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I.

Proposal
Annex 2, paragraph 2.3., amend to read:
"2.3.

II.

For the periodic records, the photometric measurements for verification of
conformity shall at least yield data for the points 8 and 9, the maximum value
on and the lines 1, 5, and the minimum value on line 6, 8 and 9 as specified
in paragraph 6.4.3. of this Regulation."

Justification
1.
The wording of Annex 2, paragraph 2.3., which includes references to measurement
of "maximum" and "minimum" values is confusing and is in conflict with the requirements
of paragraph 6.4.3. of the main body of Regulation No. 19.
2.
In practice, in order to determine compliance with the minimum value specified for
the whole of line 6, for example, it is necessary to scan for the maximum value along the
line and then check that this value exceeds the minimum value specified in paragraph 6.4.3.
However, this is the normal competence of a test laboratory and, as is the case with
provisions relating to the type approval measurement, it is not necessary to complicate the
provisions for the Conformity of Production (CoP) testing. For this reason, it is proposed to
remove the references to "maximum" and "minimum" values.
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