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Attendance

1. The Working Party on Road Traffic Safety (WPh#)d its sixty-fourth session in
Geneva from 24 to 27 September 2012, chaired bylMkrio (ltaly). Representatives of
the following member States participated: AustBzlgium, Czech Republic, Denmark,
France, Germany, ltaly, Latvia, Lithuania, LuxemtipuNorway, Portugal, Romania,
Russian Federation, Slovakia, Slovenia, Spain, 8we8witzerland, Turkey and United
States of America.

2. The European Union (EU) and the following nhongrmmental organizations were
also represented: Council of Bureaux (CoB), Eurapgeaderation of Road Traffic Victims
(FEVR), International Motorcycling Federation (FIMFIA Foundation, Global Road
Safety Partnership (GRSP), Greek Road Safety inst{iRSI Panos Mylonas), Institute of
Road Traffic Education (IRTE), International Autobile Federation (FIA), International
Center for Alcohol Policies (ICAP), Internationalobrcycle Manufacturers Association
(IMMA), International Road Federation (IRF), Intational Standards Organization (1SO),
International Touring Alliance & Fédération Intetiomale de Automobile (AIT&FIA),
International Union of Railways (UIC), Laser Eurcgad Scouting Ireland.

Adoption of the agenda (agenda item 1)

3. The Working Party on Road Traffic Safety adoptddée session’'s agenda
(ECE/TRANS/WP.1/136). WP.1 was informed that thesg’s Informal document No. 1,
listed under agenda item number 4, is the samefagral document No. 2 of March 2012
(submitted by Sweden).

Adoption of the report of the sixty-third session (agenda item
2)

4, The Working Party adopted the report of its ystkird session
(ECE/TRANS/WP.1/135) including reference changes sted in
ECE/TRANS/WP.1/135/Corr.1.

Activities of interest to the Working Party (agenda item 3)

5. The Working Party exchanged information aboutent road safety related
developments with several national delegations lwhpcovided up-to-date information
about national or international road safety inities.

6. Belgium described forthcoming changes to itfitréegislation (likely to be enacted
in the first half of 2013), wherein the maximum BAGQr professional drivers is to be
lowered to 0.2 and road traffic offenders (in par@r, recidivists) would face increased
penalties depending on the number and timing dfidr&iolations. As one in five road
users die because of excess speed in France, thergaontinues to focus on speed
enforcement. Progress has been made in developing effective speed cameras which
can distinguish between light and heavy vehiclesvel as those that can zero-in on the
vehicle speeding in traffic where many vehicles mavtwo lanes, in the same direction.
As alcohol is a factor in one-third of deaths oerfeh roads, the government has increased
penalties for offenders. France reminded WP.1 efdhligation to have “alcohol-tests” in
the vehicle as of 1 July 2012; if not, the fine€afl will be applied as of 1 March 2013.
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7. On 20-21 November 2012, the governments of eaBelgium and of the province
of Québec will co-organize an event about “Youthd anad safety” (Les jeunes et la
sécurité routiére) in Lyon (France). In Luxemboulgring winter conditions driving will
be only permitted while using winter tires as ofOttober 2012. The new “winter tire
provisions” will be applicable to all vehicles whet domestic or foreign (with some
exceptions such as for motorcycles and tractorsywily reported on recent studies on
speeding. While some 5 per cent of drivers exceatyle posted” speed limits, it is only 1
per cent that exceeds average (section) speeds.lififtis year, Norway reviewed its
demerit point system and it found that — despitenesogeneral deficiencies — harsh
penalties did have significant impact on young eirsV behaviour. Switzerland reported
that the country has passed a road safety actamadter lengthy, multi-year deliberations.
In addition, “reckless driving” has been defined thre Swiss national legislation (i.e.
through a precise definition of excessive speedimih prison terms for offenders
(between 1-4 years, with conditional or uncondiibosentences). Sweden’s “management
by objectives” has been a success delivering amediction in road deaths of some 7 per
cent per annum. However, cyclists’ severe injuiase not followed the same trend and
the government is now focusing its efforts in thisa. It is believed that road maintenance
is a contributing factor.

8. Spain noted the institutionalization of the é&merican Road Safety Observatory
(OISEVI), achieved by the signing of the StatuteArgentina, Costa Rica, Mexico, Peru

and Spain during the Third Ibero-American Road SaBmngress held in Colombia in June
2012. The aims of OISEVI include creating an Ib&raerican Common Database on

Traffic Accidents to facilitate the participatiof knero-American countries in international

forums, drawing up an annual report on accidergsran Ibero-America and creating a
website to facilitate cooperation and exchangefafrmation. On 29-31 October, a seminar
aimed at training data coordinators will be heldCiartagena de Indias (Colombia) hosted
and organized by the Spanish Ministry of Foreigria#k$ and Cooperation, the Spanish
Agency for International Development Cooperatiom @ahe Spanish Directorate-General
for Traffic, with funding from the Inter-American é¥elopment Bank, the Development
Bank of Latin America and the World Bank.

9. Turkey presented an overview of its Road Safetiyon Plan that aims at reducing

the number of casualties in Turkey by 50 per cgn2@20. The Action Plan is coordinated
by the Prime Minister and has the following maiereénts: establishment of a traffic safety
training centre, review of regulations that ainwtithdraw old cars from circulation, studies

to amend the Road Traffic Law No. 2918 and assga#iiver education and examination
systems.

10. The European Union presented an update of éik w the area of road safety:
current work in the fields of roadworthiness paakastrategy of action on road injuries,
and deployment of the ITS action plan. The Intéomati Commission for Driver Testing
(CIECA) presented an overview of its road safetyolmement. CIECA helps its members
develop technical and scientific knowledge abouvedr education and assessment. It
collects and analyses data, organizes workshopssamihars, and it offers peer-to-peer
learning and exchange of good practices. The Hell®oad Safety Institute, (R.S.l.)
“Panos Mylonas” presented information about thejgmto “AVENUE” (Actions for
Vulnerable, Elderly, Novice drivers and road User€urope) which is a EU co-funded
project that activates road safety professionalstjtutions, public and private entities and
motivates volunteers with the aim to influence thaffic behaviour. One of the key
elements of AVENUE is the creation of referral roadfety centres called NESTs
(Networks of Education for Safety in Traffic). NESTaim to, among others, raise
awareness through targeted actions and campaighpramote responsible behaviour and
safe driving attitude.
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11. Laser Europe — a road safety NGO — informed WPRat it is organizing a global
road safety film festival tentatively scheduled 2dr22 March 2013 in Paris.

12. The secretariat described plans to hold a ssHdty management conference in
cooperation with the Government of Armenia, temtdli scheduled for 2012. WP.1
participants were invited to attend. More inforroatiwill be made available from the
secretariat in due time.

Decade of Action for Road Safety, 2011-2020 @uda item 4)

13.  The Working Party exchanged information abegent developments in the 2011—
2020 Decade of Action for Road Safety. The sedadtamformed WP.1 about the most
recent United Nations General Assembly road safesplution (A/RES/66/260 of May
2012). The Resolution, among others, called foanizjng a UN Road Safety Week in
2013. In this context, the secretariat presenteB/ERANS/WP.1/2012/7 which provides a
concept note about the forthcoming UN Road SafetgekV(6-12 May 2013). The
secretariat invited WP.1 to partner with the UNES&Eretariat in organizing special events
in Geneva during that week.

14.  The Council of Bureaux — an organization resgue for the administration of
third party liability insurance (Green card syster)presented a proposal to organize a
round table focused on the link between road saféttims and insurers. The event will be
coordinated by the CoB and undertaken in cooperatith ECE. Spain informed WP.1
that during 2-12 May 2013, the twelfth Meeting dfd2tors for Road Traffic and Safety of
all the Ibero-American countries and the Caribbeélhbe held in Argentina, coinciding
with the annual OISEVI Congress.

15.  Sweden presented Informal document No.1 (héormal document No. 2 of March
2012) on a Safe System Approach and possible iatpies for WP.1 work. This document
outlined the Safe System approach and suggestetajédeas on how to modify the 1968
Conventions on Road Traffic and on Road Signs dgda® as well as the Consolidated
Resolutions on Road Traffic and on Road Signs agda$ to further reflect this approach.
The basic message of the safe system is that infcagre, vehicles and road users are seen
as a system in which human error and inappropteaviour are always taken into
account. As a result, infrastructure and vehiclesufd be designed as to prevent and limit
the consequences of such failures. WP.1 requebktdsécretariat to translate Informal
document No. 2 (of March 2012) for the next sessiod agreed to create an informal task
force — led by Sweden — to assess and propose hBvl Wbuld address pedestrian safety
by incorporating a safe system approach into ECBaged road safety legal instruments.

Convention on Road Traffic (1968) (agenda itenb)

Consistency between the Convention on Road Tifec (1968) and
Vehicle Technical Regulations

16. WP.1 continued to consider amendment propasalse 1968 Convention on Road
Traffic on lighting and light-signalling (ECE/TRAM®&P.1/2011/4) with a view to

maintaining consistency between the ConventionRegulations developed by the World
Forum for Harmonization of Vehicle Regulations. \WPdiscussed the proposed
amendments up to paragraph 16 of Article 19, ChapbteAnnex 5. The secretariat was
requested to incorporate Informal document No. @@l 2012) and Informal document
No. 7 (September 2012) both submitted by Germany bkafiormal document No. 2
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(September 2012) submitted by Laser Europe into /ERENS/WP.1/2011/4 for
consideration at the next session.

17.  WP.1 also considered amendment proposals tba®@ Convention on Road Traffic
and 1971 European Agreement as far as the issuesdoiver being in control of vehicle”
and the definition of “Driver Assistance Systemeg aoncerned (in particular amendments
to Articles 8 of the 1968 Convention and point arggraph 5 of the 1971 European
Agreement supplementing the 1968 Convention). Geyma on behalf of the informal
group of experts — introduced document ECE/TRANS/WA11/8 that provides specific
amendment proposals. After a lengthy debate, iffudhe presentation of Informal
document No. 5 by the Russian Federation, whicpgsed alternative wording of Article 8
of the 1968 Convention, WP.1 was not able to reamisensus on a definition of “Driver
Assistance Systems”. The informal group of experds asked to continue its work with a
view of finding a more acceptable phrasing that in@ygupported byWp.1.

Driving Permits and Distinguishing Signs

18. The Working Party continued discussing appadéstrepancies between the 1968
Convention and EU “Driver licence directive”. IS@epented detailed options for removing
the discrepancies (ECE/TRANS/WP.1/2011/2). While ¥WWorking Party admitted that
there were differences, some government represegabelieved that they were not
significant. In addition, some government représtves explained that these
discrepancies reflect decisions taken in the EWdrder to enhance road safety; they also
argued that the costs of changing the EU “Drivegrice directive” were prohibitively high.
As a result, no changes were possible. Spain dtemten to the fact that the European
Union’s driving permit model — and not that of th868 Convention — is the model that
Ibero-American countries wish to follow. Spainakxpressed strong dissatisfaction with
the fact that the discussion of this agenda itednndit take place earlier which would have
allowed a member of the Spanish delegation to &akige part.

19. WP.1 decided to continue working on this iséyecreating an informal expert
group consisting of representatives of France, mbeurg and 1SO. Participation in the
group is open to all WP.1 members. Based on thellext work done by the representative
of 1SO, the aim of the work of this group is to pose suitable solutions on mutual
recognition of driving licences.

20. The Working Party was informed about commuiicest between the secretariat and
Cuba, Montenegro, Republic of Moldova and Serbiahenrequirement for a Contracting
Party to notify the Secretary-General of the Uniations about the distinguishing sign in
use.

Convention on Road Signs and Signals (1968agenda item 6)

Amendment Proposals on Variable Message Signs

21. The secretariat introduced document ECE/TRANSAAR012/1/Add.1 which

provides a proposal (by Spain) to amend the Coimveioin Road Signs and Signals (1968)
to include variable message signs as well as substacomments from the secretariat.
Spain expressed strong dissatisfaction with the flaat it cannot be identified as the
originator and author of the amendment proposkénd when the proposals are submitted
to the United Nations Office of Legal Affairs. Thecretariat explained that this is so
because Spain is not a Contracting Party to the8 @6nvention on Road Signs and
Signals. At the same time, the secretariat notatl $pain — by virtue of being a WP.1
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A.

member — can initiate work in any area it wished #rat Spain’s contribution in the area
of Variable Message Signs was very much appreclayed/P.1. The Working Party agreed
to defer the discussion on document ECE/TRANS/VARM12/1/Add.1 until the next
session. The informal VMS expert group is invitedpresent the results of its work on
pictograms and report on the progress of the VM&tionnaire at the next session.

Implementation of the Convention

22.  The Working Party was informed about road sigmats that may either not
conform to the 1968 Road Signs and Signals Conwentr present difficulties of
interpretation. The secretariat presented docunie®E/TRANS/WP.1/2012/3 on road
signs contained in a rectangular panel and proptisgd/V/P.1 consider establishing a new
initiative (a formal expert group) to assess then@mtion and its overall implementation.
WP.1 agreed and requested the secretariat to prélpaft terms of reference for this group
for discussion and adoption at the next sessiome draft terms of reference will be
circulated by the secretariat for WP.1 commentsrfa the next session to ensure that; a) a
high-quality draft can be submitted at the next I13€ssion for approval; b) the draft is
adopted at the next WP.1 session in March 2013.

Consolidated Resolution on Road Traffic (ageda item 7)

Multidisciplinary crash investigation (MDCI)

23.  Sweden informed WP.1 about the necessity ofppoghg the elaboration of a
proposal to develop an MDCI framework. Sweden, apperation with Norway, and the
United States of America will prepare an informapgr on this subject for discussion at the
next session.

Amendment proposals on distracted driving

24. WP.1 discussed document ECE/TRANS/WP.1/2012{8epared by the
Governments of France and lItaly, which proposesstablish an informal expert group to
develop a proposal on the subject of distractedrdyj with a view of amending Article 1.5
of the Consolidated Resolution on Road Traffic (RESpain stressed the importance of
discussing the use of mobiles phones, as well lzex atevices by pedestrians, which may
also cause distraction and ultimately increasetbbability of road accidents involving so-
called “digital pedestrians”. While it was believétht great care and extreme caution is
required in this area, WP.1 decided that an overwé the existing research would be a
useful first step.

Hiring buses for a school trip

25.  WP.1 thanked Israel and Sweden for contributinthe possible development of a
best practices guide for individuals in charge ioiny buses for school trips. WP.1 again
invited other governments to provide national dbuotions. The subject will be pursued
further at the next session.
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IX.

XI.

XII.

Consolidated Resolution on Road Signs and Sigfs (agenda
item 8)

Charging points for electric vehicles

26. WP.1 discussed document ECE/TRANS/WP.1/201&pgred by the secretariat on
the basis of ECE/TRANS/WP.1/2011/2 and ECE/TRANS/WA11/10.

27.  The document was adopted by WP.1. It will idtrce new road signs/additional
panels for charging points for electric vehiclewithe Consolidated Resolution on Road
Signs and Signals. The document, after insertirrgri€e” before “Portugal’ on page 3, is
appended to the report of this session.

Secure parking areas

28. The Government of Belgium tabled a revised afmemnt proposal concerning a
secure parking area road sign (ECE/TRANS/WP.1/Z)12VP.1 decided to continue
discussing the proposal at the next session giwesvarall support at this time.

29. The secretariat invited WP.1 participants tosider co-organizing with the
secretariat an annual Inland Transport SecuritguBision Forum on the subject of “secure
parking areas” in February 2013.

Group of Experts on improving safety at level mssings
(agenda item 9)

30. The Working Party was informed by the secratambout the most recent
developments in establishing the “Safety at lewelssings” multidisciplinary group of
experts. The secretariat expects that the ECE HxecCommittee will be ready to
consider the possible endorsement of this Expesu@early next year.

Other business (agenda item 10)

31. WHP.1 took note of Mr. J. Jenssen’s retiremkist year after many productive years
at the government of Norway and after some thremdkes of valuable involvement in

WP.1 road safety activities. WP.1 thanked Mr.ehs$en — who was a long time WP.1
participant, and a previous WP.1 Chair, and gremitrioutor from the government of

Norway — for many years of his close and professic@ngagement in many issues in
enhancing road safety.

Date of next session (agenda item 11)

32.  The sixty-fifth session is scheduled to takacel from 18 to 21 March 2013 in
Geneva. The deadline for submitting formal docurménthe secretariat is 1 January 2013.

33.  WHP.1 discussed the proposal from Dr. R. Balfjalnstitute of Road Traffic

Education to organize an additional (i.e. thirddssen of WP.1 on 4-6 December 2013 in
New Delhi. WP.1 agreed to hold three sessions 820 requested the secretariat to seek
Inland Transport Committee’s approval as requing\.1 Terms of Reference and Rules
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of Procedure (Sessions, Rule 3, TRANS/WP.1/100/Bdidr sessions taking place outside
of Geneva.

XIIl.  Election of officers
34. The Working Party elected its officers for f&iod March 2013 — September 2014.

Ms. L. lorio (Italy) was re-elected as WP.1 Chail,. D. Mitroshin (Russian Federation)
was re-elected as Vice-Chair and Mr. J. ValmaimiEe) was elected as Vice-Chair.

XIV. Adoption of decisions

35.  The Working Party adopted a list of decisia@igeh at its sixty-fourth session.
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1.13

Adopted amendments to the Consolidated Resolutiaon
Road Signs and Signals (R.E.2)

The text below provides the amended text of papd.12, 1.13, Annex V and VI
as adopted at the sixty-fourth session of WP.1.

Additional panels indicating the applicabilityof road signs

In cases where the applicability (or inapplicap)litof a road sign has to be
indicated, road users shall be informed of thisiBans of additional panels placed below
the signs concerned:

(a) On the additional panels, symbols of the existoad signs can be used with
the same meaning;

(b)  The additional panel shown under point 1 “Tygevehicle” in Annex V to
this Consolidated Resolution indicates a passeceyer

(c)  The “Period of applicability” panels shown ungmint 2 in Annex V to this
Consolidated Resolution indicate the time or doratr the days of the week when the sign
is applicable;

(d)  The “Method of parking” panels shown under pdnin Annex V to this
Consolidated Resolution indicate how cars mustarkeul;

(e) The “Blind pedestrians” panel shown under peainin Annex V to this
Consolidated Resolution indicates that the crosirguestion is used by blind people;

) The “Electric vehicles” panels shown under go$in Annex V to this
Consolidated Resolution present panels that aremeended to be used with the
appropriate roads signs indicating or prohibitirgking.

Road signs to indicate fuelling stations sellj alternative fuels.

(@ As the alternative fuel (Compressed Natural Gas GENLiguefied
Petroleum Gas (LPG), hydrogen JjHand Liquefied Natural Gas (LNG) fuelling
infrastructure continues to grow and vehicles usthgse fuels cross borders more
frequently, drivers in international traffic expemce difficulties knowing where they can
buy alternative fuels. This is partly because thenmo recognizable, international standard
indicating the locations of fuelling stations sedithese fuels.

In order to indicate that CNG, LPG,;tdnd LNG can be obtained in a fuelling
station, it is recommended that the pictogrsimwn in Annex Vl(paragraph 1.13 (a)) of
this Resolution be used.

The pictogram is composed of the service stationt®} F, 4 in black(as defined
in the 1968 Convention on Road Signs and Signalsd the same symbol in blue shifted
diagonally to the right. It shall be complementedtise English acronyms CNG, LPG,H
or LNG in black lettering to indicate the type okef available in the fuelling station. This
sign may be complementedf necessary, by an additional panel indicating the
corresponding acronym or name in use in the largoéghe country in question.

(b)  During the last few decades, increased concebwmit the environmental
impact of the petroleum-based transport infrastmecthave led to interest in electric
propulsion systems.
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Drivers in international traffic however may exmarce difficulties knowing where
they can charge vehicles that completely or pdytiate electricity for propulsion since
there is no recognizable, international standardfimad sign which informs of the location
of charging points for electrical vehicles.

In order to better inform drivers and harmonizeth® extent possible, road signs in
use, it is recommended that one of the signs shawédnex VI (paragraph 1.13 (b)) be
used to designate charging points for electricalehi

The signs are composed of the "F” sign (as defindtle 1968 Convention on Road
Signs and Signals) with the symbol “F,4” inscribedblack or in black and dark blue
accompanied by a symbol of an electrical plug acklor dark blue.

Annex V 5. Electric vehicles
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Annex VI Road Signs for fuelling stations sellialgernative fuels
(Paragraph 1.1@&))

Retain the existing LPG, CNG, LNG and H2 model signs here
(Paragraph 1.13 (b))

The following illustrates the recommended road siggindicate the locations of refuelling
points for electric vehicles (examples from Belgjuenmark, Portugal and Sweden).

Belgium Denmark

Portugal Sweden

-\




