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ITS covers a wide range of applications that are not always easy to define.  They are the children of the Prometheus programme.  We are now all looking forward to the implementation of the results, which indeed concern several fundamental functions of vehicles: safety (active and passive), comfort and mobility (driving assistance, traffic management, navigation and so on).

It is a delicate subject because:

· It is more technologically pushed than market pulled. 

· Moreover, it is not totally technologically mature: we are at the border of research and development. 

· Finally it depends on the evolution of several actors who have different interests, behaviours and rhythms (product life time): vehicle manufacturers, infrastructure operators of different nationalities and telecommunication operators.

We must not forget the customers: They are today vaguely expecting some new products and services attached to ITS but they are not yet ready to pay for them. You can imagine that this is not making things easy.

I am aware we are here to speak about e-safety but I wanted to share those views with you before turning to the main subject:   How to improve road safety ?

The Commission has set itself the target to reduce the number of casualties by 50% by 2010.  We entirely agree that there are too many casualties on Europe’s roads, even if great progress has been achieved.  We are working with all speed to make our contribution.  One example of this is the desire to improve pedestrian protection and the proposed voluntary agreement on which we have worked so hard with Mr Liikanen’s services.

There are three areas for improvement: avoiding the accident, limiting the damages during the accident and after the accident.  Vehicle manufacturers have come to realise that all three of these aspects must be treated in an integrated way if we are to make the greatest improvements in the shortest possible time.  This approach requires consistent EU-wide accident causation data, which at the moment is not available.

The two areas mainly concerned by e-safety are: avoiding the accident and

limiting the impact after the accident by  accelerating the assistance thanks to the e-call.  To be successful we have to act together on the vehicle, the infrastructure and on driver behaviour.

As far as the vehicle is concerned, let me remind you of some basic principles: we are dealing here with systems which are involved in the safety performance of vehicles. They have to be 100 % reliable, affordable to all customers, compatible with the infrastructures at a European level and with the skills of the drivers. Let me come back on those 3 principles.

1
Reliable…

 This is a must. We, manufacturers, cannot allow faults in our vehicles. The possibility to predict faults on such complex systems is becoming a major problem. Indeed the development of complex electronic systems requires precise and comprehensive monitoring. There are an almost infinite number of conditions in which they are used and it is becoming difficult to test them in order to insure their quality and effectiveness.  Under these circumstances, even a simple system such as ACC causes difficulties.

Anyway, let us not make the mistake of thinking that active systems are going to replace drivers. Active systems are here to help drivers, to make driving safer, easier and more comfortable.

2
Affordable…  

E safety  requires expensive technologies or services that our customers are not always willing to pay for. 

Example: This is the case for services like e call or traffic information. They are owed to customers but they will not pay for it.

As far as equipment is concerned, the market will take off gradually as their costs go down and the real value for the customers becomes obvious . Nobody should forget that, following the same principles as environment, safety will improve if efficient technologies are diffused in large quantities. Indeed a great deal of sophisticated “e-safety” technologies are worth more than 10 % of the cost of the cheapest car which makes it impossible to sell.(this problem is of course not the case for “luxury cars). Progressive industrial optimisation which reduces the cost as well as maturity of the market will allow all those technologies to be diffused in larger quantities.

For instance, we see that the generalisation of ABS is on its way and ESP is being largely diffused. 

3
Compatible… 

Today we are facing different telecommunication operators, different infrastructure information systems and so on which do not allow a single solution on vehicles. As you know those differences can even exist on a regional level (for example with e-call). This is becoming a major obstacle for the diffusion of ITS. Even if it is the role of public authorities, vehicle manufacturers are forced to offer, at least for some time, what should be a public service for e-call. Because of the costs at stake, this situation cannot go on for too long, and certainly not without European standardisation.

We also have to remember that a vehicle is a product which is developed 4 years before being on sale for 7-8 years and which will stay on the roads for more than 10 years. The evolution of telematics and other multimedia technologies is far quicker. This causes great concern for safety and the quality of service throughout the life of the vehicle. This happens through perfect integration in the vehicle and good treatment of man machine interface. 

This last point relates to the limits of drivers themselves. We are not very far from the limits of the ability of the driver to absorb more information or situations added by new devices. We are committed, as we already informed the Commission, to a proper treatment of man machine interface. But we also think that major investigations and research have to be made in the field of the mental workload of drivers.

I would like to use the example of telephones in vehicles which is very topical. We all know that a bad way of using the phone in vehicles can be distractive and dangerous. Consequently, some are tempted to restrain vehicle manufacturers from integrating the phone in the vehicle. That seems a wrong reaction to us, indeed we think it is better to have the vehicle manufacturers dealing with the interface between the driver and the phone in the vehicle than having drivers using hand-held mobile phones. This is a compromise which should be examined carefully.

One final point about compatibility: we should not minimise the problems created by having at the same time on the roads vehicles with and vehicles without automatic systems, i.e. with different behaviours. ( for example automatic speed limiters)
So what should we do to improve the situation?

Two domains need different treatment

1. Interactive Technologies

· Having highlighted some basic principles, I would like now to introduce a differentiation of technologies as we see them.  First we have what I will call “interactive technologies” between the vehicle and the infrastructure.  These include for instance:

· Emergency call

· Real Time Traffic Information

· Vehicle/infrastructure communication (including tolling)

We have to acknowledge the handicaps in Europe on those subjects which should be simple. Japan is years ahead of Europe. This is a matter of organisation and of political will: for instance, having similar organisations all over Europe, with access to traffic information on a defined format. How can we accept that a truck that travels all over Europe has to have more or less a different  “electronic pass” for each country, to pay its tolls?

Today, some vehicle manufacturers are joining together to offer viable and industrial solutions. They cannot be expected to fill forever the gap left by public authorities on such delicate missions as emergency rescue service.

We know Ertico programs have started there but we need them to speed up and to be implemented. ACEA and vehicle manufacturers are committed to insure their best involvement to help Ertico.

· We have to emphasise that the standardisation of the interface between the vehicle and its environment is a major catalyst for the introduction of those systems on the market. This concerns several worlds: the vehicle industry as well as the electronic and telecommunication industries.  

2. Autonomous vehicle technologies

· The situation is very different for what I would describe as autonomous e-safety vehicle technologies.  Some of these are already on the market especially for high value vehicles.  These include electronic stability program, traction control, adaptive cruise control, lane keeping and so on.  These are major safety innovations but at present these are really add-on systems each with its own sensors and processing unit.  As a result they are expensive and their deployment will be slow and limited to higher value vehicles as a first step.

· What is needed is a breakthrough, which can be achieved by integrating the functions into an electronic architecture ensuring interoperability and safety.  This means that vehicle manufacturers and their suppliers need to develop the electronic architecture and standard interfaces.  Standardisation of those autonomous technologies is the responsibility of manufacturers and their suppliers. They are already engaged in this process and willing to accelerate it. 

· Moreover, we need to give answers on the following challenges:

· To clarify legal liability issues, 

· To remove any regulatory barriers (for instance to allow drive by wire, innovative lighting systems, etc..)

· To undertake some additional research on human mental load limits. This will improve our commitment to deal properly with HMI.

I would like to conclude by saying that:

· Manufacturers will maintain the responsibility for autonomous e-safety technologies and ensure their proper integration.  In particular, vehicle manufacturers are committed to more standardisation and will work within ACEA and other bodies to ensure progress.

· Furthermore Manufacturers will commit to working in partnership with other stakeholders on interactive technologies.  This co-operation already exists and we will seek to improve it further.

· In this connection I would like to underline our conviction that neither interactive nor autonomous technologies need a regulatory approach.  Rather what is needed is co-ordination and partnership on a voluntary basis, both within the EU and globally.

· ERTICO should co-ordinate necessary partnership activities on interactive technologies with the appropriate assistance from the Commission.  The best examples are Emergency call, Real Time Traffic Information, vehicle to infrastructure communication but there are others.  ACEA and its Members are committed to being major players within ERTICO.  We are ready to enhance our participation.

· We expect The European Commission to act as a catalyst to all actions of standardisation and interoperability.

· It should implement necessary services for emergency calls.  The co-ordination amongst Member States is missing to make e-Call a reality and a useful instrument to improve traffic safety.

· It should continue to support access to public authority traffic data

· It should work to establish consistent accident causation data.

· It should work on eliminating legal liability bottlenecks and regulatory obstacles

· It should continue to support the development of integrated safety through Community RTD Programmes.  I am happy that the 6th Framework Programme will pave a way in that direction.

Vehicle manufacturers understand that the Commission will be preparing a Communication on The Intelligent Vehicle and Road Safety and an e-Safety Action Plan this autumn. You can expect our full participation in this important endeavour, as well as our active participation in any Advisory Body the Commission wishes to create to move the introduction of e-safety forward. 
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