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SUMMARY REPORT
1. The Third Meeting of the APEC Agricultural Technical Cooperation Experts Group (ATCEG) was hosted by Japan on 7-10 June 1999 in Tokyo, Japan.  Delegations from Australia; Brunei Darussalam; Canada; Chile; the Peoples’ Republic of China; Indonesia; Japan; the Republic of Korea; New Zealand; Papua New Guinea; the Republic of the Philippines; Russia; Chinese Taipei; Thailand; the United States of America; and Viet Nam participated in the meeting.  The APEC Secretariat was also present.  The list of delegates appears in Annex 1.

2.
The meeting was co-chaired by Dr. Te-yeh Ku, Coordinator for the ATCEG’s Lead Shepherd, and Director-General of International Cooperation Department, Council of Agriculture, Chinese Taipei, and Mr. Masanori Hayashi, Director-General of International Affairs Department, Ministry of Agriculture, Forestry and Fisheries, Japan.

Opening Remarks
3. The Co-Chairs began the meeting by welcoming the delegates to the meeting and noted that this was the third meeting of the group.  The Co-Chair noted the objectives of the ATCEG are that it will serve as a forum for APEC member economies to enhance the capacity of agriculture and its related industries to contribute to economic growth and social well-being in the region.  As we approach 21st century, most of the APEC economies have experienced rapid industrial and commercial development, even though some of the member economies have gone through financial crises in the last one or two years.  On the other hand, agricultural development has lagged behind with a resulting decline in the role of agriculture in the overall economy.  Nonetheless, agriculture is still important because it remains the backbone of industry, provides food and is the primary source of livelihood to many in APEC region.  Realizing the fundamental importance of food to the ever increasing population growth in the APEC region, we as a group should continue to share and exchange experiences and expertise by promoting more joint activities in future cooperation.

4. The Co-Chair emphasized that at this meeting, the ATCEG will not only be reviewing its existing tasks in seven priority areas, but also look into new tasks as given by SOM arising from the study on FEEEP.  According to the outcome of the self-review and the new tasks, the ATCEG has to re-engineer its priority areas and work plans, so that it may work more effectively and efficiently and strengthen its contribution towards APEC goals and visions.

Item 1.
Adoption of the Agenda
5.
The Meeting adopted the Provisional Agenda (Annex 2).

Item 2.
Business Arrangements
6.
The business arrangements were presented by the Co-Chair (Annex 3).

Item 3.
Instructions from APEC Kuala Lumpur Ministerial and Economic Leaders Meeting, and the decisions of New Zealand SOM I and Joint Fora Meeting with regard to ATCEG

7. The Co-Chair referred to key instructions from the APEC Leaders and Ministers Meeting in Kuala Lumpur and noted some of the important aspects of the instructions related to the ATCEG’s activities.  APEC working groups and other APEC fora should intensify work to further improve the effectiveness of economic and technical cooperation (ECOTECH) activities, and continue the implementation of the Framework for Strengthening Economic Cooperation and Development through coordinated activities.

8. Ministers welcomed the SOM 1998 Report on ECOTECH Activities and called for the report to be submitted annually.  Leaders and Ministers endorsed the Kuala Lumpur Action Program on Skills Development and instructed APEC fora, particularly the HRD Working Group, to implement the Action Program.  All APEC fora, particularly the IST WG, should develop and take responsibility for designing and implementing within a reasonable timeframe specific initiatives and activities that support the vision and principles under the APEC Agenda for Science and Technology Industry Cooperation into 21st Century.  The SOM Sub-Committee on Economic and Technical Cooperation will oversee the implementation and follow-up work on this Agenda.

9. Annual progress in the implementation of the Agenda shall be reported to Ministers with the initial report to be presented at the 11th Ministerial Meeting.  Minister welcomed the program in the APEC Cleaner Production initiative and encouraged member economies to actively participate in cleaner production projects. APEC reiterated the importance of its work on sustainable development in following up on the initiatives of Environment Ministers in respect of clean oceans, cleaner production and sustainable cities and directed the appropriate APEC fora to progress work in these areas.  Leaders and Ministers welcomed and endorsed the 1998 FEEEP Report which outlines joint actions in the areas of population and economic growth, food, energy and the environment, including the establishment of an interdisciplinary network of research institutions, and instructed that work be progressed in 1999.

10.
The Co-Chair referred to key directions from New Zealand SOM I and SOM II and noted three of the important key directions.  First, to follow up on the decision made by Ministers in Vancouver 1997, APEC fora/ sub-fora would have to undertake a self-review of their mandates using common guidelines where one of the key questions is the contribution of the fora/ sub-fora towards APEC goals and visions.  Arising from this review, a decision will be made on whether some of the fora should continue to exist or be disbanded or amalgamated.  

11.
The Co-Chair explained the second key direction, i.e., allocation of FEEEP joint actions to the ATCEG.  Part of the FEEEP recommended joint actions allocated to ATCEG for implementation includes: (a) Food and agriculture-related research and development: A program of cooperation to promote private and public sector research and development in relation to food and agriculture, including the exchange of information on policies, identifying effective approaches for ensuring investment on research and development, promoting joint research projects, and establishing a network to improve information sharing; (b) Trade and other matters: A program of exchanging of information on agricultural production and any factors that can affect it, food consumption, trade, stock levels, and related policies of member economies, as well as the effect of economic development on the agricultural sectors of APEC member economies; and (c) Food and agriculture-related environmental issues: A program of cooperation to foster environmentally sound practices, including: the exchange of information on best practices; to improve availability of, and access by, farmers to meteorological information, including adverse climatic events and trends; and to exchange information to identify various issues of importance to rural communities in member economies.

12.
The Co-Chair explained the third key direction: Broadening APEC’s outreach to business community.  APEC would broaden its outreach to the business community, particularly for small and medium enterprises.  In order to fulfill this objective, the New Zealand SOM I agreed that the guidelines for broadening APEC outreach to the business/ private sector that SOM approved for ESC, CTI and EC in 1998 will be applied to TEL, other APEC working groups, SMEPLG and ATCEG.  As a result, the working groups, SMEPLG and ATCEG may now, on their own consensus and without referral to higher authority, invite ABAC or other business/ private sector representative to attend their meetings as guests for specific agenda items.

13.
The Co-Chair explained the ATCEG’s Self-review report and appreciated the collective efforts from member economies.  The Self-review report was submitted to SOM through the APEC Secretariat at the end of May 1999.  This report was based on the previous activities and mandates of the ATCEG, and will need to be amended in light of the outcomes of this meeting.  The outcome of these discussions will be reported to the SOM III as an additional attachment to the Self-Review.  

Item 4.
Progress Report on the Implementation of the Agreed Action Plan

14.
The Shepherds of the seven priority areas presented their progress reports.

15.
Chinese Taipei presented its report on Conservation and Utilization of Plant and Animal Genetic Resources.  Chinese Taipei briefed the results of the two workshops held since its initiation in 1995.  The first workshop, focusing on plant genetic resources, was held in 1997 while the second workshop held in November 1998 placed more emphasis on animal genetic resources.  As a follow-up on the recommendations from the first workshop, a background paper on plant genetic resources conservation and utilization was prepared by Dr. Te-Tzu Chang of Chinese Taipei and presented at the 2nd workshop (Annex 4).  This paper presented an overview of the current genetic resources conservation and utilization activities of 11 APEC member economies while addressing the importance of work in this area.  The paper also suggested some affordable short-term collaborative projects to the ATCEG and a resolution and recommendation to the APEC Senior Officials for their consideration.  

16.

The meeting endorsed two joint activities recommended by the previous workshops.  The first is a workshop on DNA purification, genetic distance and the existing relationships between different breeds or varieties of plant, animal and aquatic organisms in the year 2000.  The second is a workshop on genetic information management systems including possible impacts and resolutions of Y2K problem in the year 2001.  Chinese Taipei stated that since it had already hosted the previous workshops, it encouraged other member economies to host the next workshop. The Co-Chair thanked Chinese Taipei for its report, and suggested that Chinese Taipei continue to host the DNA purification workshop if there is no other volunteer.

17. Australia reported on the progress in Research, Development and Extension of Agricultural Biotechnology.  Australia briefed the meeting on the results of the Third Biotechnology Workshop on Capacity Building and Public Acceptance/Risk Communication held in November 1998 in Kuala Lumpur, Malaysia.  For the first time, the workshop was open to members of the biotechnology industry and non-government organizations (NGOs).  A total of 20 members of the private sector and NGOs participated.  The workshop recognized the value of the information exchange provided by the series of APEC/ATCEG Biotechnology Workshops and recommended that this series continue. 

18. Specific items were proposed for action to enhance and facilitate exchange on key issues in the next workshop. Among the actions proposed was a recommendation to pursue information sharing through sharing internship and fellowship opportunities as a means of bridging gaps between member economies. Canada has the lead in this action item.  Member economies are also encouraged to provide input to a compilation of best practices document in risk communication related to agricultural biotechnology.  Canada will be initiating this activity, and will distribute a draft compendium prior to the next workshop.  Also, member economies with relevant experience are encouraged to provide input to a compilation of case studies regarding issues related to resolving intellectual property rights, including plant variety protection for transgenic crops of specific regional interest.  The US will be taking the lead in this activity.   Member economies were also encouraged to explore commonalities in risk assessment and risk management procedures to facilitate improved coordination and efficient use of risk assessment resources.  Finally, member economies with relevant experience are encouraged to provide input to a compilation of case studies for the field release of transgenic crops in their center of origin and center of diversity. The US will be taking the lead in this effort in collaboration with Canada and Mexico. Status reports and drafts of the compilations will be distributed prior to the next workshop. 

19. The US reported on progress in Marketing, Processing and Distribution of Agricultural Products.  Australia explained Thailand’s proposed project of APEC Institutional Linkage for Human Development in Post-harvest Technology.  The meeting endorsed this proposed activity and agreed that it would be forwarded to the BMC for funding consideration.  The Co-Chair noted that Marketing, Processing and Distribution is a very important area and that integration and cooperation are necessary.  He encouraged continued cooperation with PECC.  The US reported that it had received updated Trade Facilitation Manuals from most member economies, and urged that member economies that had not already done so submit their materials to the US soon.  The US reminded the meeting of its commitment last year to explore a cooperative arrangement with the APEC Sustainable Training and Information Network (STIN).  The aim of this project is to develop a web-based network of technical experts and a calendar of training opportunities in areas of interest to the ATCEG.  In order to move this proposal forward, the ATCEG should identify target areas of interest, identify sources of funding, and appoint advisory board members.  The director of STIN expects that an ATCEG site could be operational within 6 months. 

20.
The meeting heard a report by the US on Animal and Plant Quarantine and Pest Management.  The US noted that the primary focus of the past year had been working with Australia on plans for the 2nd Workshop on Phytosanitary Risk Analysis on 15-18 June, in Cairns, Australia.  The US also noted that Australia would host a risk assessment workshop on animal health which is tentatively scheduled for February 2000.  Australia proposed APEC cooperation in dealing with trans-border movement of plant pests and diseases. The Co-chair suggested that the issue be discussed further during the upcoming 2nd Phytosanitary Risk Assessment Workshop in Cairns, Australia.    

21.
Japan reported on the progress of the Agricultural Finance sub-group. The Co-chair noted that this group had completed most of the work it had originally planned, but still had additional work to do, specifically an education effort currently under preparation.  He said that the group had done a good job, and proposed that this priority area be continued for an additional two years, at which time the meeting will discuss the future of this activity.  The suggestion of the co-chair was adopted by the meeting.  The meeting supported Japan’s initiative to hold a training course on agricultural finance in the year 2000. 

22.
Indonesia reported on the activities of Agricultural Technology Transfer and Training.  Indonesia expressed its willingness to continue as shepherd for this group, and indicated Japan’s interest to act as a co-chair.  Indonesia proposed holding a workshop on agricultural research and technology transfer in Jakarta in October, 1999.  The co-chairman suggested that the workshop could be scheduled for later in the year to provide for adequate preparation.  

23.
The Philippines reported on Sustainable Agriculture and reviewed its plans for the workshop/seminar on Sustainable Agriculture on 11-14 June 1999, in Davao, the Philippines. The Philippines commented on the request for self-review, and noted that the inclusion of sustainable technology with sustainable agriculture was a good idea.  The Philippines has identified sustainable production technology, sustainable environment, rural economy and food supply as worthy additional topics to be discussed under the context of this group.   An action plan has been prepared and provided to the Secretariat.  

Item 5
Discussion on ATCEG’s New Framework for Cooperation Based upon its Self-Review and New Proposals for Joint Activities

24. The Co-Chair explained the purpose for discussing the ATCEG’s New Framework for Cooperation based upon its Self-Review and New Proposals for Joint Activities proposed by Japan and Chinese Taipei. The Co-Chair encouraged members to discuss the new framework from the viewpoint of strengthening agricultural technical cooperation.

25. The Co-Chair opened the session by commenting that some delegations had worked together to develop a new draft for new priority areas of the ATCEG.  The meeting discussed these proposals and agreed to the following new priority areas:

1. Conservation and Utilization of Plant and Animal Genetic Resources: no change to name, but to include R&D objectives allocated from FEEEP.

2. Research, Development and Extension of Agriculture Biotechnology: no change to name, but to include R&D objectives allocated from FEEEP. 

3. Marketing, Processing and Distribution of Agricultural Products: the name has been changed to Production, Processing, Marketing, Distribution and Consumption of Agricultural Products to incorporate R&D, trade and other matters and environmental issues referred from FEEEP.

4. Plant and Animal Quarantine and Pest Management: no change to name, but to include R&D objectives allocated from FEEEP.

5. Agricultural Finance System was not changed.

6. Agricultural Technology Transfer and Training: No change to name, but to include the coordination of R&D objectives allocated from FEEEP.

7. Sustainable Agriculture changed to Sustainable Agriculture and Related Environmental Issues: no change to name, but to include R&D and environmental objectives allocated from FEEEP.

26. The next topic was the designation of shepherds for each work area.  Chinese Taipei said that it would continue to serve as the shepherd for conservation and utilization of plant and animal genetic resources.  For the biotechnology work area, Canada offered to become the lead shepherd, providing Canadian funding becomes available.  Australia will continue as lead shepherd pending final information from Canada regarding funding.  Canada was named shepherd-designate.  For the new area 3, Japan will become co-shepherd with the US.  For quarantine matters, the US will continue as lead shepherd.  For agricultural finance system, Japan indicated its willingness to continue as co-shepherd with Chinese Taipei.  Chinese Taipei said that it would serve as well, and asked the US to participate as a co-shepherd as well.  The US declined the invitation, but indicated its willingness to actively participate.  Indonesia said that it would accept the responsibility of being the Shepherd in the priority area of agricultural technology transfer and training.  Japan indicated its willingness to act as co-shepherd.  The Philippines indicated that it would continue as shepherd of Sustainable Agriculture and Related Environmental Issues.  Japan and Chinese Taipei indicated their willingness to be co-shepherds with the Philippines.

27. Revisions to the Terms of Reference for the ATCEG were then discussed and agreed to by the meeting (Annex 5).


28. The Co-Chair also requested that shepherds provide any revised action plans by July 15th.

Item 6

Deliverables for the 1999 Ministerial and Leaders’ Meeting

29.
The Co-Chair noted that the ATCEG’s reporting matrices would be updated based on the results of this meeting.  The Shepherd of each priority area was requested by the Co-Chair to submit a short summary of their activities by July 15, 1999. These reports, along with the updated matrices will be submitted to the APEC Secretariat.  The Co-Chair also noted that the results of the Seminar-Workshop on Sustainable Agriculture to be held in Davao on June 12-14, 1999 and the APEC-ATCEG 2nd Workshop on Phytosanitary Risk Assessment to be held in Cairns on June 15-18, 1999 would be incorporated in the reporting matrices.  The Co-Chair noted that the new framework of the ATCEG for implementing the FEEEP joint actions and the ATCEG’s new terms of reference would also be a part of the deliverables to the Ministers and Leaders’ meeting.  A Chinese Taipei paper on genetic resources was proposed to be included as a part of the deliverables package.  The meeting agreed to study this suggestion, and to review the specific proposals, recommendations and resolutions contained in this paper. A deadline for review of the paper was set for July 15, 1999.  The co-chair said that the deliverables package for the ATCEG would be circulated for a final review by the member economies before delivery to the Ministers.

Item 7

Cross Cutting Issues with other APEC Fora
30. Cross cutting issues were discussed.  The Co-Chair reported that the terms of reference for the Ad-Hoc Task Force to study ABAC’s Proposal for an APEC Food System provided to give information to the meeting and provided a brief report on the group’s activities.  

 Item 8
Management Issues  

31. The Co-Chair explained that the consensus reached at the First ATCEG Meeting in Manila 1997, was that the Lead Shepherd should serve a three-year term pursuant to the requirements of the Terms of Reference of the ATCEG. Chinese Taipei has served as the Lead Shepherd since 1997 with its term to conclude at the end of 1999.  The Co-chair invited nominations for the election of a new Lead Shepherd for the term starting from the year 2000.

32. Japan responded to the Co-Chair’s request and stood for the next Lead Shepherd of the ATCEG.  Japan expressed that the role of the agriculture and rural area is very important to attain the sustainable growth, equitable growth and national stability in APEC. The ATCEG is the main forum in the agriculture and food issues in APEC. Japan intends to contribute constructively to the activities of ATCEG, and it would nominate for the role of the next Lead Shepherd. Japan nominated Dr. Kainuma as coordinator for the next Lead Shepherd.

33. Member economies welcomed and appreciated Japan's willingness and agreed that Japan would take the role of the next Lead Shepherd of ATCEG. The Co-Chair noted that the Co-Chair would report the selection of the next Lead Shepherd of ATCEG to the SOM in Rotorua, New Zealand.

34. The Co-Chair noted that in order to save time and money for communication and information sharing, member economies were encouraged to provide one or two addressees for circulation of documents by email.

35. Canada urged that meeting documents be available earlier, i.e., key proposals such as project requests for APEC funding, be circulated a few weeks earlier and meeting material be made available earlier by the meeting secretariat.

36. Member economies were requested to update the ATCEG’s Contact List.  Two other papers were presented and discussed, a joint proposal from Viet Nam and Australia within the ASEAN and APEC context on post-harvest technology, and the Canadian-hosted International Conference on Molecular Farming.  

Item 9
Next Meeting Date and Venue
37.
The Co-Chair noted that the meeting agreed to accept the US proposal to host the next ATCEG meeting in conjunction with a planned workshop on alternative quarantine and post-harvest treatments.  The proposed date for this meeting would be in June 2000 in Hawaii.  The Co-Chair asked member economies to explore possibilities to host the 2001 ATCEG meeting after returning to their capitals.

Item 10
APEC Secretariat Report 
38.
The APEC Secretariat made brief reports concerning the activities it would undertake concerning management affairs within APEC.  The Secretariat acknowledged its receipt of the ATCEG self-review, and provided additional information on management issues within APEC.  The Secretariat reminded the ATCEG that if there are multiple projects, they should be prioritized.  The Secretariat described the progress and evaluation reports requirements for APEC projects.  The Secretariat noted that there are 2 types of funds within APEC, operational and trade and investment liberalization and facilitation.  The Secretariat is also developing a new project database, which will be officially launched at SOM III. 

Item 11
Other Matters

39.
The US delegation on behalf of the group expressed their most sincere appreciation for the outstanding work that Dr. Te-yeh. Ku, the Lead Shepherd, had done through the years to lead the ATC and its activities.

40.
The delegations expressed their sincere and heartfelt appreciation for the hospitality and efforts put forth by Japan to host the meeting.  

Item 12
Adoption of the Summary Report

41.
The Meeting adopted the Summary Report.
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