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A PROPOSAL

Par agraph 2.9.3., anend to read:

"2.9.3 "Il luminating surface of a retro-reflector” (paragraph 2.7.16.)
nmeans, as declared by the applicant during the conponent approval
procedure for the retro-reflectors, the orthogonal projection of
aretro-reflector in a plane perpendicular to its axis of
reference and delinited by planes contiguous to the decl ared
outernost parts of the retro-reflectors’ optical system and
parallel to that axis. For the purposes of determning the
| ower, upper and |l ateral edges of the device, only horizontal and
vertical planes shall be considered."

B. JUSTI FI CATI ON

In relevant paragraphs 6.14.2., 6.16.2. and 6.17.2., the ECE Regul ati on No. 48,
02 series of anendnents, reads concerning the possibility of installing
additional reflective devices:

"... Additional retroreflective devices and nmaterials are allowed provi ded that
they do not inpair the effectiveness of the mandatory Iighting and signalling
devi ces. "

Additional retro-reflectors are conmon practice in countries like the United
States of Anerica and Canada. Sone vehicle manufacturers design cars for the
worl d market. The vagueness of the wording used in Regulation No. 48 paves the
way for diverging interpretation in Europe, because the aforesaid paragraph
does not contain a scientific nethod to quantify whether the extra parts

i mpair, or not inpair, the basic equipnent.

The GIB carefully reviewed the situation, and came to the concl usion that
anmendi ng the definition of the illum nating surface as proposed above brings
the solution. The applicant needs to declare which part(s) of the retro-
reflector(s) fulfil the optical requirenents of ECE Regulation No. 3 as well as
the installation requirenents.



