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A.  PROPOSAL 
 
The title of the Regulation, amend to read: 
 

"UNIFORM PROVISIONS CONCERNING THE APPROVAL OF VEHICLES WITH 
REGARD TO THE PROTECTION OF THE OCCUPANTS IN THE EVENT OF AN 
OFFSET FRONTAL COLLISION" 

 
 
Paragraph 1.2., amend to read: 
 
"1.2. This Regulation shall be applied, at the request of the manufacturer for the approval of a 

vehicle type, to the protection of the occupants of the front outboard seats in the event of 
an offset frontal collision;" 

 
 

*          *          * 
 
B.  JUSTIFICATION 
 
There is a national Regulation in Japan for the protection of occupants in the event of a full lap 
frontal collision. Since the Japanese Regulation is aimed primarily at preventing injury to the 
occupants due to collision impact, the Regulation needs to be clearly distinguished from 
Regulation No. 94 which is aimed chiefly at preventing injury due to the deformation of the 
compartment.  
 
However, Regulation No. 94 in its title and in paragraph 1.2. does not specify the applicable 
configuration of frontal collision. It may, therefore, be violation of article 3 of the 1958 
Agreement if Japan adopts Regulation No. 94 while maintaining its national Regulation.  
 
For this reason, the possibility of violating the 1958 Agreement is eliminated by precising the 
scope of Regulation No. 94 in its title and in paragraph 1.2. 
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