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1. The RTHP meeting was held from 16 to 17, August 2004 under the chairmanship of Mr. Sun Hak Cho, a delegate of Republic of Korea.
Delegates from Chinese Taipei, Indonesia, Japan, Republic of Korea, Philippines, Singapore, and Thailand participated in the meeting.  The International Motorcycle Manufacturers Association (IMMA) also took part in the meeting as an official guest. Representatives from Korea Automobile Testing and Research Institute, Korea Automobile Manufacturers Association, and Indonesian Motorcycle Industry Association(AISI) also took part in the meeting.
2. Given the re-assignment of the current Chair, Mr. Kim Chul Hwan, the representative from Republic of Korea, Mr. Sun Hak Cho, assumed the role of an acting chair for the session after the confirmation from the attending delegates. He made an opening speech, noting the importance of RTHP and regional cooperation effort. He also asked the delegates for a joint effort to renew impetus of the RTHP. He thanked Thailand for hosting the 24th APEC Transportation Working Group meeting and welcomed the delegates. 
3. The RTHP group reviewed the provisional agenda that was drafted, circulated and presented by the Chair. 
4. The RTHP group adopted the agenda unanimously. 
5. Review of the 23rd APEC/TPT-WG/RTHP

(1) The Chair briefly reviewed the progress reports of Action Plan to introduce ECE Regulations by member economies.
(2) The Chair reviewed presentation of GR’s made during last sessions, and expressed intentions to continue accessing member economies’ interest in GRs within WP.29 in order to provide assistance in their harmonization efforts.
(3) The group had a chance to revisit matters related to Automotive Dialogue and the group’s position on ACAATR. Thailand has stated that, since the member economies in APEC & ASEAN countries do not fully overlap, MRA among ASEAN countries should be discussed by ASEAN countries. 
(4) The Chair urged the member economies to submit their opinions on the draft basic regulations. IMMA has stated that Auto Dialogue does not cover the motorcycle issues for the time being and RTHP should be the primary forum for discussing such issues. Japan also made a note of RTHP as a forum for such discussions.
(5) The chair asked Japan to restate the Key principles to the member economies. Japan stressed the importance of procedures of incorporating selected regulations – comparing and analyzing existing regulations of Japan, EU and US, in order to subsequently select candidate regulations, incorporating into local regulations, establishing mutual recognition systems, and finally increasing the number of shared regulations. Such process should also take into account economical, environmental benefits of regulations. 
(6) IMMA first stated that its basic regulation draft already represents WP.29 regulations and expressed willingness to assist economies with staged introduction of regulations.
(7) JASIC expressed importance of mutual recognition in introducing Basic Regulations, and suggested economies to join WP.29 as early as possible for the mutual recognition purposes. For such purposes, Japan stressed that economic benefit would come from accepting latest version of UN/ECE Regulations as a final goal.
(8) The Chair recognized the difficulties of member economies accepting the latest version of UN/ECE regulations and asked for comments from other economies. Chinese Taipei expressed 1)difficulties in identifying the background and development history of technical regulations, in addition to 2)its concerns that rises from relatively shorter experience then UN/ECE member countries, 3) necessity of member economies to attend WP.29. The Chair recognized the need for the member economies to provide support for each other in the area, and stated that it can be part of future project of RTHP.
(9) Indonesia explained its commitment to ECE Regulations. Specifically, ECE R47, R40, part of R49 and R54, R30 in 2005. In addition R26 will be integrated and other steps are under way.
(10) Singapore stated that it is important to adopt international standard for domestic industry.
(11) Thailand have 7 regulations under drafting stage, in addition to other efforts in technical regulations by holding a technical seminar with experts from other economies, including Japan and EU. Thailand also believes that the language factor hampers a smooth introduction of UN/ECE. Also the version of regulation should reflect the industries’ opinion.
(12) The Chair proposed to discuss the matter further under the item number 5, also to discuss possibilities of devising a project to address common concerns.
(13) Korea presented a summary of presentation shown during 23rd meeting regarding Korea’s vehicle recall and gave an overview. Questions not addressed during last session due to the time limit were presented to the floor and were subsequently addressed by Mr. Chun from KATRI. Questions from Thailand, Indonesia, Singapore, and Chinese Taipei on information collection process, voluntary and compulsory recalls, range of repair services, and compliance test costs were discussed. Korea encouraged member economies to submit any other questions.
6. The progress report of Action Plan to introduce ECE Regulation.
The Chair briefly revisited member countries effort in introduction of ECE regulations. 

Korea presented its initiative on UN/ECE WP.29, emphasizing Korea’s active pursuit of necessary steps for automobile international harmonization, the history of Korean Government’s endeavor for the last years, its plans to join 1958 agreement by the end of 2004, and introducing series of ECE regulations year by year. 
Japan presented its Action Plan and adoption of various ECE regulations as follows: 5 regulations in 1998, 6 in 1999, 6 in 2000, 5 in 2001, 4 in 2002, 4 in 2003, and 9 in 2004 as working draft in JASIC.
Chinese Taipei explained that 32 draft regulations, all based on ECE regulations, are under procedure of WTO notification.  9 more draft regulations will be prepared in 2004.  First collision test is scheduled to conduct by ARTC before the end of 2004.

Indonesia expressed its full commitment to adopt ECE Regulations in the near future, including ECE R47, R40, part of R49 and R54, R30 in 2005. In addition R26 will be integrated and other steps are under way.

Philippines is preparing its plans at the next meeting.

Singapore mentioned that its plans to harmonize 30 regulations by 2005 is slightly delayed due to the government’s new vehicle registration system.
Thailand will pursue its harmonization effort starting with 1958 agreement by year 2005. The Department of Land Transport is currently working with Department of Foreign Affairs and Department of Legal Affairs for a formal consultation.

IMMA expressed its concern that there is not many responses from economies regarding the Draft Basic Regulation it had presented at the last meeting. IMMA stated that there are still many issues to be clarified, and quoted Mr. Kevin Sample’s emphasis on Road Safety and the importance of motor cycle safety issues in the region. IMMA urged the economies again for a feedback, and expressed its willingness to assist technical seminars and to send experts if necessary.

JASIC commented that, due to limited budget, it can only send limited experts to Asian economies, and urged economies to participate in the G/I Meeting, as it covers similar subject in discussion.
Representative from AISI expressed complication arising from the harmonization effort conducted by many organizations in the motorcycle industry.

IMMA made a promise to keep RTHP up to date of latest development of motorcycle association decisions.

7. Project Proposal 1 : Technical support for the developing economies to establish automobile technical regulations 

Before discussing the project proposals synthesized by the Chair, based on the correspondence with member economies and the result from the previous meetings, the Chair asked JASIC to review the project proposal process under the APEC TPT-WG. 
JASIC explained that the project proposal should be made at least one year before the budget is needed. And, concerning budget process for a new project, JASIC explained that the project is normally submitted to the BMC meeting one year before due to the fact that decision on budget issue is in the previous year.

The Chair asked delegates to refer to the distributed discussion papers on Project Proposal 1. Furthermore, the Chair noted that economies with established safety regulations can provide support and reference points in working toward a basic regulations and called for cooperation on the issue.

Chinese Taipei requested that the term “developing economies” should be used with caution, which was agreed by the delegates..  

Japan agreed that a process to develop and confirm action plan is highly important. However, due to lack of time for achieving the Bogor Goal, in case of Japan at present, it suggested that, instead, the RTHP should concentrate on the 1958 agreement or activities in Geneva and how to use them for that purpose.  Our main concern lies not in discussing it but in how to achieve the main goal.

The Chair opened the forum to discuss further on choosing a project item that will have more focus on the Bogor Declaration and the ultimate goal of APEC. 
Indonesia delegate expressed its plans to harmonize motorcycle regulations, starting from the smaller level as that of AFTA gradually to that of whole Asia, and then to the WP29. Indonesia has already agreed to adopt ECE as its basic regulations, and they will be implemented by the 1st of January, 2005. Indonesia has been making efforts to advance into UNECE Regulations, and expressed its wishes to establish a link between FAMI and RTHP.

The Chair urged the economies to submit their opinions on the Basic Regulations for further development at the next meeting.
8. Project Proposal 2 : Strengthening the influence of APEC economies at the UN/ECE/WP.29
The Chair presented the Project Proposal 2, and explained the need to strengthen influence of APEC economies on UNECE/WP29, in order to discuss possible cooperation with WP29 on the RTHP level.

Chinese Taipei stated that all member economies should be able to participate in WP29, as it is a goal set by RTHP. Chinese Taipei mentioned that as ECE is increasingly adopted by APEC member economies, but the bridge between RTHP and WP29 is not in place as originally intended. One proposal from the Chinese Taipei was to establish a RTHP representative position at WP.29 in order to facilitate participation by the APEC economies. 
The Chair expressed concerns, as APEC does not have the equivalent status to UN/ECE. IMMA mentioned that EU Representative in WP29 has legal status, whereas APEC doesn't have the same status as that of EU. IMMA suggested a possibility of RTHP participating in WP29 as observer. 
Chinese Taipei expressed its need to collect more information on WP29 and the development of ECE regulations, and stated that attending WP.29 is essential in understanding the background and processes of rulemaking. 

Japan explained its existing efforts and suggested its willingness to share the information gathered by Japan, and informed that economies can refer to UN/ECE websites for information.
The Chair asked Japan for possibilities of addressing APEC member economies’ questions and technical need as they arise. Japan responded that it can present information on hand, but it cannot cover results from all the technical meetings.
Indonesia expressed need to share information among organizations related such as JASIC, FAMI, ASEAN Automotive Federation etc. Also, according to Indonesia, there is a need to have a unified consultative body which can lead and coordinate activities of the entities mentioned above.

The Chair asked Chinese Taipei to have further assessment of its proposal, and to communicate again with the members for review.
The Chair also noted that the project should reflect the result from previous phases of I through V and incorporate additional researches including APEC economy specific transportation environment, policy directions, technology development status, road conditions and safety standard under effect. The Chair restated that the intention of Proposal 2 is to increase the level of cooperation and hence enhancing APEC economies active and productive participation at WP.29.
Japan recognized the current status of Action Plan needs and suggested that information needs of the APEC economies on specifics of WP.29 can be offered by Japan, Thailand, Republic of Korea, and other economies actively participating in WP.29.

The Chair urged the economies to recognize the progress the APEC economies have made, and to reflect such advancement into devising a proposal in addition to the result from the prior project result. 

JASIC expressed its opinions that it drew a conclusion that extension of previous project is not necessary and that it is discussing future plans within the JASIC organization. At present JASIC does not have specific project in mind.

The Chair stated that the circulation of the discussion paper was not accompanied by adequate time to consider. The chair encouraged the delegates to review the discussion papers again and come up with opinions that are aligned with the goal of RTHP.

9. Project Proposal 3 : Joint study on technical regulations for the automobile technology in development
The Chair presented the basic ideas of Project Proposal 3. The proposal encourages for the economies to participate in the rulemaking of the technology under development, based on current capabilities of member economies in the field of new automotive technology.
KATRI from Republic of Korea presented a proposal for the joint study. 

The Chair asked each delegate regarding the feasibility of the proposal. Thailand expressed its concerns that not all economies can directly benefit from such studies, as such studies have been done by few developed countries in the world. 

Japan also shared its opinion that some of the similar topic is already included in the ECE regulations. Japan suggested that member economies in which are actively participating in GR meetings present the results of each GRs at RTHP. 

KATRI emphasized that it is essential for APEC economies to actively participate in WP.29 cooperatively, and it would be a good first step to jointly prepare for a technical item at WP.29. Also, KATRI expressed a concern that without a joint effort, APEC economies’ specific needs might not be incorporated at WP.29. 
Chinese Taipei requested possible topics under the proposal should be clarified and systemized, and suggested possibilities of inviting industry experts to RTHP when related issue arises.

The Chair stated that the key in this proposal is finding a common interest in technical regulations, with the ultimate goal of resolving member economies’ difficulties with technology issues. The Chair also requested each economies to consider possibilities and communicate with the chair.

Indonesia agreed with the need of recognizing newly developed technologies in order to reduce expenses to consumers and manufacturers. In addition, Indonesia mentioned that in the midst of numerous automobile related consultative bodies, RTHP should be the primary forum of technical regulation discussions. Indonesia suggested that setting up a website as a first step toward establishing link between organizations. 

10. Election of the Chairperson
The Chair opened the forum for nomination of a new Chair. 

Japan nominated Republic of Korea to continue the Chairmanship and the nomination was supported unanimously. Delegate of Republic of Korea, the Acting Chair for the meeting, thanked the delegates for the support and decided to assume the role of the acting chair with authorization of the Republic of Korea Government.
11. Defining the Duties of the Chairperson
The Chair reviewed the role of the Chair documented by previous Chair Mr. Kimberlee. The Chair expressed the need of assistance from other economies and urged them to take part in some of the tasks as the needs arise. Specifically, the Chair will communicate with the member economies in taking minutes of the next meeting.
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