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REPORT FROM THE CHAIR 

INTRODUCTION

The Ministry of Transport of the Russian Federation hosted the 2th APEC Transportation Working Group (TPT-WG/26) Meeting in Vladivostok, Russia from September 19-22, 2005

The session consisted of a variety of expert meetings that included Heads of Delegation, Steering Committee Coordinators/APEC Program Director, (S/SC/PD/HODS) Meeting for three days; Expert and Sub-groups for two days, a Steering Committee Coordinators Meeting for one day and Cultural Tour for one day.  The United States as Lead Shepherd Economy chaired the Head of Delegation, Opening and Final Plenary Sessions.  

At the TPT-WG/25, 140 delegates from the following Economies were in attendance: Australia; Brunei Darussalam; Canada; Chile, China; China, Indonesia; Japan; Republic of Korea; New Zealand; Philippines; Singapore; Russian Federation; Chinese Taipei; Thailand; and United States of America (U.S.).  The APEC Secretariat was represented by the Program Director for the TPT-WG, Mr. Sergey Shipilov.

The following guest Economies/associations were also in attendance: Macau, China, APEC Business Advisory Council (ABAC) and International Motorcycle Manufacturers Association (IMMA).
I. WELCOME AND OPENING STATEMENTS

The Honorable Igor E. Levitin, Minister of Transport of the Russian Federation welcomed Heads of Delegation and delegates to the 26th Meeting of the APEC Transportation Working Group. He noted the importance of the meeting and highlighted how transportation serves as the engine for economic growth.. In his remarks the Minister paid a special attention to the issue of the reorganization of air cargo transportation, giving as an example the air center in Krasnoyarsk city. He also emphasized the potential of the Far Eastern region of Russia taking into account its railway infrastructure. The Minister also noted that for the recent years there had been a tendency to the increase of transportation services quality in the Asia Pacific Rim, and expressed hope for the future cooperation with the member economies of APEC.

The Honorable Sergey Darkin, the Governor of Primorski krai, gave welcoming remarks and highlighted some of the transportation goals and interests in Vladivostok.
Mr. Kevin B. Sample, Lead Shepherd, delivered his welcoming remarks wherein he outlined the major issues to be discussed at the 26th TPT meeting.  This included implementing Bogor goals for the liberalization of transportation services, reorganization and reform, developing language for annual Leaders and Ministers meeting, and developing options for secure trade.   
The Lead Shepherd’s comments were followed by the Deputy Lead Shepherd, Mr. Han Jun, Steering Coordinators: Mr. John Doherty (Australia), Steering Committee on More Competitive Transportation Industry (including Infrastructure), commented on the need to move the reform process of the TPT-WG forward; Mr. Richard Day (Canada), Steering Committee on Safe and Environment-Friendly Transportation Systems, addressed the issue of reform, and plans for making the TPT process more efficient. 
II.
CONSIDERATION AND ADOPTION OF THE AGENDA

The Plenary reconvened on September 19, 2005, with Mr. Kevin B. Sample, Lead Shepherd, in the TPT Chair. The Plenary adopted the remainder of the agenda. The Lead Shepherd reviewed the policy paper 2005/TPT-WG26/HOD/2.1 “Overview of Issues to be Considered at TPT-WG-26” for the meeting giving guidance to Steering Committee Coordinators and Experts Groups.
III.
REPORT FROM THE SHEPHERDS/STEERING COMMITTEE COORDINATORS/APEC PROGRAM DIRECTOR AND HEADS OF DELEGATION MEETING (S/SC/PD/HODS)

Mr. Evgueny L. Mokeev, HOD for the Russian Federation, and Chair opened the meeting.  He welcomed HODS and briefed delegates on the logistics of the meeting.  Following his remarks he turned the chair over to the Lead Shepherd.
The Lead Shepherd welcomed the Heads of Delegates (HODs) and noted the success and progress that the experts groups and steering committees have made during the last two days of meetings. He noted that due to implementation of TPT-WG reform changes to the schedule that the HOD’s were able to participate and provide guidance at the expert group meetings for the first time.

At its heart APEC is a trade organization, and the expansion of trade and economic development among member economies is the foundation for its work.  Leaders have asked all groups to take stock of where we are with implementing Bogor Goals on free and open trade and investment in the region.  Each expert group should produce a one pager on accomplishments, and next steps.  Some of this work was accomplished at TPT-25, especially the maritime group, but I urge all expert groups to push the envelope. 

He noted that recent reform recommendations. The Lead Shepherd is looking forward to the internal reviews and additional TPT-WG reforms and consolidations.  
The Lead Shepherd informed the Plenary that the Meeting of the S/SC/PD/HODs Meeting was held for two days, September 19-21, 2005. He informed the delegates of the following highlights of the meeting:

· The Lead Shepherd gave an overview of developments in APEC, with special emphasis on the goals for the 2005 Leaders and Ministerial meetings. 
· The Lead Shepherd noted the importance of implementing Minister’s directives in an urgent manner.  He went over all directives and informed HOD’s approve of the scope of proposals outlined in the paper entitled “APEC Leaders’ Directives/Fourth APEC Transportation Ministerial.”

· Brunei, Singapore and Australia reported on progress with the “Model for the Roadmap for the APEC Transportation Working Group to Reach the Bogor Goals.”
· The Lead Shepherd thanked the Economies (Australia, Indonesia, Japan, Korea, Malaysia, New Zealand, Thailand, and the United States) which voluntarily submitted a trade policy review (on their transport sector) as proposed by the Lead Shepherd at the 24thTPT-WG meeting. The Lead Shepard encouraged all other Economies to follow suit as this will form the substance of the TPT report to Ministers and Leaders on our progress.  

· The Program Director, APEC Secretariat, Mr. Sergey Shipilov briefed HOD’s on a number of developments in APEC, including preparations for the upcoming Leaders and Ministerial meetings.  There were a number of interventions at the Head of the Delegations meeting with regard to APEC reforms and new project procedure and management.  He informed the Lead Shepherd and all members of the TPTWG that all APEC fora have to review and include a sunset clause into their TORs by SOM I 2006. 

· TPTWG were also advised that that all fora should attract a quorum of at least 14 (2/3 of APEC membership) at two consecutive meetings and that SOM instructed APEC Secretariat to collate and monitor the aforementioned information on APEC fora, including the participation rates of members, and submit its report to SOM. SOM may submit its recommendations to AMM seeking decisions on disbandment of the forum, merger with another forum and/or withdrawal of rights to propose APEC-funded projects.

· China announced their gracious offer to host the TPT website.  The Lead Shepherd and HODS accepted China’s offer to become the new host of the TPT-WG website.  The Lead Shepherd thanked Chinese Taipei for its service in hosting the website for the last four years, and doing an excellent job in keeping members and industry informed about TPT work.  
· Discussions were held on the process of signing Memorandum of Cooperation’s (MOC) or Memorandum of Understanding’s with other organizations and who would be appropriate signatory. Lead Shepherd stated that MOC’s should be forwarded to Executive Director for review.

· The Lead Shepherd Requested that in line with the Quality Assessment Framework that the APEC Secretariat has announced, that the LS, DLS, and SCC would formulate the small group to review all new projects.
· The Lead Shepherd proposed and HOD’s adopted a restructuring of the TPT-WG.  The restructuring is primarily along modes of transport, with ad hoc sub-groups to serve for a limited timeframe to meet the needs of specific TPT-WG priorities.  This structure replaces the previous structure of steering committees and experts groups.  This structure will be implemented at TPT-27.  

· The Lead Shepherd and HODS thanked those econmies who have served as steering committee chairs and asked that they assist the new structure in forwarding any appropriate information to the new modal experts chairs.  For Example, Aviation Experts Group, will include air services (ASG), aviaiton safety (AVSEG), and aviation security (ASEG).  The Maritime Group will consist of the maritime services group (MEG),  and the maritime safety and security experts group (MSEG). The Land Transport Experts Group will consist of Road Harmomization, Road Safety and land security. 

· The following economies volunteered and accepted the responsibility to serve as the chair and deputy chair of the new experts groups. 
1. Aviation: China (Chair); Australia (Deputy Chair)

· including Air Services/Aviation Security/Safety Experts Sub-Group

2. Maritime: Japan (Chair) and  (Deputy Chair) TBD

· Including Maritime Services/Maritime Security/Safety Experts Sub-Group


3. Intermodal: United States (Chair) and (Deputy Chair) TBD;


· including Intelligent Transport Systems (ITS) Sub-Group)

4. Land: Thailand (Chair) and Korea (Deputy Chair) 

· including Road Safety/ Security; and Road Harmonization
5. Human Resources Development: Chair and Deputy TBD.

· All groups will report to the Lead Shepherd and the Heads of Delegation.

Each of the five standing experts groups is to focus their work on the three primary areas for which the current steering committees are formulated;

· Meeting Bogor goals and encouraging more competitive transportation;

· Improving Human Capacity; and

· Encouraging secure and safe transportation systems.

The Agenda for these meetings should reflect Bogor goals ( liberalization of transportation services), HRD, and safety and security.  Experts Group must get approval from the Lead Shepherd and HODS for subgroups to meet at TPT meetings; Sub-groups where appropriate should meet intercessionaly.  
Future Meetings Format

HODS adopted the following meeting structure to reflect the reorganization and to improve efficiency.  The revised structure will allow for HODS to have a frank discussion of issues and to agree on final guidance for the expert groups prior to the formal opening plenary.  The Lead Shepherd’s policy paper as well as pending policy issues and budget issues will be discussed at the session.   This will be the only closed session of HODS unless pending decisions require a second HOD session.

The Closing plenary session is where all final decisions are to be made, acceptance of Committee reports, and debate on pending issues.       

TPT meetings are to consist of four days unless the Lead/Deputy Shepherd and HODS determine otherwise.

First Day:

HOD Meeting
       08:30 – 10:00 a.m.


Opening Plenary  - 10:00 – 12:00 p.m.

Experts Meetings - 13:30 – 17:30 p.m.

Second Day 

Experts Meetings -  09:00 – 17:30 p.m.

Third Day

Experts Meetings – 09:00 – 17:30 p.m.

Fourth Day

Closing Plenary – 9:00 – 17:30 p.m.

Technical Tours

Cultural Tour

Leaders and Ministerial directives are a primary focus of TPT work and all groups are to report bi-annually on progress towards these goals.  A matrix on current progress towards these goals is attached.

TPT Ministerial directives for transportation are the following:  

· Implementing the Bogor Goals on free and open trade and investment;

· Harnessing new technologies and best practices to facilitate travel and trade;

· Improving transport safety in the region;

· Implementing the goals of the Leaders’ Statement on Counter Terrorism, including efforts to curb terrorist threats against all modes of transportation;

· Implementing the Secure Trade in the APEC Region (STAR) and other security related initiatives consistent with international law;

· Improving human capacity and institutional development, with a particular focus on developing concrete results-oriented actions of economic and technical assistance and capacity building to ensure the balanced advancement between economic and technical cooperation and trade and investment liberalization and facilitation; 

· Organization (ICAO), the International Maritime Organization (IMO) and the International Labor Organization (ILO) without duplication of the work undertaken by those organizations; and

· Supporting the World Trade Organization (WTO) through trade facilitation measures.


IV. REPORT FROM THE STEERING COMMITTEE ON MORE COMPETITIVE TRANSPORTATION INDUSTRY (INCLUDING INFRASTRUCTURE)

The Competitive Transport Steering Committee meeting was chaired by Mr John Doherty (Australia) as the Steering Committee Coordinator.  The meeting was attended by 37 representatives from 15 economies including Australia; Brunei Darussalam; Canada; the Peoples Republic of China; Indonesia; Japan; Republic of Korea; Malaysia; New Zealand; Singapore; Chinese Taipei; Republic of the Philippines; the Russian Federation; Thailand; and the United States of America. 

Agenda items

1. Introduction and opening remarks: 

The Chair introduced himself and advised that the previous Australian Chair, Mr Martin Dolan, had moved on from the Australian Department of Transport and Regional Services.  Mr Doherty said he looked forward to the role as Chair.

2. Acceptance of the agenda

The draft agenda was adjusted in relation to Agenda Items 4.1 and 4.5 to accommodate the delay in availability of a printed version of the report from the Air Services Expert Group.  The Chair noted the need to be succinct given meeting time (2 hrs 45mins) and obtained agreement from the Group for discussion of the Lead Shepherd’s Reorganisation Proposal after Agenda Item 5.2.

3. Scene setting

The Chair acknowledged that the Lead Shepherd had set the scene in the Opening Plenary.  The Chair reinforced the importance of the work of the Experts Groups, acknowledging the good work and achievements to date.  He reinforced the need for all Groups to be working to a schedule addressing the directives of the Lead Shepherd and our Ministers.  The Chair advised the work of the Experts Groups was reliant on the input from economies and encouraged all economies to participate actively and to deliver their required input.  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.

4. Reports from Expert and Project Groups

The TPT-WG considered reports from the Intermodal, Maritime and Air Services Groups in their areas of responsibility (Vehicle Standards Harmonisation Experts Group did not meet at TPT-WG26).  Full reports of the Experts Groups were tabled and will be made available on the TPT-WG website.

4.1 Air Services Group – (China)
China presented a report on the meeting of the Air Services Group (ASG).  28 delegates from 11 economies attended the ASG meeting: Australia, Brunei Darussalam, Canada, the People’s Republic of China, Japan, the Republic of Korea, the Republic of the Philippines, The Russian Federation, Singapore, Chinese Taipei and Thailand.  Dr Fang Lu (China) chaired the meeting.

 Ongoing Projects and Key Tasks:

The key project for this Group was the new methodology survey drafted by Australia in consultation with other economies for the purpose of reporting progress by each economy against the Bogor Goals in the liberalisation of air services.  After considerable discussion and a detailed presentation by Australia, the ASG agreed on a structure and content of the new methodology survey which Australia will now finalise in consultation with China and distribute by the end of October 2005.  Economies have been asked to complete the new methodology survey once circulated and return to Australia by the end of February 2006.  A report of the survey outcomes will be produced by Australia and China and available at TPT-WG27.

Presentations were provided from economies on their international air transport policies.

The Philippines submitted three additional options for liberalisation and facilitation of air services: (1) visa and tax requirements for travel; (2) state ownership and support of airlines; and (3) cabotage access.  Without disregarding these proposals, the Group agreed that it would be premature to add any new options for the liberalisation and facilitation of air services to the AEG’s work program at this time.

The ASG discussed the US proposal for economies to adopt the 1999 Montreal Convention and the 2001 Capetown Convention.  Economies provided updated status reports but consensus was not achieved on the proposal.

The ASG then reviewed the Groups accomplishments towards the Bogor Goals and put forward a proposal on next steps.  Information was provided for the Steering Committee Chair’s report to HODs on accomplishments towards the Bogor goals.

The Steering Committee noted:

-  that a number of economies had made presentations to the Air Services Group on their international air transport policies and air transport liberalisation experiences;

-  the ASG had reached consensus on a new methodology survey which would be finalised by Australia in consultation with China for circulation by the end of the year and that economies would be required to then complete the survey and return to Australia by the end of February 2006. Australia and China will prepare a report of outcomes for the next TPT-WG meeting;

-  the ASG will strengthen their co-operation and co-ordination with other working groups concerning air services related matters such as visas and customs arrangements to further facilitate air services liberalisation;

-  that the ASG agreed it would be premature to add any new liberalisation options at this meeting but would pursue further discussion on the issues raised at this meeting;

-  the ASG urged all economies to make more progress with the implementation of the IEGht Options which will contribute to the achievement of the Bogor Goals; and

The Steering Committee updated the Operational Plan accordingly.


4.2 Intermodal Experts Group – (United States of America)
The United States of America presented a report on behalf of Intermodal Experts Group (IEG). 23 delegates from 9 economies attended the meeting on 19 and 20 September representing: Australia, Canada, Peoples Republic of China, the Russian Federation, Macao China (Guest Economy), the Republic of Korea, Philippines, Chinese Taipei, and the United States of America. Dr Jess Browning (USA) served as Acting Chair.

Ongoing Projects: 

There were 4 reports on ongoing projects:

- enhancing the existing Intermodal Case Study as an APEC Professionally Distributed Product;

- Mutual Recognition – Trial of a Competency-based Model on Intermodal and Logistics Managers;

- Electronic FrIEGht Manifest (Air Cargo Supply Chain) and Information Highway;

- APEC Secure Trade Evaluation Project.

New Project Proposals

Presentations were provided on 2 new projects:

- The Status of the Short Sea Shipping in the APEC Region, a project to develop a model to help demonstrate how underutilised ports may become part of a short sea shipping network, funding for which has recently been approved.

- Identification of Needed Intermodal Skills and Development of Required Training Programs Phase II: the implementation of the already developed pilot template for needs assessment and training of transport professionals and other interested parties in the Philippines.

Details were also provided on a proposal for the Atlas of Global Commerce: Transportation Corridors, Infrastructure and Constraints, a project to map transport corridors in and outside the APEC region, identify infrastructure and constraints to trade.  It is anticipated that a formal proposal will be put forward at TPT-WG27.
Economy Reports on Intermodal Initiatives:

All economies were invited to present their Reports.  Australia provided a report on the status of the Australian rail industry over the past decade and provided a copy of the paper for circulation. 

The Chair gave a presentation on behalf of Trans Telecom, Russia that gave insight into the cross modal transportation telecommunication links across Russia that enable the tracking of cargo from the cargo producer to the cargo recipient (through air, sea, road and rail).  A copy of the presentation is made available as an official APT-WG APEC document.

Chinese Taipei advised that the Project Webpage on the TPT-WG website is up and running with papers submitted on completed projects already posted.

The IEG also engaged economies in preliminary discussion on the Lead Shepherd’s major Reorganisation Proposal circulated prior to TPT-WG26. The IEG noted the restructuring efforts of the TPT-WG and advised that it is not opposed to the merger of ITS with the IEG, however it cannot speak for the ITS Experts Group. In the event of any move to a five-committee structure, consideration should be given to integrating security and ITS across all modal lines.

The Steering Committee:

-  recognised progress on the continuing projects by the IEG;

-  noted BMC approval for 2 new projects;

- endorsed the IEG recommendation to continue development and refinement of the project proposal Atlas of Global Commerce: transportation, corridors, infrastructure and constraints;

- noted that the IEG does not oppose any merger with the ITS and notes the IEG cannot speak on behalf of the ITS Expert Group, and;

- noted the IEG’s recommendation that in the event of any move to a five committee structure consideration should be given to integrating security and ITS across modal lines.

4.3 Maritime Initiative/Port Experts Group – (Japan)
The meeting was attended by 45 delegates from 13 economies: Australia, Brunei Darussalam, Canada, the Peoples Republic of China, Indonesia, Japan, the Republic of Korea, Malaysia, Singapore, Chinese Taipei, the Russian Federation, Thailand, and the United States of America.  Mr. Masaru Suzuki (Japan) served as Chair.

High Priority Tasks:

The Group discussed and adopted the Terms of Reference and the Work Plan for the newly amalgamated Maritime Initiative and Port Experts Group, now called Maritime Experts Group, as set out in Annex 1 and 2 of the Maritime Experts Group Report to the Competitive Transport (CT) Steering Committee.

To further progress work towards the Bogor Goals, the Group agreed that economies would provide a response to the questionnaire Review of the Status of Implementing APEC Common Principles to Shipping Policies, as contained in Annex 3 of the MEG Report, by 30 November 2005, with a consolidated report to be submitted by the Group to the next TPT-WG meeting in 2006.  Input was also provided for the Chairs report to HODs on Group accomplishments towards the Bogor Goals. 

The United States of America advised the topic for a maritime case study proposal for the Non-Tariff Measures in the transport sector project on the regulation of international common carriage services in the U.S. foreign maritime trades. 

Ongoing Projects:

Facilitation of International Shipping Project – after a presentation from Canada and a detailed discussion, member economies agreed to defer any decision and to discuss this item further at TPT-WG27 in recognition of the workloads currently required from economies in providing input on other matters.

Cutting Cost and Time on Maritime Container Transport – Japan presented a draft questionnaire for consideration which was endorsed along with the suggestion for this paper to be accompanied by a background paper.  These documents will be circulated and a response will be required from economies by 30 November 2005.  Japan will then prepare a coordinated report which will be presented at TPT-WG 27.

APEC Port Data Base Upgrading and Renewal – the draft data format presented by Japan was discussed and the Group agreed it would be adjusted as suggested and circulated with a background paper to economies for further comments from member economies by 30 November 2005.

New Project Proposals:

Nurturing and Integrated Logistics and Transportation system for APC economies – this project proposal was presented by Korea seeking support from member economies.  As further information was required, including reference to the Intermodal Experts Group, this matter would be considered again at TPT-WG 27.

A seminar was held within the Group on the Post Tsunami Reconstruction and Functions of Ports safety.  Presentations were provided by Japan, Indonesia and Russia and it was agreed to continue further discussions on this theme with the outputs being shared among member economies.

Malaysia sought feedback from the Maritime Expert Group Chair on the merger of the two groups and whether any constrains had been experienced.  The Chair acknowledged it was now a new Group but both maritime and ports experts were working in the maritime environment and there had been good discussion and integration even though some lacked background on some projects.

The SCCT Chair endorsed the need for monitoring and evaluating the progress of any merged Groups.

The Steering Committee:

-  approved the new name, TOR and Work Plan of the Maritime Expert Group as contained in Annex 1 and 2 of their tabled report;

-  noted the Group’s progress towards the Bogor Goals which is now contained in the Chair’s report to HODs;

-  noted that a questionnaire on Bogor progress will be completed by economies by 30 November 2005;

-  agreed to seek HODs endorsement that the outcome of the Post Tsunami Seminar on Reconstruction and Function of Port Safety be shared with other economies; and 

-  noted the Group’s progress on projects including the Port Database survey which is to be completed by economies by 30 November 2005.

The Steering Committee also noted HRD projects remained an important part of our work and should be given status in any proposed restructure.

4.4 Vehicles Standards Harmonisation Experts Group did not meet at TPT-WG26 in Vladivostok.
4.5 Non-Tariff Measures in the Transport Sector Project – (Australia)
A number of economies provided details of topics chosen for their Non Tariff Measures case study presentations, the seminar for which is scheduled for TPT-WG27.  This project involves economies identifying a case study of the removal of Non-Tariff barriers and the impacts this removal has had.  Other economies were requested to provide their topics to Australia by end of September 2005 for circulation to members.

The Steering Committee thanked Australia, Canada, the Peoples Republic of China and the United States of America, for their topics and urged other economies to provide their topics to Australia by end of September 2005.

The Steering Committee remind HODs and the Lead Shepherd of the need to cater for the Case Study Seminar in the preparation and lead up to TPT-WG27.

5. Proposals for reform

5.1 Review of Expert Groups Progress Report  (Australia)

Australia provided a progress report on the Expert Group reforms endorsed by economies in Washington.  Economies were asked for input in relation to opportunities for more information sharing and Australia undertook to follow this up intersessionally with the intention of presenting a paper on information sharing opportunities at TPT-WG27.  The Philippines identified the need to be careful about confidential information, which was noted, and Canada cautioned about the information sharing not going beyond our key focus on progressing the implementation of the Bogor Goals.

The Steering Committee agreed that Australia consult with economies intersessionally on possible information sharing opportunities with a view to presenting a paper at TPT-WG 27.
5.2 Future Meeting Order TPT-WG 
Australia sought the endorsement of the Steering Committee for the proposed meeting reorganization proposed initially by the then Chair of the Steering Committee, Martin Dolan intersessionally in consultation with his fellow Steering Committee Chairs, and then picked up by the Lead Shepherd in his Reorganisation Paper.

The Steering Committee noted this proposal resulted from TPT-WG26 and endorsed the proposal by Australia subject to any adjustments required as a result of discussions on the Lead Shepherd’s proposed restructure.

5.2.1 Discussion of Lead Shepherd’s Reorganisation Proposal

SCCT discussed Lead Shepherd’s proposal for reorganisation of the TPT Working Group.  

Comments by SCCT members indicated support at the broad level for the direction of the changes in the Lead Shepherd’s paper.  In particular, there was support for reducing process and duplication.  Subject to the issues outlined below, no economy argued for the retention of the three existing steering committees.

In relation to meetings, comments indicated wide support for a meeting structure with Heads of Delegations meeting at the commencement of TPT-WG sessions to set directions and priorities.

The majority of comments supported retention of two TPT-WG sessions per year.  Delegates noted that this would allow only 8 further meetings before the first Bogor deadline in 2010.  One economy commented that one meeting per year may be sufficient, particularly as in some areas of the TPT-WG work, there may be some overlap of TPT-WG work with that in other forums, such as ICAO.

A number of significant issues were raised which need to be addressed in any revised structure:

· Human resources and capacity building.  SCCT agreed that human resources and capacity building remain a critical aspect of the TPT-WG program and achievement of the Bogor goals.  It is seen as important that the emphasis on HRD issues not be lost as a result of any reorganisation, and in particular if the current HR steering committee is disbanded.  It was suggested that HRD and capacity building be made an express priority in the terms of reference for each standing modal group under any new structure.  It was noted that capacity building projects through APEC have been of particular benefit to developing countries and have made up a substantial part of the TPT-WG work.

· Security: a number of economies expressed the view that security should be intgegrated into the work of modal committees rather than handled separately by a specific security committee.  One economy commented that consideration of safety issues should be separated from security issues.

· One economy commented that work on vehicle standards harmonisation is an important element of liberalising trade in line with the Bogor goals, noting the high volume and value of trade in automotive products and several economies joined WP29.  The suggestion was made that a group focussing specifically on vehicle standards harmonisation and related issues be set up as a taskforce under the proposed Land Transport modal committee.

The meeting noted the Lead Shepherd’s suggested nominations for the chairs and deputy chairs of the 5 proposed committees.  The representative of Chinese Taipei noted that the proposed Land Transport committee would be an amalgamation of the Road Safety and Vehicle Standards Harmonisation groups, currently chaired by Thailand and Korea.  Chinese Taipei suggested those two economies might be better placed to chair the new committee.

Steering Committee noted that these issues would be taken forward for inclusion in discussion of the Lead Shepherd’s Reorganisation Proposal to be discussed in HODs.

5.3 Taking Stock of Bogor Goals  implementation as requested by Lead Shepherd

 including one pagers from Expert Groups, brief reports by economies and the bilateral and multilateral matrix.

The Chair noted that some economies had provided the reports requested by the Lead Shepherd and reminded others their report on progress Against Bogor Goals was required by the Lead Shepherd by end of September.  The Chair further noted the one pagers from the Air Services and Maritime Experts Groups, as requested by the Lead Shepherd, had been received and would be incorporated in his report to HODs.  The Chair noted that the Intermodal Experts Group had recently conducted a self-assessment which would provide full information on that Group’s achievements.

The Steering Committee:

-  noted the receipt of relevant reports from some economies and that reports still outstanding were required by the Lead Shepherd by end of September 2005.

-  emphasized the need for economies to meet that deadline for those reports;

-  noted the reports of the Maritime and Air Services Experts Groups on accomplishments would be included in the report for HODs requested by the Lead Shepherd in his Overview for TPT-WG26.

5.4
Roadmap Progress Report  (Australia)

Road Map for Trade Liberalization and Facilitation as well as Economic and Technical Assistance in all Modes of Transportation (the Road Map)

Australia provided an update on progress to date.

The Steering Committee:

-  noted the work done to date by Australia, Brunei Durassalam and Singapore including the development and circulation of an industry questionnaire through ABAC (the Industry Report Card) as Phase 1 of the project; 

-  acknowledge that work will need to be done intersessionally on the Industry Report card to assist economies in the completion of the Economy and Expert Group Survey; and

-  noted that this survey would be circulated in October 2005 for completion by economies before the end of the year.

The Steering Committee also noted that the final Road Map Report is to be completed for presentation to the 5th Transportation Ministerial Meeting in Australia in March 2007.

5

6. 
APEC 2007

The Chair provided economies with an update on preparations for the 5th Transportation Ministers meeting, now confirmed to be held in Adelaide from 28 to 31 March 2007.  

7
Update of the Matrix of Transport Ministers’ Priorities

8
Update of the TPT-WG Operational Plan
9
Preparation of Steering Committee Report

Given the time pressures for the Industry Tours the Chair advised that preparation of the draft Steering Committee Report, including any required updates to the Minister’s Priorities and Operational Plan would be prepared and available for consideration by economies first thing Thursday morning for comments to Mr Peter Siripol, Australia, for any necessary changes

10
Other business

No other business was discussed and the meeting was adjourned.


V. REPORT FROM THE STEERING COMMITTEE ON SAFE AND ENVIRONMENTALLY FRIENDLY TRANSPORTATION SYSTEMS (including Technologies)

Participating Economies

The APEC Transportation Working Group (TPT-WG) Steering Committee on Safe and Environment-Friendly Transportation Systems (SCSE) held its fourteenth meeting on Wednesday, September 21, during the 26th meeting of the TPT-WG.  Canada chaired the SCSE meeting, which was attended by 30 participants from ten (10) economies, including Australia, Brunei Darussalam; Canada; China; Philippines; Russia; Singapore; Chinese Taipei; Thailand; and the United States.

The Chair welcomed the SCSE and commended them on the work that has been completed during the week.

The Expert Group Chairs were requested to revise, as required, the Operational Plan.

The Chair asked the SCSE to review and accept the day’s agenda.  The group formally accepted the agenda without revision. 

II. REVIEW OF EXISTING PROGRAMS

Aviation Safety Experts Group (United States)

The Aviation Safety Experts Group (ASEG) did not meet at this session.

The Aviation Safety Experts Group (AvSEG) last met during TPT-WG 25 in Washington, DC.  At that meeting, the group announced the details of the Performance Based Navigation Workshop to the economies.

The Workshop, co-sponsored by the United States and Singapore, will take place 20 – 23 September and will advance development of capacities to complete airworthiness approvals necessary to use Area Navigation (RNAV) and Required Navigational Performance (RNP).  The Workshop will include 1½ days of presentations followed by 2½ days of working sessions.  Presenters will include the United States, Japan, aviation associations and related industry.  The Workshop will also serve to promote aviation safety and foster cooperation and collaboration among the APEC economies.  Attached is the Workshop agenda.

Although the size of the delegations was not limited, the AvSEG Chair recommended the economies send at least one flight standards, one aircraft certification, one air traffic and one industry representative.  On 14 September, 107 participants from 17 economies were registered.  Economies participating include: Australia; Brunei; China; Hong Kong, China; Indonesia; Japan; Korea; Malaysia; New Zealand; Papua New Guinea; Peru; Philippines; Singapore; Chinese Taipei; Thailand; Vietnam; and the United States

During the Workshop, AvSEG will continue to develop its contact list of aviation safety experts and determine what aviation safety issues are of the most interest to the economies.  AvSEG will next meet at TPT – WG 27.

Experts Group on Maritime Safety (Canada)
The Experts Group on Maritime Safety (EGMS) did not meet during TPT-WG 26.  The Group continues to address marine environmental issues and to contribute to IMO meetings. 

It was noted the project proposal ‘Examination of the role of Sediment in Ship Source Introduction of Invasive Alien Species in the APEC Region’ had received funding approval from BMC.

Australia provided the final report on the project “Accreditation of Seafarer Manning Agencies in the APEC Region”. The final report was accepted and approved by the Steering Committee. It was noted that the initial focus would be in the APEC Region. Philippines agreed to consider submission of a project proposal for a future phase including a test case in their economy and would coordinate with Australia in this regard.

Although there are a number of maritime issues that could be addressed within the APEC TPT-WG, the lack of a current Chair prevents them from being considered.

The Steering Committee recommends that Plenary:
note that the project “Accreditation of Seafarer Manning Agencies in the APEC Region” has been completed;
note that a new Chair is required to coordinate maritime safety issues and future meetings and that economies consider taking on this role.

ITS Experts Group (United States) 

The ITS Experts Group, did not meet at this session due to non availability of selected key members of the Group at the TPT 26 meeting, including the chairman.  The following addresses activities of the Group since the last meeting held in Washington, D.C. on May 31 and June 1, 2005 as part of TPT 25. 

Secure Trade Project

The ITS Experts Group is conducting a Secure Trade project to evaluate the use of ITS technologies that enable secure interposal trade operations for goods movement from port to port and to their ultimate destination on land.  Phase 1 was led by Australia and is complete.  Phase 2 involved planning efforts and is substantially complete.

Since the last meeting, the ITS Experts Group has developed the final Request for Proposals (RFP) for a consultant effort to conduct an evaluation of the economics of trade security enhancement via the Smart and Secure Trade Lanes (SST) Initiative.  The effort is the heart of Phases 3-5 of the Secure Trade project.  These Phases have been approved in the amount of $249,000.  

Next steps are to obtain APEC Secretariat approval of the proposed RRP, recommend a consultant selection panel, conduct the RFP process, select the consultant, and begin the evaluation effort.  These steps have been delayed owing to identification and approval of necessary U.S. Department of Transportation funds to conduct necessary coordination and oversight of the Secure Trade Project activity. Necessary funds have been secured, and appropriate coordination/oversight assistance is now available. 

The latest proposed timelines for key project milestones is as follows:

· Late September, 2005 - RFP submission to the APEC Secretariat 

· Late October, 2005 - Identification of Consultant Selection Team

· Late October, 2005 – RFP out for solicitation

· Early December, 2005 – Selection of Consultant to do evaluation

· Early January, 2006 – Evaluation effort underway

World Standards Report

A World Standards Report is being done in conjunction with ISO Technical Committee (TC) 204 (Intelligent Transport Systems).  The Report is based on a comprehensive international survey and is envisioned to include each APEC Economy’s experiences, strategies, and policies on ITS Standards.

Since the last ITS Experts Group meeting, the Stage 1 survey has been circulated to members of APEC/TPT and ISO/TC 204.  Seventeen members participated in the survey as follows:

· APEC - Canada, Mexico, Peru, USA, Korea, Japan, China, Chinese Taipei, Honkong China, Singapore 

· ISO - UK, Czech, Germany, Slovakia, Sweden, Switzerland, S. Africa

A project review meeting will be held in Washington DC on September 15-16, 2005 to prepare the Stage II survey to collect experiences on ITS standards applications. The Stage II survey will be circulated to APEC/TPT and ISO/TC204 members by September 25, 2005.

Proposed Project on Linking Technology and Training with Accessibility for People with Disabilities

The ITS Group had been collaborating to prepare and submit a project to APEC leadership to organize symposia in Bali, Indonesia, and Manila, the Philippines to raise awareness about the potential for universal design and ITS to improve accessible transit for people with disabilities and older adults. A draft of the project proposal was discussed in the last ITS Experts Group meeting in Washington. 

Based on comments in that meeting and further discussions with APEC leadership, the final project proposal in the amount of $49,400 was prepared and formally submitted in late August 2005.  The project was disapproved by APEC leadership shortly thereafter.  

Road Safety Experts Group (Thailand)

The Road Safety Experts Group (RSEG) met on September 19, 2005 to continue discussions on road traffic safety. Representatives from seven economies attended the meeting.

The outcomes from the last RSEG meeting held in Washington were discussed and taken into consideration for the current session.

Reporting on the road accident database, the delegate from Thailand gave a presentation on the current system of road safety data collection in Thailand.

Thailand Data System Evaluation by Dr. Joseph S. Carra from NCSA  DOT:  Dr Carra made a presentation regarding the visit of a USA evaluation team to Thailand. This team conducted an assessment of the current system and reported findings and the recommendations This USA team has asked the Thai’s to review the report for any inaccuracies prior to finalizing the report. Thailand will send any comments as soon as possible. Follow-ups to this report were discussed. Experts from Thailand have been invited to visit the US to observe first hand the US road safety data system. Thailand has accepted the US proposal and intends to carry out the recommendations.  Korea presented their Safety Action Plans for the National Highways.  Malaysia briefed the meeting on the recent development of the road safety issues and the establishment of a high level national committee on road safety. The Road Safety Department was formed in late 2004 to be responsible in handling the road safety issues. Malaysia has expressed its interest in participating in the data collection initiative. They will welcome a similar assessment to Thailand’s. 

Philippines noted three issues on future activities: 1) Land security would like to get support of RSEG, 2) Participation in a road safety data collection system assessment similar to Thailand’s, 3) Contact point will be sent to the Chairman.

Chinese Taipei reported on their certification system for vehicle safety regulations. It is endeavoring to follow its action plan for introducing ECE regulations as a required harmonization activity within APEC. The attachment includes information on new ECE regulations that have been introduced and the certification system which is similar to the system used in Europe. 

It was agreed that Philippines and Malaysia will receive the next assessments which will be done in the next twelve months. It was noted that additional funding has been received from Industry to promote this work.

The delegate from USA noted that it was important that the recommendations emanating from the assessment be implemented as soon as possible. The delegate from Thailand concurred and advised that this action would be taken.

Report on GNSS Implementation Team (Japan)

The GNSS Implementation Team (GIT) did not meet at this session.  The team will hold its 8th meeting from 31 October – 4 November 2005 in Seoul, Republic of Korea.  The main issue to be considered is the GNSS test beds to facilitate GNSS in the APEC Region.

A representative from Thailand gave an update on a GNSS implementation project following a grant received from the United States Trade and Development (USTDA) agency. The purpose of this project is to provide an operational demonstration of GNSS to participating economies and to analyze empirical GNSS data that influences GNSS air navigation performance in the APEC Region. A contract has been awarded and factory acceptance test, factory training, and subsequent shipment and system installation is scheduled to be completed by the end of 2005. Following the on site installation and testing, the minimum of six month data collection period is planned concurrent with flight tests. The final report of the project is targeted for June 2006.

Maritime Security Experts Group (USA)

Executive Summary:

As the anniversary of ISPS Implementation passed on 1 July 2005, several areas that economies could work together to better the baseline implementation level were identified.  It is evident that all economies are working closely with their trading partners to share information and best practices on ISPS implementation.  These steps will continue to be an important and necessary part of ISPS implementation as the current world wide efforts to secure the shipping industry from terrorism are by far the single largest anti-terror / counter-terror measure underway today.  At the heart of this effort is the International Maritime Organization’s (IMO’s) ISPS Code.  The ISPS Code contains detailed security-related requirements for Governments, port authorities and shipping companies.  The purpose of the Code is to establish an international framework involving cooperation between contracting governments, agencies, local administration and the shipping and port industries to detect security threats and take preventive measures against security incidents affecting ships or port facilities used in international trade.  The ISPS Code is the Maritime World’s reaction to the attacks of 9/11 and aims to secure the shipping industry.  Ninety five percent (95%) of the world’s trade moves by ship. APEC economies account for over 50% of the world’s trade, and 21 of the world’s 30 top container seaports.

The APEC Maritime Security Experts Group has completed its first APEC ISPS Code Implementation Assistance Visit in Manila in March 2005.  In addition to this effort the APEC Maritime Security Experts Group has initiated efforts to:

1. Track and coordinate maritime security technical outreach and capacity building efforts throughout the APEC Region

2. Enter into a Memorandum of Underst
3. anding with the International Maritime Organization

4. Enter into a partnership with the Organization of American States to work jointly on economies that members of both APEC and OAS (Canada, United States, Mexico, Peru, Chile), coordinate efforts, and harmonize training.  

5. Establish a time line from now until the APEC Ministerial Meeting in November to include:

a. Submission of requests for continued funding of the APEC ISPS Code Implementation Assistance Program for FY 2006

b. Submission of a request for funding a security implementation costs and benefits study.

c. APEC ISPS Code Implementation Visits to; Malaysia, Thailand, Indonesia, Peru, and PNG.  

6. Establish a working group to scope the requirements for the security costs and benefits proposal

7. Implement improvements to the APEC ISPS Code Implementation Assistance Program Process

8. Create a catalog of all available maritime security training available to APEC Member Economies similar to the APEC Aviation Security Working Groups training catalog.

PROGRESS REPORT OF MARITIME SECURITY EXPERTS GROUP MEETING

The Maritime Security Experts Group (MSEG) met Monday, September 19th.  The United States (U.S.) served as acting chair.

1. The Economies represented were:  Australia, Canada, China, Chinese Taipei, Japan, Korea, Malaysia, New Zealand, Philippines, Russia, Singapore, Thailand, and the United States of America.

2. The Organizations represented were:  None

3. After welcoming remarks and introductions, MSEG discussed and adopted the Agenda

4. Korea summarized the outcome of the ISPS Code Implementation Assistance Visit in Manila.  Re-emphasizing the goal of creating a secure maritime environment so that investments are expanded in maritime industry.  Goals were presented to the Group:

a. Improve and move forward the APEC ISPS Code Implementation Assistance Program

b. Coordinate capacity building and technical outreach efforts throughout the APEC Region.

c. Identify key members of upcoming visits and establish visit plans.

5. The result of the discussion led to the realization that there must be more focus on specific needs and desires of each individual economy.  An open discussion of the ISPS Code Implementation Program visit to ensued.  Discussion focused on how to improve the program the areas of capacity building needed by the hosting economies.

6. The APEC Secretariat provided and in depth explanation of the APEC Project process and provided information on how to properly submit a new project as well as the ways the money budgeted can be tapped into.

7. A series of question was distributed and each economy was asked to provide as much information as possible for the next days meeting.  These questions will again be distributed via email to all members of MSEG.

The Maritime Security Experts Group (MSEG) met Tuesday September 20, 2005.  The United States (U.S.) served acting chair.

8. Canada nominated David Harrod of Australia to assume the post of Chairman at the next MSEG meeting.  There were no objections.  Japan was asked to serve as the Vice Chairman of MSEG.

9. Russia gave a presentation on ISPS Implementation in their economy.  This presentation provided an informational insight into the Russian ISPS implementation system.

10. Russia gave a second presentation on a proposed database to track compliance with the ISPS Code by vessels.  The group engaged in some detailed conversation on this matter and asked the Economy of Russia to develop a paper to be presented to the MSEG at the next meeting.  This paper would be the first step in MSEG’s decision on proceeding with the development of a project proposal from the workgroup.  

11. Japan gave a presentation on the ISPS Code Capacity Building Cooperation.  The major thrust of this presentation was to demonstrate the importance of cooperation.  Following the presentation a discussion focused on the direction the group should take.  Coordination of all ongoing efforts in the region is an important step toward the reduction of potential redundancy and even worse contradictory programs.  Consistency of the maritime security message and a sustained effort to enforce those measures are two key factors in the MSEG’s success. Introduced the concept of moving away from training and restructuring to one of developing capabilities sustaining those capabilities.  A detailed discussion took place with respect to the IMO and other regional bodies such as the European Commission, the African Union, and the Organization of American States.  The role of these parties in the development of was shown to be important so the full picture of what capacity building is taking place can be established.

12. The afternoon began with a discussion of the state of the TPT 25 action items.  The following items remain incomplete:

· The APEC/IMO MOU

· Submission of a project request to study the cost and benefit of security within the APEC Region.

· A review of comments about two possible OAS/APEC projects on harmonization of training specifically an APEC-OAS Model Port Project and an APEC-OAS Cooperation on Identification Cards for Cruise Ship Passengers.

· Consolidation of information on security training available with in the APEC Region.

· Development and implementation of the capacity building program for the remaining 5 economies.

13. The final item addressed at the meeting was the development of the plan for completing the capacity building project  within the next three months.  The current plan which will be fully populated in the next two weeks will be circulated via email.

MSEG Action Items:

· The MSEG reviewed the APEC ISPS Code Implementation Assistance Program Process.  Utilizing the After Action Report from the Manila APEC ISPS Code Assistance Visit the MSEG improved the process for the APEC ISPS Code Program.   (Attachment 3)

· The MSEG will establish Procedures for Proposing MSEG Projects in full accordance with the APEC Guidance.

· The MSEG is refining a data base of maritime security experts from various Member Economies who are available to assist other APEC Member Economies with their Port Security Assessment.   The areas of expertise of each member of the team will be updated  and included in the database.


· MSEG will continue to create a catalog of all maritime security training available to APEC Member Economies similar to the APEC Aviation Security Working Groups training catalog. Philippines and Australia will Co-Chair this effort.  

· The MSEG fully supports the proposal by Japan for the development of a Regional Action Plan (RAP) to enhance port security for South-East Asia.  The MSEG will coordinate with Japan to ensure maximum benefits are achieved by incorporating the RAP into all APEC efforts within the APEC Region.  The MSEG is continuing to work on a Memorandum of Understanding with the International Maritime Organization.  The latest version of the MOU will be sent to all MSEG members by the Chair no later then October 1, 2005 for comment by November 1st 2005.

· MSEG will submit a request for funds to complete a study on the costs and benefits of maritime security throughout the APEC Region to the APEC Secretariat. Scope of the project has been competed by Canada and sent to the Chair for review.

· MSEG will schedule APEC ISPS Code Implementation Visits to; Malaysia, Thailand, Indonesia, Peru, and PNG to occur prior to the APEC Ministerial.  Japan and USA and has the lead on this effort. .

Experts Group on Aviation Security (Hong Kong, China)

The Aviation Security Experts Group (EGAS) did not meet at this session.  As their intention is to meet annually, the next meeting is scheduled to be held in conjunction with TPT-WG-27

III. PRESENTATIONS

a)  PORT STATE CONTROL

A delegate from the Russian Federation provided an informative presentation of the work of the Tokyo MOU on Port State Control.

IV  CONSIDERATION OF NEW PROJECT PROPOSALS

    No new project proposals were presented at this session. Philippines intends to resubmit the Land International and Commuters’ Advocacy Protocol to BMC for consideration of funding approval.

V SCSE MANAGEMENT ISSUES

REFORM

 The proposed APEC reform was discussed. Attendees observed that there are several international committees that consider security and agreed that the APEC focus on security should not overlap with other groups such as the Counter Terrorism Task Force. It was also agreed that any new system should be clear with no overlapping agendas.

VII. 
APPROVAL OF THE TPT-WG OPERATIONAL PLAN

HOD’s will approve the TPT-WG Operational Plan intersessionally.

VIII.
APPROVAL OF NEW PROJECT PROPOSALS

The Plenary noted that the following projects were considered by the BMC, with two TPT projects receiving funding from the Operational Account, and one from the TILF account. 

Operational Account:

Results for TPTWG Operational account proposals are

	TRANSPORTATION
	
	 
	362,594 
	 
	 
	150,560 
	 
	 

	
	
	
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	1.
	Land International Security and Commuters’ Advocacy Protocol (Land IS-CAP)
	
	TPT 01/2006
	104,509 
	 
	C
	                   -   
	 
	 

	2.
	Short Sea Shipping Study: A Report on Successful SSS Models that can Improve Ports’ Efficiency and Security while Reducing Congestion, Fuel Costs, and Pollution
	
	TPT 02/2006
	69,500 
	 
	A
	            59,500 
	 
	13

	3.
	Women Leadership Training Program  in the  Seaport Sector of Asia-Pacific Economies 
	
	TPT 03/2006
	48,125 
	 
	C
	                   -   
	 
	 

	4.
	Linking Technology and Training with Accessibility for People with Disabilities
	
	TPT 04/2006
	49,400 
	 
	C
	                   -   
	 
	 

	5.
	Examination of the role of Sediment in Ship Source Introduction of Invasive Alien Species in the APEC Region
	
	TPT 05/2006
	91,060 
	 
	A
	            91,060 
	 
	 


	TPT 02/2006
	Approved after deducting amount stated.  Waivers from tendering process to University of Inha and partial advance payment are approved.  PO to submit revised itemized budget.
	 
	(10,000)


TILF Account:

	TRANSPORTATION
	
	
	36,713.00 
	
	
	36,713.00 
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	1.
	Intermodal Skills Seminar: Developing Core Competencies and Leadership Skills in Planning and Managing Intermodal Systems and Technology
	TPT 01/2006T
	36,713.00 
	
	A
	36,713.00 
	


IX.
ARRANGEMENTS FOR TPT-WG MEETINGS

Vietnam has graciously offered to host the 27th meeting of the TPT-WG in Hanoi.  The exact dates will be forwarded via email, and listed on the TPT-WG website.  Canada volunteered to host the 28th TPT-WG meeting in October 2006 in Vancouver.  Australia announced that they would host the Fifth Ministerial in Adelaide, Australia, March 2007.  The Lead Shepherd expressed his thanks to the delegates from Vietnam and Canada for their commitments to host the 27th, 28th meetings respectively.  He asked all Economies to consider hosting future meetings, and especially those who have not previously hosted a meeting, or had not done so recently, as the TPT-WG will need to meet regularly to advance Ministerial and Leader’s directives.  

X.
APPROVAL OF THE CHAIR’S REPORT

The Lead Shepherd delivered his closing remarks and thanked the Russian delegation for their excellent efforts this week in hosting the TPT-WG-26 Meeting as well as the meeting secretariat for their excellent management of the meeting.  In addition, he thanked the faculty and students of Vladivostok State University of Economics and Services.
He expressed his thanks for the support extended to him by the Russian Federation Delegation led by Mr Evgueny L. Mokeev, the students and faculty of Vladivostok State University of Economics and Services, Heads of Delegation, Delegates and the APEC Program Director. 
The Chair’s Final Report was circulated following TPT-WG-26.
The Lead Shepherd/Deputy Lead Shepherd expressed their deepest thanks to the many contributions of Mr. Lamberto Pia, Philippines HOD (former Lead Shepherd) who is retiring from public service.  In addition, they thanked Mr. Sergey Shipolov who has served as the Program Director for the TPT-WG for the last three years, and who is leaving the APEC Secretariat.  Both gentlemen provided substantial leadership and support for the TPT-WG, and they will be missed for their professional expertise, and their friendship.   

The meeting was adjourned.
SAFE SKIES AND FAIR WINDS

Summary Recommendations





The Steering Committee on More Competitive Transportation Industry (Including Infrastructure) recommends that the plenary of the Transportation Working Group:





accept the reports and recommendations of the:





Air Services Group


Intermodal Experts Group and


Maritime Experts Group





note the progress that has been made in finalising projects within these groups;





note the reporting of progress against the Bogor Goals in the Maritime, Vehicle Standards harmonisation and Air Services Groups;





note that a paper on information sharing opportunities will be prepared by Australia in consultation with other economies intersessionally for consideration at TPT-WG 27;





endorse the revised meeting arrangements put forward by Australia, building on discussions at TPT-WG 25, subject to outcomes from discussions of the Lead Shepherd’s Reorganisation proposal;





note that a report on the accomplishments of the Air Services, Maritime and Vehicle Standards Harmonisation Experts Groups towards the Bogor Goals, and requested by the Lead Shepherd in his TPT-WG26 Overview, has been combined as agreed text in my report presented to HODs under their Agenda Item 3;





note  the progress and next steps proposed by Australia, Brunei Darussalam and Singapore on the Road Map to Bogor, with the Completion Report to be made available prior to the 5th Transportation Ministerial Meeting;


note that the 5th Transportation Ministerial Meeting will be held in Adelaide, South Australia, from 28 to 31 March 2007;





note that Australia, Canada, the Peoples Republic of China and the United States of America have identified topics for the Non Tariff Barrier case studies for presentation at a seminar at TPT-WG 27, and that other economies have been asked to identify topics by the end of September 2005; and





note that MEG will engage the IEG in further development of a project proposal Nurturing an Integrated Logistics and Transport System for APEC Economies, with a view to finalizing it for consideration at TPT-WG 27.
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