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Safety Agency Pulls Back on Power Window Rule 

By PAUL STENQUIST 

The National Highway Traffic Safety Administration announced on Monday that it would not go forward with a 
proposed rule that would have required some power windows to automatically reverse if a hand, head or other 
obstruction were placed in their path. 

The rule would have mandated the auto-reversing feature for windows that had an instant-up feature, where a 
single push on the switch would raise the window. That type of window, however, is most common among mid- 
to high-price vehicles, many of which already have auto-reverse, so the rule would have had limited impact. 

“We asked them not to issue the rule because it wouldn’t have accomplished anything,” said Janette Fennell of 
Kids and Cars, a safety advocacy group, in a telephone interview. “The way the rule was worded it would not 
have cost industry any money, nor would it have saved any lives.” 

Ms. Fennell said her organization planned to continue to fight for a rule requiring auto-reverse on all power 
windows. In a 2007 study, the N.H.T.S.A. estimated that 2,000 emergency room visits a year were caused by 
power-window injuries. Kids and Cars, however, cites a Harris Poll initially conducted on the Internet and later 
expanded to telephone, whereby the number of American adults who had been injured by power windows or 
knew someone who had been injured exceeded 20 million. 

Opponents of the safety rule noted that window switches have improved, making it more difficult to 
inadvertently close a window by kneeling on the switch or resting a body part on it. Ms. Fennell said that her 
organization’s Harris Poll revealed that many window-related injuries resulted when someone other than the 
injured party closed a window. 

According to a report by Bloomberg, Greg Martin, a spokesman for General Motors, said automakers were 
concerned that the rule would have unintended consequences — namely, that it would make it easier for thieves 
to break into vehicles. In response, Ms. Fennell said that this was not a valid issue, restating her argument that 
many cars, particularly the most expensive models, already have auto-reversing windows. 

“We will continue to work for an appropriate rule,” said Ms. Fennell. “Our next step is to get better data. There 
have been some recent deaths that we have to document. And we want to know who is raising the window in 
these cases. Will safer switches help? Our poll showed otherwise.” 

Ms. Fennell noted that 80 percent of all cars sold in Europe have auto-reverse technology for all windows. “The 
solution to this problem exists,” she said. “Why aren’t we implementing it?” 

http://wheels.blogs.nytimes.com/2011/03/02/kids‐and‐cars‐supports‐federal‐decision‐to‐scrap‐window‐safety‐rule/  
The New York Times Wheels Blog 

http://wheels.blogs.nytimes.com/�
http://wheels.blogs.nytimes.com/author/paul-stenquist/
http://topics.nytimes.com/top/reference/timestopics/organizations/n/national_highway_traffic_safety_administration/index.html?inline=nyt-org
http://www.kidsandcars.org/
http://www.bloomberg.com/news/2011-02-28/u-s-scraps-proposed-automatic-reverse-window-rule-opposed-by-automakers.html
http://wheels.blogs.nytimes.com/2011/03/02/kids-and-cars-supports-federal-decision-to-scrap-window-safety-rule/

