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A PROPOSAL

Paragraph 2.19., amend to read:

“2.19. “Safety glazing material requisite for driver’s vision” neans
safety glazing material used as a wi ndscreen or as front side-
wi ndows, through which the driver’s forward field of view
of 180° is obtained. It also covers the rear and rear side
wi ndows, except when the rear field of viewis obtained by two
exterior rear-view mrrors in accordance with
Regul ation No. 46.”

Paragraphs 5.5.5. and 5.5.7., the footnotes 1/ and 2/, should be deleted

Annex 14, paragraphs 6.1.3.1., 6.1.3.2. and 6.1.3.3., should be deleted

Annex 16, paragraphs 6.1.3.1., 6.1.3.2. and 6.1.3.3., should be deleted

B. JUSTI FI CATI ON

The United Kingdom proposal on installation requirenents was briefly discussed
at the seventy-ei ghth GRSG session. CLEPA has in the nmeantinme studied the
docurment and finds it to be in the main part acceptable. Sone areas, however
need clarification

The definition for safety glazing requisite for driving visibility contained
in paragraph 2.19. is confusing. Currently, in all countries applying

Regul ation No. 43, the practice is to grant approvals and to allow the use of
glazing materials with less than 70 per cent |ight transm ssion behind the

B pillar, provided that the rearward field of view requirenments specified in
Regul ation No. 46 are satisfied using two exterior rear-view mrrors. The
wor di ng of the United Kingdom proposal appears to indicate that any glazing to
the rear of the B pillar would have to satisfy the 70 per cent |ight

transm ssion requirement specified in paragraph 9.1.4.1. of the Regul ation

If this is the case, it would not only be a reversal of current practice but
it would also be in contradiction with the generally accepted interaction of
Regul ations Nos. 43 and 46. Any such confusion could be avoided by amending
docunent TRANS/ WP. 29/ GRSG 1999/ 12 as i ndi cat ed:

If CLEPA's nmodification of the definition were accepted, it would mean that
there woul d be no abrasion resistance requirenment for plastic glazings in
positions which, according to the new definition, are not requisite for
driving visibility, e.g. a rearward facing wi ndow where the rear-view
requirenent is satisfied using two exterior mrrors. CLEPA thinks that this
woul d not be advi sabl e because any |ight scattering particularly during night
time driving would be very distracting for the driver. This eventuality is

al ready covered in the current version of Regul ation No. 43 where the abrasion
resi stance requirements for plastic glazing materials (annexes 14 and 16,
paragraphs 6.1.3.1. and 6.1.3.2.) are:
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- for plastic safety glazing used in locations requisite for driving
visibility:
Qut er surface 1000 cycles with 2 per cent haze
I nner surface 100 cycles with 4 per cent haze

- for plastic safety glazing used in locations not requisite for driving
visibility:
Quter surface 500 cycles with 10 per cent haze
I nner surface 100 cycles with 4 per cent haze

No abrasi on resistance requirement is necessary in the case of trailers and
notor caravans. The reason for this derogation is that in certain types of
vehicle the glazing may be | ocated such that it is never used either for
direct or occasional driver’s vision. Nevertheless, the CLEPA viewis that if
direct or occasional vision is required the above provisions should apply for
all vehicles.

CLEPA is aware that the table in annex 21 needs to be reviewed in line with
t he above anmendments and is ready to draft a discussion paper if the
under | yi ng docunent is accepted.

CLEPA furthernmore has the follow ng additional conments on plastic glazings
requisite for driving visibility:

- the proposed differentiation in test requirenents linked to installation
requi rements in paragraphs 6.1.3.1. and 6.1.3.2. neans 2 possible different
mar ki ngs on a wi ndow requisite for driver’s vision, depending on the vehicle
category. Apart fromthe question why the wi ndows requisite for driver’'s
vision installed in special purpose ML vehicles should be allowed to be of
lower quality regarding their abrasion resistance conpared to those installed
in ‘normal’ ML vehicles (inplied in paragraph 6.1.3.2. of annexes 14 and 16
and in line (3) of the table in annex 21), such a practice would lead to
confusion, not only for the car manufacturer when installing the wi ndows as
original pieces but especially in the frequently occurring case that the
speci al purpose ML vehicle is re-sold to a private person.

- Line (3) of the table in annex 21 inplies that |ower abrasion resistance
(M 500 cycles, 10 per cent) could be allowed for w ndows at |ocations
requisite for driver’s vision, when |ocated behind the driver’s R point.

CLEPA thinks that this is not acceptable. All glazings requisite for the
driver’s vision nmust conformto the abrasion resistance requirenents,

i ndependently of the vehicle category in which they are installed. When

gl azi ngs | ocated behind the driver’s R point becone not requisite for driver’s
vision (see definition in paragraph 2.19.), then they are submtted to | ower
requi renments (500 cycles, 10 per cent) or none (trailers and notor caravans).

Del etion of footnotes 1/ and 2/ of paragraphs 5.5.5. and 5.5.7., makes it
clear that only one of either symbols should be applied.




