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The Land Transport Expert Group Meeting firstly met on Tuesday 22 May 2006 in Hanoi, Viet Nam. The meeting was chaired by Mr.Chamroon Tangpaisalkit and Mr.Sang-Do Kim as Vice-Chair of the Land Transport Experts Group. The plenary meeting was attended by the participants from Australia; Brunei Darussalam; Canada; the Peoples Republic of China; Indonesia; Japan; Republic of Korea; New Zealand; Singapore; the Philippines; the Russian Federation; Singapore, Chinese Taipei, Singapore; Thailand; the United States of America, and Viet Nam.

The Chair expressed his willingness to achieve the progress on the achievement to meet Bogor goals and encouraging more competitive transportation, improving human capacity; and encouraging secure and safe transportation systems.

the OPENING Plenary of the Land Transport Experts Group ON 22 May 2006.

1.
opening remarks
i)
The meeting was held in plenary on 22 May 2006. The Chair introduced himself and advised that this is the first meeting of the Experts Group after the reorganization of the APEC Transportation Working Group originated from the 24th APEC Transportation Working Group in Bangkok, Thailand. Mr. Chamroon said he looked forward to the role as Chair. Mr.Sang-Do Kim also expressed his willingness to act as Vice-Chair of the experts group.

2.
Introduction of Economy Representatives

ii)
The representatives attended the plenary meeting introduced themselves.

3.
Acceptance of the agenda
iii)
After the welcoming remarks and introductions, the meeting discussed and adopted the Agenda. The draft agenda was adjusted in relation to Agenda Items 5 and 6 to accommodate the clear understanding to the meeting that it would be a crucial time for the experts group to take the stock of the activities of the RSEG and VSHG in relation to the Joint Ministerial of the 4th APEC Transportation Ministerial Meeting held in Bali, Indonesia. (as attached in Annex A)

iv) The Chair noted the need to be succinct given meeting time to obtain agreement from the meeting for discussion of the Lead Shepherd’s Reorganization Proposal to be effected to the agenda after Agenda Item 7.

vi)
The Chair acknowledged that the agenda had set the scene in the Opening Plenary for each experts groups (RSEG and VSHG) to sit together to be informed which direction the LS/DLS/HODs was agreed upon to direct the modal experts group to comply with. The Chair reinforced the importance of the work of the Experts Groups, acknowledging the good works and achievements to date. He reinforced the need for RSEG and VSHG, even held separately to be working concurrently to a schedule addressing the directives of the Lead Shepherd, our Ministers and our Leaders.

vii)
The Chair advised the work of the Expert Groups was reliant on the input from economies and encouraged all economies to participate actively and to deliver their required inputs. He acknowledged that the work of the Expert Groups would be influenced by discussions and the outcome of the proposed Reorganization by the Lead Shepherd.

viii)

The Chair briefly discussed the outcome of the 4th Transportation Ministerial meeting, which took place on 27-29 August 2004, in Bali, Indonesia. The plenary reviewed the detail stated in the Joint Ministerial Statement adopted by the Ministers, and discussed the need to follow up on the Ministers’ resolve to improve road traffic safety in each of his economy.

4.
REVIEW OF THE PROGRESS REPORT FROM 25th and 26th TPT-WG

ix)
The meeting briefly reviewed the results of the last RSEG and RTHP Meeting held at the 25th and 26th APEC TPTWG. This was to inform the meeting of both experts group to be aware of all the activities and the direction of each group to continuously work on for the year to come.

5.
TPT MINISTERIAL DIRECTIVES FOR TRANSPORTATION

x)
The meeting discussed throughout the table of the 4th Ministerial Directives (Bali July 2004) – Implementation Plan (as appeared in the Annex B). The Chair focused the attention of the plenary to item number 2 on the table on the area of road safety technical assistance initiatives which stated that USA to report on the first phase of the project for a model data system for improving data collection and evaluation capabilities on road safety. A delegate from the Philippines commented that in the area of Implementation of the arrangements for the structured exchange of information among member economies on safety and security best practices and measures, TPTWG has an overlapped of the projects proposed for APEC funding that should be related as a cross-cutting between various model. In this regards, the meeting took note that there were rooms for some of the projects that Land Transport Experts Group could be endorsed to the project related to the end users of the project no matter what the project was related to the technologies or which mode of transportation.

xi)
The meeting took note to contribute their cooperation among each economy to take stock of all the activities related to Ministerial Directives and send their comment to the Chair by the end of June 2006.

6.
Progress Report on Land International Security and Commuters’ Advocacy Protocol (Land IS-CAP)

xiii)
As the next agenda item on the plenary, the RSEG heard a presentation from a delegate from the Philippines on the report the progress of the project Land International Security and Commuters’ Advocacy Protocol (Land IS-CAP).  This project intends to draw up and design a set of Terms of Reference & Rules of Engagement, establish an Advocacy Campaign to refocus the culture of Public Land Transport Commuters and enhance their vigilance & awareness on pro-active security program plan of actions against terrorism, particularly in Public Land Transport Critical and Strategic Infrastructures and Services (PLT-CSIS) (as appeared in Annex C).
Report of the Road Safety Experts Group meeting (RSEG)

1.
The RSEG met on 22-24 May 2006, in Hanoi, Viet Nam to continue discussions on road traffic safety issues and possible cooperation among the APEC economies. The meeting opened with a greeting and words of welcome from Mr.Chamroon TUNGPAISALKIT, Chair (Thailand) of the RSEG. Also in attendance throughout the meeting by 28 representatives from 15 economies including Australia, Brunei Darussalam, Canada, China, Indonesia, Japan, Korea, New Zealand, the Philippines, Singapore, Chinese Taipei, Thailand, USA and Viet Nam. A speaker from Ubon Ratchathani University-Mr.Sittha JAENSITISAK, Thailand, was attending as a speaker on Road Pricing Policy to raise fund for road safety (as attached in the Annex D). Dr Nick Rogers of the International Motorcycle Manufacturers Association (IMMA) attended the meeting as an official guest.

2.
As a first item of discussion, the RSEG adopted the agenda. The Chair invited comments from delegates on the proposed agenda in order to facilitate the modification or adoption. The Chair also proposed to the RSEG to select a co-chair to assist the Chair as necessary on the voluntary basis. The delegate from the Philippines (Ms.Maria Elena H.BAUTISTA) was voluntarily offered to be a co-chair of this RSEG meeting.

3.
The Chair briefly reported on the outcome of the RSEG Meeting held on September 19-22, 2005 during the 26th APEC TPTWG in Vladivostok, Russia. RSEG also briefly discussed the last meeting and highlighted the important initiatives of the meeting including the ongoing project of the first phase of the data collection and evaluation capabilities on road safety. Other economies interested in the project: Indonesia, the Philippines, Republic of Korea, Malaysia, and Peru. A review of the project on protocols for land transport security was given by the Philippines. Australia is co-sponsor on this project.
4.
As the next agenda item, RSEG discussed the traffic safety data collection and evaluation system project. The Chair reported to RSEG the progress to date of the Thailand Data System Evaluation. He informed the RSEG that during 17-19 August 2005, four U.S. experts team, lead by Dr. Joseph S. Carra, Associate Administrator of National Center for Statistics & Analysis (NCSA) of National Highway Traffic Safety Administration (NHTSA), US Department of Transport (DOT) made a study trip to Thailand to study the data collection of road accident of Thailand’s related agencies including the Ministry of Transport, the Ministry of Public Health and the Royal Thai Police. The study concluded that each organization has a different system and method for the collection of road accident data. The problem was that the data was collected separately by individual agencies, and there is no integration of data among these organizations. The key recommendation of the project is to integrate the data collection to enable easier access to data.

5.
In this regard, NCSA’s expert team has recommended to Thailand as follows:

5.1
It is necessary to have a nationwide database which is available for other agencies. A unified road accident data report should be jointly designed, and well-trained data collectors in every area are essential for filling out the report form.

5.2.
Three major ministries should set up a linkage of data collection, concerning road safety. The data of each organization should be accessible by using 13 digits ID linkage.

5.3.
In connection with the primary data collection of road safety a related table between 3 factors of road accidents should be used including human, vehicle and road, and compared with the accident occurrence (pre-crash, crash and post-crash). This related table is called the Haddon Matrix.

5.4.
Conduct a trial of the system and welcome any recommendations of the commuter in order to correct and improve the system.

The Chairman informed RSEG that Thailand will convey a pilot project of road accident data linkage between various organizations in Nonthaburi Province (emphasizing the three main Ministries - the Ministry of Transport, the Ministry of Public Health and the Royal Thai Police). In this respect, it is possible to hire the consultants to create data linkage software as a prototype for expansion over the country in the future. Thailand will cooperate with the related agencies and will request supporting budget from the Road Safety Fund.

6.
Mr. Ezana Wondimneh, the US delegate representing the NHTSA made a short presentation on the next step of the project.  He highlighted the need for the completion of the visit to Thailand, and the Government of Thailand strongly affirmed its commitment to the project.  Next step will be implemented before the next TPTWG which will provide time for the Chair to evaluate the project and prepare a report to the 5th APEC Transportation Ministerial Meeting in Australia in 2007.

The Chair also informed RSEG that Thailand is committed to participate in the next phases of the project to offer its experiences and ‘lessons learned’ from the project implementation.  An important aspect of the project is to assist the economy identify linkages between data and preparing justifications for funding requests in order to secure funding for their own road safety improvement programs.

The US delegate stated that, NHTSA may participate in future assessments depending on the availability of funding from APEC in Indonesia, and Malaysia.  Other economies such as the Philippines, Peru, Korea also expressed interest .

7.
The meeting took note that the project was scheduled for completion in 2006. Following implementation of the Thailand project, the US encouraged the participants from the relevant agencies from Thailand to visit USA in 2006 to learn what USA is currently doing to improve its own data system. 

The Indonesian delegate expressed his strong interest in nominating his economy as the next project participant.

8.
As the next agenda item on Report on Road Accident Database and Good Practice, the Chair presented “Current Accident Situation and Motorcycle Safety Measure in Thailand”. He discussed the Accident Frequencies, Accident Fatalities, Accident Injuries, Registered Vehicles, Countrywide Road Traffic Accident Statistics, Ratio of the Registered Vehicles Nationwide and the related statistics in Thailand.  In addition, Risk Factors for the Road Accident were not wearing helmets, drunk driving, dangerous driving behavior. If more than 90 % of motorcycle drivers wear helmets, the number of deaths and severe head injuries would be reduced by 20-30 %. 

A Thai delegate added to the Chair that there were more than 500 deaths during the week long Songkran festival, caused by among other things drunk drivers, water being spilled on motorcycles passing by, and drivers not wearing helmets. These factors contribute to motorcyclists suffering the highest crash rate. In this regards, the number of accidents is increased during this period of the year.

9.
Mr.Sittha JAENSITISAK, Ubon Ratchathani University, Thailand presented a paper on “Urban Road Pricing from Theory to Practice” which could be viewed as another channel to lessen road accidents and raise fund for road safety. He highlighted that Road pricing was efficient and environmentally beneficial available tool for congested cities. However, road pricing cannot by itself deal with the transport problems. It must be seen as a part of comprehensive policy package, which includes substantial improvements to public transport and other alternative modes, environmental enhancements, and in the long term, new approaches to land use planning and more usages of intelligent transport systems. Moreover, objectives and benefits of charging need to be clear to the public. In addition, they should be convinced that society as a whole will be better off.
10.
Indonesian delegate presented his topic “Road Safety Situation in Indonesia”. Road accident data contains severe under-reporting. Official figures have created public ignorance on road safety for so many years to the point that putting them right will be a political issue. Very little safety program existed, Very poor co-ordination among parties, Potential participation from public, private sectors and local government, A common platform to organize roles of many stake holder is needed through Global Road Safety Partnership (GRSP).

In terms of Road traffic safety accident collection, analysis and data there are various institutions involved as follows:

· the Indonesian National Police (INP) collects and analyses data for all traffic accidents nationwide. The Police only records the reported cases, and in most cases only serious and fatal accidents are reported.

· The Directorate of Land Transport Safety (DLTS) under the Ministry of Transportation (MOT) is also responsible for data processing and preparing accident statistics. The data are mainly used by MOT and, to a lesser extent, the other related institutions as a reference for setting up programs. DLTS receives the data from the Police.

· The insurance company only records victims who proposed claims.

· The Hospitals are also recording the accident data, but do not record neither ‘Died up on arrival’ nor ‘victim pass away’ after completing the medical treatment.

As a result, road traffic accident data statistic produced by each of those agencies is completely different. The quality of the data are also questionable, this is due to poor coordination among the agencies involved. Each institution conducted the safety activities separately. So, in order to improve coordination among those institutions, the National Road Traffic Safety Board lead by president or at least vice president is urgently required.

11.
Vietnamese delegate presented the situation of Road Safety in the past 15 years. It showed that road accidents have been fast increasing during 1990-2002 and started reducing since 2003. Viet Nam was aware of some major problems that caused the increasing accidents, particularly the quick growth in the number of motorbikes; no helmet wearing and not fully obeying the laws and regulations in road safety of road users. Viet Nam had some national policies to reduce the annual rate of road accidents and prepared the long term program for road safety by 2012. This program will mobilize multi resources to reach the target “Within 15 years Viet Nam will build a robust safety management system that produces best practice safety outcomes on controllable and sustainable basis”. 

12.
On the next agenda item which is the Other Matters, RSEG was informed that the APEC Auto Dialogue intends to host a Road Safety Summit in conjunction with the 5th APEC Transportation Ministerial Meeting, which will be held in March 2007 in Adelaide, Australia. The Japanese delegate explained that the said summit is planned as a separate event by the Auto Dialogue, which is not operated by transport ministries, and suggested that given the date and venue of the said summit it might be good to make enough communication between the transport ministries and the ministries which are in charge of Auto Dialogue.

13.
The RSEG concluded its meeting by Chairman’s expression of appreciation to all participants. Since at the conclusion of each presentation numerous delegates asked questions about the information presented from each of the speakers of the RSEG, the Chairman informed the RSEG that all the material will be distributed to the HODs and the delegates at the end of the TPTWG-27 and will also be posted electronically on the TPT website (http://www.apec-tptwg.org.cn) (live from 1st June 2006).

Report of Vehicle Standards Harmonization Group Meeting (VSHG) 
Date:

The VSHG Meeting was held on the 23rd and 24th of May, 2006, and chaired by Mr. Sang-Do Kim from Republic of Korea.
Participated Economies:

Delegates from Australia, Brunei Darussalam, Chinese Taipei, Indonesia, Japan, Korea, Singapore, Thailand, USA, and Viet Nam participated in this meeting.  The International Motorcycle Manufacturers Association (IMMA) also attended as an official guest.

Agenda Item 1: Adoption of Agenda

1.1 Adoption of Agenda (Participants)

The economies reviewed the provisional draft agenda. Japan requested to make a single presentation regarding both agendas, 4.1 and 4.2. USA requested to add another agenda, Activities in International Harmonization Status Update. Then, the agenda was modified and adopted unanimously by the group
Agenda Item 2: Report on the 25th VSHG Meeting in Washington D.C., USA

2.1
Summary of Outcome from the 25th VSHG Meeting (Vice Chairman)

A review of results briefed at LTEG Plenary meeting on 22nd of May, was distributed. No comments or corrections from any economy were made.

Agenda Item 3: Progress reports of action plan to introduce ECE Regulations

3.1
Overall status of recent UN/ECE/WP29 sessions (Republic of Korea)

Korea made a presentation about the Overall Status of Recent UN/ECE/WP29 Sessions. Chinese Taipei expressed appreciation for summarizing progress in WP29 activities. Australia welcomed active feedback from all the participants in order to make the APEC expert group meeting a channel toward a successful WP29. Chinese Taipei reminded VSHG that a contact point should be established to deal with difficulties in interpreting ECE regulations. The Chair suggested discussing this matter in detail in agenda 4.2, because they are related.

3.2 Brief reports of each party’s harmonization progress (Each economy)

Australia nearly completed to review all the regulations applicable to passenger vehicles. Motorcycle regulations are fully harmonized, and passenger vehicle regulations are nearly harmonized. Only heavy vehicle regulations are still under review. Australia intends to apply several regulations this year under the provisions of the 1958 Agreement.  Australia also intends to accede to the 1998 Agreement this year.

Brunei Darussalam has not acceded to 1958 Agreement, but proposed to attend WP29 sessions as an observer in the near future.  Brunei Darussalam has used R14, R16, R44 in line with legal endorsement and the number of ECE regulations used will be increased to  20 by 2010, once Brunei Darussalam has gained enough experience and competent officers. .

Chinese Taipei adopted 40 ECE regulations officially through WTO notification on Nov. 10, 2004. These regulations are scheduled to first take effect in 2006 and partly in 2007. 9 candidate regulations have been decided to suspend temporarily from suggestions of industrial sector.

Indonesia adopted Euro II emission standard on Aug. 2005. Tire and seat belt standards are now being reviewed.

Japan already adopted 29 ECE regulations, and R94 is now being harmonized. 4 new regulations, R14, 16, 44, and 80, are expected to be applied in Oct. 2006. Lastly, 2 GTRs will be adopted.  Door hinge, one of them, will be adopted through modification of R11.
Korea presented Action Plans for International Harmonization of Korean Vehicle Safety Standards. Korea explained its policy to set its priority on Passenger Car Standards Harmonization and to pursue to harmonize 4~5 items per year.

Singapore reported that work was in progress to sign the 1958 Agreement by 2007. It was also reported that the implementation of the Euro-IV standard for diesel vehicles is scheduled for 1 Oct 2006.

Thailand is operating 4 working groups toward International harmonization and type approval system. Draft national regulations in line with R11, R13H, R16, R41, R46, R48, and R51 have been finished.

USA presented its international activities regarding traffic safety and discussed the 1998 Agreement program of work under WP29 in detail. The US also suggested that this VSHG group devote part of each meeting’s agenda to discuss coordinating our efforts at WP29.

Viet Nam started to make new technical standards system based on ECE regulations for new motor vehicle type approval in 2000. ECE R39, R60, R81 for motorcycles have been applied since 2002. Euro II emission standards will be applied from July 1st, 2007.

Agenda Item 4: Technical Discussions
4.1 Technical support to establish automobile technical regulations (Japan)

4.2 Cooperation between APEC/VSHG and JASIC Asia G/I Meeting (Japan)

Japan presented about JASIC related activities; JASIC Contribution to realize Mutual Recognition of Approval. Current activities and future plans of JASIC G/I meeting was explained in detail.
Korea pointed out Japan’s focus seemed to be shifted from VSHG to JASIC. As a way of revitalizing VSHG, Korea proposed that automobile management policies be discussed in VSHG meetings and industry related issues in JASIC G/I meetings. Japan did not agree on Korea’s opinion because Japan’s policy had not changed. The group agreed that further clarification about this matter was necessary and will be discussed at the next meeting.

In response to IMMA’s asking for the clear definition of automobile management policies, Korea suggested it would prepare a specific proposal by the next meeting.

Discussions on Agenda 4.1 and 4.2

Korea asked for member economies’ comments and suggestions on its proposal, and Japan said it would be able to make a presentation already made in JASIC G/I meetings or expert meetings, provided that there is a specific request from other economies.

4.3 Future Role of VSHG in Assisting Economies to Integrate into UN/ECE/WP29 Framework (Australia)

4.4 Action Plans for Basic regulations for Motorcycles Based on Core Regulations (IMMA)

Australia stressed that current activities of VSHG have been slowed down, and agreed Korea’s opinion about the necessity of defining the roles of VSHG and JASIC. In its presentation on Future Role of VSHG Assisting Economies to Integrate into UNECE Framework, Australia raised fundamental questions on VSHG roles for Vehicle Regulation, noting the 1998 Agreement was important to achieve full harmonization through GTRs, but that the 1958 Agreement provides immediate opportunities for harmonization and will remain important as GTRs become available because it contains mutual recognition provisions and suggested 4 starting points; 1) Develop work programs to incorporate basic regulations for passenger vehicles and motorcycles into domestic legislation. 2) Clarify information requirements for economies to participate in WP29. 3) Identify assistance required for economies to participate in JASIC expert groups. 4) Identify information that needs to flow from WP29 to VSHG.

IMMA presented its recommendations for core motorcycle regulations in APEC economies. IMMA recalled the WTO objectives, and explained background briefly. IMMA finally suggested the followings; 1) All APEC economies accept the technical content of ECE Regulations as the common basis for trade. 2) IMMA and its members are ready to assist APEC economies introducing the ECE Regulations into their national legislation, in the most appropriate way.
IMMA pointed out that ECE regulations could be signed by any economy if they choose to do so, and that harmonization based on ECE regulations would achieve the Bogor objectives by the specified date whereas GTRs would take too long to develop.

Discussions on Agenda 4.3 and 4.4

The Chair mentioned that IMMA’s suggestion presented in Agenda 4.4 is now the latest and the most advanced one. The Chair asked all participated delegates whether they accept IMMA’s suggestion.

Australia expressed its commitment to accepting the core technical regulations as a basis of free trade.

Japan agreed on the discussion of accepting the core technical contents of regulations, but final decision would be delivered in the next meeting after discussions with related authorities.

Korea expressed its intention to consider the list of core technical regulations when revising the motorcycle management schemes.

Thailand informed the group that the core motorcycle regulations recommended by IMMA have been included in the UN/ECE regulation study plans. Therefore, Thailand expressed its commitment to incorporate the core motorcycle regulations into its domestic legislation.

USA expressed that it cannot accept ECE regulations for motorcycles as it is not a party to the 1958 Agreement.  The US suggested that the GTRs be considered instead because unlike ECE regulations, GTRs are more inclusive of APEC economies.

Other economies were asked to bring their positions at the next meeting.

4.5 Joint Study on Technical Regulations for the automobile technology in development (Each Economy)

Recalling USA’s comment and other participants’ suggestion to come up with concrete ideas, the Chair encouraged participants to talk about their ideas. The US suggested that those items be discussed at WP29 under the 1998 Agreement. Australia offered to make a presentation on developing vehicle technologies. However, the meeting agreed that the subject matter is left to WP29, and therefore it was agreed to remove this item from the agenda.

Agenda Item 5: Other Matters
Election of a new Chair

Recalling Korea’s suggestion to elect a new Chair at the last meeting, Korea requested economies to volunteer for the chairmanship. Australia and Japan stated that they could not assume the chairmanship, and Thailand also kindly declined to take up the challenge in spite of big supports from most participating economies. Provided that member economies give enough support and cooperation, Korea agreed to continue its chairmanship and Australia offered to assist the Chair in the capacity of Vice Chair.

The 3rd UNESCAP meeting

The Chair asked all participants to attend the 3rd UNESCAP meeting to be held in Busan in Nov. 2006. Brochures were distributed to all the participants.
Summary Recommendations

The Land Transport Experts Group recommends that the plenary of the Transportation Working Group:

accept the reports and recommendations of the:

· Road Safety Experts Group - RSEG

· Vehicle Standards Harmonization Group - VSHG

note the progress that has been made in Road Safety Experts Group;

note the reporting of progress toward the Bogor Goals in the Vehicle Standards Harmonisation Group; and

note that a draft on Terms of Reference (TOR) will be prepared by Thailand in consultation with other member economies and submitted to the Lead Shepherd by June 30, 2006. The action plan will be updated to be considered at the next Land Transport Experts Group Meeting in APEC TPT-WG 28.
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