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Agenda item    

  

Proposed by (affiliation only—no personal information)  

SAE  

    

Summary of Change (25 words or less) 

Aligns the requirement on causing collisions with the way this was stated in the WP.29 framework 

document. 

    

Reason for Change (Justification) 

Although the footnote helps make clear that causation is a complex after-the-fact determination that is 

not always possible, the requirement is still overly broad and could result in the slightest contact being 

considered a violation of this requirement.  “Cause” is undefined.  In crash investigation, cause is 

usually a multi-factor phenomenon including primary, secondary, and contributing factors.  Would the 

mention of the ADS’s role in any of those categories indicate that the ADS had “caused” a collision? 

Also, including a requirement that can only be determined after deployment as a basis for type approval 

is not logical.  “Collision” is also undefined.  The annexes list minimum lateral and longitudinal Delta V 

that applies to reporting obligations, and, combined with some form of contact, an occurrence involving 

Delta V at those thresholds could be interpreted more broadly as a definition of minimum threshold for 

classifying an event as a collision.  The proposed language focuses on how the ADS was designed—

which can be ascertained at the time of type approval-- and limits applicability to collisions resulting in 

injury or death that were both foreseeable and preventable. The suggested language comes from the 

WP.29 framework document that sets the goal of avoiding "non-tolerable risk" and defines that level of 

risk this way. We need to be guided by the seminal doc that started this regulatory 

process. https://unece.org/fileadmin/DAM/trans/doc/2020/wp29/ECE-TRANS-WP29-2019-34-

Rev2e.pdf 

 



 

 
1  It is acknowledged that establishing causation can be complex, and not always possible. However, where it is 

established that the behaviour of an ADS caused a collision, this is a non-compliance with this requirement. 

    

Location  4.1.2.1, 6.1.2.1 

    

Original text 

 

4.1.2.1.  The driving behaviour of the ADS shall not cause a collision.1 

    

Revised text 

4.1.2.1. The ADS shall be designed to ensure that its driving behaviour shall not cause a collision 

resulting in injury or death that was reasonably foreseeable and preventable 


