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l. ATTENDANCE

1. The Working Party on Road Traffic Safety (WP.1)chis$ fifty-eighth session in Geneva
from 22 to 25 September 2009 and was chaired by Misana lorio (Italy). Representatives of
the following member States participated: Albaiiastria, Belgium, Czech Republic, Denmark,
Estonia, Finland, France, Germany, Hungary, Isrialy, Latvia, Luxembourg, Republic of
Moldova, Netherlands, Norway, Romania, Russian e, Slovakia, Slovenia, Spain,
Switzerland, Turkey and United States of America.

2. The European Union, the World Health Organizatiod the following non-governmental
organizations (NGOs) were also represented: Euro®delists’ Federation (ECF), European
Federation of Road Traffic Victims (FEVRjédération Internationale de Motorcyclis(éM),
International Automobile Federation (FIA Foundajiomstitute of Road Traffic Education
(India), International Association for Driver Edtica (IVV), International Association for
Natural Gas Vehicles (IANGV), International Motooty Manufacturers Association (IMMA),
International Road Federation (IRF), InternatioRalad Transport Union (IRU) International
Touring Alliance (AIT&FIA) and Laser Europe.

[I. INTRODUCTION
3. The chairwoman opened the fifty-eighth session &.1W

4. The Director of the Transport Division, Ms. E. Mam welcomed the participants and
identified a number of priorities for the secreaaand WP.1, which would include:

(@) a new revision of the Conventions on Road Traffid an Road Signs and Signals,
1968, to bring them in line with technological pregs and innovations such as the
Variable Message Signs;

(b) the commitment of the secretariat to work towarsoanplishing the strategic goal, as
expressed by the Secretary-General in his repart®ad safety, to achieve universal
coverage of road safety-related legal instrumentsta ensure that they are not only
signed, but also properly implemented;

(c) the request by the Inland Transport Committee (IT€)its subsidiary bodies,
including WP.1, to review and further improve meukans for monitoring the
implementation of their respective legal instrunse(onventions on Road Traffic
and on Road Signs and Signals, 1968). Taking intcoant that previous
questionnaires have been replied to only by fewntrees, WP.1 may wish to define a
simpler/more efficient mechanism;

(d) reference to WP.1 as the “UNECE Road Safety Forton'isibility and improved
communication purposes;

(e) in March 2010, it will be sixty years that UNECEshaeen active in the field of road
safety and, in September 2010, WP.1 will hold itdieth session. Hence, the
Director proposed to celebrate this milestone, dy.organizing one-day joint
sessions with the World Forum for HarmonizatiorVehicle Regulations (WP.29) or
with the Working Party on Road Transport (SC.1) ida#d to solving issues of
common interest;
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() the Director invited WP.1 members to contributegrapo the special session on road
safety to be organized by UNECE during the"™World Conference on Transport
Research that will be held in Lisbon from 11 toJify 2010.

. ADOPTION OF THE AGENDA (Agenda item 1)
Document ECE/TRANS/WP.1/124

5. The Working Party adopted its agenda, with a miaohnical correction.

IV. ADOPTION OF THE REPORT OF THE FIFTY-SEVENTH SESSION
(Agenda item 2)

Document ECE/TRANS/WP.1/122
6. The Working Party adopted the report of its fifgwventh session without modifications.

V. INFORMATION ON ACTIVITIES OF INTEREST TO THE WOR KING
PARTY (Agenda item 3)

7. The Working Party was informed of road safety-mdatievelopments that had taken place
since its previous sessions.

A. Secretariat

8. The secretariat informed WP.1 of the main develamé¢hat had taken place since the
fifty-seventh session. Concerning new accessiotisedegal instruments, Burkina Faso became
a Contracting Party to the Convention on Road Taaff949, and the Protocol on Road Signs
and Signals, 1949, and Kenya became a Contracany B the Convention on Road Traffic,
1968.

9. The developments included two events, organizeeute project “Improving global road
safety: setting regional and national road tratBsualty reduction targets”. The first one was a
seminar held in Minsk from 12 to 14 May 2009 anda@ned mainly low- and middle-income
countries in the Community of Independent Statks; gecond, a conference held in Halkida,
Greece, from 25 to 26 June 2009, which was aimedvat and middle-income countries in
South and South-Eastern Europe. Encouraginglypaintcipants to these seminars included not
only Government officials of countries from and fide the respective regions, but also
representatives of municipalities, NGOs and thegbe sector.

10. The ‘out of the box’ approach in Halkida was toahwe basketball celebrities to convey the
message about road safety to the widest audiespecially the youth. A special panel, formed
by the players of the Greek national basketbalintethe Hellenic Basketball Federation and
International Basketball Federation (FIBA) Europsmymoted “Fair Play” and “Team work” as a
way of ensuring safe roads across Greece and edsewdtressing the importance of adhering to
rules that promote fairness and safety — whethisrah the basketball court or on the road — the
basketball champions signed a declaration for sadeity and committed to support this cause.



ECE/TRANS/ WP.1/125
page 5

11. The representatives of the Hellenic Chambers of i@eroe and Industry participating in
the conference also adopted a Declaration, in wthely resolved to support UNECE work and
use their network in Greece to support promoti@aahpaigns, raise awareness and advocate for
safer roads.

12. The secretariat continued the cooperation withititernational basketball community -

FIBA and FIBA Europe - during the Eurobasket 2008ve a declaration on “Respect of the
rules” was signed. It is hoped that that this tgbecooperation with FIBA will extend to next

year's World Basketball Championship in Turkeye¢ach a global audience.

13. The Turkish delegation in WP.1 had a positive lieactstating that they will support, at
national level, such a development.

B. International organizations
1. European Union

14. The representative of the European Union (EU) mfmt the delegates that the objective of
the Commission was to implement a holistic apprdactoad safety and include this topic into
other economic policies such as health, environnzamt general economic policy. Studies
suggest that for one fatality there are seven persm take care of; such an integrated approach
would thus significantly contribute to increase thuality of life.

15. The representative of the EU also informed of #eent road safety-related activities of her
organization as follows:

(&) A directive was adopted that allows persons witileppy, diabetes and impaired
vision to drive with aids that were developed thattktechnical progress;

(b) A directive was adopted that makes mandatory thialigualification and continuous
training of professional drivers;

(c) Directives were adopted dealing with road infrastiee audits, homologation of new
vehicles and obligatory blind spot mirrors on trsick

(d) Work is ongoing on legislation that deals with reideé technical controls and
inspections;

(e) The results of DRUID programme on the impact obatd and drugs on driving will
be known in 2010 and they may provide input for negislation;

(H The Programme of Action on Road Safety 2011-2020 dratered its final stage of
public consultation.

C. National delegations

16. WP.1 welcomed information by various delegationgdlemelopments that took place since
its fifty—seventh session.

17. France stated that it intends to reform the cooudifor issuing the driving licence,
including its price (cheaper for young driverskteen measures are being put in place to train
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safer drivers in a shorter time. The focus is oa tivo-wheelers and a national consultation
process was launched on the new rules. Francenm@a®ved the enforcement of the drunk-
driving rules.

18. Norway informed that it had carried out an in-depthalysis of all fatal road traffic
accidents since 2005, which serves as a basisieWapolicy towards 2020. The main cause of
these accidents is speeding, not necessarily ahevepeed limit, but above the safety limit that
is set by the general conditions and circumstamtdle area of accident at that given time;
automatic speed control was introduced on some seetions. “Vision zero” applies to fatalities
and serious injuries especially for the most vidhé categories of road users: cyclists and
pedestrians.

19. Belgium informed that new legislation was approeed will enter into force in October
2010 allowing for the installation of alcolocks metidivist drivers’ cars and the saliva testing of
drivers who are suspected of driving under theugrice of drugs.

20. Spain informed that about 40 per cent of its roadfit accidents had occurred while
driving to and from work. Therefore, the countryiatls are working with the private sector
(employers) to adjust the driving behaviour of tleaff members.

21. A national roadside survey on driving under thduefice of alcohol and drugs has been
carried out in the United States of America esplgcan Friday and Saturday nights; once they
will be final, the results of the survey may be reldawith the WP.1. In July 2009, the United
States of America organized a workshop on dataectdin for low- and middle-income
countries, where multi-disciplinary teams from sbuntries participated.

22. The Netherlands applies discouraging measures iefipdor moped drivers, such as high
price of the driving license (approximately. 300r&3). A pilot project on preventing drug
driving was sent to the Parliament and may resulaws but the process is likely to be slow.
The representative of the Netherlands pointedimait\WP.1 was the appropriate body to discuss
and regulate drug driving and should purgsefforts in this field.

23. In Israel, the introduction, three years ago, aiatical goals had a very positive effect;
there were 25 per cent less fatalities in 2009 espared to 2008. Positive effects of
enforcement measures leading to 15 per cent redfuofi fatalities in the last three years were
also mentioned by Turkey, which remains commit@guarsuing such measures including the
introduction of cameras and automatic control.

24. The representatives of other countries informethefintroduction of the “points system”
(Republic of Moldova), and approval of new law aling for drug driving tests (Luxemburg).

25. The representative of International Associatiolafers’ Education (IADE) explained the
importance of education. For example, in Austriaiirt the past six years, there was a 28 per
cent reduction of accidents among young driver§7R1 years old. This is mainly the result of
new methods of training such as “the second phasgi special trainers and accompanied
driving, but also of the “point penalty system” gmavisional driving license.
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D. Other information

26. The Alliance Internationale du Tourisme/InternatibRederation of Automobile (AIT/FIA)
informed of a study they had carried out on théedént models of International driving permits
(IDPs) issued by motoring organizations and inwsdd-wide. During the research it was noted
that IDPs issued around the world very often déterin colour as well as in content, from the
models contained in the annexes of the 1949 an® Tafventions on Road Traffic in two
countries, there were even versions of IDPs whaohlined the 1949 and 1968 models.

27. ltis assumed that these combined versions of BD@sssued by countries which are parties
to the 1968 Convention in order to ensure theipgedion in countries that are parties to the
1949 Convention since, very often these countriesndt accept the 1968 model of IDPs.
Moreover, there are countries which are not CotitrgdParties to either of the conventions but
deliver IDPs and there are even cases when IDPbeanrchased on the internet.

28. WHP.1 decided that this subject deserved more ddtabnsideration and invited AIT/FIA to
submit an official document on this subject fornext session.

VI. FUTURE ROLE OF THE WORKING PARTY (Agenda item 4 )
Document ECE/TRANS/WP.1/2008/5/Rev.2, ECE/TRANS/WP.1/2@09/

29. WP.1 debated on how it should best restructurectsvities so as to adapt to the fast
changing situation in road safety and better cbute to improving road safety.

30. The delegates emphasized the need for flexibilitg expansion in the work of WP.1. It
was suggested that an organization such as the&amoTraffic Police Network (TISPOL) and
the association(s) of insurance companies coulthited to take part in WP.1 meetings and
work.

31. A new structure of work in WP.1 may be necessaiyethat some of the issues on the
agenda may be very specific (e.g. the work on \eidlessage Signs), future work in small
groups of specialists was considered and supported.

32. It was suggested that there was a need for antiomeaf best and promising practices for
road safety, to be compiled, consolidated, conistaqtdated and published by the secretariat,
with the full involvement, inputs and assistancerfrcountries. However, the Working Party
was of the opinion that such a work may distraétam its principal objective: to be the global
forum that sets the general strategic directiortsgndelines for road safety. WP.1 work needs
to be focused on legal instruments as it has dddrannual time budget for meetings. Besides,
the Consolidated Resolutions contain already besttipes but ought to be more visible and
more easily accessible.

33. An important issue was raised by the secretdafiftte main role of WP.1 is to encourage
countries to become Contracting Parties to the €otions and ensure the global coverage of
the Conventions, why is it that countries partitipgin WP.1 have not accepted nor ratified the
Conventions? This sends a wrong signal to othentcies that intend to accede.



ECE/TRANS/ WP.1/125
page 8

34. The Working Party approved the Action Plan forfittire role as reproduced in annex 1 to
the present report, with the understanding thahduld be amended and adapted as the need
arises. It was pointed out that it was crucial nsuge coherence and balance in the road safety
activities at global level, avoiding duplicationwbrk done in other organizations.

VIl.  CONSISTENCY BETWEEN THE CONVENTION ON ROAD TRA FFIC, 1968,
AND THE VEHICLE TECHNICAL REGULATIONS (Agenda item 5)

Document ECE/TRANS/WP.1/2009/2

35. The representative of the International MotorcyManufacturers Association (IMMA)
introduced document ECE/TRANS/WP.1/2009/2 on thek l@f consistency between the
Convention on Road Traffic, 1968, and the vehielghhical regulations, generated by the rapid
pace of technical progress which often outdateptbeisions of the Convention.

36. The document proposed an adjustment of the Cororerds necessary to reflect the
favourable effect of technical progress in the egponding regulation. Otherwise, the
Convention may become an obstacle to internationavement because new cars have
equipments that contravene its provisions (e.gatthzvarning lamps). The secretary of the
World Forum for Harmonization of Vehicle Regulatton(WP.29) complemented this
introduction and explained that technical expedsdt try to substitute the driver but to assist
him/her (e.g. ABS braking system) in avoiding aecits.

37. While agreeing in principle that a solution hadle identified, the representative of
Germany requested that the debate on this issupobgponed. She pointed out that her
delegation could not automatically accept the tamnregulations, as these may lead to
breaking the Convention’s rule that “the driver o able to control his vehicle at all times".

38. WP.1 agreed that a debate should also clarify time@rn about where to set the dividing

line between a driver’s full control of the vehi@dad the moment he relinquishes this control to
technical gadgets. At what point does technolodye tdecisions instead of the driver? There
should be a clear distinction between devices alsatst the driver and those acting on his/her
behalf, and in any case the driver should be abtketide if he wants to let the device act.

39. During an intensive discussion, the delegates reedlivarious sides of the problem.
However, there was common understanding on theviiollg issues:

(@) In general, the participants agreed with the praptisinclude a general clause in the
Convention, which was also the solution suggestdtie past by the Legal Group;

(b) WP.1 is the competent body to set the principlesréad safety, which include
minimum compulsory technical conditions for vehgcte be accepted in international
traffic. WP.29 should therefore consult WP.1 whearethey plan to develop new
technical regulations. WP.1 stressed the need éamrdination at national level
between the delegates who participate in WP.1 anB.2@/ (or subsidiary)
respectively;
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(c) WP.1 ought to be open to new technological devetogs) especially when they
contribute to safety. However, the technical regotes should comply with the
Convention and the principle that the driver ha$é¢oin full control of the vehicle
while driving needs to be considered while intrdadgamew technologies.

40. Regarding the consistency between the ConventioRaad Traffic, 1968, and the vehicle
technical regulations (agenda item 5), WP.1 dectdgubstpone the discussion of this item to its
next session.

41. However, the Group agreed that an adjustment oCirevention was necessary to reflect
the positive effect of technical progress, espBcighen this progress leads to increased safety.

42. WP.1 decided to send a letter signed by the Chanavoto WP.29 in order to:

(@) Invite WP.29 to examine and draft a list of alttirical inconsistencies between the
Convention and the technical regulations;

(b) Express its concern, as a group, that the rapieldpment of new technologies and
their fast adoption as regulations may have an @inpa the driver being at all time in
full control of his vehicle as per articles 8 argldf the Convention on Road Traffic,
1968.

43. The delegates shall offer assistance to the seateta find an appropriate definition that
would amend Article 3.3 of the Convention. The plaiy to use e-tools for exchanging and
agreeing on proposals shall be explored and us#tktiargest extent possible by the secretariat
and the national delegations.

44. Relevant additional documents from delegationsvaeleome by the secretariat before 15
December 2009 in order to prepare them for the sess$ion of WP.1.

VIIl. ROUND TABLE « ARE WE VICTIMS OF DEVELOPMENT S UCCESS? » (Agenda
item 6)

45. The Director of the Transport Division, Ms. E. Mamacted as the moderator of the round
table “Are we victims of development success?”pghaceedings of which are attached as annex
3 to the present report.

46. The keynote speakers: Mr. R. Baluja (Institute o Traffic Education, New Delhi), Mr.
W. Labro (International Motor Vehicle Inspection @mittee), Mr. D. McNamara (Donald
McNamara & Company, US) and Ms. L. Sekerinska (\Wd@&#&nk) each gave a presentation on
the principal four themes of the debate: safe roddhstructure; safer vehicles; improved
behaviour; and the need for a global traffic codepectively. Each key presentation was
followed by active debates and presentations biygiaents.

47. The main conclusions of the participants in thentbtable can be summarized as follows:

(@) Improving road traffic safety is also a matter obd governance;
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(b) Road traffic safety ought to be included in plagniand financing of road
infrastructure projects;

(c) Ongoing active research in road safety and riskagament ought to be continued
and results widely disseminated;

(d) There is a global need for experts’ knowledge agrtiam basic standards in each of
the areas: infrastructure, vehicle, behaviour aaifi¢ rules;

(e) The reasons for road crashes and fatalities neled toore deeply analysed, hence this
requires improved databases;

() A stronger participation of citizens is needed ifaproving road safety situation but
funding is necessary at all levels for educatiomisnication campaigns;

(g) There is a need for better risk perception andmiskagement; in this sense, it would
help if each country better informs foreigners tinse its roads about basic differences
in traffic rules;

(h) Investigation of violations of rules and crashesd®eto be more profound; in this
context, it is important to find opportunities ®educate offending drivers;

()  United Nations Conventions ought to be globallyespl, keeping in mind that global
harmonization needs to respect local specificdias diversity.

48. The final message from the Round Table was thaplpdtave the general right to live with
dignity. This includes the right to an improved dcaafety.

49. The secretariat will ensure that the presentatisesavailable on the Transport Division’s
web page.

IX. CONSIDERATION OF AMENDMENTS TO THE CONVENTION O N ROAD
SIGNS AND SIGNALS, 1968 (Agenda item 7)

50. The Working Party decided not to amend the Conwentn Road Signs and Signals, 1968,
by addingLiquefied Petroleum Gad.PG), Compressed Natural GEENG) and H signs or new
text therein.

51. The Secretariat had a presentation about Intelligeiansport Systems, which was
appreciated by WP.1 which is eager to keep up wélv technological developments that
increase road safety.

52. Upon a proposal by Spain, the Working Party decitteéstablish an ad-hoc group of
experts to deal with Intelligent Transport Systedaisrelevance to WP.1 and notably with
Variable Message Signs. The mandate of this gralifpe/considered and possibly approved at
the fifty-ninth session of WP.1.
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X.  WORK PROGRAMME 2010-2014 (Agenda item 8)

53. The Working Party agreed that it successfully aqu@hed all the activities that were
foreseen in its Programme of Work for the biennk®08-2009.

54. WP.1 considered document ECE/TRANS/WP.1/2009/5 animg its draft work
programme 2010-2014 and adopted it as reproduceshmex 2 to the present report. The
secretariat will submit the approved work programmehe Inland Transport Committee at its
seventy-second session in 2010.

Xl. OTHER BUSINESS (Agenda item 9)
Document ECE/TRANS/WP.1/2009/7

55. The secretariat introduced document ECE/TRANS/\WRA9/7 on monitoring and
encouraging the implementation of the Vienna Cotiges. The delegates considered both good
and inconvenient parts of the existing questiormnaiwhich was judged to be (far) too
comprehensive.

56. The Working Party requested the secretariat tacsaled mark the most essential questions
to which replies are expected and resend the samestignnaire, encouraging again the
Contracting Parties to reply. A reasonable deadiinght to be given for complete replies, but if
replies cannot be complete, then even the incoelglétled questionnaire needs to be sent to
the secretariat.

57. The delegation of the Russian Federation gave thekMf Party details concerning the
preparation of the Global Ministerial ConferenceRwad Safety to be held in Moscow on 19-20
November 2009.

58. Laser Europe informed the Working Party about thedrsafety film festival to be held
from 18 to 20 February 2010 in Marrakesh, Morodoowhich the countries are encouraged to
send films.

59. Upon proposal by FEVR, the Working Party decidedntdude in the agenda for its next
session an item on ‘Multi-disciplinary accident éstigation: a tool for improvement of traffic
safety’.

XIl. DATE OF NEXT SESSION (Agenda item 10)

60. The fifty-ninth session of the Working Party is edhled to take place in Geneva from 22

to 24 March 2010. Participants wishing to submapasals for that session are invited to do so
by 15 December 2009 at the latest, in order tonatloe secretariat to process the documents
according to the internal United Nations rules pratedures.
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XIll. ADOPTION OF DECISIONS (Agenda item 11)

61. The Working Party adopted a list of decisions ta&eits fifty-eighth session, based on
which the secretariat has drafted the present t&@gBrl mandated the secretariat to submit to
the Group any proposal that it deems necessathéardvancement or improvement of its road
traffic safety activities, at any of its sessions.
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Annex |
Action Plan for the Future Role of the Working Party

1. Road traffic injuries are obviously a developmessue; trends in many countries
suggest that the problem could become noticeablgsavavithin the next decade. Despite
increased awareness of the issue, there is a pyessed for greater efforts and resources to
address the problem, particularly in low and middiome countries in the United Nations
Economic Commission for Europe (UNECE) region aagldnd. The Working Party (WP.1)
can and should continue to play a major role inrowmg road traffic safety at global level.

l. Strategic directions

2.  The main goals of WP.1 for the period 2010-2020ukhbe to ensure global coverage
of the Conventions on Road Traffic and on Road Smmd Signals, 1968, and to put in place
a well-functioning implementation monitoring systeleeping the legal instruments and the
sets of best practices updated shall remain “basias usual”’, a permanent task for WP.1, in
accordance with its Terms of Reference.

3. In addition, WP.1 should adapt to the dynamicsafirsafety by including in its debates
more policy-related issues. Such a strategy farréutievelopment would imply a number of
organizational changes like, for example, the é¢bation of thematic ad hoc working groups
established when needed and organized in a flexilalg (e.g. the creation of an “Expert
Group on Variable Message Signs”), as well as tleaton of joint working groups on
matters with impact on road safety (e.g. joint wawith the Working Party on Road Transport
(SC.1) on road safety and infrastructure). The @dvorking groups will report to WP.1 and
the outcome of their work will have to be approbsdWVP.1.

4. Representatives from other regional commissionsulghde regularly invited to
participate in the meetings of WP.1 and other rsafety events. That would be the
cornerstone of global transfer of WP.1's know-hoentcibuting eventually to reach global
coverage of the legal instruments. At the same tidebates would provide WP.1 with
additional expertise and information, enablingoitelaborate and implement a global vision
on road safety that takes into account the needscapabilities of countries with different
levels of development. Such a global vision wouldldoon the legal instruments and best
practices elaborated by WP.1.

5. Improved communication on the competitive advargagfeWP.1 should be considered

as a constant and permanent objective of the WgiRarty and its members, as well as of the
secretariat; achieving this objective will depeadatsignificant extent on the commitment to
assume ownership of products and activities of WP.1

6. Road traffic safety has an impact on all the conepts of sustainable development; it
should thus be fully taken into account when dnaftand implementing sustainable transport
policies. WP.1 ought to be a guide in matters @idreafety regulations and best practices,
applicable at global level and particularly by depéng countries. To produce positive
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effects, the guidance provided should be basectlisble research of the causes leading to
poor road safety performance. Introducing the léggttuments and resolutions and
addressing “what to do” is not enough; this shdaddfollowed by addressing “how to do,”
especially regarding implementation.

7. Road safety is a global problem; while the solwgion the problem have to be global
policies, they should mainly be implemented loca®obal policies can only be developed
through improved cooperation. WP.1 should thereftoster partnerships and develop
synergies with the most relevant stakeholders &d rivaffic safety. A first step was already
taken by inviting the United Nations Road Safetyl&@wration (UNRSC) for a back-to-back
meeting with WP.1 in November 2008. Organizing sjasht meetings with other partners
should be envisaged, based on mutual interest asglljppe complementarities.

8. WHP.1 should build on its assets so as to becomemibst appropriate multilateral
platform where concerns, success stories, lessanstland failures with regard to road safety
can be shared, to the benefit of all the partidipan

9. The European Commission should continue to remaimapor partner of WP.1 as the
European Union (EU) is composed of 27 member Statdsh are also members of the
UNECE. The "acquis communautaire" in road safesjuiding legislation, organizational
structures and best practices in vehicle safefyastructure safety management and user's
behaviour is most valuable and might be spread rimbybe EU borders with the specific
means of WP.1.

Il. Actions feasible in the short term (2010-2012)

10. There is no clear indication on the degree or encthrrectness of implementation of the
Conventions on Road Traffic and on Road Signs agdass, 1968; based on the principle
that “you cannot improve what you cannot measusswell as on the request by the Inland
Transport Committee, urgent steps are needed. #\ctio

Define and put in place a well-functioning implertegion monitoring mechanism for
the Conventions on Road Traffic and on Road SigiisSignals, 1968.

11. Despite repeated appeals, many Contracting Padide Convention on Road Traffic,
1949, have not ratified the 1968 Conventions. WiPduld use all possible means to identify
the reasons behind this situation, in order to owerit and facilitate the development of the
1968 Conventions as genuine global legal instruméittion

Define a mechanism of inquiry with the ContractParties to the Convention on Road
Traffic, 1949, in order to identify their possiblgifficulties in ratifying and/or
implementing the 1968 Conventions. Launch the ingand design support measures
for the Contracting Parties to overcome the diffies (this action is to be continued in
the medium term).
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12. Addressing road traffic safety is a cross-sectalvity involving different national
authorities (policy makers/regulatory, law enfores etc.) such as the Ministries of
Transport, Health, Internal Affairs/Police and Edlign. Action

National and regional cooperation amongst competerhorities involved in road

traffic safety will be promoted and strengthened.tfiis end, full use will be made of
the findings of the project “Improving Global Ro8dfety: setting regional and national
road traffic casualty reduction targets”, funded thg United Nations Development
Account.

13. In a growing number of countries, the Road Safesyriil (or similar) plays a key role
in coordinating the activities of the different bhotities representing a multi-disciplinary
portfolio. Despite their vital role, these Road &wf Councils do not seem to have an
international network unlike e.g. the railroad regors, which have managed to set up a
regular consultation forum among them. Action
WP.1 will act as facilitator in promoting the segtup of a “Club of Road Traffic
Safety Councils”. Such a forum would ensure a miaser spread of information at
national levels on what WP.1 is actually doing.

14. The road traffic accident statistics database oEGQH as well as the collection of road
safety provisions of national legislations conséitassets that should be used by WP.1 to
define and/or assess problems and identify solsitibereto. The reliability of the data is
highly dependent on the feedback from countéesion:

WP.1 will make an appeal to its member Governmantontribute to improving data
coverage, periodicity, reliability and effectivesesf UNECE road traffic accident
statistics as well as of the collection of relevaravisions of national legislations.

15. To make WP.1 more accessible to all UNECE memleeStand to be able to carry out
the activities under a broadened mandate of WRiditianal resources, notably financial
ones, are a prerequisite. Actions

(@) Negotiating a specific agreement with the alreadligting Global Road Safety
Facility of the World Bank to support the work of RAL in implementing its
activities as well as the road safety work of thbeo United Nations regional
commissions;

(b) Encouraging twinning arrangements (or similar fowhsooperation), e.g. between
road safety authorities in developed countriesthait corresponding authorities in
countries with economies in transition;

(c) Calling for synergies with major EU-funded projesisthe UNECE region (e.g.
“Development of Co-ordinated National Transporti&es in Central Asia” in the
framework of which a Working Group on road safe&g lbeen established, so as to
reap the maximum of benefits from each other’s egpee

16. Based on the historic achievements and on-gointyitges of WP.1, more attention
should be given to packaging them invitingly ansséminating/distributing widely. Actions
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(@) Developing an interactive CD-ROM containing the s#irig instruments
(conventions, resolutions) under the authority dP.XlW The CD-ROM would be
distributed in all the important road safety-rethéeents and to the stakeholders;

(b) Connecting the UNECE website with other websitelgvant for road safety;

(c) Creating a WP.1/Road Safety mailing list and it&tialectronic discussions on a
regular basis, with the participation of WP.1 merstan a voluntary basis;

(d) Preparing presentations of the legal instrumentssats of best practices tailored
for different levels of understanding and for diéfet target groups (e.g. policy-
makers, practitioners etc.);

(e) Exposing WP.1 (body and achievements) actively @deliberately, and using the
UNRSC "How to" manuals as valuable tools worth iempénting.

lll.  Actions feasible in the medium term (2013-201p

17. WP.1 is equipped with all the necessary knowledgegise and experience to expand
its role and transfer the know-how to countriesdmel/the UNECE region, by that being also
able to be useful to the other United Nations negiccommissions to build capacity and
initiate road traffic safety activities in theirgiens._Actions

(@) Provide support to the Contracting Parties to tlmmv@ntion on Road Traffic,
1949, in overcoming the difficulties they may haue ratifying the 1968
Conventions;

(b) Inviting delegates from all regional commissions WP.1 and ask them to
advocate the WP.1 activities in their Commissions;

(c) Encouraging the establishment by Economic Commsdmr Africa (ECA),
Economic and Social Commission for Western AsiaQ®B&\), Economic and
Social Commission for Asia and the Pacific (ESCARY Economic Commission
for Latin America and the Caribbean (ECLAC) of Rewl Road Safety Groups
(working structures similar to WP.1) aimed at bmggmember States closer and
improve collaboration between all the road safdgkeholders in that specific
region;

(d) Occasionally organizing WP.1 events in other lan#i than Geneva, with
participation of the working groups of other Unitddtions regional commissions;

(e) Promoting and encouraging interaction between UNR{®G the regional road
safety groups in the framework of the United Nadioegional commissions.

18. In light of the fact that WP.1 is currently the wpréxisting intergovernmental body
dealing specifically with road safety in the Unitdtions system, it should act as a positive
catalyst and a facilitator of contacts and coopemabetween stakeholders that can contribute
to improving road safety. WP.1 should be open topeoation with other working structures
in the United Nations system or external to it, ehare relevant for road safety. Actions
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Encourage countries with economies in transitiompddaicipate in peer reviews of road
safety performance, identify relevant partnerg.(eolunteer reviewers, donor countries,
the World Bank, etc.) and facilitate contacts betwéhem and the countries.

Develop synergies between WP.1 and SC.1, startitigjaint work on introducing road
audits (including safety component) into the Eusspégreement on Main International
Traffic Arteries (AGR).

IV.  Actions potentially feasible in the long term peyond 2015)

19. Road safety is a global problem which needs a ¢lsbltion. Part of the global
solution is given by the existing legal instrumeriigat a complement to operational
rulemaking under these rules might be useful. Txistiag sets of best practices could be
supplemented with additional, science-based bestipes addressing road safety, applicable
by countries at different levels of developmenttié

Consider developing global instruments on roaditrahfety covering actual neeamt
dealt with by other (existing) instruments, suitafdr countries with different levels of
development

20. The International Road Assessment Programme (iRA&) established in 2006 to
facilitate expansion of road assessment program{iRéd?) into low and middle income
countries. Based on an established methodologyguiinree standards protocols, iRAP
enables the implementation of large scale prograsrimepgrading the safety of roads where
large numbers are being killed and seriously igur&he IRAP initiative supports the
development of local models and outcomes thattBaineeds and road safety issues within
participating developing countries. Action

Assess all the implications of a possible coopenawith the iRAP and, depending on
the results, offering to be associated with itaad safety audits.
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Draft Programme of Work for 2010-2014
PROGRAMME ACTIVITY 02.3: ROAD TRAFFIC SAFETY Priaty 1

Description Mindful of the worldwide scope of its work, thedking Party on Road Traffic
Safety (WP.1) will examine matters and adopt messwimed at improving road traffic
safety.To this end, it will consider, inter alia, the inrephentation of the Conventions on Road
Traffic and on Road Signs and Signals, 1968, arel Earopean Agreements of 1971
supplementing them and elaborate proposals fortingdéhese legal instruments as well as
the Consolidated Resolutions on Road Traffic andRoad Signs and Signals (R.E.1 and
R.E.2).WP.1 will promote road traffic safety through opéihuse of new technologies.WP.1
will also seek to promote the global applicationtsfwork and adapt itself to the dynamics of
road safety by including in its debates more petehated issues.

Work to be undertakerThe Working Party on Road Traffic Safety will pue
the following activities:

CONTINUING ACTIVITIES

(@) Encourageaccession to/ratification ofandor implementation of the Conventions on
Road Traffic and on Road Signs and Signals, 1968,the European Agreements of
1971 supplementing them and the Protocol on RoadkiMgs, and elaborate
amendment proposals to these legal instruments avithew to strengthening and
harmonizing road safety standards. Priority
Output expected by the end2011

0] Increased number of Contracting Parties to the €otions and the
European Agreements supplementing them;

(i) Consideration and/or adoption where appropriate rww
amendment proposals to the above instruments aangerinter
alia, the relationship between the Convention on Road Tiéc,
1968 and UNECE Vehicle Technical Regulations, andogsibly
security measures concerning road traffic recommeretl by the
Multidisciplinary Group of Experts on Inland Transp ort
Security.

(i)  Wide dissemination of the consolidated versions ofthe
Conventions on Road Traffic and on Road Signs andighals,
1968, in all official United Nations languages.

(b) Publish and widely disseminate the Consolidated Rekutions on
Road Traffic (R.E.1) and on Road Signs and Signal&k.E.2) Priority: 1

Output expected by the end 2§11 Publication of the two resolutions in a more axtive
and modern form and wide dissemination, with ptyoiio the other regional economic
commissions;
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(c) Define and put in place a well-functioning implemetation monitoring
mechanism for the Conventions on Road Traffic and o
Road Signs and Signals, 1968. Priority : 1

(d) Define a mechanism of inquiry with the ContractingParties to the Convention on
Road Traffic, 1949, in order to identify their possble difficulties in acceding
to/ratifying and/or implementing the 1968 Conventims. Priority: 1

Output expected by the end of 2011l aunch the inquiry and design support measures
for the Contracting Parties to overcome the difficlties.

(e) Provide support to the Contracting Parties to the ©@nvention on Road Traffic,
1949, in overcoming the difficulties they may havn ratifying the
1968 Conventions; Priority : 3

)] Promote and strengthen national and regional coopetion amongst competent
authorities involved in road traffic safety. To this end, make full use of the
findings of the project “Improving global road safety: setting regional and
national road traffic casualty reduction targets”, funded by the
United Nations Development Account. Priority 2

(9) Exchange of information on national road safetygpaomes, in particular taking into
account means of financing of road safety actisjtiend on road safety regulations
and requirements in force in member States andilaifon of such information in
order to avail Governments of the practice and egpee gained on these matters.

Priority: 1

Output expected by the end211 Updating the set of tables reflecting currentoradl road

traffic safety requirements, national legal instamnts and national methods of training and

follow-up for categories A and B driving licenceAddition of new tables dealing, for
example with complementary safety equipment required oartovehicles. Issuance of
information regarding road safety campaigns coretibly member countries.

(h) Incorporate in its work technological developments
that would improve road traffic safety. Priority: 1

Output expected by the end of 201 1Decision on including Variable Message
Signs (VMS) in the Convention on Road Signs and Sigls, 1968.

® Assist countries in transition and developing caestin the establishment of sound
and up-to-date traffic safety practices and procesiu Priority 2

Output expected by the end 2011 Respond to requests for technical assistance fitber o
regional commissions or their member countries.

()] Encourage the establishment by Economic Commissiofor Africa
(ECA), Economic and Social Commission for Western gia (ESCWA),
Economic and Social Commission for Asia and the Pdic (ESCAP)
and Economic Commission for Latin America and the @ribbean
(ECLAC) of Regional Road Safety Groups (working stuctures
similar to WP.1) aimed at improving collaboration between all the
road safety stakeholders in that specific region.
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(k) Consider developing global instruments on road trédic safety
covering actual needs, not dealt with by other (egting) instruments,
suitable for countries with different levels of deelopment

)] Consideration of selected timely topics relateddad safety in the form of an in-
depth discussion based on papers prepared by sxmedt undertaking appropriate
follow-up action with a view to finding concertealstions to the most urgent
problems in the field of traffic safety. Prioritg

Output expected by the end 911 Identification of at least one timely topic far-depth
discussion.

(m) Raise awareness about road traffic safety throughllemeans, including sports and
cultural events. Priority: 1

ACTIVITIES OF A LIMITED DURATION

(n)  Act as facilitator in promoting the setting-up of an associative structure of Road
Traffic Safety Councils. Priority: 2

(0) Contribute to the organization of the Second GlobaRoad Safety Week (in case it
is organized). Priority: 2

(p) Promote the recommendations and guidelinesf the project “Improving global road
safety: setting regional and national road trafftasualty reduction targets”.
Priority: 1
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Proceedings of the Round Tabfe

1. The Director of the Transport Division, Ms. E. Maim acted as the moderator of the
round table “Are we victims of development succés$is@ proceedings of which are attached
to the present report. She welcomed the keynotekspe and the participants, and introduced
the principal four themes of the debate: safe nodchstructure; safer vehicles; improved

behaviour; and the need for a global traffic code.

2. The first topic, safe road infrastructure, was ddticed by the representative of the
World Bank. Representatives of France, Israel, Repwf Moldova, Netherlands, Norway,
Romania, Spain, Sweden, European Cyclists' FederaieCF) and Global Transport
Knowledge Partnership (gTKP) also shared their egpee in this matter with the audience.

3. The delegates mentioned in their interventiondahewing major issues:

(@) Infrastructure makes road users behave in a prudest it saves lives and
moderates injuries. Safe infrastructure is theaasibility of the Government. It
costs money, but it benefits everyone, so it ig-effective.

(b) However, low-income countries do not have fundstild safe roads which
makes bad road safety inextricably linked to powxeiGood infrastructure
standards are useful but guidelines would be needdubw to “improvise” and
innovate without spending too much money, e.g. whandifying old
infrastructure parts (intersections). Simple solui such as barriers separating
the traffic senses proved to be effective way®thice road accidents.

(c) At the same time, crash barriers - that routinelyesthe lives of car occupants
but can cause traumatic death and injury to bikarcount for up to one in every
six rider road deaths, and can multiply by five sleeerity of injury. In collisions
with crash barriers, bikers are 15 times more Viked be killed than car
occupants. Across Europe, 16 per cent of all regalifies are motorcyclists. In
terms of rider fatalities per billion kilometresatelled, Norway has the lowest
number at 30 per billion km, whereas in Greeces figure is well above at 29
per cent. A report “Barriers to Change” issued wydRAP in December 2008
contains more information on this topic and solui@re provideth a guidance
document prepared by (IHIE) at
http://www.eurorap.org/news_item?search=y&ID=200

(d) Separation of vulnerable road users (bicycles) uidkup areas is not always
possible; road is a shared space and the needef eser must be taken into
account.

L Allthe presentations can be downloaded at httpu.unece.org/trans/events/2009/wpl_roundtableff.ht
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(e) Roads should be built in such a way as to induter &&haviour. While building
roads, Governments need to redesign them to prewadtusers from speeding.
Sceptical opinions were also expressed: in mostewcts, drivers would speed
even though roads had been redesigned.

() A web-based system is available at http://www.imap. based on the experience
of International Road Assessment Programme (iRRR3.especially interesting
for low and middle income countries, as it conta#®50 key engineering
interventions to improve road safety.

(g) Currently road safety is not a condition for WoBdnk loans, but it may become
one in the future.

4. The second theme, safer vehicles and related itispec was presented by the
representative of the International Motor Vehictesgection Committee. Israel, Norway,
Sweden and United States of America also share é&xperience in this matter. The
delegates mentioned in their interventions theofathg major issues:

(@) In some countries, specific studies have been tekkst which lead to higher
frequency in vehicle inspections, but

(b) In the majority of countries, no direct relation smastablished between periodic
inspection of passenger cars and a reduction id t@dfic accidents, at national
or international levels. One of the possible reasomy be that “real-life”,
comprehensive studies are expensive to undertakaediately after a crash, the
first thing is to assist the injured and clear she for normal traffic.

(c) Certain Governments introduced scrapping schemeslder vehicles as safety of
a vehicle decreases over time. It is safer andhafteeaper to buy a new vehicle,
than to maintain an old one.

(d) It was the general agreement that initial and picitechnical inspections, based
on mandatory standards, remain an important compaieoad traffic safety and
a matter of good governance.

5. The third topic, improved behaviour, was introdudsdthe representative of Donald
McNamara & Company, United States of America. Daleg from France, Italy, Ukraine,
Global Road Safety Partnership (GRSP) and Globaingport Knowledge Partnership
(gTKP) also shared their experience in this maitiéin the audience. During the discussion
that followed, the delegates mentioned in thegmventions the following major issues:

(@) New traffic control technology and drivers beingommed about these controls
led in Italy to a reduction of 50 per cent in cdSea on roads where the
technology is installed and to an improvement imeds’ behaviour.

(b) Training of drivers is important but positive effecan also be obtained with
simple information tools. In France, which is arportant transit country, it was
noted that every year, in July and August, thers avaiigh increase in road traffic
crashes involving foreign holidaymakers. It wasided that they ought to be
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informed through flyers and panels when enterirggdbuntry about some of the
basic traffic rules that may differ from those leir country of origin.

According to GRSP, all measures should be takestdp kinetic energy killing
humans. In the case of a crash, the police neeldtermine what was due to a
breach of the law and what was due to a hazardrieseatbelts and modifying
speed would be the proof that people understoothdlzard. Management of road
safety in a standardized approach is importantreamssary; in this context, the
work of International Organization for Standardiaat(ISO) to help the world
develop a common standard for road safety manageisenf outstanding
importance.

6. In the United Kingdom great importance is attackedhe rehabilitation of offenders
through various schemes and courses. Recidivisnstautially decreases for those who
followed such refresher courses:

(@)

(b)

(€)

National Driver Improvement Schemes are availabte @ alternative to

prosecution throughout the United Kingdom and are vy local authority road

safety departments or by private companies whasservice providers for their
respective police authorities. These schemes &appbersons involved in a road
traffic incident and where evidence collated by Badice indicates that they had
been "driving without due care and attention, oividg without reasonable

consideration to other road users."

Following the success of the National Driver Imprment Scheme, the
Department for Transport (DfT) decided that edwratnay be more effective
than punishment in helping to reduce the numberasialties on British roads.
The National Speed Awareness Scheme (NSAS) wadapekand introduced in
response to this initiative. NSAS Courses meebnaticriteria and specification.
The National Speed Awareness Service allows Pdlighorities to divert low-
end speeding drivers and motorcycle riders to tleeseational courses instead of
prosecution under the Fixed Penalty System.

Drink Drive Rehabilitation Courses: since 1 Janudaf®p0, Courts throughout
England, Wales and Scotland have had an extrarsengeoption for drink/drive

offenders. If a driver is convicted of an offenowalving drinking and driving,

the magistrate, or sheriff in Scotland, may offen the opportunity of attending a
rehabilitation course. Completion of a course, eaciwhich is approved by the
Government, will entitle him to a reduction of up @ quarter in the period of
disqualification.

7. The final topic, global traffic code, was introddcBy the representative of Institute of
Road Traffic Education in New Delhi. Delegates fréfrance, Israel, Italy, Switzerland,

International Road Federation (IRF), Laser Europe Road Safety Institute Panos Mylonas
(IOAS) also shared their experience in this mattién the audience.

8. During the discussion that followed, the delegatestioned in their interventions the
following major issues:
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(@)

(b)

(€)

(d)

9. The
follows:

(@)
(b)

(€)
(d)
(e)

(f)

The creation of a decent transportation systemstakiong time and is a shared
responsibility. Enforcement must be preceded bycation and infrastructure; all
three are, basically, obligations of Governmentsibthe civil society does not
take charge of certain issues, nothing would happen

Regarding harmonization of the traffic codes atititernational level, although it
represents a desideratum, the general opinion Wats tarmonization has its
limits. There is a huge road safety divide betwdeweloped countries and some
developing ones, explained partly by the orderradrjties: the primary concern
to people in poor countries may not be road tragtety, but to earn means for
living. Itis, in a way, a paradox, as it is welidwn that road crashes contribute to
increasing poverty in poor countries: the costhefse accidents represents 1.3 per
cent of the world GDP, which amounts to some USHdHion a day.

While harmonization of rules seems easier to aehibased on international legal
instruments, it would be extremely difficult to &¥We harmonized enforcement at
international level. Even in developed countriesthwa good road safety
performance enforcement of traffic code’s rules rbaydifficult, particularly in
federal States. While the road traffic rules are shme throughout the country,
the control and sanction system may differ from tardtorial administrative unit
to the other. Some units may have fixed equipmentife control of speed, others
have mobile, the frequency of controls and thellef/&nes may be different.

Each country has its own established culture ales rand it is well-known that to
change culture takes time. The first step is alwgsmost difficult and should
therefore be simple: it was suggested that lowsmedargely populated countries
could start by separating parts of road for pedestrand for vehicles. The idea of
establishing a road safety training institutionli@ge or other) that may assist to
create in the long term a culture of road safetyldevorth considering

main conclusions of the participants in thentbdable can be summarized as

Improving road traffic safety is also a matter obd governance;

Road traffic safety ought to be included in plagniand financing of road
infrastructure projects;

Ongoing active research in road safety and riskagament ought to be continued
and results widely disseminated;

There is a global need for experts’ knowledge agrtian basic standards in each
of the areas: infrastructure, vehicle, behaviour @affic rules;

The reasons for road crashes and fatalities nebd tnore deeply analysed, hence
this requires improved databases;

A stronger participation of citizens is needed ifoproving road safety situation
but funding is necessary at all levels for educdiommunication campaigns;
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(g) There is a need for better risk perception and mslhagement; in this sense, it
would help if each country better informs foreignénat use its roads about basic
differences in traffic rules;

(h) Investigation of violations of rules and crashesdseto be more profound; in this
context, it is important to find opportunities ®educate offending drivers;

(i) United Nations Conventions ought to be globallyespl, keeping in mind that
global harmonization needs to respect local spmids and diversity.

10. The final message from the Round Table was thaplpemave the general right to live
with dignity. This includes the right to an impravead safety.



