
[image: image2.emf] 


Summary Report

DRAFT

The eSafety High-Level Meeting with Public Authorities

 Brussels, 27 September 2004

Legal notice by the Commission of the European Communities:

This report was produced by the eSafety Forum Working Groups for the Information Society DG and represents the view of the experts on improving Road Safety in Europe with the use of Information Communications Technologies (ICT). These views have not been adopted or in any way approved by the European Commission and should not be relied upon as a statement of the European Commission’s or the Information Society DG’s views. The European Commission does not guarantee the accuracy of the data included in this report, nor does it accept responsibility for any use made thereof.

Summary Report

The eSafety High-Level Meeting with Public Authorities

Brussels, 27 September 2004

LIST OF CONTENTS

5PREFACE

1.
Introduction
6
1.1.
Overview of the general developments in the area of road safety
6
1.2.
About the eSafety Forum and its Working Groups
7
2.
The In-Vehicle Emergency Call (eCall)
8
2.1
Introduction
8
2.2
The eCall Driving Group
8
2.3.
Recommended Actions for the Member States
9
3.
Real-Time Traffic and Travel Information (RTTI)
10
3. 1.
Overview of the Progress in RTTI
10
3.2
The RTTI Working Group
10
3.3.
Recommended Actions for the Member States
11
4.
Human-Machine Interaction (HMI)
12
4.1.
Overview of the Progress in HMI
12
4.2.
The HMI Working Group
12
4.3.
Recommended Actions for the Member States
13
5.
Other Working Groups and Activities
15
5.1.
Road Maps
15
5.2. 
Research and Technological Development (RTD)
15
5.3.
Accident Causation Analysis
16
5.4
Heavy Duty Vehicles
16
5.5
User Outreach
17
5.6
International Co-operation
17
5.7
The 24 GHz Short-Range Radar
17


PREFACE

eSafety is a joint industry-public sector initiative aiming to reduce the number of accidents by using new Information and Communication Technologies. Advanced Information and Communication Technologies (ICTs) can contribute significantly to improving road safety, enabling sophisticated safety systems that improve road users’ chances of avoiding and surviving accidents. 

In 2002 the Commission established an eSafety Working Group collecting together the full range of stakeholders, to agree on the actions needed for accelerating the research, development, deployment and use of ICT for improving road safety. On the basis of the report of this Working Group, and other consultations, the Commission adopted in September 2003 a Communication on eSafety
. The Communication presents the Commission’s recommendations to accelerate the development and deployment of ICT in road safety, in particular the wider, accelerated use of active safety systems called Intelligent Vehicle Safety Systems.

The establishment of the eSafety Forum in 2003 was one of the priority actions brought forward by the Commission Communication. The eSafety Forum, meeting twice per year is a joint platform involving all the road safety stakeholders. The general objective of the Forum is to promote and monitor the implementation of the recommendations of the eSafety Working Group and to support the development, deployment and use of the intelligent vehicle safety systems. 

The eSafety Forum created several Working Groups  focusing on priority topics that are important for the implementation of the recommendations of the eSafety Working Group, and are in line with the priority actions brought forward in the Commission Communication. 

During 2004, nine eSafety Forum Working Groups have continued their tasks on priority topics, under the guidance of the eSafety Forum Steering Group. The Forum held the 3rd Plenary Meeting in March 2004 in Brussels, finalising the 2003 Summary Report and Forum Recommendations. The full results are available on the eSafety websites
.

This document presents a summary of the results of the work of the eSafety Forum and its nine Working Groups in 2003 and 2004, with detailed reports from three high-priority Working Groups: The in-vehicle emergency call (eCall), Real-Time Traffic and Travel Information (RTTI) and Human-Machine Interaction (HMI). In these priority topics, there is a need for specific actions by Member States, and these are brought forward for discussion by this document.

The Commission has also taken a number of other, important measures to improve road safety, based on the above-mentioned Communication and the Road Safety Action Programme. The Commission is considering issuing a progress report on the results and next steps later in 2004.
1.
Introduction
1.1.
Overview of the general developments in the area of road safety

Road safety situation deteriorating in the New Member States

In the EU of 15, progress in road safety has been positive. Some Member States, most notably France, have reduced the number of fatalities considerably by measures aimed at enforcing current traffic rules, such as speed limits and abuse of alcohol. The reduction in the number of fatalities in the EU of 15 was 3% from 2001 to 2002, and close to 7% from 2002 to 2003. On the basis of the latest available figures, the positive trend is expected to continue in 2004 as well.

Unfortunately, the situation in the new Member States is very different. While the average number of fatalities in EU 15 was 105 fatalities per million of the population, the corresponding figure for the new Member States is 141 (2001). Furthermore, these countries present a very inhomogeneous situation. The high accident and fatality rates are due mainly to the inadequate road networks, lack of enforcement and ageing, poorly maintained vehicle fleets. Moreover, the trend in road fatality figures in the 10 new Member States has risen from 10.500 in 2001 to 11.115 in 2002, the latest available figures.

As rapid improvements in the road infrastructure in the New Member States cannot be expected, the role of renewing the vehicle fleets with more modern and safer vehicles is therefore a priority. eSafety technologies offers a promising short to medium term solution for improving road safety in these countries.

Active safety making inroads into new vehicles

The automotive industry continues to invest heavily in the development of intelligent vehicle safety systems. The public sector, including the EC through the Framework Programmes for RTD, has also increased its support for the development of these technologies.

Intelligent Vehicle Safety Systems are already available either as standard equipment or options for a large number of vehicle types. ABS, introduced in 1978, is now standard equipment on all heavy trucks and buses, and in the majority of passenger cars
. Electronic Stability Programme (ESP) that has proved to be very effective in mitigating certain types of accidents
, first introduced in premium cars and commercial vehicles, is now being introduced with increasing volumes into medium and low-end passenger cars. 

Adaptive Cruise Control (ACC) is an extension of the simpler Cruise Control system, with the extra capability to adapt the speed and following distance of the equipped vehicle to the speed of the vehicle ahead . ACC systems are now being extended to medium segment cars, and since 2002 the ACC system is available on trucks also in Europe. This system is  now available on car and truck models from around 20 manufacturers in Europe, Japan and USA.

A large number of other Advanced Driver Assistants Systems (ADAS) are entering the market. These include Forward Collision Warning Systems, Side Collision Warning Systems, Night Vision and Lane Departure Warning Systems. There is also a trend to integrate these functionalities. More recently, in year 2003 two new driver assistance functions, automatic parking and pre-crash collision mitigation system were introduced by Toyota and Honda in the Japanese and U.S. markets. Due to legal and economic risks, these systems are not yet marketed in Europe.

There is a substantial growth in vehicle Navigation Systems in Europe since 1994 although the market size is still small compared to Japan, but much larger than in the U.S. The installed base is now about 3 million vehicles, with 20% growth annually according to market forecasts. The latest navigation systems incorporate dynamic real-time traffic and travel information and re-routing. There is a growing demand for lower cost “nomadic” portable systems, based on PDAs, wireless in-vehicle communications (e.g Bluetooth), as well as off-board navigation via telecommunications service providers. To reduce distraction, all systems are increasingly voice-enabled. There are also positive signs of the revival of the Telematics market thanks to successful new business models, including the re-introduction of in-vehicle emergency call services.

1.2.
About the eSafety Forum and its Working Groups

The Commission established the eSafety Forum in early 2003. The Forum has now over 150 members representing all stakeholders. They include the European Commission, the automotive and telecommunications industry and operators, equipment and service suppliers, motorway operators, road authorities, insurance companies, road safety and user organisations and others. The Forum is managed by the Steering Group, which meets about once a month, and has representatives from all the above-mentioned sectors. 

The Working Groups

The Working Groups are focusing on domain-specific priority areas that are important for the stakeholders and for the implementation of the actions identified in the Commission Communication. There are currently nine active Working Groups, chaired by industry volunteers:

	The eSafety Forum Working Groups
	

	Accident Causation Analysis
	Real-Time Traffic and Travel Information

	eCall Driving Group
	Road Maps

	Human-Machine Interaction
	Heavy Duty Vehicles

	International Co-operation
	User Outreach

	Research and Development
	


2.
The In-Vehicle Emergency Call (eCall)

2.1
Introduction

The in-vehicle emergency call (eCall) can be initiated either manually or automatically by the vehicle sensors. It passes information about the accident, including accurate location and vehicle identity to the emergency authorities via the Public Service Answering Point, PSAP. eCall has the potential to substantially reduce the number of fatalities, severity of injuries and stress. The impact of a pan-European implementation of a harmonised eCall has been estimated to provide a reduction in the average response time in rural area of 50% and in urban areas of 40%. This is expected to save yearly over 2000 lives across the EU and shift 15% severely injured persons to the category of light injuries. Furthermore, the implementation will have a significant financial benefit in related reductions in health and societal costs in the range of 21 billion € per annum.

2.2
The eCall Driving Group

The eCall Driving Group was established to produce, on the basis of the technical concept and field tests performed by the 5th FP research project E-MERGE, a framework architecture and functional and business model for eCall, and to define the respective roles for both the public and private stakeholders that include the Member States, the Commission, mobile telecom operators, vehicle manufacturers as well as Public Service Answering Points (PSAPs) and/or private service providers operating PSAPs under the regulation of a public body. 

The eCall Architecture together with a functional model and a so called Minimum Set of Data has been defined and specifications for data transmission protocols and interfaces have been identified. Furthermore, recognizing that moving forward with the implementation of eCall requires parallel commitment and joint efforts, the group has also prepared a Memorandum of Understanding for signature by all parties. This MoU has already been signed by the European Commission, ACEA (on behalf of the European car makers), ERTICO and a number of other stakeholders. The work on possible business models and specifications for the in-vehicle unit are under further discussions.

For the eCall service, the Driving Group proposes to use the single European emergency call number 112, and to build on the introduction of location capability in the PSAPs and emergency services based on the universal service directive
,  the so-called E112 service. In order to facilitate the processing of location-enhanced emergency calls, the Commission adopted a Recommendation
 that further emphasises the need to take into account the in-vehicle emergency calls.

In order to further advance the provision of E112 and other emergency services in the Member States, the Commission is proposing to establish a Forum
. A number of preparatory meetings have been held, and the Forum is expected to be operational by the end of 2004.

In order to facilitate roaming and pan-European service, common standardised interfaces and data transfer protocols should be used. The Commission supports the work of ETSI in defining the necessary standards in its Operational Coordination ad-hoc Group on EMergency TELecommunications (OCG EMTEL). The Member States should encourage the use of standard solutions.

2.3.
Recommended Actions for the Member States

Aiming at offering to all road users a harmonised, pan-European, interoperable eCall service, the Member States should provide the necessary infrastructure to allow the realisation of the pan-European eCall service from 2006 onwards. To do so the Member States should:

(1) immediately sign the eCall Memorandum of Understanding at an appropriate level, and commit to the creation of a concrete implementation plan for eCall as soon as possible;

(2) send representatives and support the work of  the Public Safety Officers Communication Forum and urge it, as a priority, to prepare the actions for implementing E-112 and eCall;

(3) set up, as appropriate, national platforms for the implementation of E112 and eCall, urging participation from relevant ministries (e.g. transport, telecommunications and interior), especially the authorities responsible for emergency services, as well as the private industry and service providers;

(4) use the adequate European platforms, such as the eSafety Forum and the ERTICO Public Authorities Platform to review the progress in eSafety and to agree on national eCall implementation strategies and plans, harmonised on European level;

(5) undertake to assure, by the end of 2006, that adequate infrastructure exists in the Public Service Answering Points (PSAPs) for the processing of eCalls originating from vehicles, and increase their efforts to build capability of using the location and other relevant information into the whole emergency service chain

(6) support in ETSI the standardisation of interfaces between  the telecommunications networks and the PSAPs, and of the data transfer protocols for simultaneous voice-data link between the vehicle and the PSAP

(7) undertake the necessary training of emergency service personnel, and organise public awareness campaigns for the visibility of E112 and eCall

(8) develop together with the other stakeholders a model to provide financial incentives to the users of eCall to accelerate the take up

(9) report by the end of 2004 on the status of their E112 implementation and in the end of 2005 on the status of the readiness of their PSAPs to process eCalls.

3.
Real-Time Traffic and Travel Information (RTTI)

3. 1.
Overview of the Progress in RTTI

Real-Time Traffic and Travel Information – provided preferably to the mobile user - contributes greatly to road safety and efficiency. Beside verbal radio announcements which interrupt the regular audio program, the most commonly used service is RDS/TMC, a technology developed in Europe that has been available for many years in a growing number of European countries. It has a significant user base of about 3 million, growing currently by about 1 million p.a., and a large number of in-vehicle terminals (mostly car navigation systems) with RDS/TMC capability are on the market and offered by the vehicle makers. During the last few years, in some countries commercial services have started. Examples are Mediamobile  in France and the ITIS RDS/TMC service in UK. The private companies normally operate their own data collection system – sometimes using floating car data - , but they offer public data, too, where available. A summary of RTTI services in Europe has been produced by EU-project ATLANTIC
.

The expansion of RTTI services into further European countries is, however, sometimes hindered by a number of factors, such as

· limited availability of traffic information content

· difficulties in defining the roles of the public and private sectors,

· the costs of broadcasting, 

· limited bandwidth in FM radio, and lack of frequencies in most urban areas

· economic difficulties with business models

· and missing initiatives for starting-up services  in some European countries.

Recognising these problems, the Commission issued a recommendation in TTI services in Europe in 2001
.

3.2
The RTTI Working Group

The RTTI Working Group aims to identify and to remove the obstacles for Europe-wide implementation of RTTI services. The group has analysed the issues mentioned above and other persistent problems, and has proposed to the eSafety-Forum a very ambitious target: All countries within the European Union should agree or should be advised to enable and to extend the installation of the chain of information needed to establish Real-Time Traffic Information Services in their countries, so that 80% of all journeys are served with adequate, standardized services by the year 2010.

The group has produced a technical and economic model for implementing the RTTI services. The group recognises that at the time being the viable short-term solution is RDS/TMC, while in the future other technologies will offer higher quality services and detailed urban traffic information.

The group has also identified a number of actions necessary for the deployment, directed at the Member States.

3.3.
Recommended Actions for the Member States

Aiming to have by the year 2010 80% of journeys throughout Europe served with adequate, standardized RTTI services using firstly RDS/TMC, the Member States should – if not already proceeding -

(1) agree by the end of 2005 at the national level on a strategy and time schedule for implementation of RTTI services, starting from RDS/TMC, covering as much as possible both inter-urban and urban areas,

(2) support the TMC-Forum to continuously promote the safety-related service features of TMC, building on the already existing, standardized  European format for the data, messaging and transmission standards,

(3) take steps to ensure roaming and interoperability across the RTTI-services,

(4) require their authorities to make available existing public data for the provision of RTTI-services and to establish additional collection of real-time traffic information when necessary,

(5) agree to:
· create national RTTI strategies aligned with the Commission Recommendation on TTI services

· use these strategies to create agreement between the public and private service providers on the extent of the public (free of charge) services and the conditions for the commercial services

· establish public-private partnerships wherever these will support the public or private services,
(6) ensure the correct implementation of the standard by service providers,

(7) publish, following the guidance of the Commission RTTI recommendation, clear guidelines for the private sector, the conditions for establishing private data collection networks for commercial purposes,

(8) require broadcasters, especially those operating under public licence, to carry the RDS/TMC traffic information for public or private providers so that for a minimum of 80% of journeys the drivers have access to a relevant service,

(9) require authorities to ensure through the appropriate standardisation and regulation bodies that frequency spectrum and broadcast capacity will be made available for more advanced digital broadcast services such as DAB, DRM, DVB-T and eventually satellite DAB,

(10) support the development of more advanced services, made possible  by 3G Mobile Communications, DAB and DVB-T and satellite broadcasting,  wireless LANs and others.
4.
Human-Machine Interaction (HMI)

4.1.
Overview of the Progress in HMI

Human machine interface (HMI) is an essential element contributing to road safety and drivers’ comfort. Both standardisation and legislation play an important role in the design of HMI at European and at national level. However the constant proliferation of new functions and new devices may jeopardize the safety of the driver, of the passengers and of other people on the roads when devices are misused intentionally or unintentionally due to their poor HMI.

The importance of a safe human machine interface (HMI) for in-vehicle information and communication systems has been stressed many times in resolutions, opinions and conclusions of several European institutions. These include :

· the Council conclusions of 17 June 1997; 

· the European Parliament resolution of 8 October 1998;

· the Opinion of the Committee of the Regions of 14 May 1998; 

· the Commission Communication COM (97) 223 of 20 May 1997 (related to a Community strategy and framework for the deployment of road transport telematics in Europe); 

· the Council Resolution of 17 June 1997 on the development of telematics in road transport. 

In December 1999, the Commission adopted a “Recommendation on safe and efficient in-vehicle information and communication systems: a European Statement of Principles on human machine interface (ESoP) (OJ L19, 25.1.2000, p.64). The purpose of this last recommendation was to disseminate widely these principles through the Member States, to the main actors in the field, with the objective that the relevant European industry would take them into account in the design of new systems. In addition, the EC published an expansion of the Principles by its expert group (dated July 2001). A voluntary agreement from European car manufacturers to fully respect the ESoP (letter from ACEA), was issued in 2001. Then, in September 2003, the Commission issued the first communication on eSafety which includes HMI elements.

 4.2.
The HMI Working Group

The HMI working group is composed of HMI expert from national research institutes and from industry. A ring group has also been constituted to comment on documents produced by the group and to input new elements if needed. Documents and recommendations are all elaborated through consensus.

The specific objectives are:

1. To identify HMI-related problems likely to negatively impact on safety or markets

2. for In-vehicle driver information and assistance systems

3. To explain each problem and reach consensus on the problem definition

4. To identify where there is a consensus over an approach to a solution and

5. where the issue is still “open”

6. To develop a work-plan to resolve issues and solve problems.

The principal scope of the Expert Group is “M1” vehicles (basically passenger cars). The initial focus was in-vehicle information and communication systems (IVIS). Advanced Driver Assistance Systems (ADAS) were not excluded, however.

Following the publication by the European Commission of the European Statement of Principles (ESoP) in 2001, for in-vehicle information and communication systems, responses from the Member States concerning application of the Principles have been studied by the eSafety Working Group on Human Machine Interaction. The Working Group considered amendment and development of the existing EU Statement of Principles taking account of views expressed by Member States and including issues of HMI safety assessment and nomadic devices. 

On this basis focus areas were defined and analysed. One addresses the increasing availability of “nomadic devices” and, to a lesser extent after-market systems. These systems give particular cause for concern as their lack of integration within the vehicle may cause additional driver workload. Another important issue is caused by the fact that multiple Stakeholders contribute to delivering information services. Although the ESoP is valuable in clarifying issues under the responsibility of manufacturers, it is recognised that other stakeholders including system users and Authorities, have certain responsibilities in ensuring that eSafety systems are beneficial not only for the individual driver but also for traffic safety.

The Working Group took a balanced risk/benefit approach to implementation rather than assuming that provision of more information always decreases safety. This supports the eSafety approach that has both safety and market aspirations. Though HMI should be as standardised as possible, this does not exclude the necessary differentiation between the brands. HMI indeed is an important part of brand design and all recommendations are formulated on a consensus basis.

In this document, the working group identifies a number of actions to assist safe deployment, specially directed at Authorities (EC and Member States). A later document will develop all the recommendations of the Working Group including those concerning nomadic system providers, service providers, fleet operators and managers and research organisations.

Moreover, an updated version of the ESoP is planned to be issued by the Commission in the first third of 2005.

4.3.
Recommended Actions for the Member States

Authorities have been identified as a key actor in the implementation of eSafety systems. Authorities include both the EC and Member States and the role that each will play will depend on existing Directives and laws in specific areas. 

There appears to be a lack of knowledge concerning the ESoP and HMI principles, more generally in some sections of the industry. Therefore, wider dissemination and use of the ESoP could be beneficial along with continued monitoring of its impact. 

To encourage more responsible use of in-vehicle information and communications devices, the provision of consumer information concerning the safety and usability of in-vehicle devices may be helpful.  

Manufacturers of integrated and OEM-installed systems are well informed concerning HMI, so the existing ACEA-self-commitment for ESoP compliance is an efficient route. For after-market and nomadic device manufacturers, however, there are examples of systems that appear to be less well designed. Consequently there should also be a self-commitment of these design responsible organisations covering systems and functionalities which they intend implicitly and/or explicitly for in-vehicle use. Moreover these systems are sometimes poorly secured within the vehicle, which may pose a safety threat in case of an accident.  For such devices, it also appears necessary to take measures to ensure secure fixing. One possibility is to use ECE R21 which is required to apply to OEM fitments.

Specific current areas of concern for HMI safety include the use of hand-held devices and visual entertainment systems (e.g. TV, DVD) by drivers while driving. This is an area of driver behaviour that could be addressed by suitable legal measures and enforcement actions to improve safety. 

Recommendations in terms of Communication 

The Member States should:

1. Actively ensure ESoP is effectively disseminated, known and used by designers, manufacturers, installers and fleet managers
. 

2. Provide general information to drivers on safe use of in-vehicle information and communication systems e.g. by means of safety campaigns, mass media etc.

3. Promote self-commitment of ESoP compliance for after-market systems and nomadic devices and support provision of consumer information concerning the safety implication and usability of in-vehicle devices (via consumer organisations, EURO-NCAP etc.)

4. Report to the European Commission about their studies regarding the ESoP if not done yet.

Recommendations in terms of Monitoring and Enforcement

The Member States should:
5. Ensure that regularly updated information is available on the definition and dynamics of the market for aftermarket and nomadic devices to be informed about the evolution of the market and of the techniques. 

6. Continue evaluation and monitoring of the impact of the ESOP and report to the European Commission about the results 

7. Ensure that data collection is sufficiently detailed in order  to perform further evaluation  and monitoring of the safety-impact of in-vehicle information and communication systems especially of aftermarket systems and nomadic devices

8. Take measures (for example legislation) to ensure secure fixing of aftermarket systems and nomadic devices according to ECE R21, or equivalent.

9. Continue to actively enforce existing Health and Safety legislation concerning at-work driving practices

10. Take measures to ensure no-hand-held-use of nomadic devices by the driver while driving. 

11.  Identify and take necessary actions on the unintended use or misuse
 of visual entertainment systems by drivers while driving (i.e. movies, TV, video games) 

5.
Other Working Groups and Activities

5.1.
Road Maps

From the public sector point of view, it has to be possible to estimate the market introduction time-table of intelligent vehicle safety systems. Developing these Road Maps is, however, a very demanding task as it depends on decisions taken by the automotive sector on the basis of the market situation and a number of other factors. 

The Working Group was established in June 2003. Its main objective is to develop regularly reviewed road maps with technical steps and socio-economic implications for the introduction of Intelligent Integrated Road Safety Systems, as well as to develop public sector road maps indicating the required improvements and related investments in the road and information infrastructures. 

So far, the following systems have been identified as the first priority for implementation: 

· Autonomous Vehicle Systems: ESP, Blind spot monitoring, Adaptive head lights, Obstacle and collision warning, and Lane departure warning

· Infrastructure related Systems: eCall, Real-time Traffic and Travel Information, Dynamic traffic management, Local danger warning, Extended environmental information (extended FCD), and tentatively Speed Alert 

The group is expected to produce its first report in early 2005. This report will need detailed analysis by the Member States.

5.2. 
Research and Technological Development (RTD)

The RTD Working Group has mapped the ongoing regional, national and European research, technology and demonstration projects in the area of eSafety, identified gaps in the current RTD approach and produced a number of recommendations to be taken into account in planning future RTD activities. In particular, the group recommended increased focusing of resources on improved accident causation analysis, assessment and verification of efficacy of safety systems, human factors and co-operative vehicle-infrastructure systems. The Commission has already observed some of these recommendations.

The Commission published in December 2002 the first FP6 call for proposals. Six new projects in the area of eSafety for Intelligent Vehicles Safety Systems have been retained for funding. These projects - started in the beginning of 2004 - focus on the use of Information and Communication Technologies in areas of on-board safety systems. 

On the basis of adaptive human machine interfaces (AIDE) and a common architecture for vehicles (EASIS) new applications for preventive, protective and post accident emergency rescue services will be developed. PREVENT focuses on preventive and active safety applications that help the driver to avoid accidents by sensing the nature and the significance of imminent dangers. PREVENT integrates a number of sub-projects on vehicle functions grouped in the following areas: safe speed and safe following, lateral support and driver monitoring, intersection safety, vulnerable road users protection and collision mitigation. APROSYS deals with advanced protective systems and GST aims to set up the interoperable systems for post accident rescue systems.

In December 2004 a new call for proposal will be published, with the aim to start research and development activities in the area of co-operative vehicle to vehicle and vehicle to infrastructure systems. This call addresses some of the recommendations made by the RTD Working Group. The main objective is to provide for greater transport efficiency and increased safety. In particular, this new call will aim to deliver the most efficient, safe, secure and comfortable journey and to offer improvements beyond those achievable with stand-alone systems.

5.3.
Accident Causation Analysis

The eSafety Forum Working Group on Accident Causation has collected information on the existing EU, Member State and industry road accident databases. The Working Group is currently formulating a methodology and framework, which will allow a more effective use of existing accident causation databases. For this purpose a Workshop was organised on 30 June 2004. The group expects to finalise its work by the end of 2004.

On the basis of the recommendations of the group, the Commission intends to include the accident causation analysis using existing data sources in its next call (Call 4, IST Programme). On longer term, the group is expected make recommendations for further actions that are required for effective, homogenous accident causation data collection and analysis, liaising with the Integrated Project SafetyNet. 

5.4
Heavy Duty Vehicles

The Working Group on Heavy Duty Vehicles was established in early 2004. The Group has met three times. The Group has established sub-groups to look into the accident causation for heavy duty vehicles, as well as safety measures. Over 50 different safety measures have been identified, and their effect is further analysed by mapping them on the types of accidents.

As the next step, the group will focus on the 5-6 most important systems, and recommend scenarios for introducing them in the Heavy Duty Vehicles. The next Workshop, to be organised on 18-19 October, will work on these scenarios. The Working Group and intends to finish and to issue its final recommendations by the end of 2004.

5.5
User Outreach

The goal of the User Outreach Working Group is to look into ways to increase user understanding of eSafety technologies. Public awareness of efficient safety systems will  increase user demand to help the positive business case for these systems.

The User Outreach Working Group was established in early 2004, and has so far concentrated, in liaising with the other Working Groups, in investigating the methodologies for communicating about eSafety, determining the most prominent systems and the messages to be communicated, and finding best practises amongst the stakeholders.  In the next phase, the group will produce recommendations for increasing user awareness, and potentially draft pilot exercises such as campaigns, exhibiting in Motor Shows etc.

5.6
International Co-operation

The International Co-operation Working Group joins partners from both the public sector and the industry mainly from USA, Japan and the EU, but also from Canada, Australia and other countries.

The group met in Detroit ,USA, and Parma, Italy in March and June 2004, and the next meeting will take place in Nagoya, Japan on the occasion of the ITS World Congress in October. In this meeting a global list of priority topics will be finalised. The group has also discussed already-identified areas interesting all continents, like Accident Causation Analysis, HMI and socio-economic benefits studies. The best practise features on the agenda of all meetings has proven to be very useful and informative. All documents are posted on the eScope Project’s Web Site as a source of easily accessible global information

5.7
The 24 GHz Short-Range Radar

Ultra-wide band automotive radar (SRR) is considered to be a key technology for many Intelligent Vehicle Safety Systems. The 79 GHz range band has been identified by CEPT as the most suitable band for long term and permanent development and deployment of SRR. In this context the Commission adopted a decision in July 2004 establishing the use of this spectrum for SRR. 

However, this SRR technology is still under development and will not be available in the short term on a cost-effective basis. In order to benefit from an early introduction of SRR in the Community to meet the objectives of e-Safety, an alternative solution has been found in the temporary use of the 24 GHz band, as technology is already available for operation in that band. 

Therefore, sufficient radio spectrum should be made available on a harmonised basis for a limited period of time in the 24 GHz band (21.5-26.5 GHz). The Commission is planning to ask the Radio Spectrum Committee to approve a Decision concerning the use of this spectrum range, invites the Member States to support this proposal and will take all necessary legislative, regulatory or administrative measures, for the implementation of the above solution.

� Commission Communication Information and Communications Technologies for Safe and Intelligent Vehicles, COM(2003) 542 Final, 15.9. 2003


� �HYPERLINK "www.europa.eu.int/information_society/programmes/esafety/index_en.htm"��www.europa.eu.int/information_society/programmes/esafety/index_en.htm�, � HYPERLINK "www.eScope.info" ��www.eScope.info�


� Directive of the European Parliament and of the Council relating to the protection of pedestrians and other vulnerable road users in the event of an collision with a motor vehicle and amending Directive 70/156/EEC


� Studies by Swedish Road Administration, Volkswagen, Toyota and DaimleChrysler indicate significant effect in circumstances of low friction and loss of control accidents, with overall effectiveness of 22%


� Directive 2002/22/EC


� Commission Recommendation COM(2003) 2567 final, 25/07/2003


� European Forum for officials responsible for provision and use of communications and information systems in the delivery of public safety and emergency services in Europe.


� See www.atlan-tic.net


� Commission Recommendation, OJ L 199/20 24.7.2001


�  The language used should be chosen according to the addressee (designer/manufacturers/installer/fleet managers)


�  Enforcement on Driver Behaviour is a matter of Member States, not the EC. Therefore the EC should recommend taking appropriate measures; the choice of measure is up to the individual Member State.


�  Since the TV/DVD lock can be defeated (information on internet), it may be necessary to carry out regular inspections or to take actions against the information providers
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