome Spacing Exception
and request that this section or reference provision be recommended:

[   ]  Approved     [    ]  Disapproved     [ X   ]  Held for Further Study     [  ]  Approved as Amended

Suggested Revisions to the Text of the Regulations:

(begin double strikeout) (begin underline) EXCEPTION: Where installed in a radial pattern, truncated domes shall have a center-to-center spacing of 1.6 inches (41 mm) minimum to 2.4 inches (61 mm) maximum. (end underline) (end double strikeout)
Reason:
CCB previously was in support of there being specifications for center to center dome measurements at radii.  

After communicating with some detectable warning manufacturers we were to learn that the measurements found in the proposed exception would only work for a detectable warning surface a depth of 24 inches and not 36 inches.  

Our position has changed in not supporting the exception during this code cycle.  Our position now is the center to center dome specification for radii should be sent back for further study and consideration for introduction in a future code cycle.  

What will follow is input that I have received from Gerard Angeles Armor Tile - Northern California

“Yes, feel free to use my comments and emails.  The issues I outlined are not specific to Armor Tile.  One of the most common reasons installers or architects contact me is for guidance on interpreting how the CBC wants dome pads placed on long straight or curved runs and unfortunately we end up dealing with inferences and guessing at intentions.

The benefit to finally addressing this goes to contractors, building owners and the taxpayers.  As manufacturers, we will still sell the product regardless of any uncertainties in the layout.

Thanks and please let me know if I can assist in any way.”
“Here is my explanation on the issue of dome spacing on a radius.  I want to explain why this is such a complicated issue.  

 

The two comparisons to make for radiused tiles are to a single rectangular tile installed on a curb ramp and multiple rectangular tiles placed in a straight line on walkways.  The current and proposed guidelines address dome spacing on a single curb ramp but do not directly address dome spacing across multiple tiles on a long run. This is still useful since the majority of dome tile installs are on single curb ramps.  Since, by design, a curb ramp is either, 4 or 5 foot wide, then a single tile can be installed to make it ADA compliant. 

 

The current and proposed guidelines for radiused installations are written as if they only address a single tile as well.  However there are relatively few single radiused curb ramp installs in California yet there are many longer radius installations that require dome tiles to be cut and joined.  The real issue to address the dome spacing across those joined tiles.  

To make or build a radius, rectangular tiles can be cut at angles and joined together to make a curved outline.  Even a dome pad that is pre-fabricated in a radius shape will likely be cut on the ends since there are so many different radii depending on the situation.  The domes on each individual tile would be  spaced equally but the domes where the tiles are joined can vary from zero to as much as 4 inches based on the angle that is cut.  A possible solution would be to allow a 5% or so allowance on radius installs to account for the domes across tiles.

 

To address your question on dome spacing for a 36 inch deep radius dome pad, the actual spacing can theoretically be whatever we want to make.  We can build a radius tile that follows the proposed dome spacing guidelines, but it would probably not matter because it would very likely be cut on the sides at an angle and joined with another cut tile.  Again, the spacing between the tiles would be the issue.

  

I believe that if the new guidelines are to have a beneficial impact, they should address dome spacing for radial installs where tiles have been cut and joined as well as clarifying dome spacing across domes on a longer straight run.

 

I have reprinted the comments I sent you in September below for your reference.  

 

Please let me know if I can clarify anything further.”


HEALTH & SAFETY CODE SECTION 18930

SECTION 18930.
APPROVAL OR ADOPTION OF BUILDING STANDARDS; ANALYSIS AND CRITERIA; REVIEW CONSIDERATIONS; FACTUAL DETERMINA​TIONS

(a)
Any building standard adopted or proposed by state agencies shall be submitted to, and approved or adopted by, the California Building Stan​dards Commission prior to codification.  Prior to submis​sion to the commission, building stan​dards shall be adopted in com​pli​ance with the proce​dures specified in Article 5 (com​mencing with Section 11346) of Chapter 3.5 of Part 1 of Division 3 of Title 2 of the Govern​ment Code.  Building standards adopted by state agencies and submitted to the commission for approval shall be accompanied by an analysis written by the adopting agency or state agency that proposes the building standards which shall, to the satisfac​tion of the commission, justify the approval thereof in terms of the following criteria:

(1) The proposed building standards do not conflict with, overlap, or duplicate other build​ing stan​dards.

(2) The proposed building standard is within the parameters estab​lished by enabling legislation and is not expressly within the exclusive juris​diction of another agency.

(3) The public interest requires the adoption of the building standards.

(4) The proposed building standard is not un​reasonable, arbitrary, unfair, or capricious, in whole or in part.

(5) The cost to the public is reasonable, based on the overall benefit to be derived from the building standards.

(6) The proposed building standard is not unnecessarily ambiguous or vague, in whole or in part.

(7) The applicable national specifications, published standards, and model codes have been incorporated therein as provided in this part, where appropri​ate.

(A) If a national specification, published standard, or model code does not adequately address the goals of the state agency, a statement defining the inadequacy shall accompany the proposed building standard when submitted to the commission.

       (B)
If there is no national specification, published standard, or model code that is relevant to the proposed building standard, the state agency shall prepare a statement informing the commission and submit that statement with the proposed building standard.

(8) The format of the proposed building standards is consistent with that adopted by the commission.

(9) The proposed building standard, if it promotes fire and panic safety as determined by the State Fire Marshal, has the written approval of the State Fire Marshal.
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