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FUTURE ROLE OF THE WORKING PARTY ON ROAD TRAFFIC $ATY

Note by the secretariat

1. The United Nations General Assembly adopted on ZtcM 2008 resolution 62/244 on
improving global road safety. The resolution reaaif the importance of addressing global road
safety issues and the need to further strengthtemattional cooperation and knowledge sharing
taking into account the needs of developing coestri

2. At its fifty-fourth session (26-28 March 2008), thi¢orking Party on Road Traffic Safety
(WP.1) had a first exchange of views on its futuoée and especially on the best way to
contribute to globally improve road safety and ktemige sharing. The debate on this subject
continued at the subsequent sessions of WP.1, lmaseldcuments prepared by the secretariat
and successively amended so as to reflect theegitatdirections and recommendations
formulated by the Working Party.

3. Itis expected that WP.1 at its fifty-eighth seaswill give a final consideration and adopt

the present document, which reflects the indicatigiven to the secretariat. After adoption, the
actions proposed in the Action Plan and in the workgramme for the period 2010-2014
(document ECE/TRANS/WP.1/2009/5) will be submitfed approval of the Inland Transport

Committee (ITC) at its seventy-second session k020

GE.09-
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l. STRENGTHS OF THE WORKING PARTY ON ROAD TRAFFIC SAFETY

4. WP.1 is today the only permanent intergovernmeltaly in the United Nations dealing
with road safety and it is well equipped for knogside sharing globally. WP.1 is open not only to
UNECE member States but to all countries throughizaitvorld.

5. The achievements of WP.1 may be summarized asmsilo

(a) Elaboration and constant updating of the Convestimm Road Traffic and on Road
Signs and Signals of 1968 and of the European Ageets supplementing them,
which facilitate the international road trafficcaincrease road safety through the
adoption of uniform traffic rules, road signs amghsls as well as markings;

(b) Elaboration and constant updating of a unique $etoad safety best practices
contained in the Consolidated Resolutions on Roeaffi¢ (R.E.1) and on Road
Signs and Signals (R.E.2);

(c) Elaboration of a database containing road traffiety requirements in a number of
UNECE countries, based on data transmitted by Guowents. The database contains
information on the legislation governing speed tanpermissible levels of alcohol in
the blood and methods of control, seat belts aiild obstraints, wearing of helmets,
use of lamps, periodic technical inspections amndrdy permits;

(d) Contribution to the Road Safety Weeks including Euest United Nations Global
Road Safety Week, jointly organized by the WHO &mel United Nations Regional
Commissions, which took place from 23 to 29 ApfiDZ;

(e) Regular compilation and dissemination of road ita#fccident statistics in Europe
and North America Hitp://www.unece.org/trans/main/wp6/transstatpublht by
UNECE. The UNECE owns and manages a rich collectibwery detailed data
(including on-line) relating to road traffic accite and casualties by country, year,
location, time of occurrence, road condition, nataf accident, age group and
accidents under influence of alcohol.

6. Existing initiatives that deal with best practicasd exchange of knowledge such as the
United Nations Global Road Safety Collaboration RBC) and the Global Road Safety
Partnership (GRSP), for all their merits, are infat, consultative mechanisms involving
valuable public and private partnerships. HoweuBlgse initiatives do not have a formal
governmental status within the United Nations syste

7. Interest in improving road traffic safety among teédi Nations member States from all the
regions has constantly increased, as proven byited Nations General Assembly Resolutions
58/9 of 5 November 2003 on the global road safagys; 58/289 of 11 May 2004, 60/5 of
1 December 2005 and 62/244 of 31 March 2008 ondwipg global road safety as well as by
the WHO General Assembly Resolution 57.10 of 22 @94 on road safety and health.
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. WEAKNESSES AND CONSTRAINTS OF THE WORKING PARTY ON ROAD
TRAFFIC SAFETY

8. The lack of adequate resources at national leveledisas in the secretariat is a significant
constraint preventing WP.1 to make full use of @reup’s most valuable assets i.e., knowledge,
expertise and experience in road traffic safetyg imider geographical area. This affects mainly
the low- and middle-income countries which are alsontries that need assistance the most.

9. Even though some of UNECE and/or WP.1 road tradféitety activities were financially
supported by donors (e.g. Italy, Netherlands, Ngrwhe European Commission and the FIA
Foundation for the Automobile and Society), trame$t and distance discourage participation in
the work of WP.1 of experts from low- and middle@ame countries and from the secretariats of
other United Nations regional commissions.

10. In order to define and/or assess road traffic ggfevblems and identify solutions thereto
the WP.1 needs adequate data. The reliability andgicity of UNECE's databases relevant for
the work of WP.1 such as road traffic accidentisias database and the inventory of the actual
technical parameters and standards of the E-romebrieare highly dependent on the feedback
from countries. Databases being obsolete are wmfarely rather common.

11. At present no monitoring mechanism has been defioedhe implementation of the
Conventions on Road Traffic and Road Signs anda#sgii968 and of the European Agreements
supplementing them. Questionnaires that have bmamched to determine the degree to which
the domestic legislation of Contracting Partiesfoons in substance to the legal instruments
have only been replied to by 17 per cent of thet@oting Parties. The lack of reliable, genuine
information is a weakness for WP.1 because witltowtP.1 can neither assess the reasons for
non-implementation nor actively address these reaso

12. The products and activities that make WP.1 unigoetably the conventions and
resolutions are poorly communicated which does cwitribute to improving the Working
Party’s visibility.

13. The highly specialized legal work of WP.1 may ceetite perception of a slow body (in
making decisions and producing tangible resultshmared to other players which deal with
more practical aspects of road safety, and whigla, @sult, are perceived as more dynamic.

[ll. OPPORTUNITIES FOR THE WORKING PARTY ON ROAD TRAFFIC SAFETY
CONTRIBUTING TO GLOBAL ROAD SAFETY

14. WP.1 should continue to play a key role in glolmd safety; to do so, it should continue
updating and promoting the legal instruments artd s& best practices that made its fame.
However, taking into account the multiple aspedmposing road safety and the capabilities
acquired by WP.1, as well as the commitment regdesty the United Nations General
Assembly in its road safety resolutions, adding retwities to the “traditional” ones should be
considered as an important contribution to imprguioad safety in countries that are in need of
such improvement. Currently there are several knpwajects/proposals/initiatives which could
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be used as opportunities by WP.1 to enhance itilbation to global road safety and which are
briefly described below.

A. The project on “improving global road safety: setting regional and national road
traffic casualty reduction targets”

15. The project on “Improving global road safety: swjtiregional and national road traffic
casualty reduction targets” has received fundinghmfut 660,000 USD from the United Nations
Development Account (UNDA) and is to be implemente@008 and 2009, by the five United
Nations Regional Commissions, in cooperation witieo international organizations and NGOs
active in the field of road safety.

16. The objective of the project is to help countrieishweconomies in transition to develop

regional and national road traffic casualty reductiargets and to provide them with examples
of good road safety practice that could help therhieve the targets selected by 2015. The
results of the project will be discussed by thel@laMinisterial Conference on Road Safety to
be held in November 2009 in Moscow, Russian Fenerat

17. The project is primarily implemented through th@amization of seminars, one or more
under the auspices of each regional commissionrd¢@mmendations of the seminars held until
now in all the regions are harmonized to a larger@and they invite countries to participate in
the activities of WP.1, to become Contracting Rartd the Conventions on Road Traffic and on
Road Signs and Signals, 1968, and properly impléminem.

18. Some of the member Governments of WP.1 (Greecly, etherlands, Poland, Spain,
Sweden), governmental structures (European ComwnissWorld Health Organization,
Commonwealth of Independent States, South Eastspoah Observatory), non-governmental
partners (International Road Transport Union, mm&gional Road Federation, Global Road
Safety Partnership, FIA Foundation for the Autonmland Society, European Federation of
Road Traffic Victims, the Hellenic Road Safety Ihge “Panos Mylonas”, the Hellenic
Association of Safe Transport), academia (the Matiorechnical University of Athens, the
Hellenic Institute of Transportation Engineers)pgrammes (International Road Assessment
Program), as well as private entities (ERTICO, thellenic Chambers of Commerce and
Industry of Greece, the Hellenic Basketball FedematFIBA Europe and players from the
national basketball team of Greece) have alreadyriboited to the success of these seminars by
providing funding or resource persons.

B. Proposal put forward by Italy, the Netherlandsand the United States of America

19. Seeking to best utilize WP.1 and UNRSC assets tet rifeir institutional mandate of
increasing road traffic safety and recognizing tieed to pursue broader collaborative efforts
from which all members of the UNECE and also themewnity at large will benefit, a small
working group consisting of Italy, the Netherlandsd the USA proposed to create a
supplemental instrument focusing on the high-yiatéas of road safety. The proposal, as
contained in document ECE/TRANS/WP.1/2008/4, rezigupport from the United Kingdom
and FIA Foundation for the Automobile and Society.
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20. The proposed instrument is envisioned as a compietoeoperational rulemaking under
the Conventions on Road Traffic and on Road SigiisSignals, 1968.

21. Under the proposed instrument, science-based bastiqes, programs, plans addressing
road safety would be established. To allow coastst different levels of development to adopt
the best practices, a series of benchmarks wouléstablished in the form of intermediate
specific indicators for each best practice. Thisuldoallow countries to progress in stages
towards adopting the best practices addressing satedy issues (e.g. seat belt use, alcohol and
driving, speeding, high standards for safer infragtire etc.).

22. The jointly developed best practices and associgeuachmarks would be publicized
through both WP.1 and UNRSC websites as well asctyr through the parties to the
instrument. Such a strategy, combining WP.1's $icgmt road traffic safety expertise and
UNRSC'’s experience in designing and delivering rating solutions, would be in line with

directives from the Inland Transport Committee (ETHEANS/162) and United Nations General
Assembly (A/RES/58/289) calling on WP.1 to work mmoclosely with the UNRSC to

proactively develop solutions to the transport, reeoic, and social facets of the road traffic
safety crisis.

23. The small working group that tabled the propostltfeat it might be premature to select
one structure for this instrument, as there areertitain one potential options, of which:

(&) an instrument similar to the 1998 Global Agreemehich is administered by the
World Forum for Harmonization of Vehicle Regulatoo(WVP.29). In this potential
option, the instrument would be overseen by an &kéz Committee composed of
representatives from WP.1, the UNRSC, and membates$t All parties to the
instrument would be members of the representaidely that would vote to approve
the final draft best practices, intermediary benatks, and mentoring programs
designed “on-demand” and provided by issue-basdtadvorking groups.

(b) a Resolution, similar to the existing ConsolidatRésolutions Nos. 1 and 2,
containing guidance and strategies on road sdfietycan be adopted by any country
and is flexible enough to address different levelslevelopment. During debates in
previous sessions of WP.1, it appeared that infreiire, behaviour, enforcement,
investigation of crashes and legal response, cdmpsgve training, fleet safety and
safety audits are aspects that may well be cougresdich a Resolution.

C. New ISO standard for road traffic safety managment systems

24. The International Organization for Standardizat{¢®O) is developing an international
standard for road traffic safety management systdine future standard will not encroach on
regulatory responsibilities, but seek to be compgletary to the road safety work of
intergovernmental organizations such as the UNE@iEthe WHO. It will be applicable to all
actors with an influence on road safety and witiyide a holistic approach to road traffic safety.
The intention is to help organizations improve theérformance in relation to road safety,
contribute to reducing accidents, better meet sguy requirements and societal expectations
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regarding road safety, employ a process approachyding the Plan-Do-Check-Act cycle and
continual improvement, and to set and achieve szdety objectives. WP.1 could use this new
standard as a tool to better assess problemsjfidgaps and define solutions.

D. Bilateral assistance

25. Many of the developed UNECE member countries hatearpplace bilateral programmes
to assist countries with transition economies airtkfforts to improve road traffic safety (Spain,
Sweden, etc). Success stories would produce a maxiof benefit if they were shared and
multiplied in the framework of an appropriate pteith, where both donors and recipients meet
as equal members; WP.1 is well equipped to bepth#brm.

E. World Bank’s Global Road Safety Facility

26. The World Bank's Global Road Safety Facility wag gp in 2006 to support global,
regional and country efforts that would lead toua@ns in road deaths and injuries in countries
with economies in transition. The Facility’s missimcludes activities directed at strengthening
road safety strategies and institutional capacitietheir target countries. The Facility, which is
now administering grants, has two streams of fugidime for global road safety initiatives and
the other for supporting country programmes. Ashstitze Facility’s mission is consistent with
the mandate of WP.1 to “initiate and pursue actiaimsed at reinforcing and improving road
safety”.

F. Second United Nations Global Road Safety Week

27. Although no formal decision has been taken yet mjamizing a second United Nations
Global Road Safety Week, it can be envisaged thett an event would be planned for 2010 or
2011. WP.1 should be prepared to play a key ro#dlithe stages of the event.

G. Global Ministerial Conference on Road Safety (Mscow, Russian Federation,
19-20 November 2009)

28. The United Nations General Assembly in its resolut62/244 entitled "Improving global
road safety" welcomed the offer by the Russian guwent to host the first Global Ministerial
Conference on Road Safety. The event will takegtat 19-20 November 2009 in Moscow.

29. The Conference is a major event which will contiébto raise the political profile of the
epidemic of traffic-related deaths and injuries @odld offer the venue for countries to agree
upon regional road traffic casualty reduction té&sgeThe UNECE secretariat has already
provided assistance to the Russian Governmentherpreparation of this historical event,
including providing speakers, input for the eveniscuments, proposed wording of final
declaration, "prodding" all Transport Ministersattend, etc. The Conference should be used by
WP.1 as an opportunity to improve its visibility bgpcouraging interventions and speeches of its
member Governments, making available legal instnimmand best practices, etc.
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IV. THREATS AND OBSTACLES TO THE CONTRIBUTION OF THE WORKING
PARTY ON ROAD TRAFFIC SAFETY TO GLOBAL ROAD SAFETY

30. The critical situation of road safety has been gexed as a “global crisis” and the General
Assembly has reaffirmed the importance of addrgsgiobal road safety issues and the necessity
to further strengthen international cooperatioking into account the needs of developing
countries by building capacities in the field ohdosafety and providing financial and technical
support for their efforts.

31. However, low- and middle-income countries have mstnygent priorities and often road

safety is not amongst them; the lack of financedources, political will and commitment are
significant obstacles to finding a solution to ttead safety crisis through putting in place
adequate policies/programmes. In case of roadysafetelated programmes/projects already
started, lack of will and resources to ensure tlestainability are a threat to national and
international efforts to improve road safety.

32. At global level there is a significant multiplicaii of actors dealing with road traffic safety;
while this is a positive development per se, thek laf coordination may lead to inconsistency
and dilute global and national efforts to improvad safety.

33. Road safety has numerous facets and can only beoweqg) through multi-sectoral
approach and solutions; lack of coordination andpeoation or even competition between
actors, at national and international levels, aredts to defining and implementing solutions to
road safety problems.

34. The major projects of WP.1 have been achieved thihcomprehensive revision of the
Consolidated Resolution on Road Traffic (R.E.1)aR®afety is a fast changing environment
and WP.1 needs now to identify ways to move forwaard adapt itself so as to continue to play
a significant role.

35. The Conventions on Road Traffic and on Road Sigmk Signals, 1968, are proved to be

appropriate tools for facilitation through harmaedzrules, signs, signals and markings in many
regions/sub-regions of the world; however, theeestill cases of reluctance to implementing the
conventions as they are, preference being givenlapted softer versions.

36. One of the threats faced by WP.1, as well as bgrotforking groups, is the low level of
participation in the meetings by countries thatehdalve most urgent need of knowledge and
information about road traffic safety. The reason their non-participation is in most of the
cases the scarcity of resources; it is therefoserdgil that ways and means are found to
encourage and support these countries participatioW/P.1 meetings. Without action, the
benefits (even of an ambitious and creative wodgmm) would be limited.

V. ACTION PLAN

37. Road traffic injuries are obviously a developmessuie; trend in many countries suggest
that the problem could become noticeably worse iwithe next decade. Despite increased
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awareness of the issue, there is a pressing neegtdater effort and resources to be directed
towards addressing the problem, particularly in lavd middle-income countries in the UNECE
region and beyond. WP.1 can and should continyetppa major role in improving road traffic
safety at global level.

A.  Strategic directions

38. The main goals of WP.1 for the period 2010-2020ukhde to ensure global coverage of

the Conventions on Road Traffic and on Road Sigr $ignals, 1968, and to put in place a
well-functioning implementation monitoring systeKeeping the legal instruments and the sets
of best practices updated shall remain “businessisaml’, a permanent task for WP.1, in

accordance with its Terms of Reference.

39. In addition, WP.1 should adapt to the dynamicsoafdr safety by including in its debates
more policy-related issues. Such a strategy fanréutlevelopment would imply a number of
organizational changes like, for example, the douation of thematic ad hoc working groups
established when needed and organized in a flewible (e.g. the creation of an “Expert Group
on Variable Message Signs”), as well as the creaiojoint working groups on matters with

impact on road safety (e.g. joint work with the \Klog Party on Road Transport (SC.1) on road
safety and infrastructure). The ad hoc working geowill report to WP.1 and the outcome of
their work will have to be approved by WP.1.

40. Representatives from other regional commissionsighioe regularly invited to participate
in the meetings of WP.1 and other road safety evehthat would ensure global transfer of
WP.1's know-how including eventually global covezagf the legal instruments. At the same
time, debates would provide WP.1 with additionapertise and information, enabling it to
elaborate and implement a global vision on roaétgathat takes into account the needs and
capabilities of countries with different levels adévelopment. Such a global vision would build
on the legal instruments and best practices elédxbiay the WP.1.

41. Improved communication on WP.1's competitive adaget should be considered as a
constant and permanent objective of the WorkingyPand its members, as well as of the
secretariat; achieving this objective will dependat significant extent on the commitment to
assume ownership of WP.1’s products and activities.

42. 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 afdreafety regulations and best practices,
applicable at global level and particularly by depéng countries. To produce positive effects,
the guidance provided should be based on relisdearch of the causes leading to poor road
safety performance. Introducing the legal instrureeand resolutions and addressing “what to
do” is not enough, this should be followed by addimeg “how to do,” especially regarding
implementation.

43. Road safety is a global problem; while the soluida the problem have to be global
policies, they should mainly be implemented locafBiobal policies can only be developed
through improved cooperation; WP.1 should therefimster partnerships/ develop synergies
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with the most relevant stakeholders in road tragfitety. A first step has already been taken by
inviting the UNRSC for a back-to-back meeting withP.1 in November 2008. Organizing such
joint meetings with other partners too should bésaged, based on mutual interest and possible
complementarities.

44. WP.1 should build on its assets so as to becomentdst appropriate multilateral platform
where concerns, success stories, lessons learntadncks with regard to road safety can be
shared, to the benefit of all the participants.

45. The European Commission should continue to remamagor partner of WP.1 as the
European Union is composed of 27 member Stateshwdrie also members of the UNECE. The
acquis communautaire in road safety including legislation, institutiomsid best practices in
vehicle safety, infrastructure safety managemedtuser's behaviour is most valuable and might
be spread beyond the EU borders with the speciéianms of WP.1.

B. Actions feasible on short-term (2010-2012)

46. There is no clear indication on the degree or endtrrectness of implementation of the
Conventions on Road Traffic and on Road Signs dgda%, 1968; based on the principle that
“you cannot improve what you cannot measure”, afl w® 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 Signs agas, 1968.

47. Despite repeated appeals, many Contracting Padiese Convention on Road Traffic,
1949, have not ratified the 1968 Conventions. W8Rduld use all possible means to identify the
reasons behind this situation, in order to imprivend facilitate the development of the 1968
Conventions as genuine global legal instrumentsioAc

Define a mechanism of inquiry with the Contractidgrties to the Convention on Road
Traffic, 1949, in order to identify their possildificulties in ratifying and implementing
the 1968 Conventions. Launch the inquiry and desigsport measures for the Contracting
Parties to overcome the difficulties (this actierta be continued on medium term).

48. Addressing road traffic safety is a cross-sectaetivity involving different national
authorities (policy makers/regulatory, law enforegrmetc.) such as the Ministries of Transport,
Health, Internal Affairs/Police and Education. Acti

National and regional cooperation amongst compedatitorities involved in road traffic
safety will be promoted and strengthened. To thi &ull use will be made of the findings
of the project “Improving Global Road Safety: saftiregional and national road traffic
casualty reduction targets”, funded by the Unitedidhs Development Account.
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49. In a growing number of countries, the Road Safayril (or similar) plays a key role in
coordinating the activities of the different autkies representing a multi-disciplinary portfolio.
Despite their vital role, these Road Safety Cosnd not seem to have an international network
unlike e.g. the railroad regulators, which have agad to set up a regular consultation forum
among them. Actian

WP.1 will act as facilitator in promoting the setiiup of a “Club of Road Traffic Safety
Councils”. Such a forum would ensure a much fasggead of information at national
levels on what WP.1 is actually doing.

50. The UNECE's road traffic accident statistics dat#bas well as the collection of road
safety provisions of national legislations consétassets that should be used by WP.1 to define
and/or assess problems and identify solutions thefEhe reliability of the data is highly
dependent on the feedback from countriegion:

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

51. To make WP.1 more accessible to all UNECE Membarn@a@s and to be able to carry
out the activities under a broadened mandate oflWddditional resources notably financial
ones are a pre-requisite. Actions

(@) Negotiating a specific agreement with the alreadisteng Global Road Safety
Facility of the World Bank to support the work ofRAL in implementing its activities
as well as the road safety work of the other UniNations regional commissions;

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

(c) Calling for synergies with major EU-funded projeatsthe UNECE region (e.g.
“Development of Co-ordinated National Transporti€es in Central Asia” in the
framework of which a Working Group on road safefs lbeen established, so as to
reap the maximum of benefits from each other’s g6gpee

52. Based on the historic achievements and on-goinyities of WP.1, more attention should
be given to packaging them invitingly and disseringdistributing widely. Actions

(@) Developing an interactive CD-ROM containing the seérig instruments
(conventions, resolutions) under the authority oP.X& The CD-ROM would be
distributed in all the important road safety-rethévents and to the stakeholders;

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

(c) Creating a WP.1/Road Safety mailing list and imgti@lectronic discussions on a
regular basis, with participation of WP.1 membersaovoluntary basis;
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Preparing presentations of the legal instrumentissats of best practices tailored for
different levels of understanding and for differéaatget groups (e.g. policy-makers,
practitioners etc.);

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

Actions feasible on medium-term (2013-2015)

53. WP.1 is well equipped with all the necessary knolgefexpertise and experience to
expand its role and transfer the know-how to coestbeyond ECE region, by that being also
able to be useful to the other United Nations negi@ommissions to build capacity and initiate
road traffic safety activities in their regions.thns

(@)
(b)

(€)

(d)

(e)

Provide support to the Contracting Parties to tbevention on Road Traffic, 1949,
in overcoming the difficulties they may have infsahg the 1968 Conventions;

Inviting delegates from all regional commission WP.1 and making them
advocating the WP.1 activities in their Commissjons

Encouraging the establishment by ECA, ESCWA, ES@AB ECLAC of Regional
Road Safety Groups (working structures similar tB. %y aimed at bringing member
States closer and improve collaboration betweenhallroad safety stakeholders in
that specific region;

Occasionally organizing WP.1 events in other laoai than Geneva, with
participation of the working groups of other Unitddtions regional commissions;

Promoting and encouraging interaction between UNRBCthe regional road safety
groups in the framework of the United Nations RegidCommissions.

54. In light of the fact that WP.1 is currently the pmixisting intergovernmental body dealing
specifically with road safety in the United Natiasstem, it should act as a positive catalyst and
a facilitator of contacts and cooperation betwetakeholders that can contribute to improving
road safety. WP.1 should be open to cooperatioh wiher working structures in the United
Nations system or external to it, which are relé¥anroad safety. Actions

Encourage countries with economies in transitiopaudicipate in peer reviews of road safety
performance, identify relevant partners (e.g. vt#en reviewers, donor countries, the World
Bank etc.) and facilitate contacts between themthadountries.

Develop synergies between WP.1 and SC.1, startitiy jaint work on introducing road
audits (including safety component) into the Eusipégreement on Main International
Traffic Arteries (AGR).
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D. Actions potentially feasible on long-term (beyoad 2015)

55. Road safety is a global problem which needs a ¢edlation. Part of the global solution is
given by the existing legal instruments but a camn@Ent to operational rulemaking under these
rules might be useful. The existing sets of beatfres could be supplemented with additional,
science-based best practices addressing road ,sajpgtycable by countries at different levels of
development. Action

Consider developing a global instrument on roaftfitraafety covering actual needsyt
dealt with by other (existing) instruments

56. The International Road Assessment Programme (iRAR3 established in 2006 to
facilitate expansion of road assessment program(®R#e?) into low and middle income
countries. Based on an established methodologyg ubiee standards protocols, iRAP enables
the implementation of large scale programmes toragigg the safety of roads where large
numbers are being killed and seriously injured. IR&P initiative supports the development of
local models and outcomes that suit the needs aad safety issues within participating
developing countries. Action

Assess all the implications of a possible coopenatiith the iRAP and, depending on the
results, offering to be associated with it in reafety audits.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

57. WP.1’s achievements are well-known in the UNECHae@nd beyond. The Conventions
on Road Traffic and on Road Signs and Signals, 196&e been modernized and their
consolidated versions are published. The ConselitiResolutions on Road Traffic and on Road
Signs and Signals, useful sets of best practicess lalso been brought in line with the most
recent developments in road traffic safety.

58. The Action Plan proposed presents a variety ofiptesapproaches and specific activities
that may be included in the future work of WP.1tekfconsideration and decision by WP.1, the
resulting document will be submitted to the apptosathe Inland Transport Committee as
WP.1's work programme.

59. It is foreseen that this strategic document willsbéject to regular update and adaptation,
taking into account the rapid developments thag fallace at international and national levels in
the area of road traffic safety.

60. Member countries are expected to provide furth@tance to the secretariat on the ways to
proceed, taking into account that for the impleraBah of a number of proposed activities,
additional resources need to be made availableetdJNECE secretariat, as well as to the other
United Nations regional commissions.



