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I.  Proposal 

Paragraph 4.1., amend to read: 

"4.1. Legform test to bumper 

For vehicles with a lower bumper height at the test position of less 
than 425 mm, the requirements of paragraph 4.1.1. shall be applied.  

For vehicles with a lower bumper height at the test position which is greater 
than or equal to 425 mm and less than 500 mm, the requirements of either 
paragraph 4.1.1. or 4.1.2., at the choice of the manufacturer, shall be applied. 

For vehicles with a lower bumper height at the test position of greater than, 
or equal to 500 mm, the requirements of paragraph 4.1.2. shall be applied." 

 II. Justification 

1. Location of lower bumper height measurement is not specified in Paragraph 4.1. 

2. Therefore for vehicles with the lower bumper height of less than 425 mm and 
greater than or equal to 500 mm, depending on lateral location, the lack of definition of 
measurement location may lead to confusion about the choice of test conditions. 

3. By adding the above-mentioned wording, the test condition of each test point 
becomes settled clearly. 

4. In addition, these contents are already proposed in the draft Regulation on pedestrian 
safety (ECE/TRANS/WP.29/2010/127).  

    


