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A PROPOSAL

Par agraph 6.5.4.2.4., concerning rear direction-indicator |anp, anmend to read:

"6.5.4.2.4. If optional lanps are installed, they should be symretrica
about the nedi an | ongitudinal plane of the vehicle.”

Par agraph 6.7.4.2.1., concerning stop |anp, anmend to read:

"6.7.4.2. 1. For S1 or S2 category devices: above the ground, not |ess than
350 nm nor nore than 1,5000 nm (2,100 mmif the shape of the
bodywor k makes it inpossible to keep within 1,500 mmand if the
optional |anps are not installed. |If the optional |anps are
installed, they should be symretrical about the medi an
| ongi tudi nal plane of the vehicle)."

Par agraph 6.10.4.2., concerning rear position |anp, anend to read:

"6.10.4. 2. In height: above the ground, not |ess than 350 nm nor nore than
1,500 mm (2,100 mmif the shape of the bodywork mekes it
i npossible to keep within 1,500 nmand if the optional |anps are

not installed. |If the optional |anps are installed, they should
be symretrical about the medi an | ongitudinal plane of the
vehicle)."
* * *
B. JUSTI FI CATI ON

In Supplement 2 to the 02 series of anendnents to Regul ation No. 48 (see

Revi sion 2 of the Regul ation, or document TRANS/ WP.29/698) the possibility to
install supplenmentary rear direction-indicator |anps, stop |anps and position
| anps was i ntroduced.

As earlier nmentioned, supplenentary rear signalling |anps are installed on
heavy motor vehicles and trailers in some European countries. As far as it is
known, this practice has never been perceived as a threat to road safety,
quite on the contrary it will obviously give added safety in case of dirty
and/ or broken tail lanmps. It would also allow the replacenent of the Iight
source to at a tinme and place nmore suited to maintenance than at the roadside.

The initiative to permt supplenentary signalling | anps on selected N and

O category vehicles (TRANS/ WP. 29/ 698) was above all, intended to |egalize an
al ready existing users' practice affecting many vehicles now in use on

Eur opean roads.

However, an additional prescription for a mninmm separation di stance of

600 M t o such suppl ementary signalling lanmps is a threat to this initiative.
Due to various other dinensional requirements for rear lighting installation
there are few possibilities to install supplementary rear |anps at a 600 nm

vertical separation distance.

It should al so be remenbered that affected heavy trucks and trailers nmay have
a substantial rear overhang; the distance fromthe rearnost axle centre to
the rearnost part of the vehicle may reach or even exceed three neters. This
fact, together with the need to achieve sensible clearance angles at the rear
of the vehicle, further m ninmzes the avail able projected area on which to
install rear lighting on these vehicle categories.
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Anot her inportant factor is the varying bodywork configurati ons used on heavy
vehicles. Contrary to for exanple buses, nost trucks and trailers have a
limted rigid vertical rear structure suitable for installation of rear
[ighting. On many bodywork types the available area for installation of rear
lighting may therefore be inconpatible with added requirenents for a 600 nm
separation di stance.

Finally, it seens |ike a reverse burden of proof that O CA should have to
justify the deletion of an added requirenent |ike this.



