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Background





At the 9th Maritime Initiative meeting of the 19th TPT/WG meeting in Brunei (March 2001) Australia, as the overseer of the ‘Facilitation of international shipping’ project, tabled the consultant’s three part report, thus completing its responsibilities as the project overseer.





At the time, the Maritime Initiative decided that the first two parts of the report be discussed at the subsequent two MI meetings and that the third part of the report: Volume 3 “Policy alternatives towards international shipping liberalisation”, be retained as a working paper to be discussed after the discussion of the first two parts.





The 11th MI meeting in Brisbane (TPT-WG21) confirmed the schedule for discussing Volume 3.





At the last APEC TPT-WG in September 2003 in Busan, the MI discussed Policy Item 1 of Volume 3 of the ‘Facilitation of international shipping’ project.  This item provides a general framework for the development of future maritime policy.





The framework outlined in Policy Item 1 was adopted in Busan, however there remained some questions regarding the scope for inappropriate use of the fifth and sixth guidelines related to the use of some national shipping support measures either for national security reasons or in order to build a national maritime capability.





It was suggested this could be addressed through the proposed study on support and promotional measures as identified in paragraph 5.4 of Volume 3 of the Final Report.





The meeting also adopted in-principle Policy Items 8 and 9 on respectively land-based ancillary services and port management, although Canada reserved its position pending clarification on services covered Items 8 and 9.





It was agreed that all economies would work intersessionally to develop a framework for actioning policy items 8 and 9.  Japan, as the Chair of the MI agreed to be the coordinator of the intersessional work.





It was also agreed to defer the discussion on studies on ‘harmonization of liner shipping’ and ‘support and promotional measures’ to the next MI meeting as no proposals had been tabled.





�
Issues





Policy Items 8 and 9





Work on these items has not been given a high priority given the importance that all economies have given to other maritime initiatives particularly maritime security and the need to meet the 1 July 2004 IMO deadline for the implementation of the International Shipping and Port Security Code.





In terms of the clarifications sought by Canada there has been some dialogue on this with Australia, but the range and definition of services covered should be agreed by all APEC member economies as part of any future work on the overall policy framework.





Policy Items 2 –7 and 10





In line with the schedule adopted at the 11th MI meeting in Brisbane 2003, the 13th MI meeting could discuss the policy items 2 – 7 and 10, to conclude the initial discussion on the package of policy items.





The Chair and Australia have not, intersessionally, received requests for clarifications regarding these policy items.





However, if members wish to pursue these items, then this would pave the way to the possible adoption of a framework for shipping policy by the MI at its next meeting in the second half of 2004.





It is considered that there may be scope for agreement amongst APEC members to endorsing a number of this items, however it is proposed that this discussion be held at the subsequent meeting of the APEC-TPT WG later this year after the maritime security changes have been implemented.





Studies on Liner Shipping (Policy Item 2) and on Support and Promotional Measures (Policy Item 10)





Since the Brisbane meeting no proposals have been tabled to address the issues of harmonisation of liner shipping regulations and support and promotional measures. 





The Chair and Australia conclude that member economies do not currently consider these issues a priority and proposes that these studies not be pursued at this stage.
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