INF GR / CRS-65-16e rev 1

Minutes for 65nd meeting of the Informal Group on

Child Restraint System
	Date:
	Start
	April  19th 
	9:30 AM

	
	End           
	April  19th
	5:00 PM


Place:
OICA office
4 rue de Berri

F – 75008 Paris - France
1. Welcome and Roll call (CRS-65-02e)

2. Adoption of the agenda (CRS-65-01e rev1)
See updated agenda below.
3. Validation of the minutes of the last meeting (CRS-64-14e Rev 1)
· [EC] Update of last paragraph of § 4.2. mentioning that EC support the no-rethread concept for shields as this should be technology neutral between belt harness or impact shield. However, in this opinion, the current regulatory text is not fully consistent in terms of removal of the belt harness and for this reason he is still open to consider clear marking label requirements as an acceptable alternative, albeit not a preferred solution.

· [CLEPA] Remark on § 4.6. from the previous minutes needs to not be too detailed to avoid misunderstanding + precision on 800mm limit as vertical limit regarding displacement.

[FRANCE] 2 points of § 4.6. are not currently validated. Further discussions are needed.

4. Status of Members states positions

[RDW] Different positions
· Regulation should improve the criteria on upper neck force, upper neck flexion and chest deflexion. A monitoring is not sufficient, a performance level needs to be required (planed for 3 years after series 01, 2016 July 9th).

· All injuries have to be evaluated according to misuses, especially for harnessed ECRS according to the full-size range which are adjustable and potentially removable

· Misuse according to convertible ECRS according to the switch between RW to FW, a very essential point is to have only one belt route

· Not allow the opportunity to have a combined CRS Isofix and universal (belted), only one definition is possible
· Combination of i-size CRS and specific to vehicle CRS should not be possible, these are different categories (not repeat mistake done in R44 with semi-universal category)
· No opportunity to combine integral & non-integral CRS. A clear separation between both systems is required. NL have doubts about the combination between integral & non integral CRS.
· Extra point: a requirement seems to be added according to CRS packaging in which a CRS could be disassembled, especially regarding support leg (anti rotation device) or anti-rebound bar. As far as possible, the CRS should be packed as it has been tested for approval. This point could be managed by additional specifications regarding permanently attached parts.
· Main load belt contact point is a very important point to clearly defined according to the proposal in progress.

· According to inflatable/foldable CRS, the current test setups are not adapted to discriminate this kind of solution with potential safety issues in use. It’s needed to better define this application.
[ANEC]

· In line with RDW according to the 3 previous points on combined seats: Isofix & universal, I-size & specific, integral & non-integral.
[CHAIR]

· Misuse is a major target of this group; all constraints have to be involved in this regulation proposal

· Combined seats I-size & specific: it’s not a real mix because not on the same size range but on separated following ranges.
· Combined integral & non-integral: in line with the understanding to consider as completely separated products.
· Permanently attached parts: all the systems to fit the child have to be well attached and positioned on the CRS.

· Inflatable CRS: requirements could be added in order to manage elements which are designed to bring energy absorption 
· Integration of a category as R44 semi universal is not in line with the initial target of the regulation. The point of a specific CRS with support leg needs to be managed to cover this kind of technical solution.

· The orientation of this regulation is to have only one type approval for the complete system but with the opportunity to manage modules.
[VTI]

· In favour of non possible combined CRS to preserve safely use and installation (all combinations of seats).
· In general, the most safely approach is one product for one use.
[MPA]

· In Germany, a dedicated department was built to observe the market, the impact of regulation 129 on products and their safety and maybe to define some updates proposals.

· Reflexion on side impact requirements and associated criteria in comparison with regulation n°135.

5. Proposal of amendment of phase I supplement 03 to the series 01 (GRSP/2017/15)
5.1. Inclusion of amendment of annex 2 (Approval mark) - CLEPA Module labelling proposal v8 CRS-65-03e
· [Group] Mass mention is not needed on the approval mark + mention “universal” seems to be confusing between universal belted and universal Isofix. The simple wording “universal” referred to universal belted, need to be replaced in the current regulation version.

· [CHAIR]  A global matrix presenting all possibilities could be a good option to have a clear vision.
· [Group] On § 2.1.1., baby carrier stand alone approval is not possible (only use is possible according to annex 22) in phase 1/2 but only in phase 3. For phase 1/2, the left label can be kept but with an update including the module name, the brand name and the bases references according to approval scope. For phase 3, baby carrier stand alone approval is possible. Marking as proposed can be kept.
· [Group] § 2.2. needs to be reworded + mention on proportional size for the label as it is defined for type approval label (annex 1). CLEPA will send the updated proposal to build a document to GRSP.

5.2. Validation of § 4.9 and 4.10 - Revised shields proposal after TSG comments CRS-65-04e
[CHAIR] Need a position from the group on how to consider integral CRS with shield regarding the “permanently attached” requirement. A CRS with permanently attached shield and with removable parts are different products. This specific point can be discussed during GRSP session.
It’s needed to define what is the evidence for impact shield misuse.

5.3. Modification of annex 14 (energy absorption) - Revised shields proposal after TSG comments CRS-65-04e
Any surface from the top (plan view) has to be concerned by energy absorption requirements.
5.4. Modification of annex 18 (internal dimension definition) - Revised shields proposal after TSG comments CRS-65-04e
Update for the abdomen shape. To be combined with document proposed on § 5.5.
5.5. TSG - CLEPA proposal for internal dimensions’ measurement protocol and tool Internal geometry assessment method (TSG) CRs-65-05e
[CLEPA] proposal to limit interpolation to 1 cm step.

[Group] Agreement on interpolation step of 1cm, added in § 3. of the proposal.

[TRL] New paragraph added (§ 2.3.3.) for ECRS with an impact shield with the same wording as for § 2.2.2.

[TRL] Add the stature upper limit of 125cm for the first table of annex 18.

5.6. Vertical head excursion(CLEPA) - 20170405_Proposal_vertical head displacement CRS-65-06e
Group reach an agreement to provide a document to GRSP to Only an update directly on the drawing to switch from 800mm to 840mm without additional mention.
5.7. Shield update (CLEPA) – Revised shields proposal after TSG comments
Regarding § 5.2.

5.8. Base definition paragraph 2.6 - CLEPA  Base definition paragraph 2_60 proposal  CRS-65-07e
Update on module definition § 2.57. without Isofix reference but with the approval protocol according to annex 22.

Update on base definition § 2.60. A modification is needed in order to avoid understanding that all connections could be accepted : “as specified in this regulation”.
6. Proposal of amendment of phase II supplement 02 to the series 02 (GRSP/2017/16)
6.1. Idem point 4 of this agenda
6.2. Booster cushion (CLEPA) CRS-65-08e
Seated height of booster cushion in relation to placing the child’s head into the adult protection zone regarding head covering area needs to be included in  the current text proposal. This presentation needs to be evaluated by the group until the next session in order to structure a proposal.

6.3. Update B2 gabarit (OICA/CLEPA) CRS-65-09e
Target : solve interference between cushion & seatback + facilitate path seatbelt.

This document is a proposal of gabarit dimensions updates in order to improve easy installation with agreement OICA/CLEPA. Will be involved in the next text proposal to GRSP. 

7. Proposal of amendment of phase III 03 series of amendments of regulation No 129 (GRSP/2017/17)
7.1. Idem point 4 of this agenda

7.2. Belt path definition (Philippe Lesire) CRS-65-10e + belt route marking (CLEPA) CRS-65-11e
Regarding presentation on belt path definition. Simple systems, including an appropriate size labelling,  give the best rate of well belt positioning and CRS installation including user constraints (normal hand spaces) and understanding.

Regarding presentation on belt route marking. Update of the document to switch from red colour to green colour when the CRS is installed. A new pictogram is submitted, different from the one previously proposed from SBR. Important point is to keep the consistency between the belt path mark colours and the associated drawings. Update of § 4.6.1. : the adult seatbelt route markings shall be at least the width of the adult belt path + markings permanently and durably visible. 
7.3. Anti rotation devices (CLEPA) CRS-65-12e
[CHAIR] There is an issue to allow on universal position, where we don’t check TT or support leg requirements, a belted CRS with this kind of anti rotation device (“sermi universal for example”).

Discussions into the group are needed on this complex issue, but seems not in line with phase 3.1 (universal belted)
7.4. Combined ECRS (JAPIA)

· “replacement type” (multi group) is in very high demand in Japanese market
· As for price, relatively there are many inexpensive products
· The causal relationship between user misuse and replacement type is unknown

· Population rates in Japan : New born = 6% and 1 to 4 years = 14%

[CHAIR] 2 questions : does the regulation allows to have a replacement type ? and how to manage misuse in case of different belt routing for convertible ?
Discussion is needed at GRSP level because it is a global approach which has to be defined.

8. Next meetings

8.1. 66th meeting will be on the 22nd & 23rd June, CLEPA Office – Brussels – 9:30am – 17:00pm
8.2. 67th meeting: To be defined

9. A.O.B.
· [OICA] Information on new references according to R14 split between adult anchorages and Isofix.

[CHAIR] This point will be managed directly in GRSP session, included in the global presentation of these 2 regulations.
· [Hyundai] National translations of wording “i-size” bring a lot of naming gaps depending on the language used. There is a real risk of confusion on it. An opportunity could be to switch in capital letters or in brackets in order to not translate it.

