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2. The docunents without a synmbol distributed during the session are |isted
in annex 1 to this report.

1. AVENDMENTS TO ECE REGULATI ONS

1.1. Regul ati on No. 11 (Door |atches and door retention conponents)

Docunent ati on: TRANS/ WP. 29/ GRSP/ 2001/ 1.

3. Fol  owi ng the consent of WP.29 (TRANS/ WpP. 29/792, para. 62) for
continuing the work on devel oping a global technical regulation (gtr), GRSP
consi dered the proposal, which had been transnitted by the expert from O CA
( TRANS/ WP, 29/ GRSP/ 2001/ 1). GRSP noticed that the npost relevant differences
between the United States of America provisions (FWSS No. 206) and

Regul ation No. 11 were the scope and the rear door |atches.

4, The expert from Cl was agai nst the proposed deletion of the prescription
for an intermediate | atched position of the hinged side doors (para. 2.2.1.)
and voiced the opinion that gtr should have the maxi mum | evel of stringency of
the current regulations. The expert from O CA expressed his opinion that

har moni zati on of technical regulations should not be only an exercise of
taki ng the nost severe series of prescriptions, which could prove

i nconpati ble, but a nmore extensive consideration of existing prescriptions
with the aim of keeping high I evels of safety. The expert fromthe United

Ki ngdom shared this view and said that GRSP shoul d consider and technically
eval uate all relevant prescriptions.

5. The expert fromthe Netherlands requested that the inside handles of the
rear doors should be operative when the | ocking nmechani smwas engaged. He was
only in favour of |eaving the handles inoperative in the case of the
engagenent of the nechani sm avoiding the opening of the door by children

6. The expert fromthe Unites States of Anmerica said that he intended to
study the docunent in detail and insisted that a Contracting Party to the 1998
Agreement should transmit it to GRSP for consideration

7. GRSP, thanking the expert from O CA for the el aboration of the

conpari son document, expressed its hope that a Contracting Party would use it
for preparing a proposal for draft gtr and decided to defer further discussion
until the Executive Comrittee of the 1998 Agreenment will deliver its opinion

1.2. Regul ation No 14 (Safety-belt anchorages)

1.2.1. Ef f ecti ve anchorages

Docunent ati on:  TRANS/ WP. 29/ GRSP/ 2000/ 10.

8. The expert from Spain explained to GRSP that the work still continued on
updating the proposal of document TRANS/ WP. 29/ GRSP/ 2000/ 10 as it had been
request ed ( TRANS/ WP. 29/ GRSP/ 29, para. 13). He confirned his intention to
transmt it for consideration at the May 2002 session

1.2.2. Draft gl obal technical regulation (gtr)

Docunment ati on: TRANS/ WP. 29/ GRSP/ 2000/ 7; TRANS/ WP. 29/ GRSP/ 2000/ 9 and Add. 1;
TRANS/ WP. 29/ GRSP/ 2001/ 5.

9. The Chairman rem nded GRSP experts that, regarding the possibility of
having two | evels of stringency for a gtr (three-point safety-belt anchorages
in all seating positions for ML vehicles for the highest |evel, and two-point
safety-belt anchorages in the rear-facing seats for the | owest level), WP.29
had advi sed that a gtr should have only one set of prescriptions. He inforned
GRSP that WP. 29 had stated that only at the request of a Contracting Party of
the 1998 Agreenent, a | ower set of prescriptions could be acceptable. On that
respect the expert fromltaly rem nded GRSP that, at the current stage, no

| egi sl ation requested three-point safety-belt anchorages in all seating
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positions of ML category of vehicles. Mreover, he said that no internationa
| egislation required rearward facing seats to be fitted with three point seat
belts.

10. The expert fromCl stated that lap belt for front-facing seats could only
be acceptable in specific markets. The expert fromthe United Kingdom
clarified his position, explaining that for all front seats three-point
safety-belt anchorages nust be requested, but that he could accept two-point
safety-belt anchorages for rearward-facing seats. The expert fromthe United
States of America informed GRSP that in his country not all seats were

required to be provided with three-point safety-belt anchorages. He also
insisted that only a Contracting Party to the 1998 Agreenment could transmt

any proposal for a draft gtr to GRSP.

11. GRSP noted the general agreenent for having three-point safety-belt
anchorages for front seats and two-point safety-belt anchorages for rear
seats. The expert fromthe Netherlands requested a clarification concerning
seats that were not exactly in a rear-facing position. GRSP requested himto
transmt a proposal for consideration at the next session

12. CGRSP realized that the four docunents of this itemcould be a conplete
set of provisions for the elaboration of a gtr, and expecting that a
Contracting Party would transmt it for consideration, decided to defer
further discussion until the Executive Conmittee of the 1998 Agreement will
deliver its opinion.

1.2.3. "1 SCFI X"

Docunent ati on:  TRANS/ WP. 29/ GRSP/ 1997/ 11; TRANS/ WP. 29/ GRSP/ 2001/ 14; i nf or mal
docunents Nos. 8 and 13 of annex 1 to this report.

13. CGRSP agreed to consider jointly all the itens related to “ISOFI X' and
affecting Regul ati ons Nos. 14, 16 and 44 (see paras. 37 to 45 of this report).

1.2. 4. Techni cal anendnents

Docunent ati on: TRANS/ WP. 29/ GRSP/ 2001/ 18; i nformal docunent No. 9 of annex 1
to this report.

14. The expert from Japan introduced informal document No. 9 containing
correlative proposals to anend Regul ati ons Nos. 14 and 16 in order to

i ntroduce in both Regul ations safety-belts and its anchorages for rear seats
in N category vehicles. He said that after this amendnment, the above-

menti oned Regul ati ons woul d be equival ent to Japanese regul ation (Safety
Regul ation Art. 22-3) and to FMWVSS No. 14, which could facilitate its

accept ance of both Regulations. To allow nore detail ed consideration of the
proposal, the secretariat was requested to distribute informal docunent No. 9
with an official synbol for the May 2002 session.

15. GRSP consi dered and adopt ed document TRANS/ WP. 29/ GRSP/ 2001/ 18. It was
agreed to transmt it to WP.29 and AC.1 for consideration at their June 2002
sessi ons, however, only as draft Supplenent 3 to the 05 series of anmendnents
to Regul ation No. 14.

16. At the request of the expert from O CA, GRSP adopted a draft Corrigendum
to the French version of the Regul ation as reproduced below. GRSP agreed to
transmit it to WP.29 and AC.1 for consideration at their June 2002 sessions as
draft Corrigendum 2 to the 03 series of anmendnents to Regul ation No. 14.

Paragraph 12., correct to read (French only):

“ ... la fabrication d un type d ancrage de ceinture de sécurité
conforménment au ..... nodél e visé a |’ annexe 1 du présent Reglenment.”
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1.3. Regul ation No. 16 (Safety-belts)

1.3.1. Techni cal anendnents

Docunment ati on: TRANS/ WP. 29/ GRSP/ 2001/ 17; TRANS/ WP. 29/ GRSP/ 2001/ 19;
TRANS/ WP. 29/ GRSP/ 2001/ 23; informal docunments Nos. 5, 23 and 24 of annex 1 to
this report.

17. The expert from Germany introduced docunent TRANS/ WP. 29/ GRSP/ 2001/ 17,

whi ch contained a proposal to clarify and extend the requirements for special
types of safety-belts. 1In order to take into account experts’ coments,

i nformal docunent No. 23, nmodifying the proposal, was tabled. GRSP adopted
the proposal of document TRANS/ WP. 29/ GRSP/ 2001/ 17 as reproduced in annex 2 to
this report. It was agreed to transmt it to WP.29 and AC.1 for consideration
at their June 2002 session as draft Supplenent 13 to the 04 series of
amendnents to Regul ati on No. 16.

18. Concerning the reduction of the retraction force limt

( TRANS/ WP, 29/ GRSP/ 2001/ 23 and i nformal document No. 5), the expert from Japan
tabl ed i nformal docunment No. 24, which contained the corments to the proposal
suggested by several experts. GRSP adopted the proposal, as reproduced in
annex 2 to this report, and agreed to incorporate it into the draft

Suppl ement 13 to the 04 series of amendnents to Regulation No. 16 (see

para. 17 above).

19. The expert from Spain introduced the proposal to extend the allowance
for driver's torso and face contact with the steering colum to the front
passenger (TRANS/ WP. 29/ GRSP/ 2001/19). He clarified that in the docunment a

par agraph was m ssing, and explained to GRSP that to allow face contact with

t he dashboard was not dangerous if the vehicle was type-approved pursuant

Regul ations Nos. 21, 94 and 95. Several experts supported the proposal, and
CGRSP agreed to continue its consideration at the May 2002 session. GRSP
requested the secretariat to produce a revision of the docunent, incorporating
t he m ssing paragraph.

1.3.2. Accel eration test devices

Docunent ati on: TRANS/ WP. 29/ GRSP/ 2000/ 12; TRANS/ WP. 29/ GRSP/ 2001/ 2.

20. The expert from France made a presentation, conparing tests on ful

crash test facility with HYCE sled test facility, in the frame of

Regul ation No. 16. He infornmed GRSP that tests were made with three different
crash test facilities (full crash test facility, full crash test facility with
a elastic strap powered sled, and HYGE sled facility), and had made four
measurenents. He concluded stating that the HYGE sled facility test could be
considered as an alternative to the current nmethod of Regulation No. 16, even
if it was not conpletely equivalent. Finally, he suggested introducing this
alternative nmethod into Regul ati ons Nos. 14, 16, 17, 21, and 44 as a first
step, and as a second step nodifying nmore substantially the above-nentioned
Regul ations. He also offered to prepare the correspondi ng proposals for the
next session.

21. GRSP t hanked the expert from France for the presentation, and agreed to
continue consideration of the proposals of docunments TRANS/ WP. 29/ GRSP/ 2000/ 12
and TRANS/ WP. 29/ GRSP/ 2001/ 2, jointly with the proposals expected fromthe
expert from France.

1.3.3. "1 SCFI X"

Docunent ati on:  TRANS/ WP. 29/ GRSP/ 2001/ 15; i nformal docunments Nos. 8 and 14 of
annex 1 to this report.

22. Simlarly to Regulation No. 14 (see para. 11 above), GRSP agreed to
consider all the itens related to “ISOFI X’ and affecting Regul ati ons Nos. 14,
16 and 44 jointly (see paras. 35 to 43 of this report).
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1.3.4. dobal technical regulation (gtr) concerning safety-belts

Docunentation: Informal docunents Nos. 17 and 18 of annex 1 to this report.

23. The expert from CLEPA presented infornmal documents Nos. 17 and 18. He
expl ai ned that informal docunent No. 17 contained the proposal for a draft

gl obal technical regulation on safety-belts el aborated by the world industry,
and i nformal document No. 18 contained the presentation of the draft gtr in
its first part, and a table showing the differences between Regul ati on No. 16,
the FM/SS No. 209, the Japanese standard SRRV 22-3, and the proposal for the
gtr inits second part.

24, He stressed that the proposal defined the scope, taking into account the
three conpared sets of standards (ECE, United States of America and Japan),
that it contained dynanmic and not static tests, and also tests to verify the
resi stance of safety-belts, follow ng the FMWSS No. 209 phil osophy.

25. At the request of GRSP, he clarified that, according to the proposal
passengers were considered to be restrained by safety-belts and other
restraint systens, but not by the vehicle seats. He said that the proposa
woul d not apply to the original restraint systens installed in vehicles. He
also clarified that the buckle should not be opened during the tests. In this
regard, the expert fromCl formally requested that if work was to be
undertaken on a draft gtr for safety-belts, consideration should be given to
i nclude requirenents ensuring that safety-belt buckles were proof against

rel ease frominertial |oads induced during high buckle accel erations. He said
that the so-called “inertial releases” had been seen both in accidents and
during whol e vehicle tests.

26. CGRSP t hanked the expert from CLEPA and agreed to engage in a nore
detail ed discussion, taking into consideration not only the CLEPA docunents,
but al so a docunent to be transmtted by the experts fromthe United States of
America, and concerning the equival ence between Regul ation No. 16 and

FMVSS No. 209. Anyway, CGRSP agreed that when the discussion of the docunent
announced by the expert of the United States of America would be concl uded,
the work on this topic would be deferred until a Contracting Party use it for
preparing a proposal for draft gtr and the Executive Conmittee of the 1998
Agreement will deliver its opinion.

1.4. Regulation No. 17 (Strength of seats)

Docunent ati on: TRANS/ WP. 29/ GRSP/ 1997/ 6/ Rev. 1; TRANS/ WP. 29/ GRSP/ 2001/ 20;
i nformal docunents Nos. 20, 21 and 25 of annex 1 to this report.

27. The expert fromthe Czech Republic presented docunent

TRANS/ WP, 29/ GRSP/ 2001/ 20 containing a proposal to align the Regulation to
Eur opean Conmunity Directive 74/ 408/ EEC. He said that, in order to make the
Regul ation conpletely parallel, he would propose to allow the approval of a
seat as a conponent, for consideration at the next session

28. Several experts expressed their concerns about the change of the scope,

the figure of annex 5, and the extension of the Regulation to other seats than
forward-faci ng seats. GRSP asked the expert fromthe Czech Republic to reply

to these comments at the May 2002 session.

29. The expert from CLEPA introduced informal docunent No. 20, containing
his proposal to anend Regul ation No. 17, in order to incorporate prescriptions
for the type approval of partitioning systens for the after nmarket conmponents.
He al so introduced informl docunent No. 21, which showed the correlation

bet ween dynamc and static tests proposed in informal docunent No. 20.

30. Concerns were expressed about how to |ink conmponents and vehicles, the
possi bl e rel ease of the seats’ back by these conponents, and the conformty to
the prescriptions of Regulation No. 21. It was also stressed that such

conmponents shall ensure sane security |level as the original pieces furnished
by vehicl e manufacturers.
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31. The expert from CLEPA agreed to review the proposal docunent, taking
into account the remarks made, and offered to transnt it for consideration at
t he next session.

32. Concerning the proposal for providing a person sufficient space for

| eaving the rear seat of a two-door passenger vehicle

( TRANS/ WP, 29/ GRSP/ 1997/ 6/ Rev. 1), the expert from Spain presented informal
docurment No. 25, proposing to use during tests a cylinder, representing the
torso of Hybrid Ill dummry. He offered to update his proposal for the next
session. The expert from Germany suggested that explicit instructions for the
use of the cylinder should be included.

1.5. Regulation No. 21 (Interior fittings)

Docunent ati on:  TRANS/ WP. 29/ GRSP/ 1998/ 17; TRANS/ WP. 29/ GRSP/ 2001/ 11.

33. GRSP adopt ed document TRANS/ WP. 29/ GRSP/ 2001/ 11 with the anmendnents
adopted at the previous session (TRANS/ WP. 29/ GRSP/ 29, para. 44). Although the
pendi ng reservation by the expert fromltaly to annex 8 to the proposal was
noted, it was agreed to transmt the anended proposal to WP.29 and AC. 1 for
consideration at its June 2002 sessions, as draft Supplement 3 to the 01
series of amendments to Regulation No. 21

34. CGRSP agreed to retain docunent TRANS/ WP. 29/ GRSP/ 1998/ 17 for further
consi derati on.

1.6. Regulation No. 29 (Cabs of commercial vehicles)

Docunent ati on:  TRANS/ WP. 29/ GRSP/ 1998/ 13; TRANS/ WP. 29/ GRSP/ 1999/ 1;
TRANS/ WP. 29/ GRSP/ 2001/ 3; informal documents Nos. 23 and 24 of the twenty-
ei ghth session and i nformal docunent No. 7 of the twenty-ninth session

35. The expert fromthe Russian Federation recalled the two nmain issues
under di scussion: the proposal of document TRANS/ WP. 29/ GRSP/ 2001/ 3, which
shoul d be reviewed by the expert fromthe United Kingdom ( TRANS/ WP. 29/ GRSP/ 29,
para. 50); and the definition of the scope. He suggested to defer the

consi deration of the new proposal but to consider the issue of the scope.

36. CGRSP considered that a witten proposal should be submtted before
addressing the scope of the Regul ation, and requested the expert fromthe
Russi an Federation to subnmit a final proposal. The expert from O CA suggested

not to nodify the scope because the approval of a vehicle according to
Regul ation No. 94 could exclude the need for a frontal inpact test of
Regul ation No. 29.

1.7. Regul ation No. 44 (Child restraints)

1.7.1. "1SOFIX"

Docunent ati on: TRANS/ WP. 29/ GRSP/ 1997/ 12; TRANS/ WP. 29/ GRSP/ 2001/ 16; i nf or mal
docunments Nos. 8, 12, 14, 15, and 19 of annex 1 to this report.

37. The expert from France presented the overview of the | SOFI X i ssue, with
the aimto reach an agreenent on its principles, as they had been agreed by
the drafting group. In his opinion such an agreenent was needed before

starting a detail ed consideration of the proposed anendnents to Regul ations
Nos. 14, 16 and 44 (as indicated in informal documents Nos. 13, 14, and 15,
supersedi ng docunents TRANS/ WP. 29/ GRSP/ 2001/ 14, TRANS/ WP. 29/ GRSP/ 2001/ 15, and
TRANS/ WP, 29/ GRSP/ 2001/ 16 respectively).

38. He informed GRSP that the drafting group had agreed on the basic
principles of defining an | SOFI X position as either a system conposed of an

| SOFI X anchorage system or a system conposed of an | SOFI X anchorage system
plus an | SOFI X top tether anchorage. Wilst an | SOFI X anchorage system were
solely the two | ower anchorages desi gned according to | SO standard, the | SOFI X
top tether was the anchorage designed to accept a top tether strap connector
He also said that the group had agreed, as a mninmmfor ML vehicles, on
having two | SOFI X positions, at |east one of themin the second row of seats,
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two top tether anchorages, one for the forward facing and one for the rearward
facing 1SO fixtures.

39. He explained to GRSP that Child Restraint Systens (CRS) had been divided
into five sizes in addition to the current mass classification of

Regul ation No. 44. He said that the group proposed as an Universal |SOFlI X CRS
the integral forward facing CRS including two | SOFI X attachnent and one top
tether attachnent, and that the tool test to approve this | SOFlI X CRS shoul d be
the Regul ati on No. 44 bench equi pped with top tether attachnent. He inforned
GRSP that the Sem -universal |SOFI X CRS would be any CRS with two | SOFI X
attachments and any other feature to avoid rotation, and that the test tool to
approve it would be the Regul ation No. 44 bench

40. The expert from France ended his presentation stating that for any | SOFl X
position in the vehicle, the car manufacturer woul d decl are which categories,
mass groups, and types of ISOFI X CRS fixtures could be installed. He also

said that the categories, the mass groups and the correspondi ng | SOFI X

fixtures should be marked on the packagi ng of each | SOFI X CRS

41, GRSP congratul ated the expert from France to his excellent presentation,
and thanked also the drafting group for the effort nade in reaching a
consensus on this difficult issue. The expert from France was kindly
requested to provide to the secretariat a copy if his presentation, in view of
making it available in the web page of GRSP

42. GRSP had a favourabl e opinion concerning the above-nenti oned basic
principles. Nevertheless, the expert fromthe Netherlands said that the

Uni versal concept should not inply the application of the top tether concept
to avoid rotation. The experts fromthe United Kingdom Australia, Canada, and
Cl expressed their views that two | ower anchorages were not an adequate
solution to guarantee children's safety, and insisted on the top tether

requi renment. The experts from France and O CA declared that top tether was a
good existing solution but that future new systens could be devel oped to avoid
CRS rotation. The expert from Japan supported the proposals of infornmal
docunents Nos. 13, 14 and 15, and drew the attention of GRSP informal docunent
No. 8 containing amendnents to them The experts from Germany and Italy
expressed their reservations to the proposals.

43. The expert fromltaly declared that the volume concept for both frontward
and rearward facing CRS positioned in vehicles inplied new requirenents that
have never been part of vehicle Regulations. He also said that another
consequence of the introduction of the proposed envel opes was the m ni num

di mensi ons of 400 to 440 nm of the fixtures used for |SOFI X universal CRS. He
al so said that the new envel opes, which would seenm ngly check the | ength of
the adult safety-belts in the case of sem -universal |SOFI X, were in conflict
with the present volune due to, among others, the buckle position. He said
that, as a consequence, there would be an inconmpatibility in using either

| SOFI X or traditional universal CRS on the sanme seat. He concluded that Italy
was in favour of the proposals transmtted by France as a good basis for

di scussion, on the condition that they would not inply inner volume

requi renents on vehicles.

44, The experts fromthe United States of Anerica and Australia rem nded GRSP
that informal docunent No. 12 proposed to accept the use of both rigid and
non-rigid | SOFI X anchor ages.

45, Finally, GRSP agreed to consider the proposals by France at the May 2002
session, and requested the experts to study the informal documents concerned.
To all ow an appropriate consideration of this issue, the secretariat was
requested to distribute informal docunents Nos. 8, 12, 13, 14, 15, and 19 with
an official synmbol.
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1.7.2. Accel eration test devices

Docunent ati on: TRANS/ WP. 29/ GRSP/ 2000/ 3;

46. The outcomes of discussion are referred to in paragraphs 20 and 21 above.

1.7.3. Techni cal anendnents

Docunent ati on:  TRANS/ WP. 29/ GRSP/ 2000/ 2; TRANS/ WP. 29/ GRSP/ 2000/ 15;

TRANS/ WP, 29/ GRSP/ 2000/ 16; TRANS/ WP. 29/ GRSP/ 2001/ 4; TRANS/ WP. 29/ GRSP/ 2001/ 8;
TRANS/ WP. 29/ GRSP/ 2001/ 13; TRANS/ WP. 29/ GRSP/ 2001/ 21; informal documents Nos. 1
and 8 of the twenty-ninth session; informal docunments Nos. 6, 10 and 11 of
annex 1 to this report.

47, The expert from Sweden presented informal document No. 6 superseding
TRANS/ WP, 29/ GRSP/ 2000/ 2. The expert from Germany presented, on behalf of the
testing | aboratories, document TRANS/ WP. 29/ GRSP/ 2001/ 8, and reni nded GRSP t hat
TRANS/ WP. 29/ GRSP/ 2000/ 16 was still under consideration. The expert fromthe
Net her |l ands i ntroduced docunment TRANS/ WP. 29/ GRSP/ 2000/ 21 and al so rem nded
GRSP that document TRANS/ WP. 29/ GRSP/ 2000/ 15 conti nued to be under

consi derati on.

48. GRSP realized that the five documents were interrelated and, to
facilitate their understandi ng, requested the experts fromthe three countries
to prepare a consolidated version of all proposals for consideration at the
next GRSP sessi on.

49, Regardi ng the proposal for Conformity of Production (COP) procedure

( TRANS/ WP, 29/ GRSP/ 2001/ 13), it was objected by the experts from Finl and,
Germany, Net herlands, Sweden and CLEPA. These experts were of the opinion
that current provisions for COP were not correctly applied by the Contracting
Parties to Regul ation No. 44, and the problens that the proposal wanted to
resolve would not exist if the requirenents of the 1958 Agreenent concerning
COP were correctly applied, jointly with the prescriptions of Regul ation

No. 44.

50. GRSP agreed to continue its consideration of the proposal at the May 2002
session, in view of the COP prescriptions of the 1958 Agreenent.

51. As concerns the proposal by Japan seeking to inprove the confort in
handl i ng the buckle and tongue, to enable the use of the webbing sensitive
retractor, and to enable a rear facing CRS installed in vehicle seats with two
poi nt safety-belts (TRANS/ WP. 29/ GRSGE 2001/ 4), the expert from Japan introduced
i nformal docunents Nos. 10 and 11. He rem nded GRSP that informal docunents
Nos. 1 and 8 of the twenty-ninth session related to the same issue.

52. Concerning the three goals of the proposal, several experts expressed
their concerns and showed certain opposition to their acceptance. The

Chai rman of GRSP acknowl edged that none of the three ains were acceptable for
the time being and suggested that a national solution should be sought to
resol ve the deadl ock

1.8. Regul ation No. 94 (Frontal collision protection)

Docunment ati on:  TRANS/ WP. 29/ GRSP/ 2001/ 6; TRANS/ WP. 29/ GRSP/ 2001/ 7;
TRANS/ WP, 29/ GRSP/ 2001/ 22 i nformal docunment No. 26 of annex 1 to this report.

53. As concerns the proposals for the warning | abel concerning hazards from
airbags for the rear-facing child restraints (TRANS/ WP. 29/ GRSP/ 2001/ 7;

TRANS/ WP, 29/ GRSP/ 2001/ 22), the experts from Cl and O CA reached a conproni se
and subnmitted it to GRSP (informal docunent No. 26).

54, CGRSP adopted the proposal of informal document No. 26 as reproduced in
annex 3 to this report, and agreed to transmt it to WP.29 and AC. 1 for
consideration at their June 2002 sessions as draft Supplenment 2 to the

02 series of amendments to Regul ation No. 94.
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55. CGRSP al so adopted the proposal of document TRANS/ WP. 29/ GRSP/ 2001/6 with
the amendnments reproduced below. It agreed to transmt it to WP.29 and AC. 1
for consideration at their June 2002 sessions as a draft Corrigendum 1 to the
01 series of anendnents to Regul ation No. 94.

Annex 9,

Paragraph 1.1., correct the reference to “(BS 1470)” to read “(I1SO 209,
Part 1)~

Paragraph 1.2., correct the reference to “(BS 1470)” to read “(ISO 209,
Part 1), and correct the line referring to the Cell Size to read:

Cell Size: 6.4 mm+ 20%
1.9. Regul ation No. 95 (Lateral collision protection)
Docunentation: Informal docunents Nos. 2, 3, and 16 of annex 1 to this
report.
56. Te expert from EEVC presented a final report concerning the EEVC nobile

defornmabl e barrier (MDB) face specification validation test progranme, as it
had been agreed during previous sessions ( TRANS/ WP. 29/ GRSP/ 28, paras. 89

and 90 and TRANS/ WP. 29/ GRSP/ 29, paras. 69 and 70). He said that infornal
docunent No. 2 contained recommendations for a revised specification for the
EEVC nobil e deformable barrier face, and in its annex the concrete proposa
for amendi ng Regul ati on No. 95.

57. He infornmed GRSP that the validation programme had showed a good
repeatability and reproducibility of MDB faces designed to neet the proposed
new specification. Myreover, he said that the test results pointed out the
need to increase the adhesive bond strength between the al unm ni um bl ocks and
t he backplate for some of the barrier faces fromO0.4 Ma to 0.6 Ma, and,
consequently that a nodified corridor for blocks 1 and 3 was recommended in
the proposed design specification.

58. The expert from Japan clarified that the full-scale tests made in his
country showed a maxi mum of 50 mm di fference of struck vehicle deformation and
that the relation was not clear between dynamc full-scale curve and static
full-scale curve. He said that in his opinion a nore conplete consideration
of full-scale dynanmic and static responses was necessary.

59. GRSP t hanked the expert from EEVC and the countries that had
participated on the work. It was agreed that the proposal to anend

Regul ation No. 95 contained in informl docunent No. 2 should be considered in
detail and the secretariat was requested to distribute it with an official
synbol for the May 2002 session

60. CGRSP consi dered and adopted a Corrigendumto the Regul ation contained in
i nformal docunment No. 16. It was agreed to transmt it, as reproduced bel ow,
to WP. 29 and AC. 1 for consideration at their June 2002 sessions, as draft
Corrigendum 3 to Regul ati on No. 95.

Annex 5,

Paragraph 2.3.1.3., anend to read:

.. devi ati on does not exceed the all owed defl ection by nore
than 35 mm, and the sum.....

61. The expert fromthe Netherlands nade a presentation regarding the

devel opnent of Eurosid 2 (ES-2) dunmy. He explained that the aim of the new
design was to inprove the current Eurosid 1 (ES-1) dummy. He confirned that

the work was coordi nated by EEVC and NHTSA and that extensive tests were nade
in the European Union, the United States of America, Canada, Japan, and



TRANS/ WP. 29/ GRSP/ 30
page 10

Australia. He concluded by saying that the ES-2 inproved significantly the
performances of the precedent ES-1, and that it should be accepted worl dwi de.

62. The expert fromltaly agreed that the quality of the ES-2 dunmy
prototype was higher in relation to ES-1 dumy, and that in full-scale tests
sonme critical dummy neasurenments values for ES-2 had increased conpared to ES-
1. Finally, he agreed that ES-2 was a solid basis for harnonization and a
better appraisal for full-scale crash test. Nevertheless, he stated that the
possi bl e adoption of the new dummy into Regul ations tests should only be done
with appropriate dates for new vehicle types, and that transitional provisions
should be tailored, in order to have time to solve the issues that affected
the perfornmance of the dummy.

63. The expert from France insisted that the main aimfor devel oping the new
dummy was to reach harnonization and that ES-2 devel opment was in the right
direction. The expert fromthe United States of America clarified that the
devel opnent of ES-2 dunmy still was only a research, and confirmed that a
considerable part of the difficulties of ES-1 had di sappeared, but that the
back plate still presented problens. He said that he should report to the
NHTSA, before it took the final decision concerning the acceptance of the ES-2
dumy by his country.

64. The expert from|1SO nade a presentation concerning the devel opnent of
Wor | dSI D advanced harmoni zed dunmmy for side inpact. He said that the project
was under the auspices of |SO TC22, and that its goal was to replace al

exi sting adult side inmpact dummes with a single, high bio-fidelity nodel,
acceptable to all users. As a summary, he said that the performance of the
Wor | dSI D prototype dumry had been very prom sing, that work still continued in
developing it, and that the final release of the dunmy and its launch into
producti on was schedul ed for 2004.

65. GRSP t hanked the experts fromthe Netherlands and from|SO for their
presentations, and agreed to place both presentati ons on the GRSP web page.

2. OTHER BUSI NESS

2.1, Exchange of information on national and international requirenments on
passi ve safety

66. The expert fromltaly informed GRSP about recent devel opnent in the

Eur opean Council, Working Party on Land Transport, where a proposal for a
Directive relating to conmpul sory use of safety-belts and child restraint
systens in vehicles was being considered. He said, that the proposed text
woul d require children travelling on vehicles of category M and M3 (buses and
coaches) to be restrained by an adult safety-belt when a child restraint
systemis not avail able on board. In particular, he drew the attention of GRSP
experts to possible negative consequences on children safety in the case of
road accidents since safety-belts were designed to be worn by adults. In this
respect, he asked GRSP experts to nake aware the del egates of the Working
Party on Land Transport of the above risks in order to defer any decision
concerning the way to restrain children travelling on buses and coaches unti
appropriate technical studies would be carried out. GRSP wel coned the
suggestion made by the Italian expert and agreed that the group should ask

WP. 29 the mandate to study the appropriate means to restrain children
travelling on buses and coaches.

2.2. New draft Regul ati on concerni ng whi pl ash i njury avoi dance in rear-end
accidents
Docunentation: |Informal docunent No. 4 of annex 1 to this report.

67. The expert from|SO made a presentation of the work that |SO TC22 SC10
WGL was conducting to study neck injuries in rear-end | ow speed collisions.

He said that no harnoni zed test procedure was avail able and that | SO was

devel oping a test procedure. He clarified that the working group was only
considering light injuries due to a speed difference of 15 kmlh. He said that
for nmeasurenents, a draft would be circulated for approval by the working
group nmenmbers by March 2002.
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68. The Chairman thanked the expert from|1SO for his report and consi dered
it useful to develop a draft Regulation. He recalled the presentations which
had been nade at the previous sessions and considered it essential to
coordinate the work, in order to avoid duplication, and to nmake a single
proposal only for consideration by GRSP. He suggested again that the

coordi nation task should be assuned by EEVC ( TRANS/ WP. 29/ GRSP/ 29, para. 75).

69. The expert fromltaly introduced informal docunent No. 4 that contained
the Italian concern with regard to the devel opment of a rear inpact collision
test procedure. He shared the Chairman's opinion that work should be

coordi nated by EEVC and suggested that a proposal for draft Regul ation
concerning the protection against whiplash injuries should not start before
the EEVC Steering Conmittee adopted it.

2.3. I nternational Harnoni zed Research Activities(lHRA)

Docunentation: Informal docunents Nos. 1, 7 and 22 of annex 1 to this report

70. The expert from Australia Chairing the | HRA side inmpact working group
made a status report on its activities (informal docunent No. 1). He reviewed
the work done since 1998 and expl ained that the group's objective for the

peri od 2001-2005 would be to co-ordinate worl dwi de research to support the
devel opnent of future side inpact test procedure and to maxi m ze harnonization
with the objective to enhance safety in real side inmpacts. He said that for
the first two-year period the side inmpact working group concluded that new
test procedures to address the side inpact issue should include a nobile
deformabl e barrier to vehicle test, a vehicle pole test, out of position

ai rbag eval uati on, and sub-system i npact tests.

71. The expert fromthe United Kingdom Chairing the I HRA crash vehicle
conmpatibility working group gave also a status report (informl docunent

No. 22). He stressed that the work considered the study of vehicles of
different size and categories in case of both frontal and side inpacts. He
said that inprovenment of structural interaction would, in the opinion of the
wor ki ng group, be beneficial and that a range of tests based on existing fixed
barriers and on a nobile deformable barrier were candi dates for the definitive
test.

72. The GRSP Chairman, in his quality of the Chairman of the | HRA advanced
of fset frontal crash protection working group, presented a status report as
well (informal docunent No. 7). He stressed that the nmin goal of the working
group was to achieve a harnonized frontal crash protection procedure, taking
into account differing views in various parts of the world.

ELECTI ONS OF THE OFFI CERS

73. Fol I owi ng the announcement by the Secretariat on Monday,

3 Decenber 2001, and in conpliance with Rule 13 of the Rules of Procedure
( TRANS/ WP, 29/ 690), GRSP called the election of officers on Wdnesday, 5
Decenber 2001. GRSP elected Ms. J. Abraham (United States of America) to
Chair the two sessions scheduled for the year 2002.

TRI BUTE TO THE CHAI RVAN, M. C. LOMONACO

74. GRSP noted with regret that M. Lonmponaco decided not to continue the
Chai rmanshi p he had assured fromthe tinme of creation of GRSP. It was
recall ed that before that tinme he Chaired several other expert groups and, in
total, worked in WP.29 for nore than thirty years. He contributed

consi derably to enhancing not only passive vehicle safety, but also al

general vehicle safety. 1In recognition of his high both human and
professional qualities and of his effort in Chairing GRSP, even after his
national retirenment, the expert from Spain proposed GRSP to el ect

M. C. Lompnaco its Honorary Chairman. GRSP adopted his proposal unani nously.
The secretary, thanked M. C. Lonpbnaco for his excellent Chairnmanship on
behal f of all participants and wi shed hima | ong and happy retirenent.
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TRI BUTE TO M. R. FERRAVANTE

75.

GRSP was infornmed that M. R Ferravante, expert fromthe European

Comunity woul d not continue work on GRSP natters due to his new duties. GRSP
t hanked him for his appreciable work and wi shed himsuccess in the future.

AGENDA FOR THE NEXT SESSI ON

76.
to 17

For the thirty-first session, to be held in Geneva from 13 May (14. 30h)
May (12.30h) 2002 1/, GRSP agreed on the follow ng agenda:

1. Amendnents to ECE Regul ations (1958 Agreenent)
1.1. Regul ation No. 11 (Door |atches and door retention conponents) 2/
1.2. Regul ation No. 14 (Safety-belt anchorages)

1.2.1. Definition of effective anchorages

1.2.2. Draft global technical regulation on safety-belt anchorages
1.3. Regul ati on No. 16 (Safety-belts)

1.3.1. Technical anmendnents

1.3.2. Draft global technical regulation 2/

1.4. Regul ation No. 17 (Strength of seats)
1.5. Regul ation No. 21 (Interior fittings)
1.6. Regul ation No. 29 (Cabs of commercial vehicles)
1.7. Regul ation No. 44 (Child restraints)

1.7.1. Technical amendnents

1.8. Regul ation No. 95 (Lateral collision protection)

2. | SOFI X 3/

3. ACCELERATI ON TEST DEVI CES

4. OTHER BUSI NESS

4.1. Exchange of information on national and internationa

requi renents on passive safety

4. 2. Sled test procedure for the dummy test in rear inpacts 4/

As part of the secretariat's efforts to reduce expenditure, all the

of ficial documents distributed prior to the session by mail will not be
avail able in the conference roomfor distribution to session
participants. Delegates are kindly requested to bring their copies of
docurments to the neeting.

Subj ect to the authorization by WP.29 to devel op a gl obal technica
regul ati on.

The thirty-first GRSP session will begin with I SOFI X itens covering al
the affected Regul ati ons.

Subj ect to the presentation of an EEVC study
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Annex 1

LI ST OF | NFORMAL DOCUMENTS DI STRI BUTED W THOUT A SYMBOL DURI NG THE SESSI ON

No.

1

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

Transmtted Agenda Title
By Item

Australia 2.3. | HRA Si de | nmpact Working G oup Status
Report

EEVC 1.9. Reconmendati ons for a revised specification
for the EEVC nobil e defornmable barrier face

Italy 1.9. Concern of the Italian delegation with
regard to the devel opnent of the ES-2 dunmy

Italy 2.2 Concern of the Italian delegation with
regard to the devel opnent of a rear inmpact
collision test procedure

Japan 1.3.1. Proposal for draft amendments to ECE
Regul ati on No. 16

Sweden 1.7.1. Proposal for draft anmendnents to
Regul ati on No. 44

Italy 2.3. 5-years status report of the advanced
offset frontal crash protection

Japan 1.2.3. Japan’s position on proposed adoption of

1.3.3. | SOFI X systenms into ECE Regul ati ons
1.7.1.

Japan 1.2.4. Proposal concerning the rear seat safety-
belts of category N vehicles (Regul ations
Nos. 14, No. 16)

Japan 1.7.3. Brake test results

Japan 1.7.3. Results of dynamic test on rearward facing
CRS installed with 45° CRS-seatback
i nclination

Secretari at 1.7.1. I SOFI X comrent s

France 1.2.3. Proposal for draft 06 series of anmendnments
to Regul ation No. 14

France 1.3.3. Proposal for draft 04 series of anmendnents
to Regul ation No. 16

France 1.7.1. Proposal for draft 04 series of amendnents

to Regul ation No. 44
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No. Transmtted Agenda Language Title
By ltem
16. Secretariat 1.9 E Proposal for draft Corrigendumto
Regul ati on No. 95
17. CLEPA 1.3.4. E Draft global technical regulation on
safety-belts
18. CLEPA 1.3.4. E Presentation of the draft gl obal technica
regul ati on on safety-belts
19. United 1.7.1. E Uni ted Ki ngdom proposal to amend head
Ki ngdom excursion limts for |SOFIX child
restraints equi pped with top tether
20. CLEPA 1.4. E Draft amendnments to Regul ation No. 17
21. CLEPA 1.4. E Draft amendnments to Regul ation No. 17
Correl ati on between dynam c and static test
of station wagon barrier nets
22. United 2. 3. E Status report of IHRA vehicle conmpatibility
ki ngdom wor ki ng group
23. Germany 1.3.1. E Proposal to amend document
TRANS/ WP. 29/ GRSP/ 2001/ 17
24, Japan and 1.3.1. E Proposal for draft 05 series of amendnents
Spai n to Regul ation No. 16
25. Spain 1.4. E Draft amendnments to Regul ation No. 17
26. Cl and 1.8. E Draft amendnments to Regul ation No. 94
O CA
- - EEVC 1.9. E Devel oprment and eval uati on of EURGCSI D-2
(ES-2) dunmmy
- - | SO 1.9. E Worl1 dSID. Advanced harnoni zed dunmy for
si de i npact
-- | SO 2. 2. E | SO TC22 SC10 WGL activity on the test
procedure for the evaluation of injury risk
to the cervical spine in a | ow speed rear
end i nmpact
-- France 1.2.3 E | SOFI X systemns
1.3.3 Integration in R14, R16, R44
1.7.1
- - France 1.3.2. E Conparison tests on full crash test

facility and hyge sled test facility in the
frame of Regul ation ECE R 16
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Annex 2
AVENDMENTS TO REGULATI ON No. 16
ADOPTED BY GRSP AT | TS THI RTI ETH SESSI ON

Paragraph 2.1., anend to read:

absorbing energy or for retracting the belt.

The arrangenent can be tested and approved as a safety belt
arrangenent or as a restraint system?”

Paragraph 2.1.1., anend to read:

“2.1. 1. Lap belt

A two-point belt which passes across the front of the wearer’s
pel vis region.”

Paragraph 2.1.3., anend to read:

“2.1.3. Thr ee- poi nt bel t

A belt which is essentially a conbination of a lap strap and a
di agonal strap.”

Insert a new paragraph 2.1.4., to read:

“2.1.4. S-type belt
A belt arrangenent other than a three-point belt or a lap belt.”

Paragraph 2.1.4. (former), renunmber as paragraph 2.1.5. and amend to read:

“2.1.5. Har ness bel t

A S-type belt arrangement conprising a | ap belt and shoul der
straps; a harness belt may be provided with an additional crotch
strap assenbly;”

Paragraph 2.17., amend to read:

“2.17. Restraint System

A system for a specific vehicle type or a type defined by the
vehi cl e manufacturer and agreed by the Technical Service
consisting of a seat and a belt fixed to the vehicle by
appropriate nmeans and consisting additionally of all elenments
whi ch are provided to dimnish the risk of injury to the wearer,
in the event of an abrupt vehicle deceleration, by limting the
mobility of the wearer's body;”

Insert a new paragraph 2.28., to read:

“2.28. Tensi on-reduci ng devi ce:

A device which is incorporated in the retractor and reduces the
tension of the strap automatically when the safety-belt is
fastened. \When it is released, such a device switches off
automatically.”
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Insert a new paragraph 5.3.4.2.2.4., to read:

“5.3.4.2.2.4. the letter “t” in the case of a safety belt with a retractor
i ncorporating a tension-reduci ng device”

Paragraphs 5.3.4.2.2.4. and 5.3.4.2.2.5. (fornmer), renunber as
paragraphs 5.3.4.2.2.5. and 5.3.4.2.2.6.

Paragraph 6.2.5.2.2., anmend to read:

“6.2.5.2.2. If the retractor is part of a lap belt,

If the retractor is part of an upper torso restraint, the
retracting force of the strap shall be not less than 0.1 daN and
not nore than 0.7 daN when simlarly measured.

Par agraph 6.2.5.3.4., anend to read:

“6.2.5.3.4. If the retractor is part of a lap belt, .....

If the retractor is part of an upper torso restraint, the
retracting force of the strap shall be not less than 0.1 daN and
not nmore than 0.7 daN when sinmilarly nmeasured, except for a belt
equi pped with a tension-reducing device, in which case the

m nimum retracting force may be reduced to 0.05 daN only when
such a device is in operation node. |If the strap passes through
a guide or pulley, the retracting force shall be neasured in the
free length between the dummy and the guide or pulley.

If the assenbly incorporates a device that upon nanual or
automati c operation prevents the strap from being conpletely
retracted, such a device shall not be operated when these
requi renents are assessed.

If the assenmbly incorporates a tension-reducing device, the
retracting force of the strap described in the above shall be
nmeasured with the device in operation node and non-operation
node when these requirenents are assessed before and after
durability tests according to paragraph 6.2.5.3.5."

Paragraph 6.2.5.3.5., anend to read:

“6.2.5.3.5. The strap shall be ..... (maki ng 45000 in all).

If the assenbly incorporates a tension-reducing device, the
above tests shall be conducted on condition that the tension-
reduci ng device is in operation node and in non-operation node.

After the above tests, the retractor shall operate correctly and
still meet the requirenents of paragraphs 6.2.5.3.1., 6.2.5.3.3.
and 6.2.5.3.4. above.”

Insert new paragraphs 6.2.5.4. to 6.2.5.4.2., to read:

“6.2.5. 4. Retractors must fulfill, after durability test according to
paragraph, 6.2.5.3.5., and i mredi ately after the retracting
force neasurenment according to paragraph 6.2.5.3.4., all next
two specifications:

6.2.5.4.1. When retractors except automatically | ocking retractors are
tested according to paragraph 7.6.4.2., the retractors nust be
able to avoid any slack between torso and belt, and,
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6.2.5.4.2. When the buckle is unlatched to release the tongue, the
retractor alone nust be able to retract strap fully.”

Insert a new paragraph 6.4.1.2.5., to read:

“6.4.1.2.5. In the case of a safety-belt with tension-reducing device, it
shall be subjected to a durability test with such a device in
operation nmode according to paragraph 6.2.5.3.5 before a dynanic
test. The dynamic test shall then be conducted with the
tensi on-reduci ng device in operation node.”

Paragraph 7.6.4.1., anend to read:

“7.6.4.1. The retracting force shall be neasured with the safety-belt
assenmbly fitted to a dummy as for the dynamc test prescribed in
paragraph 7.7. The strap tension shall be measured at the point
of contact with (but just clear of) the dummy while the strap is
being retracted at the approximte rate of 0.6 mMmn. In the
case of a safety-belt with tension-reducing device, the
retracting force and strap tension shall be neasured with the
t ensi on-reduci ng device is in both operation node and non-
operati on node.”

Insert a new paragraph 7.6.4.2., to read.

“7.6.4. 2. Before the dynam c test described in paragraph 7.7. the seated
dumy, which is clothed with a cotton shirt, shall be tilted
frontward until 350 mm of the strap is withdrawn fromretractor
and then released to the initial position.”

Insert a new paragraph 7.7.1.7., to read:

“7.7.1.7. The dynanmic tests of the harness belt system shall be carried
out without the crotch strap (assenmbly), if there is any.”

Annex 7,

The text after figure 6, amend to read:

P = pelvis reference ... manikin)

The di spl acenent measurenment at point P shall not contain rotationa
conmponents around the hip axis and around a vertical axis.”

Annex 9,

Insert a new paragraph 4., to read:

“4, An installation requirenment for the consumer shall be provided
by the manufacturer/applicant for all vehicles where the crotch
strap assenbly can be used. The manufacturer of the harness
belt shall prescribe the mounting of the additiona
rei nforcenent elenents for the anchorages of crotch straps and
their installation in all vehicles where an installation is
provi ded for.”
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Annex 16,

The note bel ow the table, anend to read:

Note: In all cases all S-type belts may be fitted in place of all possible A

or B type belts, provided their anchorages conply with Regul ation No. 14.
Where a harness belt has been approved as a S-type belt according to this
Regul ation, using the lap belt strap, the shoulder belt straps and possibly
one or nore retractors, one or two additional crotch straps including their
attachments for their anchorages may be provided by the

manuf act urer/applicant. These additional anchorages need not neet the

requi rements of Regul ation No. 14.”
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Annex 3

AMENDMENTS TO REGULATI ON No. 94
ADOPTED BY GRSP AT I TS THI RTI ETH SESSI ON

Paragraph 4.1., anend to read:

"4, 1. If the vehicle type subnmitted for approval pursuant to this
Regul ation nmeets the requirements of this Regul ation, approval of
that vehicle type shall be granted.”

Paragraphs 6.1.2. to 6.2.3., anmend to read:

"6.1. 2. For a vehicle fitted with a passenger airbag i ntended to protect
occupants other than the driver, this information shall consist of
the warning | abel described in paragraph 6.2. bel ow

6. 2. A vehicle fitted with one or nore passenger frontal protection
ai rbags shall carry information about the extreme hazard associ ated
with the use of rearward-facing child restraints on seats equi pped
with airbag assenbli es.
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6.2.1. As a mininmum this information shall consist of a |abel containing
a pictogram and text warning as indicated bel ow,
Label outline, vertica
and horizontal |ine black
[ Artwork black with Bottom text bl ack
whi t e background wi th white background

Circle and line red
—— wi th white background

Top text and synbol bl ack
wi th yel | ow background

A WARNING

6.

DO NOT place rear-facing child
seat on this seat with airbag

DEATH OR SERIOUS INJURY
can occur

. 2.

2.

3.

The overall dinensions shall be 120 x 60 mm or the equival ent
area, as a m ninum

The | abel shown above may be adapted in such a way that the | ayout
differs fromthe exanpl e above; however, the text content shal
meet the above prescriptions.

At the tine of type approval, the |abel shall be in at |east one

of the | anguages of the Contracting Party where the application for
approval is submtted. The manufacturer shall declare his

responsi bility for ensuring the warning is provided at |east in one
of the | anguages of the country in which the vehicle is to be sold.

In the case of a frontal protection airbag on the front passenger
seat, the warning shall be durably affixed to each face of the
passenger front sun visor in such a position that at |east one
warning on the sun visor is visible at all tines, irrespective of
the position of the sun visor. Alternatively, one warning shall be
on the visible face of the stowed sun visor and a second warni ng
shall be on the roof behind the visor, so, at |east one warning is
visible all tinmes. The text size nust allow the |abel to be easily
read by a normal sighted user seated on the seat concerned.
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In the case of a frontal protection airbag for other seats in the
vehicle, the warning nust be directly ahead of the rel evant seat,
and clearly visible at all times to sonmeone installing a rear-
facing child restraint on that seat. The text size nust allow the
| abel to be easily read by a normal sighted user seated on the seat
concer ned.

This requi renent does not apply to those seats equi pped with a
devi ce which automatically deactivates the frontal protection
ai rbag assenbly when any rearward facing child restraint is
installed.”

Insert a new paragraph 6.2.4., to read:

“6.2. 4.

Detailed information, making reference to the warning, shall be
contained in the owner=s nmanual of the vehicle; as a mninmm the
following text in the official |anguages of the country where the
vehicle is to be registered, nust include:

“Do not use a rearward facing child restraint on a seat
protected by an airbag in front of it”

The text shall be acconpanied by an illustration of the warning to
be found in the vehicle.”



