e s.) Three preliminary prototy pes deliv-
erew o~NHTSA early in 1972 included high-
priority ¢ \asllworthmess design features. Final
prototypes wilh_include nonoperating safety
features as well.

Germany, Japan, Ehgland, and Italy have
designed and built prototypes for a smaller,
2,000-pound, experimental, safety family sedan
under an international cooperative agreement
with DOT. Each country is conductlng 1ts\own
program generally pattered after U.S. ESV per,

~
formance specifications. Germany and Japan are

expected to incorporate a minimum number of
nonoperating safety features in their respective
prototypes. England and Italy probabiy will not
include any at all.

Experiments with safety car protocypes will
evaluate specified safery- performance character-
istics, including nonoperating safety features.
Those characteristics found to be effective
eventually will be developed and established as
Federal Motor Vehicle Safety Standards.

ywnsumer Information

Since January 1, 1970 auto manufacturefé
have “been providing prospective buyers | with
safety mformation on stopping dtstance Jaccel-
eration and passing ability, and tire resefve load
of their respective products. This mEormatwn is
required by Federal Motor Vehicle Safety Regu-
fations on Consumer Information under the
1966 National 'I'rafflc and Motor Vehicle Safety
Act (sections 112 (d) and 119). The purpose of
requiring such information is to enable prospec-
tive buyers to compam\safety features of differ-
ent cars. No consumer-information has been
required on nonoperanng safety features to
date. \
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1. Estimates of the Health {ntervu\aw Survey
indicate that a relatwely iarge number of pamful
and often disabling injuries result from “non-

oving motor vehicle accidents in proportionito

number of tratfic accident injuries. AN

. -"..IIIN Conclusions

N

Y

f//’ o

2. The Safety Board believes that a consider-
able reduction in nonoperating injuries mighte/bé
achieved with a relatively simple engineering
effort. Such a possibilicy might be bétter pur-
sued by voluntary methods ratjer than by mar-
datory standards since reducmg injuries has
lower priority than preventmg fatalities. Vehicle
manufacturers could be encouraged to under-
take a study of T nonoperatmg hazards and design

changes which might prevent them,
3.-Nonoperating hazards cannot be identified
or’ classvfied from existing statistics since there is
omprehenswe data—coiiectmg system for
acchents and injuries connected with non-
operatmg ‘motor vehicles.

4, We conclude that cooperative use of the
National Electronic. Injury Surveillance System
{NEISS} is needed to establish a data bank to
record the frequency and-_severity of non-
operating injuries for use in the" development of
couRntermeasures. .

IV. RECOMMENDATIONS

The National Transportation Safety Board
recommends that:

1. The Secretary of the Department of Trans-
portation consider interagency negotiations with
the U.S. Department of Health, Educarion and
Welfare (HEW) to consider the use of HEW’s
Narional Electronic Injury Surveillance System
(NEISS) to provide DOT with computer-collected
information on nonoperating motor vehicle acc-
idents and injuries. This should be treated as a
trial effort which may be expanded to cover
injuries sustained in all modes of transportation.

2. The National Highway Traffic Safety
Administration:

a. Initiate a study to identify nonoper-
ating hazards;

b. Publish consumer information on non-
operating hazards which could be elim-
inated or reduced; and

¢. Develop technical corrections through
the Experimental Safety Vehicle Pro-
gram by encouraging contractors to
include nonoperating safety features in
their prototypes.
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