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THE 22nd TRANSPORTATION WORKING GROUP MEETING

Busan, Korea, 1-5 September 2003
PROGRESS REPORT OF ROAD SAFETY EXPERTS GROUP (RSEG) 
Progress since the 21st APEC TPT-WG Meeting
1. Experts had discussed and revised the Request for Proposals (RFP) of the project, “Initiatives for Improving Road Transportation Safety - Phase I” at the last RSEG meeting in the 21st APEC TPT-WG Meeting.  The revision of the RFP had been reviewed and finalized as well by the five co-sponsors, Brunei Darussalam, Korea, Singapore, Thailand, and USA.

2. Ministers had approved the project, TPT 01/2003: Initiatives for Improving Road Transportation Safety - Phase I, for inclusion in the 2003 Operational Account budget with a provision of USD 39,600 at the APEC Ministerial Meeting held in Los Cabos, Mexico, on 23rd and 24th October 2002.

3. The RFP of the TPT 01/2003 project had been approved by APEC Secretariat and announced at the end of 2002.  Six tender proposals were received and five of them were accepted.

4. The Advisory Committee of the TPT 01/2003 project is composed of five economies, Australia, Japan, Singapore, Chinese Taipei, and United States, and had conducted the evaluation work for the project.  The successful tender consultant is G. Ho Engineering Consultants from Canada.

5. APEC Secretariat had signed the contract with G. Ho Engineering Consultants on March 17, 2003.

6. The work plan and the 1st progress report of the TPT 01/2003 project was posted on our TPT-WG website, and was circulated to all APEC member economies for comments.

7. The proposal and the Request for Proposals of the project “Initiatives for Improving Road Transportation Safety - Phase II” was circulated to all Members for comments.

8. Chinese Taipei will take the chairmanship of the Road Safety Expert Group until the end of year 2003.  All APEC Member Economies are encouraged to consider the chairing of the Road Safety Experts Group.
Summary of Discussion
9. There were 12 experts from 6 APEC Member economies (including Brunei Darussalam; Indonesia; Republic of Korea; Singapore; Chinese Taipei; and Thailand) and one guest from Macao, China participating in the meeting.

10. Korea provided a presentation of “Road Safety in Republic of Korea”.  The presentation included road conditions, traffic safety facts, and strategy.  It also expressed road safety goal and relevant five-year Traffic Safety Basic Plan, which is consisted of safer road, education, enforcement and safer vehicle.  The budget of investment for safer road in 2003 is $1.17 billion.

11. G. Ho Engineering Consultants presented the second progress report of the TPT 01/2003 project including the findings to date.  The consultant had conducted task 1: review of background material and additional data collection and 60% of task 2: matching safety initiatives to safety issues and evaluation as heretofore.

12. Experts provided comments on the TPT 01/2003 project.  The consultant will consider modifying the contents referring to those comments. (see attachment)

13. Chinese Taipei will seek comments from all APEC member economies on the proposal and the Request for Proposals of the project, “Initiatives for improving road safety – Phase II”, as well as opinions of holding a new multi-day workshop to work with the consultant in understanding and exchanging ideas of the TPT 01/2003 project.

14. Chinese Taipei will chair the Road Safety Experts Group until the end of 2003.  All APEC Member Economies are encouraged to consider the chairing of the Road Safety Experts Group.

Recommendations
15. Members note the progress of the TPT 01/2003 project.

16. Members are welcome to provide comments on the proposal and RFP of project, “Initiatives for Improving Road Transportation Safety - Phase II”, and opinions of holding a new multi-day workshop.

17. Members are encouraged to consider the chairing of the Road Safety Experts Group.

22nd APEC Transportation Working Group Meeting

Road Safety Expert Group

TPT-WG22/SCSE/RSEG/2

Busan, Korea

September 2, 2003

Minutes of Meeting for Project TPT 01/2003 – Initiatives for Improving Road Safety

· The presentation by the consultant commenced at 10:45 am.

· The Project Overseer provided an overview of the project scope and objectives to the delegates.

· The consultant (G. Ho Engineering Consultants) provided a 40 minutes presentation to the RSEG.  The topics covered include:

· Project Objectives and Background

· Study Scope – Phase I

· Review of Findings to Date

· Strategic Approach to APEC Road Safety Initiatives

· Evaluation Criteria

· Work in Progress

· Schedule and Next Steps

· After the presentation, discussion and questions followed.  The following issues were discussed:

· Indonesia asked about the educational aspects of the initiatives.  The consultant explained that there will be educational initiatives included to address each of the major safety issues.

· Korea was interested in the target audience for the education initiatives under Safer Road Infrastructure (i.e. who are the practitioners).  The consultant indicated that the practitioners include people who plan, design, construct, operate and maintain road infrastructures, and provided reasons why this was targeted.

· Singapore and Korea were interested in how cost-effectiveness will be measured for the proposed evaluation criteria.  Both economies pointed out that accident costs may not be available in some member economies.  The consultant indicated that the measure of cost-effectiveness may be based on benefit-cost type analysis, and the use of more qualitative approaches if hard data is unavailable.

· Singapore was interested in the before-after data requirements for the timeline of implementation & results, and concerned that the use of, say, 6 months before and 6 months after, data may be inadequate.  The consultant indicated that for the proper evaluation of before and after performance, a data period of min. 3 years before and 1 year after would be desirable.

· Korea was interested in how replicability could be measured. The consultant indicated that it would be measured using qualitative measures, and that these measures would differ amongst the initiatives.

· Korea was interested in how proven results are measured.  The consultant indicated that they were aware of the latest techniques in accounting for various factors in before-after evaluation, and will be able to separate the good research results from the poor.

· Indonesia suggested that a multi-day workshop be held to provide all member economies an opportunity to work with the consultant in understanding the compendium, exchange ideas and to solicit the participation of volunteer economies in subsequent phases.
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