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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 minutes of the 4th meeting of 12 October 2012

The minutes were approved.

3. Regulation (EU) 1230/2012 on masses and dimensions: exchange of views

(a) Clarification of understanding of Regulation (EU) 1230/2012 together with 
Regulation (EU) 1229/2012 on small series (national small series limits for masses 
an dimensions).

Regulation (EU) 1230/2012 on masses and dimensions was drafted with the view of being 
adopted and published before Regulation (EU) 1229/2012 on small series. Unfortunately, this 
was not the case, and now one can wonder how the two Regulations amending Annex XII to 
Directive 2007/46/EC should be read. COM clarified that both Regulation were published on 
21.12.2012 and both entered into force 20 days after their publication. Therefore one 
Regulation does not supersede the other but both amendments should be taken into account. 
This means that the consolidated table of Annex XII to Directive 2007/46/EC introduced by 
Regulation (EU) 1230/2012 on masses and dimensions should be amended as foreseen 
Regulation (EU) 1229/2012 on small series and therefore the quantitative limits for the 
registration of vehicles of category N1 vehicles produced in small series are the one 
established by Regulation (EU) 1229/2012.

COM wanted also to clarify that the text of Regulation (EU) 1230/2012 shall also be 
corrected on p.76 of the OJEU version, amendment to the CoC (Annex XI), (u) ‘Side 2 of-
Vehicle category M1 (incomplete vehicles)’, entry 13 should be corrected to read:
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‘13. Mass in Running order: …. Kg'

(b) Interpretation of the Regulation with regard to aerodynamic devices when 
folded.

COM introduced the issue. The present text on masses and dimensions does not seem to allow 
any extra length for aerodynamic devices when they are folded. This would mean that trailers 
fitted with these devices should be shortened, which was not the objective of Regulation (EU)
1230/2012. COM considers that Regulation (EC) 1230/2012 however allows some flexibility, 
e.g. if the aerodynamic devices do not go beyond the rubber roller buffers which are already 
allowed in addition to the maximum length. Luxembourg, France supported this interpretation 
whereas Germany and Austria required more time to study this proposal and would in any 
case prefer an amendment to Regulation (EC) 1230/2012. COM agreed that an amendment to 
the Regulation could be done eventually and recommended to apply the pragmatic approach 
mentioned above in the meantime. COM invited delegations to send their views in writing on 
a possible amendment to Regulation (EC) 1230/2012 regarding the maximum length of folded 
aerodynamic devices. 

(c) Obligation in terms of CoC (only for new types?) 

COM introduced this issue submitted by some manufacturers of motor homes: The question is 
whether the new CoC (new entry on the actual mass) introduced by Regulation (EU) 
1230/2012 should apply to new types only or to all types. The majority of participants 
(France, Germany, Austria) considered that this information should already be provided on
the present CoC and therefore there was no problem to require it for all types. 

4. Directive 2007/46/EC (Framework Directive) as amended by Regulation (EU) 
678/2011, Annex II Part B – criteria for vehicle types, Annex XII – small series 
limits/units: exchange of information

COM recalled that creation of new types (e.g. left hand drive vehicles and right hand drive) 
could not be used to circumvent the quantitative limits on small series in Annex XII to 
Directive 2007/46/EC. This was supported by the group. COM agreed to not reopen the 
discussion on type definition, but recalled that at least the criteria used by Approval 
Authorities for type definition should be consistent, especially between small and large series.



3

6. Questions from Type-Approval Authorities 

(a) Question from Spain: Possibility to change the type designation without 
changing the type-approval number? (Extension sufficient?)

Spain introduced the case of an approval granted as an extension to an existing approval for a
change in the type designation. The group was asked whether this was common practice and 
whether this was the way to be followed. 

Favourite option by COM:
For practical reasons, the majority of the group was in favour of maintaining the 'couple one 
type designation=one type-approval number' even if Annex II to Directive 2007/46/EC does 
not formally require it anymore (before type designation was part of the type definition). 
COM supported this pragmatic approach.

(b ) Question from France: Repeal of directive 80/1269 

Article 17 of Regulation (EC) 595/2009 repeals Directive 80/1269/EEC from 31 December 
2013. French delegation wanted to know how the Commission will manage this subject 
regarding annex IV of 2007/46 for 2014. 

Favourite option by COM:
Directive 80/1269 is repealed from 31 December 2013, and the corresponding line (item 40) 
of Annex IV to Dir 2007/46 will also be deleted from the same date. The introduction of the 
corresponding UNECE Regulation 85 into EU legislation will be discussed in the MVEG 
group.

c) Question from Estonia: Technically permissible maximum laden mass for O1

trailers

Estonia asked whether an O1 centre axle trailer with a technically maximum mass of 750 kg 
and a static load of 10% (75 kg) of that maximum mass transmitted to the towing vehicles is 
still an O1 trailer.

Favourite option by COM:
Annex II point 1.3.1 of directive 2007/46/EC defines O1 trailer as a vehicle of category O 
having a maximum mass not exceeding 750 kg. Furthermore, Annex II point 2.2.3 directive 
2007/46/EC prescribes that for centre-axle trailers, the maximum mass to be considered for 
classifying the vehicle shall correspond to the maximum mass transmitted to the ground by 
the wheels of an axle or group of axles when coupled to the towing vehicle. Therefore, O1

centre axle trailer with a technically maximum mass of 750 kg and a static load of 10% (75 
kg) of that maximum mass transmitted to the towing vehicles is still an O1 trailer (750 kg 
maximum mass).

7. AOB

Question from France: Transfer of motor vehicles 

France expressed concerns on the proposal for a Regulation on the transfer of motor 
vehicles and in particular its consistency with Directive 2007/46/EC on the approval of 
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motor vehicles and their trailers. France was in particular concerned the Regulation on 
the transfer of motor vehicles seems to require a direct registration of such approvals
whereas for national small series and individual approvals, Directive 2007/46/EC gives
the possibility to Member States to refuse such approvals.

Favourite option by the EC:
The proposal for a Regulation simplifying the transfer of motor vehicles registered in 
another Member State within the Single Market has been elaborated with the aim to 
ensure full consistency and coherence with the respective type-approval legislation for 
the concerned vehicles. 

This is in particular reflected in §4 of Article 4 of the proposal, which specifies that 
Vehicle registration authorities may carry out physical checks of the vehicle in the case 
that they have reasonable grounds to believe that the technical provisions according to 
which the vehicle was approved pursuant to Article 23 or 24 of Directive 2007/46/EC or 
pursuant to Article 15 of Directive 2002/24/EC are not equivalent to their own.

These provisions are considered to be fully consistent with the following relevant 
provisions of the type-approval legislation for motor vehicles (Framework Directive 
2007/46/EC): Article. 23 (national TA of small series) specifies in its § 7, 2nd alinea that a 
Member State shall permit the sale, registration, or entry into service of such vehicle 
unless it has reasonable grounds to believe that the technical provisions according to 
which the vehicle was approved are not equivalent to its own. Likewise, Article 24 
(individual approvals) contains a similar provision (§ 6, 3rd alinea).

The proposal on the transfer of vehicles enables vehicle registration authorities to carry 
out physical checks in such cases so that the Member State concerned can substantiate 
whether or not the technical provisions according to which the vehicle has been approved 
are equivalent to its own technical provisions. In addition Article 5 of the proposal 
provides the right to the MS concerned to refuse the registration if the condition of 
equivalence of technical provisions is not met.

In case France would consider that the proposal may nevertheless entail the risk of by-
passing or watering down the type-approval framework, the Commission services would 
appreciate receiving further details about those of the provisions of the proposal that 
would give rise to this concern. In any case the subject will be discussed in the relevant 
working group of the Council.

7. AOB: 

COM invited Member States to submit questions to COM in advance of the TAAEG meeting, 
in particular when felt necessary in the TAAM meetings. The next TAAEG meeting is 
foreseen for the last quarter of 2013.


