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SEAFARER IDENTIFICATION QUESTIONNAIRE

Analysis of Responses

General overview
At TPTWG30 held in Manila during  April 2007, a paper was submitted by Australia which attempted to collate the answers provided to a  questionnaire regarding seafarer identification practices which had previously been circulated to all Economies. 

MEG-SEC determined that due to the small number of respondents and the fact that the paper made specific reference to those respondents , it would be desirable to review the paper and resubmit to MEG-SEC at TPTWG31 with the results being presented in more general terms. The opportunity was also taken to urge those Economies which had not done so, to submit a response.
The questionnaire sought information on what seafarer identification activities or initiatives are being undertaken in the APEC region.
This is the first step in an approach aimed at establishing a form of Seafarers’ Identification Document  which would be acceptable to all Economies within the APEC region. 
Aim
To analyse the responses to the Seafarer ID Questionnaire to determine what further action would be necessary in order to establish what  elements would be considered necessary to ensure that a seafarer is able to positively identify his or herself to the satisfaction of any other APEC Economy and, having agreed on the criteria, produce a form of identification acceptable for use among the APEC Economies.
Confidentiality
The information you provided will be treated with the strictest confidence, no source of information will be made available to any other entity or organization without the express permission of the Economy concerned. 
The results below do not show any detail and are intended only to show where commonality exists.

Analysis

The headings are taken from the questionnaire and presented as a percentage result.
In all questions the Respondents as a total of the APEC Region was 52%
1.Does your economy currently issue specific identification to seafarers?

Yes





82%

No





18%

2. Do you authenticate the qualifications provided by the seafarer.

Yes





45.5%

No





36%


Random




18.5%
3. Do you verify the identity of the applicant?


Yes





100%

4.

i. Do you issue seafarers with an identification document? 
Yes
No
N/A









100%

ii Is this document in the form of an identification card?
Yes
No
N/A









55%
45%

iii Does the card contain a photograph of the individual?
Yes
No
N/A









55%
45%

iv Does the card utilized electronically stores information 
Yes
No
N/A

(electronic strip or micro chip)









64%
27%
9%
v. Does the card contain biometric information

Yes 
No 
N/A









18%
73%
9%

Conclusions
It can be seen from the above results that a large number of those Economies which responded to the questions do issue specific seafarer id and all issue an identification document of some sort.

Only half authenticate the seafarers qualifications before issuing an id document and this is a problem which also has consequences in regard to safety which is outside the scope of this document but would need to be addressed before a final id document could be considered acceptable .

Although all Economies indicate that they verify the id of the applicant, the question of an acceptable standard still remains.

The form of an id card also has widely varying characteristics as can be seen in question 4.

The results are therefore inconclusive and represent only half of the APEC Economies.

Recommendation

In order to progress this issue it is recommended that the MEG-SEC establish a small committee which would undertake to compile a set of standards based on the above questions which would be acceptable to all Economies.

Each Economy would then carry out a gap analysis to determine what might be needed to bring their Seafarer ID Document up to the accepted standard.

It is not seen as essential that the form of the Seafarer ID be consistent to all Economies , but it must be seen to comply with the established standard.
Economies could then indicate their requirement for assistance in implementing such an identity document through the provisions of the PSVP.
30 July 30, 2008

