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INTRODUCTION:

1.
The Ninth Plenary Meeting of the APEC Agricultural Technical Cooperation Working Group (ATCWG), hosted by Korea, was held on June 14-17, 2005, in Daejeon.  Delegates from Australia, Brunei Darussalam, Canada, Chile, the People’s Republic of China, Indonesia, Japan, the Republic of Korea, Malaysia, Chinese Taipei, Thailand, the United States, 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. Se-Ik Oh, Director, Agricultural Outlook and Information Centre, Korea Rural Economic Institute, Republic of Korea; and Mr. Bruce Bennett, Program Director of the APEC Secretariat. 
3. Deputy Minister Park, Hae-Sang of the Ministry of Agriculture and Forestry, Korea gave the opening address.  He noted that although agriculture’s proportion of GDP was small in industrialized economies, such as Korea, it was still important.  Mr Park highlighted key aspects of Korea’s agricultural policy which focused not only on production, but also rural issues.  Korea’s agricultural policy aimed to increase its competitiveness, raise rural incomes through direct payments and address issues faced by rural areas, such as preserving rural culture, health facilities and education services.  
AGENDA ITEM I:
Co-Chairs’ Opening Remarks

4.
In his opening remarks the Lead Shepherd Dr. Se-Ik Oh extended his gratitude to the delegates participating in the meeting, and to the Korean government for hosting the event.  He reviewed the activities of the ATCWG over the past year.  He particularly welcomed the ATCWG’s contribution to agricultural development in the APEC region as well as its activities to build the capacity of member economies. 

5.  Mr. Bruce Bennett, Program Director, APEC Secretariat expressed his willingness to contribute to a successful meeting and to continue to support the work of the ATCWG.
AGENDA ITEM II:
Adoption of the Agenda

6.
Members agreed to move the item on CABI’s application for Guest Membership to AGENDA Item XII to allow time for the Small Group on Guest Membership to consider the issue and report back to the Group.  Participants then adopted the meeting Agenda, which appears as 2005/ATCWG/001. 
AGENDA ITEM III:
Business Arrangements

7.
The Co-Chairs explained the business arrangements for the meeting.  Dr Oh noted that a small group consisting of Australia, China, Malaysia, Japan, Thailand, United States and the APEC Secretariat had been set up to consider the application by CABI for Guest Membership.  The Secretariat noted that APEC’s Guidelines on Non-Member Participation had been distributed to members of this group to provide them with more background on the issue of guest membership.  The Project Evaluation Group would also meet to review the nine projects seeking APEC Funding.  The members of that Group were Australia, Japan, Korea, Malaysia and the United States with the support of the APEC Secretariat.  Details of APEC’s Project Guidelines and Quality Assessment Framework were made available to that group.
AGENDA ITEM IV:
APEC Secretariat’s Report

8. On behalf of APEC Secretary Mr. Bruce Bennett briefed the meeting on recent developments in APEC since the 8th meeting of the ATCWG, which was held in Chiang Mai Thailand in June 2005 (2005/ATCWG/002).  He noted the main theme for the APEC 2005 Year was ‘Towards One Community: Meet the Challenge, Make the Change’.  The three underlying sub themes were:- Renew the Commitment to the Bogor Goals; Ensure a Transparent and Secure Business Environment and Build Bridges over Differences. Within this broad theme and three sub-themes, Korea has identified the following priorities: 
(  Advancing Freer Trade 

(  Fighting Corruption 

( Sharing Prosperity of the Knowledge-based Economy: Protecting Innovation and     Expanding Digital Opportunity
(  Human Security: Counter-Terrorism, Energy Security, Health and Disaster response and      Preparedness
(  SMEs and Micro-Enterprises
(  APEC Reform
(  Promoting Cross-Cultural Communications 
10.
Major developments in 2005 relating to the work of the ATCWG included food safety, the impact of the Cartagena Protocol on trade in agricultural products, sustainable development, avian influenza, invasive alien species, the establishment of an APEC Support Fund, reviewing ABAC recommendations bearing on the work of each APEC fora and the development of a secure website for collaboration and communication.  APEC was also giving increased attention to the rapid spread of RTAs/FTAs and seeking ways to ensure that high quality FTAs/RTAs could contribute to the Bogor Goals.  The Secretariat also noted the key changes to the APEC Project Guidebook including the replacement of the ECOTECH Weightings Matrix with the Quality Assessment Framework and the need to submit completed and ranked proposals by 22 July 2005. 
9.
The meeting welcomed and took note of the APEC Secretariat’s Report (2005/ATCWG/002).

AGENDA ITEM V:
ATC-Related Issues in APEC
A. Development of Report of the ATCWG to SOM III 2005 
10.
The meeting endorsed the draft Report of the ATCWG to SOM III.  The report is contained in document number 2005/ATCWG/051.

B.   Other ATC-Related Issues

APEC Food Cooperation 
11.  The APEC Secretariat introduced Document 2005/ATCWG/044, a proposal on APEC Food Cooperation which had been prepared by the SCSC and approved at SOM II.  The Secretariat noted that the proposal was a response to the need for a coordinated APEC wide approach to food safety activities.  The proposal by Australia, China, Thailand and Viet Nam included a seminar to be held in September to coordinate food safety activities within APEC in line with existing international standards setting bodies.
12. Australia noted the action plan would involve a stock take of all food safety initiatives within APEC.  It also noted the need for a strategic focus for the framework/action plan that was being developed.
13. Japan thanked the proponents for their initiative, but expressed its concern, which had also been stated at the SOMII meeting, that some of the activities could duplicate work currently underway in other international bodies such as CODEX.   It was clarified that the focus of this initiative was existing international standards.
14. The Lead Shepherd noted the ATCWG’s willingness to cooperate further on the issue of food safety and encouraged all APEC member economies to attend the seminar to be held in Gyeongju in September. 

AGENDA ITEM VI:
Progress and Self-Review of the Seven Priority Areas
15. The Shepherds and Co-Shepherds briefed the meeting on the progress of their respective priority areas conducted since the eighth ATCWG Plenary Meeting in June 2004..

A.
Conservation and Utilization of Plant and Animal Genetic Resources (Led by Chinese Taipei and Mexico)

16.
Chinese Taipei reported on progress in this priority area (2005/ATCWG/006), as well as the Action Plan for 2005 – 2007 (2005/ATCWG/007), and preparations for the 5th Workshop on the Conservation and Utilization of Plant and Animal Genetic Resources that will focus on the harmonization of the Convention on Biological Diversity and TRIPS issues related to plant genetic resources.  This self-funded workshop will be held in Chinese Taipei on 6 – 12 August 2006.  The 6th Workshop would be held in 2007.
17.
In summary, the meeting expressed its appreciation to Chinese Taipei and Mexico for leading this sub-group, noted the progress of this sub-group, and endorsed the draft action plan.  In addition, the meeting noted the preparations and objectives of the 5th Workshop on the Conservation and Utilization of Plant and Animal Genetic Resources. 


B. Research, Development and Extension of Agricultural Biotechnology (Led by 
Canada)
18.
Canada presented the progress report and the draft action plan for the priority area of Research, Development and Extension of Agricultural Biotechnology.  (Documents 2005/ATCWG/008, 009 and 011).  Canada also presented the results of the 8th APEC-funded RDEAB Workshop which was held in Seoul, Korea in November 2004.  The themes of the workshop were Technical Cooperation, Capacity Building, Risk Assessment Management and Emerging Issues in Agricultural Biotechnology.  Canada also provided an update on preparations for the 9th Research, Development and Extension of Agricultural Biotechnology Sub-Group Workshop, an APEC-funded project that will be held in Santiago, Chile from 15-23 December 2005.  The 9th Workshop would be based on the publication “Communicating About Agricultural Biotechnology in APEC Economies: A Best Practices Guide”.  Canada also noted that an evaluation of the work of the RDEAB sub-group from 1997 to 2004 would be undertaken and this would be reported to SOM III.  Canada advised the meeting that it would be stepping down as Shepherd of the sub-group and encouraged member economies to volunteer for the position.  Canada also noted that the RDEAB website had been revised and updated, and was linked to the APEC website.
19.
In summary, the meeting welcomed the progress report, and endorsed the draft action plan for the RDEAB sub-group.  The meeting encouraged member economies to actively participate in 9th RDEAB workshop.  The Chair also noted that the RDEAB sub-group was one of the most active of the seven priority areas and extended his appreciation to Canada for its work in this area.
C. Production, Processing, Marketing, Distribution and Consumption of Agricultural Products (Led by USA and Japan)
20.
The United States and Japan presented the progress report (2005/ATCWG/012), and the draft work plan (2005/ATCWG/013) for the subgroup on Production, Processing, Marketing, Distribution and Consumption of Agricultural Products. 

21. The United States outlined details for the training seminars it had provided on a bilateral basis in the following areas: cotton processing, feed manufacturing, meat processing, cold chain management, food technology, produce marketing, dairy herd management and nutrition and flour milling.  The US indicated that it was looking to hold future seminars on a regional basis on topics to be determined.

22. Japan provided details on its data system on the supply and demand for food. This site had been expanded and new links added to international websites. Japan encouraged ATCWG members to access the website (www.jaicaf.or.jp/atc/pro.htm) and to provide feedback on the site.

23. Thailand presented the evaluation reports for the APEC workshop on Sustainable Technical Cooperation in Postharvest Technology Education and Industry Development  (2005/ATCWG/016) and the APEC Training Program on Postharvest Technolgoy and Quality Management of Agri-Food Products (2005/ATCWG/017). Thailand also presented the progress report (2005/ATCWG/015) for the APEC-Workshop on Supply Chain Management of Agri-Foods for Better Market Access by SMEs and noted that this workshop would be held in August 2005.  Thailand noted that the Training Course on the Improvement of Quality Fresh Produce for Export Markets would be held in October 2005 and encouraged participation by all member economies (2005/ATCWG/014).  
24. The Secretariat clarified the guidelines for participation by non-APEC members in APEC funded projects.  Participation by non-APEC members was welcomed on the following basis:  priority is to be given to APEC member economies; participation is to be approved by the Working Group; and participation is self-funded. 

25. Thailand noted three areas where the ATCWG could undertake further work.  These were:
(a) utilizing agricultural byproducts for the production of biofuels.
(b) the benefits and risks of genetically modified crops.
(c) how the agriculture sector could achieve mutual benefit from Free Trade Agreements.  
26. Participants considered that work on biofuels could be included under the ongoing program on biomass utilization.  They asked RDEAB to consider item (b) when it prepares its next work plan and noted Australia’s support for doing work on agriculture and FTAs.
27.
In summary, the meeting noted the evaluation and progress reports for the Production, Processing, Marketing, Distribution and Consumption of Agricultural Products sub-group and approved the Action Plan for this sub-group.
D. Plant and Animal Quarantine and Pest Management (Led by Australia and USA)

28. The progress report’ presented by Australia (2005/ATCWG/019 Rev1), noted the preparations underway by the USA/Australia for a workshop to strengthen the ability of member economies to align existing plant and animal health quarantine program activities with international standards to be held at the USDA’s facilities at Fort Collins from 18-22 October 2005.  The United States encouraged all economies to register for the training course as soon as possible.

29.  Australia also informed the ATCWG of plant health/pest management activities that it had undertaken in the past year. These included a training workshop on advanced diagnosis and surveillance of fruit flies; a Lucid Workshop; Building Capacity to Undertake Pest Risk Analysis; the development of a Handbook for the Management of Plant Disease Herbaria and Pathogen Collections for Developing Countries; the development of a manual on surveillance of plant pests; and a regional SPS capacity building program. 

30. Australia encouraged member economies to participate in the APEC Forum on Invasive Species being organized by the US and China that would be held in Beijing from 18-22 September 2005 (2005/ATCWG/025).
31.
Australia sought ATCWG’s support for the Fumigation Accreditation Scheme, which is being implemented in several APEC economies.  The project aimed to build capacity for economies to comply with the new international standard ISPM 15.  The Scheme offers significant savings for exporters and importers in those economies that adopt it.  The United States emphasized the importance of this initiative and undertook to contribute to its implementation within APEC.
32. Australia noted a number of animal health activities that were taking place.  Australian projects included work on Avian Influenza and a regional South East Asia Foot and Mouth Disease program.  USA projects included technical capacity building on Avian Influenza to several APEC economies; providing China’s Ministry of Agriculture with information on US systems used to conduct animal disease research; and a conference for human and veterinary medicine experts on Avian Influenza being hosted by the USDA-Agriculture Research Service, in collaboration with Chinese Taipei’s National Chung Hsing University.
33.
Chinese Taipei also briefed the meeting on the outcomes of the APEC Symposium on the Management of Golden Apple Snail (2005/ATCWG/18), which was held from 6-11 September 2004 in Taichung.
34.
Malaysia noted preparations for the Biosecurity Planning Workshop to be held from 15-20 August and encouraged all members to register as soon as possible. 

35. The Chair thanked Australia and the United States for their work in co-chairing this group and Malaysia and Chinese Taipei for hosting these activities.  The meeting also welcomed Australia’s initiative to implement a Fumigation Accreditation Scheme in several APEC economies targeted at controlling exotic timber pests and diseases associated with timber packaging, dunnage and timber or cane products.
36.
In summary, the meeting noted the evaluation and progress reports for the Plant and Animal Quarantine and Pest Management sub group and approved the Action Plan for this sub-group (2005/ATCWG/020).


E.
Cooperative Development of an Agricultural Finance System (Led by Japan and Chinese Taipei)

37.
Japan, on behalf of the Co-Shepherds of this priority area, presented the progress report (2005/ATCWG/026) on the priority area of the Cooperative Development of an Agricultural Finance System.  Japan also explained the difficulty in continuing the training course it has done.  In addition, Chinese Taipei sought endorsement from the group for a proposal to hold a Workshop on the Cooperative Development of Agricultural Financial Systems in 2006 (2005/ATCWG/047).
38.
In summary, the meeting noted the progress report and endorsed the draft work plan submitted by the new shepherds for this priority area (2005/ATCWG/057).  Participants welcomed the proposal by Chinese Taipei to hold a Workshop on the Cooperative Development of Agricultural Financial Systems in 2006.

F.
Agricultural Technology Transfer and Training (Led by Indonesia and Japan)
39.
Indonesia, on behalf of the Co-Shepherds presented the draft progress report and action plan (2005/ATCWG/0027-028) on the priority area of Agricultural Technology Transfer and Training.

40.
Indonesia reported on the outcomes of the Training Workshop on Agricultural Technology Transfer and Training (2005/ATCWG/029) held in Bandung in July 2004 and preparations for the APEC-funded seminar on Networking of Agricultural Technology Transfer and Training (2005/ATCWG/030) to be held in Jakarta, Indonesia from 28 November to 2 December 2005.  Indonesia also noted that it would be holding an APEC Farmers to Farmers Exhibition in association with the seminar.  All farmer organizations of APEC member economies were invited to participate in the Farmers to Farmers Exhibition.  Japan highlighted the positive impact the project had had on the dissemination of new technologies for farmers.
41.
In summary, the meeting endorsed the draft action plan (2005/ATCWG/028) and welcomed the preparations for the Seminar on Networking of Agricultural Technology Transfer and Training.

G.
 Sustainable Agriculture and Related Environmental Issues (Led by China, Japan, and Chinese Taipei)

42.
China presented the progress report (2005/ATCWG/031) and draft action plan for this priority area (2005/ATCWG/032).

43.
Vietnam reported on the outcomes of the APEC Regional Study on Gender and Globalization in Agriculture (2005/ATCWG/033).

44.
Japan presented the results of a self-funded study on Biomass Utilization for Sustainable Agriculture Production that illustrated the challenges and future directions for biomass utilization (2005/ATCWG/034).  Japan also indicated its intention to undertake further work in this area with the main focus on a case study on biomass utilization and its contribution to farming areas. 
     45.
In summary, participants endorsed the draft action plan and noted both the progress report and the evaluation report of the Sustainable Agriculture and Related Environmental Sub-Group. 
AGENDA ITEM VII:
Review of the Scope of the ATCWG’s Activities and all aspects 
of its operations including the priority areas.  

46. Australia reported on the outcomes of the small group (Thailand, United States, Canada, Japan, Korea, Australia, Chinese Taipei and China) that had reviewed the ATCWG’s terms of reference, subgroup structure, objectives and current and likely future priorities in light of the potential impact of APEC’s Food Safety Action Plan; work on alien invasive species; marketing; and ABAC’s recommendations.  The small group noted the need to avoid duplicating work being undertaken elsewhere in APEC and the need to align the work of these sub-groups with other APEC activities.  It was also important to demonstrate that the ATCWG was responsive to business concerns.
47. The meeting agreed with the recommendations of the small group and retained the titles of Sub Groups A and B because these have a different focus and undertake different activities.  The meeting also noted the need for greater differentiation between the work of the HLPDAB and the RDEAB.  The HLPDAB’s focus is setting policy and strategic directions, whereas RDEAB’s focus is on technical cooperation and capacity building.  The meeting also encouraged a high level of co-ordination between the HLPDAB and RDEAB, including regular reporting between both groups and cross-participation.  

48. The meeting requested members of Sub Group C to review their objectives to enhance the ‘marketing’ focus and consider ABAC’s recommendations.  It was also suggested that consideration be given to organizing some specific activities such as identifying barriers to the marketing of agricultural products and the implications of bilateral trade arrangements on agriculture.  The sub-group is to respond to the Secretariat by end of June.  
49. The meeting agreed to retain the title of Sub Group D and agreed to broaden the scope of the Sub Group to include food safety initiatives within the confines of the ATCWG’s terms of reference.
50. Groups E, F and G would retain their existing titles and scope of work.
AGENDA ITEM VIII:
Designation of new lead shepherd and shepherds of the priority 
areas for next 3 years
51. The meeting agreed to the following Shepherds (or Co-Shepherds) of the Priority Areas for the next three years will be as follows:
Sub-Group A: Chinese Taipei and Mexico (TBC)
Sub-Group B:
Korea

Sub-Group C:
USA and Japan

Sub-Group D:
USA and Australia

Sub-Group E:
Chinese Taipei, Korea and Thailand (TBC)  
Sub-Group F:
China, Indonesia and Japan

Sub-Group G: 
China, Chinese Taipei, Japan and the Philippines (TBC)

52. The Chair thanked Japan for its significant contribution to four areas of the ATCWG’s work over a number of years.  The meeting endorsed the recommendations of the ad hoc group and a revised Terms of Reference will be circulated by the Lead Shepherd by the end of June.
Lead Shepherd of ATCWG
53. Chinese Taipei and China nominated themselves for the position of Lead Shepherd of the ATCWG for the years 2006-2008. Chinese Taipei said that it was very willing to service member economies and offered the experience of being the first Lead Shepherd of the Group.  China noted its desire to contribute to the work of the ATCWG and indicate that this was the first time China had applied for the leadership of the ATCWG.  

54. After lengthy consultation, no consensus could be reached on either of the two nominations.  Korea agreed to accept a suggestion by Malaysia that it continue in the position of Lead Shepherd until the end of 2006.  This was accepted by the Group.  The Lead Shepherd would call for new nominations for the Group later this year and asked members to consult within their own governments regarding their willingness to nominate.  Any nominations would be faxed and e-mailed to all members by the Secretariat on behalf of the Lead Shepherd for their consideration.

AGENDA ITEM IX:
Action Plans for the Priority Areas 
55. The meeting endorsed the Action Plans for each of the seven Priority Areas. 

AGENDA ITEM X:
APEC Fund Seeking Project proposals for 2006 (Co-Chairs, overseer of each project) 
TILF Projects

56. On behalf of the Project Evaluation Group (PEG) the Secretariat reported that it had examined the six proposals seeking TILF funding 2005/ATCWG/035, 2005/ATCWG/036, 2005/ATCWG/045, 2005/ATCWG/046, 2005/ATCWG/048 and 2005/ATCWG/049.  Economies were invited to present their proposals seeking APEC funding.
57. Viet Nam outlined details of its proposal on APEC Trade Capacity Building for the Application of Sanitary and Phytosanitary Measures (2005/ATCWG/035) and agreed to work with the US and Australia to refine the proposal to take into account the comments by the PEG and to submit a revised proposal to the Secretariat by 15 July.

58. Viet Nam agreed to the suggestion by the PEG to work with US, Australia, China and Japan to revise the proposal Capacity Building for Implementation of Management Systems for Food Safety and Quality Control of Agri-Products in APEC (2005/ATCWG/036) and submit it for intersessional approval by the ATCWG and the BMC in October 2005 following the Food Cooperation Seminar in September 2005.  

59. Malaysia outlined its project on Market Liberalisation and its Relationship with the Market Structure, Conduct and Performance of Selected Food Processing Industries of APEC member economies ((2005/ATCWG/045).  China suggested the need to consider expanding the study to include developed economies.  Malaysia said that it would be better to focus the study on a small group of south-east Asian economies at this stage.  Developed economies would provide input on the results of the study.  Malaysia agreed to revise its proposal based on the comments from the PEG and submit a final proposal to the Secretariat by 15 July.  Brunei Darussalam agreed to consider co-sponsoring the project because it is consistent with the direction Brunei Darussalam is heading. 
60. The meeting welcomed Malaysia’s proposal on the Development of an Organic Certification Program for the Production of Fresh Organic Food Products for Adoption by APEC member Economies (2005/ATCWG/046).  The meeting noted that it was very similar to a project that had been submitted for TILF funding by China through the SCSC.  Malaysia agreed to work with China and, if possible, submit a joint proposal for funding to the BMC.  

61. On behalf of the Philippines, Canada introduced the proposal on Building Capacity in APEC Economies in Agricultural Biotechnology on Emerging Research, Extension and Development Issues (2005/ATCWG/049).  Canada agreed to ask the Philippines to submit a revised proposal that incorporated the comments from the PEG to the Secretariat by 15 July.
62. The meeting agreed to submit three projects for TILF funding with the following rankings subject to the projects being revised in line with the advice of the PEG:

1. Market Liberalization and its Relationship with Market Structure, Conduct and Performance of Selected Food Processing Industries of APEC Economies (Malaysia)
2. APEC Trade Capacity Building for the Application of Sanitary and Phytosanitary Measures (Viet Nam)

3. Building Capacity in APEC Economies in Agricultural Biotechnology on Emerging Research, Extension and Development Issues (The Philippines)

63. The meeting also agreed to consider intersessionally a revised proposal on Capacity Building for the implementation of Management Systems for Food Safety and Quality Control of Agri-Products in APEC (Viet Nam) for TILF funding based on the outcomes of the APEC Food Cooperation seminar at SOM III.

Operational Account projects

64. The meeting supported Indonesia’s proposal for a workshop on the Utilization of the ATT&T Networking System (2005/ATCWG/038) subject to it being strengthened to address the issues identified by the PEG in the Quality Assessment Framework.  The Chair noted that he had participated in previous seminars and asked economies to support the project.  Japan also noted its support for this project that would build on previous work.  Indonesia would be asked to submit a new version of the proposal to the Secretariat by 15 July. 
65. Korea outlined a proposal for a Workshop on Effective Genebank Management for Comprehensive National Framework of Plant Genetic Resources in APEC Member Economies (2005/ATCWG/048).  The meeting agreed that Korea would be given until 24 June to submit their final proposal to the Secretariat.  The PEG would evaluate the proposal using the Quality Assessment Framework (QAF) and rank the two Operational Account proposals by 30 June.  The ranking would be circulated to all member economies for endorsement by 7 July and the final proposals submitted to the APEC Secretariat by 15 July.

APEC Support Fund

66. Malaysia introduced its project on Capacity Building in Surveillance and Diagnosis for Leafminers, Thrips, Whiteflys and Mealybug Pests in Developing APEC Economies for Improved Market Access (2005/ATCWG/037).  Australia expressed its strong support for this project.  The PEG evaluated the proposal using the QAF and recommended ways that it could be strengthened before it was submitted to the APEC Secretariat by 15 July.
AGENDA ITEM XI:
ABAC’s recommendations (Co Chairs, APEC Secretariat) 
67. Members noted ABAC’s recommendations.  The ATCWG was also supporting initiatives by Malaysia and Australia to build capacity in marketing and to manage the implementation of FTAs involving trade in agricultural products, respectively.  ATCWG is also supporting the uptake of E-CERT amongst APEC economies.  E-cert is a web-based system for electronic health certification of agricultural exports that will facilitate trade in agricultural products and reduce transaction costs.  The Australian Fumigation Accreditation Scheme, that has been supported by the ATCWG, will also reduce business transaction costs.  Members also agreed to submit their IAP chapters on the APEC Food System this year.  Korea and Japan suggested that the group should wait until other APEC fora had responded to ABAC’s recommendation before undertaking any further action.  Japan pointed out that other APEC bodies also have responsibility to respond to ABAC’s recommendations. The Chair also requested that members contact him regarding any other points they have for responding to ABAC’s recommendations.
AGENDA ITEMS XII:

Management Issues 

A. Sharing Results of ATCWG Events among ATCWG members 

68. For sharing results of ATCWG events such as workshops among ATCWG members, the Co-Chairs asked organizers of events to submit summary reports to Lead Shepherd Office to circulate them among ATCWG members via e-mail.  The Secretariat was also interested in posting papers and training materials form ATCWG activities on the APEC website.   
B. Submission of Evaluation Reports and Nomination of members to the ATCWG’s Project Evaluation Group 
69. The Co-Chairs asked ATCWG members to submit evaluation reports (including Sex-disaggregated data) of not only APEC funded projects but also self-funded projects to contribute to further improvement of ATCWG activities.
70. The Members of the Project Evaluation Group were confirmed as: Australia, Canada, Japan, Malaysia, Korea and the United States.
C. Preparation of Documents in timely manner 

71. The Co-Chairs asked member economies to submit meeting documents in timely manner.

D. Updating the ATCWG Contact List and Communication 
72. Economies were requested to update their ATCWG contact list.  In order to obtain smooth communication among economies, each economy was requested to appoint at least two contact persons. Economies were encouraged to provide at least two e-mail addresses. Intercessional consultation will be made via e-mails.  

73. Viet Nam agreed to be the ATCWG’s Gender Focal Point.
E. Solution Sharing Network 

74. ATCWG agreed to participate in the online Solution Sharing Network being established by   APEC Secretariat at an appropriate time.

F. E-Cert
75. Australia updated the meeting on the adoption of E-cert.  E-cert is an APEC Pathfinder, under the charter of the Electronic Commerce Steering Committee (ECSC) (2005/ATCWG/055).  At the 8th meeting of the ATCWG, a short presentation was delivered outlining this important initiative, and members agreed to take an active role in supporting the adoption of E-cert amongst APEC economies to contribute to the success of this Pathfinder.  Australia noted that E-cert was mainly being used for meat trade but could be expanded to include other products, such as seafood and plant products.  Australia noted that the system had been demonstrated in several APEC economies including Korea, Thailand and Chinese Taipei.

76. Following the presentation the meeting agreed to:

a) Continue to assist E-cert implementation by raising awareness about E-cert with the appropriate officials in quarantine and inspection agencies, and encourage these officials to contact the Australian Quarantine and Inspection Service (AQIS) to discuss participation in an E-cert trial.  AQIS would be happy to provide interested members, by email or CD, with an information pack concerning the setting up the E-cert trial; and

b) Include as a standing agenda item, Progress Reports from members on their activities to assist E-cert uptake and/or outcomes from E-cert trials.

G. CAB International
77. The meeting approved the recommendation of the Small Group on Non Member Participation on the application by CAB International for Guest Status.  The APEC Secretariat will circulate to all ATCWG members, by 20 June, a letter that outlines CABI’s qualifications and experience against each of the specific requirements for guest members in APEC.  If no objection is received from any member economy by 31 July, CABI would automatically be given Guest Status.  
AGENDA ITEMS XIII:

Adoption of the Summary Report 

78. The summary report was accepted after comments were included in the revised report.
AGENDA ITEMS XIV: 

Other Matters 

A. Data and Place of the Next Meeting 

79. Viet Nam confirmed that it would host the next ATCWG Plenary Meeting in Ha Long City in June 2006.  The exact date would be advised as soon as possible.

B. Classification of Documents 
80. The meeting agreed that documents 000, 003, 035, 036, 037, 038, 045, 046, 047, 048, 049, 050 and 052 would be restricted.  Document 003 may be made public depending on the outcome of CABI’s application.  The proposals seeking APEC funding could be made public after the conclusion of the BMC meeting.
C. Explanation of the Field Trip from Host 

81. Korea briefed the schedule of the field trip to Rural Development Administration and Korean Folk Village on June 17. 
AGENDA XV:  
Closure of the Meeting 

82. Participants expressed appreciation for the leadership shown by the Co-Chairs, and for the meeting arrangements made by Korea. 

