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1. Approval of the draft agenda 
 
The agenda was approved. The meeting was chaired by the Commission services (COM) 
 
2. Approval of the report of the 3rd meeting of 7th February 2012  
 
The minutes were approved. 
 
3.  Certificates of origin: exchange of views on the relevance of Annex XVIII to Directive 
2007/46/EC  
 
COM clarified that the certificate of origin was introduced by Directive 98/14/EC (see Art. 
2(5) and 2(10)) to facilitate the registration of M1 special purpose vehicles (SPV) based on a 
chassis of another category (e.g. N1) not covered by an EC type-approval.  
 
With the adoption of Directive 2007/46/EC, the reference to M1 special purpose vehicles was 
deleted in the certificate of origin (Annex XVIII) to cover other categories because the 
obligation of EC type-approval was extended to all vehicle categories. However, no article on 
the obligation of Member States to accept the certificate of origin was included. Therefore, 
the legal value of Annex XVIII is questionable with regard to obligations from Member 
States. 
 
COM recalled that from the dates set out in the fourth column of the table in Annex XIX to 
Directive 2007/46/EC, according to Articles 18(1) and 26(1) and Annex IX, the COC of the 
base vehicle shall be attached to the COC of the completed vehicles to be able to register the 
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completed vehicle. This implies that the base vehicle holds an EC type-approval and that 
Annex XVIII may not be used anymore. 
 
COM proposed to delete Annex XVIII. The majority of the group was in favour of deleting 
this Annex from the 29/10/2014 (end of the transitory period of Directive 2007/46/EC). 
 
4. Draft Administrative Guide for the General Safety Regulation: information by 
COM  
 
COM provided information about the contents of the document and all items were presented 
individually in detail. It was explained that the document was a first draft for discussion 
purposes and that Member State input had already been requested in the 30th TCMV meeting 
held on 8 October 2012. Participants to the TAAEG meeting were asked to provide their 
comments or questions after conclusion of each point. A number of issues were highlighted.  
 
Spain suggested that the wording in item 2.1. (UNECE regulations in Annex IV) should 
include the actual dates of application of the UNECE regulations for clarity. It was suggested 
by the representative of the Austrian TAA that the timing identified in items 2.1. and 5.4. 
(Electronic Stability Control ESC) needed to be verified. This had been done due to the same 
remark during TCMV and it was concluded that there are no conflicts as GSR does not 
require ESC compliance for any categories and classes before the R13 dates.  
 
It was further clarified that compliance with UNECE regulation No 29 is not compulsory for 
the time being, as this first needs to be included in Annex IV, along with relevant transitional 
provisions. The 02 series of amendments of UNECE regulation No 90 is not yet required for 
braking discs and drums for the same reasons. This may however be updated soon and 
compliance will then become mandatory. 
 
France requested clarification on item 2.2. (when to use EU Regulations, UNECE regulations 
and old Directives) and new vehicle types which use (existing) Directive system approvals 
previously granted. It was confirmed that these are valid approvals which may be used for 
GSR compliance and this can be better reflected in the text with an accurate example as used 
and discussed. The representative of Luxembourg requested more clarity on the notion of 
vehicle type, either according to 2007/46/EC or seen on a system level. In some cases the 
vehicle type is regarded on the level of GSR as a whole, for instance on the level when 
exactly ESC or TPMS must be fitted. It was clearly noted that these specific topics are 
covered only as an if-fitted item within UNECE regulations Nos R13H and R64 and therefore 
even if an approval certificate according to R13H or R64 was issued before 1.11.2011 or 
1.11.2012 respectively, this does not waive the obligation of compliance with GSR and after 
that date ESC and TPMS need to be fitted. 
 
COM noted that concerning item 3. (type-approval numbering system) the proposed 
numbering system was taken from an earlier proposal discussed at the 26th meeting of TCMV 
and noted that that system is already put in practise. It was highlighted that obtaining a GSR 
approval is fully voluntary, as long as vehicles comply with all the separate items covered by 
GSR. Finally, it was recalled that due to the absence of administrative provisions, a GSR 
type-approval could not be granted at the moment. 
 
Germany raised the issue if it would be possible to address under item 3.4. (on new 
technologies and concepts) also virtual and self testing. It was deemed possible to add a 
general statement that this would be acceptable in line with the current provisions in 
2007/46/EC concerning the same scope. It was made clear by COM however that in principle 
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UNECE regulation type-approval certificates could not be granted according to such tests, as 
these special provisions are not foreseen under the 1958 Agreement. 
 
Concerning item 5. (articles and implementation dates), COM drew the attention to the 
attached information matrix with all GSR related topics/subjects and their implementation 
dates. 
 
Item 5.1. (masses and dimensions): It was noted that this issue should be resolved before the 
publication of this document (next session of TCMV foreseen at the end of December 2012) 
and that this section could therefore be deleted. (see also point 6 of the minutes) 
 
Compliance with Strength of Cabs (item 5.2. UNECE regulation No 29) is not yet required, as 
discussed under the previous point. This is also the case for brake discs and drums (item 5.3. 
UNECE regulation No 90). 
 
Electronic Stability Control covered by item 5.4. will be corrected to reflect that Electronic 
Stability Control is mandated for trucks, buses and trailers through UNECE regulation No 13 
and not an if-fitted requirement as suggested. 
 
On multi-stage approvals under item 5.5. no firm conclusion and agreement between 
representatives could be reached. Some delegates suggested that when a vehicle system is 
modified, that system has to be re-evaluated, but it was not clear against which rules and to 
what extent. Luxembourg Germany and others provided relevant input and examples and it 
was rightfully noted by Austria that diverging interpretations and setting a loose requirements 
may lead to so called 'cherry picking' by manufacturers. Eventually, it was accepted that these 
detailed issues would not be addressed in the GSR document, only in very general terms, but 
in detail rather through the dedicated working group working on an amendment of 
2007/46/EC on multi-stage approvals. 
 
Finally, COM concluded that the discussed document will be updated before the next session 
of TCMV with the help of the questions and remarks raised. It was suggested that an informal 
(taskforce) group be established, consisting of Member State representatives, Type-Approval 
Authorities, Technical Services and other stakeholders, assisting on the work with regard to 
the document, but also to finalise the much awaited administrative provisions for GSR. The 
participants to the TAAEG were invited to inform COM of their intention to contribute and 
participate. 
 
 
5.  Questions from TAAM Sub-Group  
 
Question 1: GSR Multi-stage implications 
 
Description of the issue: If the changes to the vehicle in the 2nd stage create a new system 
type, Article 13(1) of Regulation (EC) No. 661/2009 reads: 
1. With effect from 1 November 2011, national authorities shall refuse, on grounds relating to 
electronic stability control systems, to grant EC type-approval or national type-approval in 
respect of new types of vehicle of categories M1 and N1 which do not comply with this 
Regulation and its implementing measures. 
What is meant with “new type of vehicles”, a vehicle offered for whole vehicle type approval 
or offered for an approval related to ESC on the level of a “separate implementing measure”?  
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Favourite option by COM: COM recalled the definition of "new type" for "ESC" given at the 
last TAAEG meeting: "ESC" should be treated as new item required by the GSR like "GSI" or 
"TPMS" or AEBS. 
 
Multi-stage is a more general case (the problem also exists for MAC, GSI) and a different 
issue: the special MVWG subgroup on special purpose vehicles will address this issue. 
 
 
Question 2: Annex IV, part 2 
 
Description of the issue: Will Annex IV, part 2 of directive 2007/46/EC be deleted? If not, be 
aware that the level of stringency is lower than the level required by Annex IV of the GSR. 
(NL) 
 
Favourite option by COM: COM recalled that the deletion of the table in Part 2 of Annex IV 
to Directive 2007/46/EC had been proposed during the discussion on small series, but this 
was refused by the ad-hoc group. Therefore the text supported by TCMV on 10/07/2012 did 
not include such deletion.  
 
Replying to a comment from The Netherlands, COM confirmed that some Regulations are still 
equivalent to some EU Directives (i.e. noise). COM recalled that the table in Part 2 was only 
indicative since UNECE Regulations were directly applicable as an alternative to EU 
Directives. Furthermore, COM added that this table was limited to the cases where the 
equivalent Directive is still applicable. According to Article 13 (14) of the GSR, for the 
directives repealed by GSR , this concerns from 1/11/2012 only extensions to existing types 
that are not affected by the new requirements of the GSR. The list of the items concerned may 
be found on COM website:  
http://ec.europa.eu/enterprise/sectors/automotive/files/safety/extension-of-approvals_en.pdf 
 
COM agreed to amend Part II when necessary (at least at the end of the transitional period of 
Regulation (EC) 661/2009 on 1/11/2014). 
 
Question 3: Necessary supplement level of the UN-Regulation Approvals 
 
Description of the issue: The GSR (407/2011) is stating the necessary supplement level of the 
UN-Regulation Approvals. The approval number is not telling the level of supplement, nor 
the test report. How do we confirm the level of testing/approving? 
 
Favourite option by COM: COM recalled that in principle such marking/statement was not 
necessary if the UNECE guidelines on administrative provisions were followed: Supplement 
should in principle not lead to a different marking. COM supported however the proposal 
from TAAM members to voluntarily state the level of supplement in the test report and in the 
header or remark field of the type-approval certificate. COM is ready to provide clarification 
in the framework Directive if necessary. Finally, COM is ready to discuss proposals on 
Supplement statement made in Geneva on a case by case basis (e.g. supplement in the 
transitional provisions). 
 

http://ec.europa.eu/enterprise/sectors/automotive/files/safety/extension-of-approvals_en.pdf
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Question 4: Overruling by article 13(14) of the mandatory application of UN regulations 
 
Description of the issue: Is the interpretation correct that article 13(14) overrules the 
mandatory application of UN regulations according 407/2011 and that certain approvals 
remain valid, even after 1-11-2014? (NL) If, post 2014, a whole vehicle approval includes EC 
approvals for Directives that have been repealed (but for which extensions for existing types 
are still allowed) how should compliance with the GSR provisions be demonstrated? 
Should the COM list of approvals according to legal acts which have been repealed but 
remain valid need to get an official legal status?  
 
Favourite option by COM:  
Art 13(14) forms part of Regulation (EC) 661/2009. It does not "overrule" the rest of the 
regulation but covers the specific case of extensions to existing types, which will be allowed 
even after 1/11/2014 if the system was approved before 1/12/2012 and the requirements are 
not amended. The list of the items concerned may be found on COM website (see link in Q2). 
This list aims at harmonizing the practice of Member States on Art 13(14) and will be updated 
on a regular basis (easier than a legal text). However, the list has a mere informative status, 
as it only provides a clear overview of the applicable rules which are already in place. 
 
6.  Questions from Type-Approval Authorities 
 
Question 1: General Safety Regulation:  will UN Regulation 29 be mandatory for new type 
approvals as from 1-11-2012? 
 
Favourite option by COM: This case is covered by the Handbook on the GSR (see point 4 of 
the minutes). 
 
Question 2: General Safety Regulation: what to do with Masses and Dimensions as the 
relevant Regulation has not been published and might not be published before 1-11-2012 
 
Favourite option by COM:  
COM was of the opinion that this case was a very limited problem. It will concern the vehicles 
to be approved as new type between 1/11/2012 and the publication (end of 2012) of the new 
Regulation on masses and dimensions. It was recalled that approvals granted before 
1/11/2012 in accordance with directive 97/27/EC or 92/21/EC remained valid. COM added 
that vehicles could already be tested in accordance with the new Regulation (NB: no 
comment/opposition was received during the scrutiny period which expired on  25/10/2012) 
and the administrative file be updated in a subsequent stage.  
 
7. AOB:  
 
Recalling the discussion of the last TAAEG meeting, the group noted that TAAM will take 
care of the publication of the TAAM minutes on the web. 
 
At the request of France, the group agreed to have an exchange of views on the progress of 
work made by EReg/Eucaris on electronic data exchange concerning the CoC. 
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