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Question:

Does the requirement for doors in series to be separated by 1350 mm plus the width of
any doors swinging into the space in the path of travel apply to doors at an elevator
vestibule, where a door swings into the vestibule and typical sliding elevator doors are at
the opposite side of the vestibule?

Interpretation:
The answer depends on the configuration of the vestibule.
Sentence 3.8.3.6.(12) is inserted below:

12) A vestibule located in an accessible path of travel shall be arranged to allow the
movement of wheelchairs between doors and shall provide a distance between 2 doors
in series of not less than 1 350 mm plus the width of any door that swings into the space
in the path of travel from one door to another.

Where a swing door provides the access into an elevator vestibule, a person must pass
through the swing doorway to reach the elevator. The elevator doors do not swing into the
vestibule because they are sliders. If the wall containing the swing door is parallel to the wall
containing the elevator doors, and the width of the vestibule requires movement straight
through the vestibule, the swing door will swing into the path of travel through the vestibule to
the elevators. In that case, if the door swings into the vestibule, the minimum required
distance between the swing door in the closed position and the elevator doors is 1350 mm
plus the width of the swing door.
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For other vestibule configurations, such as the wall containing the swing door at 90° to the
wall containing the elevator doors, the swing door may or may not swing into the path of
travel. Also, many elevator vestibules are oversized lobbies where occupants can move into
the lobby and wait for the elevator. If the elevator vestibule is sufficiently large to
accommodate persons in wheelchairs out of the most direct path of travel, i.e., if there is a
path of travel that is at least 1350 mm long beyond the swing arc of the swing door, this is
considered to comply with Sentence 3.8.3.6.(12).
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