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Present:

Contracting Parties. - European Commission (chairing), France, Germany, Italy,
Japan, Norway, Russian Federation, UK

NGO's: - ETRTO, OICA, ISO

A summary of the main points discussed is given below in Agenda item order (see
document STD-02-01). All documents referred to are available on the following
website:

http://www.unece.org/trans/mai n/wp29/wp29waqs/wp29arrf/grrf-std2.html

Report of the 1st meeting

Copies of the draft report of the 1st meeting were distributed. This document has now
been placed on the UNECE website as STD-01-06.

Review of tyre definitions

The revised tyre definitions were discussed in the context of the updated proposal
from ETRTO on Regulation No. 117 (seeitem 4).

Discussionson Test methods.
a) Snow tyres

Proposals for a snow test to discriminate between standard tyres and tyres that could
qualify for additional allowances for rolling resistance and noise are set out in
Annex 7 to document STD 02-02. This Annex calls up two alternative ASTM test
procedures (the snow braking method and the spin traction method). Germany asked
if standardisation to one method was possible. ETRTO said that both methods were
equivalent (though might require different threshold values) and there was no
justification for standardisation towards a single method. This might anyway prove
difficult as different methods were currently favoured in different regions.

ETRTO presented a document summarising the snow performance of arange of tyres
produced by one manufacturer (STD 02-05), to illustrate that the proposed threshold
was set at alevel that would adequately discriminate between normal tyres and snow
tyres. UK suggested that the performance threshold value for snow tyres (currently
7% higher than the 14 inch reference tyre and 15% higher than thel6 inch reference
tyre for the snow braking test) should be set higher to encourage greater improvement.
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Norway said that it would examine available tyre data before the next meeting to see
iIf thisindicated that a higher threshold value would be redlistic.

b) Rolling resistance

ETRTO gave a further presentation on the issues of comparability between different
test methods and different laboratories. It showed data which seemed to indicate that
tyres measured on the same machine but using different test methods produced
equivalent results. However, the differences between different test labs (or machines)
were more significant. ETRTO still supported the concept of areference laboratory to
be used as the basis for calibration of other test laboratories, although this had largely
been rejected by Contracting Parties at the previous meeting.

France (UTAC) gave a presentation (STD 02-04) on the concept of a 'virtua'
reference laboratory which would create a calibration standard based on the average
results obtained by testing reference tyres across a range of laboratories and machines.
For this to work in practice, an effective scheme for comparing the measurements
within and between laboratories would need to be put in place. France explained that
SO standard 17025, the standard that is already required for test laboratories under
the EU Framework Directive and in the UNECE guidelines includes provisions for
proficiency testing programmes. A further standard, 1SO DIS 17043, expected to be
published by the end of 2009, will set out the general requirements for proficiency
testing schemes.

There was general support for examining this idea more closely, and France was
asked to come up with more detailed proposals (possibly following discussions with
ETRTO) by the next meeting.

Review of Regulation No. 117 document

The proposed document (STD 02-02) had been revised by ETRTO following the
previous meeting, and delegates were asked for comments on the new version. The
main comments were as follows:

2.1(g) 'Type Definition': This concerned the question of whether a change of tread
pattern should represent a change in tyre type with respect to rolling resistance.
ETRTO claimed that tread pattern had very little, if any, effect on rolling resistance.
So a change in tread pattern should not result in a change in tyre type with respect to
this parameter. However, the consensus among Contracting Parties was that a change
in tread pattern should always trigger a change in type and the text in square brackets
was deleted.

2.10 'Traction Tyre': The definition proposed by ETRTO was still design-based
rather than performance-based and the Commission recalled that at the last meeting
some discussion had been taken place about using manufacturers' internal standards to
define traction performance. ETRTO said that they normally used customer standards.
The OICA representative said that the customer (OEM) standards would differ from
one manufacturer to another. The issue was unresolved. ETRTO was asked to come
up with new information in the next meeting.

With regard to marking there was some discussion on whether it was necessary to put
'M+S, TRACTION' or 'M+S TRACTION' on the tyre. It was agreed that
"TRACTION' was more informative than M+S and it seemed pointless to require both
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markings, but the requirement to put 'M+S' on the tyre appeared to be set within EU
type-approval by the General Safety Regulation. The Commission said it would check
if it was legally acceptable to delete the 'M+S requirement in this case.

2.12 'Special Use Tyre': The UK considered that the 'or' in square brackets (two
places) should be replaced by 'and' to avoid e.g. tyres with high void-to-fill ratios but
low tread depth from being defined as 'special use'. ETRTO responded that this might
cause a problem in the case of some genuine 'special use' tyres. They were asked to
present examples for the next meeting to illustrate how the use of ‘and' might create a
problem.

2.13 'Professional Off-Road Tyres: The speed limit for such tyres in categories C1
and C2 (category Q = 160km/hr) is still in sguare brackets for the time being. The
Commission considered that it should be lower. ETRTO was asked to come up with
new information in the next meeting.

Next meeting: Provisionally arranged for 16/17 November in Geneva, with aview to
finalise a document for agreement at GRB/GRRF in February 2010 and WP.29 in
June 2010.
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