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(47th GRSP, 17 - 21 May 2010,
agenda item 8)

REGULATION No. 11
(Door latches and hinges)

Proposal for Supplement 2 to the 03 series of amendmentsto Regulation No. 11

This proposal is submitted by OICA and is intendénl supersede ECE/TRANS/WP29/GRSP/2010/16,
ECE/TRANS/WP29/GRSP/2010/17 and informal documedR68-45-14

A. Proposal

Paragraph 1., amend to read:
"1. Scope

This Regulation apphes to veh|cles of categoMa_sandN 1/ with respect to-tateches-and-deorretention
regdheir doors, which can be used for the entry or

eX|t of the occupantand/or can pr@ent the risk of occupants being thrown from a vehicle as a result

of impact."

Paragraph 2.1., amend to read:

"2.1. "Approval of a vehiclemeans the approval of a vehicle type with redaridis door s."

Paragraph 2.5., amend to read:

2.5, "Back dodris a door or door system on the back end of aomeghicle through which passengers gam
ingress or egress (including g ection) enteror-depart-the-vehicler-begected, or through which cargo can
be loaded or unloaded. It does not include:

(a) atrunklid; or

(b) a door or window composed entirely of glazingtemial and whose latches and/or hinge systems are
attached directly to the glazing material.

Paragraph 3.1., amend to read:

"3.1. The application for approval of a vehicle éypith regard tats doors shall be submitted by the vehicle
manufacturer or by his duly accredited represerdati

Paragraph 5.1., amend to read:

5.1. The requirements apply to all side and baaksland door componentfat are in the scope, except for

those on folding doors, roll-up doors, detachalolerd, and doors that are designated to providegamey
egress.”

Paragraph 6., amend to read:



"6. Performance requiremergpplicable to vehiclesin categoriesM ; and N,"

Paragraph 7., amend to read:

"7. Test procedureapplicable to vehiclesin categories M ; and N; only"

Paragraph 13.7., replace by:

"13.7. As from 18 months from the official date eftry into force of Supplement 2 to the 03 seriés o
amendments, Contracting Parties applying this Retigul shall grant approvals only if the vehicleayp
to be approved meets the requirements of this Régalas amended by Supplement 2 to the 03 sefries o
amendments."

Annex 1, amend to read:

"...with regard tathe door s pursuant to Regulation..."

B. Justification

Basically, this proposal proposes that the uniquer&quirements on running boards, etc (i.e. Annesf The EC
proposal GRSP/2010/16) are not copied into the §B2ément framework, but that the European Unionldviaep
these requirements strictly within the EU framewark. through a separate EU Directive or in the G&heral Safety
Regulation. This would ensure that UNECE R11 remaiidely applicable in a large number of countriadine with
gtrl. The inclusion of the EU requirements (ruigniboards, etc) in UNECE R11 have no road safetyfigegtion and
could create serious difficulties for non-EU maskehd the manufacturers present on these markets.

In addition, the proposed footnote X in GRSP/20604] in OICA's opinion, contrary to the spiritthe 58 Agreement,
since it would in effect entail two different legebf stringency for the same Regulation and themlewate serious
difficulties for the mutual recognition of Type Amyals.

Retaining the EU requirements in the EU framewoduld also enable this change to UNECE R11 to be&nals
Supplement, thereby also greatly facilitating thaftihg of Transitional Provisions.

Detailed explanations on the various paragraphasfellows:

Paragraph 1: This actually extends the scope frahiN¥ to M1/N, i.e. addition of N2 and N3. As loag the
uniqgue EU requirements are dealt with in the fraowwof the EU and are not extended to ECE, no Bagmit
difficulties are expected. The proposal also ipooates the Dutch proposal GRSP/2010/17,

Paragraph 2.5:  This is copied from the Dutch psap&GRSP/2010/17, with however some editorial chang

Paragraph 13.7. Taking into account that the egstiransitional provisions of UNECE R11 already dea
Contracting Parties to refuse registration of viglsicot meeting UNECE R11.03 (paragraph 13.6)etleno reason
why previous approvals (R11.02) would cease to d&lvthis would indeed still enable individual cdties to still
accept previous valid approvals and to keep in thgeconcept the mutual recognition of approvals rgnthose
countries for which the previous level of R11 isfpetly satisfactory. OICA therefore proposes &betk the contents
of this paragraph (solving at the same time theceors identified by the Czech Republic in infordatument GRSP-
45-14) and to insert an application date for the S&ipplement 2 to R11.03, thereby allowing a smauttioduction of
this latest level for type approval.



