ECOTECH SUB-COMMITTEE OF THE SOM (ESC)

CHAIR’S SUMMARY OF THE FIRST MEETING 

15 February 2001

Beijing, China

The first meeting of the Ecotech Sub-Committee of the SOM was held in Beijing, China, on 15 February 2001.  Representatives from Australia; Brunei Darussalam; Canada; Chile; The People’s Republic of China; Hong Kong, China; Indonesia; Japan; Republic of Korea; Malaysia; Mexico; New Zealand; Peru; the Republic of the Philippines; Russia; Singapore; Chinese Taipei; Thailand; the United States; and Viet Nam participated.  The APEC Secretariat also attended.  PECC was present as an observer.  A list of delegates is provided at Annex A.
2.
Dr Medhi Krongkaew, Associate Professor, Faculty of Economics, Thammasat University, chaired the meeting.

I. Chair’s Opening Remarks

3. The Chair welcomed participants to the Ecotech Sub-Committee meeting, notably those attending for the first time.  He quoted from an article in the Asia Times last year, which claimed that Ecotech was overshadowed by trade liberalization.  Acknowledging the public relations problem APEC had in publicizing what was being achieved in Ecotech, Dr Medhi urged increased support for capacity building activities.  He advised that in his report to SOM he proposed to define the ESC’s work program under three broad categories:

· coordination and management of Ecotech activities

· participation – among APEC fora and with those outside

· outreach.

II. Adoption of the Agenda

4.
The draft Agenda was approved and is attached as Annex B.

III. Business Arrangements

5.
Members were encouraged to inform the Chair or the Secretariat before submitting any meeting papers to the documentation center and to supply a soft copy so that it could be stored on the Secretariat’s virtual library.

IV. 2001 Work program

6.
The amended 2001 Work Program was adopted and is attached at Annex C.

V. Evaluating and Developing Ecotech Activities

i) Developing OAA Part II

7.
The Chair proposed that in developing Part II of the OAA further, as requested by Ministers, the ESC could:

· ask Working Groups to review the Joint Activities/Dialogue section relevant to their forum, update them by removing completed activities and provide advice of new or proposed activities;

· seek volunteers from among the ESC to “latch on” to a particular Working Group to work closely with them in developing further OAA Part II; 

· consider the possibility of establishing a small group to go through the submissions from the Working Groups to see how best they can be structured to reflect Ecotech priorities; and 

· consider utilizing the updated OAA Part II as possible elements of the proposed Ecotech IAP. 

8.
Concerning OAA Part II, members were reminded that the ESC should not attempt to exceed its mandate in dealing with the Working Groups on the OAA Part II task without seeking approval from the SOM, and that the review should be based on the implementation of the Joint Activities/Dialogue sections of the OAA Guidelines.  The Chair emphasised that rather than an ESC volunteer actually participating in a Working Group, the role should simply be to liaise with the Working Group to assist it in carrying out its tasks.  The Chair agreed to write to Lead Shepherds to explain what was required of them and to seek nominations from members intersessionally on which forum they would wish to liaise with on the review.  

ii) Evaluating the outcome of completed Ecotech projects

9.
The Chair advised that at the Friends of the Chair (FOC) meeting the previous night and SOM I he had explained that the ESC was not well equipped to evaluate Ecotech projects and would, therefore, require the assistance of external experts to do so.  The FOC noted that last year APIAN had  prepared a report “Learning from Experience” that included a section on Ecotech, but it had not been debated in APEC.  Members agreed to invite Dr Richard Feinberg of APIAN to the next ESC meeting to discuss the report and suggest possible ways to proceed on the evaluation of Ecotech activities.

10.
New Zealand noted that it was completing an APEC Project Evaluation Form in relation to the Ecotech Clearing House, and asked for expressions of interest from members interested in participating in the evaluation of the project.

iii) Advancing key APEC initiatives

11.
The Chair advised that SOM had agreed that the Human Capacity Building Coordinating Group (HCBCG) should focus on the new economy in developing the capacity building strategy.  The HCBCG would be led by the ESC Vice-Chair, Ambassador Elard Escala, and, as a first step, would be seeking to develop draft terms of reference for its work, including defining what the strategy would cover.  It would take into account the outcome of the High Level Meeting that Brunei and China were convening in May and work closely with relevant fora including the EC, and e-Commerce and e-APEC Task Forces.

12.
The Chair noted that China, Japan and Singapore had submitted discussion papers on the possibility of developing Ecotech IAPs and that the ESC had been asked by SOM to give further consideration to the concept, including the possibility of combining the exercise with the development of OAA Part II and building on the existing Ecotech Clearing House facility.  He envisaged that members would be able to record what they had done or wished to do to improve economic and technical cooperation in their economy.  For example, he had organized two meetings in Thailand inviting governments, business and NGOs to see how best Ecotech could be implemented in Thailand, the outcomes of which were presented as an information paper for members’ reference.  In the Chair’s view, therefore, IAP in the Ecotech context would reflect the commitment of an economy and not its intention to propose aid programs.  It was noted that the proposals of China, Japan, Singapore and the Chair disclosed varying views on the objective of an Ecotech IAP and what it should look like.  Singapore advised that it had offered to develop a prototype IAP focusing in the first instance on HRD for consideration at SOM II.  A number of economies supported the development of Ecotech IAPs, but others wondered whether the ESC should not first decide what the objective was before considering a name, since the term “Ecotech IAP” could confuse people because of its TILF linkage while some economies insisted that “Ecotech IAP” could be different from TILF IAPs by reflecting Ecotech elements.  Members agreed to circulate intersessionally any further thoughts on a rationale and/or terminology for “Ecotech IAPs” building upon the discussion papers and to consider the proposed HRD template/prototype by Singapore when it was available.

13.
Members noted that the ESC would once again be required to provide an overview on the Strengthening Markets and APEC Food System reports by APEC fora.

VI. Participating and Coordinating for a more focused outcome in Ecotech projects

i) Advancing key APEC initiatives

14.
The Chair advised that registration with the Ecotech clearing House was around 40 and would need to be increased substantially if the facility were to be effective as a discussion forum.  He encouraged members who had not already done so to register as soon as possible and to encourage others from their economies to do so.  The importance of keeping the information in the Secretariat's website current and of linking projects to OAA goals was noted.
ii) Partnership building

15.
Members discussed how public-private-academic networks could be developed to advance Ecotech objectives and agreed that they should await the outcome of Task Force on Interaction before proposing any particular strategy.  Some economies encouraged members to take a wider view of the ‘private sector’, so as to include NGOs and organised labour. It was noted that there were already APEC guidelines on the participation of non-members in APEC activities.  The US advised that it had prepared a paper for SOM on its experience in interaction with NGOs and offered to circulate it to members for consideration.

iii) Improving coordination among WG/Fora

16.
Members noted the suggestion for the ESC to have a role in prioritising Ecotech projects, but again cautioned against exceeding the ESC mandate.  They accepted, however, that the ESC should continue to keep track of capacity building efforts in TILF-related projects, including those arising from WTO commitments.

VII. Disseminating the benefits of Ecotech 

17.
Members noted that this year the ESC would be required to submit reports on Economic and Technical Cooperation and Human Capacity Building.  They agreed that those reports should provide not only factual details but also an assessment of the sum benefit of those activities to APEC communities. 

18.
Members discussed the desirability of offering more APEC publications free of charge.  The production of reports that were easy to read and accessible to the public was encouraged.
VIII.
Group on Economic Infrastructure

19.
Dr Bambang Bintoro, Chair of the Group on Economic Infrastructure, reported on the successful outcome of the Infrastructure Dialogue in December 2000, hosted by Australia, and the major tasks before the group this year including replicating the RISE initiative (ESC/010).

VIII. Other Business

i) Meeting Documents

20.
Members agreed to the public release of documents as listed in Annex D.

ii) Next Meeting

21.
Members agreed to meet again on 30-31 May 2001 in Shenzhen, China.
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Action Arising

	Action By
	Para #
	Task
	Due

	ESC Chair
	8
	Write to Lead Shepherds on the OAA Part task.

Seek nominations from members on which forum they would wish to liaise with.
	Feb 2001

	ESC Chair
	9
	Invite Dr Feinberg to discuss the APIAN report.
	May 2001

	Members
	12
	Suggest ideas on a rationale and/or terminology for “Ecotech IAPs”.
	Mar 2001

	Members
	14
	Register with the Ecotech Clearing House
	Feb 2001

	Singapore
	12
	Circulate proposed HRD template/prototype.
	May 2001

	USA
	15
	Circulate paper on interaction with NGOs
	Feb 2001
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