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Definition of options and alternatives

Introduction:

As requested at the January 2011 meeting of the WP29 Informal Group on IWVTA, OICA herewith submits the following proposed definition of "Alternatives" and "Options".  These could, if so agreed, be included in the 58 Agreement.
Proposal:

Alternative requirements or test procedures within a UNECE Regulation are left at the choice of the applicant for approval, whereby either set of requirements and/or test procedures are considered as fully equivalent for approval purposes.  Approvals granted on either alternative shall be recognised by all Contracting Parties signatory to the Regulation in question

Options within a UNECE Regulations are different levels of severity, i.e. previous series of amendments, whereby Contracting Parties signatory to the Regulation may grant and/or recognize any of these different levels.  Contracting Parties shall however not be obliged to accept any of these options, except for the latest series of amendments 

Justification:

The current wording of the 58 Agreement creates some confusion, since the same denomination of "alternatives" is used for the different concepts.  

As an example, Article 1 is understood to address the possibility of "alternatives" in the sense that both alternatives within a UNECE Regulation are fully equivalent and therefore must be accepted by all Contracting Parties signatory to the UNECE Regulation in question.  This concept is regularly used in different UNECE Regulations.  

On the other hand, Article 12 addresses the issue of previous levels of requirements, using the same word of "alternative", which however would not necessarily be accepted by all Contracting Parties signatory to the UNECE Regulation in question.

OICA believes that the proposal to make a clear distinction between alternatives and options would avoid as far as possible the existing confusion.
