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Proposal

Insert a new paragraph 10.1.3., to read:

"10.1.3. If a further test report is required, compare the horizontal head
excursion result with the wor st case from all results previoudly recor ded:

(b) If the excursion is greater, then new production qualification
testing must be carried out

(c) If the excursion is less, production qualification tests do not need
tobecarried out."

Paragraph 11.2., amend to read
"11.2. Qualifying the production of child restraint system

The production of each new approved type of chédtraint system of
categories "universal", "semi-universal", and "riegtd" must be subjected to
production qualification testAdditional qualification of production may
be prescribed following paragraph 10.1.3.

Justification

1. Qualification of production was introduced iRegulation No. 44 to verify first of
all, whether the manufacturer was able to guaratwesistency of results between the type
approved prototype and the produced one. The dgect this qualification is also to
check that the natural spread of production is vedatrol. This is done with a statistical
analysis conducted on a series of results and eldewkh the Regulation requirements.

2. There is no clear indication on how to proceeithva new qualification of
production following a product modification (extémrs of approval). It is considered that in
certain case, a new qualification of productiort tess to be demanded. This case occurs
when during an extension of approval, the origaggbroval limits considered in paragraph
11.2.1. are exceeded.

3. Explanatory examples follow:

(@  Original approval 500 mm; first extension 49@nhmsecond extension 495
mm. Last result below worst case 500 then no needrbduction qualification.

(b)  Original approval 500 mm; first extension 51ényrproduction qualification
is needed; second extension 505 mm = no need dduption qualification.



