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0. Attendance
The Ad-Hoc Group of Interested Experts on Accessories for Protective Helmets (AHG-PHA) held its 3rd meeting by videoconference the 22nd July 2021, chaired by Mr. Luca Rocco (Italy). Experts from the following countries participated in the work: Netherlands, Germany, Spain and Italy. Experts from the Industry attended the meeting.
1. Approval of the agenda

The Chair introduced the Agenda and it was adopted without changes.
2. 2 nd AHG meeting minutes

There were no comments on the Meeting Minutes, so they were approved.  

3. Draft proposal for phase 2 for amendment to UN Regulation No. 22, 06 series of amendments 

Document: “R-22_06 Supp 2 Proposal full text working doc REV 9.docx”

The document was reviewed and the following paragraphs were discussed:

· Para. 6.3.1.4. and 6.3.1.6. together with the related paragraphs of 7.3.1.3.6.

At sight of the NL proposal made during the 2nd AHG meeting, held on June the 28th , to evaluate whether the para. 7.3.1.3.6. should be there or in paragraph 6, a modification was proposed in Rev.9 document.  Main differences observed were that the draft text proposed in para. 6.3.1.4. and 6.3.1.6. forced to perform tests in every condition while the draft text proposed in para. 7.3.1.3.6. meant that the TS shall assess the influence and on that basis select the number of tests to be performed or, even, select the wort case.

The industry suggested that it is better the word “assess” than “test” and give the option to the TS to use the worst casing criteria for the evaluation.

The Chair suggested that in this case, some criteria has to be given to the TS for the assessment.

The Italian expert preferred to test every option due to the fact that otherwise some discrepancy could appear among different TS for the evaluation. Also consider that it will be difficult to write down how to evaluate the worst case for internal justification on ISO/EN 17025 procedures.

The Dutch expert suggested that worst casing is quite a normal way to work for several different UN Regulations and that it is up to the TS to decide but they have to inform about  the selection of the worst case on the test report. The evaluation is not that easy and it has to be done in a case by case basis.

The Chair finally determined that, after the discussions, the assessment approach will give a certain flexibility that could be good for the Regulation application and invite to presents some kind of “guideline” to evaluate the worst at the next meeting leaving the point in square bracket.

The expert from the industry explained the concept of the protective padding pockets and their influence in the test results. An explanation was done on why not having protective padding pockets would help the helmet to pass but, on the other hand, could put on risk the dimension between speakers to allow the head to be inserted on the helmet if the protective padding is not reduced in its thickness in this area.

The Spanish expert exposed that some solution has to be found to ensure that speakers and EPS will work together to keep safety level.

The Italian expert suggested that the Regulation should not limit the technical solutions that can be applied by manufacturers.  If the speaker is out of the protective padding it could be better as explained by the industry.  Everything could depend on the performances required for the speakers characterization.

The Chair proposes to try to solve this at the next meeting.

-6.3.2. New Paragraph

An explanation was given for the introduction of the new paragraph 6.3.2. to set requirements for SA helmets since no mention was given to them in the draft, while requirements for homologation and markings were foreseen.

The text was agreed and skipped the highlighting for Rev.10 of the document.

· Annex 20
· Annex 20. Part 1. 1. No comments on this. More time is needed to examine the text.
· Annex 20. Part 1. Points 3 and 4
Speakers characterization and requirements is the key point where there are differences among the participants.  The Chair suggest to concentrate on this point for next meeting to try to reach an agreement.
· [bookmark: _Hlk78133485]Annex 20. Part 2. 3. The industry explained the meaning of the text introduced and the reason for which it was introduced. The Chair realised that more time is needed to analyse the text and that it will be discussed during next meeting. 

· Paragraph 6.19.7.3 together with Para. 7.13.4.
Weight of the accessories is still a pending issue to be defined together with the testing weight for rotational acceleration assessment foreseen in para. 7.13.4.
Some delegates propose to limit the maximum mass of the accessories to be fitted.
The industry proposes that, if there is any limit, what has to be limited is the maximum combined weight of helmet plus accessories.
This is an open point for the next meeting.
4. Next step and close the meeting 

The Chair asked the secretaries to draft the amended document - in format ready to be submitted to GRSP’s Secretary as official document - with the agreed points and highlighting the points which have to be agreed yet. 

The Chair invites the different CPs to carefully check the document critical points which are those concerning the speakers characterization and requirements and discuss it during the next meeting to be held on September the 2nd. The Chair invited the experts to discuss among them the pending questions previously to the next meeting of the AHG to find a final solution at the next session of the AHG.
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