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Dear Sir/Madam 
 

VEHICLE LIGHTING AMENDMENT 2011 (Rule 32005/5) 
 
Introduction 

 
The New Zealand Automobile Association (NZAA) welcomes the opportunity to provide 
comment on the Vehicle Lighting Amendment Rule 2011. 
 
As an organisation representing 1.3 million vehicle owners in New Zealand, close attention is 
given to any proposals that relate to vehicle standards and operation.  
 
Our remarks below are restricted to amendments for which we have comment. For all other 
proposals we have no comment; that is, we do not oppose them. 
 
Proposal 1: allow the use of a light source that is part of required equipment 
The NZAA supports this proposal to insert subclause 1.2(4) into the Rule. 
 
Proposal 2: approved vehicle standards  
Proposal 3: lamps may temporarily emit light of unequal intensity  
We support updating the Rule to recognise new international vehicle standards such as 
UN/ECE no. 48 which permits pulsing emergency brake light systems, and to provide for 
modern lighting systems like reciprocally incorporated lamps.   
 
Proposal 4: specialised vehicles 

The NZAA understands the merit of this proposal for specialised vehicles like snowploughs and 
road sweepers, but we think the proposed wording is too broad, particularly in relation to 
“specialist equipment”. While exempting vehicles due to the shape of the bodywork (which 
otherwise complies with the Vehicle Dimensions & Mass Rule and other vehicle Rules) is 
probably acceptable, “specialist equipment” could apply to poorly designed bull bars or other ill-
fitting equipment on conventional vehicles. We do no want this amended clause to 
unintentionally encourage the practice of fitting high-mounted headlamps on standard road 
vehicles which will then conflict with the height and visibility requirements of other vehicles on 
the road and risk dazzling other road users. 
 
We suggest that the “specialist equipment” should either be expressly defined in the Rule, or 
otherwise individual lighting exemptions be considered for compliance purposes as is the case 
now. 
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Proposal 5: fitting stop lamps and indicators to cycles 

The NZAA endorses this proposal; the safety of cyclists will be improved by the optional fitting 
of this equipment. It seems incongruous that the current Rule expressly prohibits these lamps 
on bicycles. 
 
Proposal 6: fitting of stop lamps and indicators on trailers 

The NZAA concurs with the explanatory comments in the draft Rule that the current wording, 
which does not make operating brake lights and indicators on light trailers mandatory, is 
outdated. We support all new trailers being fitted with stop lamp and indicators to enhance 
safety, but acknowledge for practical reasons that this should not be applied retrospectively to 
existing trailers. However, this fact may cause confusion during Warrant of Fitness checks for 
trailers, particularly if vehicle inspectors are not sufficiently aware that such lights are in fact not 
mandatory (on pre-2011 trailers), if they are commonly fitted to most trailers. This date-of-
registration exemption should be made clear in the subsequent amendment to the VIRM. 
 
Proposal 11: performance requirements for cycle headlamps 

The NZAA supports amending the definition for a cycle helmet to be consistent with the 
amended definition in the Road User Rule, by removing the reference that it be designed to 
illuminate the road ahead. 
 
However, we do note that anecdotally, modern cycle headlamps or helmet lamps are 
increasingly powerful and “sufficiently brilliant” to meet the 100m distance requirement. Some 
may in fact be too bright and potentially distracting, and we signal that a review of international 
practice may be needed to consider whether a maximum light output should be imposed on 
cycle headlamps. 
 
 
Yours sincerely 
 
 
 
Mark Stockdale 
Senior Policy Analyst   


