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1. GRE held its forty-second session from 14 to 16 April 1999 under the
chai rmanship of M. G Meekel (Netherlands). Experts fromthe follow ng
countries participated in the work: Canada; Czech Republic; Finland; France;
Germany; Hungary; ltaly; Netherlands; Pol and; Russian Federation; Slovenia;
Spai n; Sweden; United Kingdom United States of Anerica. A representative of
t he European Conmi ssion (EC) participated. Representatives of Japan took part
in the session under paragraph 11 of the Conmission's Ternms of Reference.
Experts fromthe foll owi ng non-governmnmental organi zati ons al so partici pated:
International O ganization for Standardization (1SO; Internationa

Organi zation of Mdtor Vehicle Manufacturers (O CA); International Mtorcycle
Manuf acturers Association (I MMA); Liaison Conmttee for the Manufacture of
Aut onobi | e Equi pnent and Spare Parts (CLEPA); Working Party

"Brussel s 1952" (GIB); International Electrotechnical Conm ssion (1EC

GE. 99-

2. The docunents without a synbol distributed during the session are |isted
in annex 1 to this report.
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REGULATI ON No. 48 - Devel opnent
(I'nstallation of lighting and |ight-signalling devices)

(a) Presence of lighting and light-signalling devices
during type approval tests

Docunent ation: TRANS/ WP. 29/ GRE/ 1999/ 1; infornmal docunents Nos. 5, 11 and 12
of annex 1 to this report.

3. The Chairnman invited the experts to express their views on the proposa
contai ned i n docunent TRANS/ WP. 29/ GRE/ 1999/ 1 (section A), based on the results
of the previous session of GRE. He also rem nded GRE that an alternative
proposal , proposed by the expert fromltaly, had been inserted in section B of
t he above docunent.

4, Since all the experts agreed that a definition of an “additional |anp”
was necessary in Regulation No. 48, the Chairnman suggested to continue the
di scussion on the basis of the alternative proposal, dealing with such
definition, proposed in informal document No. 11

5. The expert fromthe United Kingdomsaid that, in his opinion, the
proposed text was too restrictive and suggested that it should be anended in
order to allow all additional devices to be fitted on a vehicle during type
approval, leaving it to the approval authority to assess whether they could be
accepted as additional devices in its country. 1In this respect, he presented
a proposal for a nodified definition of an “additional |anmp” (inform

document No. 12).

6. The expert fromthe United States of Anerica supported the view of the
expert fromthe United Kingdomand said that the prescriptions set up in
Regul ati on No. 48 should be considered as nmandatory nini mumrequirenents. In
his view, in order to satisfy the request of different narkets, nmanufacturers
shoul d be allowed to install additional |anps that, however, could be refused
by type approval authorities.

7. The expert fromltaly pointed out that additional |anps should be defined
inawy allowing a clear distinction from supplenentary | anps, whose ECE type
approval and installation is permtted by Regulation No. 48. In particular

he proposed that additional |anps should be only those not covered by
Regul ati on No. 48

8. The expert from France suggested that additional |anps should not be
listed in the type approval form and expressed her concern about the
i ntroduction of |anps, recogni zed at national |level, in Regulation No. 48.

She considered this to be a step backward in harnonization, because it could
lead to a possibility of refusal of a registration of vehicle type approved
according to Regul ati on No. 48.
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9. Recal ling his reservation, introduced during the previous session, the
expert from Germany foresaw difficulties for the national authorities during
the type approval procedure and the control of conformty of production (COP)
of vehicles fitted with additional |anps.

10. The expert fromthe European Conmission entered a reservation to the
proposal and invited GRE, before taking any final decision, to carefully
assess the possible problens for national adm nistrations during type approval
and registration procedures. In this respect, he recalled that vehicles of
category ML (passenger cars), type approved in a EU country according to

EC Directives, should be registered in another EU country without further
controls. This would inply that additional |anps (recognized by the country

i ssuing type approval) should al so be accepted in the country where the
vehicle was intended to be registered.

11. The expert from O CA suggested that a definition of “additional lighting
and light signalling devices” instead of “additional |anps” would be
preferable for Regulation No. 48. He said that, in this case, also retro-
refl ective devices, taxi signals, tell-tales and other devices would be
covered by the definition (informal document No. 5).

12. In the discussion which foll owed, an agreenent based on the text proposed
in informal documents Nos. 11 and 12 was not reached. The Chairman invited
GRE to assess the possible inplications of the draft proposal for type
approval and registration procedures, and to resune its consideration at the
next session.

13. Following the Chairnan’s invitation, GRE agreed to continue consideration
of this matter at the next session, on the basis of a text incorporating

i nformal docunents Nos. 11 and 12 and the amendnent suggested during the
session (see annex 2 to this report). The Chairnan invited GRE to prepare for
taking a final decision at its next session

(b) Supplenentary signalling lanps for |arge vehicles

Docunent ati on: TRANS/ WP. 29/ GRE/ 1997/ 10/ Rev. 2.

14. The proposal was briefly introduced by the expert from France. She
expl ai ned that at the previous session it had been agreed to limt the
possibility to install a supplenentary pair of rear indicator |anps, stop
| anps and rear position |lanps to certain categories of vehicles only.

15. GRE considered the proposal in detail. Regarding the installation height
of supplenentary |lanps, the majority of experts agreed that it should be as
hi gh as the shape of the bodywork nade it possible, but with a mnimum
separati on di stance of 600 nmfromthe mandatory |anps, in order to inprove
the rear visibility of the vehicle.

In particular, the foll owi ng amendnents were agreed by the majority of the
experts:

Cener al _anendnent
Thr oughout the text, replace the word “additional” with “optional”

Par agraph 6.5.4.1., correct the word “after” to read “outer”.

Par agraphs 6.5.4.2.4., 6.7.4.2.1. and 6.10.4.2., anend to read:
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and at a vertical distance as |arge as the shape of the bodywork
makes it possible but not |ess than 600 nm above the mandatory

| anps.”

16. The expert fromthe United Kingdom pointed out that supplenmentary |anps
woul d al so be hel pful in the case of failure of the correspondi ng nandatory

| anps or when they were obscured (e.g. during vehicle |oading operation).
Therefore, he suggested that supplenentary | anps should not be subject to
unnecessary restrictive prescriptions and the m ni mrum di stance shoul d be | ess
than 600 nm In this respect, he entered a reservation to the proposal

17. The expert from O CA supported the view of the expert fromthe United

Ki ngdom and entered a reservation to the proposal. He reninded GRE that
originally the mninmum separation distance of 200 nm from mandatory | anps had
been consi dered and concl uded that he could not see any need to require a
greater distance for supplenentary optional |anps.

18. Notwithstanding the pending reservation (see para. 16 above), GRE agreed
to transmit the proposal as anended during the session (see para. 15 above) to
WP. 29 and to the Adm nistrative Conmittee AC.1 for consideration at its
thirteenth session (Novenber 1999) as a proposal for draft Supplenment 2 to the
02 series of anendnments to Regul ation No. 48 (see also paras. 20 and 32

bel ow) .

(c) International harnoni zation of installation requirenents
(four-wheel ed vehi cl es)

Docunentation: TRANS/ SC. 1/ Wp. 29/ GRE/ R 146/ Rev. 3; TRANS/ WP. 29/ GRE/ 1999/ 2;
TRANS/ WP. 29/ GRE/ 1999/ 6; informal docunent No. 7 of annex 1 to this report.

19. The expert from France presented a proposal to anmend Regul ation

No. 48, 02 series of amendnents, in order to apply its provisions to vehicles
of N1 category (TRANS/ Wp. 29/ GRE/ 1999/2). She said that her proposal was
intended to be applied also to the rear |lanps of the vehicle while the
original proposal by O CA (TRANS/ W,. 29/ GRE/ 40, para. 61) was linmted to the
front | anps.

20. GRE considered and adopted docunment TRANS/ WP. 29/ GRE/ 1999/ 2 and agreed to
transmit it to WP.29 and to the Adnministrative Conmittee AC. 1 for
consideration at its thirteenth session (Novenber 1999) as a part of the
proposal for draft Supplement 2 to the 02 series of amendnments to Regul ation
No. 48 (see para. 18 above and para. 32 bel ow).

21. The Chairnman introduced docunment TRANS/ WP. 29/ GRE/ 1999/ 6 whi ch had been
prepared by the secretariat with the aimto derive from Regul ati on No. 48

02 series of anendnents, harnonized prescriptions on the installation of
lighting and light-signalling devices applicable for ML and N1 category
vehi cl es (TRANS/ WP. 29/ GRE/ 41 para. 24). He wished that the proposal could be
finalized by GRE during the next session and adopted by the Administrative
Committee AC.1 at its fourteenth session (March 2000) as a proposal for draft
Regul ati on No. 48-H Therefore, he invited the experts to exami ne the
proposal in detail.

22. The expert from France supported in principle the proposal but entered a
study reservation on the text, with particular regard to the geonetric
visibility drawi ngs nmentioned in paragraphs 6.5. (direction indicators).

23. The expert from Japan suggested that the installation of headl anp
cl eani ng devices and rear fog | anps should be nade optional on the basis of
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national regulations, in order to take account of different weather conditions
and traffic road conditions in each country (informal docunment No. 7).

By a ngjority, GRE did not agree to allow such a possibility in a Regul ation
that could beconme a candidate for a global technical regulation under the
Agreenent of 25 June 1998. The expert from Japan accepted the renarks nmade by
GRE and agreed to reconsider the matter before presenting his proposal again.

24. The expert fromthe United States of Anerica expressed the view that a
wor | d-wi de regul ati on should not require the mandatory installation of certain
devices (e.g side marker lanps) that are optional in other countries.

Furt hernore, he suggested that a harnoni zed regul ati on should al so allow the
installation of mandatory | anps not necessarily approved according to ECE
Regul ati ons, but, for instance, approved according to US standards.

Therefore, he entered a reservation on the proposal and proposed to delete
fromthe text all references to specific ECE Regul ations.

25. The expert from GIB noted that sone definitions of categories of
direction indicator |anps, side marker |anps and stop | anps woul d be needed.
He suggested to insert in the text of the draft proposal a reference to the
correspondi ng Regul ations Nos. 6, 7 and 91

26. The expert from O CA entered a study reservation on the proposal since he
needed nore tinme for expressing the official position of his organization. He
al so raised the question as to whether Regul ation No. 48-H would be really
desirabl e since the correspondi ng provisions had al ready been introduced by
the 02 series of amendnents to Regul ati on No. 48.

27. Regarding the prescriptions proposed in paragraphs 7 to 11 (of docunent
TRANS/ WP. 29/ GRE/ 1999/ 6), it was agreed to keep themin the text of the draft
proposal which, once approved, should becone a Regul ati on annexed to the
1958 Agreenent. However, GRE agreed that the above prescription should be
renoved if the Regul ation woul d becone a gl obal technical regulation to be
annexed to the Agreenent of 25 June 1998 (d obal Agreenent).

28. GRE agreed to resune the consideration of the proposal for draft

Regul ation No. 48-H at the next session and requested the secretariat to
record the anmendnments agreed in the report (see annex 3 to this report). It
was al so agreed to continue the consideration of this subject on the basis of
docunment TRANS/ WP. 29/ GRE/ 1999/ 6, drafted in the English | anguage only.

29. The expert fromltaly informed GRE that the Worrking Party on Road Traffic
Safety (WP.1) was considering possible future anmendnents to the Convention on
Road Traffic (Vienna, 1968) and suggested that GRE shoul d propose to WP.1 the
necessary amendnents in order to bring the text of the Convention in line with
the | atest devel oprment in lighting equi pnent of vehicles. The Chairman agreed
wi th the suggestion and proposed that all the recent amendnments to Regul ation
No. 48 agreed by GRE (e.g. supplenentary |anps, see paras. 14-17 above) could
be a basis for further amendnents to the Convention on Road Traffic.

(d) Definition of a single |anp

Docunent ati on: TRANS/ WP. 29/ GRE/ 1999/ 3.

30. The proposal was introduced by the expert from France. She said that a
[ anp having many distinct parts conposing the illuminating surface could be
considered to be a single |lanp, provided that certain technical conditions
were sati sfied.

31. The proposal received general support with the exception of the expert
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fromthe United Kingdomwho entered a study reservation on the new definition
of “single |am”.

32. GRE agreed to transmit the proposal to WP.29 and to Adninistrative
Conmittee AC.1 for consideration at its thirteenth session (Novenber 1999) as
part of the proposal for draft Supplement 2 to the 02 series of amendnments to
Regul ation No. 48. It was also agreed that GRE should subject the proposal to
a final review at its next session (Cctober 1999).

AVENDVENTS TO ECE REGULATI ONS

(a) Requlations Nos. 4, 6, 7, 23, 38, 50, 77, 87 and 91

Docunent ation: TRANS/ WP. 29/ GRE/ 1998/ 8; TRANS/ WP. 29/ GRE/ 1998/ 17;
TRANS/ WP. 29/ GRE/ 1998/ 18;  TRANS/ WP. 29/ GRE/ 1998/ 20/ Rev. 1,
TRANS/ WP. 29/ GRE/ 1999/ 5 and Rev. 1; TRANS/ WP. 29/ GRE/ 1999/ 7.

33. The Chairman invited the experts to express their final opinion on the
proposal to restrict the neasurenment of the colour of light to the area
covered by the light distribution grid (TRANS/ WP. 29/ GRE/ 1998/ 8) .

34. The expert fromthe United Kingdom suggested that the col our should be
neasured in a wider area throughout the field of geonetric visibility, as
proposed by the expert from Japan ( TRANS/ WP. 29/ GRE/ 40, para. 36).

35. Followi ng a request nade by the expert fromltaly, the expert from GIB
infornmed GRE that the problem of the colour of Iights was being studied by an
“ad hoc” group that would submit draft results to the GIB neeting schedul ed
for May 1999. He promised to inform GRE of the [ atest progress of the study
as soon as the first results would becone avail abl e.

36. GRE agreed to resune consideration of this natter at its next session
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37. The proposal by the expert from GIB to introduce in Regulation No. 6 a
new test procedure, applicable to devices equipped with light-emtting di odes
(LED) (TRANS/ WP. 29/ GRE/ 1998/ 17) was consi dered to be superseded by docunent
TRANS/ WP, 29/ GRE/ 1998/ 20/ Rev. 1, in which it had been incorporated. The latter
docunment was considered in detail.

38. The expert fromthe United States of Anmerica infornmed GRE that for
direction indicator lanps in his country a 100 per cent duty factor should be
required instead of the proposed 50 per cent. However, he said that, since
this matter was still being studied in his country, he could accept the
decision taken in GRE by a majority. The expert from Canada supported the
view of the expert fromthe United States of America and informed GRE of his
intention to present at the next session a report on heating characteristics
of lanps operating in flashing node operation

39. The expert fromthe Russian Federati on expressed her concern about the
nmeasur enent procedure for devices operating in flashing node and asked for
clarification of the text proposed for paragraph 3.3.

40. The expert fromltaly recalled that the procedure concerning devices
operating in flashing node had been agreed during the past GRE session and
suggested not to amend it. He also said that, in his opinion, after 30

m nutes of operation in flashing node, light intensity should be neasured in a
steady burni ng operation.

41. CRE agreed to adopt the proposal (based on docunent

TRANS/ WP, 29/ GRE/ 1998/ 17) with the anendnments proposed during the forty-first
sessi on ( TRANS/ WP. 29/ GRE/ 41, para. 33) and without any transitiona
provi si ons.

42. Consideration of docunment TRANS/ Wp. 29/ GRE/ 1998/ 20/ Rev. 1 conti nued by

di scussing in detail a revised proposal to anmend Regul ation No. 6 in order to
allow a reduced field of photonetric perfornmance for devices with a nounting
hei ght < 750 nm above the ground presented by the expert from CLEPA

43. The followi ng editorial corrections were noted:

Annex 1, in the figure concerning categories 5 and 6, the arrows should be
cl oser to the correspondi ng indications.

Annex 2, item9, and
Annex 3, caption below Fiqure 1, first sentence, and
Annex 4, paragraph 2.1.3., anend to read:

R hei ght of equal to or less than ..

Annex 3, figure 1, the dinmension of the horizontal segment above the vertica
arrow should read a/2 only.

The text of justifications, |ast sub-paragraph, should read:

I hi gh nmount ed devices are ...

44, CRE agreed to transmt docunent TRANS/ WP. 29/ GRE/ 1999/ 20/ Rev. 1 as anended
during the session (see para. 35 above) to WP.29 and to the Adninistrative
Conmmittee AC.1 for consideration at its thirteenth session (Novenber 1999) as
a proposal for draft Supplenent 8 to the 01 series of amendnents to Regul ation
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45. The proposal to anend Regul ation No. 7 (TRANS/ WP. 29/ GRE/ 1998/ 18), based
on the anmendnents parallel to those suggested for Regulation No. 6 (see

paras. 37-41) was reconsidered by GRE and adopted with the anendnents agreed
during the forty-first session (TRANS/ WP. 29/ GRE/ 41, paras. 26-30 and annex 2).
However, GRE agreed not to transmit the proposal to WP.29 and to

Admi nistrative Cormmttee AC. 1, since it should be contained in the revised
versi on of document TRANS/ WP. 29/ GRE/ 1998/ 21 intended to be presented at the
next GRE session by the expert from CLEPA

46. The expert from CLEPA was al so requested to present at the next session
of GRE revisions of documents TRANS/ WP. 29/ GRE/ 1998/ 22 and

TRANS/ WP. 29/ GRE/ 1998/ 23 whi ch had been presented during the forty-first
sessi on ( TRANS/ WP. 29/ GRE/ 41, para. 39).

47. The expert from GIB presented a proposal to anend Regul ati on No. 50
( TRANS/ WP. 29/ GRE/ 1999/ 5/ Rev. 1), based on the amendnents parallel to those
suggested for Regulations Nos. 6 and 7 (see paras. 37 and 45 above). GCRE
agreed the foll owi ng anendnents:

Paragraph 7.5., should not be renunbered; consequently the proposed anmendnent
i n docunent TRANS/ WP. 29/ GRE/ 1999/ 5/ Rev. 1 shoul d be del et ed.

Paragraph 7.5.2. (new), should read paragraph 7.6.

Paragraph 7.7.2. should read 7.8.2 and the reference to paragraph 7.5. 2.
shoul d read paragraph 7.6.

Par agraph 14. (new), shoul d be del et ed.

48. CRE agreed to resune the consideration of this matter at the next session
together with the official version of informal document No. 2, also concerning
Regul ati on No. 50 (see paras. 79 and 80 bel ow).

(c) Requlation No. 45 (Headl anp cl eaners)

Docunent ati on: TRANS/ WP. 29/ GRE/ 1997/ 4/ Rev. 1; informal docunents Nos. 8 and 9
of annex 1 to this report.

49. The expert from CLEPA introduced informal docunment No. 8 which conpleted
docunment TRANS/ WP. 29/ GRE/ 1997/ 4/ Rev. 1 by additional prescriptions regulating
t he adequate operation of headl anp cleaners, in order to ensure that glare
could not be caused by dirty headl anp | enses.

50. The expert fromthe United Kingdom objected to the text proposed by

CLEPA, since its application could not ensure the headl anp cl eani ng when usi ng
the wi per during daytinme, with the headl anp switched off. |In this respect he
i ntroduced i nformal docunment No. 9, which also required the cleaning device to
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operate when the headl anps were first switched on, after the windscreen
washers had | ast been operat ed.

51. The nmajority of experts accepted the proposal presented by the expert
from CLEPA (informal docunent No. 8), with the follow ng amendnents:

Par agraph 6.5.4., the word “control” amend to read “activation”;

Par agraph 13.3., anend to read:

“13. 3. Upon the expiration of [48] nonths after..........
...... on a new vehicle for which national type approval or
i ndi vi dual approval was granted nore than [24] nonths after the date
of ...... ... ... ”

52. GRE agreed to transnmit the anended proposal to WP.29 and to the

Admi ni strative Cormmittee AC.1 for consideration at its thirteenth session
(Novenber 1999) as a proposal for draft Supplenent 4 to the 01 series of
anmendnents to Regul ati on No. 45.

(d) Requlation No. 65 (Special warning |anps)

Docunent ati on: TRANS/ WpP. 29/ GRE/ 1999/ 10.

53. GRE considered in detail the proposal by Gernany and France to inprove
the visibility of vehicles using the special warning |anps.

54, The expert fromthe United Kingdom expressed his concern regardi ng the
proposal to increase the intensity of the emitted |light and entered a
correspondi ng reservation. He said that research was under way in his country
with the aimof verifying whether the increase of intensity could cause glare
and obscure vision of drivers.

55. The expert fromthe Russian Federation suggested that Regul ation No. 65
shoul d al so give prescriptions for red light flashing [anps. The expert from
Sweden suggested that the nounting position of directional flashing |Ianps
should vary from 500 to 2000 mmin height. The Chairnman reni nded the experts
that nounting prescriptions had been drafted as guidelines, and requested the
secretariat to insert in the text of the proposal an appropriate footnote
specifing that no country woul d be bound to follow them

56. Since nmany anendnents and editorial corrections were deened necessary,
GRE agreed to resune consideration of this matter at the next session and
requested the secretariat to prepare a revised text of docunent

TRANS/ WP. 29/ GRE/ 1999/ 10.

(e) Requlation No. 70 (Rear marking plates for heavy and | ong vehicl es)

Docunent ati on: TRANS/ WP. 29/ GRE/ 1998/ 2; TRANS/ WP. 29/ GRE/ 1998/ 11,
TRANS/ WP. 29/ GRE/ 1998/ 15; TRANS/ WP. 29/ GRE/ 1999/ 4.

57. GRE considered the proposal presented by the expert fromthe United

Ki ngdomto enable rear nmarking plates to be approved in a flexible and rigid
format (TRANS/ WP. 29/ GRE/ 1999/4). It was agreed, as a general anendnment, to
consi der category A as rigid rear narking, and category B as flexible, and to
invert the relevant references throughout the text.

58. The expert fromltaly recalled that his original proposa
( TRANS/ WP. 29/ GRE/ 1998/ 2) had been tabled in order to pernit only rigid plates
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to be approved according to Regulation No. 70 and not retro-reflective (or
retro-reflective/fluorescent) filns, even if nmounted on a rigid part of a
vehi cl e body. He concluded that, in his view, the proposal by the expert from
the United Ki ngdom was not acceptabl e.

59. The expert from Germany drew the attention of experts to possible
alterations of photonetric performances of filnms not supported by a rigid
plate. The expert from France supported the idea of permitting only rigid
plates in Regulation No. 70, and suggested that the rigidity test should be
nmade | ess stringent.

60. In the discussion which followed, an agreenent on whether to allow both
rigid and flexible marking plates, or only rigid ones, could not be reached.
The experts who had not expressed a clear position were requested to clarify
their positions at the next GRE session

61. The Chairman also drew the attention of GRE to the proposal by GIB

( TRANS/ WP. 29/ GRE/ 1998/ 15) to extend the scope of Annex 15 to the Regul ation

to vehicles of category N, having a nmass exceeding 7.5t in addition to
vehicles of category N3 and invited GRE to prepare for taking a final decision
at its next session.

SI MPLI FI CATI ON OF THE SYSTEM OF THE ECE HEADLAMP REGULATI ONS

New draft Regulations Nos. "00" and “WH

62. The secretariat informed GRE that, during the one-hundred-and-seventeenth
session of WP.29 (9-12 March 1999) the consideration of the proposal for draft
Regul ati ons Nos. “00” (TRANS/ WP. 29/1998/41 and Add.1) and “M

( TRANS/ WP. 29/ 1998/ 42 and Add. 2.) had been postponed to the next session

(June 1999), since the representative of the European Community had not yet
recei ved authorization to vote on behal f of the 15 EU Menber States.

63. It was agreed that information on the devel opnent in WP.29 and AC. 1
(June 1999 session) would be provided by the secretariat at the next GRE
sessi on.

ELECTRO- MAGNETI C COVPATI BI LI TY ( EMC)

Docunent ati on: TRANS/ WP. 29/ GRE/ 1998/ 6; TRANS/ WP. 29/ GRE/ 1999/ 9; i nformm
docunment No. 13 of annex 1 to this report.

64. The Chairnman recalled that Section A of document TRANS/ WP. 29/ GRE/ 1998/ 6,
entitled "Proposal referring to the 02 series of amendnents", had al ready been
consi dered and adopted during the fortieth session (TRANS/ W,. 29/ GRE/ 40,

para. 56). It should becone draft Corrigendum2 to the 02 series of
amendnents to Regul ation No. 10. However, the Chairman rem nded GRE that no
deci si on had been nmade regarding the transmi ssion of this corrigendumto WP. 29
and AC. 1.

65. For Section B of the above document, referring to draft Supplenent 1 to
the 02 series of anmendnents to Regul ation No. 10, the expert fromthe Czech
Republic recalled his explanation nmade during the fortieth session

( TRANS/ WP. 29/ GRE/ 40, para.57) and said that the main purpose of the proposal
was to elimnate the elliptical test area proposed for notorcycles and to use
the sane circular test area as for other categories of vehicles.

66. GRE agreed to transmit the conpl ete proposal (TRANS/ WP. 29/ GRE/ 1998/6) to
WP. 29 and to Adnministrative Conmttee AC.1 for consideration at its thirteenth
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sessi on (Novermber 1999) as draft Corrigendum?2 to the 02 series of anmendnents
(Section A) and draft supplenent 2 to the 02 series of amendnents (Section B)
It was al so agreed that GRE should have the opportunity to give its fina
consi deration to both proposals during the next session

67. The expert from Czech Republic introduced docunent
TRANS/ WP. 29/ GRE/ 1999/ 9, which had been drafted with the aimof making a
conpari son between the prescriptions of ECE Regul ation No. 10 and those
contained in Chapter 8 of EC Directives 97/24/EC, and 95/ 54/ EC.

68. The expert fromI|MVA presented his informal document No. 13 where further
conpari son anong ECE Regul ation No. 10, EC Directive 97/24/ EC and EC Directive
95/ 54/ EC had been nade.

69. The Chairnman thanked the expert fromthe Czech Republic for his research
wor k and asked himto prepare for the next session of GRE a revised docunent

i ncorporating into TRANS/ WP. 29/ GRE/ 1999/ 9 t he proposal of infornmal docunent
No. 13 for consideration at the next session. He also invited EU Menber
States to take into account the results of work done in GRE when the
correspondi ng EC Directives woul d be anended.

OTHER BUSI NESS

(a) dare of headl anps

70. The expert from GIB i nforned GRE that studies concerning this subject
were under way and that results would be presented as soon as available. The
expert fromthe United States of Anerica inforned GRE that the subject had
been considered in his country with particular regard to the choice of the
maxi mum el ectric vol t age.

71. GRE acknow edged the inportance of the subject and agreed to schedule it
for consideration at the next session

(b) Ceneral conditions for requiring mandatory installation of
headl anp cl eani ng and automatic | evelling devices

Docunent ati on: TRANS/ WP. 29/ GRE/ 1998/ 16.

72. Lacking tine for a detail ed exanination of the proposal, GRE agreed to
defer consideration of this itemto the next session
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(c) Harnoni zed passing beam pattern

Docunent ati on: TRANS/ WP. 29/ GRE/ 1997/ 14.

73. The Chairman of GIB reported that no informati on was avail abl e,

additional to that which had been given during the fortieth session of GRE

( TRANS/ WP. 29/ GRE/ 40, paras. 64 and 65). However, he infornmed GRE that the
speci al working group called “GIB Coordi nati ng Conm ttee” continued to work on
this subject and that the first results were expected to be presented at the
next GIB nmeeting (May 1999). He expressed his hope to present a proposal to

t he next session of GRE

(d) Advanced braking warni ng systens

Docunentation: Informal document No. 1 of annex 1 to this report.

74. The Chairman of GIB inforned GRE that a text concerning mnimum

requi renents for assessing nerits of innovative lighting and Iight-signalling
devi ces had been drafted, and that he intended to present it for consideration
at the next GRE session.

75. The expert fromthe United States of America informed GRE that the
National Hi ghway Traffic Safety Administration (NHTSA) would participate in an
international effort to develop a process for evaluating new i deas for
lighting and light-signalling devices on vehicles (informal docunent No. 1).
76. GRE agreed to maintain this itemin the agenda for the next session

(e) Requlation No. 37 (Filament |anps)

77. The secretariat informed GRE that the Administrative Committee (AC. 1) had
adopted at its eleventh session (March 1999) docunent TRANS/ WP. 29/1999/ 10 as
draft Supplenent 18 to the 03 series of anendnments to Regul ation No. 37. The
final docunment (TRANS/ WpP.29/670) had been prepared and would be transnmitted
soon to the Secretary-General of the United Nations for comrunication to the
Contracting Parties to the Regul ati on.

Docunent ati on: TRANS/ WpP. 29/ 1999/ 10.

(f) Requlation No. 104 (Retro-reflective markings for heavy and | ong
vehicles and their trailers).

Docunent ati on: TRANS/ WP. 29/ 1999/ 11.

78. The secretariat informed GRE that the Administrative Committee (AC. 1) had
adopted at its eleventh session (March 1999) docunent TRANS/ WP. 29/1999/ 11 as
draft Supplenent 1 to Regulation No. 104. The final docunent

( TRANS/ WP. 29/ 674) had been prepared and woul d soon be transmitted to the
Secretary-Ceneral of the United Nations for conmunication to the Contracting
Parties to the Regul ation
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(g) Requlations Nos. 50, 53 and 74.

Docunentation: informal docunents Nos. 2, 3 and 4 of annex 1 to this report.

79. The expert fromI|MVA introduced infornmal docunents Nos. 2, 3 and 4, in
order to align Regulations Nos. 50, 53 and 74 with the correspondi ng

EU Directives and with recent devel opnents in Regulations Nos. 4, 6 and 7. He
al so said that sone additional proposals concerning nmultiple |light sources and
gl obal harnoni zati on had al so been addressed.

80. GRE agreed to resune consideration of this natter at the next session
and requested the secretariat to issue informal docunments Nos. 2, 3 and 4 with
of ficial synbols.

(h) Illunmnation of stop lanps by an Adaptative Cruise Control (ACQ

Docunentation: informal docunent No. 6 of annex 1 to this report.

81. Information on Adaptative Cruise Control (ACC) technol ogy was given by
the expert from d CA (informal document No. 6). He said that ACC woul d keep
the vehicle at the sanme safe distance fromthe preceding vehicle, regardless
of the vehicle speed and i ndependent fromdriver actions. He also pointed out
that, since the present definition of stop lanp in Regul ation No. 48 requested
that the stop lanp should only be activated when the driver applied the
service brake, the installation of ACC would not be allowed. Therefore, he
invited GRE to consider possible anmendnents to Regulation No. 48 in order to
pernmit the use of ACC technol ogy.

82. CRE agreed to resune consideration of this matter at the next session
and requested the secretariat to issue informal docunment No. 6 with an
official synbol

(i) Colour of filanment [anps approved to Regulation No. 37

Docunentation: informal docunent No. 10 of annex 1 to this report.

83. The expert fromthe United Ki ngdomintroduced informal docunment No. 10
concerning a request of interpretation of paragraph 3.6.1. (colour of the

[ anp) of Regulation No. 37. He said that, in his opinion, |anps having a
coating applied on their surface should not be granted a type approval since
the colour of the light would change towards the blue or yellow end of the
spectrum

84. GRE agreed to resune consideration of this natter at the next session
under a specific agenda item and requested the secretariat to issue inforna
docunment No. 10 with an official synbol

(j) Tribute to M. J. Wite

85. M. J. Wite, the expert from Canada, informed the del egates that he
woul d cease to attend GRE neetings, and that he would be dealing with research
and crash avoi dance standards in his admnistration. He recalled the years of
col l aboration and friendship in GRE and announced that his successor would be
M. M Corzkowski of the sane adninistration

86. The Chai rman, speaking on behal f of GRE, thanked M. White for his active
participation in the work of GRE and praised his technical expertise. Al the
del egates wished M. Wiite every success in his new area of responsibility.
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AGENDA FOR THE NEXT SESSI ON

87.

For the forty-third session to be held in Lippstadt (Germany), from

4 to 8 October 1999 1/, CRE agreed on the foll ow ng agenda:

1

2.9.

2.10.

Regul ati on No. 48 - Devel opnent

1.1. Presence of lighting and light-signalling devices during type
approval tests.

1.2. International harnonization of installation requirenents
(4-wheel ed vehicl es).

1.3. Definition of a single |anp.

Amendnents to the ECE Regul ati ons

2.1. Regulations Nos. 6, 7, 23, 38, 50, 77, 87 and 91 - col our
requirenents

2.2. Regul ation 7 (Position | anps, stop |lanps and end-outline narker

No
| anps)

Regul ation No. 37 (Filament |anps) - colour requirenents

Regul ati on No. 45 (Headl anp cl eaners)

Regul ation No. 50 (Front and rear position |anps, stop |anps,
direction indicators and rear-registration-plate
illum nating devices for nopeds and notor cycl es)

NINES
Gaw

2.6. Regulation No. 53 (Installation of lighting and |ight-signalling
devi ces on L; category vehicl es)

2.7. Regulation No. 65 (Special warning |anps)

2.8. Regulation No. 70 (Rear nmarking plates for heavy and | ong vehicles).

Regul ation No. 74 (Installation of Iighting and Iight-signalling
devi ces on nopeds)
Regul ation No. 91 (Side narker | anps)

Sinplification of the system of the ECE headl anp Regul ati ons

El ectro-magnetic conpatibility (EMC) - Testing of L and M category
vehi cl es

As part of the secretariat's efforts to reduce expenditure, all the

of ficial docunments distributed prior to the session by mail will not be
available in the conference roomfor distribution to session participants.
Del egates are kindly requested to bring their copies of docunents to the
neeti ng.
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busi ness
d are of headl anps
General conditions for requiring mandatory installation of headl amp

cl eaning and automatic levelling devices

Har noni zed passi ng beam pattern

Advance braki ng warni ng systens

Illum nation of stop lanps by an Adaptative Cruise Control device
(ACC)

Advanced Frontlighting Systenms (AFS)

Amendnents to the Vienna Convention (see para. 29 above)
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Annex 1

LI ST OF | NFORVAL DOCUMENTS DI STRI BUTED W THOUT A SYMBOL DURI NG THE SESSI ON

No. Transnitted Agenda Language Title
by item
1. United 5. 4. E Statenment of Policy - Federal Mtor
St at es of Vehi cl e Safety Standards; Lanps’
Aneri ca Ref |l ecti ve Devices and Associ at ed

Equi prrent (49 CFR Part 571, Docket
No. NHTSA-98-4281).

2. I MA 5.7. E Proposal for Draft Anmendnments to
Regul ati on No. 50.
3. I MA 5.7. E Proposal for Draft Anmendnents to
Regul ati on No. 53.
4. 1 MVA 5.7. E Proposal for Draft Anmendnments to
Regul ati on No. 74.
5. AOCA 1.1. E OCA Interpretati on of Additional Lighting
and Light-Signalling Devices.
6. QCA 5. 8. E II'lum nati on of Stop Lanps by Adaptative
Crui se Control (ACC).
7. Japan 1.3. E Japan’s Comments on the Draft Regul ation
No. 48-H.
8. CLEPA 2. 2. E Proposal for Draft Anmendnments to
Regul ati on No. 45.
9. United 2. 2. E Proposal for a Draft Amendnent to
Ki ngdom Regul ati on No. 45.
10. United 5.9. E Col our of Filanent Lanps Approved to
Ki ngdom Regul ati on No. 37.
11. Chai rnan 1.1. E Proposal for Draft Anmendnments to
Regul ati on No. 48.
12. United 1.1. E Proposal for Draft Anmendnments to
Ki ngdom Regul ati on No. 48.

13. I MA 4, E El ectro-magnetic Conpatibility (EM)
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PROPCSAL FOR DRAFT AVENDVENTS TO REGULATI ON No. 48
The text reproduced bel ow was proposed by the Chairman and it is based on the

text of informal docunments Nos. 11 and 12 as anmended during the session

Insert a new paragraph 2.21., to read:

“2.21. “Additional |anp” nmeans a lanp, the installation of which is not
covered by this Regulation, but is subject to the installation
requi renents of each Contracting Party in whose territory the vehicle
to which the lanmp is fitted is intended to be registered.”

Paragraphs 2.21. to 2.25. (former), renunber as paragraphs 2.22. to 2. 26.

I nsert a new paragraph 5.17., to read:

“5.17. Kind of |anps

The presence of additional lanps is permitted on vehicles which are
intended to enter into service in the territory of a Contracting Party
to this Regul ati on where such | anps are pernitted;

Such lanps shall not interfere, for instance, with the required

| ocation, photonetric or geonetric visibility requirenments of the
mandat ory and/or optional lanps installed in accordance with the
requi renents of this Regulation

No Contracting Party to this Regul ation shall be bound to pernmit the
entry into service of vehicles fitted with such | anps.

Addi tional |anps shall be enunerated in item 10.4. of the comunication
docunment confornming to the nodel in Annex 1 to this Regul ation.”

Paragraphs 5.17. to 5.23. (forner), renunber as paragraphs 5.18 to 5. 24.

Annex 1, insert a newitem10.4., (and a footnote 3/) to read:

“10.4. Additional lanmps: 3/.....

3/ For each additional lanp listed in item 10.4. a brief description and a
schenme of the lanp shall be annexed to the conmunication form”
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PROPCSAL FOR DRAFT REGULATI ON No. 48-H

UNI FORM PROVI SI ONS CONCERNI NG THE APPROVAL OF PASSENGER CARS W TH REGARD TO
THE | NSTALLATI ON OF LI GHTI NG AND LI GHT- SI GNALLI NG DEVI CES

(Anendrent s to document TRANS/ WP. 29/ GRE/ 1999/ 6 agreed by GRE)
The title, amend to read:

“UNI FORM PROVI SI ONS CONCERNI NG THE APPROVAL OF VEHI CLES W TH REGARD TO
THE | NSTALLATI ON OF LI GHTI NG AND LI GHT- SI GNALLI NG DEVI CES’

Par agraph 1., footnote */ anend to read:

Par agraph 2.7.22., should not be del et ed.

Paragraph 2.14.4., the words “end outline marker |anps” should not be del eted.

Par agraph 2.14.5., should not be del et ed.

Par agraph 2.16.1., anend to read:

“2.16. 1. “A single lanp” neans a device or part of a device having one
function, one or nore light sources and one apparent surface in
the direction of the reference axis which may be a conti nuous
surface or conposed of two or nore distinct parts which satisfy
either of the following criteria:

- the total area of the projection of the distinct parts
(composi ng the apparent surface in the direction of the reference
axi s) on a plane tangent to the exterior surface of the
transparent material and perpendicular to the reference axis shal
occupy not less than 60 per cent of the snallest rectangle
circunscribing the said projection or,

- the nmaxi mum di stance between two adj acent/tangential distinct
parts (conposing the apparent surface in the direction of the
reference axis) shall not be nore than 15 mm neasured
perpendicularly to the reference axis.

For the purpose of installation on a vehicle ... (renaining text
unchanged) .”

Par agraph 5.15., the words “the rear end outline nmarker lanmp” (two tines) and
“end outline marker lanp: white in front, red at the rear” should not be
del et ed.

Fiqure 1 after paragraph 6.2.1.2, the drawing should be linmted to the height
of 1.2 m
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Par agraph 6.5.3., anend to read:

for all ML vehicles;
for N1 vehicles not exceeding 6 netres in | ength.

Par agraph 6.5.8., the second sub-paragraph beginning with “If a notor
vehicle....” should not be del eted.

Paragraphs 6.13 to 6.13.9., should not be del et ed.

Annex 1, item 9.15., should not be del et ed.

Annex 5., paragraph 2.2., delete footnote 1/.

Paragraph 2.3., the words “with | oad surfaces” should not be del eted.

Par agraphs 2.4. to 2.4.2.2., should not be del et ed.

Par agraph 2.4., anend to read:

‘2.4, Vehicles in category N, without a | oad surface.”

Annex 9, paragraphs 1.3.2.4 to 1.3.2.4.2, should not be del eted.




