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Minutes of the 5th Session of the Informal Group of IWVTA

Date & time: March 4 (Friday) 10:00-15:00 

Venue: CCFA (Paris)

Participants: Messrs. Gauvin (Chairman), Renders (Co-chairman), Onoda (Co-chairman), 

           Oshita (Technical Secretary)
          Government: UK, France, Germany, Russian Federation, Netherlands, South Africa Japan
          Industry, Organization: OICA, CLEPA, JASIC

Total: 28 participants

Agenda 1. Adoption of the agenda (IWVTA-05-01)
· The provisional agenda was adopted. The Chairman stated that he would reverse the order of Agenda 4: Discussion on IWVTA ECE0 concept and Agenda 5: Technical requirements item list.
Agenda 2. Adoption of the 4th meeting report (IWVTA-05-02-Rev.1)
· The Technical Secretary explained the outline of the 4th meeting report (IWVTA-05-02-Rev.1)
· “Paragraph 22.-OICA is to prepare a draft proposal for a harmonized format to be annexed to the guidelines document ECE/TRANS/WP29/1059 by June” was added to Action items list and the revised report was adopted.

Agenda 3. Elements to be addressed in the revision of the 1958 Agreement: topics of the 4th Informal group meeting
· The Chairman explained that the June 2011 meeting of this informal group would focus mainly on the inventory for the review of the 1958 Agreement and that at this meeting as many of the action points identified in the annex to the minutes of the 4th IWVTA- meeting should be discussed and agreed upon for reporting to WP.29 in November 2011. 
· OICA asked what concrete work concerning the revision of the 1958 Agreement would be expected to be completed by November this year?

· The Chairman replied that the IWVTA informal group has to submit an inventory on issues eligible for amendment to WP.29 in November, but where possible already complemented with draft proposals for such amendments..

· OICA inquired the relation between the revision of the 1958 Agreement and incorporation of IWVTA?

· The Chairman pointed out that the revision of the 1958 Agreement includes the ones having indirect relation with IWVTA such as improving the quality of type approval system and the others having direct relation with IWVTA. Discussion of the latter would be initiated after November WP29 Session and it could require minor revision of the 1958 Agreement once again.

Agenda 5. Discussion on technical requirement items list (IWVTA-05-03)
· The Technical Secretary explained the revised list of national regulation and sorting; 

the information on the national or regional technical regulations on vehicles submitted by EU, Russia, South Africa, Australia and Japan was summarized on a list. On the list, national regulations were sorted into 4 categories of “A”,”B”,”C” and “n”. “A” is the regulation rated as international regulation stipulating only one level of requirements. “B” is the one rated as international regulation stipulating several levels of requirements. “C” is the one having no justification to become international regulation. “n” means there is no national regulation for the item. Items identified by CPs with A only or with a combination of A and n could be candidate for inclusion in the IWVTA concept. Items which CP's have marked with A or B could be submitted to the respective GRs to verify whether the regulations concerned could be amended to take account of different regionally applicable requirements. Items for which CPs have only indicated C or n would not be withheld as candidate for IWVTA.

EU, Australia, and Japan had already reviewed the revised list.

· South Africa checked the revised list on the spot and found no problems with it.

· Russian Federation would like to reflect the changes of national regulations expected to be issued soon in the revised list.

· OICA asked how to use the list of national regulation and sorting? OICA did not believe that all the items rated A and B should become the candidate for IWVTA requirements.

· The Chairman pointed out that the list showed the categories of technical requirements items by Contracting Parties and continued that the usage of the list would be discussed from now on. He underlined that since 1995 all regulations under the 1958 Agreement have been adopted unanimously, there should be no problem for CPs to include them in the IWVTA concept.
· Russian Federation pointed out that the list was useful in deciding the direction of IWVTA requirements.

· OICA stated that it was a progress to know the mandatory technical requirements items in some Contracting Parties, but the said information in all Contracting Parties was not available yet.

· OICA pointed out that clean-up of unused ECE Regulations was necessary and showed the validity of existing Regulation list. For example, R15 (Emission) is not used any more. OICA admited that “No” in the validity column had two meanings; i.e., the said ECE Regulation having no reasons to exist or the one unnecessary for IWVTA purposes.

· The Chairman replied it was up to OICA to differentiate unnecessary-for-IWVTA items from no-reason-to-exist items.

· Japan pointed out that discussion was on the items of technical requirements and not on the contents of technical requirements.

· UK suggested that it would be better to select ECE Regulations for the base for IWVTA as many as possible if the purpose of IWVTA is to make the vehicle exports easier for manufacturers. UK further proposed to select “accepted” ECE Regulations as the base for IWVTA, rather than to limit the scope to regulations which have been made mandatory by CPs..

· OICA claimed that IWVTA would be impractical if “accepted” ECE Regulations should be the base for IWVTA because many of the “accepted” ECE Regulations are of no use any more.

· UK recommended the approach that IWVTA should start with as many ECE Regulations which are "acceptable" for Contracting Parties, evolving to full IWVTA with all the ECE Regulations necessary for type approval without delay. At first, WP29 should agree on the above approach. If Informal Group could not reach agreement on the ECE Regulations to be selected, WP29 could never reach agreement on the issue. 

· The Chairman asked parties for their preference amongst the two strategies for selecting IWVTA items, i.e., (a) limiting to only mandatory items, (b) including as many items acceptable by as many CPs for IWV type approval.　

· EC stated that option (b) was desirable. Originally, ECE Regulations should be the ones which could be easily adopted by many Contracting Parties. EU thought it legitimate to include the potential international regulations to be adopted in the future in this context.

· Japan agreed with EU. 
· The Russian Federation also considered that as many UNECE regulations should be included.

· South Africa was of the opinion that we should try to raise the bar by including as many Regulation in IWVTA as possible.
· As a result of various positions, the Chairman proposed to work along option (b). This would entail revising document IWVTA-05-03 along the following approach to select technical requirements items for IWVTA.

(1) The items rated as all “A” or “A + n” are to be a base for IWVTA. 
(2) The items rated as “A + B” are to be allocated to each GR. GR is expected to explore the way to make a regulation to stipulate only one level of requirements whenever possible.

(3) Non technical items are also to be considered in Informal Group of IWVTA. This includes “Rear registration plate space”, “VIN”, and “Recyclability”.
(4) The items rated as “C + n” are not to be allocated to GRs, and their consideration would be stopped.
· The Technical Secretary asked to which group are “Advance warning triangle” (A+C+n) and “Special warning lamps” (B+n) classified? 

· The Chairman replied that both would be classified into Group (4): “no more consideration”
· The Technical Secretary was to revise the requirements list in document IWVTA-05-03 in accordance with the above result. (It might be possible to combine the list of national regulation and sorting and the validity of existing Regulation list revised by OICA.)

Agenda 4. Discussion on IWVTA ECE 0 concept (IWVTA-03-09)

· The Chairman stated that ECE 0 concept was a good starting point in that it clearly distinguish the provisions to be applied by all Contracting Parties from those to be applied only by Contracting Parties who adopted and applying ECE 0. In other words, the “annex” as a new structure to the revised 1958 Agreement would be applicable to all Contracting Parties whereas the “addendum” to the 1958 Agreement, containing the Regulations adopted under the 1958 Agreement (including the special Regulation No. 0 on IWVTA),would be applicable to those Contracting Parties applying these Regulations.

· The Chairman asked whether the members could agree on the proposed structure for the ECE 0 concept.
· UK pointed out that inserting the guidelines, WP29/1059 & WP29/1044 into the new Annex of the revised 1958 Agreement would cause the following concern. The recommended procedures under guidelines which were occasionally overlooked at present would be given legal status and hence the legal procedures would have to be strictly followed under Annex of the 1958 Agreement. For example, 2.1 V.8 of “General Guidelines of Transitional Provisions for Series of Amendments (Annex 1 of WP29/1044) stipulates that “As from --- months after the date of entry into force of the XX series of amendments to this regulation, approvals to this Regulation shall cease to be valid, --“, but currently this provision is observed with flexibility. UK continued that Article 12 of the 1958 Agreement allowing the continued usage of un-amended Regulation with at least one-fifth of the Contracting Parties’ consent would cause another concern for ECE 0 structure. Careful consideration must be given to the influence on the industry regarding the issues of ECE 0 concept.

· OICA stated that the guidelines, WP29/1059 & WP29/1044 would have to be first amended and then annexed to the 1958 Agreement so that there should be no adverse effects on manufacturers.

· EC supported the intention to annex guidelines, WP29/1059 & WP29/1044 to the revised Agreement. EC considered it feasible to make the procedure for Annex amendment easier than that for the Agreement text amendment.

· The Chairman referred to the IWVTA meeting in Tokyo, where it was agreed to have the contents of WP.29/1059 as part of the Annex to the revised 1958 Agreement and considered that a similar assessment should be made with regard to document WP.29/1044.
· With regard to the contents of ECE 0, EC pointed out that COP requirements were not necessary in the contents of ECE 0 because COP requirements are now part of Appendix 2 to the 1958 Agreement (and should stay there). (please refer to slide 5 of IWVTA-03-09)

· OICA agreed to delete the above phrase.

· Japan stated they had not examined ECE 0 concept thoroughly but saw no problems with ECE 0 structure at the moment. It was allowable to proceed with ECE 0 structure provided that it would have to be reviewed whenever concerns would arise.

· The Chairman concluded that the Informal Group had common understanding of ECE0 concept structure and basically favored this approach and the structure would be finalized in June when draft amendments of the 1958 Agreement would be discussed.

· Next, Informal Group discussed the Principle of ECE 0 (please refer to slide 6 of IWVTA-03-09)
· In relation to the 7 principles for ECE No. 0 (slide 6 in document IWVTA-03-09), the Russian Federation asked whether non-Contracting Parties could use ECE 0 or not?

· OICA suggested that non-Contracting Parties could accept ECE 0 in a similar way as they are accepting ECE Regulations at present. This matter is within the jurisdiction of each country.

· EC asked to clarify the wording in principle 2 to avoid confusion. The word "adopt" should be replaced by "apply" and the wording between brackets should be deleted. Instead, some wording could be added to clarify that also “Non Contracting Parties can accept type approvals issued under Regulation ECE 0”. 
· OICA agreed to delete the wording “(No mandatory link between accession to the 1958 Agreement and the adoption of ECE 0)” in Principle 2 because it might give a misleading message that accession to the 1958 Agreement was not so important.
· Japan agreed to ECE 0 Principle 1 to 5, but reserved their stance on Principle 6 & 7. 
Agenda 6. Updates of roadmap (IWVTA-05-04)
· Finally, the Chairman indicated that all elements to be addressed in the revision of the 1958 Agreement (the inventory)and where possible some draft proposals for them would be proposed to WP29 in November. Legal check would be performed by June, 2012 and WP29 would discuss this issue thereafter.

· Informal Group agreed to change the wording from “2. Revision of the 1958 Agreement related to IWVTA (if necessary)” to “2. Revision of the 1958 Agreement” in the roadmap.
· Informal Group agreed to hold a meeting in September if necessary to prepare draft proposals to amend the 1958 Agreement in accordance with the inventory to be submitted at November WP29 Session.
Agenda 7. Other
· Next meeting
Date: June 17 (Friday) 10:00 -
Venue: Paris
    Provisional Agenda 

1. Adoption of the agenda

2. Adoption of the Report for the 5th Informal Group meeting

3. Discussion on elements to be addressed in the revision of the 1958 Agreement and their draft solutions

4. Discussion on IWVTA ECE 0 concept

5. Discussion on the revised list of IWVTA technical requirement items combined with validity of existing ECE Regulations list

6. Updates of roadmap, if any

7. Other

Action Items

	Action Items
	Responsibility
	Due

	Agenda 4.

・delete the phrase “COP requirements” from ECE 0 contents at slide 5 of IWVTA-03-09.

・delete the wording “(No mandatory link between accession to the 1958 Agreement and the adoption of ECE 0)” in Principle 2 of ECE 0 at slide 6 of IWVTA 03-09.

Replace the verb "adopt" in principle 2 and "has adopted" in principle 3 by the verb "apply" 
	OICA
	at the earliest occasion

	Agenda 5.

・reflect the changes of national regulations in the revised IWVTA technical requirement items list (document IWVTA-05-03).
	Russian Federation

Other Govern.
(if any）
	May 30

	・review the validity of existing ECE Regulation list

- differentiate unnecessary-for-IWVTA items from no-reason-to-exist items 
	OICA
	May 30

	・revise the list of national regulations and sorting 

- classify the items into the following group 

(1) a base for IWVTA 

(2) potential items to require optional requirements (for consideration by competent GRs)
(3) items not appropriate to make international regulations

(4) non-technical items to be considered in Informal Group 
	Technical Secretary
	June 10

	Agenda 6.

・amend the roadmap
	all members
	June 10

	Other

・confirm the stance on deletion of the relevant wording concerning “self-certification” from Article 1, etc. of the 1958 Agreement
	Korea
	June 10


Attendance list

	
	NAME 
	Country or organization
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	Chairman
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	European Commission / Co-chairman
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	JAPAN / Co-chairman
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	France
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	France

	6
	Mr. Richard Damm
	Germany

	7
	Mr. Harry Jongenelen
	Netherlands

	8
	Mr. Vitaly Komarov
	Russian Federation

	9
	Mr. Stephen Morgan
	South Africa

	10
	Mr. Ian Yarnold
	UK

	11
	Mr. Ryo Yamada
	JAPAN

	12
	Ms. Kazuko Koiso
	JAPAN

	13
	Mr. Yves Van der Straaten
	OICA

	14
	Mr. Olivier Fontaine
	OICA

	15
	Mr. Haldun Turan
	OICA

	16
	Mr. Josef Krotil
	OICA

	17
	Mr. Elkmar Winter
	OICA

	18
	Mr. Uwe Toppel
	OICA

	19
	Mr. Rainhold Labza
	OICA

	20
	Mr. Hironori Mitsui
	OICA

	21
	Mr. Tadaomi Akiba
	OICA

	22
	Mr. Michio Miyamoto
	OICA

	23
	Mr. Takehisa Yamakawa
	OICA

	24
	Mr. Ben Van Assche
	OICA 

	25
	Mr. Gilles Van Eegirer
	OICA

	26
	Mr. Louis Sylvain Ayral
	CLEPA
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	Mr. Hidenobu Kubota
	JASIC

	28
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