
-----Original Message----- 
From: pm241 [mailto:pm241@hush.com]  
Sent: Thursday, June 05, 2014 9:20 PM 
To: McGowan, Jim@DGS 
Cc: Clair, Ida@DGS; janisk@steppingthruaccessibility.com 
Subject: EVCS dedicated parking spaces 
 
To: Mr. Jim McGowan, CA Building Standards Commission 
  
From:  David Goble, 3708 Cedar Ave., Long Beach, CA 90807; pm241@hush.com 
 
Dear Mr. McGowan: 
 
As you can see by the boiler-plate language below, you can probably guess I'm on a 
few mailing lists.  What you don't know about me is that I am disabled, and need 
assistance walking.  Therefore, accessible parking is vital to me if I am to fully 
participate in a "normal" life here in California, as well as elsewhere. 
 
Additionally, I also drive a fully electric vehicle (EV), a Nissan LEAF.  It works well for 
my disability, because the seating is very accessible, and I can easily get in and out of 
the vehicle.  You can't say that about too many small cars these days!  Besides, I 
haven't bought gasoline for a year! 
 
Thus, I am one of the people who are directly affected by the Accessibility/EV parking 
place debate.  I need both.  At the same time. 
 
California loves EVs, because they are less polluting. California is also a big part of 
Nissan's future plans for a full line of EVs. In addition to the LEAF and other EV sedans, 
Nissan already has EV vans on the market in Asia and Europe, and they will begin 
selling them in California in the next year or two, according to published reports, and the 
buzz in the community of EV drivers. The wheelchair-bound crowd will love the EV 
vans, because they will be easier to "re-fuel", for those of us who find dealing with 
gasoline stations a "challenge", among all the other advantages of EV vans. 
 
Other manufacturers (Ford & GM, BMW, Tesla, Tata Motors, etc.) are also planning on 
more EVs for the California market, so the need for a greater number of dedicated EV-
handicapped-accessible parking places will grow rapidly in the next few years, as the 
EV market matures. As my condition deteriorates, I may be wheelchair-bound before 
long, so a handicapped accessible, van accessible, EV dedicated spot will be a 
minimum requirement for my full participation in a normal life in my chosen community, 
i.e., the State of California.  Anything less will be a state-sanctioned limitation on my full 
participation in California life. 
 
Now, back to the boiler-plate... 
 



Please accept these comments on the HCD's proposed code change 4.106.4.2.1: The 
proposed code change below discriminates against people with disabilities because it 
does not provide the necessary standards that insure that persons with disabilities can 
use electric vehicle charging stations. Without the requirements for signage, accessible 
route and van parking loading zone requirements, this proposed code change insures 
that people with disabilities will be discriminated against in charging station construction. 
  
The code change should be disapproved because it is in violation of the following BSC 
Criteria: 
  
(1) The proposed building standards do not conflict with, overlap, or duplicate other 
building standards. 
            The proposed code change is in violation of parking standards provided in 
Chapters 11A and 11B. 
  
(2) The proposed building standard is within the parameters established by enabling 
legislation and is not expressly within the exclusive jurisdiction of another agency. 
            The proposed code change is in violation of CA Civil Code 51 and 54, CA 
Government Code 4450 and Health and Safety Code 19955, as well as the ADA. CA 
law has required since 1968 that building standards include standards to insure that 
persons with disabilities can use the built environment. 
  
(3) The public interest requires the adoption of the building standards. 
            The public interest is violated by this proposed code change in that persons with 
temporary or permanent disabilities will be excluded from using electric vehicle charging 
stations due to the lack of access requirements. 
  
(4) The proposed building standard is not unreasonable, arbitrary, unfair, or capricious, 
in whole or in part. 
            The proposed building standard is unreasonable, arbitrary, unfair and capricious 
in the deliberate intent to exclude persons with disabilities from the use of electric 
vehicle charging stations. Lack of specificity regarding an accessible route to the 
charging station parking space, lack of signage and omission of well established 
requirements for making parking spaces accessible to persons with disabilities as 
required in Chapter 11B demonstrate a bias and unreasonable discrimination against 
persons with disabilities. 
  
(6) The proposed building standard is not unnecessarily ambiguous or vague, in whole 
or in part. 
            The proposed building standard is purposefully ambiguous and vague by 
requiring only part of the standards necessary for the construction of accessible parking 
spaces for persons with disabilities, particularly in the omission of signage. 
  
(7) The applicable national specifications, published standards, and model codes have 
been incorporated therein as provided in this part, where appropriate. 



            The applicable national specifications in the ADA, CA Title 24 11B have not 
been incorporated. 
  
(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. 
            No such statement is provided. 
(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. 
            National specification and published standards are commonly available, but not 
included in this proposed code change. 
  
Suggested Revisions to the text: The Commission should direct HCD to include a 
statement that parking for electric vehicle charging stations should comply with current 
code for parking as stated in CA Title 24 11B-208. 
 
  
Proposed Code Change: 
 
7. HCD proposes to adopt Chapter 4, Section 4.1.06.4.2.1 as follows: 
4.106.4.2.1 Electric vehicle charging station (EVCS) dimensions and slope.  The EVCS 
shall be designed to comply with the following: 
 
1. The minimum length of each EVCS shall be 18 feet (5486mm). 
2. The minimum width of each EVCS shall be 9 feet (2743mm). 
3. One in every 25 EVCS, but not less than one EVCS, shall also have a 5 foot 
(1524mm) wide aisle. Surface slope for this EVCS 5 foot (1524mm) wide aisle shall not 
exceed 1 unit vertical in 48 units horizontal (2.083% slope) in any direction. 
 
 
Thank you, Sir, for your time and attention to this matter... 
 
Sincerely, David Goble, Long Beach 
 


