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French Comments 

We are very reluctant with the chapter 6.2.11 

As far as we are informed about the case mentioned, the fact described have been  identified only in Germany and it has not been demonstrated (nor investigated)  that the instruments that were found with problems in the field

· were all originally in conformity with the R 76  

· were originally in conformity with the type tested

· had not been repaired and modified in service

In the discussion which took place in EU we have also heard that the test made in situ were made with illegal kind of cell phones. Furthermore some of the tests mentioned were obviously an attempt of cheating like one can find in many circumstances without the possibility to prevent it totally. 

Furthermore mentioning a level of 100 V/m was considered an exaggeration in the European discussion about this issue. 

Reproducing EMC test in situ seems very difficult and it is probably too early to mention it. 

Our conclusion is that mentioning all this issue in such a document seems not appropriate or at least the wording of the paragraph should reflect the opinion of the other member states involved in the discussion. 

It should be clearly mentioned that the cause of the failure could also be due to the fact that these instrument were not originally tested according to R 76, or were not in conformity to type tested and approved or had been modified in service.  

