Draft Meeting Minutes: 7th meeting of GRSG-FVA 
Date: 31 March 2021; 9:00 ~12:00 CET
1. Participants 
EC, NL (RDW), D-TR (TÜV Rheinland, Germany) and D-KBA (Germany), OICA (STLA, Volvo, Mercedes, Hyundai, Audi, JAMA) CLEPA (Denso)  
2. Adoption of the agenda (GRSG-FVA-07-01-Agenda)
· The agenda was adopted. 
3. Adoption of session#6 draft minutes (GRSG-FVA-06-06; GRSG-FVA-07-04)
· The secretariat introduced changes to the document distributed to the TF before:
· “OICA presented and explained their proposal 
5.1.3.6. The FVA shall be deactivated automatically in case of an electrically detectable failure of the FVA that affects the visual information in an uncontrolled manner as after an identified risk considered in the safety approach. 
· TF agreed to the changed text”
The TF agreed to the amendment. New document  GRSG-FVA-07-03_Minutes of 6th meeting
4. OICA proposal to amend GRSG/2021/12 (GRSG-FVA-07-05)
· OICA presented with document GRSG FVA-07-05 their proposal for further amendments. Aim is to shift the procedure for the steering wheel adjustment from paragraph 5 (requirements) to paragraph 6 (test procedure) and to add the settings for the FVA in similar way to paragraph 6: 
Paragraph 5.1.3.4., amend to read:
“5.1.3.4.	An obstruction between a plane through V2, and declined at least 1° below the horizontal and a plane through V2 and declined 4° below the horizontal will be tolerated if the conical projection of this obstruction, starting from V2, on an area "S" as defined in paragraph 5.1.3.2.1. below does not exceed 20 per cent of this area. The steering wheel, if adjustable, shall be placed in the normal position indicated by the manufacturer or, failing that, midway between the limits of its range(s) of adjustment.”
Insert new paragraphs 6.2.1. and 6.2.2.:
“6.2.1 	The steering wheel, if adjustable, shall be placed in the normal position indicated by the manufacturer or, failing that, midway between the limits of its range(s) of adjustment 
6.2.2. 	In the case the FVA position is adjustable, the FVA shall be placed in the normal position indicated by the manufacturer or, failing that, midway between the limits of the range of adjustment.”

· The proposal was welcomed by NL as it reflects the discussions during 6th meeting of the Task force and the TF agreed to the proposed change/amendment 



For paragraph 5.1.3.5.5., OICA asked to change the paragraph to:
5.1.3.5.5.	It shall be possible for the driver to switch off the FVA by a direct deliberate action consisting of maximum [2] consecutive steps. If the switch off can be managed by the driver without taking any hand off the steering wheel, 3 steps would be allowed.
· OICA explained –referring to document GRSG-FVA-06-03- that operating the FVA switch off with 3 steps via the controls on the steering wheel would have the same level of safety as the other 2 methods presented at 6th meeting (2 steps via main touch-screen or voice control) 
· EC asked if there is a precedence from other regulations which would support OICA’s idea.
· NL is not aware of such a precedence and informed that there are several discussions on interfaces/controls in other fields of regulation. He reminded to be careful not to define precedence for other regulations with such an amendment in Regulation 125.
· OICA confirmed that there is not such a provision in other regulations so far. Even if such concepts are used by some vehicle manufactures there is no provision in regulations in this way.
· On the voice control, NL reminded that this can only be an additional feature but not the main measure to switch-off the FVA. He disagrees to the OICA statement that voice control would reduce the distraction.
· D-TR: Germany cannot agree to more than two steps for the primary way to switch-off. Other methods could be delivered on top at the choice of the manufacturer. NL supported Germany.
· EC reminded that there is still the possibility to have alternative methods if it is ensured that the system can be switched-off by one option with 2 steps.
· NL repeated that this question on the switch-off is a general question and not connected only to the FVA System. Therefore it has to be reviewed on different level.
· D-TR proposed to have more detailed definitions to avoid that voice control is used as the main method to switch-off. 
· A longer discussion took place on further modifications to ensure that voice control will not be chosen as the main method for FVA switch-off. Germany reminded that authorities not present in the discussions of this TF may have a different interpretation and could agree to a voice control system as main measure to switch-off the FVA if the initial proposal remains.
· A discussion took place if a “double press” or if a “swipe and press” can be seen as one action. After review of the wording in Regulation 157 (ALKS) it was agreed that double press and swipe and press can be seen as one action. However, it was made clear by the experts that a double press or swipe and press shall be intuitive if considered as a single action. The introduction of intuitive means for example that the location (on control, screen…) to activate the action would be in principle the same if the double press or the swipe and press will be considered as one single action. 
· The Task Force agreed to change paragraph 5.1.3.5.5 into:
5.1.3.5.5.	It shall be possible for the driver to switch off the FVA by a deliberate action consisting of at least one manual option with maximum of [2] consecutive steps. Intuitive action (e.g. double press, swipe and press) is considered as a single step.


Other discussions on the draft informal document 
· OICA informed not to argue against the Transitional Provisions as proposed by NL.
· General remark was done on the abbreviation FVA as it is sometimes called “Field of Vision Assistant” and sometimes “Field of View Assistant”. The official name is: “Field of Vision Assistant”
· To the Justifications: The task force amended during the meeting the justifications for changes in Paragraphs 5.1.3.4. and 6.2.. 
4. Paragraph 5.1.3.4. prescription for setting the steering wheel is moved to paragraph 6.2.1. Prescription for setting FVA is introduced in 6.2.2. in order to clarify the test procedure.
· The TF members agreed to the updated draft amendment (GRSG-FVA-07-06) and will send it as informal document to GRSG for the next session in April 2021.
5. JAMA approach and status of guideline (GRSG-FVA-07-05)
· JAMA presented current status of their investigations on the update of their existing guideline from 2016. The work is under progress since 2019. The latest information are included in the report on page 8 and 9 with a review of the upper limit of the FVA (HUD) luminance over the environment illuminance. 
· First proposal is to have 3 conditions depending on the environment illuminance:
A: 		If 0 < x <500
LHUD_Limit=100
B: 		If 500 <= x < 60000
LHUD_Limit=2.395×10-6x2+0.255x
C:		If 60000<=x
LHUD_Limit=0.3987x
· Further investigations are running (e.g. influence of the sensor position in the car)
· NL asked if the luminance considered is the maximum luminance. The draft 125 amendment foresees the possibility for the driver to dim the system. JAMA confirmed that they are looking to the maximum luminance.
· EC asked if the human capability to adjust the yes to the illuminance was considered. The iris of the eye is more opened during darkness  scotoptic vision. JAMA has not considered this but sees also differences between humans (e.g. caused by the age…)
· JAMA will keep the TF informed about further findings.

6. AOB-Discussion on Terms of Reference future IWG (GRSG-FVA-06-05)
· No further comment to the ToR
7. Next meeting
· Next meeting will be on May 6, 2021 at 9:00. The dial in procedure was send out to the TF members. In addition it is added here:
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