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1. Approval of the agenda; 
 

The agenda was approved with no additional point. 
 
2. Approval of the minutes of the last meeting; 
 

The minutes were approved with no comment. 
 
3 Information by the Commission services on the New Regulation on the approval 

of motor vehicles repealing Directive 2007/46/EC; 
  

The Commission (EC) made a presentation (available on CIRCABC) on the main 
changes proposed by the proposal for a new Regulation repealing Directive 
2007/46/EC published on 27 January 2016. AT stressed that Repair and Maintenance 
information could be problematic for SMEs, e.g. trailer manufacturers and considered 
that end of series provisions should be simplified. At the request of the UK, EC 
clarified that the new text includes a new safeguard clause for non-compliant products. 
 

4 Exchange of views on the approval of a vehicle equipped with a motorway 
autopilot function 

 



 

TAEEG recalled the discussion of the TCMV meetings of 26 January and 16 
December 2016. NL reported on the technical meeting held in the Netherlands on 8 
January 2016 and the legal reasoning followed for the approval granted by NL to a 
steering system in accordance with UNECE Regulation 79: the system is a driver 
assist system but not a complex electronic system (no hierarchy of control), and could 
therefore not be considered as an Automatic steering. This was challenged by the other 
participants (UK, FR, IT, SE and DE) as well as the Commission services which 
considered that this system needed an "article 20" derogation procedure as it was 
meeting the definition of driver assist systems of Regulation 79 but could not fit 
within one of the 2 sub-categories foreseen for driver assist systems (corrective 
function or automatic steering limited to 10 km/h). 
 
In order to decide on any follow up action, the Commission invited NL to send their 
comments in writing. The Commission informed TAAEG that the article 20 
derogation requested by Germany for a similar system would follow its way in 
TCMV. 

 
5.  Exchange of views on the investigations on defeat devices; 
 

EC reported on the progress made on the common EU test protocol for investigations, 
including a new analysis methodology for existing PEMS measurements, produced by 
the JRC.  The chair recommended that all MS use the common test protocol for their 
investigations. She also announced that the Commission will officially address them 
on the protocol. The EC also asked for information on the EGR strategies at low 
Temperatures, as declared by the manufacturers, during type approval and Type 6 test.  
 

6. Question submitted by the European Commission services 
 
(a) AEBS for some special purpose vehicles 
 

EC was informed that some manufacturers are encountering problems with approval 
authorities regarding vehicles fitted with a multi-tool plate (see presentations on 
CIRCABC) as it was not clear if these vehicles could be exempted from AEBS 
requirements and could be considered as special purpose vehicles. TAAEG recognized 
that it could be difficult for these vehicles to be fitted with a proper sensor for AEBS 
and recalled that the intention of the AEBS legislation was to cover situations that may 
happen on the motorway. However, TAAEG also recalled that considering these 
vehicles as special purpose vehicles would also exempt them from LDWS 
requirements. Therefore, to be considered as a special purpose vehicles, the fitment of 
the multi tool plate was not considered enough. TAAEG also agreed that an 
amendment of the AEBS regulation could clarify the situation of such vehicles. 
Pending this amendment, the group was invited to think further of possible common 
criteria at national level. 
 

(b) Approval of trolley buses 
  

EC was informed that manufacturers were facing different interpretation for trolley 
buses. EC recalled that, as mentioned in TAAEG on 10 February 2014, Directive 
2007/46/EC made EC type-approval for buses mandatory and did not exclude trolley 
buses. In addition specific technical requirements for the electric safety of trolley 
buses are already included in UNECE Regulation 107. However, for several UNECE 



 

Regulations, the specific case of trolley buses is not well covered (emissions, EMC, 
etc,) and the scope of UNECE Regulation 100 is overlapping with Regulation 107. 

  
TAAEG agreed that the relevant UNECE regulations should be amended to clarify the 
situation. Belgium volunteered to make such proposals. TAAEG recalled that some 
issues (e.g. compatibility with the electric network) not covered by the scope of the 
UNECE regulations could be covered by national rules. 

 
7 Questions submitted by Member States; 
 
(a) Germany: twin tyres/dual tyres 

DE requested that a footnote is included in Annexes I, III and/or Annex IX in the 
Directive 2007/46/EC to ensure that twin wheels/dual wheels are counted in the same 
way. The Commission proposed to do the necessary changes when discussing the 
revised type-approval framework in the Council or at the occasion of the next revision 
of the Annexes of Directive 2007/46. 

 
(b) Germany: N3 Vehicles (trucks) equipped with an hydraulic auxiliary drive 

DE recalled that hydraulic auxiliary drive was discussed several times in TAAM. The 
issue is whether vehicles equipped with hydraulic auxiliary drive can be considered as 
off-road vehicles and therefore be exempted from AEBS and LDWS although such 
hydraulic auxiliary drive cannot be used in all the driving conditions (usually below 
25 km/h). NL/IT considered that the issue of vehicle definition and the exemption of 
AEBS should be discussed separately to keep the legislation technology neutral.  
 
TAAEG agreed that a better definition of off-road vehicles might be needed in Annex 
II of Directive 2007/46/EC. In addition TAAEG agreed that an hydraulic auxiliary 
drive only is not enough to classify the vehicle as an off-road (N3G) and to be 
exempted from AEBS/LDWS. 
 

(c) Spain: National approvals in particular for vehicles of categories L and T 
 
At the request of the chair, ESP confirmed that the following questions were 
theoretical questions and not questions linked to a particular existing case.  
 
ESP asked whether a national individual approval could be granted to used vehicles of 
categories L and T imported from third countries outside the EU. TAAEG agreed that 
it as possible because used vehicles are outside the scope of the L and T regulations.  
 
ESP wondered whether Member States could grant national approvals to vehicles not 
meeting the L or T cat definitions. TAAEG agreed that it was possible, but recalled 
that  other relevant EU horizontal regulations might apply (e.g. machinery directive). 
 
ESP then asked whether national individual approvals granted to L and T were limited 
in number and whether they should be directly recognized by other Member States. 
TAAEG recalled that individual approvals are outside the scope of the L and T 
regulations. So Member states are free to limit the number of similar individual 
approvals (e.g. by applying requirements similar to small series). However, in 
accordance with article 80 of the L cat regulation and 75 the T-cat regulation, member 
States shall report the number of individual approvals granted. In addition TAAEG 
recalled that partial approvals granted under Regulations 167/2013 and Regulation 
167/2013 should be recognized for individual approvals and vehicles outside the scope 



 

of this regulation should be subject to the provisions of the EU treaty relating to free 
movement of goods. 
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