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benefits should consider such things as increased protection for truck and car fuel
tanks, and reduced chances for trucks to override guard rails or "throw blinding
spray," the letter says. If truck sides and bumpers are lowered to achieve the
desired protection it would "help to protect pedestrians in street maneuvers," it adds.

In developing its now discontinued underride protection rule, the safety
administration "lumped all types of trucks and trailers above 10, 000 pounds gross
vehicle weight into a single category," the letter recalls. "Some of the technical
difficulties in providing underride protection, however, seem to apply only to nar
row classes of vehicle types rather than the whole category" of vehicles in that
weight class, and further, it "appears that due to differences in construction, the
cost of modifying some types of vehicles would be lower than others," the letter
tells NHTSA.

"An analysis and a rulemaking which consider the particular types of motor
vehicles, as opposed to a broad overall class, seem not only authorized, but
required (by the law)," it concludes.

The safety board first urged NHTSA in November 1971, to renew its aban
doned plans to require underride protection. The board's recommendation followed
an investigation of a car -truck underride crash near Washington, D. C., that result
ed in the death of the driver and passenger in the car. The truck driver was unin
jured.

In making its recommendation then, the safety board also suggested that
NHTSA determine whether there is an alternative method of protecting passenger
car occupants by altering automobile design.

In the letter, Reed says the board now is withdrawing that recommendation
because, "It appears that a workable protective device able to engage a truck bed
would impede the driver r s vision in most passenger cars, and that the device on
the passenger car is not technically feasible. "

Car Structures Related To Pedestrian SaCety

The contours and structural stiffness of vehicles can "play an important
role" in raising or lowering the severity of injuries received by struck pedestrians,
whether their injuries resulted from impacting the vehicle or the ground, a research
report recently issued by C9rnell Aeronautical Laboratory, Inc., has concluded.

The finding is contained in a technical report prepared by the laboratory
(C~L\L) for the National Highway Traffic Safety Administration. The report details
the results of (a) field team investigations of 319 real-world vehicle-pedestrian
impacts in the Toronto area, (b) computerized mathematical simulations of
pedestrian-vehicle impacts, (c) crash tests of vehicles into adult and child-sized
test dummies, and (d) test impacts of a head-like sphere into parts of a standard
car.
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committee by withholding the two standards. The committee controls authorization
of funding levels for NHTSA's federal aid to state safety programs.

In a letter to Transportation Secretary John Volpe, Committee Chairman
John Blatnik (D-Minn. ) said that the committee's opposition "edoes not necessarily
indicate a disagreement with some of the elements of the proposed standards."

However, the committee felt that portions of the proposed pupil transporta
tion standard inappropriately included items of motor vehicle equipment over which
the committee has no jurisdiction. "... Elements referring to motor vehicles and
their equipment (should) be included in their proper place under standards of the
'National Traffic and Motor Vehicle Act of 1966,'" Blatnik told Volpe. (The Public
Works Committee has jurfsdiction over highway safety standards. Motor vehicle
safety standards are under the jurisdiction of the Committee on Interstate and For
eign Commerce. )

The Public Works Committee also suggested that NHTSA incorporate accept
able portions of the two proposed standards in its current consolidation of all state
highway safety standards, rather than issue them separately. NHTSA's effort to
consolidate the standards began more than a year ago when an internal task force
was established to review, refine and re-issue the 16 standards used by states and
local governments as guidelines for highway safety programs. (See Status Report,
Vol. 6, No.4, March 1, 1971.)

The safety administration plans to make the revised standards public in
early March 1972, according to Glenn Carmichael, head of NHTSA's Office of Stand
ards Development and Implementation. The revised standards are slated to become
effective March 1973, he said.

Budget Increase Sought For Safety Programs
President Nixon has asked the Congress for $174.8 million to finance high

way and motor vehicle safety programs in fiscal 1973. This represents an increase
of about $25 million from the programs' congressionally approved budget for the
current fiscal year.

The National Highway Traffic Safety Administration says emphasis will con
tinue to be placed on its "alcohol countermeasures program to identify and control
problem drinkers on the highway, research to improve the crash survivability of
motor vehicles, and the development of an experimental safety vehicle."

As authorized by the Highway Safety Act of 1970, two-thirds of the funds for
highway safety programs will come from the Highway Trust Fund. The remainder
will be financed from the general treasury.

All funds for motor vehicle safety are derived from the general treasury.

The agency is also asking for a 24-man staff increase, which it says is
part of a "phased staffing plan" for its long awaited compliance test facility being
constructed in East Liberty, Ohio.



-6-

In millions, the FY 1973 budget request compares with congressionally
approved levels for FY 1972 as follows:

Research and Development
(Sec. 403)

State and Community
(Sec. 402):

NHTSA (13 Standards)

FHWA (3 Standards)

Traffic and Motor Vehicle
Safety

FY 1972
Budget

$ 38.6

67.0

13.0

30.7
$149.3

***

FY 1973
Budget Request

$ 47.9

76.7

13.3

36.9
$174.8
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