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The Council feels - and has always felt - that there is a need for adequate restraint for all
vehicle occupants and that passive restraints are an important and feasible way to accomplish this. (Even
if the passive restraint was to be limited only to the air bag - which it is not - there is now beginning
to be sufficient data to show that this approach can work.) The Council feels that the time has come to
move ahead with a fully passive restraint standard.
Second, the Council recognizes that it will be several years before all cars are fitted with passive
restraints, even if the standard could be implemented immediately. We are concerned about the
continued pattern of low voluntary usage of safety belt systems with consequent continued unnecessary
loss of life. The Council therefore recommends that the Secretary move ahead aggressively to promote
mandatory safety belt use and to convince the Congress to support such activity which we anticipate
can bring usage from a current low of 30 percent to a much higher 70-90 percent. But this opinion of
the Council must be seen as the first step until fully passive restraints are generally available and in no
way as a substitute for fully passive restraints.
Following this vote the Council by a 17 to 3 vote authorized Dr. Campbell to represent the
Council at the Secretary's August 3 hearing on 208 and to convey the substance of the above position
to the Secretary at that time. The subject of passive restraints was discussed at great lengths at the July
15 Council meeting, and Dr. Campbell was authorized to relay to the Secretary the essence of the entire
discussion.
July 15, 1976

Moss Asks Coleman To Supply Missing Documents
The chairman of the House Oversight and Investigations Subcommittee has written to Secretary
of Transportation William Coleman, Jr., requesting that documents missing from the Department of
Transportation docket on motor vehicle occupant protection be included in that docket.
At press time, several documents that had not previously been released, including some requested
by the Congressman, had been added to the docket and a representative from Coleman's office told
Status Report that a reply to the Moss letter was being drafted.
Rep. John Moss (D-Calif.) said in a letter that the Secretary's June 9 statement - which proposes
alternatives for occupant protection and which will form the basis for a public meeting on occupant
protection on August 3 - seemed to be based on studies and documents not contained in the public
docket. These documents "therefore appear to be critical to a full understanding of this rulemaking,"
Moss said. Coleman has indicated that the public meeting will lead to a decision on whether or not to
require passive protection for vehicle occupants. (See Status Report, Vol. 11, No. I0, June 28, 1976.)
"Clearly, it is fundamental that data and documents as important as these should be made a
part of the public record," Moss wrote. "This is especially true if they serve as the basis for, or are
specifically cited in, other important documents which are already a part of the docket. It should be
obvious that without them, the ability of interested persons to comment knowledgeably in this
proceeding is significantly undercut."
Moss listed several documents cited in Coleman's statement but not included in the docket. He
also asked that other relevant data be included and stressed that the documents should be added
"immediately" in order to be of value for the August 3 hearing.
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has recently announced that it plans to adopt the VESC standard and will hold a public hearing on that
proposal Aug. 10, 1976.
Unlike the current federal standard on VINs, the VESC regulation establishes a specific format
and length for VINs. Because vehicle manufacturers currently use different VIN systems with varying
formats and lengths, there has been a high rate of error in recording such VINs and needlessly
complicated, and hence expensive, record keeping systems have been required to process VINs.
It is unclear whether NHTSA could legally amend its current VIN standard to adopt
requirements such as the one adopted by VESe, since the VESe standard establishes specific design
requirements, such as limiting VIN length to 15 characters. NHTSA, by statute, can only establish
performance and not design requirements in its standards.

In a recent petition seeking rule making, the Motor Vehicle Manufacturers Association' asked
NHTSA to amend its current VIN standard to adopt requirements adopted by the International
Standards Organization, an international advisory group based in Switzerland. The VIN requirements
adopted by ISO do not set a fixed length for VINs, but allow manufacturers to continue to use VINs
varying between 12 and 17 characters in length. MVMA told NHTSA that use of the ISO requirements
would "facilitate international harmonization of standards," while the VESe requirements might be
considered a non-tariff trade barrier by foreign manufacturers. Similar statemen ts, made since the
mid-1960's, have long been regarded by some Department of Transportation officials as part of attempts
to emasculate U.S. vehicle safety standards and actions under the guise of "international harmonization."
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UPDATE · · ·
NATIONWIDE HOTLINE: The National Highway Traffic Safety Administration
has established a nationwide, toll-free telephone hotline to gather information on
poten tial safety related defects.
The service is an expansion of the IO-state hotline NHTSA began in October
1975. The hotline will now be available to all states except Hawaii and Alaska. In
October, NHTSA
evaluate the program to determine whether or not to continue it.
(See Status Re[Jort, Vol. 10, No. 17, Oct. 10, 1975.)

will

In addition to gathering information from consumers on safety related vehicle
defects, the hotline can be used by car owners - or prospective buyers - to learn if their
cars have been involved in a ,defect recall campaign.
The toll-free number is 800-424-9393.
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