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[bookmark: OLE_LINK2][bookmark: _Hlk61360315]	Proposal for supplement [3] to 08 series of amendments to UN Regulation No.83 	Comment by VASS Sandor (JRC-ISPRA): Series of amendments to be indicated. I guess this one is the 8th, and it will be the new supplement 3?
(to be agreed and submitted to GRPE by TF-AVRS)

Notes:
Modifications to the existing text of the Regulation indicated in black bold for new characters and black strikethrough for deleted characters.

	I.	Proposal
Amend Annex I, paragraph 2.6. and footnote 7 amend to read:
"2.6.	Mass of the vehicle with bodywork and, in the case of a towing vehicle of category other than M1, with coupling device, if fitted by the manufacturer, in running order, or mass of the chassis or chassis with cab, without bodywork and/or coupling device if the manufacturer does not fit the bodywork and/or coupling device (including liquids, tools, spare wheel, if fitted, and driver, except in the case of vehicles of category X or category Y, and, for buses and coaches, a crew member if there is a crew seat in the vehicle)7 (maximum and minimum for each variant): ........ "	Comment by Iddo Riemersma: This revised text is in agreement with the proposed text in AVC-12-06rev2 (co-chairs) R.E.3._Formal_Document	Comment by VASS Sandor (JRC-ISPRA): This is a very long sentence, hard to read. I would consider putting it to the footnote, even though we create a bit confusion in the group. 
Maybe we can do it according to TF AVC latest suggestion, where they add the exemption in an additional sentence. Link
“For vehicles of category X and category Y the driver’s mass should not be included.”
Of course we have to change “should” to “shall”. I don’t know why they used should in the proposal…
 Footnote 7 amend to read:
	"7The mass of the driver and, if applicable, of the crew member is assessed at 75 kg (subdivided into 68 kg occupant mass and 7 kg luggage mass according to ISO Standard 2416 – 1992), the fuel tank is filled to 90 per cent and the other liquid containing systems (except those used for water) to 100 per cent of the capacity as specified by the manufacturer.
	For vehicles of category X and category Y the driver’s mass shall not be included."	Comment by BC: should this be part of the footnote? Seems strange as it is unrelated but if that is the „decision“ we have to accept it.	Comment by Ouden, Niels den: It is a requirement, we should not.
 
Amend Annex 4, paragraph 5.7.1.to read:
5.7.1.	A vehicle shall be excluded from ISC testing if the information stored in the on-board computer or in the OBD system shows that the vehicle was operated after a fault code was displayed and a repair was not carried out in accordance with manufacturer specifications.

Amend Annex 4, paragraph 5.7.2.,  amend to read:
5.7.2.	The following checks shall be carried out: OBD checks (performed before or after the test), visual checks for lit malfunction indication from the OBD system indicator lamps, if installed, checks on air filter, all drive belts, all fluid levels, radiator and fuel filler cap, all vacuum and fuel system hoses and electrical wiring related to the after-treatment system for integrity; checks on ignition, fuel metering and pollution control device components for maladjustments and/or tampering.	Comment by VASS Sandor (JRC-ISPRA): EC: Here we can delete the proposed addition, because OBD checks will cover MIL lamps.

[bookmark: _Hlk192514398]Amend Annex 4, Appendix 1, paragraphs 1, to 3., amend to read:
"1.	[Check] Ffuel tank level (full / empty). Is there an indication of low fuel level fuel reserve light (if applicable), ON? If yes, refuel before test. "	Comment by Ouden, Niels den: Should we not address it as a light for the driver and a signal to the ADS? So;

Is the fuel reserve light ON or a signal for fuel reserve sent to the ADS? If yes, refuel before test. 
Annex 4, Appendix 1, paragraph 2., amend to read:
2.	Are there any warning lights, if installed, on the instrument panel activated indicating a vehicle or exhaust after-treatment system malfunctioning that cannot be resolved by normal maintenance? (Malfunction malfunction Indicationindication Light, Engine engine Service service Lightindication, etc?) If yes, the vehicle cannot be selected.	Comment by VASS Sandor (JRC-ISPRA): Here we can delete, but to make sure the same level of check is carried out on X and Y vehicles, we should add something. Instrument panel is redundant, warning lights are always on an “instrument panel”.
“Are there any warning lights activated or warning signals on the instrument panel indicating a vehicle or exhaust after-treatment system malfunctioning…”	Comment by VASS Sandor (JRC-ISPRA): Typo.
	
Annex 4, Appendix 1, paragraph 1 3., amend to read:
"3.	[Check reagent tank level (full / empty).] Is there an indication of low reagent level SCR light  onON after engine-on? If yes, the AdBlue reagent should be filled in, or the repair executed before the vehicle is used for testing."

Amend Annex 4, Appendix 5, paragraphs 18. and 19. to read:
 18.	In the case that there is no predominant mode, the Ddriver sSelectable mode(s) used during the TA tests (pure ICE) or for charge sustaining test (NOVC-HEV, OVC-HEV, NOVC-FCHV).
19.	In the case that there is no predominant mode, the Ddriver sSelectable mode(s) used during the TA tests for charge depleting test (OVC-HEV).

Amend Annex 5, paragraphs 2.3. and 2.4. amend to read:
2.3.	In the case of vehicles with manually-operated or semi-automatic-shift gearboxes, the test shall be carried out with the gear lever in the "neutral" position and with the clutch engaged.	Comment by BC: If the vehicle has no gear lever, how is neutral selected? If the vehicle has no accelerator pedal, how can the engine speed be raised?	Comment by Ouden, Niels den: ‘with the gear’ could be kept, only delete ‘lever’	Comment by VASS Sandor (JRC-ISPRA): EC: Alternatively, no change.
2.4. 	In the case of vehicles with automatic-shift gearboxes, the test shall be carried out with the gear selector in either the "neutral" or the "parking" position/”park”.	Comment by VASS Sandor (JRC-ISPRA): EC: Alternatively, no change.


2
3
