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Throughout the symposium I have béen kept informed of the main lines
of your debate and conclusions. I am héppy to say that as a result at the
high 1&?91 of your discuss&oné the Commission mow has a very valuable
addition to 1ts knowledge in this field which will facilitate in an

importént wgy our thinking on the shaping of the future policy.

First of all, I think that it has c¢learly emerged from our discu sshons
over the past few deys that 1t is vital to concentrate our efforts to get
the Directiives that are still missing fronm th? overall EIC type approval
procedure either proposed or sdopted as' soon a; possible. This is an
absolute pr;oritj for us and we will do everything within our mezns to
have this acuomplished. However, I think it will%ﬁg enough to content
ourselves vwith the estsblishment of EEC typeeapprOVal precedures in the

near futurce

We must develop this system further but we are now able to do this
on the basis of a set of common Comnunity legislation and not anj_more

by the way of harmonising varying national legislationse.

A nunbver of speckers = particularly manufacturers' representatives
and also representatives of certain Member States = have put forward the
idea that we should now léave the soecalled optional approximation methed
currently apnlied in'the vehicle directi®es and go over to the total method,
which would mean that Member States could no longer keep their national
laws elongside Community ones. 1 was in&erested‘tovnote this attitude
«nd T deun assure you that we will take ?nto consideration aldng with

other views that have been exprcsseds



So far in fact, the optional method has, with one or two exceptions, been
the only one adopted in the sector of free movement of goods and, the
vehicle sector in particularg VWhen the first directives on vehicles went
beforec the Council, the optioﬁal methoé seemed the bes£ ovérﬁll method

and that in addition economlcs of scale would direct manufacturers towards
the Community soluﬁion. It is conceiVablévthat, once the EEC £ype-approva1
proceduré has‘béen corpleted and put into practice, it might well be
possible to adépt totad harwmonization, particuléély where the aspects of -
safety, public health, and the envirpnment #re predominznt, But I should
like to stress the fact that, in this partidular field, the Commission has
not z rigid positlon on the method of harmonization chosen but that we

vould normally seck the most practicable solution.

In saying this I would further emphesise that the overall view of the
Cormission on the uee of tue optienal method of harmonisation in its

: . ,
work remains unchanged in these areas where safety or similar considera=-

tions are not predcminant and wherz total harmonisation could limit

consumer cholce or result in the dizeppesarance of regional specialitiese.

Previous speakors have touched on a thorny problecm which has been
bothering us for some time = the soemtimes errongous or, at least un-
satisfactory,y way in which Cemmunity directives are trancposed into

rational law in coertain Member Staicse
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This is a problem which the Commission had to face as early as 1972
and I must say that our efforts to date have been erowned with a certain
amount of successs |
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As\%r. MARTINELLI hes said, Italy has not al.ays found it easy to
traaspose the directives into its own legislationy I am happy to say
that a determined attack on this problem by the Italian authorities has
now braught them from the botten to the top of the list.
I can ascure you that, in the future, we will accord greatef priority to
cosuring the transpositinn of Directives into the respective national
legislations and in aidition we will do our utmostq to maintain the
atmosphere of colﬂabOfat¢on and confidence that is also necessary for a
speedy and proper implementation of Direcﬁive;; It is not Just a question
of the legisiative transposition of directives but to complet the process
it is cssentiel that the ppprove Y of the vehicle prototype by the 3e1evant
departments ic suiftly cerried oute Certainly for the manufacturers this
is the most important aspect since it repre%ents practical applicetion of
the directive,
shovld be
I think thatv actipn/planned st Comounity level, to avold varying intere
pretations of Directives when they are implementede fhe moét reasﬁﬂaﬁle
national
aolution, in my owinicn, might well be for/officials responsible for
zpproval te meet regularly, or whenever there is a specilic problem of

interpretation, in crder to settle the problem at Comuunity level,



30 far I nave mainly been desliag vith improvements to the existing
legislationy but I wo 1d now like to a:id one or iwo remarks on the

s

discussions concerning the concept of a car for THE W1 the eighties.

I have had the impression taat thzre are two main attitudes or

'S C ‘
nhilosophiés vhich ot firsit oisht seem at varianee. On one side are the
supporters of what I shall call tue pause for reflection thecry which
was sxraunded 30 soly by ire DRIVFULZ. Practically sveaking, they ~re

nsking us, once the first ==t

o]

{ directives are teruinated, to provéd:
2z oreak in the work on apr-oximations only aftsrwards would bvegin agnin

e

with efforts oriented town<ds perforniace vather than desizn standards,.
. .

In t is event, the Imnsls-eriztion ceriods would have to be rather

long oness.

on the other side are ths suprort ro of wiat T would call continuity.
They are asking for the directive anenduent process to be carried on
that, s tre ceceo~rity frbopag legiclation wrises,
the chaneover from design standards to rorformence standards 1s

sehieve by a process of groolual evoluiiaon.
T can sy clearly that the Commis dion is certainly willing to enviscge

the rroposal of rverforsance stsndards without dismissing continuity

whrich I consider to be important.
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I tnink that wherever possible the gradual changing of emphasis towatds
performance standards is scceptable but that it is important bo envisage
realistic implementation times that would enable industry to adjust its

production smoothly.

Let ne explain something here. I do not think that the Commission has
ever introduced into any of its proposals to the Counéil time limits

which were unreasonzble or which industry was unable to cope with.

Ivshould also z4d that the time between adoption and‘implehentation in
a number of existing Dirsctives was so long fhag we had to bring amende
ments to take account of technical progress before the Directives could
e¥en be applied, | |

Of the points discussed, one ~ on restraint systems = struck me
particularl$‘ I think I am right in &ylng that every spe§ker has
emphasized the necd to make the wearing of seat belts compulsory. I an
aware that thie might give rise to problems of a phpchological order in

some MHember States but
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I do not think we should be held back by stumbling blocks of this type

on a point which is of such ppime importance for the preservation of human

life.

I think, therefore that I am right in saying that a specific demand for
the wearfﬁg of seatbelts to be made compulsory throughout the Community

has emerged from this Symposium,

I should mention here that the need for comparable’natipnal statistics

has been stressed Sn a number of times throughout the Symposium and I am
very pleased at the success ef the Seminar on the subjeet run parallel to
tl2 Symposium, This has, in fact, highlighted needs‘in the various sectors
nore specially cohcerned with éuch data and will permit-the Comnission to
dréw up guldelines for further wofk in this field.

I have one more thiﬁgto adde I do not of course know whatAare your
reactions at tﬁe end af the Symposium. You have béen active and constantly
attentive participants, the rapporteurs have been extremely well prepared
and their candour in putting what were often very different piints of

view has meant that the discussions have been lively and constructive.



¥e for our part think the Symposium has been an important stage in the
development of our work im that it has been, we consider, a unique
opportunity for people with very diverse interests to explain bheir
points of view and to tske a step towards mutualdunderstanding.
The'éommission has no douhis about the success of this symposium
judging from the amount and quality of your input . Ve will certainly
ensure that’when.wé get tovthe stage of output we ®ill not fail to

keep you adeduately informed.

In concluding I would thank you all again for your sctive and fruitful

participation and wish you g‘pleasant and safe journey home.



