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A Study on Preference of Wheelchair Users
to Toilet Approach Way

- Focused on Wheelchair Users’ Disability Types and Their Wheelchair Types
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Abstract

Purpose: The purpose of this study is to identify the difference in toilet approach way by wheelchair

users according to the direction of the door and to suggest the layout of the toilet rooms most

accessible to the wheelchair users. Methods: Survey to wheelchair users about approach to toilet

have been conducted for the data collection. 90 answers have been analyzed statistically by SPSS

19.0 program. Results: The conclusions of this study are as follows. Firstly, spinal cord disorders

prefer diagonal approach and lateral approach to the toilet, but brain lesions prefer diagonal

approach and frontal approach to toilet. Secondly, the manual wheelchair users prefer the diagonal

approach and the lateral approach to the toilet, and the electric wheelchair users has a different

approach way to the toillet depending on the direction of the door. Finally, the layout of accessible

toilets have to be designed for the diagonal approach to toilet, which is most preferred by

wheelchair users. Implications: The toilet approach varies according to the disability types and the

wheelchair types. Therefore, the size of accessible toilets should be larger than now considering the

access of variety wheelchair users.

Keywords: Accessible toilet room, Barrier free design, Persons with disabilities, Wheelchair users,
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1.2 Methods of Research
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2. Theoretical Reviews
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[Table 1] Standard of Accessible Toilet Room

& 7|1E
FRHEHY 1600mmx2000mm
CHE”| ME 2|57t 1400mmx 1400mm
o) 58 37t 750mm
ZUE RESE 900mm
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[Table 2] Criteria of BF Certification

== NE:3
BFEFQ Z A 1600mmx2000mm,
=+ 7] =8 25372 750mm,
CHHT| MH Z2557F 1400mmx1400mm
HIEFS 2@ HA 2000mmx2100mm,
xR 7] &M 2532 750mm,
HRH7| MH 2537 1400mmx1400mm
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3. Survey Analysis

3.1 Method of Survey
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3.2 Wheelchair User's Disability Types
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[Table 4] Persons with Disabilities by Disability Types and

Standards
Disability Types
1 XA Fopel
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[Figure 1] Disability Types (%)
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3.3 Wheelchair Types
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[Figure 2] Wheelchair Types (%)
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[Figure 2-1] Wheelchair Users' Disability Types (%)

3.4 Preference on Toilet Room Types
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3.5 Preference on Direction of Door
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[Figure 3] Preference on Direction of Door (%)

3.6 Approach Way to the Toilet
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[Figure 4] wheelchair user's approach way by layout of
front direction door to toilet

[Figure 5] wheelchair user's approach way by layout of
diagonal direction door to toilet

L

[Figure 6] wheelchair user's approach way by layout of
lateral direction door to toilet
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3.7 Analysys on Frontal Direction Door to Toilet
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[Table 5] Approach Way by Disability Types (&, %)
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[Figure 8] Approach Way by Disabilities Types (%)
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[Table 6] Approach Way by Wheelchair Types (&, %)
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[Figure 9] Approach Way by Wheelchair Types (%)
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[Figure 10] Approach Way by Sex (%)

3.8 Analysys of Diagonal Direction Door to Toilet
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[Table 7] Approach Way by Disability Types (¥, %)
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3.9 Analysys of Lateral Direction Door to Toilet
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4. Conclusion
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