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Note: The letter reproduced bel ow has been received by the secretariat fromthe
Chairnmen of 1SO SC12/WGL/US T. A G and SAE Children’s Restraint Systens Committee
with the request to distribute it at the GRSP Decenber 2001 session.

Novenber 27, 2001

Thank you for sending us the GRSP information and appreciate your willingness to
circulate this letter at the GRSP Decenber neeting

Pl ease accept the comments in this letter on behalf of the USA, and Australian
menbers of | SO SC12/ W5 1, SAE Children’s Restraint Systens Committee, and the millions
of potential worldw de users of |SOFI X/ LATCH child restraint systens.

The aimof 1SOW51, as defined in the Status Report fromthe Chairnan dated
Novenber, 2001 docunent N572, is international harnonization and standardi zation in
the field of child restraint systems in passenger cars and light trucks in order to
i nprove safety for children

It has cone to our attention that GRSP is currently addressing inclusion of
| SOFI X child seat attachnents in ECE R 44. This is a very inportant issue.

As you know the USA and Canada have inpl enented rul enaki ng that nakes
| SOFI X/ LATCH uni versal anchorages and child seat attachnents nandatory by
Sept enber 2002. After considerable evaluation and to be consistent with the goal for
i nternational harnonization, the US and Canada specified | SOFl X anchors and child seat
attachrments included in | SO 13216 part 1. The USA and Canadi an rul emaki ng i ncl udes
rigidly nounted 6mm round bars for vehicles as specified in | SO 13216-1 and all ows for
use of either rigid or non-rigid attachments on child restraints by incorporating
requi rements for anchorages described in | SO 13216-1 Section 5 for rigid attachnent
systens and Annex B for the optional non-rigid attachnent system

Al t hough there may be sonme preference for rigid | SOFl X child seat attachnents in
Europe, there are certainly nmany benefits to a non-rigid attachnment system which
consi sts of an | SCFI X conpati bl e connector and adjustable straps and is the primary
direction being pursued in the US, Canada, and Australi a.
Sone of these are:

1) The strap based systens use connectors conpatible with the I SO anchorages and
can be tightly secured using one or two adjusters in the system These systens are
user friendly in that they are sinple to use and easy to adjust.

2) Non rigid systens are already available in the marketplace in the US and are
a nore near-termsolution than rigid systenms. A critical issue for the rigid systens
is the manufacturing tolerances for the interface that is still an outstanding issue
and resolution of this within | SO W5l does not appear to be comi ng soon

3) The hardware used in the non-rigid systens is intuitive, can provide an
audi bl e sound when fully assenbled on the anchorage, and adds little weight to the
seat .



4) Non-rigid systens can be used with existing child seats utilizing the current
belt paths facilitating the transition to and increased utilization of the new
anchorage systemin vehicles in the near term

5) Consumers woul d soon have many uni versal |SOFI X compati bl e seats avail abl e.

6) Devel opnent costs are | ow providing equal opportunity for child seat
manuf acturers worl dwi de to serve their markets. The non-rigid attachnment option
provides an alternative to the major devel opnent costs involved in making a new rigid
attachnment |SOFI X child seat.

7) The non-rigid | SOFI X/ LATCH restrai nt system has been tested and neets all the
performance requirenents of FWSS and CWSS 213, and has been successfully tested in
NHTSA' s recent NCAP crash tests.

8) The non-rigid system has al so been successfully tested by a nunber of EU
child seat manufacturers to the universal perfornmance requirenments of ECE R44 (Tested
wi t hout tethers).

9) Anon-rigid | SOFI X system woul d be nmuch |l ess costly than a rigid system and
t he savings woul d benefit mllions of consuners.

In addition to the US and Canada, Australia is commtted to allow ng both the
non-rigid and rigid | SOFl X/ LATCH child seat attachnents.

W woul d hope that GRSP and the ECE community recogni zes the benefits of the
proposed anchorage systemfor child restraints and considers it inperative to achieve
the goal of international harnonization through allow ng both non-rigid and rigid
| SOFI X attachments. The result, international harnonization of |SOFl X/ LATCH child
restraint systens to neet the charter of GRSP and | SO Ws- 1.

GRSP can add the final link to international harnonization of |SOFI X/ LATCH by
all owing both non-rigid and rigid child seat attachnments as acceptable alternatives
for universal ECE R44 honol ogati on. Since both systens can neet the performance
requirenents of ECE R44, let the market determine the preferred alternative.

Si ncerely,
Paul Butl er Dave Canpbel |
Chai r man Chai r man
SC12/WEL/US T. A G SAE Children=s Restraint Systens Committee
Ph: 313-594-1132 Ph: 330-769-2102
E-muil : <pbutl erl1@ord. conp E- mai | : <canpbdcl@eri zon. net >
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