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1. Approval of the draft Agenda:
Document: GRE-TF-EMC-15-01e Draft Agenda_Rev01

Conclusion:
No comment. Agenda is adopted. 

2. Approval of the meeting minutes of last session:
Document: GRE-TF-EMC-14-06_Meeting minutes-final.docx

Quick review of the meeting minutes without any comment. 

Conclusion:
The report is adopted. 

3. Presentation to GRE 79:
Documents: 	
TF-EMC-15-02_R10.06_Consolidated_Rev8_July_03.docx
TF-EMC-15-03_French expert UTAC CERAM comments on document TF-EMC-14-02_R10.06_Consolidated_Rev6_May_31_2018 07 03.docx
TF-EMC-15-04_R10.06_Consolidated_Rev6_May_31_With_French_Proposition 2018 07 03.docx
TF-EMC-15-05_ R10.06_Transitional_Provisions__Proposal_Truckmanufacturer_Germany



Discussion:
France asks to consider only the latest version of their comments from the 3rd of July.
The UTAC referenced numbers below are from the TF-EMC-15-03.

Legend of the document:
Yellow are already agreed 1 year ago.
Blue to be decided during those teleconferences.
Green are agreed. 

UTAC1: Scope.
It is recommended in relation of EU Commission Regulation N°32015R0208 for Tractors/Agricultural vehicles (Annex 15 – part 9) to refer to UN Regulation N°10. However, there is nothing in the scope. 

After checking the definitions of Categories T, R and S in R.E.3., the question to include is open:
SP/SW/IN/FR support.
Japan needs more time for consideration as Agricultural vehicles are outside of their ministry. It should be delayed for the conclusion.
No position from Germany.
India reminds that in an old ISO standard, the reference of Agricultural vehicles is present and the link in Regulation N°10 is really needed. 

Conclusion:
· As there is not yet any positions from Japan and Germany, keep the proposal in square brackets and final decision will be done in GRE October session. 

UTAC2/3: Paragraph 2.12.
Adding specific examples but not exhaustive list: 
SW/SP/IN/FR support.
DE/JP neutral. 

OICA asks if it will be modified every time, there will be some regular supplements for each new technology added. 
France replies that it is due to some laboratory’s customer arguing that if it is not written, it should not be tested. 

Long discussion to know if it should be added or not. 

Peniamin Matossian reminds that in each new device Regulation (e.g. Ecall Regulation N°44), there is a mention of UN Regulation N°10 to comply with. 

Spain proposes to modify this sentence with another wording letting Type Approval Authorities to decide which technologies must be tested. 

‘Blind spot systems’: OICA is not in favour as the UN Regulation is not yet published on those systems. 
SP/SW/IN/FR/DE/JP support to include it.

Conclusion:
· UTAC2/3 is fully agreed. 
UTAC4: Paragraphs 2.16. to 2.19.
Full agreement from all attendees except DE who stays neutral.

UTAC5: Paragraphs 2.20. to 2.24. Just a question. 
OICA replies that it is not a necessity to refer to any standard and, in those cases, the standard is not yet published and it could be referred after. 

UTAC6: Paragraph 3.1.8.
It depends of the first point on scope about Categories T, R and S. 
The open question is about the Categories L.
DE neutral. SP/FR/SW/JP/IN support.
Keep in square brackets: [L], M, N, O, [T, R and S]

UTAC7: Paragraph 7.1.4. 
OICA supports those editorial corrections.
SP/SW/FR/IN/JP support. DE neutral.
Full agreement. 

UTAC8: Appendix 8.
Editorial corrections. 
Agreed. 

Paragraphs 13 in Transitional Provisions:
New document from German Truckmakers TF-EMC-15-05:
After last teleconference with Aleksander Lazarevic from EU Commission in June, there was an agreement on deleting paragraph 13.1.3. without adding 13.1.3.X.

However, the truck manufacturers’ proposal is to include a new paragraph in 06 series for vehicles not equipped with a coupling system to charge the REESS… 
This is similar to the exemption in 05 series. 
This is really a critical situation to be solved urgently.

German authorities are supporting the inclusion and will ask also a support from EU Commission. It should not be only a German problem but not yet confirmed by some other truck manufacturers. 
To add the proposal in square brackets.
SP/JP/DE support.
SW/FR/IN will have to think about it and come back with position in GRE October session.

On 18/07, after email exchanges, Sweden authorities as well as EU Commission support. France neutral. India can accept without square brackets. 
OICA TF-EMC mainly support to remove square brackets.
Conclusion:
No more square brackets. German Truckmakers proposal agreed.

UTAC9: Appendix 8; Figure 1.
In principle, agreed and try to make it same as other figures with keys. 
Done before the 18/07. 

UTAC10: Appendix 8; Figures 3 to 5.
Agreement. Same as previous point. Done before the 18/07.



UTAC11: Appendix 8; clause 3.
OICA TF EMC experts agree to the proposal. Replace: 
· “A” by “Supply HV”
· “B” by “Ground”
· “P” by “EUT HV”
If possible, to modify the figure 6 with keys and the text to be in line.
Agreement. Done before the 18/07.

In Appendix 8, some alignments with CISPR12 were agreed by all attendees. 

UTAC12: Appendix 9.
France doesn’t support the alternative emission limit as proposed by OICA TF-EMC. For UTAC team, it seems making confusion in the text results.

OICA members think that this is in line with CISPR 22.
Spain can understand that the alternative solution could occur some confusion between test houses. 
FR/SP support deletion. 
India has to come back on this issue and to keep it in square brackets. 
Sweden can live with both. 
Germany no position.
Japan keeps the Appendix 9.
Kept full Appendix 9 in square brackets.
Conclusion:
18/07: decisions to delete Appendix 9 (see item below).

UTAC13: Annex 4, clause 2.4.1.
Replacing some text in last sentence: 
Peniamin Matossian thinks it will occur confusion as we are talking about 2 different matters. This is a new proposal for alternative. 
According to France, it is difficult to get a very long cable (more than 8m), to respect the 3dB beamwidth that could require 10 or 12m. So, this is an alternative. 

After some discussion, a new sentence is added in case there is a technical feasibility concern. Keeping in mind that if Appendix 9 is kept, a slight modification will be done ‘(3dB or X dB)’ in paragraph 4.6. of Annex 4 (strikethrough in blue)
In that case, it could be difficult to justify to GRE an alternative with so many modifications. 
India still needs time to consider the Appendix 9. Germany has not enough technical knowledge to be able to state but it seems complicated for them. 
Japan are in favour to have a simple sentence. 
To wait for Indian position before the submission of Formal Proposal.

On 18/07, SP/SW/FR/IN want to keep simple and delete Appendix 9. Germany neutral. SMMT/ACEA to have the alternative to change the limits.
Conclusion:
Final decision: deletion of Appendix 9 and all related references in Annexes 4&5. 

At the end of the paragraph 4.6., this is a proposal from UK. 
Spain proposes that this should be linked to Appendix 5. Supported by FR.
India neutral. SW/JP support to have this for Annexes 4 and 5.
After verification, the sentence is modified, and it will be put in square brackets for Annex 4. 

UTAC14: Annex 4, clause 2.4.3.
France proposes only to reintroduce the correct title in clauses 5.1. to 5.4.
Full agreement to align with CISPR12. 

UTAC15: Annex 4; clause 2.4.4.
France asks if OICA introduces a new harness. 
OICA TF-EMC replies that it is coming from CISPR12 in definition 3.26. (page 13). 
France accepts the explanation. No more comment.

UTAC16: Annex 4; clause 3.2.
This is not a typo error for the first issue on ‘all all-weather’.
Regarding OATS, this is a limitation in regard of CISPR12. 
OICA TF-EMC cannot accept it. 
Spain proposes to delete the addition from UTAC. SW/JP/IN support deletion. 
Germany no position yet. 
Agreement to not add the French proposal. 

UTACXX: in Annex 4, additional figures with Agricultural Vehicle for the reference point. It should be at the middle, but it is not clearly specified on the figures. 
SW/IN/JP are in favour to delete all figures on Agricultural Vehicles. 
Spain can accept the figures but will support the majority. 
Deletion of agricultural figures. 
 
UTAC17: Annex 5; clause 1.3.
Deletion of paragraph 1.3. and sub-clause 6.3.2.4. on body text.
FR/SP/SW support. India neutral but wishes to see more data. 
Japan cannot support the deletion as there are some concerns in Japan. 
VDA had a concern due to Transitional Provisions as there will be a need to re-type approved some vehicles. Germany is officially neutral. 
To put in square brackets for GRE decision.
Conclusion:
On 18/07, after long negotiation, decision is to postpone till next revision of Regulation N°10. 

Annex 5; paragraph 3.6. will be a copy and paste of paragraph 4.6. of Annex 4.

OICA proposal in Annex 6; clause 2.1.1.2. 
· To delete the last sentence. SP/SW/IN/JP against. France support if test conditions are more detailed. Germany is neutral. 
Keep the sentence and same for clause 2.1.2.
· Replacement of ‘cycle’ by ‘mode’. Full agreement. 
· To add a sentence instead of ‘operational’ to be clearer in table. Agreed. 
· In table, brake pedal: to modify the texts to clarify it. 

UTAC18: Annex 6; table
Additional clarifications for vehicle test conditions and failure criteria.
· Dipped beams ON: full agreement for added brackets. 
· [bookmark: _GoBack]‘Unexpected activation of headlamp levelling actuator’: OICA has concern on how to measure it. SW/IN/SP support French proposal. 
As it was difficult to find a clear criterion to define this unexpected activation, it will be removed from 06 series.
· Specific warning and failure criteria. Full agreement.
· Cluster operate in normal mode: OICA requests for more information as it could occur interpretations. 
SP/SW support French proposal. India thinks ‘inconsistent variation’ is not precise enough. 
Long discussion on interpretation between Contracting Parties and OICA experts.
· ‘Tachometer’ and ‘bad recording of data (check data after test)’: there is a special procedure and maybe some laboratories could have some legal concern. 
SW/IN/FR/SP support ‘wrong recording’. 
18/07: SP/FR keep for October. SW/IN/JP to postpone to next revision.
German truck manufacturers see legal issues. ACEA/SMMT support to postpone. 
Agreement from France to postpone for next revision. 
· ‘Rear view system’ and ‘unexpected movement of rear view mirror’: SP/SW/JP/FR support. India neutral
· ‘loss or freezing of the display (CMS)’: SW/SP/FR/IN/JP support.
· ‘Brake pedal not depressed’ with ‘unexpected activation of brake and unexpected activation of stop lights’. Full agreement. 
· ‘Emergency calling system ready’: OICA has a concern that this test is not yet worldwide known, and it is not the normal process for UN Regulations. 
SW/SP/IN/JP propose to remove the item as it is too early. 
· ‘blind spot system’: Spain support French proposal. SW/IN/JP think to wait for next amendments for more clarification.

UTAC 19: Annex 6, table.
‘brake mode’: Spain prefers the initial wording of the OICA proposal. Sweden prefers only the OICA proposal, as well as IN/JP/FR. 
In square brackets and the rest agreed. 
On 18/07, only OICA proposal is kept without square brackets.

For failure criteria, on brake mode, ‘unexpected activation’ in square brackets as asked from Spain. Other Contracting Parties support deletion. 
‘the brake function shall be control…’: deletion of this proposal. 
DRL: to check the DRL is switch ON as it is a daytime cycle. India neutral. 
SP/SW/JP support the French proposal. Agreed.

UTAC20: Annex 6, table.
‘Speed limiter mode’: for specific vehicles (like trucks) there are some specific limiters for M2 and M3 Categories. 
OICA TF-EMC considers that it is a late proposal. For the moment, there is no data showing that it will be harmonized between type approval authorities in all countries.
SP/IN/SW propose to wait.
Postpone till next revision. 

Annex 6; paragraph 2.1.2: replace ‘direct control of the vehicle’ by ‘immunity related functions’ Full agreement.

UTAC21: Annex 6, paragraph 2.2.1.2., table: according to France, it is not enough specific and handbrake function should be checked. To replace by ‘electric parking brake warning indicator’. Full agreement. 

Annex 6, paragraphs 2.3. to 2.4.X., alignment with CISPR12 on modes, like on Annex 4. 





UTAC23: Annex 6; clause 5.1.3.
With hybrid vehicles, it is difficult to define which axel has to be measured. So, France proposes to perform the test in front and in back. 
OICA TF-EMC proposes to keep this item for next series as it could not be worldwide harmonized yet.
Spain supports the French proposal.
Sweden supports in principle, but the wording is not correct with ‘consider’ that could open the door to interpretations. 
To be postpone to next revision. IN/JP support. Germany no position. 

UTAC24: Annex 7; clause 3.2.2.
‘DUT’ replaced by ‘ESA’: Full agreement.

UTAC25: Annex 9; clause 4.3.2.1.2.
Part 4 of ISO 11452: Full agreement.

UTAC27: Annex 11; clause 4.3.
Title of the Table 4 is replacing the previous text. Full agreement.

UTAC28: Annex 12; clause 3.1.
Paragraph 4. Replaced by paragraph 6. of IEC 61000-3-3: Full agreement.

UTAC29: Annex 14; clause 3.3.
Same as UTAC14. Full agreement.

New comments from SMMT in TF-EMC-06
SMMT1: In Annex 4, clauses 2.3./2.4./3.2./4.1.: reference to OTS/OATS/Outside test area: it could occur to interpretations. 
Ariel Lecca reminds that, from the CISPR12 edition 5, OATS is already included into OTS definition. However, in 7th edition, there is reintroduction of OATS, lately but not yet agreed. So, he proposes to not add OATS.
FR/IN/SW/JP propose to not change. Spain supports SMMT.
No addition of ‘OATS’ as proposed by SMMT. In paragraph 3.2. of Annex 4: to modify to ‘OTS’ instead. 

SMMT2: Annex 5.
To replicate details in Annex 4 to Annex 5: it is not correct as this is not including in Annex 5, the charging mode. 
The test location is missing in Annex 5. 
To be added same as Annex 4; clause 3.2. with renumbering other paragraphs.
Full agreement. 

SMMT3: Annex 4; clause 3.2.
Already discussed on last teleconference. Close.

OICA-XX: multiple antenna issue at the end of Annexes 4&5: 
decided to be treated on next revision.  

Ariel Lecca and JM Prigent will prepare the Formal proposal before the deadline for submission to GRE October session.

4. Next meeting dates 
· 16th session: Monday 8th of October – 9h – 12h. Teleconference.
Invitation to active members for teleconferences have been already sent. 
*   *
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