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General Comments of Germany:
Within the 7th Committee Draft, changes were made which were not discussed in this form at the last meeting of the TC.
Despite having serious concerns we will still vote yes, on the condition that the work for a further revision of OIML R 126 will be immediately started after the approval of the revised document. 
The two topics we are most concerned about are:
· The reducing of the software validation procedure down to a level which was meant to be applied for mass-produced instruments like water meters. Since the measurement results of breath alcohol analyzers may be relevant for prosecution of a person and have to be evidential in legal actions, we insist that they should be treated with an appropriate security level. As National Authorities we should bear in mind that our main task is consumer protection and the insurance of a reliable and trustworthy measurements. The proposed examination level A is intended by D 31 for everyday products, but for instruments which require higher protection level due to their scope of application, e.g. breath alcohol analyzers, the extended examination level B must be applied, if not generally then at least as an option, depending on existing national regulations. Otherwise we are convinced that R 126 will be of limited use both for manufacturers and Certification Bodies.
· The implementation of another partition ratio into the Annex C was never mentioned or discussed before. We feel that this Recommendation should try to explain the physical laws which apply for partition ratios rather than trying to illustrate the differences in legislation of various countries. To present two different partition ratios without any further explanations may lead to some misinterpretations. To avoid any ambiguity, we should clearly state the purpose and the field of application of the shown partition ratios.
Additionally, we are missing any information about uncertainties of the partition ratios, which have to be recognized necessarily when calculating the uncertainty budget for the test gases. As long as no uncertainty values for these partition ratios are to be found in the literature, this problem can be handled by defining a conventional value with a formal zero-uncertainty. But this convention has to be published in an official form, and we consider the R 126 just adequate for it.  
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