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1. GRB held its thirtieth session from22 (afternoon) to 24 (norning only)
February 1999 under the chairmanship of M. H Loffelholz (Germany). Experts
fromthe follow ng countries participated in the work: Czech Republic;
France; Germany; Hungary; Italy; Netherlands; Pol and; Russian Federation;

Sl ovaki a; Spai n; Sweden; Switzerland; United Kingdony United States of
Anmerica. Representatives of the European Conmi ssion (EC) participated.
Represent ati ves of Japan took part in the session under paragraph 11 of the
Conmi ssion's Ternms of Reference. Experts fromthe follow ng non-governnental
organi zations took part in the session: International Oganization for
Standardi zation (1SO); International Organization of Mtor Vehicle

Manuf acturers (O CA); International Mtorcycle Manufacturers Association

(I MVA); European Tyre and R m Technical O ganization (ETRTO).

2. The docunents without a synbol distributed during the session are |isted
in annex 1 to this report.

GE. 99-
TYRE- ROAD NO SE LI M TATI ON

(a) Requl ation No. 30 (Pneumatic tyres)

Docunent ati on: TRANS/ WP. 29/ GRB/ R 140/ Rev. 1; TRANS/ WP. 29/ GRB/ R. 144 and Add. 1;
TRANS/ WP. 29/ GRB/ 1998/ 3; TRANS/ WP. 29/ GRB/ 1998/ 8; i nformal documents Nos. 1, 5,
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6 and 9 of annex 1 to this report.
3. See para. 4 bel ow

(b) Requl ation No. 54 (Pneumatic tyres for conmmercial vehicles)

Docunentation: TRANS/ WP. 29/ GRB/ R 141/ Rev. 1; TRANS/ WP. 29/ GRB/ R 144 and Add. 1;
TRANS/ WP. 29/ GRB/ 1998/ 3; TRANS/ WP. 29/ GRB/ 1998/ 9; TRANS/ WP. 29/ GRB/ 1999/ 2;
i nformal documents Nos. 1, 3, 5, 7 and 9 of annex 1 to this report.

4, The expert from ETRTO recal |l ed the opinion of his organization that the
tyre/road noi se woul d best be addressed by a separate new Regul ati on instead
of anendi ng the existing Regulations Nos. 30 and 54 ( TRANS/ WP. 29/ GRB/ 1998/ 3) .
In particular, he said that without a separate Regulation it would be
difficult to clearly show whether a prescription referred to safety or noise
matters and to distinguish definitions relating to noise fromthose relating
to safety. On the contrary, with a separate Regulation it would be possible
to clearly define a type, size and range of tyres with respect to noise and to
clarify the adm nistrative procedures concerning granting of type approval.

5. The clear majority of del egations agreed to have a separate Regul ation
based on the proposal made by ETRTO ( TRANS/ WP. 29/ GRB/ R. 144 and Add.1l). The
experts from Germany, Sweden and the United Kingdom said that they woul d have
preferred to amend Regul ati ons Nos. 30 and 54, but accepted to follow the
majority. The expert from O CA expressed the preference of his organization
for having sinplified adnministrative procedures and achi evi ng harnoni zed
prescriptions between the EC and the ECE. GRB finally endorsed the majority
decision to have a draft separate Regul ati on based on the ETRTO proposal

6. The expert fromthe ETRTO i ntroduced his informal docunment No. 1, which
consol i dated the prescriptions of docunents TRANS/ WP. 29/ GRB/ R. 144 and Add. 1.
He expl ai ned that additional amendnents had been added in order to nake the
test nethod for tyre/road sound |l evels (Annex 9 - Appendix 1 of docunent
TRANS/ WP, 29/ GRB/ R. 141/ Rev. 1), applicable to tyres approved according to
Regul ati ons Nos. 30 and 54. He also said that the contents of his proposa
had been aligned to those of the corresponding draft EC Directi ve.

7. In this respect, the expert fromthe European Conmunity infornmed GRB
that the European Parlianment had conpleted its first reading of the “Proposa
for a European Parlianent and Council Directive anending Council Directive

92/ 23/EEC relating to tyres for nmotor vehicles and their trailers and to their
fittings”, which contained in Annex 5 prescriptions concerning Tyre/ Road noi se
em ssi ons, and that progress was expected to be made in the forthconing

di scussions in the EU Council.

8. Addi tional infornmation was given by the Chairnman, who said that the
German presidency of the EU (first senmester of 1999) intended to reach an
agreenment on the technical prescriptions (e.g., test method and test surface)
and on noise limts as the second step. He also expressed his view that GRB
was the appropriate forumto achieve w der technical harnonization and that he
wi shed to transmt the results of the work nmade in GRB to the EU Council.

9. In the discussion which foll owed, GRB considered in detail and agreed,
with sonme anmendnents, the text of technical annexes concerning the test nethod
and the test site (see annex 3 to this report). However, for certain
prescriptions (e.g. tenperature corrections and test report) no final decision
was taken. GRB noted the intention of the Chairnman to transnit the results
achi eved concerning the test nmethod and the test site to the EU Council

10. The expert from France recalled that, in the future, new types of
conmer ci al vehicle tyres having a much w der cross-section would be put on the



TRANS/ WP. 29/ GRB/ 28
page 3

market in order to replace those intended for dual nounting (twinning). He
presented a proposal to nodify the test nmethod for neasuring the tyre/road
noi se level in order to allow a different formof nounting these tyres on a
test vehicle (TRANS/ WP. 29/ GRB/ 1999/2). He said that such anmendnent woul d
avoid the risk of exceeding the pernissible maxi mum mass on the front axle as
well as difficulties of nounting very wide tyres on the front axle, resulting
in alarge increase in the turning radius and a poor manoeuvrability of the
vehi cl e.

11. Referring to the proposal nmade by the expert from France for w de
section tyres (see para. 10.), the expert from Japan suggested to delete the
reference to the load capacity index (LI) and to consider a deduction
estimated to 3 dB(A), fromthe neasured noise level in order to elininate the
i nfluence of tyres nounted on the front axle (informal docunent No. 3). He
said that research on this natter was under way and that the relevant results
woul d be presented to GRB as soon as available. In the absence of sufficient
experi ence on wide section tyres, GRB agreed not to include the proposed
specifications in the first stage of the draft Regulation and to defer

consi deration of this subject to the next sessions. The secretariat was
requested to produce an official docunent, based on the Japanese proposal

12. The expert fromthe Netherlands introduced informal document No. 9,
relating to tyre/road noise linmits, which had been proposed in the draft

EC Directive. He said that only a snall percentage of the tyres currently
avai | abl e on the nmarket would not conply with the proposed limt val ues.

Wth particular regard to the proposal to take account of instrunent

i naccuraci es by reducing by 1 dB(A) the neasurenent result and rounding it to
the I owest integer, he said that such neasure would only nean a “de facto”
raising of linmt values. Therefore, he suggested that tightening of the
systemof limt values and eval uati on procedure woul d be needed, and suggested
that GRB should not foll ow what had been proposed in the EC

13. The expert fromthe United States of America supported the suggestion
made by the expert fromthe Netherlands and proposed not to allow the roundi ng
of neasurenent results. The expert from ETRTO poi nted out that Regul ation

No. 51 allowed both reduction and roundi ng of noi se neasurenent, and said that
al so tyre/road noi se neasurenment should utilize the sane procedure.

14. The Chairnman rem nded GRB that noise linmits represent a politica
guestion that would be discussed and agreed in the European Parlianent.
Therefore, he suggested not to take any decision regardi ng prescriptions on
noise limts and test results corrections and to await the decision of the EU

15. Wth regard to the test surface characteristics, the expert froml SO
gave a presentation concerning an investigation nade on 14 different sites.

He said that different values of the absorption coefficient had been found and
that the surface nmaintenance was inportant to keep inalterated its sound

per f or mances.

16. The expert fromthe Netherlands requested 1SOto revise the
specifications of the test surface |1SG 10844:1994 in order to reduce the
spread anong the test tracks, and to study the possibility to define a new
surface with an i nproved representativiness.

17. GRB had also a first reading of the ETRTO proposal (informal docunent
No. 1) concerning the scope, the definitions, the specifications and the
admi strative provisions of the new draft Regulation on tyre/road noise.
In this respect, sone anmendnents concerning type definition and approval
principles were suggested by the expert fromthe United Kingdom (i nfornma
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docunent No. 5). The anendnents agreed are incorporated in annex 3 to this
report.

18. I nformal docunents Nos. 6 and 7, prepared by the expert from Germany
were wi thdrawn from di scussi on since they had been drafted with reference to
Regul ati ons Nos. 30 and 54, in case GRB woul d have deci ded to anend t hem

i nstead of having a separate Regul ation

19. GRB agreed to resune the subject of tyre/road noise at its next session
and requested the secretariat to prepare a consolidated worki ng docurnent

i ncorporating the texts of Annexes 3 and 4 of informal docunent No. 1, as
anended during the session.

AMENDMVENTS TO REGULATI ON No. 51 (Noise of Mand N categories of vehicles)

Docunentation: Informal docunents Nos. 4, 11 and 13 of annex 1 to this report.

20. I nformal docunent No. 11 concerning the devel opnment of an urban driving
cycle to be used for noise neasurenent was presented by the expert from]l SO
He recalled that, within the franmework of SCLl/TC 41, a Wrking Goup (W5 42)
had been established in order to revise the | SO 362 test procedure. He
reported that |1 SO would | ook to both European and Japanese information, that
work was in progress, and that the target was to have a testing cycle
representative of actual driving and of all vehicles, independent of the
vehicl e design. He foresaw that a draft proposal should be ready for the

peri od 2001-2003.

21. During the presentation, the expert from| SO pointed out that the
current testing procedure, based on the | SO 362 standard, reproduced nore
aggressive driving conditions than those observed in reality, and that actua
urban driving had a range of accelerations which varied with traffic flow and
driver’s behaviour. He also said that very sinilar acceleration rates had
been found worldwi de. In concluding his presentation, he invited all the

del egations to provide possible corments to WG 42.

22. The expert fromltaly reviewed the progress nmade during the |ast

10 years in noise limtation. He noted that, while type approval lints had

been reduced by 8 dB(A), the traffic flow noise [evel had achi eved an average
reduction by 1 dB(A) only. Therefore, he suggested that an urban driving test
shoul d better reproduce the real driving conditions.

23. The expert fromthe United States of Anerica said that the new testing
cycle should better assess the inpact of noise traffic flow on communities and
that GRB should | ook at inproving the quality of |ife of people. He added
that the results of surveys nmade on ani mals, human beings and even plants had
showed the negative effects on health caused by the increasing | evel of noise
expressed in ternms of Leq(24) (Noise equivalent |evel averaged on 24 hours).
He al so pointed out that, although strict noise linmts were established by
Regul ati on No. 51, the reduction of average noise |evel produced by traffic
flow was not satisfactory. He concluded by saying that any new testing
procedure should also take into account “aggressive driving” and be based on
the “worst case” conditions.

24. The expert from Sweden recomrended not to abandon the “worst test
criteria” and to develop a test cycle which should as cl ose as possible be
parallel to the real driving conditions and be safe agai nst cycle by-passing
and beati ng.
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25. The expert fromthe Netherlands said that the contribution by

tyre/road noi se was increased during the coast-by test. The expert fromthe
United Kingdomrecall ed good results achi eved by noi se Regul ati ons in reduci ng
noi se inpacts in certain areas. He hoped that a new test procedure could al so
correctly evaluate the disturbance on comunities.

26. The expert from O CA rem nded GRB that the testing procedure based on
the 1SO 362 standard had been working very well for many years and had
contributed to reducing the noise em ssion of passenger cars as well as of
conmerci al vehicles. He added that, with the present procedure, it would be
difficult to achieve further linmt reductions and that new noise lints should
be agreed only after establishing the new testing procedure. He finally
announced that the European Vehicle Manufacturer Association (ACEA) was al so
studying a new testing procedure, and that first results would be presented at
the next neeting of |SO WG 42 schedul ed for Septenber 1999.

27. The expert from Japan recalled the study of pass-by noise testing

nmet hods i ncorporating urban driving conditions, which had been introduced at
t he previous GRB sessions, and presented updated results (informal docunent
No. 4). He said that studies had been focused on the actual driving of
continuous variable transm ssion (CVT) vehicles and on neasurenment enpl oying
the 1SO 362, TUWV and Japanese urban node procedures, and that the foll ow ng
results had been obtai ned:

(i) t he Japanese urban node test procedure is also applicable to
CVT vehi cl es;
(i) | SO 362 procedures deviate considerably fromthe actual urban driving

since the rel evant engi ne speed and sound pressure | evel exceed those
recorded in the Japanese traffic and reproduced in the urban node
procedur e;

(iii) compared to | SO 362, the TUV procedure does not satisfactorily represent
t he actual urban driving conditions;

(iv) noi se neasurements carried out according to an inproved TUV procedure
proposed by Japan and based on | ess aggressive accel eration rates, gave
engi ne speeds and sound pressure |levels close to the Japanese urban node
procedur e.

GRB thanked the expert fromJapan for his presentation. |t was agreed that
the results of noise testing procedure were affected by the vehicle

accel eration rate and, consequently, by the different exit speed, which could
vary in a range of about 50 per cent.

28. The expert from Gernmany presented additional results of an ongoi ng

i nvestigation on inproving the nethod of noi se neasurenent for notor vehicles
(informal docunment No. 13). He said that a conparison between nodes of
operation in the present neasuring nethod and in the reality had been nade,
with the aimto devel op two separate testing procedures for passenger cars,
and comercial vehicles. He said that the study had shown the influence of
the power-to-weight ratio on the acceleration values and on the final speed
and that the speed range was representative of the real conditions, at |east
for the entry speed, while for final speed a good correlation had been
achieved only for vehicles tested in third gear. Wth regard to the
acceleration rates, he said that in sone cases the values attained had
exceeded those recorded in the real operation with an aggressive driving
style. He added that the standardized final engine speed was well bel ow the
peak values for real traffic. He concluded his presentation by show ng the
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di f ference between noise |l evel neasured in realistic driving conditions and
during the testing procedure.

29. GRB agreed to continue the consideration of this matter at its next
sessi on and requested the expert from Germany to present the final version of
his report.

AMENDMVENTS TO REGULATI ON No. 59 (Repl acenent sil encing systens)

Docunent ati on: TRANS/ WP. 29/ GRB/ 1998/ 10.

30. The expert from Pol and recalled his proposal for incorporating into
paragraph 1 of the Regulation a reference to Regul ation No. 103

( TRANS/ WP. 29/ 1998/ 10). He said that the above proposal would ensure that, if
t he repl acenent silencing systens conprised also a catalytic converter, the
latter would be approved according to Regul ati on No. 103.
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31. In order to better clarify his proposal, the expert from Pol and
suggested the foll owi ng wordi ng of footnote 1/ to paragraph 1 of the
Regul ati on:

“1/ I f such replacenment silencing system conprises catalytic
converter(s), the latter shall be type-approved according to Regul ation
No. 103 only.”

32. Since an agreenent of the experts concerning the above proposal had not

been reached, GRB agreed to continue the consideration of this matter at the
next session.

AMENDMVENTS TO REGULATI ON No. 63 (Noi se of nopeds)

Docunent ati on: TRANS/ WP. 29/ GRB/ 1998/ 11.

33. The secretariat inforned the participants that a section of the proposal
from Bel arus ( TRANS/ WP. 29/ 1998/ 11) had been adopted by GRB

( TRANS/ WP. 29/ GRB/ 27, paras. 30 and 31 ) while it had been requested to ask the
experts fromBelarus to provide GRB with nore detail ed expl anati ons concerni ng
the remaining part of the proposal. In this respect, the secretariat infornmed
GRB that no further information had been provided by Belarus so far

34. GRB agreed to defer the final decision on this subject to its next
session, and reiterated its request to the secretariat to ask again the
experts fromBelarus to provide GRB with nore detail ed explanations of the
sections of the proposal which were not clear

AMENDMVENTS TO REGULATION NO 41 (Noise of notor cycles)

Docunent ati on: TRANS/ WP. 29/ GRB/ 1998/ 14; infornal docunent No. 10 of annex 1
to this report.

35. The expert from|MVA gave a detail ed presentati on of docunent

TRANS/ WP. 29/ GRB/ 1998/ 14 proposing to align Regulation No. 41 with
corresponding EC Directive 97/24/EC. He pointed out the conments received
fromthe expert fromthe United Ki ngdom suggesti ng sone anendnents to the
origi nal proposal

36. He al so proposed a revised text of transitional provisions (see infornma
docunent No. 10) taking account of the date of entry into force of the
proposed anendnent to Regul ation No. 41, foreseen after the originally
proposed date of 17 June 1999, corresponding to EC Directive 97/ 24/ EC.

37. Wth regard to transitional provisions, the expert fromI|MVA noted that
the rel evant prescriptions contained in the |last anendnents to Regul ation

No. 9 (TRANS/ WpP. 29/611) and to Regul ation No. 63 (TRANS/ WP. 29/ 629) al so needed
to be corrected since, in both cases, the date of 17 June 1999 shoul d read

17 June 2003.

38. GRB adopted the proposal by I MVA with sone anmendnents (see annex 2 of
this report), mainly concerning the transitional provisions. It requested the
secretariat to transmt the adopted proposal to the Wirking Party and to the
Admi ni strative Cormttee AC.1 for consideration at its twelfth session (June
1999). The secretariat was al so requested to subnit a proposal for a
corrigendumto Regul ations Nos. 9 and 63, in order to correct the transitiona
provi sions (see para. 37 above).
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EXCHANGE OF | NFORMATI ON ON NATI ONAL AND | NTERNATI ONAL
REQUI REMENTS ON NO SE LEVELS

Docunentation: Informal docunent No. 8 of annex 1 to this report.

39. The expert fromthe Russian Federation informed GRB about noise
standards applied in his country (informal document No. 8). He said that a
procedure for measuring internal noise had been set up (GOST 27435 “Interna

Noi se of Vehicles”) on the basis of the prescriptions of |SO Standard No. 5128
and Annex 8 of the Consolidated Resolution on the Construction of Vehicles
(RE3.), and that noise linmts had been established for each vehicle
category. He also nmentioned standard GOST 50574, concerning the noise enmtted
by special sound al arm devices, and a draft standard on acoustic inspection
during the vehicle operation, based on noise | evel neasurenent nethod at 0.5 m
di stance fromthe exhaust pipe outlet.

40. The expert fromthe United States of America considered the interna
noise limt values presented by the expert fromthe Russian Federation
excessi vely high and wished for their reduction

OTHER BUSI NESS

(a) Traffic noise nodelling

Docunentation: Informal docunment No. 12 of annex 1 to this report.

41. The expert fromISO informed GRB that the Federal H ghway Adm nistration
(FHWA) was devel oping a Traffic Noise Model (FHWA TNM. He said that TNM in
conparison to the previous versions, would have increased capabilities and
scientifically-founded acoustic al gorithns which would allow to node

constant- and interrupted-flow traffic, attenuation over/through building rows
and vegetation, multiple diffractions, parallel barrier analysis, and contour
analysis. He also gave information on the accuracy of the above nodel and on
distribution, training and phase-in of TNM

(b) Noi se generated by airbag depl oynent

Docunentation: Informal docunent No. 2 of annex 1 to this report.

42. The expert from Switzerland i nforned GRB about the results of sone

i nvestigations concerni ng hearing danage caused by airbag depl oynment (inforna

docunent No. 2). He said that neasures needed to be taken to reduce the risk

of such damage and to devel op new airbag systens that would be less harnful to
peopl e’ s heari ng.

43. The expert from|SO said that the above matter was being studied in

a proper group (1SO TC 22 SC10/W=3), and that nore information would be
avai |l abl e as soon as a technical report was issued. He added that, anong the
different areas of investigation, the experts should consider the additiona
noi se pressure caused by the depl oynment of nore airbags at the sane tine.

44, The Chairman committed hinself to informAC.2 and WP.29 on this matter

in order to know whether GRB or GRSP shoul d becone responsible for this
subj ect .

AGENDA FOR THE NEXT SESSI ON
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45, The foll owi ng agenda was agreed for the thirty-first session, schedul ed
to be held in Geneva on 16 (9.30 h) and 17 (17.30 h) Septenber 1999 1/:
1. Tyre-road noi se
2. Amendnents to Regul ation No. 51 (Noise of Mand N categories
of vehi cl es)
3. Amendnent to Regul ation No. 59 (Replacenent silencing systens)
4, Amendnents to Regul ation No. 63 (Noi se of noppeds)
5. Exchange of information on national and international requirenments on

noi se |l evels 2/
6. O her busi ness

6.1. Traffic noise nodelling

1/ As part of the secretariat's efforts to reduce expenditure, all the
of ficial docunments distributed prior to the session by mail will not be
avail able in the conference roomfor distribution to session
participants. Delegates are kindly requested to bring their copies of
docunments to the neeting.

2/ Del egations are invited to submit brief statements on the | atest status
in national requirenents (if applicable) and, if necessary, to
suppl enent this information orally.
Annex 1

LI ST OF | NFORVAL DOCUMENTS DI STRI BUTED W THOUT A SYMBOL DURI NG THE SESSI ON

No. Transnitted Agenda Language Title
by item
1. ETRTO 1.1. E Proposal for a Draft Regul ation: Uniform
1.2. Provi si ons Concerning the Approval of

Tyres Wth Regard to Rolling Sound
Em ssi ons

2. Swi tzerl and 2. E Heari ng Danage Caused by Airbags

3. Japan 1.2. E Proposal for Additional Draft Anendnent

to Regulation No. 54 in Relation to
Provisions Limting the Noise Cenerated
by Rolling Tyres - (Docunent

TRANS/ WP. 29/ GRB/ 1999/ 2)

4, Japan 2. E Study on Pass-by Noi se Testing Met hods
I ncorporating U ban Driving Conditions
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5. United 1.1. UK Proposals for an Alternative Approach
Ki ngdom 1.2 to “Type” and Approval Principles
6. Ger many 1.1. Proposal for Draft Amendnments to
Regul ati on No. 30 (Addendum 1 to docunent
TRANS/ WP. 29/ GRB/ R. 140/ Rev. 1)
7. Ger many 1.2. Proposal for Draft Amendnments to
Regul ati on No. 54 (Addendum 1 to Docunent
TRANS/ WP. 29/ GRB/ R. 141/ Rev. 1)
8. Russi an 6. I nformati on on the Standards on Noise
Federati on Applied in the Russian Federation
9. Net her | ands 1.1. Advi ce Concerning the Dutch Position with
1.2. Respect to the “Dani sh Corments on the
Anmendnent of Directive 92/ 23/ EEC
10. | MVA 5. E Proposal for Draft 03 Series of
Amendnents to Regul ation No. 41
11. | SO 2. E Urban Driving Cycle
12. | SO 7.1. E Federal H ghway Adninistration Traffic
Noi se Model Update
13. Cer many 2. E Proposal for a Concept for an |nproved
Noi se Measurement Met hod for Powered
Vehi cl es
Annex 2

AVENDVENTS TO THE PROPOCSAL FOR DRAFT 03 SERIES OF AMENDMENTS
TO REGULATI ON No. 41, ADCPTED BY GRB
(Document TRANS/ WpP. 29/ GRB/ 1998/ 14)

Par agraph 2.4., anend to read:

“2.4. "exhaust or silencing systens of different types” neans systens.....

The wording “Insert new paragraphs 4.1.4 and 4.1.5, to read” should be
repl aced by:

“Paragraphs 4.1.4. and 4.1.5., anend to read”

Par agraph 5.4.1., anend to read:

“2/ 1 for Germany, ...... , 27 for Slovakia, 28 for Belarus, 29 for Estonia
30 (vacant), 31 for Bosnia and Herzegovi na, 32-36 (vacant), 37 for Turkey,
38-39 (vacant) 40 for The former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia, 41 (vacant),
42 for the European Conmunity (Approvals are granted by its Menber States
using their respective ECE synbol) and 43 for Japan. Subsequent nunbers shal
be assigned to other countries in the chronological order in which they ratify
t he Agreenent Concerning the Adoption for Uniform Technical Prescriptions for
Wheel ed Vehicl es, Equi pment and Parts which can be fitted and/or be Used on



TRANS/ WP. 29/ GRB/ 28
page 11
Annex 2

Weel ed Vehicles and the Conditions for Reciprocal Recognition of Approval
Ganted on the Basis of these Prescriptions, and the nunbers thus assigned
shal | be communi cated by the Secretary-Ceneral of the United Nations to the
Contracting Parties to the Agreenent.

Par agraph 12., anend to read

“12. TRANSI TI ONAL PROVI SI ONS

12. 1. As fromthe official date of entry into force of the 03 series of
amendnents, no Contracting Parties applying this Regulation shal
refuse to grant ECE approval under this Regul ation as anended by the
03 series of anendnents

12. 2. As fromthe date of entry into force of the 03 series of anendnents,
Contracting Parties applying this Regulation shall grant ECE
approvals only if the notorcycle-type to be approved neets the
requi renents of this Regulation as anended by the 03 series of
anendnent s.

12. 3. Contracting Parties applying this Regulation shall not refuse to
grant extensions of approval in accordance with the preceding series
of amendments to this Regul ation.
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12. 4. Contracting Parties applying this Regulation shall continue to grant
approval s to those types of notorcycles which conformto the
requi renents of this Regul ation as anended by the preceding series of
anmendnents until the entry into force of the 03 series of anendnents.

12. 5. ECE approval s granted under this Regul ation before the entry into
force of the 03 series of amendnments and all extensions of such
approval s, including those granted subsequently under a preceding
series of anendnments to this Regulation, shall renmain valid
indefinitely. Wen the notorcycle type approved under the preceding
series of amendnments neets the requirenments of this Regul ation as
amended by the 03 series of amendnents, the Contracting Party which
granted the approval shall so notify the other Contracting Parties
appl ying this Regul ati on.

12. 6. No Contracting Party applying this Regulation shall refuse nationa
type approval of a notorcycle type approved under the 03 series of
amendnents to this Regulation or neeting the requirenments thereof.

12. 7. As from 17 June 2003 Contracting Parties applying this Regulation nay
refuse first national registration (first entry into service) of a
not orcycl e whi ch does not neet the requirenments of the 03 series of
amendnents to this Regul ation.”

Annex 3 - Appendi X,

In figure 2 relating to neasurenents to be taken for each exhaust outlets, the
rel evant di stance should read “> 0.3 ni instead of “< 0.3"

Annex 4,

Par agraph 4.2., anend to read:

e | SO 10534: 1994 “Acoustics ..... ”
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Annex 3
PROPCSAL FOR A NEW DRAFT REGULATI ON: UNI FORM PROVI SI ONS CONCERNI NG THE
APPROVAL OF TYRES W TH REGARD TO ROLLI NG SOUND EM SSI ONS,
AGREED BY GRB
(Arendnents to the text of informal docunment No. 1 which had consolidated

document s TRANS/ WP. 29/ GRB/ R 144 and Add. 1)

Paragraph 1.1.1. , nark in square brackets, for later reconsideration

Paragraph 1.1.6., anend to read:

“1.1.6. Tyres with additional devices to inprove traction
properties (e.g. studded tyres).”

Par agraph 2., anend to read:

‘2. Definitions ”

Paragraph 2.1. , anend to read:

.......... - the category of use
- [the tyre/road noise enission characteristics]”

Add a new paragraph 2.6., to read:

“2.6. For the purpose of this Regulation, in addition to the definitions
contai ned in ECE Regul ations Nos. 30 and 54, the foll ow ng
definitions apply, with the exception of the definitions nmentioned
above.”

Annex 3. , insert the text of Annex 9 - Appendi x 1 of docunent
TRANS/ WP. 29/ GRB/ R. 141/ Rev. 1 and anmend to read:

Paragraph 0., add at the end the follow ng text:

...... during accel erati on under power or deceleration during braking.”
and delete the “Note by the secretariat”.

Paragraph 1.1.1. , anend to read:

R according to | EC 60942:1988...... i

Paragraph 1.1.2. , anend to read:

“

.. the instrunentation systemwith the requirenments of |IEC
60651: 1979/ Al: 1993, second edition ..... ”

Paragraph 1.3.2., anend to read:

“

where the tenperature neasured is representative of the
tenperature...”

Paragraph 1.3.2. (French only), correct to read:




TRANS/ WP. 29/ GRB/ 28
page 14
Annex 3

“

d un dianetre > 0.1 m”

Paragraph 2.1., anend to read:

....... and clean for all measurenents. The test surface shall not be
artificially cooled during or prior the testing.
The test track nust be such ...... "

Par agraph 2.2., renove the square brackets to read:

“... or above 50 °C.’

Par agraph 2.4.3., anend to read:

“

....... tyres shall for CGass Cl be less than 3.50 mand for Cass C2
and Class C3 tyres ...~

Par agraph 2.4.4.,anend to read

(éj.éﬁépension shall be in such a condition that it does not result....”

(a) ...... Any renovals or nodifications...... i

Par agraph 2.5.2., anend to read:

For all tyres the reference load Q corresponds to the naxi num nass
associated with the | oad capacity i ndex marked on the tyre. In the case
where the |l oad capacity index is constituted by two nunbers divided by
slash (/), reference shall be nade to the first nunber.”

Paragraph 2.5.3., add at the end:

“For Class Cl the reference pressure is Pr = 250 kPa for standard tyres
and 290 kPa for “reinforced” tyres.
The mi nimumtest pressure shall be Pt = 150 kPa.”

Paragraph 2.5.4., correct the words “ conmpound nodul es” to read
“conpound nodul es”.




Par agraph 3.3., anend to read:

(i)....... for ass Cl and dass C2 tyres;

Par agraph 4.1., anend to read:

(i) ... for Cass Cl and O ass C2 tyres;

Par agraph 4.2., anend to read:

....... according to:

wher e:
E is the nean........
n is the neasurenent.......
? is the nean........

Par agraph 4.3., anend to read:

“4.3. Tenperature correction

The final result shall.......
20 °C,
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For Class Cl tyres, the coefficient Kis -0.03 dB(A)/ °C when

h > h and -0.06 dB(A)/ °C when h < h,
For Class C2 tyres, the coefficient Ki

If the neasured test surface ..........

Par agraph 5., shoul d be del et ed.

S -0.02 dB(A)/ °C
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Add a new Appendi x to Annex 3, to read:

“Annex 3 - Appendi x

Test report
The test report shall include the follow ng information:

(a) neteorological conditions inclusive air and test surface
t enper at ure,

(b) date and nethod of check of conpliance of the test surface with
| SO 10844 1994,

(c) test rimwdth,

(d) tyre data: manufacturer, brand nanme, trade nanme, size, |oad
i ndex, reference pressure,

(e) test vehicle description and wheel base,

(f) tyre test load Q in N and in per cent of the reference load Q
for each test tyre,
average test load Q ., in N and in per cent of the reference
load Q,

(g) cold inflation pressure in kPa for each test tyre,

(h) test speeds when the vehicle passed |ine PP

(i) maxi mum A-wei ghted sound | evels for each coast-by and each
nm cr ophone,

(j) the test result Lg A-weighted sound | evel in decibel at
ref erence speed, corrected for tenperature (if applicable),
expressed to one decimal place.

(k) regression line slope.”

Annex 4 , insert the text of Annex 9 - Appendix 2 of docunent

TRANS/ WP. 29/ GRB/ R. 141/ Rev. 1 and anend paragraph 1, footnote 1/, to read:

“ 1/ 1SO 10844:1994. If a different test surface is defined, in the future,
the reference standard will be anmended accordingly.”



