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Subject: Petition 0796/2012, by Philipp Schmalgold (German), for the introduction of
more fuel-efficient devices instead of fitting cruise control in cars and lorries

1. Summary of petition

The petitioner asks for a change in EU regulations in the interests of more realistic 
information about cars’ and lorries’ carbon dioxide emissions, and calls for cruise control 
systems to be replaced by a device to control fuel consumption. The function of cruise control
is to keep a vehicle at a steady speed so as to make it more fuel efficient over long distances
on level roads. However, cruise control systems also attempt to maintain the programmed 
speed when the vehicle is climbing a hill, and this results in increased fuel consumption. The 
petitioner therefore calls for vehicles to be fitted with devices designed to control fuel 
consumption, which would thus prioritise fuel efficiency over steady speed, for example on 
hills. He considers that this should be technically feasible and calls for such devices to be 
installed in all new cars.

2. Admissibility

Declared admissible on 15 October 2012. Information requested from Commission under 
Rule 202(6).

3. Commission reply, received on 30 January 2013

‘This petition to the Commission proposes that EU legislation be introduced providing for the 
use of “fuel consumption limiters” – devices for keeping a vehicle’s fuel consumption 
constant under all driving conditions. From the detailed description of the type of device in 
question and the obvious physical factors of relevance, it is clear that it would be a form of 
speed limiter, programmable for a desired level of fuel consumption between a lower and an 
upper speed: it would seek to keep the fuel consumption as close as possible to the target 
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value by adjusting the actual speed within the programmed limits. Ideally, the fuel 
consumption limiter would operate in conjunction with a system for maintaining a safe 
distance from the vehicle ahead, something which is already commercially available for many 
vehicles (see, for example, http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Adaptive_cruise_control).

Conclusion

The proposed system would certainly be of interest to some licence-holders for specific types 
of journey. However, as well as the potential benefit of the system, its costs need to be 
considered and (even without the safe distance control) they are higher than those of ordinary 
speed limiters. For that reason, making it compulsory to a fit fuel consumption limiter, 
especially in smaller vehicles chiefly used for urban motoring, would not be justified – aside 
from the political difficulty of making a case for it in the current tough economic climate. For 
the time being therefore, there is no possibility of a legislative initiative in support of the 
proposal. It may, however, be possible to encourage vehicle manufacturers to offer the device
as an optional extra, for example, or initially on mid-range and high-end models only.

If the fitting of fuel consumption limiters develops significantly under such a voluntary 
approach, and if users’ experience with them proves positive, legislation can be considered at 
a later date. It should be noted that, as of 2014, EU law will require all new passenger vehicles 
to be fitted with gear-change indicators, and that the compulsory introduction of current-fuel-
consumption display systems is also being considered. Like the fuel consumption limiter, both 
these measures aim to encourage “eco-driving”.’


