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Final Report to SOM I 2003

“Second Session of High Level Policy Dialogue on Agricultural Biotechnology”

Chiang Rai, Thailand

February 15, 2003

1. Thai Delegation, as the moderator, presents the Report to SOM I, 2003, Second Session of APEC High-Level Policy Dialogue on Biotechnology, February 15, 2003.   As directed by the APEC Leaders in Los Cabos in 2002, the APEC High Level Policy Dialogue on Agricultural Biotechnology hosted by Thailand in Chiang Rai, Thailand.  The Dialogue was attended by 18 of the 21 APEC economies (Australia; Canada; Chile; China; Hong Kong, China; Indonesia; Japan; Korea; Malaysia; Mexico; New Zealand; the Philippines; Chinese Taipei, Singapore, Russia; Thailand; United States; and Viet Nam attended) 

2. Dr. Ampon Kittiampon, Deputy Permanent Secretary of the Ministry of Agriculture and Cooperatives delivered the opening speech for the Dialogue.  He noted that biotechnology could play an important role in promoting economic growth to all stakeholders in both developed and developing economies.  Developing economies should therefore thoroughly understand all implications before deciding to utilize biotechnology to enhance competitiveness of their exports.  Small and marginalized farmers should also be given access to knowledge and correct information on such technology.  He further stressed the need for all sides to benefit from the R&D on biotechnology and hoped that this forum would foster greater understanding in business applications of biotechnology and their implications. 

3. The Mexican Delegation reported on the outcome from the first High Level Policy Dialogue on Biotechnology previously held on February 24, 2002 in Mexico City. Participants also agreed to alter the morning session agenda to present a report from private sector dialogue on agricultural biotechnology on February 14, 2003 also held in Chiang Rai, Thailand. Mr. Don Latham, President of Latham Seeds, Iowa, USA, summarized the recommendations agreed from the industry, producer, and consumer panel.  The Agricultural Technical Cooperation Working Group reported on the achievements and progress of the APEC Sub-Group on Research, Development & Extension of Agricultural Biotechnology (RDCAB). 

4. Dr. ChoKyun Rha, was the expert speaker on “Developing the Biotechnology Industry in Southeast Asia.” Dr. Rha of Massachusetts Institute of Technology, USA outlined the unique benefits of biotechnology in improving the quality of life and generating high economic returns on investment.  Research institutions, such as MIT have done tremendous work on advancing the use of biotechnology through strategic business alliances with APEC member economies, complementing each other’s resources.   Dr. Rha specifically emphasized that a successful strategy called for intellectual property protection, business plan, investment climate, and strong commitment to reinforce regulations before commercialization of biotech products. 

5. Senator Ananta Dalodom, Chairman of the Committee on Agriculture and Cooperatives, Royal Thai Senate, was invited to speak on the “The Need to Move Forward with Crop Biotechnology.” He outlined the progress made on developing crop biotechnology in Thailand and further stressed that biotechnology is a crucial element to advance the competitiveness of Thailand’s agricultural industry. 

6. Representative from Chinese Taipei informed the HLPDAB about the outcome of the APEC RDCAB workshop on Technical Cooperation and Information Exchange on Safety Assessments in Agricultural Biotechnology which was held in Taipei, from August 26, 2002 to September 4, 2002. 

7. The moderator opened the floor for comments and policy recommendations on the topic of “Access to the Technology by Developing Countries: Investment and Innovation in Research and Development.” The Policy Dialogue is viewed as a very fruitful forum for exchanging perspectives and addressing the current challenges facing policy makers in advancing agricultural biotechnology.  APEC member economies reaffirmed strongly and clearly their commitment to biotechnology as one means for economic development, increased productivity in agricultural sector, improved nutrition for our products, and enhanced food security.  General and specific recommendations are listed as follows. 

General Recommendations:

· Capacity-Building activities for developing economies in the APEC will be strengthened. Participants discussed current and proposed activities including collaboration among genomics institutes in the region, transferring of technology, and human resource development. 

· There is a need to encourage closer dialogue between the private and public sectors to promote research and development, and initiate investments of Biotech products, to develop technological know-how, and other capacity-building measures in APEC, and to enhance public awareness. 

· Develop a policy environment, including fair and transparent intellectual property rights and strong institutional and regulatory frameworks, which are the essential key elements to entice investment for the biotechnology sector. APEC members agreed that regulatory frameworks must be transparent and predictable to provide a stable business environment. 

· Explore access and benefit-sharing models to share the benefits and profits between the investor and the host economy.  APEC members supported that there is a need to create a fair and transparent mechanism to enable partnerships between developing economies and those with technical expertise in developed economies. 

Specific Recommendations: 
· APEC members, through RDEAB Sub-Group under ATCWG, shall conduct a survey on their existing investments in agricultural biotechnology and current impediments to biotechnology investments. 

· Increased interaction with the private sector could be enhanced, such as working with the APEC Business Advisory Council (ABAC).

· There is also a need to consult with other APEC fora, such as the Agricultural Working Group and the Industrial Science and Technology Working Group, to avoid duplication of efforts. 

8. The afternoon session opened the floor for economies to comment on “Regulatory Practices: Implications for Public Acceptance and Economic Impacts.” Most economies shared their existing regulatory practices on enhancing public confidence in food safety and other economic and trade implications.  General and specific recommendations are listed as follows.

General Recommendations:
· Some economies suggested communicating with the European Union to raise their concerns about traceability and labeling issues. Other economies suggested that other regional fora be approached to hold discussions with the European Union.  Some economies also suggested that APEC engage in a broader dialogue with the EU to discuss the realization of the benefits of agricultural biotechnology for mankind. 

· The economies realized the importance of transparent regulatory practices, risk management and risk communications, as well as balanced information on the benefit and risk of biotechnology, in gaining public confidence and regulatory credibility. The regulatory practices should involve public interaction with all stakeholders.  

· Some economies suggested encouraging predictable regulation through information, sharing, taking into account international guidelines and standards, and identifying future policies on regulating potential biotechnology products. 

· There was general support for capacity-building measures on risk assessment, risk management, and risk communications.  

Specific Recommendations:

· Enhance the existing food safety information network to help member economies share information. 

· Establish closer linkage between HLPDAB and ATCWG to have well informed discussions on policy and technical matters. 

· Develop research on the effects of gene flow and the effects of GM crops in the center of origin. 

· Welcome the sharing of experience on regulatory issues at the next HLPDAB such as Australia’s regulatory approval of transgenic canola oil. 

Future Direction: 
9. It was agreed that economies would consult inter-sessionally through a steering group to reach agreement on the agenda and modalities for the next Policy Dialogue. It was suggested that the US will organize a steering group and should comprise of the Chair of ATCWG (Korea), the Chair of the Sub-Group on RDEAB (Canada), as well as the United States and Thailand.  Chile offered to host the Dialogue in 2004.   APEC economies affirmed the value of the Policy Dialogue as a vehicle to discuss emerging policy issues. 

10. While APEC economies expressed their appreciation to the Royal Thai government for hosting the second session of HLPDAB, they also extended their appreciation to the US government for supporting member economies to the HLPDAB.    

