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Summary of Third Sub-Group Meeting: April 6th, 2022
• Sub-Group Member Round-Table Discussion 

Order:

• US, UK, JPN, CN, CA, OICA, IN, EU, KOR

• Consensus during the Meeting:

• Vehicle Level

• Battery Technology Agnostic

• Generally, agree to formulate requirement 

using GTR “REESS”

• Summary of General Comments Received:

• Additional discussion needed on who/what 

we are protecting

• Discussed further at TP-TF Meeting on 

4/26/2022 – see separate status report

• Additional discussion needed on whether 

the scope/goal should be the same between 

the test method and the documentation 

approach
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Summary of Third Sub-Group Meeting: April 6th, 2022
• Consensus during the Meeting:

• “Description of REESS” instead of 

“Description of Lithium-ion RESS”

• Summary of General Comments Received:

• Majority of sub-group members agree to 

include data sources & quality requirements

• Some Sub-Group Members requested 

additional details of requirements/examples

• Location of Data Sources and quality 

requirements – TBD
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Summary of Third Sub-Group Meeting: April 6th, 2022
• Consensus during the Meeting:

• “Scope of Safety Case Analysis” – General 

Consensus with Concept

• Update phrasing to focus on spontaneous 

Single-Cell Thermal Runaway and 

Propagation due to an Internal Short-Circuit

• Consensus on expanding “FMEA” to include 

known methodologies already captured in 

GTR No. 20

• Summary of General Comments Received:

• Will the different risk assessment 

methodologies that are permitted impact 

enforceability?
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Summary of Third Sub-Group Meeting: April 6th, 2022
• Summary of General Comments Received:

• Majority of Sub-Group Members support 

keeping Risk Mitigation by Manufacturing 

Control as a separate risk mitigation 

strategy category.

• Comment – Documentation requirement for 

Risk Mitigation by Manufacturing Control 

requires clarification.

• Comment – Reserving judgement on how 

its is implemented (regarding Question 9a).

• Comment – Not necessarily important how 

risk mitigation strategies are classified; 

rather it is important that the GTR No. 20 

recognize and accept that there are various 

ways risks can be mitigated.
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Summary of Third Sub-Group Meeting: April 6th, 2022
• Consensus during the Meeting:

• Regarding Question 11, all comments were 
captured from February’s meeting.

• Summary of General Comments Received:

• Majority of Sub-Group Members generally support 
the proposal (left).

• Additional discussion is needed on how the 
operational modes are defined in detail (relevant to 
both the test method and documentation 
approach).

• Comment – The details of the operational modes 
may be easier to discuss with a clearer goal (i.e., 
scope/goal). (To be discussed at TP-TF.)

• Comment – Operational modes should be the same 
as the test approach; additional discussion is 
needed.

• Comment – Agree with concept proposed; 
language may need to be edited for regulatory text 
requirements.

• Comment – Agree with scope; Need to revisit how 
the operational modes would be covered by the 
documentation approach; Strength of the 
documentation approach is that it gives an 
opportunity to cover all operational modes whereas 
the test method only covers one.

• Comment – Need specific examples in brackets for 
all operational modes.
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Summary of Third Sub-Group Meeting: April 6th, 2022
• Summary of General Comments Received:

• Majority of Sub-group Members generally 

agree with the presented Part II & III details.

• There is interest in continuing discussions 

and seeing examples.

• Comment – Concerned about 

inconsistencies in judgement of the same 

report. Would like to see examples of 

documentation approach to evaluate further.

• Comment – Concerned about how to 

protect OEMs and their respective IP. 

Regarding comments to see examples, 

difficult to show an example without having 

agreed on the content.

• Comment – Part II & III are reasonable; 

discuss enforceability further and flesh out 

details further.
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Decisions & Next Steps

• Recent Decisions made at the Sub-Group:

• Established a Sub-Group Drafting Team – NEW!

• US, CA, OICA

• Next Steps:

• Discussed who/what are we protecting, as well as the scope and goal of Phase II at the 

TP-TF meeting in April

• Details & outcomes – see CN & CA’s TP-TF Status Presentation

• Paused sub-group discussions for now to avoid duplicate efforts/discussions

• Will re-assess and resume Sub-Group discussions after TP-TF and 24th IWG meetings have convened


