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1. Only Contracting Parties to the 1998 Agreenment may subnmit a proposal to
the Executive Committee of the 1998 Agreenment (AC 3) 1/ for the listing
in the Conpendi um of Candi dates of its national technical regul ations.

. If one third of the AC. 3 decides that the request has sufficient
merit, the national technical regulation will be placed in the
Compendi um of Candi dat es

2. Only Contracting Parties to the 1998 Agreenent may submit proposals to
AC. 3 regarding the devel opnent of a gtr. 1/ The proposed gtr may be
based on the harnoni zati on of UNECE Regul ati ons and regul ations |isted
in the Conpendi um of Candi dates, or nmay be a new regul ati on that
addresses an energing safety, environnental, anti-theft or energy need.

e« A proposed gtr that is based on harnonization nmust identify al
rel evant regulations of the Contracting Parties that are contained in
t he Compendi um of Candi dates and the correspondi ng ECE Regul ati on.

e Al proposals nust describe the objective of the gtr, including the
extent of the problem why it occurs, designs and technol ogi es that
may reduce the problem

e« Al proposals should be acconpani ed by a draft regulation, if
avai l abl e, setting forth the performance requirenents and the test
procedures needed in order to bring about the desired perfornance.
(Per finalized format of gtr.)

e« Al proposals nust identify any known and existing rel evant
i nternational voluntary standards.

e« Al proposal s nust be acconpani ed by any avail abl e docunentati on that
may facilitate the analysis of the issues to be addressed.

3. AC. 3 discusses the nmerits of all proposals at the policy |evel and
assesses its consistency with priorities of the contracting parties.

. If AC.3 reaches a consensus that the proposal has sufficient nerit
and is consistent with those priorities, the AC.3 will refer the
proposal to the proper Wirking Party subsidiary to W.29 (GR) for a
prelimnary technical review and recommendati ons regardi ng the
devel opment of proposed regul ations.

4. Prior to drafting a regulation, the GR first perforns a thoughtful review
of the proposal

Specifically, the GR shoul d:

. Examine the nerits of the proposal in detail and outline the pros and
cons

e Consider other regulations, which are UNECE Regul ations or are |isted
in the Conpendium and pertain to the same subject

e Consider all known voluntary standards on the sanme subject

e Agree or disagree that the proposal addresses a problem of sufficient
magni tude to warrant the devel opment of a regul ation

e Exami ne whether the nature, extent and cause of the problem are
correctly characterized

. Exami ne whet her the proposal provides a sufficiently effective,
performance oriented method to address the probl em

e Agree to the approach to be taken to address the problemidentified
in the proposa

1/ Proposal s cannot be submitted directly to the Wirking Parties subsidiary
to WP.29 (GR). Proposals submtted by industry or other non-governmenta
organi zati ons nust be sponsored and proposed by a Contracting Party.
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. Descri be any additional research or testing needed
e Describe any contentious issues.

The Chairman of the GR provides a prelinminary report to AC 3 based on the
results of the prelimnary review

In the report, the Chairnan either:

. Requests that the proposal be renoved fromthe agenda, or

. Requests that the GR be allowed to begin work on a draft regul ation
based on the proposal and the review, or

e Requests additional research or testing identified by GR and/ or
gui delines for dealing with the identified contentious issues.

AC. 3 di scuses the report and makes a deci sion

AC. 3 either

. Ceases consi deration of the proposal, or

e« Directs the GRto begin drafting the regul ati on based on the proposa
and the prelimnary review, or

. Demands identified research or testing fromthe Contracting Party
that submitted the proposal and/or finds solution for the identified
contentious issues.

The CR devel ops the draft regulation, giving consideration to the

obj ective of the proposed gl obal technical regulations and the need to
establish alternative |levels of stringency or performance. |In the case
of a harnoni zed gtr, the Working Party nust review all technica
regul ati ons in the Conpendi um of Candi dates and any ECE Regul ati ons
addressing the sane el ements of performance, and nust revi ew any
avai |l abl e rel evant assessnents of functional equivalence. In the case of
a new gtr, the Wrking Party nust give consideration to the technical and
econonmic feasibility, the benefits and potential cost effectiveness,

i ncluding those of any alternative regul atory requirenents and
approaches. (See Articles 6.2.4.1.1. - 6.2.4.1.6. and 6.3.4.1.1. -
6.3.4.1.7. of the 1998 Agreenent.)

. Once consensus is reached, the Chairman subnits a final report and a
draft regulation to AC. 3

. Per the provisions of the 1998 Agreenent, the report nust contain:
(1) a recommendation regardi ng the new gl obal technical regul ation
including all technical data and information that were considered in
the devel opment of its recomrendation, (2) a description of its
consi deration of the information specified in paragraph 6.2.4.1. and
6.3.4.1. of the 1998 Agreenment, and (3) the rationale for its
recomendati ons, including an explanation for rejecting any
alternative regulatory requirenments and approaches consi dered

AC. 3 reviews the report and the draft regul ation

AC. 3 either

e Agrees through a consensus vote to establish the regulation in the
d obal Registry, or

. Sends back the report and draft regulation to the Wirking Party for
addi tional work
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