I nf ormal docunent No. 5

(126th Wp. 29, 12-15 March 2002,
agenda item5.2.)

CANADI AN PROPCSAL TO AMEND FORVAL DOCUMENT TRANS/ WP. 29/ 2002/ 24
CONCERNI NG PROPGCSED GUI DELI NES REGARDI NG PROPCSI NG AND DEVELOPI NG OF
GLOBAL TECHNI CAL REGULATI ONS

A PROPOSAL :

Par agraph 2., amend to read:

“2. ... The proposed GIR nmay be based on the harnonization of UN ECE
Regul ations and regul ations listed in the Conpendi um of Candi dates, or
may be a new regul ation ..

e A proposed GIR that is based on harnonization nust identify al
rel evant regul ations of the Contracting Parties that are contained in
t he Conpendi um of Candi dates and the correspondi ng ECE Regul ati on

Par agraph 4., amend to read:

“4,

e Consider other regulations, which are UN ECE Regul ati ons or are
listed in the Conmpendium and pertain to the same subject

e Consider all known voluntary standards on the sanme subject

. Descri be any additional research or testing needed
. Descri be any contentious issues.”

Paragraph 5., amend to read:

“ 5.

. Requests additional research or testing identified by GR and/or
gui delines for dealing with the identified contentious issues.”

Par agraph 6., amend to read:

“6.

. Demands identified research or testing fromthe Contracting Party
that submitted the proposal and/or finds solution for the identified
contentious issues.”

Add Figure 1. depicting the GIR devel opnent process.
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B. JUSTI FI CATI ON

Par agr aph 2.

Thi s paragraph should reflect provisions of the dobal Agreenment. According
to the G obal Agreenent, para. 6.2., the harnonized gl obal technica

regul ations (GIR) is to be based on relevant regulations listed in the
Conpendi um of Candi dates or the UN ECE Regul ati ons on the same subject.

Bef ore bei ng considered for harnonization, national regulations should be

pl aced in the Compendi um of Candi dates.

Par agr aph 4.

Second bullet. As is witten this bullet may be misinterpreted. The d oba
Agreenent stipulates that a harnonized GTRis to relate to el enents of
performance or design characteristics addressed either by regulations |isted
in the Conmpendi um or by UN ECE Regul ati ons, therefore both sources of the
reference docunents should be nmentioned. |f however, the intent of this
bullet is to include in the anal yses other national or sub-nationa

regul ations not listed in the Conpendi um of Candi dates, then the text should
stop at the first coma of the original text and the bullet should read:

e “Consider other regulations on the same subject”

New bullet. This bullet should conpel the Wrking Party (GR) to consider

exi sting voluntary standards on the subject of the proposed GTR Many

i ndustry standards go beyond the regul ati ons, provide better protection for
the road users and/or address the newest technology. Establishing a new GIR
based solely on existing, UN-registered regulations nay lead to a di screpancy
between the regul atory requirements and the industry standards, the new,
avai |l abl e technol ogy or both.

Last bullet. GR itself should be able to seek any additional or m ssing

i nformati on wi thout burdening WP.29 with this task. The GR-expert fromthe
Contracting Party proposing the new GIR shoul d be able to provide any such

i nformati on needed. What this bullet(s) should identify are items, with witch
the GRis not equipped to deal (e.g. additional research or test program
requiring funds or political decision for which the GR experts have no

aut hori zation).

Par agraphs 5. and 6.

Al t hough, these paragraphs do not reflect the provisions of 1998 Agreenent,
sonme formof prelimnary, and possibly interim formal comrunicati on between
AC.3 and a GR could be desired, especially, with regard to the new bullets
suggested for Paragraph 4.

Last bullet - both paragraphs. The text of these bullets should be anmended in
accordance with proposed changes in Paragraph 4.



