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Abstract:

The purpose of the study was to clarify the actual
status of projects of the public administration in
Hyogo Prefecture for barrier-free promotion of
small-scale facilities and also to clarify the
problemsand challenges thereof. The examination
was conducted in the following manner: (1)
Comments from the person responsible from the
prefectural government; (2) Questionnaires to
the person responsible from the city and town
administrations; and (3) Collection and analysis
of documents notified.

The examination revealed that problems
exist because the persons responsible lack the
appropriate professional knowledge; there are
many cases where the improvement standards
were not satisfied, etc.
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Tab.1 The number of notifications concerning
small-scale facilities
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Fig.1l The number of notifications to the
respective city and town administrations
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Tab.3 Status of oonfirmation of compliance
between investigative records and drawings
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Tab.4 Availability of case examples that the
identified issues are improved due to guidance
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Tab.2 Job type and affiliation of persons
responsible
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Tab.6 Presumption by persons responsible
regarding status of facility improvement
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( ) Fig.2 Measures for barrier-free promotion

proposed by persons responsible
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Tab.7 Breakdown of facilities to be examined

by intended purposes and construction types
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Photo.1 An example of an instruction block
which was added
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Fig.3 Status of improvement judged from the documents notified
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Photo.2 An example of an improved grating
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