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3.7.2.2. Water Closets in Assembly Occupancy 
 
Proposed: To permit three unisex washrooms, one of which is accessible, to serve an assembly 
occupancy of 61 to 100 persons, rather than require one male and two female water closets.   
 
The AIBC supports the proposal. It provides an addition option for designers. Individual unisex 
washrooms are better for building users, and at any given time three options are available to both 
males and females, rather than one only for males and two for females. The existing provision of 
one male/two female remains possible for designers who prefer it. 
 
  
3.7.2.11. Gender Neutral Washroom Requirements 
 
Proposed: Adding requirements to ensure that persons using gender neutral washrooms have 
acceptable privacy, safety and security.  
 
The AIBC supports the proposal. It is appropriate that the building bylaw address this.  
Gender neutral washrooms may allow for a more efficient use of space, and when used, people 
need to have a reasonable level of privacy and safety.  
 
 
3.8.2.27. Apartment Buildings and Condominiums (mechanical lifts) 

Proposed: To prohibit the use of mechanical lifts to provide access in apartment buildings.  

While the AIBC supports the intent, further study is advised. Sloping sites may present 
difficulties that will make it impossible to comply with this provision. The wording of the bylaw 
must be carefully crafted to allow for unusual circumstances where it is not possible to make a 
building accessible without a mechanical lift, yet requiring access to be provided without use of a 
mechanical lift in the majority of cases. 
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3.8.5.2. Access to Dwelling Units 

Proposed: At least one entrance door opening into dwelling unit shall provide at least 865 mm 
(34") of clear opening width. 

The AIBC supports this proposal. Although market forces generally provide a door of this width 
in new dwelling units, a door of lesser width, if permitted, would restrict access. The cost 
implications are insignificant. 

Proposed: The main entrance door to a dwelling unit shall be provided with a peephole at: a) 
1067 mm (42 in) above the finished floor level, and b) 1524 mm (60 in) above the finished floor 
level. 
 
The AIBC does not support this proposal being universally applied to all dwelling units. Adding 
a peephole is an easy, low-cost modification that can be done by a homeowner, mobile 
locksmith, handyman or carpenter. It is not necessary to mandate it by means of bylaw. Two 
peepholes in a door (one at standing height and one at sitting height) are wasteful and 
aesthetically awkward. The option for an occupant to not have a peephole must remain available. 
There are other means by which visitors can be observed at a door, such as via a window in the 
door, a sidelight or other window, a peephole not in a door, or via close circuit television 
(CCTV). Owners and their designers need to have the option of determining which means of 
surveillance will be employed.  

Proposed: The threshold for all doors shall be not more than 13 mm (1/2 inch) above the floor 
and shall be beveled. 

The AIBC supports this proposal as it provides easier access at low or no cost. It should be noted 
that this requirement is for “thresholds, when provided”, rather than mandating that a “threshold 
be provided”. There are door designs that do not employ a threshold.  

Proposed: All doors in dwelling units and residential buildings shall use hardware that does not 
require tight grasping or twisting of the wrist, as well as be limited in the amount of force 
required to open the door (38 N for exterior doors, 22 N for interior doors).  

Door hardware is easily and inexpensively replaced by an occupant, so it is unnecessary to 
mandate particular accessible types in all circumstances. Homeowners should be permitted to 
choose the hardware they wish to use. To require such hardware in public corridors is supported, 
as an owner or occupant may be prohibited from changing the entry door hardware in multiple-
family buildings. However, within dwelling units and for dwelling entries that do not open onto a 
public corridor, choice must remain available. Lever-type hardware is easier to use for some 
people but more difficult to “child-proof” for households with young children. The AIBC 
supports this requirement for entry doors opening onto public corridors; it does not support it in 
other types and locations of doors. The institute supports the limitation of force needed to open 
exterior doors to 38N.  
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3.8.5. Adaptable Housing Requirements (Entry Canopy) 

Proposed: The exterior area adjacent to the main entrance of a dwelling unit shall be provided 
with weather protection such as a canopy or roof and exterior lighting. 

A covered entry is a good idea. In most cases, it is already provided. When provided, it benefits 
all building users; it is not a measure that provides greater access or adaptability.  
 
The AIBC supports the use of covered entries but does not support their being mandated in the 
building bylaw. It is “nice to have” rather than “need to have”.  A building bylaw should 
stipulate minimum levels required for life safety, security and accessibility. It should aspire to 
eliminate barriers and widen the options in housing for persons with a diverse range of abilities; 
it should not mandate amenities that are simply pleasant for everyone.  
 
The building bylaw already requires lighting at every residential entrance per 9.34.2.1. and 
3.2.7.1. The AIBC supports these provisions remaining unchanged, with greater enforcement if 
non-compliance is an issue.  
 
 
3.8.5.3. Interior Doors, Corridors, and Stairs Within Dwelling Units 

Proposed: All doors within dwelling units shall provide at least 865 mm (34") of clear opening 
width. 

The AIBC supports the concept of wider door openings within dwelling units. However, it does 
not support the proposed requirement that all door openings be a minimum of 865 mm. Doors 
that a person does not pass through, such as closet doors, need to be exempted, as do shower 
doors. For rooms that have more than one door, only one door need meet the minimum opening 
width.  

A wheelchair is typically 660 mm. With 100 mm allowed for finger space, a wheelchair can pass 
through a door opening of 760 mm. A door wider than this allows for easier maneuverability if a 
right-angled turn is required to go through the door, but there are many doors that do not require 
such an action, and no practical benefit would be derived from requiring these door openings to 
be 865 mm. Maneuvering space required to get through doors should be addressed separately. A 
door opening width of 800 mm has already been established for adaptable housing. The AIBC 
supports its broader application to all housing, with the above-noted exemptions.  

Proposed: All doors in dwelling units and residential buildings shall use hardware that does not 
require tight grasping or twisting of the wrist, as well as be limited in the amount of force 
required to open the door (38 N for exterior doors, 22 N for interior doors).  

Door hardware is easily and inexpensively replaced by a homeowner, so it is unnecessary to 
mandate particular accessible types in all circumstances. Occupants should be permitted to 
choose the hardware they wish to use. Lever-type hardware is easier to use for some people. 
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However, it is more difficult to “child-proof” for households with young children. The AIBC 
does not support restrictions on door hardware within dwelling units.  

Within a dwelling unit, door closers are rarely used, and easily removed if provided, so it is 
unnecessary to limit the force required to open a door to 22N. The AIBC supports limiting the 
force needed to open exterior doors to 38N.  

Proposed: The threshold for all doors shall be not more than 13 mm (1/2 inch) above the floor 
and shall be beveled. 

The AIBC supports this proposal for thresholds, when provided. Within dwelling units there can 
occur changes in floor finish, at neither a door nor threshold, that could provide an obstruction to 
wheelchair movement or a tripping hazard to ambulatory persons. The AIBC supports the 
inclusion of a provision that any discontinuity in finish flooring material greater than 6 mm must 
be beveled.  

Proposed: All hallways shall be a minimum of 1 015 mm (40") wide. 

The AIBC does not support the requirement that all hallways be a minimum of 1015 mm. It does 
support a minimum hallway width of 860 mm. In many cases, a 1015 mm hallway will provide 
no practical benefit, and in some cases this will be insufficient to provide access.This 
requirement will negatively affect the livability of small units without necessarily providing the 
desired benefit of greater adaptability.  

A more nuanced approach is necessary, whereby each facility within a dwelling unit is designed 
to be adaptable to a range of users. The AIBC recognizes that this will require more complex 
bylaw requirements, and will not have the simplicity of the blanket approach to requirements for 
“all hallways”, but the bylaw must be written to allow designers to implement clever, efficient 
solutions that meet the objective of adaptability. The AIBC recommends greater study to develop 
a series of requirements that will meet adaptability objectives while being open to wide variety 
of design solutions.  

Proposed: All stairways shall be a minimum of 915 mm (36") wide. 
 
The AIBC supports this requirement, applied to one stairway within a dwelling unit, provided 
that dwelling unit does not have a lift or elevator. Increasing the width of a stairway in a 
completed building is both expensive and difficult. However, the cost of requiring this minor 
width increase at initial construction is very little. The purpose of the 915 mm minimum width is 
to allow the easier installation of a wheelchair lift. However, the slightly-increased width will 
benefit all users.  
 
Larger dwelling units that may have more than one stairway between floors should not be 
required to make more than one stairway wide enough for a lift. The AIBC also supports an 
exemption from this 915 mm stairway minimum width requirement for any dwelling unit that 
has a lift or elevator, and an exemption from the 915 mm minimum requirement for spiral stairs, 
when permitted.  
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3.8.5.4. Kitchens in Dwelling Units 

Proposed: All kitchen sinks within dwelling units shall use lever-type faucets, or be operable by 
hardware that does not require tight grasping or twisting of the wrist.  

The AIBC does not support this requirement. Faucets are relatively easily changed. This 
provision greatly restricts choice, for little practical benefit. Any faucet can be changed to a 
lever-type faucet by an occupant who desires it. This provision need not be mandated by bylaw.  

Proposal: All waste pipes running from under-sink p-traps to drain stacks shall be installed no 
higher than 305 mm (12") above the finished floor. (This feature will allow countertops to be 
lowered in the future for accessibility purposes without modifying the existing plumbing system.) 

The AIBC supports this requirement. In addition, it supports the requirement for plumbing to be 
located such that there is a clear area under kitchen sinks, similar to the BC Building Code 2012  
3.7.2.10. (5) a) provision for wash basins. Whereas changing a faucet in a completed home is 
relatively easy, changing the plumbing piping, particularly in multi-family dwellings, is not. 

The AIBC suggests further study on the issue of kitchens. It is possible that small changes in 
standard kitchen design would go a long way towards greater adaptability. In addition to 
plumbing installation, it would be useful to examine space allocation, clearances and 
interrelationship of appliances.  

 

3.8.5.5. Bathrooms in Dwelling Units 

Proposal: All bath and shower controls shall be located so that they are easily accessible from 
an open floor space. Typically, the controls are offset half the distance between the traditional 
midline of the tub/shower and its edge. 

The AIBC supports the requirement that bath and shower controls be accessibly from an open 
floor space. Standard layouts with three fixtures lined up on one wall result in the bath and 
shower controls not being accessible from an open floor space. The language of this requirement 
should be tightened up so it is clear to designers what is required. As it stands, it is somewhat 
open to interpretation. Controls that are not obstructed by another fixture may be easily 
accessible when placed at the midline of the tub/shower; controls that are obstructed by a fixture 
may still be inaccessible even if offset from the centerline of the tub.  

Proposal: All washbasins within dwelling units shall use lever-type faucets, or be operable by 
hardware that does not require tight grasping or twisting of the wrist. 

The AIBC does not support this proposal. Since faucets can be relatively easily changed by an 
occupant, it is unnecessary to mandate the faucet type in the building bylaw. Choice would be 
unnecessarily restricted for little practical benefit for most users.  
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Proposal: At least one washroom in the dwelling unit shall be configured such that a low-
barrier shower can be installed in the future without requiring substantial modifications to 
existing plumbing or building infrastructure. 

While the AIBC supports the objective, more study is necessary to determine how best to do this. 
There are many subjective issues that will need to be made clear to designers. For example, what 
would constitute “substantial” modifications? How is a “low-barrier” shower defined? Can “add-
on” removable elements like plastic ramps be utilized to make a shower “low-barrier”?  

It is possible that this objective will require more floor space within the bathroom. Given that a 
standard tub is approximately 813 mm, a small tub is approximately 762 mm, and a standard 
shower is approximately 915 mm, perhaps the first step towards greater shower adaptability is 
requiring a 915 mm wide allowance in a tub location, even if a bathtub smaller than 915 mm is 
installed. The AIBC supports the requirement that a tub or shower be provided with a 915 mm 
wide space, regardless of the size of the actual fixture installed.  

Proposed: Reinforcement shall be provided in wall assemblies adjacent to a toilet and bathtub 
or shower to accommodate the future installation of grab bars. 

The AIBC supports this requirement as it facilitates the provision of a safety feature at little cost. 
It will be necessary to define where this reinforcing is to be installed (minimum and maximum 
heights and lengths) and what materials are acceptable (sawn lumber, plywood). 

Proposed: At least one bathroom within a dwelling unit shall provide a minimum floor space 
750 mm wide by 1200 mm long in front of the washbasin, toilet, and a bathtub or shower.  

The AIBC supports this proposal, and in addition recommends that an allowance of  915 mm 
wide be provided in a bathtub or shower location regardless of the actual width of fixture 
installed. It is very difficult to “find” the additional space required after a building is constructed, 
but relatively easy, and a modest cost, to provide it in the initial design.  

 

3.8.5.6. Minimum Fixture Requirements for Bathrooms in Multi-level Dwelling Units.  

Proposed: At least one bathroom shall provide fixtures on the lower level of a multi-level 
dwelling unit in accordance with Table 3.8.5.6. 

The AIBC supports the requirement that a bathroom be provided on the lowest floor in a multi-
level dwelling unit greater than 30 square meters, with an exemption for such suites that provide 
access to an upper floor via a lift or elevator installed within the suite.  
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3.8.5.7. Outlets, Switches and Controls 

Proposed: Electrical, cable and data outlets intended for use by occupants shall be located 
between 455 mm and 1200 mm above the finished floor. 

Cable television and data transmission are consumer products rather than essential utilities. 
There is no requirement that they be provided at all. Televisions, as items of furniture, are 
rapidly becoming obsolete as the wall-mounted, flat screen TV has increasingly become the 
norm. This type of TV, operated by remote, is best served by a dedicated outlet at a height 
appropriate to its placement. There is little practical advantage for anyone in restricting cable TV 
locations, when such locations are typically accessed less than once per year. Likewise, data 
outlets are rarely accessed once a computer is initially installed. Telephone jacks are easily 
moved and similarly infrequently accessed after initial connection. The AIBC does not support 
any regulation of the location of cable TV outlet, data outlets or telephone jack locations in the 
building bylaw. 

The Canadian Electrical Code (CEC) stipulates the location and number of receptacles required 
in a residential suite.  

The AIBC supports the proposed height restriction of receptacle installation at no lower than 18” 
for that minimum number and location per the CEC. Any receptacle provided in excess of that 
requirement should be unrestricted, as should any receptacle that is required by the CEC but 
dedicated for a specific use, such as is the case for a fridge, microwave, or baseboard heater. 
Occupants should have the option of installing additional outlets in locations of their choice. 
Some people prefer specific appliances or fixtures to have their own, discretely located 
receptacle (for example, a floor outlet for a floor lamp) and this choice should not be prohibited. 
There should also be an exemption for the circumstance of no available solid wall (for example, 
floor-to-ceiling windows).  

Proposed: Telephone outlets shall be located no further than 200 mm from at least one 
electrical outlet.  

Telephone jack locations are not currently regulated. The proposal to regulate the location of a 
telephone jack in relation to an electrical outlet is unnecessary. Increasingly, telephone jacks are 
becoming obsolete as people move to wireless telephones for home use. When used, telephone 
jacks are infrequently accessed and very easily and inexpensively moved. Telephones that do not 
require an electrical connection remain available. Regulating the height of telephone jacks is 
similarly unnecessary. Current practice and regulation does not create a barrier for persons with 
disabilities, and therefore this proposal is not supported.  

Proposed: Controls for the operation of building services or safety devices, electrical switches, 
thermostats and intercoms within a dwelling unit shall be located no more than 1200 mm above 
the finished floor.  
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The AIBC supports the proposed height restriction of control or switch installation at no more 
than 1200 mm above the finished floor for one switch per item. Any additional switch or control 
should be unrestricted.  

Intercoms and thermostats that may require a user to read instructions or information are difficult 
to use for a standing person people when placed no more than 1200 mm above the floor. At the 
same time, 1200 mm may be high for a seated person. The AIBC recommends more study on 
this issue of how thermostats and intercoms can be installed to be easily relocated. Mandating a 
location that is a little bit difficult for everyone is not the solution. The AIBC does not support 
requiring thermostats and intercoms to be placed no more than 1200 mm above the finished 
floor.  

 Proposed: All electrical switches for the operation of lights and exhaust fans shall be operable 
with a closed fist. 

Switch types that can be operated with a closed fist are easier for people with a wide range of 
abilities to operate. However, since they have become almost universal, it is unnecessary to 
mandate them. In the rare case of another type being installed in a new building, they could be 
changed very easily and inexpensively. Therefore this proposal is not supported.  

 

3.8.5.8. Living Room Window Requirements 

Proposed: At least one window in a living room shall have the window sill no higher than 800 
mm above the finished floor.  

There are many units currently built that do not accommodate a standing person viewing out a 
window, particularly in artist live-work studios. Many basement suites, which provide affordable 
housing, could not easily comply with this requirement while otherwise being able to be 
upgraded in all safety regards. To be able to view out a window is pleasant. However, it is not 
something that should be regulated in the building bylaw. It is the role of the building bylaw to 
prescribe a minimum level for safety and security, and for access and adaptability to allow 
dwelling units to accommodate the broadest possible population; it is not its role to guarantee 
everyone a view. Configuration of suites and windows may be addressed in the development 
permit process under conditional use. However, it is beyond the scope of the building bylaw. The 
AIBC does not support this proposal.  

 


