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Report of the 3rd Session 

Separate Technical Unit (STU) Task Force under GRSG IWG VRU-Proxi 

 
Date:  Thursday, 20th of February 2025 

 

Time:  13:00 - 15:00 GMT / 14:00 - 16:00 CET 

 

Venue:  Online meeting, link to MS Teams 

 

Contact:  Bernd John, CLEPA, e-mail: bernd.john@brigade-electronics.com 

 

 

Report 

 

1. Welcome and introduction 

TF leader welcomed all and gave an introduction for this TF session. 

Session attendees: All 3 Contributors, 2 of 4 Supporters and 3 of 25 Observers. 

 

2. Adoption of the agenda 

This document: VRU-Proxi TF STU-03-01 

Approved with some minor text corrections by the TF Lead. 

 

3. Adoption combined report 1st and 2nd sessions 

Document: VRU-Proxi TF STU-01-05 Draft Report -14 

Adopted. 

Note: As agreed before, relevant documents from the 1st and 2nd session will be made 

available on the UNECE server under the section for “Awareness of Vulnerable Road Users 

proximity in low speed manoeuvres (VRU-Proxi)”. 

 

4. Summary and feedback from 36th IWG meeting on STU TF topic 

A contributor who stood in to present as the TF Lead was not available stated the presentation 

was good received and had the content what was needed. Only one question from the IWG 

Chair was raised regarding the split of the STU level and vehicle level, which was answered 

in line with the current plans and progress so far within the TF. The Contributor thanked the 

TF Lead for creating the presentation for the IWG reporting. 

Another Contributor stated on the “functional block” for components. Is currently regarded to 

be included and at what level we do not intent to break down further. The Contributor 

suggested the next reporting hopefully is providing a more draft document for review for the 

IWG. 

 

5. Review feedback received from JABIA / Japan 

The TF reviewed the document from Japan Auto-Body Industries Association (JABIA): 

VRU-Proxi TF STU-03-04 STU JABIA 

In email communication it was explained Japan has for domestic use broken down one or 

more VRU-Proxi regulations similar to the demand given for STU to the TF. 

TF team confirmed the TF plans are in line with the suggestion from JABIA. 

One Contributor suggested slide 5 well visualises the split for STU (called component there), 

vehicle with STU equipped (called vehicle there) and full vehicle approval (called vehicle 

ECU, on the right-hand side) and suggested the TF should cross check the TF work under 

agenda point 6. a). 

 

https://wiki.unece.org/pages/viewpage.action?pageId=43286588
https://wiki.unece.org/pages/viewpage.action?pageId=43286588
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6. Status and progress of open Actions items from last sessions 

a) Action TF members (Lead, Contributor and Support) from 1st and 2nd session: 

All should read and in detail familiarise themselves with the 5 regulations or documents 

above stating “to be reviewed” if this was not done yet. 

Action TF members to set check point in drafting of regulations to keep agreed 

supplement approach and carefully review no other changes can be interpreted to affect the 

current scope of requirements. 

• R144: One Contributor has still to read this. 

• R100: 

TF Lead and one Contributor has still to read this 

One Contributor has commented the structure is different for different parts for e. g. power 

train, HMI, storage system, installation and the full vehicle in reference to the requirements but 

not clear which does not apply for certain elements. One Supporter commented R144 is better 

for TF to use than R100 (it is a quite different case, there is much for provisions to mitigate risk 

of components e. g. high voltage, fire). 

• EU Reg. regulation 2021/1958 for Intelligent Speed Assist (ISA) 

One Contributor stated this is a good example and well matches for the work of this TF as well 

as it is a very recent regulation and also a part of the EU’s GSR package on with several 

strongly agreed with. 

It was suggested from the team to check if someone from the drafting team of this regulation 

under the EU’s Motor Vehicle Working Group (MVWG) could illustrated why this approach 

was taken and any possible pitfalls this TF should watch out for. From the attendees no one 

knows and has access to any former member of this drafting group. 

Action TF Lead to check with Lukasz finding someone who can point out key points on the 

approach taken in this ISA regulation who was active involved in this drafting group assumed 

at around the years 2019 and 2020. 

 

b) Action tbd. create working version and nominating within TF team from 1st and 2nd 

session. 

Note: See no. 13, for start of an example for R158 working version: R158 & Amendment 1 

& 2 & 3 combined working version TF STU 01-04. 

Still no urgent demand due to the progress of the TF. Likely first needed is the R159 other 

have time well beyond the 4th session. 

Action TF Lead to create working version for R159 by around 4th of Apr 2025. 

 

c) Action TF Lead to update this proposal with the 4th amendment as a supplement of R158, 

see agenda point 10 from 1st and 2nd session. 

As of agenda point 6. b) above, this has more time. 

 

d) Action TF Lead to follow up with GRSG Secretary Edoardo Gianotti and report back to 

TF team from 1st and 2nd session. 

Contact is established but GRSG Secretary did not come back as he suggested. Further 

follow up to be started by 21st of Mar 2025. 

 

e) Feedback by the team will be exchanged and changes made until this breakdown will be 

concluded and agreed, Action item from 2nd session. 

Document: VRU-Proxi_TF_STU-03-03 Breakdown of Requirements and Testing R159 - 

STU proposal 

• One Contributor could only “cross” read this, to be fully reviewed by next session. 

• One Contributor stated why the ISA for STU under 2.1.3 only covers the speed limit 

information function (SLIF) but not the speed limit warning function (SLWF) which could not 
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be answered in the TF. A suggestion made it could be the SLWF would need to received data 

from the vehicle which might not be wanted in the regulation as the SLIF only provides 

information to the vehicle for a full compliant vehicle to achieve the vehicle function for SLWF 

or SCF (speed control function). 

Action TF members: This topic to be brought up if action item under 6. a) succeeds. 

• The TF team started to feedback and discussed the review point found of the document: VRU-

Proxi_TF_STU-03-03 Breakdown of Requirements and Testing R159 - STU proposal. 

The Contributor who issued this document shared and added updates as discussed in the 

meeting. 

• TF team concluded the updates and discussions up to point 5.1.1 

• Point 5.2 was discussed but need to be concluded in the next session due to time limitations, 

carried over to next session to continue this item. 

 

f) Feedback by the team will be exchanged and changes made until the definitions will be 

concluded and agreed, Action item from 2nd session. 

Document: VRU-Proxi_TF_STU-03-02_Proposal_for_definitions_and_framework 

Not covered in meeting due to time limitations, carried over to next session. 

 

7. Agree on next steps, work packages, collaboration or similar 

Not covered in meeting due to time limitations, carried over to next session. 

 

8. AOB 

None 

 

9. Agree on next meeting(s), content and who to join 

Was already arranged for the 27th of Mar 2025 and extended by 1 hour, now from 13:00 - 

16:00 GMT / 14:00 - 17:00 CET. 

 

10. End of Meeting 


