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One zero-step entrance on an
accessible route—at the front,
back, side, or through the
garage.

--All main floor interior
passage doors with 810 mm.
clear passage space.

--A main floor bathroom
(preferably with designated
maneuvering space.)







Myth 1:
A zero-step entrance looks unattractive

Fact: Well-planned access is integrated into
the home and landscape design,
and Is an attractive asset



MYTH 2: A zero-step entrance works onlyon aflatlo t.

Front of house: 12 steps Back of same house: Nostep s

Fact: A steep lot Is often even easier
than a flat lot.



Myth 3:
Zero-step entrances must always be located at the f  ront of the home.

Fact: The best location depends on
the lay of the land.



Front entrances are good....

...and so are back, side and garage entrances
when the topography calls for them.

Entrance at back En trance from garage
(under construction)



Myth 4: A zero-step entrance is feasible only when building
on a concrete slab.

Fact: Building with a basement or crawl space
does not deter a cost-effective zero-step entrance.






Typical Construction : Flooring system
set on top of foundation wall.

Cost:

$500.

(Based on
3000+ houses
In Bolingbrook
lllinois near
Chicago.)

Zero Step Construction: Flooring system set in notc
foundation for houses with basements or crawl space

hed
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Is a zero-step entrance ALWAYS practical?

Not always.

Not if the site is steep
AND has no driveway
AND has no back approach.



Exceptions make up less than
5% of new homes.



95%

Why not focus on the more than
95% that ARE practical?
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* Oiriginal: 900 SF-- 15’ x 22" two-bedroom cottage

Source: Mississippi Renewal Housing Designs, Abright and Lister, 2006

Accessibility problems:
* Doors to bathroom, bedroom and rear yard are toona  rrow
« Bathroom does not have wheelchair clear floor space

beyond arc of door swing
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e Basic access: Same size footprint , doors now
provide nominal 32-inch clearance and bathroomclea r
floor space Is not impeded by arc of door swing.










Why are the costs so reasonable?

Figures refer to NEW construction, where the builde  r has the
opportunity to plan, site and grade for cost-effect lveness.

Zero-step entrances should be omitted on sites that present
unusual difficulties, so “worst case scenario” cost estimates
are not relevant to typical costs.

The entrance may be located at the front, side, bac  k or from an
attached garage — whatever location is most advantag  eous.

Cost-effective methods have evolved in the field th rough direct
construction experience
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Problematic design for

older adults and younger
people with disabilities:
Single -family attached,
2-story homes (town houses)

above retail. —>

Alternative: 2 or 3 stories
of one-story flats above
retall , served by elevator.
Provides basic access

in all units and is inclusive
for all ages and abilities—
and still low-rise. m—)



