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NHTSA PerformanceNHTSA Performance

Alliance Working Group Proposal, 
Research  on Average Height of 
Force, Side Impact Rule.   

Compatibility

Rollover Rating,                               
ESC effectiveness study, Roof 
Crush Best Performance.

Rollover

FAST FARS, EDR RuleData

0.63 - .59 / # - #Impaired Driving
71% - 80%Belts

2001 – 2004FIVE PRIORITIES



What’s Next
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Estimated Benefits
Crashes Prevented
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Crash Causation FactorsCrash Causation Factors
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Evolution of Vehicle SafetyEvolution of Vehicle Safety

The Past The FutureThe Future
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Delivery of Auto SafetyDelivery of Auto Safety

• Define problem

• Develop safety 
countermeasures

• Evaluate benefits

• Regulation

• Identify Technologies
• Collaborative Research
• Evaluate Benefits
• Deployment

TRADITIONAL TRADITIONAL 
APPROACHAPPROACH

NEW NEW 
APPROACHAPPROACH



Deploying Active Safety 
Technologies
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How to accelerate deployment?
– Closer cooperation between Government and 

Industry
– Innovative regulatory approaches
– Estimate Safety Benefits and show Feasibility
– Use Market Forces & Consumer Information
– Develop Performance Specifications and Objective 
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Effectiveness of ESCEffectiveness of ESC
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NHTSA RoleNHTSA Role

• Demonstrate Cost & Benefits

• Obligation to Public
– Level the playing field
– Show systems actually work and are performance based
– Ensure no unintended consequences

• Potential Standards – A Global Issue
– Could be cost effective
– Would be exportable



Industry RoleIndustry Role

• Inform NHTSA of emerging 
technologies

• Collaborative Research
– Technology related functional specifications
– Test procedure development
– Safety benefits



• Safety Technologies’ Future is Bright 

• Market demand could result in win-
win for Industry and the Public

ConclusionConclusion

Can we Trade off  
Crashworthiness Test 

Burden?


