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Summary Report

The 14th Annual Meeting of the APEC Agricultural Technical Cooperation Working Group (ATCWG) was held from 17-19th of June, 2010, in Beijing. P. R. China. The meeting was attended by 54 participants from 17 economies: Australia; Brunei Darussalam; Canada; Chile; the People’s Republic of China; Indonesia; Japan; the Republic of Korea; Malaysia; Mexico; Papua New Guinea; Philippines; Singapore; Chinese Taipei; Thailand; the United States of America and Viet Nam. The Program director of APEC Secretariat, Mr. Phanpob Plangprayoon and the director of APEC Policy Support Unit, Mr. Philip Gaetjens also attended the Meeting.

Opening Remark:

As the Chair of the Meeting, Mr. Huajun Tang, the Lead Shepherd welcomed everyone and thanked the P. R. China for organizing this meeting in such a short time. He wished for a fruitful discussion. Mr. Ying Wang, the Director General of Department of International Cooperation of Ministry of Agriculture of China, Mr. Yiyang Huang, the Division director of Department of International Organization and Conference of Ministry of Foreign Affairs of China, and Mr. Phanpob Plangprayoon, Program Director of APEC Secretariat made opening speeches. 
The Meeting expressed its thanks for the tremendous efforts made by P. R. China in organizing this annual meeting in such a short time.

1. Overview of recent APEC activities

Japan briefed on key APEC Priorities for Japan year, and highlighted the importance of Food Security. APEC Secretariat briefed on the APEC Food System, Ministerial and Leaders instructions on Food Security and the SOM process on Food Security

2. ATCWG operating practice

 Lead Shepherd reported the project submission results of ATCWG projects in the last two submission sessions.

APEC Secretariat briefed on the new project submission process and noted as follows: 

· BMC has agreed to trail a new approach to proposal selection and introduce Concept Notes as a tool to de-link priority and quality. 
Relevance of the project was noted as the most important criteria at the stage whereby the Concept Note is being considered at the fora level. If a project is not relevant, even if it is well-written and justified, it will not get approved by the BMC. It is important to note how all proposals fit into the ATCWG workplan. ATCWG members can help project proponents establish and spell out more clearly when the activity in question is part of the ATCWG work plan. 
The economies expressed their willingness to better understand the new project submission process.
There was no consensus on the establishment of the Steering Committee which was proposed by the Lead Shepherd office for project quality improvement. The Meeting agreed that instead, a task force of experts should be established to improve project proposals from ATCWG, prior to their submission to the APEC Secretariat.

3. ATCWG strategic direction and work program

1) Based on the recommendation of SCE, the Lead Shepherd Office revised ATCWG’s TOR together with the APEC Secretariat for the meeting’s consideration. There was a consensus among the economies that the TOR should be updated to reflect new challenges. The Meeting also agreed that the TOR should be durable and the scope of activities should not be too specific in order to accommodate future new APEC priorities. The Chair noted that the TOR will be amended based on the discussions of the meeting and a revised text will be circulated to members for inter-sessional approval.

2) The Meeting reviewed the annual Work Plan which had been approved by SCE at SOM 1 earlier this year. 

3) The Meeting agreed that a task force should be set up to work on formulating the multi-year work plan and also served for other important issues, for instance, e-consultation on concept paper, TOR and other important documents.

4) The meeting agreed on the importance of formulating a multi-year work plan to enable better long-term planning for ATCWG activities. The Meeting agreed that the multi-year work plan will be drafted by the task force which shall work closely with the Lead Shepherd Office and the APEC Secretariat. Draft texts shall be circulated to members for comments later on. The Meeting agreed that submission of the multi-year work plan to SCE be delayed until after the first Ministerial Meeting on Food Security in October to take into account the ministerial instructions related to ATCWG. 

5) The Meeting agreed that there should be alignment between the TOR, annual work plan and multi-year work plan.

6) The Meeting discussed the potential to establish an ATCWG website. It was in general agreed that it’s necessary to establish a website, which will enable APEC member economies to exchange knowledge related to agriculture technology, and will ensure that the knowledge created is effectively shared and used in the APEC region. However, there were some concerns: 1) what is the format and which kind of information should be included; 2) How to incorporate with other information sharing platforms; 3) How to maintain the website. The meeting agreed to leave this topic open for discussion at the next meeting. 
4. ATCWG projects

1) The project overseers reported the outcome of two implemented projects namely “2010 Quarantine Regulators Meeting” (Australia) and “Workshop on Agricultural Land Use and its Effect in APEC Member Economies” (P. R. China).

2) The project overseers reported the work plan of two new approved projects namely “ATCWG02/2010A: Workshop on Ease of Doing Business in the Agricultural Sector” (USA) and ATCWG03/2010A: Enhancing Food Security through a Regional Approach and Wide Stakeholder Participation to Plant Biosecurity (Malaysia)

3) Five project proponents from China, Chinese Taipei, Indonesia, Thailand and the United States briefed the meeting on their respective project proposals. The meeting noted the importance in working closely with the related fora according to the contents of project. The meeting agreed that the deadline of third round submission of project concept notes to the APEC Secretariat would be Aug. 15, 2010.
5．Support for APEC Ministerial Meeting on Food Security

1) Japan briefed the meeting on progress in the preparation for the APEC Ministerial Meeting on Food Security (Japan). The meeting appreciated the tremendous and concrete efforts made by Japan.

2) Chinese Taipei briefed the meeting on the APEC Food Security Forum, which will be held in August in Chinese Taipei. This forum will be back to back with the APEC project “ATCWG02/2010A: Workshop on Ease of Doing Business in the Agricultural Sector “(USA). Chinese Taipei also briefed on the proposed “Action Plans on APEC Food Security” which will be discussed on the above mentioned workshop. The Meeting noted that the outcome of this workshop should be a valuable input for the recommendation by ATCWG to the Ministerial Meeting on Food Security.

3) USA briefed the meeting on a concept paper on Food Security from the ATCWG, which was drafted by USA & P. R. China jointly. Some concrete comments on the content of concept paper were made by members. The Lead Shepherd suggested the revised version should be circulated to members after the meeting, and the final version be submitted to the Ministerial Meeting no later than end of July. The meeting noted that currently no other APEC fora, other than ATCWG, are submitting concept papers to the Ministerial Meeting on Food Security.   
4) Australia made a presentation on “the role of developed economies in ensuring food security in the APEC region”, focussed on the key elements of Australia’s response.

5) Thailand made a presentation entitled “What are the capacity building needs and challenges for developing economies”.

6) Mr. Philip Gaetjens from APEC Policy Support Unit made a presentation on “Improving Food Markets in APEC Economies: Can the cost of food be lowered?” 
6. APEC Secretariat Report

The APEC Secretariat gave a more detail presentation on the new project approval process as a follow-up to questions raised on an earlier presentation, a day earlier, on the same subject matter. The briefing included the development and submission phase, prioritization phase, quality phase and implementation phases. 
7. Date and Venue for the 15th ATCWG Annual Meeting

The Meeting discussed the date and venue for the next annual meeting. USA expressed their willingness to host the 15th annual meeting; however, the final confirmation should be informed to ATCWG within a month.
Chinese Taipei expressed their support to USA as the host of the 15th annual meeting. They also claimed that if USA could not make offer at due time, Chinese Taipei would like to be an option.
There was no consensus on setting up a rule to select the host economy on the annual meeting, though some economies noted that it may be advantageous to have the annual meeting near the time of SOM1 in order to discuss and align with APEC wide priorities early in the project submission process. The meeting agreed to leave this topic open for discussion at the next meeting. The APEC Secretariat also informed the meeting that in response to the recommendation of the Independent Assessment Report for ATCWG and High Level Policy Dialogue on Agricultural Biotechnology (HLPDAB) to merge, SCE has instead suggested that ATCWG and HLPDAB work closer and hold back-to-back meetings. 

8. Field Trip

Participants attended a Field Trip to view a hydroponic farming system.

