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Mercedes Plans Air Bags in ’84 Models

Beginning with 1984 models,.optional air bags will
be offcred in some Merdedes-Benz avtomobiies Tor
sale in the United States, the manulacturer’s U.S. sub-
sidiary has announced.

In a January 28 lctte} to the National Highway
Traffic Safcty Adminisithtion (NIITSA}), W.R.F.
Bodack, president of ercedes-Benz of  North
America, said the company] would offer air bags on the
driver side only, to be sold §s a “supplemental restraint
system™ similar to (he system currently offered in
several European countrigs. (Sce Status Report, Vol.
16, No. 17, Nov. 5, 1981)

The system will cafsist of a standard 3-point
manual salety belt suppldmented by an air bag and a
knce holster on the drivgr side. A 3-paint belt will be
provided on the pasgengdr sidge Boduck sad. Initially
about 5,000 air bag cs wilce offercd with additional

Institute Stresses
Variations in Utility
Vehicle Experience

There s no justification for requiring all utility
vehicles, regardless of the substantial differences in
rollover erash experience among individual makes and
maodels of such vehicles, to carry warning stickers, the
Insurance Institute Tor Highway Safely has told the Na-
tional Highway Traffic Safety Administration
{NHTSA),

The comment was made in response to proposed
relemaking announced by NHTSA in December that
would require the stickers for all multipurpose passen-
ger vehicles having speciai leatures for off-road usc.
(See Starus Report, Vol. 18, No. 1, Jan. 18, 1983.) The
stickers would caution opcrators that the utility vehi-
cles handle differently than passenger cars,

' (Cont'd en page §)
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Mercedes-Benz of North Alnerica, Inc. will offer as an
option on cerlain Mercede}-Benz automohiles sold tn
the United Stales a Supplemental Restraint Sysiem

{(“SRS™). Simdar o the
Europe, the SRS will con
manual safety belt suppl
kitee bolster on the «r
J-point manual safcty be

stem currently offered in
ist of our standard 3-point
nented by an air bag and
ct’s swde and a standard
I with an Emecrgency Ten-

sioning  Retractor (CETR™)Y for the night front
passenger.
While exact markcling Jdetails have nol yel been

completed, we currently finticipate a threc-phase pro-
gram o introduce this Jechnology in the American
market and 10 test its Joarket aceeptabitity. During
Phasc | ol this program, fvhich will begin in MY 1984,
a minimum of 10 percerg of our W26 serics vehicles
as well as a minimum off 10 percent of our new W2(1
series vehicles (which wll be introduced at that lime)
will he equipped with th§ SRS. We anticipitte this will
involve approximately 5,800 vehicles. During this ini-
tial phase, the number ofRunits so cquipped may be in-
crecased il market responscwarrants.

In Phase 11, which will be§in in MY 1985, the option
will be available in the mbdci 38051, In addition, il
marketl acceptability continues to increase, a higher

{Cont'd on page 7}
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Quoted Without C§mment

Looks Deceive as 2 1/2 and 5-
bumper, the outward appeara
bumpers. This is best brought
1983 K-cars with the S-miph
straight brackets rather than

consumer to tell the differeng

bumper to the car’s frame.

1983 Dodyge Aries with 5 mph type bumpers.

ph Bumpers Look Alike — For a consumer lookingfor a beiter 5-mph
ce of the 1983 modeis is no help in deciding whic
ut by some of the 1983 Chrysler K-cars, Chrysler prdduced some carly
umper system while later K-cars had 2 1/2-mph ty
crgy-absorbers, As shown in the photographs taken pr 1983 K-cars on
dealer lots, there is no extergal visual difference between the two bumpers ...

cars have which
¢ bumpers using

e only way for a

> hetween the two cars is to get down on his hands apd knces and look
under the front bumper 1o sef whether it has an energy absorber or a straight bra

¢l connecting the

From “A Consumer's Guidd 1o Better Bumpers
on [98F Cars” by the Cenger for Auto Safety,
issued Jan. 17, 1983,

o -

1983 Dodge Aries with 2.5 mph type bumpers,

— Photographs from the Center for Auto Safety

Institute Stresses Variations
In Utility Vehicle Experience
(Cont’d from Page 1)

Wurning that the more common such labels
become, the less clfective they might become, the In-
stitute suggested, “NHTSA should limit this regula-
tion 1o specific vehicles that have been shown by
compelent rescarch 1o have abnormaliy bad rollover
expcricnce.”

NHTSA had cited rescarch suppaorted by the Insti-
tute at the University of Michigan Highway Safety Re-
scarch Institute indicating utility vehicies as a group
roll over at a rate at least Nive limes greater than the
average passcnger car, Yel, “imncxplicably.” the Insti-
tute obscrved, NHTSA had fuiled 1o refer 1o other
Institute-sponsored research  at the University of
North Carolina Highway Salcty Rescarch Center and
10 rescarch by NHTSA's own National Center for
Statistics and Analysis.

“These (wo studies detail the rollover crash ex-
pericncee of specific models of utility vehicles,™ the In-
stitute commented, “while the earlier HISRI study, in
part because of its data limitations, focuses on the ex-

perience of utility vehicles as a group. Detailed exami-
nation of the rollover expericnce of specific makes and
models of utility vehicles, contained in the HSRC and
NHTSA studies, shows huge variations; both studies
show that Jarger utility vehicles, such as the Jeep
Wagoneer, have substantially better rollover experi-
cnce than small utillity vehicles, in particular the Jeep
CJ-5."

The NHTSA study still had not been placed in the
docket, the Institule pointed out, as it attached a copy
of the ageney’s study to the dockel submission Lo cor-
rect this omission.

The Instituie alse referred NHTSA o Highway
Loss Data Institute reports on the insurance injury
claims experience of various utility vehicles. “In the
most recent such report, the overall frequency of
insurance injury claims for the Jeep CJ-5 was 41 per-
cenl worse Lthan the average for all passenger cars; for
the Jeep CJ-7 the frequency was 17 pereent worse than
average,” the Institute reported. “lIn contrast, all of
the other utihity vehicies reported had results thal were
at least 25 percent better than averape, and the vehicles
wilh the best experience — the feep Cherokee and 1he
Chevralet Suburban — were almaost 50 percent betier
than average.”




