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AGENDA: 

1. Opening of the meeting

2. Adoption of the Agenda

3. Adoption of the minutes from Bratislava

4. Follow up on actions from the previous meetings

4.1. Bratislava Agenda item 3.2, TAAM Minutes forwarding to the Commission and TAAEG

4.2. Bratislava Agenda item 4.1, Geneva Agenda item 4.8, Riga Agenda item 5.24: ECE R13:

R13 test reports according annexes 19-21 (Germany) 

4.3. Bratislava Agenda item 4.3, Geneva Agenda item 5.5: ECE R103 and Regulation (EC) 

715/2007: Replacement pollution control devices, Particulate filters Provisions for testing 

(Germany) 

4.4. Bratislava Agenda item 4.4, Geneva Agenda item 5.6.: Regulation (EC) 715/2007 and ECE 

R83.06: Engine setting for Type I test (UK) 

4.5. Bratislava Agenda item 4.6, Geneva Agenda item 8.2.: Final guidelines of the Multi-Stage 

Subgroup for the Processing of Multi Stage Approvals (Germany) 

4.6. Bratislava Agenda item 5.6, Directive 2007/46/EC: Mobile Air Conditioning for Special 

Purpose Vehicle (UK) 

4.6.1. Letter to European Commission: Application of the Directive 2006/40/EC for 

Special Purpose Vehicles of category Ml 

4.6.2. Answer of the European Commission - Note for the file Review of the provisions 

on special purpose vehicles (SPV) (EC) 

4.7. Bratislava Agenda item 5.17, ECE R7: Front and rear position lamps (Poland) 

4.8. Bratislava Agenda item 5.21, Directive 97 /27 /EC: Determine the technically permissible 

maximum laden mass and category for trailers (Estonia) 

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

S. 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) 

5.2. Installation of lighting and light-signalling devices - ECE R48.05 

Dipped-beam headlamps switched ON and OFF automatically (Netherlands) 

5.3. warning light according R65 on a 'complete' vehicle (Netherlands) 

5.4. Regulation 48 (UK) 

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

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

5. 7. SG, special purpose vehicle (Netherlands)

5.8. Criteria for category 'SG" vehicles {Sweden)

5.9. Coupling & Trailer Approval (France)

5.10. ECE RSS Mechanical Couplings - Castor Trailers (UK)

5.11. EC type-approval for mechanical coupling device exclusively designed to be installed

on WVTA without towing mass capacity. How to proceed (registration, ... ) when this 

coupling device is fitted to a vehicle? (Belgium) 

5.12. Regulation {EU) 582/2011, alternative use of OBD-System for EURO 6 LDV {Germany) 
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MEETING QUESTIONS AND NOTES 

1. Opening of the meeting

TAAM Minutes: 

The delegates were welcomed to Brussels by [redacted] who also chaired the 

meeting. 

2. Adoption of the Agenda

TAAM Minutes: 

The proposed meeting Agenda was accepted with the addition of two items: 

- Agenda item 6.2 : Directive 76/114/EEC and Regulation No.19/2011 -

Lithuania 1
- Agenda item 6.3 : Reconfirmation of Riga Agenda item 5.27, ECE R43 -

requirements for plastic glazing not used for driver's field of view - UK 7.

3. Adoption of the minutes from Bratislava

TAAM Minutes: 

GER asks for the adoption of the agenda from the previous TAAM meeting held in 

Bratislava, Slovakia on 26-27 April 2012. 

Remarks from several members were put in the final version. 

4. Follow up on actions from the previous meetings

4.1. Bratislava Agenda item 3.2, TAAM Minutes forwarding to the Commission and TAAEG

TAAM Minutes: 

Germany noted that there is a TAAM.eu website, but this is property of a private 

company. Maybe a chance to buy this website to use this in the present. Could be a 

possibility to use the fees of the ETAES. 

Question now is if we want to buy the website. 

UK doesn't see the need to buy this website. They can put this on their own 

website. 

Germany wants to add this in the Bratislava minutes. Maybe it's better to come 

back to the agenda item 3 
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4.2. Bratislava Agenda item 4.1, Geneva Agenda item 4.8, Riga Agenda item 5.24: ECE R13: 

R13 test reports according annexes 19-21 (Germany) 

TAAM Minutes: 

The issue of the test reports is transmitted to AMEVSC {GRRF 73) where Mr 

Loccufier is the chairman. 

4.3. Bratislava Agenda item 4.3, Geneva Agenda item 5.5: ECE R103 and Regulation (EC) 

715/2007: Replacement pollution control devices, Particulate filters Provisions for testing 

(Germany) 

TAAM Minutes: 

he has to recheck this item, because he wasn't at the Bratislava meeting. He'd 

like to postpone this. Maybe it can be discussed together with the new question 

which is going about this topic. 

4.4. Bratislava Agenda item 4.4, Geneva Agenda item 5.6.: Regulation (EC) 715/2007 and ECE 

R83.06: Engine setting for Type I test (UK) 

TAAM Minutes: 

About pollution 

UK: nothing to add today=> next TAAM 

4.5. Bratislava Agenda item 4.6, Geneva Agenda item 8.2.: Final guidelines of the Multi-Stage 

Subgroup for the Processing of Multi Stage Approvals {Germany) 

TAAM Minutes: 

This was discussed at the TAAV? 

In Annex 11 a new group in the Commission will discuss this. 

Germany: leave it as an information point on the agenda so we can give some extra 

information to the Commission, concerning the status 
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4.6. Bratislava Agenda item 5.6, Directive 2007/46/EC: Mobile Air Conditioning for Special 

Purpose Vehicle (UK) 

4.6.3. Letter to European Commission: Application of the Directive 2006/40/EC for 

Special Purpose Vehicles of category Ml (Jean Philippe) 

4.6.4. Answer of the European Commission - Note for the file Review of the provisions 

on special purpose vehicles (SPV) (EC) 

TAAM Minutes: 

 (Austria) and Netherlands: this topic was discussed in the informal group The 

letter 'X' is changed by 'G' for Ml above 2,5 ton 

France: point still has to stay open, what with the vehicles under 2,5 ton 

Netherlands: Commission said that under the 2,5 ton it is X 

Chairman: We need to have a follow-up 

4.7. Bratislava Agenda item 5.17, ECE R7: Front and rear position lamps (Poland) 

TAAM Minutes: 

This is difficult, even the experts (in Geneva) get lost. We need more time to solve 

this problem. 

According R48: 

These kind of lights could be seen on vehicles in use. 

We can give an homologation to the light, but not an homologation of the car 

equipped with this light. 

We have to leave this topic to Geneva and not discuss this in TAAM for the moment 

4.8. Bratislava Agenda item 5.21, Directive 97 /27 /EC: Determine the technically permissible 

maximum laden mass and category for trailers (Estonia) 

TAAM Minutes: 

In the minutes of Bratislava, it says that this topic should be discussed in the 

Masses and Dimensions group => Chairman asks if this group exists 

Maximum mass of trailer 01 

Estonia: max mass, technically maximum laden mass cannot be more than 750kg. 

Therefore 01 cannot exceed 750kg 

This point is already discussed in Brussels 

Chairman: maybe we should wait to see the new regulation before we can discuss 

this. 

OK for the group 

8 



12.4.  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.  











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. 

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 





           













Part A: 

Annex XI:
Appendix 4 

Other special purpose vehicles (including trailer caravans) 

Application of the exemptions is only permitted if the manufacturer demonstrates to the satisfaction of the 
approval authority that the vehicle, due to the special function, cannot meet all the requirements. 

As an example: 
A refuse collection vehicle or, “garbage disposal truck”, is, based on Annex II, categorised as 
a “N” vehicle with body-work code “BA18”. Could such a vehicle also be seen as a vehicle 
categorised as “SG”, based on it´s specific technical features and special equipment for 
garbage disposal? The vehicle can be approved without exemptions set out in Annex XI, 
appendix 4. 

QUESTION:

What procedure is correct if a manufacturer applies for a type-approval for a 
vehicle categorised as “SG”? 

A 
Category “SG” may be used for a vehicle although the technical features and 
special arrangements for its intended use doesn´t mean that the exemptions in 
Annex XI, Appendix 4 must be used to grant a type-approval. 

B Category “SG” is only to be used for a vehicle which can´t meet the 
requirements for type-approval without the exemptions in Annex XI, Appendix 4, 
based on its specific technical features and special arrangements for its 
intended use. 

A
B 



-

-



Possibilities of solution     Comments



Question 2: 

Would it be possible to grant an approval for a motor vehicle with a coupling which is not a fifth 

wheel, immediately behind the cab ? {see picture n°2) 

TAAM Minutes: 

Combination of 2 vehicles (truck and trailor), can it be approved so that the 

combination is not articulated? 

UK: question 1 and 2: NO, we don't agree. This doesn't look right, what kind of 

coupling is it, ... So many questions, so too difficult 

Spain: agree with UK. 

Austria: similar to the Bratislava question point 5.4. Also refers to point 5.10 of the 

UK 

Luxembourg: no regulation says that it has to be articulated. The combination 

cannot be forbidden (talking about only the trailer) 

Germany: supports point of view of the UK and Austria. For the vehicle is it 

definitely a no go. For the coupling, it's on the edge. There's no way it can be 

approved as a vehicle. 

Belgium: the approval of the placing of the coupling is not possible 

Netherlands: for the first question: approval possible for the combination, and for 

the truck itself, but not for the trailer as we see it in the picture on the left. 

The second question: 

Spain: you can approve the combination, but do you allow to add or remove an 

axle? 

Germany: When you approve it as one vehicle with 3 axles, you may not divide it 

anymore. So if the customer divides it, the approval isn't allowed anymore. 

UK: (Netherlands) opinion is interesting 
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UK1 QUESTION FOR TAAM Belgium – December 2012 

ECE R55  

Mechanical Couplings - Castor Trailers 

LEGISLATION

Background 

VCA has been approached by the manufacturer of an unconventional trailer (see 
below) this trailer has multiple fixing points to the towing vehicle and does not 
articulate as a conventional trailer would or have a single conventional mounting 
point. The wheels are of a castor type. 



Question: 
Because the trailer has multiple attachment points we would like to ask TAAM if it is 
possible to approve such a trailer? If so, how should the testing be done? 



-
-
-

-
-
-

-
-
-
-



-
-



Issue:

Annex X of EU-Reg 582/2011 allows manufacturers to use an alternative OBD System which 
is based on those of Reg 692/2008 . The EURO 6 OBD-levels of LDV start with EURO 6- 
following 6-1 and 6-2. The HDV EURO VI levels are categorised VI-A, B, C. 
The transitional provisions are very similar but not congruent! 

Which approach is the correct one if the regulation allows to use ‘EURO 6’-OBD? 
The approach shall take into account the transitional provisions of the next OBD levels 6-1, 
6-2 and / or align the implementing dates to those of EURO VI A, B, C!

Questions:

Is it possible or feasible to start with EURO 6- level using the alternative approval?? 

Prescription:



Possibilities of solution Comments

A 

B 











-
-

-



Question: 

In the first stage of the Extra-urban cycle, a period of 20s is defined with the vehicle idling with the gear 

engaged and clutch disengaged before the first acceleration starts. Would you allow to reduce this idling 

time to e.g. Ss to allow optimum benefit of start stop systems ? In other words: split the Kl time of 20s in 

15s PM and Ss Kl. 

Solutions: 

1 No, the Type 1 test drive cycle is clearly specified and must be followed literally 

2 
Yes, we do allow to deviate from the prescribed shift points during idling time to allow for 

optimum use of the start/stop system during the Extra-urban drive cycle. 

Decision: 

Solution Accepted Refused 

1 X 

2 X 

Authority: 

Type approval Authority e/E 14 

Remarks: 

During the TAAM in Riga in 2011 it was discussed whether it would be allowed to deviate from the prescribed 

shift points during the Ss idling period in the urban cycle (agenda item 5.15). In the end, it was concluded that 

no deviation from the prescribed shift points should be allowed. Several delegates were initially willing to 

accept deviation from the prescribed shift points. 

This question is raised because it was not discussed at that time whether deviation during the Extra-urban 

cycle would be allowed, during the first 20s idling period. 

So far, RDW has followed the drive cycle exactly the way it is described. We believe deviation from the 

prescribed drive cycle is not possible within the current legislation, although we do not oppose the idea itself 

to benefit "start/stop" systems. It is important though that everyone is following the same approach such that 

no manufacturer has a benefit over the other. If consensus is reached that deviation should be allowed 

(solution 2), we believe this is only possible after the legislation is amended accordingly. 

TAAM Minutes: 

Netherlands: can we split the Kl time of 20s in to 15s PM and Ss Kl? They don't 

want it to split, not clear what to do 

Germany : what would be the approach of the Commission? Not quite clear what 

they should do, same opinion as the Netherlands 

Austria: working groups in Geneva, they should decide 

UK: follow meaning Austria, the text is clear and follow this 

Solution 1 is chosen 
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-
-

-
-

-
-

-
-
-
-
-
-
-



-
-

-
-





Info:

The KBA would like to inform about a recall campaign in Germany. 

A German car manufacturer made just recently a so called Real-Life test with some of his 
vehicles to provide additional … of the safety of that vehicles accompanying ISO 13043 
FMEA analysis.  

During this tests the vehicle was conditioned in a way of normal usage. The car was driven 
with a speed of up to motorway limits on a track to provide higher exhaust temperature. After 
parking the car a light-crash and refrigerant leakage was simulated by opening the bonnet for 
a few cm and open a valve which releases the refrigerant under normal pressure conditions. 

The refrigerant caught fire and was in the test distinguished by an switchable fire-
distinguisher. 

The KBA classified the vehicle type as being a severe risk for traffic safety. 

The vehicle manufacturer announced, that this incident will be transferable to other types and 
not only happen to this vehicle type only! This might also be the case for other vehicle 
manufacturers. 

The KBA would like to inform and if possible to get the view of other TAA. 



LEGISLATION

Article 3 – Definitions ‘EC type-approval certificate’ means the certificate set out in Annex VI 
or in the corresponding annex to a separate directive or regulation, the communication form 
set out in the relevant Annex to one of the UNECE Regulations listed in Part I or Part II of 
Annex IV to this Directive, being deemed to be equivalent thereto;

Background 

Several regulations now have additional suffix letters or numbers added to the 
approval number in order to identify a specific approval level or the inclusion of 
additional requirements, for example Regulation 64 states the following: 



Option 

A 

B 

C 

Possible Solution Comments 

No. The approval number on the certificate should only 
contain the approval authority identification (E11) the 
regulation number (64R 02) and the individual approval 
number (1234) 
Yes. The approval number on the certificate should 
contain all the identification requirements above and 
any additional suffixes 
Other 

TAAM Minutes: 

UK: approval marks on components, maybe we should postpone it to Geneva 

Are approval number and marking the same? 

Germany : answer B 

UK: the approval numbers and marks should match 

Austria: answer B, but it make no sense if not all the member states follow this 

Netherlands: approval number is only the sequence number, but in practice they 

add the entire number. There's need for an harmonized system 

Belgium: supports B, we apply this rules already for many years 

Chairman: answer B, and ask Geneva to clarify this topic 

Netherlands is already busy preparing a document for Geneva 

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

EC Regulation 715/2007 and 692/200 as amended by EU Regulation 630/2012: Emissions 
from light passenger and commercial vehicles (Euro 5 and Euro 6) and on access to repair 
and maintenance information 

LEGISLATION 

Annex XVI - requirements for vehicles that use a reagent for the exhaust after treatment system 

BACKGROUND 

Annex XVI of the above mentioned legislation includes requirements for operation of the 
driver inducement systems if the reagent tank is allowed to become empty, or the reagent 
dosing system is not operational. 

There are four inducement options available to the manufacturer, described in paragraph 
8.3 of Annex XVI. The 'no engine restart after countdown' approach (8.3.1) includes a 
gradual introduction before the full inducement system is activated and engine starts are 
prevented. 

"8.3.1. A 'no engine restart after countdown' approach allows a countdown of restarts or distance 

remaining once the inducement system activates. Engine starts initiated by the vehicle 

control system, such as start-stop systems, are not included in this countdown. Engine 

restarts shall be prevented immediately after the reagent tank becomes empty or a 
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A

B



-
-

-
-



Question: 

How to handle the length range and technical maximum permissible masses? 

Solutions: 

A 
Variations in vehicle length should be mentioned as a remark on the COC. 

Mass increments based on speed related increments in tyre load capacity ECE R54 are subject to 

B specific national regulations for each Member State individually. A specific national annex regarding 

masses may be included in the information document. These values may be mentioned as a remark on 

the COC. 

C 
Manage the issue on a national / individual approval level only. 

Decision: 

Solution Accepted Refused 

A 

B 

C 

Authority: 

I Type approval Authority e/E 

16 

TAAM Minutes: 

Belgium: it is not permitted to mention a range of values for extendible trailers 

Austria: solution A including additional information concerning load capacities 

Minimum length on the Coe and all the other lengths in the remarks 

UK: support solution C 

Germany: solution A and B, minimum length in the template and all the other in 

remarks 

Ireland: Solution A 

Belgium: Do we also have something in the information document. We need 

something over here to know for example if the speed increases 

UK

Conclusion: first question: remarks in the field 52 on the Coe with the minimum 

length. The lengths on the Coe-remarks. Second question: no one is against, special 

masses in the remarks 
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Info:

As already announced in the first 2012 TAAM in Bratislava, the KBA would like to share 
experiences to the application of the provisions of RMI with other TAA. 

Therefore we would like to prepare a meeting as a TAAM-subgroup which may be situated in 
parallel to the GSR-SG. 

               







QUESTIONS: 

1. Can there be more than one TPMLM for one version of a vehicle in categories 01 and 02
based on the definitions above?

2. The Coe should have the TPMLM given under item 16, so there can only be one value for one

version. {the procedure with intended registration/in service TPMLM under item 17 is not

applicable for categories 01 and 02 according to Annex IX.)

5 
Type approving authority "e" 

Selection of solution accepted refused 

1 X 

2 X 

TAAM Minutes: 

Sweden: Question 1 and 2, what is the opinion of the other member states 

Sweden: Only one technically permissible laden mass possible 

Austria: multiple registration masses, it's a question of driver's license. They have 

two entries, TPLM and registration mass 

Chair: only one TPLM is needed for approval 

Germany (): technical permissible mass can be higher than the registration 

mass. They follow the suggestion of Sweden. 

Spain: follows the meaning of Austria, the trailer can only have one TPLM, but 

allow different registration mass 

CONCLUSION: Only one TPLM in one version is allowed 

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) 

Reference to Annex, etc in the Directive or Regulation: 

2007/46/EC 

Background: 

The possibility exists to have a multi-stage EC type-approval, in which the first stage is approved in accordance 

with framework directive 2007 /46/EC not amended by regulation 678/2011/EC and the second and following 

stages are issued after 29 October 2012 and therefore approved in accordance with the framework AND 

amended by regulation 678/2011/EC. 

Since regulation 678/2011/EC re-defines type, variant and version there may be a hard to resolve 

incompatibility between the vehicle matrix and key from the different stages. 
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May regulation 678/2011/EC be ignored after 29 October 2012 for multistage type-approvals when 
the previous type-approval is not amended by 678/2011/EC? 



1.1.1.1














