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

[    ]
The Agency proposed modifications As Submitted on Section No. __DSA____11B-705.1.2.3 Islands or Cut-through Medians. __

and request that this section or reference provision be recommended:

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

Suggested Revisions to the Text of the Regulations:

11B-705.1.2.3 Islands or Cut-through Medians. Detectable warnings at pedestrian islands or cut-through medians shall be 36 inches (914 mm) minimum in depth extending the full width of the pedestrian path or cut-through, placed at the edges of the pedestrian island or cut-through median, and shall be separated by 24 inches (610 mm) minimum of walking surface without detectable warnings complying with Figure XXX.
Reason: 
CCB supports 11B 705.1.2.3 with the deletion of minimum after 36 inches. 
The organization believes that by having minimum in the text will potentially result in an installer putting in more than 36 inches of detectable warnings, e.g. 60 inches, which is not desirable for persons who use mobility devices and persons who need to know the precise boundary between the pedestrian and the vehicular ways.  Also we feel that the 36 inches must be uniformly maintained at all locations where detectable warnings are installed.
Finally it is our opinion that a figure must be developed that shows how the detectable warnings are installed at an island or cut through.  The figure would show the cut through with 36 inches of detectable warnings followed by a minimum of 24 inches of clear walking surface followed by another 36 inches of detectable warnings.

The figure must be included as part of the regulation so that it can be enforced by building officials.

 [The reason should be concise if the request is for “Disapproval,” “Further Study,” or “Approve As Amend” and identify at least one of the 9-point criteria (following) of Health and Safety Code §18930.]  


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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