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1. The RTHP meeting was held on Monday, 23 September 2002. 

Representatives from Australia, Hong Kong china, Indonesia, Republic of Philippines, Japan, Republic of Korea, Singapore, Chinese Taipei, Thailand, the United States of America and Vietnam participated in the meeting. The International Organization of Motor Vehicle Manufacturers (OICA), the International Motorcycle Manufacturers Association (IMMA) also took part in the meeting as official guests. 

2. Given that no economy has volunteered to chair the working group, the delegates from Japan and the United States agreed to serve for the second time as temporary co-chairs for this meeting 

3. The RTHP group adopted the agenda that was drafted and presented by the delegations of Japan and the United States. 

4. Phase V Stage 3 2002 Project (JASIC) 

(1) The Japan Automotive Standards Internationalization Center (JASIC), which has been serving as a consultant to the RTHP, provided a draft progress report on Phase V Stage 3 of the RTHP project, highlighting the following activities: 

-- Two additional economies, Malaysia and the Philippines, participated as volunteer economies under this stage, and receiver assistance from JASIC for developing internal action plans concerning technical regulations, certification and compliance verification systems. 

-- Four economies, namely the Peoples Republic of China, Chinese Taipei, Hong Kong China and Thailand, which had already developed internal action plans, received assistance from JASIC for improving their plans; and 

-- JASIC organized a multilateral harmonization workshop to be held in conjunction with this TPT-WG 21 meeting. The purpose of the workshop is to continue to discuss common problems raised during the consultations regarding the introduction of technical regulations and to facilitate progress in the area of mutual recognition arrangements. JASIC invited all economies to actively participate in the workshop the following day. 

(2) JASIC indicated that it will circulate the draft final report of Phase V Stage 3 in November and will invite comments from participating economies prior to the finalization of the report by the end of this year. 

(3) Participating economies thanked JASIC for the timely completion of Phase V Stage 3 Draft Progress Report No.2. RTHP accepted the draft report from the consultant and agreed that the Steering Committee coordinator notifies the APEC Secretariat accordingly. 

5. Automotive Dialogue of the APEC Committee on Trade and Investment 

The Harmonization Working Group of the Automotive Dialogue did not send a representative to the meeting. However, the JASIC representative who participated in the last meeting of the Harmonization Working Group in Singapore in April provided a summary report of the meeting. He highlighted three areas of discussion : (1) development of a list of core regulations to serve as a non-biding guide for economies who are currently developing regulatory systems, (2) development of an ASEAN Mutual Recognition Agreement and (3) Assistance to economies wishing to participate the activities of WP29. 

Much discussion regarding the above subjects took place during the RTHP meeting. Many participants raised concerns regarding the duplication of work between the Automotive Dialogue Harmonization Working Group and the RTHP. 

Further, many participants were confused about the purpose of the ASEAN MRA and the list of "Core Regulations" proposed by the Automotive Dialogue. 

RTHP decided to seek further clarification from the Automotive Dialogue regarding these items and to request a formal document from the Automotive Dialogue providing the needed explanation. 

Finally the participants reiterated their view that RTHP is the principal APEC body for addressing vehicle regulatory harmonization because it is the only APEC forum in which safety and environmental experts participate. 

Members were requested to note that the next meeting of the Automotive Dialogue is scheduled for this fall in Seoul Korea. 

6. Future Activities 

Upon the request of the chair, participating economies identified particular needs in four main areas: (1) a better understanding of ECE regulations (2) clarification of conformity of production (3) how to develop a recall system (4) additional training in the development of regulatory processes. 

Several potential future activities were proposed and discussed, including: (1) Continued capacity building; (2) Continued cooperation of RTHP with Automotive Dialogue on harmonization activities; (3) Invitation of the chairpersons of the working parties of experts, including informal groups on global technical regulations, to report on WP29/GR’s regulatory activities and to discuss possible future regulations; and (4) Providing detailed information on steps needed in a rule-making process in order to develop effective and objective regulations(e.g. data collection, cost benefit analysis, public involvement, etc.) 

The group acknowledged the need for continuing the capacity building activities of the RTHP and the chair requested written submissions form participating economies regarding specific ideas for future activities by the end of November 2002, in order to prepare a consolidated proposal for additional funding from the BMC for 2004. 

7. Progress of Implementation of Vehicle Regulations to Achieve APEC Goals 

Economies provided a progress report on their implementation of vehicle regulations: 

The People’s Republic of China indicated that they revised their Action Plan. They hope that JASIC could organize an experience sharing session on Japan’s accession to the 58 Agreement and provide related information, including administration on special purpose and refitting vehicles, Conformity of Production process and international current bilateral recognition. 

Chinese Taipei indicated that they have a short and a long-term action plan to introduce ECE Regulations. They requested a technical tour in order to better understand the ECE Regulations and the process of developing those regulations. 

Korea stated that they do not currently have an Action Plan. They will consider developing one and reporting on it by next RTHP meeting. 

Hong Kong, China said that lack of an automotive industry in their economy, their focus is on adopting safety and environmental standards in order to protect their citizens. They were interested about compliance and recall systems and they requested to find a better mechanism for sharing RTHP related activities in the absence of attendance by a particular economy. 

The Philippines indicated that after the last RTHP meeting, they joined the RTHP consultation to establish an action plan based on the guidelines 

Australia noted that they are behind schedule in implementing their action plan, which was developed two years ago. Further commitment of resources will be necessary in order to expedite the process 

Vietnam explained that their country is facing problems introducing ECE Regulations due to strong objection from the automotive industry. They are considering ways for introducing testing facilities and laboratory. 

Singapore indicated that they are developing an electronic system for the submission and processing of vehicle Type Approval by 2003. They are working on the Conformity of Production process and may request assistance when the need arises 

Indonesia noted the need for additional technical assistance. 

Thailand noted that the “Plan for Setting up Vehicle Type Approval System (2000-2009) ” was modified from JASIC action plan. Three working groups were set up to conduct the plan: vehicle type-approval system, technical regulations improvement and WP.29 participation. The works of those working groups are gradually in progress. 

Japan described that they have no need for an Action Plan because of existing current national system. They discussed the need to improve regulatory processes in general through problem identification, better data collection systems, cost benefit analysis in order to develop regulations that truly address particular needs and improve safety and environment protection. They also discussed the need to be better informed about the specific activities of each Working Party under WP.29. 

The United States also explained that they operate under highly structured regulatory, certification and enforcement systems and that they have no need for an action plan. 

However, they stated that they stepped up their efforts to work with other countries and regions on the development of harmonized global technical regulations under the 1998 Global Agreement. Recently, WP.29 adopted a program of work under the Agreement and the U.S. intends to focus its efforts on the regulations listed in the work program. 

In addition, it was also noted that several other APEC economies have not been engaged in RTHP activities. Participating economies discussed ways of encouraging their participation in an effort to realize the Bogor Declaration objectives throughout the APEC region. 

8. Cooperation with WP29 and Access to information on its Agreements and Activities 

The delegate from Australia reminded the group that WP29 agreed to provide technical assistance to APEC economies regarding its activities, but no mechanism has been created for facilitating such exchange information. 

RTHP agreed to prepare, as a first step, a list of all the Working Parties of Experts and the subject areas covered under each and to provide the names of the Chairpersons, the Secretariat and other participants, which could serve as points of contact for the groups. Further, the chair requested the delegate from Australia to prepare a paper describing a mechanism for continued cooperation with WP29. 

9. Election of Chairperson 

The RTHP noted the group has been operating without a chairperson for about one year. While Japan and the United States of America have served as temporary co-chairs, neither economy is in the position to continue serving in that capacity. Participating economies were requested to volunteer for chairing the group. However, no economy was in a position to do so. Given that the RTHP’s activities are very important, and given that the participation on behalf of APEC economies has been very strong, the RTHP recommended that this issue be raised at the heads of delegation meeting in order to seek a resolution. 

10. Other Business 

In order to clarify the chairperson’s duties, the former chairman of the RTHP was requested to produce a list describing step-by-step the chairperson’s duties and to provide the list to other delegates by the end of this 21st APEC TPT meeting. 
11. Recommendations to the Steering Committee on more Competitive Transportation Industry 

a) Note the report of the RTHP Group 

b) Note the completion of draft Progress report №2 of the RTHP Phase V Stage 3, prepared by JASIC 

c) Note the potential future activities of the RTHP Group and the intention to develop a project for APEC funding for 2004 

d) Recommend that APEC economies not engaged in RTHP activities be encouraged to do so 

e) Note the lack of a chair of the group and the need to find a chair in order to continue this activity. 
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