Visual Obstruction Analysis of Defendant’s Windshield — California vs
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Panorama of Driver’s View without Mirror Pendants

Item Width |Height |Area (sq. |Coverage
(in.) (in.) in.) (%)

Windshield View Plane at Mirror 60.0 10.0 600.0

Incident Pendant 4.0 30 12.0 2.0%

Rear View Mirror 9.5 25 23.8 4.0%

Exemplar GPS Monitor 38 3.0 11.3 1.9%

W. Charles Perry, Field Measurements, 21-Feb-08.
Incident Vehicle, 2223 Grouse Way, Union City, CA

Panorama of Driver’s View with Exemplar GPS Monitor
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B. Stein, et al, Mechanical & Electrical Equipment
for Buildings, 7" ed., Wiley, pp874




