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Recent developments



New role for ITC



New format of WP.29

Day Time Agenda item(s) Comment
Monday 14:30 – 17:30 AC.2 (preparatory 

meeting)
For members only

Tuesday 09:00 – 13:00 AC.2 For members only
14:30 – 17:30 1 – 2.2, 3 – 4.5 3.6 highlights of 

recent sessions in 
form of short ppt.

Wednesday 09:30 – 10:30 2.3.
10:30 – 11:00 4.6. – 4.17.
11:30 – 12:00 7
12:00 – 12:30 AC.1 and AC.4 AC.4 depending on 

recommendation by 
AC.2

14:30 – 17:30 AC.3
Thursday 09:30 – 12:30 8 and presentations

14:30 – 16:00 IWG on 
ITS/PTI/Enforcement

16:30 – 17:30 9
Friday 09:30 – 12:30

14:30 – 16:00

Side events: e.g. 
Workshop 
"Implementation of 
1958/1998 
Agreement«, or
Workshop 
"Implementation of 
1997 Agreement"

Exchange of best 
practice between 
experienced and new 
Contracting Parties

WP.29 proper session from Tuesday afternoon until Thursday



WP.29 and 
automated/autonomous 
vehicles

• specific working party GRVA
• Framework document 

• AVs as of L3, 
• safety vision, 
• common principles, 
• priorities and work plan

• Clustering of work 
• IWG on functional requirements (FRAV), 
• IWG on validation methods (VMAD), 
• IWG on EDR/DSSAD, 
• IWG on Cyber/OTA



The Agenda 2030 and Road Safety
The Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs)

3.6. By 2020, halve the number of global 
deaths and injuries from road traffic accidents.

11.2. By 2030, provide access to safe, 
affordable, accessible and sustainable 
transport systems for all, improving road 
safety, notably by expanding public transport, 
with special attention to the needs of those in 
vulnerable situations, women, children, 
persons with disabilities and older persons.

Two targets are directly relevant for road safety



UN and Road Safety



Why does it matter?
Why vehicle regulations (new vehicles) ?

Several versions of a given model are built, because:
• Left Hand Drive 
• Right Hand Drive
• The US/Canada version
• The Rest of the World (e.g. for countries with

low fuel quality)… Global NCAP

Global NCAPUNECE

Same type
Same model
Same brut price

Different safety 
depending on 
national legal 
requirements
(no airbags, 
lower quality 
material, less 
welding points, 
fewer structure 
components, 
etc…)



The most important UN Vehicle
Regulations to make a change to road safety

Initiative by UNECE and Special Envoy for Road Safety
Negotiations with automotive industry towards a voluntary commitment
to only produce vehicles complying with minimum set of safety



OICA Manifesto
Subject Requirement 

Leadtime for 
implementation  
(in months after 

promulgation of the 
law) 

Explanation 

Brakes incl. 
ABS installation 

R 13H.00 
 
FMVSS 135 or other well-established 
requirements are to be considered as 
equivalent. 
 
In addition, installation of ABS, as 
specified e.g. in Annex 6 to UN R13H.00 

36 Months ABS installation is currently not mandated by UN R13H 
or FMVSS 135.   
 
The installation of ABS should therefore be a separate, 
additional requirement that the auto industry can fully 
accept. 

ESC, including 
its installation 

UN R 140.00, GTR 8, Supplement 7 to 
UN R13H. 
 
In addition, installation of ESC needs to 
an additional separate requirement. 
 
FMVSS 126 or other well-established 
requirements are to be considered as 
equivalent. 

60 Months ESC installation is, strictly speaking, currently not 
mandated by UN R140, even though the technical 
specifications are included. The installation of ESC 
should therefore be a separate, additional requirement 
that the auto industry can fully accept. 
 
FMVSS 126 however foresees mandatory installation 
 
Also Supplement 7 to UN R13H needs to be added as 
equivalent alternative since this originally contained the 
ESC specifications which are still valid. 

Safety belt 
anchorages 

Level of UN R14.05 for all seats, except 
for the centre rear seat, where 2 lower 
anchorage points should remain allowed 
(3rd, upper point would remain optional). 
 
FMVSS 210 or other well-established 
requirements are to be considered as 
equivalent 

24 Months The main problem relates to the number of belt 
anchorages on the centre rear seat. Some vehicles 
produced locally in emerging markets still have only 2 
anchorage points on the rear centre seat (compatible 
with a 2-point lap belt) and requiring 3 anchorages points 
would entail serious structural adaptation, and therefore 
longer time. 
 
There are also administrative issues, since official 
approval to UN R14.05 cannot be obtained anymore 
unless 3 anchorage points are installed. 

Safety belts Level of UN R16.04 for all seats, except 
for the centre rear seat where 2-point lap 
belts should remain allowed (3-point 
belts are obviously allowed). 
 
FMVSS 209 or other well-established 
requirements are to be considered as 
equivalent. 

36 Months As for the number of anchorage points, the main problem 
relates to the type of seat belt on the centre rear seat. 
Some vehicles produced locally in emerging markets still 
have only 2 anchorage points on the rear centre seat and 
therefore can only be equipped with a 2-point lap belt on 
that seat. 
 
There are also administrative issues, since official 
approval to UN R16.04 cannot be obtained anymore 
unless 3-point seat belts are installed on all seats. 
 
OICA therefore suggests for the time being that the legal 
requirements foresee the level of UN R16.04 for all seat 
belts (e.g. based on a test report), while 2-point lap belts 
on the centre rear seat remain allowed for some more 
time in case only 2 lower anchorage points are foreseen. 
The complete switch to UN R16.04 (or equivalent or even 
higher versions) could occur at a somewhat later stage, 
to be reviewed locally. 

Seats/Head 
restraints 

UN R 17.07, GTR 7. 
 
FMVSS 202 or other well-established 
requirements are to be considered as 
equivalent 

36 Months  

Frontal collision UN R94.01 
 
FMVSS 208 or other well-established 
requirements are to be considered as 
equivalent 

36 Months  

Lateral collision UN R95.02 
 
FMVSS 214 or other well-established 
requirements are to be considered as 
equivalent. 

36 Months  

Tyres Vehicles put on sale should be fitted with 
certified tires, as per UN R 30.02, UN 
R54, or meeting GTR 16 
 
FMVSS 139, FMVSS 109 or other well-
established requirements are to be 
considered as equivalent 

12 Months It should be clear that this is only for tyres as fitted on the 
vehicle put on sale. OEMs cannot be held responsible for 
the aftermarket.  
In addition, UN R30 or UN R54 do not cover installation.  
The requirement should therefore be spelled out as 
requiring vehicles put on sale to be fitted with certified 
tires.  
UN R30 and UN R54 are not restricted to specific vehicle 
categories: a heavy passenger car can use truck tires 
and the other way around a light van can use car tires. 
UN R30 or UN R54 should therefore be considered as 
interchangeable. 

Safety glazing UN R43.00 
 
FMVSS 205 or other well-established 
requirements are to be considered as 
equivalent. 

24 Months  

Installation of 
lighting 

UN R48.03 
 
FMVSS 108 or other well-established 
requirements are to be considered as 
equivalent. 

36 Months  

 

I. Light vehicles (passenger cars, light duty vehicles – for definitions, see 
UN Consolidated Resolution R.E.3, FMVSS standards, …)• The global motor vehicle 

industry, as represented 
through OICA, is strongly 
dedicated to the improvement 
of road safety worldwide. 

• OICA strongly supports an 
integrated approach for road 
safety

• OICA called on all governments 
worldwide to place all actors in 
the auto industry on an equal 
competitive footing by setting 
compulsory minimum vehicle 
safety performance 
requirements for all new 
vehicles sold on their territory

• Direct responsibility of vehicle 
manufacturers rests with 
vehicle design and 
performance, and OICA 
therefore supports the 
necessity to lay down the 
necessary legislation in various 
regions

• OICA cautions against so called 
"cherry-picking", a practice 
where certain requirements 
are selected from different 
regulatory regimes. 



Thank you
Walter.Nissler@un.org





Why does it matter?

Why PTI ?
• Evidence base:

– Technical defects related 
to fatal accidents (based 
on in-depth accident 
analysis)

• 8 to 15% in high 
income countries 
(EU)

• 15 to 25% in middle 
income countries

• 1997 Agreement
– New specifications for 

new technologies
– Towards continuous 

compliance

Example of results of technical roadside 
inspections (Austria ´08)



For environmental issues

For safety inspection

Principal Elements of 
the 1997 Agreement

Resolution 
R.E.6 test-
equipment, 
skills & training 
of inspectors, 
supervision of 
test centers 

LNG/LGP/CNG fueled
vehicles

EV and HEV vehicles

With the latest amendments to the 1997 Agreement and the new UN Rule Nos. 3 & 4
1997 Agreement is the global lead legislation for PTI
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