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South Carolina
Department of Transportation

October25, 2002

Office ofTechnicalandInformationalServices
ArchitecturalandTransportationBarriersComplianceBoard
1331 F StreetNW
Suite 1000
Washington,DC 20004-1111

Subject: AASHTO Commentson ProposedADA Guidelines

DearMembersof theComplianceBoard:

Referenceis madeto the “CommentsandRecommendationson theDraft Guidelinesfor
AccessiblePublicRights-of-Way”datedOctober2002,submittedto you by theAASHTO Board
of Directors. The SouthCarolinaDepartmentofTransportation(SCDOT)offers strong support
ofthesecommentsandrecommendations.Thereareseveralareasthatneedto be emphasized.

Thecostassociatedwith meetingthe proposedADA guidelineswill increasethe project
cost therebyreducingthe funding for futureprojects. SCDOTurgesthe ComplianceBoardto
demonstratethe absoluteneed of implementing theseADA guidelines or provide rational
guidancein their application. We desireto provideequitableaccesswhen andwherethe need
exist. Reasonabletolerancesof all criteria shouldbe discussedin your final publication. This
will provide the transportationdesignerknowledgeablevarianceswhereright-of-way or other
limitations exist.

Otherareaswewould like to emphasizeareaddressedby Sectionand shownbelow:

Section 1102.11 Handrails should be expandedby addingthe following statement:
“Pedestrianrails on bridgesshall comply with AASHTO BridgeDesignSpecifications(Latest
Edition).

Section 1103.3 Clear Width should provide an absoluteminimum width at a single
point when unableto provide the full width throughoutthe pedestrianaccessroute. We
recommendthat a width of 32 inchesat a singlepoint occurringno closerthan50 feet apartbe
addedto this section.

Section1104.3.1Width is recommendedto bechangedfrom 48 inchesto 36 inchesasin
previousdraft guidelines. Typically, sidewalkswill be four to eight feet wide, but it is not
reasonableto mandateawidth greaterthanwhat is absolutelynecessary.

Section 1108.1DetachableWarning Surfacesneedsto be limited in its applicationto
approachesto rail systemsandotherhighly potentiallydangerousareas.Theuseofthesedomes
haspotentialto behigh costfor installation,materialsandlitigation. As public accessroutes
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reacheshighervolumesof agingpedestrians,it is a concernthat domesor someirregularityon
thesurfacemaycauseunsteadiness,increasingthepotentialfor falling.

Section1108.1.3Contrast is recommendedto be removeddue to extraordinarilyhigh
costdueto theadditionaltime andlaborinvolved.Thebenefitversusthecostis questionable.

Section 1108.2.2Rail Crossingsneedsto add the dimensionsof the vehicledynamic
envelope.

SCDOT appreciatesthe opportunity to participatein this reviewprocess. Compliance
with “ADA Guidelines”aspresentedhassignificantcost,time andmanpowerimplicationsto our
statewideoperation. Revisions to theseguidelines in terms of reasonableconformity and
allowable dimensionalvarianceswould assistus in meetingtheserequirementsmore readily.
Pleaseadviseif youhaveanyquestionsconcerningtheabove.

D. H. Freeman
StateHighwayEngineer
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JimMcDonnell,P.E.,AssociateProgramDir. of Engrg.
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