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'/ NAGAOIE [221
There ae good reasons for providing safety inft
mation to consumers, but there are better reasc
for ensuring that alcars allowed on the roads ai
good as they can beHaving two sets of require
ments does not meet both objectives.

Dispatch Central

U.S. Department of Justice is now looking at Go«
Maps They should be frying bigger fish.

Will New Jersey be the last statekeep gas statior
attendants? It looks that way.

Road authorities have decided to retire their toll
tendants: Ifelthf S / KF NX A S 2y
have enough change to pay the toll.

BMW and MercedeBenz are lirowing in the car
sharingtowelL 1 Q& 6SSy | gl ai
If governments can give away our tax money to 1
folks to buy electric cars, rich folks can give a\
their money to financially strapped people to fill
4§ KSANI Ol NE QChigdgaimillihaiye] a 2
While China readies its\2X champions to invad
the West, Austria continues tpromote DSRC ¢
home and abroad.

Stellantis CEQOCarlos Tavares, asks the questi
that other automotive OEMs are avoiding: Is it ree
possible or een desirable to get to 100% BEVs?
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S5THANNUALPRINCETON
SVARTDRIVINCARSUMMIT

2-4 JUNE2022¢ TRENTONNEWJERSEY

See therogram andregisterat: https://www.cartsmo-

bility.com/summit

The focus of théth Annual Princeton SmartDrivingCe
Summitis deployment of Safe, Equitable, Affordab
Sustainable, Higlquality Mobility seeded in a Trento
Operational Design Domain that is readily expandal
once successful, throughout Mercer CgouiNJ It is re-
peatable in the entire State of New Jersey, deliverir
AaSNBAOS GKFG OFy NBFRACE:
30+ million norwvalking person trips.

The Summit is organized by PRINCETON UNIVE
Professor Alain Kornhauser with coopéatof the CITY
OF TRENTON, the N.J. DEPT. OF TRANSPORTAT
the OFFICE OF GOVERNOR MURPHY. The goal is
itate the scalable deployment of higkdgsisted driving
and driverless mobility of people and goods for s
streets, stronger communitse and more opportunities
Date ¢ 2-4 June 2022

Place-t NAy OS2y ! YABSNERAGE:!
Thursday evening: Setting the stage for Equitable

tonomy.
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NHT S &nwl’a AsdéssmentProgram A Critical Look

Read This First

The lead article this month is abou
GKSGKSNI bl ¢{! Qa
ment Program (NCAP) is creating
separate and neso-equal set of
standards for vehicle safety tha
must be followed by the automo-
tive OEMs in addition to the Fed
eral Motor Vehicle Safetytand-
ards. Why has this happened, is it
good idea that should be contin
ued, or should there be more dis
cussion about the consequences |
the parallel tracks?

1.
https://www.nhtsa.gov/sites/nhts
a.gov/files/202203/NCAPADAS
RF@03-03-2022web.pdf

2. The four technologies currently
included in NCAP are forward coll
sion warning, lane departure warn
ing, crash imminent braking, ani
dynamic brake support.

3. There was one exception:
NHTSA issued a proposal f@ccu-
pant Protection for Automated
Driving Systemson March 30,
2020. A Final Rule was issued 1
April 3, 2022 (NHTS2021-0003)-

https://www.regulations.gov/doc-
ument/NHTSA2021-00030003

4. Pete Buttiegieg is forty years olc
He has had a total of fifteen year
of non-academic work life. Eight o
those years were spent as mayor (
South Bend, Indiana, a city c
101,000, three werespent at con-
sulting company McKinsey, seve
months were spent in Afghanistal
on active duty in the Naval Re
serve, and the rest were spen
working for various candidates
(e.g. John Kerry) running for politi
cal offices. He was briefly a canc
date in the 2020Presidential pri-
maries.
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How does it fitinto the standards framework?

NowK SQa 32yS (22 T NES @R ddNIEKA
ing the one government initiative that is truly attempting

to increase the safety of cars driving on the roads of the

L dp{d ! OQldzrtftesx L (dzNge8RarYe |0
Assessment PrograMlCAP only after those who had
started it over forty years ago claimed that it had outlived
its usefuless. Every car is now getting a foar five-star
ratingy G KS& OfFAYSR® 2 KI GQa
everyone getsmW¥! WWhat happened to the bell curve?
My question is: Why do we have safety standards that do
not require all vehicles allowed on the roads tcaesafe

i KS

as they possibly can be? Why hgv@ (i G K3WS 06SSy
graded = |y WI, for the yaRt forty/yarsP Wiy al-
t206 | OFNJ 1KY WEBOSKi@g8k SI agf

driven? Why did NHTSA allow NCAP in the first place if it
had standards that cars had to medhe Federal Motor
Vehicle Safety Standargls

SreVENS.QLIFF Deputy Administrator of théNATIONAIHIGH-

WAY TRAFFICAFETYADMINISTRATIOKNHTSA), signed Re-
guest for CommentRFE on the 3% of March 2022 which
LINP LI2&aSa aA3ayATFAOINSMCARARERENT RS &
MENTPROGRAMNCAR! It proposes to add four more ad-
vanced driver assistance sgs (ADAS) technologies to
those NHTSA currently recommentiEhese new technol-
ogies are blind spot detection, blind spot intervention,
lane keeping support, and pedestrian automatic emer-
gency braking. The notice also proposes changes (includ-
ing an increae in stringency) to théest proceduresand
performance criteridor the four currently recommended
ADAS technologies NCAPo enable enhanced evalua-
tion of their capabilities in current vehicle models and to
harmonize with other consumer information programs.

LiQa | anardzihusiihave tBotight, whehis notice

was made publit the FEDERAREGISTE@N the 9" of March

2022 Not much has happened at NHTSA during the past
fiveyearsi¢ KI 1 Qa K2¢g f 2y 3 AhddaKl &
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permanent Administrator/Directar He was Mark R. Rosekind_
who was sworn in on the 220f December 2014 and servéar a
yearuntil January 2016 whentH€ ¥ 2 N)Y SNJ 3dz2 Q | & ﬁéﬂmeﬁ"aqﬁ‘tﬁﬁ AURMEF X O

. . . . P - . mation, Disclosure Ac
of President and Elaine [ SU Qa b2 U @hacbdcame K Fassed A 1ok 8t required all ney

Secretay of Transportdon. There was no permanent NHTSA Ad-automobiles to carry a sticker or

ministrator/Director during her tenurePete Buttiegiej was  he window (the Monroney Label)
. S t fT t t . F b 2021 d StCOﬂtalnlng lmportant information
sworn in as Secretary of Transportation in February ,and StE5.¢ the vehicle, including, the

@SY [ tAFTTF o6Fa FFLIRAYIGSR & batifcdan®EBan ! OdiAzy 3 Q
January 20214 this writing, Cliff hasstill not been confirmed as price, engine and transmissiol

the official Administrator/Directorin any case, it is the firgelip- ~ SPecifications and standard equig
ment and warranty details. Mon-

erate stepin five yeardo be takenby NHTSAN getting the gov-  roneywas named after Almer Still

ernment back into the safety regulation business. well "Mike" Monroney, United
States Senator from Oklahome

The RFhotice goes further. Idescribes how NHTSA could rate Monroney sponsored the Automo:
vehicles equipped with these ADAS technologies meiests ~ Pilé InformationDisclosure Act of

comment on how best to develop a rating systdtalso seek to igfe&o}'vzgﬂpr:nae:?a;i tgﬁcii';cils
LINE JARS | ONI &K | @2ARFYOS NI Golyich ontndd avidnforSes. LI2 A Y
window sticker(the socalled Monroney Lab#l which would be 5 The NaTIONALHIGHWAY TRAFFIC
consistentwiththet nmp CAEAY 3 | YSNA Ol Q &refAdaNIFAaTO@HTIANG: y & L

(FAST) Actindit outlines ways of implementing this poiof-sale 2 legislative mandateinder Title
includi tential f dati h inf 49 of the United States Code
program, including a potential process for updating such infor-p,. e 301 wior vehicle Safety,

mation. As part of a new NHTSA approaciNGARPNHTSA is pro- to issue Federal Motor Vehicle
posingad NB F RY I L 2F GKS | JSCAPrR Q §afety Jfardayd@MVSgapd Regzl J3 N.

phasesover the next several years ftesents the roadmajn the ~ U/ations to which manufacturers o
motor vehicles and items of motor

RFQor comment. NHTSgays that iis consideringitilizingNCAP  \ehicle equipment must conform
to raise consumer awareness of certain safety technologies thatnd certify compliance. FMVSS
may have thepotential to help people make safe driving choices, 209: Seat Belt Assemblies, was il
. - . = e v A o . . ~  fysts ar obecf_o effective ,
Fnally, thisRFARA a Odzaa Sa bl ¢{! Qa H»RSI g \ rc% {gljlggl-;_ ﬁhnmekx Yy
grammatic aspects diCARo improve the program. FMVSSecame effective for vehi-
} ; o ) o 3 . Cles manufacturedon and after
NHTSA says thattheselnkh | U0 A @S a & LI &dencuté S Jafidrye1, 1968\NJ sthfeBs
focus on a muclbroader safety strategy, including not only ful- and amendments to existinc

filing the2015 FAST Adirective, but also carrying out the recent Standardsare published in the Fed
eral RegisterThese Federal safety

mandates included in Section 24213 of the Novenff##1 Bipar-  standardsare regulationswritten
tisan Infrastructure Lapenacted as thénfrastructure Investment interms of minimum safety perfor-

and Jobs #t, to improve road safety for motor vehicle occupants Mance requirements for motor ve-
hicles ar itemsQf motor vehicle

Fa 6Stf d 20KSN) @gdzf ySNIY 6€ S NEIB: 6780 NEienRni
are specified in such a manner the
the public is protected against un
o reasonable risk otrashes occur-
How doesNCAHit into the global framework? ring as a result of the design, cor
All of this sounds quite positive. But as | was readingRR€the  struction, or performance of motor
references | saw to th€ederal Motor Vehicle Safety Standardsvehicles andis also protected

. . . against unreasonable risk déath
(FMVS§E°® which are the U.S. equivalent to the regulations estab- - injury in the event crashes dq

occur.

Whew! That is certainly heaping a lot on tNEAMplate, eh?
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lished bythe UNITEONATIONdUNECE WP.28hd used in TypAp- _
proval within the EU, UK, Japan awmither jurisdictions, were as _ _ :
alternatives or complemens to NCARest performance criteria. | "¢ National Highway Traffic
. . Safety Administration released .
In the May 2022 issue GTHEDISPATCHER wrote that there is an  npotice of Request faEomment re-
international frameworlfor preparing requirements, passing leg- garding upgrades to the New Ce
islation, and distributing liability for introducing improved safety Assessment Program (NCAP)
. . . . arch 9, 2022. The notice dis
systemg !n vghlcles, ar.ld it applies |n_ both .the Type Approval an@isses how NCAP can address ve
Selfcertification countries, the latter including the U.S. and Can<le safety involving motor vehicl
ada. If thereareadditional or different hoopan automotive OEM OC;?UF(’jaﬂt_S’ Ot:‘]e_r road ?SGL& an
. . . . sare ariving choices to further re
must jump through in order to have a seal qf approval which |33uce injuries and fatities. The no-
actually used by consumers to Amakfz a buylrlg chdlen the tice focuses on ways to increas _
framework hasaflan. ¥ U KSNB | NB LledNprd- f Safety thrglidR poRmiaF FaSyNE y U
cedures and erformance criteria G Kl G G KS | dzi@hy adipicsg Giver psgisipy
. system (ADAS) technologies pr
must not only be aware of, but follovihen they will have to 5,
choose the most stringent from the different listfhe chances httos: .
- - - —— ) ; ttps://www.jdsupra.com/legal-
are h|gh that the d|ﬁerent |IStS Wl" dlverge aan.Bd n COﬂﬂICt newslnhtsaupqradesnew_car_as_

with each other which they do already. sessmem9730834/

To decide how this happened and whether it is a positive or neg-
ative development, w need tdookat whatNCARactually ishow

and why it was startedhow it functions and what it is intended,

by law, to do.

The origins aothe w2 NI R QIEARFANNHTSA

For consumerdNCARSs stars; for those in and around the car in-

dustry,NCARs crash dummied. S Qa adl NI | G I
and why wasNCARestablished? 5-Star Safety Ratings

More Stars. Safer Cars.

Systematic motorvehicle safey efforts in the U.S. began daog
the 1960s with Ralph Nader leading the charge toward safer calg
(See theDecember 2017 issue of The DispatghEnere were two £
Acts both passed in 1%6and signed by President Lyndon B. John s
son, which provided the bases for vehicle and road safety in th§
U.S.Thefirst of these,National Traffic and Motor Vehicle Safety &
Act (49 U.S.C. chapter 30fgquired automobile manufacturers hitps://www.nhtsa.gov/imvss/stars
to institute safety sandards to protect the public frorand dzy” NJ $2rgpew-carassessmenprogram

. . . . ncapsafetylabeling
sonable risk of accidents occurring as a result of design, construc-
GA2Yy > 2NJ 2LISNI (TheNgtional FrafficdmidMyg-2 6 A f Saé @
tor Vehicle Safety Act of 19@@andatedthe Federal Motor Vehi-
cle Safety Standards (FMV&8)niform safety standard&+MVSS

came beforeboth NHTSA anNCAPRemember that

ThesecondAct, theHighway Safety Acincluded nonoperational
safety factors, such as highway design, and it createdNnTeoNAL
HGHWAYSAFETBUREAUNHSBINHSB in 1970 became tNATIONAL

4| Page THE DISPATCHER June 2022


http://www.michaellsena.com/wp-content/uploads/2022/04/The-Dispatcher_May_2022.pdf
http://www.michaellsena.com/wp-content/uploads/2014/03/The-Dispatcher_December-2017.pdf
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https://www.nhtsa.gov/fmvss/stars-cars-new-car-assessment-program-ncap-safety-labeling
https://www.nhtsa.gov/fmvss/stars-cars-new-car-assessment-program-ncap-safety-labeling
https://www.nhtsa.gov/fmvss/stars-cars-new-car-assessment-program-ncap-safety-labeling

HIGHWAYTRAFFICAFETYADMINISTRATIOMNHTSA)NHSB, and then

NHTSA, was given the responsibility to develop and enforce _
FMVS$®ursuant tothe statutory authorizatiorfrom the National =~ 7. NTSANATIONATRAFFIGAFETAGENCY

Traffic and Motor Vehicle Safety Act of 1966 f\giN?yiifcﬁfr“e(ﬁﬁyegﬁﬁﬁvsﬁye?ﬁe

Office of the Under Secretary fo

These two Ats signaled the beginning of a new era in both vehicler ;¢ ation, Department of Com

FYR KAIKgl & RSaAIYy D + SKAaQntS & HercegbKiivigboKvehige SaN@Brci NI 1

ofinunQs adGFNISR (2 08 odAatd o ?ggﬁé@gﬁﬁ“%ﬁggws at??*;f@g 3

headrests, energyabsorbing steering wheels, shattegsistant  tember 9, 1966. Transferred to thze-

1 i i i ARTMER OF TRANSPORTATIORNd as-
windshields, and, most importantly, with seat belts. Roads, the” d 10 the newly established EHW

Wriving environmer®> ¢ SNBE RS&aA3IYySR oG A U(S}I:%Tje HOnSaH AN RS A Y S

lanes and curves, edge and lane reflectors were added, breakgwent of Transportation ActOctober
. . . . ., 15, 1966, effective April 1, 1967. NT<
way pdes were deployed, illumination was improved, guardrailS,,,q NHsA consolidated o form NHS
were added, and road surface research started in earnest. WithiRHWA by EO 11357, June 6, 19¢
- . . NHSB designatedn autonomous op-
a decade of the Acts, deaths panrillion vehicle mile travelled erating Unit under theDEPARTMENT OF
were halved from 1965 to 1975, from 5 to 2.5. Enactment andiransportatipMarch 22, 1970. Abol-
enforcemert of traffic safety laws, reinforced by improved public ' Xig?lgm with - functions - to
education, have led to safer behavior choices on the part of driv-_
S NA& shosigKtBesédnclude enforcement of driving while intox- ;
icated penalties greater use of seatbelts and child safety seats; "

and increased use of helmets by motorcyclists. F10

3000

< 2500

- 2000

1500

1000

- 500

The Federal Motor Wécle Safety Standardse U.SFederalvehi- ’
cle regulations specifying design, construction, performance, an: °
durability requirements for motor vehicles and regulated auto-

mobile safetyrelated components, systems, and design fea-
8. Sample571.101 Standard No. 101; Cor

tures® They are the U.S. oaterpart to the UN Regulations de- iois and displays.

veloped by theNORLOFORUM FORIARMONIZATION MEHICLREGULA-  s1. Scope. This standard specifies per

TiIonswhich arerecognized to varying degree by most countries Mance reauirements for location, identifica
tion, color, and illumination of motor vehicle

except the United StateCanada, China and several oth&an-  controls, telltales and indicators.

ada has a system of analogous rules called@heada Motor Ve-  s2. Purpose. The purpose of this standarc

. . . to ensure the accessibility, visibilitynca
hicle SafetyStandards (CMVSSyhich overlap substantially but c.ognition of motor vehicl)(/a Comrolf el

not completely in content and structure with thEMVSSThe  fales and indicators, and to facilitate the
proper selection of controls under dayligt

FMVSS/CMVS3&quirements differ from the international UN re- and nighttime conditions, in order to reduc

quirements, so private import of foreign vehicles not originally ¢ s26y hazards caused by iﬂ;ﬁ'v‘l’ﬁ;"

manufactured to North American specifications is difficult or im-task, and by mistakes in selecting controls
possible.lt works the other way around as well. It was costly to S3. Application. This standard applies
passenger cars, multipurpose passenger \

adapt my1983 Saab 9QQourchased in the U.S. and shipped to hices, trucks, and buses.
Swedea seven years lateto Swedish road regulations.

1925 1935 1945 1955 1965 1975 1985 1995
Year

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH & HUMAN SERVICES

FMVS&re divided into three categories: crash avoidance {100

series), crashworthiness (2@@ries), and postrash survivability

(300-series) FMVS&are codified irTitle 490f the Code of Federal o https://www.ecfr.qov/cur-
Regulatons, Part 571, Subpart Bith eachFMVSStandard as a  rentititle -49/subtitle-B/chapter
section of Part 571° For example,AMVSS No. 208: Occupant Vipart-571
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https://www.ecfr.gov/current/title-49/subtitle-B/chapter-V/part-571
https://www.ecfr.gov/current/title-49/subtitle-B/chapter-V/part-571
https://www.ecfr.gov/current/title-49/subtitle-B/chapter-V/part-571

crash protections the standard which specifies the performanc

requirements for the protection of vehicle occupants in crash_
G¢CKS LidzN1J2asS 2F GKA&a adlyRFENR Aa (G2 NBRdAzOS
of vehicle occupants, and the severity of injuries, by specifying ve-

hicle crashworthings requirements in terms of forces and accel-

erations measured on anthropomorphic dummies in test crashes,

and by specifying equipment requirements for active and passive

A x _ X2 X ANVX & 10. https://www.ecfr.gov/cur-
NBadNI Ayl dedadsSyaont rent/title -49/subtitle-B/chapter

V/part-571/subpartB/section
571.208

All ofthe requirements are detailed and lengthy. They incltioke
criteria and testing method®r ensuring that vehicles travelling
on U.S. roads have a minimum, but sufficient level of sataiy
someone decided they were not enough to accomplish another
task Congress mandatedhich wasto inform consumers how
sde cars are compared to one another. | searched for and found
who this wasas you will see below

2 KIG A& b/!'tQa €tS3Ff NBYAGU YR gKIFG INB Ala

The firstNCARvas created in 1978y NHTSA! It was established 11 By first | mean thdirst in the

in response tdTitle Il of the MotoVehicle Information and Cost World. ][\“TI"V Ca(; 'f“sséssm?;’fo'
. . grans followed in EuropgEurc
Savings Act of 19720 encourage manufacturers to build safer NCAP) Japan (JNCAP) Australia

vehicles and consumers to buy theith.was promoted by and (ANCAP) Korea (KNCAP) South

signed into law by theiPresident, Richard M. Nixon. Asia (ASEAN NCAP)China (G
. - - NCAP) and Latin AmericgLatin
October 21, 1972dit givesme great pleasure to havsigned intodw NCAP). They all give credit to tr

S. 976, the Motor Vehiclefétrmation and Cost Savings Act. This legis-NHTSA NCAP as being the mo
lation represents anothergificant victory for the Amesan consumer,  for their programs.
this time in the effort to roll back the soaring costs of automobile repair.
| am particularlygratified that this act adopts this philosophy. Under
title 1l of the act, the Secretary of Transportation is directed to conduct
a study of the damage susceptibility, crashworthiness, and ease of di-
agnosis and repair among the various car makes and modkés Sec-
retary shall develop procedures whereby auto dealers shall distribute
information from this study to prospective purchasers so that they will
have a better understanding of the differences between various mod-
elsX &n additional consumer castvirg provision authorizes the Sec-
retary of Transportation to assist the States in developing demonstra-
tion projects to explore and develop improved methods of diagnosing
both mechanical problems and collision dam¥gehis act is an im-
portant and overdue iniditive to aid the American consumer in the fight
against the high cost of automobile repatesnd against faulty or un-
necessary repairs. It reflects this Administration's commitment that our
free market system shall work for the benefit of the American con-
sumer, and lam pleased to sign it into lawWAs enacted, S. 976, ap-
proved October 20, 1972, is Public Lanwb23 (86 Stat. 947)
Richard Nixon
oTlUK tNBaAARSYlH 2F GKS 'yAGSR {dGl14Say
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https://www.ecfr.gov/current/title-49/subtitle-B/chapter-V/part-571/subpart-B/section-571.208
https://www.ecfr.gov/current/title-49/subtitle-B/chapter-V/part-571/subpart-B/section-571.208
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The first goal oNCAPRwas to give consumers a measure of th

orelative safety potential of automobiles. The second goal Wa_
oto establish market forces to encourage vehiolanufacturers

to design higher levels of safety into their vehiéledver time,

NHTSA improved therégram by adding rating programs, facili-

tating access to test results, and revising the format of the infor-

mation to make it easidior consumers to understantNHTSA as-

serts theProgram has influenced manufacturers to build vehicles

that consstently achieve high ratings.

The head of NHTSA at the tinNCAPwas initiatedwas Joan

Claybrook who had been appointed in 1977 by President Jimmy

Carter. She served until January 1981, which was the end of

/' F NI SNA& F A NEhé redsoh Ror HeyappdintrieSt NGY ©

this position was not dissimilar to the appointments of many ad-

ministral 2 NE 6 K2 &SNS RdzNWafighand t NEAARSY (G Q
leave when he leaves: past service and party loy&8tpject ex-

perts need not applyAfter graduating from collegen 1959with

a Bachelor of Arts degreshe got a jolin Washington DCin the
SOCIALSECURITADMINISTRATIQNANd then was a staffer in Walter

a2yRIFItSQa 2FFAOS® az2yRI Afllikél a /I NISNRA
many aspirants for higher places, she returned to academia to ob-

tain a law degree, which she earned in 1973 flGEORGETOWMNI-

VERSN LAw CENTER Apparently, ler qualification for heading

NHTSA walker association with Ralf Nader, who is crediteith

getting the1966 Safety ActsassedL 1 Q& y 20 Of SI NJ gKI 0O &aKS$
to assisiNadeQ & S, BUE i2sldina that it was enough fBres-

ident Carter to appoint her to the NHTSA position.

QX
P
_<
S

I+

>+
O
(0p))

puli
>
¢
-+

NHTSA began assessing the occupant protection capabilities of
new cars in 1978just before the official start oNCARby con-
ducting frontal barrier crash tests at a high speed, writes Law-
rence L. Hshman a NHTSA staff memben, his condensed his-
tory of NCAP-? NHTSAestablished a frontal impact test protocol 12. Hershman, Lawrence L. Tt
based onFMVSSi ny 6 &dh OOdzLI y i . BoNhr 8K VS NV B ASGSRe Y/ Lo
hi t deemed aood eno Clavbrook. or (NCAP): Past, Present and Futu

good. But this was not dee 9 ugly Clay ’ NHTSA. Paper Number 390. (200!
more importantly, by oe of the NHTSA stafferdack Gillisa 30 In 2018, Lawrence, L. Hershme
something former public relations worker SESTERMWNIONwWho ~ Was a Manager and Program An:
found a job at NHTSA in the fuel economy division. Claybrook Iike!élSt at the National Highwaraffic

] ) i afety Administration in Washing
his PR credentials because whHEARvas going to be was for the ign.
public.A journalig who wrote an article featuring criticisms made https://www -
by Claybrook oNCARust one year ag saidshe had been receiv- g:‘ig‘;;%%‘;;‘;og’é‘;df/ ESViesvl7/
ing about 200,000etters a year from people asking for safety in- '

formation. NHTSA had information about which companies
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https://www-nrd.nhtsa.dot.gov/pdf/ESV/esv17/Proceed/00245.pdf
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passed the FMVSS 208t dut she wanted to do mor&he did

not feel the FVMSS speed requirement of 30 mph was hi_
enough!® She told the journalist thallHTSA O 2 dzf R K| @15 cofus N&én8The US. It
continued the expensive and laborious process of responding tgnted Lifesaving Car Safety Ra
as many of those letters étscould with the detailed, jargofaden :\r/]lgez:iaNmrIrT%z‘Alre Useless. Vi
NELR2NIa GKS SyaiAySSNE gNRUOUSO® {KS 02dzZ Ry Qi
make their cars safe enough to pass the tests at higher speeds, or

conduct different kinds of crash tests on her own. That would re-

quire a timeconsumiig rule change process or a new |&\. 14. Either Gordon misrepresente:
what Claybrook said, or Claybroc

Claybrooldecided to do her own tests with her own criteria, and was not clear about what she
V2 2ys G20R KSN)&KS 02 Ryad MR BREVECLKS
additional tests at 35 mph. She told Gillis to come up with a Way,e change or a new law. It i
to package the newest results, and he decided on what became NHTSA that defines the specific:
known asThe Car Book The first standardized, 35 mph front triogini” t?:vgr?fi\r(ssNT:ﬁgz V:‘Irac;
crash test was conducted by NHTSA on the 21st of May 1979, an ang?ngpthe Speegd of the tests c
the first results were released on the 15th of October of thatfrom adding new tests. It did re-
year.Manufacturers couldequest a test or retst of a particular ~ quire a consultation process, bu
model based b design changes or the introductionwhat they M@t takes months, notyears.
considerednnovativesafetyfeatures. From the beginning has

been the manufacturer who paytbe cost of theNHTSANCAP

tests. NHTSA, on behalf diICAP designates approved sites

where tests are performed. The vehicles are purchasegd

NHTSR TF | ySg Gdthatheydarin@ beddified? (i

by the manufacturerTo repeat, the carén the U.SNCARests

are not supplied by the vehiclmanufacturers.

Right from the beginning, NHTSA decided that it was fine for
NCARo diverge from MVSS. In itsrontal 4 NCAERest in which

a vehicle is crashed heamh into a fixed barrier, the speed of the
vehicle is set to 56.3 km/h (35 mph), versus 48.3 km/h ((30 mph)
in the FMVSS No. 208 compliance tests performed by the manu-
facturersto confirm that they meet the FMVSS specification
Hershman writesd émpared to the 48.3 km/h FMVSS tests, the
8 km/h faster NCAP crash tests produce a 36% increase in crash
energy. A primary reason for testing at the higher speed is that
little crashwothiness difference exists between vehidiesre-
strained occupants in crashes with changes in velocity below the
FMVSS No. 208 test gk Raising the speed to 56.3 knena-

bles us to more easily distinguish any crashworthiness differ-
SyO0Sao¢é

In 1990, NHTAimplemented a dynamic side impact compliance
test, FMVSS No. 214. It simulates a 90 degree side impact in
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which a moving deformable barrier, representing the striking v_
hicle, moves at 53.9 km/h (33.5 mph) into the stationary stru
vehicle.NCAPbegan esting passenger cars in side impact 1997.

In the NCAPRside impact test, the striking vehicle is towed at&n
km/h (5 mph)higher speedhan in theFMVS$ompliance test.

In 1994, NCAP started using star ratings in order to give consum-
ers a quick, simplified single point of comparison between differ-

ent vehicles. The stacale, top > ¢l & ot aSR 2y | a[ S@St 27F t NI
G§SOGA2y {OFtSé¢ H6KAOK bl ¢{! RSOSEt2LISR G2 NBf|
of sustaining an injury to thkevel of protection from injuy that

a vehicle provides its occupants. Hershman explains that NHTSA

mathematically corhines the head and chest injury measure-

ments and produces a rating of ote-five, with five stars indi-

cating the relatively highest level of protection within the vehi-

Ot SQa ¢SAIKG Oflaao

UUUUU -10% or less chance of serious injury

UUUU -11%- 20% chancef serious injury

UUU -21%- 35% chance of serious injury

UU -36%- 45% chance of serious injury

U - 46% or greater chance of serious injury

LG RARYQiO ait2L) gAdK GSada yR adl N=a

Beginning with model year 19992y SAFETY TESTS /77—
vehicles, NHTSA has published tl

. The 5-Star Safety Ratings evaluate how well vehicles HEAD
Buylnq a ger Ca[b rochure It Con— perform in crash tests to help consumers make smart 0o °
decisions about safety when purchasing a vehicle. NHTSA
tains the NCAPCI-ash test results conducts frontal, side and rollover tests because they NECK @) @

account for the majority of crashes on America’s roadways.

In each of the crash tests described, data from crash test

and safety feature information for
new cars. Then it started publish
ing Buying a Safer Car for Childre

CHEST o o

dummies indicate the seriousness of the injuries that could
occur in the type of crash involved

ABDOMEN

The Frontal Crash Test

that explains that some safety @ " smesmm el e
Sl dA LIYSY (s tA]S @
that great for kids in cld seats. The Side Barrier Crash Test

Average-sizeadt mle ummy (e ) 4
Around 2000, NCAP began to pri Stz adul emle iy (ear passergen by ’7 ee
vide safety feature charts on itS In .4 side pote Crash Test \ ’ \._ s muge it th s
ternet web site and in its publica: @ smetsize st emate qummy rven l"'i‘ S‘ T
tions to inform consumers about 1o ieHiC /Us-

ers/IMLSENA/Down-

which safety features were included in different car modélre
the seat belts adjustabjedo they have pretensionersre there
belts in the rear center seatRoesthe model include side air
bags;is there a child seat attachent systemjs there head injury
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protection with padding or air bagsre there dynamic head re- _
straints, rear seat head straints? Is there an antock braking

system; does it have brake assistthere electronic stability con-

trol, does the model have daytime running lights? And more.

IN MY OPINIONt is remarkablethat NHTSAvent along withNCAP

having their own teststheir own rating systemsheir own fea-

ture/system lists and brochuregheir Internet sites and tele-

phone hot linesput those who have been reporting onappear

to be matterof-factabout all of thisOn the otherhand (G KS G CA @S

{ GF NE 0 NP OK dzNIECAPthHeR rgféliii 2Gxu@ryiierk 2 v

Sstar{  TSi& wlkldAy3a¢ IyR altctsS GKIFIG Ad A& Dbl ¢{
the safety tests, which iechnically correctd 9 F OK &SI NE bl ¢ { !

tests new cars, trucks, sport utility vehicles (SUVs) and vans and

rates them using the-Star Safety Ratingsystem. Five stars indi-

OFrtdS GKS KAIKSAG alF¥Sae NIXdAy3I FyR 2yS adalh N

Hershman writes thatt I £ § K2dzZ3K b/ !t KlFa y2 YIyRFG2NE &l
performance criteria, industry personnel have expressed the opin-

ion that NCAP has becomalafacto regulationin that manufac-

turers, fearful that consumers would perceive vehicles that got

poor NCAP scores to be unsafe, are forced to design their vehicles

to perform well at the more demanding NCAP levels than at the

Satdlroft AaKSR oCazx{ {0 adlyRINR fS@Sftas¢o

Creating thedivide between FMVSS and NCAP

Why did NHTSA alloNnCARo develop new tests and criteria for
evaluating the results of the testdCARperformed, rather than
committing to establishing FMVSS as the basis for all vehicle eval-
uations?Why did it feel that itvas perfectly acceptable to have a
GRS FI Ol 2onkiB & dstde jiirda RPMYSSRybrook an-
swered that questionShe saidlie FMVSS test criteria were not
strict enough to distinguish between the best and the worst,,and
since she was in charge oHNSA at the tim&CARvas started,
she got to set it up. | cannot find any references to anyone com-
plaining. There is only praise for providing safety information.

| believe there are two answers why Claybroolcould flyunder

the radar withNCAFhavingits own test criteria First, companies

agreeing to have their cars test&ere those that knew their cars

already exceeded the FMV&@8eria. Take a look at the crash test

charts in the2009 NHTSA Buying a Safer i@achure’® You will 16 file:///C:/Us-
see mostly fouand five stars for the cars that havedsebought ﬁ)rzg\g}éilzs'\élgoog_v r:](;If

by NHTSA for testinghere are mostly three stars for the rollover

tests of SUVs and pickups, but these models were getting the
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same four and five stars for frontal and side crasfibsre are no _
tests peformed for the most expensive cars, likkercedesBenz

Maybach Bentleyor BMW 7 Serigssincethe number of people

who purchased these cargere very limited and NHTSA could

buy halta-dozen other cars for the price of one of the@ompa-

nies likeVoLvg ToyoTaand SuBARUNanted to position their cars

as high in safety, so they played up the results of their test scores

in their own adsand the U.S. brands wanted to show that their

cars were high on safety as well as being affordable, so there

were no canplaints from them.

Second,NHTSA must have realized that if they changed their

FMVSS to match thdCARriteria, the cost of the least expensive

cars would have to increase. Even though the mrafenew cars

havemanaged to stapelow the rise in inflation, the costs of add-

ing even the minimum levels of safety have added significantly to

their retail coss while margins on the lowest priced cars have17_ My 1983 Saab 900 Turbo co

shrunk?!’ $15,000 in 1983 That would be

) equivalent to $43,298.80today.
As the years passed, Claybrook, who became president of-2 N0Baabs are no longer sold, but

profit consumer advocacy group calledBLIAQTIZER in 1982, a 2022 Subaru Forester, which he
position she held until 2009yrew critical of her creation. Ata 4" 1Sy {11 0Qa and
) minds sells for around $35,000.
2007 meeting arranged by NHTSA and DOT for the purpose of en- _
tertaining suggestions for enhancements to NCAP, Claybroég%?bﬁﬁggzﬁzggf founded in
saidab/ !t KIFa KSfLSR SRdzOF S O2yadzySN&E | 062 dzi
available vehicles, empowering consumers to make educated
choices about the véties they choose to purchase for themselves
FYR GKSANI FlLYAfASa® b/!tQa adz00Saa KlFa S@S
countries launching similar programs. Embarrassingly, however,
many of these other programs are more comprehensive than
bl ¢{! Qa b/ XNCAmRINSE & Nidafed to ensure that
auto manufacturers continue to be challenge@hesuggested
that NCARbe expanded by requiring OEMs to do the NCAP tests
OAY | RRAGAZY G2 (Kt agercyrdogsnat Sadao o0SOFdzasS «a
have enoughfunds (2 (SaiShdstid: OSKAOf Sao
Gbl ¢{! KIFI&d GKS ldziK2NAGe G2 NBAGNUHzOGdzZNBE b/ !
manufacturers to crash test vehicle models before making them
available for sale.] urge NHSTA to use this authority and transfer
the responsibility of testing vehicles through N@&\Ehe manu-
facturers. All manufacturers currently administer these tests at
their own testing facilities where they are already required to ad-
minister Federal Motor Vehicle Safety Standards (FMVSS) tests, so
this additional mandated responsibility wouldt be overly bur-
densome. Through this new system, NHTSA would also be able to
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hold manufacturer NCAP testing accountable by running its o_
tests at random to independently verify manufacturer results.

By transferring NCAP testing responsibilities to manufacturers,

NHTSA will ensure that all new vehicle models have crash test rat-

ings available on the vehicle window sticker and inzhé y S NID &

manualwhen the new models become available for sale. This

change will be incredibly valuable for consumers, and it will em-

power them to make educated decisions about the vehicles they
purchase for themselves and their familées.

On the 1% of Januar2016,as aboard membewof another Nader

organlzatlon THE GENTER FORUTO SAFETY? Claybrook issued a ;o The Center for Auto Safety is
adFaSYSyild 2y GKS | o{ & PHASVEI WSHhdion, B.@ased Dl cyza LI2 |
Safety PrinciplesShe had changed her mind about DOT cooperconsumer  advocacy  neprofit

group focused on the United State
ating with the auto industryas shesuggested nine years earlier automotive, industry. Founded ir

She stateda ¢ 2 RF @ Q& | yy2dzy OSYSy 0 U Kd7diny ddisdmers @hfor®an 5 S L
Transportation (DOT) is collaborating with the auto industry toRalph Nader, the group focuses i
RSGSE 2L 6t NBFOGAGS { I FSG& t NRYSARLRG FYm hug

; . A= . ~ . ~ pubiic ad,vocac. and pressurin
gNRPYy3 RANBOUA 2 Y XmericdhPublic lwil Bofi lde @4 SAath Kamakers through

best protected with a kumbaya between the federal agencyitigation.

charged with issuing regulation and the industry seeking to avoid

NBEIdzZ A2y @ lfaz O2YLX SGSte loaSyld FNRY (K
SOSNI 6. CCO Y2YSyiaé¢ oibdusrBSaseyfhes5h¢ |y R (KS | dzi
people NHTSA was created to prote@ | NJ dzid S NR ® ¢

Then in 2019Claybrook, in a 2019 interview in connection with

the 40th anniversary celebration &ICAR) start, said thatNCAP

isal  YSNB & isdlf, (ahd) is dasili mpulated by

auto makers seeking a fixgtar rating, whif is nearly irrelevant

today because of a reliance on outdated metrics and insufficient

typesof tests. As a result, consens are iHserved by a program

that at one time providd invaluable auto safetynformation.

What we have learned over the 4@ar history of NCAP, is that

automakers will respond to higher, more comprehensive ratings

08 YI ydzFl Ol dzZNR A&t cobiehglieSalNHISAK Jackf S & ¢ @

Gillis saidon the same occasioit ¢ 2 Rl & = By BvériKved A NI dzl f

hicle getting a Sstar rating, (NCAP) desperately needs a revamp-

Ay3ao ¢t2 20SNO2YS WaillINFtlFIdIA2yQ YR 3IAGBS O
mation they need to buy a car that protects both their families

and pedestrians, NHTSA needs to add more precisionddirep

crash test results so consumers can truly separate the lemons

from the peaches. In addition, NHTSA needs to provide infor-

mation comparing the effectiveness of various automatic crash
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protection features in new vehicles. Not giving consumers inf_
mation they need to make safe choices will have deadly con

guences. On the other hand, providing comparative performance
information will set the carmakers on a path to competing for the
G2L) alF ¥FSdeé NIrXdAy3Iaod LGQA
W ! K¢

On the 3rd of March 2022, Joan Claybrook and Jack Gillis were

joined by Cathy Chase, PresidentAofvOCATES FGRGHWAY AND
AUTOSAFETYIN a joint statement on the subject of the proposed

update of the U.S. New Car Assessment Program by NHTSA. The
LINEINT Y KI a

GKNBS alAR (KIG adKS
vehicle safety systems, resulting in a diexion (degeneration)
of its usefulness. The ease of attaining the highestdiae rating
dzy RSNX¥ Ay Sa (KS 2 N&wWokh/hbting tihthe f
CENTER FORUTOSAFETYOOK over the publication oThe Car Book
in 1980 along with Jack Gillesd the CONSUMEREDERATION OF
AMERICACFA) Gillisbecame/ C ! p€ess relations directoafter
leaving NHTSA, ansl currently president of the board of direc-
tors for the CENTEFFORAUTOSAFETYTalk about best friends for-

20.

KFELILISYyAy3a SOHSNEGKSN

y2a 1SLIG L

2T b/ ! téo

(https://www.au-

tosafety.org/aboutcas))

ever?29

The pair have made a number of reference\\GARB in other
regions doing more than their own creation S G Qa G I 1
Euro NCAB see if this is really a valid criticism or if it is just an
attempt to shame NHTSA into accepting their many and darie
recommendations.

A

How do they do NCAP in Europe? 1
TheEuropearNew Car Assessment Program(@@roNCARPwas q
formed in 1996 when the URRANSPORRESEARCEABORATORYAS
tasked with setting up a copy of the UISCAPwithin NHTSA. ¢
Within a very short while, other countries decided that they 1
wanted to participatein EuroNCAPR In February 1997, the first
test results were presented at a press conference with the an-
nouncement ofEuroNCAPbeing established as a volunyanon 1
profit organizationowned and run by its members (see sidebar)
with headquarters in Leuven, Belgium. On the timeline section ofi
EuroNCARR & ¢SS0 aAdasSs Al Aa
tremely critical of the tests, saying that no car could e re-
quirements and achieve four stars. It was in June 2001 when thé
Renault Lagundecame the first European car to receive five

stars. 1
1
1
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Members of EuroNCAP
ADAC
German Federal Ministry ol
Transport and Digital Infrastruc
ture
UKDepartment for Transport
Dutch Ministry of Infrastructure
and Water Management
Luxembourgish Ministry of the
Economy
Government of Catalonia
International Consumer Researc
& Testing
FIA

Of b A YIS RUGRFH dRE ™ dzi :

tion

Thatcham Research

French Ministry fothe Ecological
Transition

Automobile Club d'ltalia

DEKRA Automobil
Unfallforschung der Versicherer
Austrian Ministry for Climate Ac-
tion
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As in the U.S., testing is not mandatoBut there is a major dif- _
ference between how cars are chosen and provideaich mem-

ber of Euro NCAPBays to have at least one car model tested each
year.0 ¢ KI G Q& 2y &Carfmanddu®rS yan &do kB D 0
quest that their cas are tested, and they carap for the testing

Euro NCABays the OEMBave no control over the palishing of

the results Euro NCARakes all effort$o ensure that the cars are

built to normal production standardsbut they are not buying

them off a lot as is the case with the U.S. NGARP | OK Y I ydzFl On
turer is told of the choice of car, variant andtiops. Preferably
vehicles for the tests are acquired anonymously, but if this is not
possible they are randomly selected. Manufacturers are asked to
provide test set up information, to recommend child seats and to
make any general comments. They are guito witness the tests

and to say whether they are satisfied with the way the test is run.
After the test, they are given the test results and invited to com-
ment on any anomalies when compared with their own data.

Concerning the testgyst as in the U.SEuro NCARas established

its own criteria. Here is what they have to say to the question of
why they do not use legislation (i.e., Type Approval specifications)
to perform the tests:d [ S 3 A &dtsl alimlindnyim compulsory
standard whilst Euro NCAP is concerned with best possible current
practice. Progress with vehicle safety legislation can be slow, par-
GAOdzZE F NI & a ff 9! aSYoSNI{dalIidSaqQ @OASsga
count. Also, once in place, Islgition provides no further incentive

to improve, whereas Euro NCAP provides a continuing incentive by
regularly enhancing its assessment procedures to stimulate fur-
ther improvements in vehicle safety. All vehicles sold within the EU
must meet the requireents of European Whole Vehicle Type Ap-
proval. Type approval is the process where a car is shown to meet
all of the requirements of European legislation regarding safety,
emissions, noise etc. The frontal and side impact crash tests used
by Euro NCAP are $&d on those used in European legislation.
However, much higher performance requirements are used by
Euro NCAP. The frontal impact speed used by Euro NCAP is 64
km/h compared 56 km/h for legislatian.

So what is so special abodturo NCARhat Claybrook ad Gillis

point to it as the shining example while they disparage their own

creation?a | @ 6 S Eullo®EAP{AHvEnced Reward Systemn

was launched in 2010. It recognizes cars that have new safety
G§SOKy2t23ASa YR RSY2yaietNbed-S | a0AS
STAU TEMJOEYaMYSMEEWVRMP&&MSueZs I 00
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AGQa GKS ySg NraGAy3a &aoKSYS m
Hnndg SKAOK AYO2NLIR2NIdSa &l ¥FS

other road users while baking these additional featurés their

5star rating./ 2dzf R AlG 065 [/ K¥RIsy®tdmsiny Of dza A2y 27F /
HaHun | & LINCBRathd systekn AofFuroNEA initia-

tives on pedestrian and cyclist safety, which it added in 2018?

aleoS AGQa 2dzad f 2miglasg and wishingd 2 dzNJ TNASYRQ& KI f
you could trade your hakémpty glass for his or hers.

2 KIFG Aa OSNIFAY A& GKINCASYBWeeNR21Qa |yR DAff
has nothing to do with which requirements are used for testihg.
seems that all the&NCAR develop their own.

Time to up theNCARjame anduseone standard

Both the U.S. and the EU have creat®d sep- ), ited States at Present :
arate and unequal new car assessment pi corifeation
ces®s one to put the cars on the roadype @
approval or self certificationand the other to

inform prospective customersf the merits of

each mode(NCAR. There is no good reason fc

this dichotomy. It began in the.S. because the /_

instigators of theNCAPproject did not think @

Testing by OEMs
based on FMVSS

. Testing by NH
based on NCAP
Safe Cars specifications
\ Framework

Liability Legislation

Coverage

about the consquences. They apparenth
viewed the two activities as independent c
one another, designed for two different anc
mutually exclusive purposeH.the test criteria

were not sufficient to show how poorly a ce
performed in a crash, why on earth not chanc
the criteria so that all ag would deliver a suit-

Testing by EU-approved
ATVPB facilities based on Type
\ppm“ Approval Requirements

European Union at Present

Testing by Euro-
NCAP based on

ablelevelofsafet. 0 ¢ ay QG Ay - A specasors
Members of

EUwould follow the lead of the U.Shut, re- x

grettably, the founding organizations did. @

There is no reason to continue along this pat by

Coverage

neither for the U.S., EU or aroyf the other -
countries with NCAB. With its Request for s
Comment on proposed updates folNCAR \
NHTSA has opened the door wideghe U.Sfor suggesting a truly
positive change, one that will save money and save INeSISA

can start by changing itsederal MotoVehicle Safety Standards

to align with the stricter testing criteria for iNCARests. If it is

the case that all cars are now receiving 4 or 5 stars, there is no
need to keep the lower speeds for the crash tests in FMVSS. What
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is preventing NHTSA frond@ingFMVSSpecifications for pedes- _
trians and cyclists if it going to add themN@€APR The sme logic
applies to updating the Type Approval regulations within the EU.

Concerning adding more ADAS and-delfing features to infor-
mation provided byNCAR to consumers, it surely is a good idea
to list them as being available in the vehicle. But creating tests for
them should follow the standardization process. Just ab ii-
tomatic Lane Keeping Syste(@d K§p wait until the UN activities

in WP.2%re completed, the standards are developed, and they
are added to the Type Approval and FMVSS specificatiibaR
inventing tests and performing them according to their own
whims is absolutely the last thing that is needed.

Testing by approved
L Type
facilities hased‘on Type [yt
Approval Requirements \
UN Type

Approval and \

0 Testing by OEMs based on
selt- FMVSS or equivalent

certification ‘
\ country requirements

A

G |0 bal Q}uirements
Requirements

Packaging of test results
and information to
consumers

Country
Testing

{tandards

e

Liability Legislation

Coverage

Personal

A
As the diagram above showsyem wth differences between
those countrieswhich have adopted the UN Type Approval re-
guirements and thosevhichhave their own motor vehicle safety
standards, there can be oneternational framework for prepar-
ing requirements, passing legislation, and distributing liability for
introducing improved safety systems in vehicles that can apply to
both processesAll that is required is that thBICAR use the same
requirements ashe ones used foselfcertificationand type ap-
proval.

Perhaps, one day, the U.€anadaChina will take the giant leap
and fully adopt the UN Type Approval staards directly.In the
meantime, consolidating the requirements for certifying vehicles
for the roads and providing consumer safety information would

16| Page THE DISPATCHER June 2022



DispatchCentral
]

21. The Antitrust Division of the
DOJ had 782 positions in fiscal ye
2021, which was 87 more than il
2020. Its budget for 2021 wa:
$188.5 million. Its mission is tc
GLINRPY20GS SO2y2Y
through enforcing and providing
guidance on antitrustlaws and
LINA Yy OA LX S&aé¢ o L
GO2ylGAydzS Ada S
eas in U.S. and global markets !
ensure that American consumer
and businesses are left with a v
brant and appropriately competi-
GAB®S YIFN]SGLX O
the adS OG A @S &l LILJ
there, and what does it mean to b
Gt STl 6AGKEK ¢K
something will be taken away ra
ther than added.)
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DOJ targeting Google Maps

| WONDER Ithe U.SDEPARTMENT QgsTICEDOJAntitrust Di-
visionhas too large a budget with too many idle staff sit-
ting around with nothing to dé! The DOJ has decided to
re-open a1 investigation of Google Mapsn Alphabet
business unit, to determine if bundling its maps with other
Google software illegally stiflemmpetition. With this, t
isopening up another line of attack on Alphabet from the
one initiated by the previousadministration just before
0KS WF2NNSN) Idz2 Q 4| the ekBud SR
tives in thedepartmenthad to look for new johsThisin-
vestigationis aimed directly at Google Maps.

2 dz

There are two parts to theew investigation. Part one in-

volves Google Automotive Serviceghich Google Maps

provides to automotive OEMs who have decided that they

prefer a frozen dinner to buying the ingredisrand mak-

ing a meal from scratch/oLvoCaRrsis one of thema L Y 1t
YSNBES &2dzNESEF Ay |y SELSNASYyC
familiar, more responsive and more personalised than

ever. Your Volvo with Google built in seamlessly integrates
you,yourcarandd/dzNJ f A ¥ S X f Fhefactthab IS NI o
GKSNBE INB LIS2L)XS 6tA1S YSO 6Kz
barge pole to anythingvith the Googlename on itdoes

not seem tofazeVoLvdCaRS My choice; their choice. Why

does the DOJ want to have a choice too?

Ld FLIISEFNBR 5hwQa ! yiaidNYzad
that Google restricts the hsar application to its own
maps, its own Google Play app store, its own Google As-
aradl yid Goyggka & RIARESA cadcompany
chooses to integrate Googledzii 2 Y2 G A @S { SNIIA OS
chooseArPPLE) &irior AMAZOND Alexaas its voice assistant

operating with Google Maps, search,@®c L ay Qi G KI G
fA1S alreAy3da GKFEG L OFryQid o1 GOK
TV if | have chosen and paid for the package of channels

that does not _includethe channel with Premier League

Soccer? If I, as a consumer, w&intor Alexato work with

5A

my map applicatonL. R2y Qi 06 dz&VolvoMyl NJ Y I R
choiceVorvala f 2aad L 3JFdzSaa G§KS 5hW
YAAaAydIopaptwwa.Qa 3I2 G2

THE DISPATCHER June 2022


https://www.repairerdrivennews.com/2022/03/01/west-virginia-legislative-committee-strikes-ota-recall-repair-ban-from-bill/
https://www.repairerdrivennews.com/2022/03/01/west-virginia-legislative-committee-strikes-ota-recall-repair-ban-from-bill/
https://www.repairerdrivennews.com/2022/03/01/west-virginia-legislative-committee-strikes-ota-recall-repair-ban-from-bill/
https://www.repairerdrivennews.com/2022/03/01/west-virginia-legislative-committee-strikes-ota-recall-repair-ban-from-bill/
https://www.repairerdrivennews.com/2022/03/01/west-virginia-legislative-committee-strikes-ota-recall-repair-ban-from-bill/

Should it be possible faan application developer, one who is_

providing an app for any type of device, includingar, to be able
to use one or moref Google Map§functions/services, such as
location search, and then use functions/services from another
company, one that competes gertain areas with Google Maps?
The example given is mixing Google Maps locatearch with
YI LJA ¥ NP YSolyou diNheZsedrch for a location with
Google Search, which uses Google Maps, take the location, and
LlJdza K AG Ayid2 @2dz2NJ yI @A3ILGA2y &dead
gKIFEG D223tS R2SayQid |ff2drea@2dz (2
sons for that, as anyone who has tried to match POIs from one
map supplier to the map of another map supplier knows. You
searched for aMdDoNALDsand wind up in the takeut line of
BURGEKING which is next doorMost map data used in automo-
tive applcations come fronHEREOr TOMTOM, and they have done
a very good job of incorporating PODauring the 2020 investiga-
GA2Yy> Iy FyuGAdN©zadG LI ySt adlriSR Ay | NBLRNI
T2NOSa RSOSt2LISNA (2 OK22aS 6KSGKSNI GKS@& oAt
mapping seriS & 2 NJ Yy 2 y At thg #ime,IGO&) ¥ effdc-
GA@Ste alFAR 6SQONB aStftAy3a I FNRISY RAYYSNE Y
g GKA& GNAGAY3IZT W2yl O0KEFY YIEYGSNDa GNR2LA
whether they will sue Google Maps for being a monopolistic
scourge. Maybe they should survey all of the owners dfd&® |, \cjisve that the growinghare of
and other cars which have built their infotainment systemsthe economic pie going teharehold-
around Google Automotive Services and ask them if they believg® 2% [hedecining share gomg to
they are experiencing évibrant and appropriately compdive  quality. Like them, | believe that bette!
marketplacé. Maybe they should survey all of the car OEMSs that°uPlic policiesan go along way to fix:

. i . . . ing these problems, if only we céind
have decided taseamlessly integrate their car buyetiseir cars  ine political will to enact them. Like
and their lives, like never beforé and ask themif they believe  them, | beliee that antitrust enforce-

: . . e YSyid Kha 0688y (22

they are encouraging an inappropriately competitive market-p s /taculty.haas.berke-
place.When the results come in and they find that folks are happytey.edu/shapiro/fixingantitrust.pdf

with the way things are working, they can get to work on some

important business? iy

Honey, can you pump my gas one last time ‘ A ;
QuICKWHICH STATS the only one in the U.S. thstill does not al- ! 7 i
low you to pump your own fuehnywherewithin its border® i P ‘

e
There is only on&vith a complete banso even if you have not s - Faj:-‘-"l-(‘r
driven in all 50 states and do not live in this one, if you have = G
RNRLIISR 2FF |+ NApearukror@mndNdppedi derScd dtteNdhnQdbs are a goo
up the tank you knowthe answer: New Jerself. you guessed Way to enter the workforce, bui
Oregon, you gethe consolation prize because ssHrvice is only UKSNE edau R2yQ

people who need a job to fill the pc
sitions.
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allowed in specifiedrurallocationsL 4 Qa 06SSy To H yerm
one other than a gasoline station operator or an employee of t
operator could handle the controls of a fuel punmthe Gaden

State In 1949the New Jerselegislature passed thRetail Gaso- 53 hips://nj.qov/labor/safe-

line Dispensing Safety AétHere are dew extracts from theAct  tyandhealth/resourcessup-

port/laws-regula-
9 Because of the fire hazards directly associated with dispensing fuelipns/gasact.shtml#34

it is in the public interest that gasoline stati@mperators have the
control needed over that activity to ensure compliance with appro-
priate safety procedures, including turning off vehicle engines and
refraining from smoking while fuel is dispensed,;

1 At seltservice gasoline stations in other statessluars are often
unable to maintain a clear view of the activities of customers dis-
pensing gasoline, or to give their undivided attention to observing
customers; therefore, when customers, rather than attendants, are
permitted to dispense fuel, it is farane difficult to enforce compli-
ance with safety procedures;

1 The higher general liability insurance premium rates charged to self
service stations reflect the fact that customers who leave their ve-
hicles to dispense gasoline or other inflammable liquide fsignifi-
cant inconveniences and dangers, including the risks of crime and
fall-related personal injury, which are a special burden to drivers
with physical infirmities, such as the handicapped and some senior
citizens;

1 Exposure to toxic gasoline fumegresents a health hazard when
customers dispense their own gasolirm@rticularly in the case of
pregnantwomerd 9 RA (1 2 N:a dzy RSNX Ay S0

1 The significantly higher prices usually charged forseliice gaso-
line in states where seHervice is permitted results in discrimina-
tion against low income individuals, who are under greater eco-
nomic pressure to undergo the inconvenience and hazards of dis-
pensing their own gasoline;

1 The increasing use oélé-service has contributed to the diminished
availability of repair facilities and maintenance services at gasoline
stations;

1 Even in filling stations which offer both seHrvice and fulkervice
gasoline, customers are less likely, because of the rhiggtter price
usually charged for full service, to have attendants make needed
maintenance checks, thus causing significant neglect of mainte-
nance and danger both to the customers and to other motorists, as
well as the unneeded costly repairs which oftersult from de-
ferred maintenance;

1 The prohibition of customer seffervice does not constitute a re-
straint of trade in derogation of the general public interest because
the Legislature finds no conclusive evidence that-seifice gaso-
line provides a sustaéd reduction in gasoline prices charged to cus-
tomers; and

1 A prohibition of sekservice gasoline will therefore promote the
common welfare by providing increased safety and convenience
without causing economic harm to the public in general.
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Branded producsales and service attendants

What surprises me, after reading all of these reasons for proh
iting seltservice pumps, is why sedérvice pumps were allowed
anywherein the first placeIn the beginning, at the turn of the
20" century, curbside or grary storegasoline pumps were op- FIRST DRIVE.IN
erated mostlyby drivers. Th&.FBowseR a -Nle&surihg Gaso- FILLING STATION
fAYS {G2NX3S tdzvLla oSOl YS |y PEEUEE
were in use well into the 1920 he first drivein filling station e

across the nation,

with attendantswas built byGULFREFININGCOMPANYIN December
1913 in Pittsburg, PAsuLFwas foundedn Pittsburgh in 1901, so

it is litle wonderd KI & AG o0dzAfd Ada FANBROGO WASNIAOS
hometown. It was staffed with a manager and attendants who
helped with efueling and repairs. The facilityag optimized to
provide air, water, crankcase service, and tire and tube installa-
tion as well as fuel. It was brightly illuminated and offered shelter
from the elementsThe drivein station sold 30 gallons of gasoline

at 27 cents per gallon on its first day, according to the Pennsylva-
nia Historical and Museum Commissidis said that thisGuLF
station also sold the very first commercial roadmaps in the U.S.
This was in 1920 when Rand McNally began publishing road maps
for GULFto be freely distributed at its service stations.

By 1929, there were 143,000 filling stations in the U.S. and the
major oil companie owned mosbf them. B/ 1933, there were
170,000 and by 1940 there were 231,000. An attendant filled the
tank, washed the windshiel&nd checkedhe oil level and tire
pressure. Unless you had to use the toilets or pick up a map, you
stayed in your car while all this was goimg paid the attendant
and went on your way. | never recall my father tipping the at-
tendant, and | do not recall ever doing it either.
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