





5.13. Monitoring of DPF (A or B in the approval number) 595/2009/EC as amended by
64/2012/EC (Netherlands)

5.14. Use of ECO tyre pressure (Netherlands)

5.15. Deviation from NEDC shift points in favour of “start/stop” systems during idling
(Netherlands)

5.16. IUPR monitors to be declared by vehicle manufacturer (Netherlands)

5.17. Rounding of Pn on Type Approval Certificate (Netherlands)

5.18. MAC Directive 2006/40/EC New Information after Real-Life tests by a manufacturer
(Germany)

5.19. 2007/46 — Article 3 (UK)

5.20. EC Regulation 715/2007 and 692/200 as amended by EU Regulation 630/2012 (UK)

5.21. Are ranges allowed on COC masses and dimensions data for extendible and modular
trailers? (Belgium)

5.22. TAA Meeting on Conformity of Production procedures (Finland)

5.23. Repair-and-Maintenance-Information, RMI-subgroup (Germany)

5.24. 2007/46 — Annex 1 (UK)

5.25. Technically permissible maximum laden mass (Sweden)

5.26. Multistage EC type-approval after 29 Oct 2012 on base WVTA not amended by
678/2011/EC. Meet regulation 678/2011/EC of not? (Belgium)

5.27. Worst-case description in test reports (Germany)

5.28. 630/2012/EC (UK)

5.29. N3 vehicle as lorry BA AND tractor BC. How should its COC be composed? (Belgium)

5.30. Directive 76/114/EEC and Regulation 19/2011 (Lithuania)

6. Other
6.1.Presentation by representatives of Japan (Japan)
6.2. Presentation by Germany (6/12/2012) Concerning a special lamp — direction indicator
which runs from left to right (Germany)
6.3. Plastic Glazing (UK)

General remarks: TAAM meeting will begin at 9 and Thursday noon sandwiches will be provided.
Friday noon also sandwiches
Friday afternoon visit to Autoworld for those who are interested

Next TAAM will be in Luxembourg
For the second half of 2013 we still need a candidate to host — hopefully we’ll find a host by the next
TAAM












4.9.Bratislava Agenda item 5.26, Directive 2007/46/EC, ECE R107: Exits (UK)

TAAM Minutes:

UK: no feedback for the moment, wait for the next TAAM

Items relating to Framework Directive 2007/46/EC (Motor Vehicles)

NEW ITEMS:

5.1.Unclear Transitional Provisions of ECE-R 13H up to Supplement 13 (Germany)

backup:

12.1.

12.2.

12.3.

12.4.

12.5.

12.6.

Until 24 months after the date of entry into force of Supplement 5 to the original version of
this Regulation, Contracting Parties applying this Regulation may continue to grant ECE
approvals to the un-amended Regulation. (until 10.11.2009)

As from 1 November 2011, Contracting Parties applying this Regulation may refuse to grant
national or regional type approval if the vehicle type does not meet the requirements of this
Regulation as amended by Supplement 9 or Supplement 10 or Supplement 11 and is not
fitted with an Electronic Stability Control System and a Brake Assist System, both meeting the
requirements of Annex 9 to this Regulation.

As from 1 November 2013, Contracting Parties applying this Regulation may refuse first
national registration of a vehicle which does not meet the requirements of this Regulation as
amended by Supplement 9 or Supplement 10 or Supplement 11 and is not fitted with an
Electronic Stability Control System and a Brake Assist System, both meeting the requirements
of Annex 9 to this Regulation.

As from the official date of entry into force of Supplement 9 to the original version of
this Regulation, Contracting Parties applying this Regulation:

(a) shall not refuse to grant approval under this Regulation to a vehicle complying
with the requirements as amended by Supplement 9 to the original version of
this Regulation.

(b) shall refuse to grant approval under this Regulation as amended by
Supplement 7 to the original version of this Regulation.

Contracting Parties applying this Regulation shall continue to grant approvals to those types
of vehicles which comply with the requirements of this Regulation as amended by
Supplement 6 to the original version of this Regulation. (this paragraph has not been deleted

up to now)

As from the official date of entry into force of the Supplement 11 (30 January 2011) to the
original version of this Regulation, no Contracting Party applying this Regulation shall refuse
to grant ECE approval under this Regulation as amended by Supplement 11.




12.7.

12.8.

12.9.

12.10.

Contracting Parties applying this Regulation shall continue to grant approvals to those types
of vehicles which comply with the requirements of this Regulation as amended by
Supplement 10 to the original version of this Regulation during the 36 months period which
follows the date of entry into force of Supplement 11. (until 29.01.2014)

As from the official date of entry into force of the Supplement 12 to the original version of
this Regulation, no Contracting Party applying this Regulation shall refuse to grant approval
under this Regulation as amended by Supplement 12 to the original version of this
Regulation. (28.10.2012)

Contracting Parties applying this Regulation shall continue to grant approvals to those types
of vehicles which comply with the requirements of this Regulation as amended by
Supplement 11 to the original version of this Regulation during the 12 month period which
follows the date of entry into force of supplement 12 to the original version of this
Regulation. (until 27.10.2012)

Contracting Parties applying this Regulation shall not refuse to grant extensions of approval
according to this Regulation as amended by Supplement 11 to the original version of this
Regulation.

Entry into force of supplement 13 was on 13.10.2013

Requirements 1:

According to the above mentioned transitional provisions, type approval for a new vehicle type with

regard to the braking system may only be granted for vehicles which fulfil the requirements of
supplement 13 (including 12 since 29.10.2010 which refers to the marking of brake disks and drums).

For the time between 13.10.2012 (entry into force of supplement 13) and 27.10.2012 the
supplements 11 and 12 has not been mandatory but supplement 13 was.

Question 1:

Is it possible to grant a type-approval for supplement 13 to ECE-R 13H expressively excluding the

requirements of suppl. 11 and 12?

Possible solutions:

Type approving authority “e” | 1

Selection of solution accepted refused

A

Yes it is possible, according to the transitional provisions under
12.7 and 12.9

X

B

No, it is not possible to exclude earlier supplements of a
regulation even if the transitional provisions for this earlier suppl.
would allow so
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Comment:

KBA did already grant approvals according to suppl. 13 without the marking of brake disks
according to suppl. 12 before the date when suppl. 12 becomes mandatory.

Requirements 2:

Since the transitional provisions in paragraph 12.5 and 12.7 has not been deleted according to later
supplements, one could think that it is still possible to grant approvals for new vehicle types
according to supplement 6 without taking into account all later supplements and also to supplement
10 until 29.01.2013!

Question 2:

Is it possible to grant a type-approval for supplement 6 or 10 to ECE-R 13H expressively excluding
the requirements of all later supplements?

Possible solutions:

Type approving authority “e” 1
Selection of solution accepted refused
A | Yesitis possible, according to the transitional provisions under
12.5and 12.7

B | No, itis not possible because later supplements become
mandatory due to their own transitional provisions

C Other solution

Comment:

The "General Guidelines for UN regulatory procedures and transitional provisions in UN
Regulations", ECE/TRANS/WP.29/1044/rev1, namely para. C.30, reads:

“Unless specifically foreseen otherwise, extensions of existing approvals may continue to be granted
on the basis of the provisions valid at the time of the original approval”

Therefore it should be possible to grant extensions for approvals with earlier supplements!

TAAM Minutes:

Poland: this issue was already raised at GRRF concerning transitional provisions
Germany is aware of these documents, but they haven’t heard about the outcome

of the discussion

Poland: correct, there was no out coming opinion. Maybe the next meeting

UK: there are 2 paragraphs which conflicts (12.2 and 12.5). Maybe there is a
difference in consolidation. We have to examine which consolidation is correct. UK
will look this up and inform us.

11




Germany: document made in GRRF, causes confusion
We need feedback of GRRF in January — Poland will ask this in GRRF

UK is president of that meeting, UK will also pass this on. Germany will also take
contact for this.

5.2.Installation of lighting and light-signalling devices — ECE R48.05
Dipped-beam headlamps switched ON and OFF automatically (Netherlands)

Issue : 6.2.7.5 Dipped-beam headlamps may be switched ON or OF
automatically. However, it shall be always possible to switch
these dipped-beam headlamps ON and OFF manually.

6.2.7.6. If daytime running lamps are present and operate according to
paragraph 6.19., either

6.2.7.6.1. The dipped-beam headlamps shall be switched ON and OFF
automatically relative to the ambient light conditions (e.g. switch
ON during night time driving conditions, tunnels, etc.) according
to the requirements of Annex 12; or

6.2.7.6.2. Daytime running lamps operate in conjunction with the lamps
listed in paragraph 5.11. where, as a minimum requirement, at
least the rear position lamps shall be activated; or

6.2.7.6.3. Distinctive means are provided to inform the driver that the
headlamps, position lamps and if so equipped end outline marker
lamps and side marker lamps are not illuminated. Such means
are:

6.2.7.6.3.1. Two distinctly different levels of instrument panel illumination
intensity are provided during night and day, indicating to the
driver that the dipped beam headlamps shall be switched ON; or

6.2.7.6.3.2. Non-illuminated indicators and identification of hand controls
that are required by Regulation No. 121 to be illuminated when
the headlamps are activated; or

6.2.7.6.3.3. A tell-tale visual, auditory or both, shall be activated only in
reduced ambient lighting conditions as defined in Annex 12 to
inform the driver that the dipped beam headlamps should be
switched ON. Once the tell-tale is activated, it shall only be
extinguished when the dipped beam headlamps have been
switched on or the device which starts and/or stops the engine
(propulsion system) is set in a position which makes it impossible
for the engine (propulsion system) to operate.

6.2.7.7. Without prejudice to paragraph 6.2.7.6.1., the dipped-beam
headlamps may switch ON and OFF automatically relative to
other factors such as time or ambient conditions (e.g. time of the
day, vehicle location, rain, fog, etc.).

Conclusion:

If daytime running lamps are present and operate according to paragraph 6.19. the vehicle shall
comply with the requirements mentioned in one of the paragraphs 6.2.7.6.1., 6.2.7.6.2. or
6.2.7.6.3..
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Question : Must the requirements mentioned in paragraph 6.2.7.6.1., i.e. the dipped beam
headlamps shall be switched ON and OFF automatically, be fulfilled
independently from the position of the master lighting switch, i.e. must the
requirements also be fulfilled when the switch is in position “0” or “ %" and not
only in the position “AUTO” when available?

Solutions Yes, the requirements of paragraph
6.2.7.6.1. must be fulfilled
independently from the position of the
A | master lighting switch, i.e. the
requirements must also be fulfilled
when the switch is in position “0” or “

:D 0: 4

No, the currently in many vehicle
types fitted master lighting switch with
position “AUTO” where the dipped-
beam headlamps only switch ON and

B OFF automatically to the ambient light
conditions is acceptable for fulfilling
the requirements of paragraph
6.2.7.6.1..
Decision Type Approval Authority e/E | 4
Solution | Accepted Refused
A X
B X

TAAM Minutes:

Netherlands: concerning dipped-beam headlamps, for them it is NOT necessary

that the automatic switching works in the OFF and ON position, only in the AUTO
mode

UK, Spain and Belgium supports Netherlands (B-solution)

Result: everybody supports B
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5.3.warning light according R65 on a ‘complete’ vehicle (Netherlands)

Directive or Regulation number:

76/756/EC ECE R48

Subject:

Is it allowed to have a warning light according R65 on a ‘complete’ vehicle covered by 2007/46?

Reference to Annex, etc in the Directive or Regulation:

2007/46 Annex IV and R65

Text:

R48

5.22. With the exception of retro-reflectors, a lamp even bearing an approval mark is
deemed not to be present when it cannot be made to operate by the sole installation of a
light source and/or a fuse.

76/756/EC

3. Without prejudice to the requirements of Article 8(2)(a) and (c) and (3) of Directive 70/156/EEC, of this
Annex and to any requirements in any of the separate directives, the installation of any other lighting or light-
signalling device than those defined in paragraph 2.7 of UN/ECE Regulation No 48 is prohibited.

A warning light according to R65 is no mandatory or optional light according 76/756 / R48. It has no
individual specification according 76/756 / R48. According to R48 other lightning than specified are
not allowed.

Although amber warning lights are common, they aren’t allowed to be installed on vehicles covered
by a complete WVTA
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Question:

Solutions:
A No, it isn’t allowed to have an additional R65
warning light
B Yes, it is allowed to have an additional warning
light according to R65
Decision:
Solution Accepted Refused
A
B

TAAM Minutes:

Netherlands: Is it allowed to grant an approval for a warning lamp according R65 on
a complete vehicle?

Austria: in AT no problem for the amber warning light, the blue light is restricted
for the police and other public services

Conclusion is that it should be restricted to the amber warning light, blue should be
prohibited except on police and ambulance vehicles

Germany (Frank): Geneva has to look at it. This should be regulated nationally.
France: Not possible to grant a WVTA, an approval according ECE Regulation, but
on national base it should be possible

UK: solution A, national approval, not WVTA

Austria: we don’t accept blue lights on normal vehicles, having vehicles with a
national approval for blue lights, they don’t want to accept those. They are a bit
worried about this.

Conclusion: WVTA is not good, but possible with remark that lamps are available,
but disabled.

Ask Geneva for a point of view about this topic
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5.4.Regulation 48 (UK)

n have approved
the number plate

7/R4) which when

ove the same
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Option Possible Solution Comments

A Yes it is possible to approve a combined lamp as the
individual regulations are tested separately
B No it should not be possible to approve a combined

lamp which when illuminated gives the impression of
having two position lamps

C Yes it is possible to approve this type of combined lamp
to R48

D No it is not possible to approve this type of combined
lamp to R48

TAAM Minutes:

Belgium: rear registration lamp works as a position lamp as well

UK: is it possible for vehicles less then 1,8m to have 2 visible red light sources
Spain: yes for the first question, it should be possible to approve according R7. For
the second question, the installation is not possible to approve

Conclusion: The component can be approved, but not the installation

5.5.Type-approval mark requirement in directive 2009/59/EC (Finland)

COUNTRY: Finland

QUESTION NR.: 1

SUBJECT: Type-approval mark requirement in directive 2009/59/EC (codification of 74/346/EEC)
REFERENCES (DIRECTIVE/ANNEX/ETC):

Directive 2009/59/EC on rear-view mirrors for wheeled agricultural or forestry tractors

2.1.1. Tractors may be fitted with rear-view mirrors of classes | and Il only bearing the EC type-
approval mark laid down in Directive 2003/97/EC of the European Parliament and of the Council of
10 November 2003 on the approximation of the laws of the Member States relating to the type-
approval of devices for indirect vision and of vehicles equipped with these devices, amending
Directive 70/156/EEC and repealing Directive 71/127/EEC(1).

EC regulation 661/2009 (GSR), Article 19

1. Directives... ... 2003/97/EC shall be repealed with effect from 1 November 2014.
3. References to the repealed Directives shall be construed as references to this Regulation.

QUESTION/PROBLEM/CONCERN:

New component type approval according to directive 2003/97/EC cannot be granted after
1.11.2012 (GSR, article 13, point 2). The Framework directive 2003/37/EC does not list UN/ECE
regulation 46 as an alternative to 74/346/EEC (codified with 2009/59/EC). This leads to situation in
which the new EC type approval cannot be granted and mirrors bearing UN/ECE Regulation 46 type
approval mark are not mentioned in directive 2009/59/EC.
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1. Should the reference to the directive 2003/97/EC be construed as a reference to the GS
regulation and therefore to UN/ECE Regulation 46 after 1.11.2012?

2. May tractors be fitted with rear-view mirrors bearing the UN/ECE Regulation 46 type-approval
mark after 1.11.2012?

1. Please consider the following options A and B:

el7
Accepted Refused
A | Yes X
B No X
2. Please consider the following options A and B:
el7
Accepted Refused
A | Yes X
B No X

TAAM Minutes:

It concerns rear-view mirrors on tractors
2 questions
2003/97/EC doesn’t make reference to the UN/ECE Regulation

Should we be able to fit tractors with rear-view mirrors with UN/ECE approval
Germany agrees with this point of view

UK can accept this, but wants to let to discuss in Brussels

Netherlands and Belgium agrees also with regulation 46

Conclusion: 1A, 2A

5.6.Reg (EU) 678/2011 and log transporters (Germany)

Requirement

Annex Il of 2007/46/EC amended by EU-Regulation No. 678/2011 makes a statement to tractors
(code BC) in part C, pos. 3.3:

“a towing vehicle which is designed and constructed exclusively or principally to tow semi-trailers;”
while semi-trailers (Code DA), part C, pos. 4.1 are:

“a trailer which is designed and constructed to be coupled to a tractor unit or to a converter dolly and
to impose a substantial vertical load on the towing vehicle or on the converter dolly.”

However, the next sentence implies that only one kind of coupling is admissible:

“The coupling to be used for a vehicle combination shall consist of a king pin and a fifth wheel.”
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Question

A usual log transporter concept is a tractor-trailer combination, in terms of 97/27/EC. The coupling
having similar properties like a king pin and a fifth wheel is entirely part of the towing vehicle and as
the logs make an integral part of the “semi-trailer” coupling is done as the logs are clamped into a U-
shaped retainer, thus held in place greatly by friction.

If the last sentence of 4.1 is understood to be merely explanatory this remains to be a tractor-semi-
trailer combination, but what is it if it should be a requirement?

If it should deemed to be a combination of truck and trailer

Possible solutions: A

the static load of the trailer on the towing vehicle makes it also difficult to classify the trailer,
compatibility bands to braking are different and

the combination overall length is allowed to be greater than that of a tractor-semi-trailer-
combination.

| Type approving authority "e" 1

Selection of solution

A | Alog transporter of this kind is a tractor-trailer-combination. The X
last sentence to pos. 4.1 is just explanatory
B | Alog transporter of this kind is not a tractor-trailer-combination.

The last sentence to pos. 4.1 is a requirement. This combination is X

TAAM Minutes:

Germany: combination of the 2 vehicles act as a tractor- semi-trailer

It makes it difficult to classify the trailor. Prefer solution A

UK: solution A is the best in this kind of situation

France: would it be possible to approve this kind of coupling according to R55?
Germany: not sure

Poland: This kind of question was already asked several years ago. The problem is
still not solved. There was no solution. This is a dangerous situation, so it cannot be
seen as a combination

Belgium: how can this be tested? Concerned for the coupling

Poland: Postpone this subject to the next TAAM meeting, look up by then what is
going on the road

Germany (Sven): a tractor shall have a kingpin. Is this vehicle a tractor or is it a
lorry?

How can we approve the entire combination? This is in discussion in the special
vehicles group in Brussels.

19




Ask it to the experts and by the next TAAM meeting discuss their opinion
Netherlands: this should be discussed in the special vehicles group

UK: We understand the concern of Poland. Maybe an alternative proposal C: every
member state may handle this on national base.

Germany: If you say this is a normal truck, than it has to be tested as a truck, but
we don’t see this as a normal truck. Keep it to the special vehicle group is a good
idea and also keep it on a national base. Maybe finding a solution on the next
TAAM meeting.

Austria: vehicle is truck, trailer without coupling device. This kind of coupling device
is not able to be approved

Spain: National base, this vehicle is a tractor

Chairman: make it more complex: it is a tractor, but also a truck. It should be
discussed as special purpose vehicle

Germany: agree with Spain, approve as semi-trailer tractor, than approve as a
second stage having this fixture on the vehicle.

Chairman: we will not get an answer to this topic today, maybe for the next TAAM

5.7.5G, special purpose vehicle (Netherlands)

Text:

5.8. Special group: SG, a special purpose vehicle which does not enter in any of the definitions mentioned in
this section.

| Question:
In Annex Il, Part A, para
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