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Introduction

The meeting was organised in Surabaya, East Java, Indonesia, on 09 – 11 April 2013. It was attended by the Senior Officials from the Governments, and representatives from academicians and private sectors from 21 Members of APEC, as well as guests from ABAC and the Association of Pacific Rim Universities (APRU). The full list of delegation is attached as ANNEX 1.
Day 1, April 9, 2013

AGENDA ITEM 1: OPENING CEREMONY
1. Prof. Dr. Amin Soebandrio, the Deputy Minister for Science and Technology Network, the Ministry of Research and Technology (RISTEK) and as the Chair of PPSTI, welcomed the APEC delegation. He briefly explained the new mandate of PPSTI, the PPSTI agenda, as well as the field trip program for 12 July 2013 to PT PAL Indonesia (the Indonesian Shipyard Company), a primary force for national maritime-industry development and to the Institute of Tropical Diseases (ITD), Airlangga University. 

2. HE Ambassador Wahid Supriadi, Alternate SOM Chair and HE Prof. Dr. Ir. Gusti M. Hatta, MSi, Minister for Research and Technology, explained the 2013 APEC Theme, which is ‘Resilient Asia-Pacific, Engine of Global Growth’.  Three important issues that should be prioritized in 2013 APEC are (i) Attaining the Bogor Goals, (ii) Achieving Sustainable Growth with Equity, and  (iii) Promoting Connectivity.   
3. HE Minister Gusti M. Hatta expressed his appreciation to PPSTI members for trusting Indonesia to become the 1st Chair of PPSTI.  He also congratulated the hard-working group of PPSTI members, as PPSTI was transformed from the former APEC Industrial Science and Technology Working Group (APEC ISTWG), in order to face the dynamic of global challenges.  
4. He also emphasized that as the new group of PPSTI, members are challenged to show their roles in creating policies to manage STI results, including to promote and to commercialize the STI products. As STI products should be considered as important keys and solutions for accelerating not only the regional economic growth, but also the global world economy; therefore he expected PPSTI members would be able to (i) to identify appropriate structure for the group, (ii) to emphasize roles of Academicians-Business-Government (ABG), as well as (iii) to formulate the concrete mid- and long term action plans of PPSTI.  In short, he wished that the PPSTI members would be able to produce ‘Policy recommendations on STI’, in the areas that would be their communal internets, such as green industries, ocean development, food – energy – water sustainability (FEWS).  
5. HE Minister GMH also shared information on the Indonesian National Science and Technology Policy in Indonesia, for the period of 2010-2014, which prioritizing seventh focused research areas.  Those seventh priority areas are (i) Food and agriculture, (ii) Health and medicine – including molecular biology, biotechnology (iii) Energy – including renewable and alternative energy, (iv) Information and Communication Technology (ICT), (v) Multi mode transportation, (vi) Advanced technology – including material technology, ie nanotechnology and (vii) Defense technology.  

6. In addition to those seventh areas, RISTEK also coordinates research, development and application for other nine priority areas as, which are (i) Sciences, (ii) Social and humanities, (iii) Pro-Poor technology, (iv)  Nuclear technology for safety purposes and its regulation, (v) Space technology, (vi) Maritime technology, (vii) Design and engineering technology, (viii) Earth, Geosciences and Climate Change, and (ix) Green Technology.  

7. Minister GMH also shared the information that RISTEK also have a task for coordinating seventh RD institutes, which are (i) The Indonesian Institute of Sciences (LIPI), The Agency for the Assessment and Application of Technology (BPPT), The National Nuclear Energy Agency (BATAN), The Nuclear Energy Regulatory Agency (BAPETEN), The National Standardization Agency (BSN), The Geospatial Information Agency (BIG), The National Aeronautic and Space Agency (LAPAN).  Other institutions which are also under Ristek coordination are (i) The Eijkman Molecular Biology Institute, (ii) The National Science Center (Pusat Peraga Iptek) TMII, and (iii) The National S&T Center (PUSPIPTEK).   

8. Minister GMH also welcomed the efforts of PPSTI to continue to award the APEC Prize for Science, Innovation, Research and Education (ASPIRE).  He shared that the Indonesia host year nominating theme is “Sustainable Ocean Development,” and announced that he would be awarding the ASPIRE on July 1 at the 2nd PPSTI meeting in Medan.

AGENDA ITEM 2: BUSINESS ARRANGEMENT AND ADOPTION OF THE AGENDA 
9. The Chair of PPSTI, Prof. Amin Soebandrio (Indonesia) explained the flow of the meeting and invited comments to the proposed agenda. The Meeting then adopted the revised agenda, as attached in ANNEX 2.
AGENDA ITEM 3: ELECTION of the 2nd Vice-Chair PPSTI

The meeting endorsed Dr. Shinji Tokumasu (Director of International Affairs, METI) as the 2nd Vice Chair PPSTI. Prof. Amin Soebandrio then invited the Governing Board of PPSTI (Vice-Chair-1 Mr. Liu Jun – China, Vice-Chair2: rDr. Shinji Tokumasu – Japan, Mr. Nicholas Brooke, Principle Advisor of ABAC), to join him in co-chairing the meeting.
AGENDA ITEM 4: PRESENTATION OF APEC PPSTI ACTIVITIES IN 2013
	 4.1.
	Discussion on the draft agenda for the APEC Chief Science Advisors (CSA) Meeting 29 – 30 June 2013.


10. The APEC CSA Meeting will be jointly organized by Indonesia and New Zealand (NZ). The presentation was delivered by Ms. Karla Fallon, the Ministry of Business, Innovation and Employment - NZ, as appeared in Agenda Item 4.1 (2013/SOM2/PPSTI/020)
11. New Zealand explained that CSA would be an informal gathering of chief scientific advisors with strategic responsibilities in advising government at the most senior levels. CSA participants do not have from the Governmental side, and it is really depending on economy for selecting the representatives. The upcoming CSA meeting is aimed to share knowledge, strategies, and opportunities and to build relationship across the APEC Region. This event is prompted as a complementary to the APEC PPSTI, for opening opportunities for Senior Scientific Advisors to discuss scientific issues of importance to the region. 
12. The APEC CSA Meeting will be held in two days, 29 – 30 June 2013 in Medan, back to back with the 2nd Meeting of PPSTI, in the period of APEC SOM 3. The APEC CSA meeting will be jointly chaired by Prof. Amin Soebandrio as the Chair of PPSTI (Indonesia) and Prof. Sir Peter Gluckman (NZ CSA). Invitations addressed to PPSTI Member economies for participating the APEC CSA meeting, were already sent by them and SOM Chair Indonesia.  Therefore, Chair PPSTI reminded all economies to submit the name of CSA participants to APEC Secretariat, US and Indonesia.
13. Proposed CSA topics to be discussed:  
i. Science and Wider Government Policy; 
ii. Science, Technology and Risk Assessment; 

iii. Technology Transfer and Knowledge Translation; 
iv. Science Internationalisation; 
v. Common Science and Technology Issues in the Asia Pacific; 

vi. Practical Matters in the Science System. 
14. To the proposed topics, United States of America (USA) suggested to select only three topics and emphasized on the outcome of the CSA meeting. USA conveyed particular interest in the topics of Science and Wider Government Policy; Common Science and Technology Issues in the Asia Pacific; and Science Internationalisation with a focus on data sharing.  USA also suggested removing the topic of ‘Technology Transfer’ from the CSA Agenda. However, ABAC wished to have this topic is still maintained.
15. Malaysia conveyed its interests in the topics of “Science and Wider Government Policy” and “Practical Matters in the Science System” in the CSA Agenda. 
16. ROK appreciated if the CSA meeting could be organized effectively into one day meeting, instead of two days.
17. New Zealand informed the outcome of the meeting will be a recommendation report, which could be referred further by PPSTI Members. A more detail information of APEC CSA meeting will be developed soon, in collaboration with Indonesia and PD APEC PPSTI. Such information should be informed to PPSTI Members, to allow economy selecting appropriate participants for CSA meeting.  New Zealand further informed the desired outcomes of APEC CSA: 
· Reinforce senior science relations across the Asia Pacific
· Develop greater understandings that: foster inclusive innovation; enhance capacity to transform into business opportunities; enhance public policy, and assist in the creation of the next generation of knowledge workers.
· Advise whether there are areas where common work across APEC may be of value

· Share outcome of the CSA meeting with the PPSTI and report to SOM

· Consider the value of the meeting and recommend whether the CSA meeting should be repeated

18. Some of PPSTI economies requested more information on the appropriate representative of CSA whether he/she should be coming from Government, political institution, or private company - as in some of PPSTI economies they don’t have the CSA structure. New Zealand and Indonesia clarified this matter. Indonesia informed the Meeting that its CSA representatives will be the Chairmen of The Indonesian Academy of Sciences (LIPI), the National Innovation Committee (KIN) and National Research Council (DRN).  
19. Chair PPSTI also informed the meeting that invitations for APEC CSA were sent by SOM Chair APEC Indonesia, in addition to invitation signed by Prof. Amin Soebandrio (Chair of PPSTI) and Sir Peter Gluckman (New Zealand).  Indonesia then reminded PPSTI economies, who have not submitted the names of CSA representative to APEC Secretariat, are requested to do so.

Action Line:  PD PPSTI APEC Secretariat,

New Zealand and Indonesia
	4.2.
	Review Status of ASPIRE Prize (APEC Science Prize for Innovation, Research, and Education).


20. Indonesia shared a presentation of “The 2013 APEC Science Prize for Innovation, Research and Education” (ASPIRE). It was delivered by Ms. Nada Marsudi, Director of International S&T Network, RISTEK. Indonesia appreciated US for jointly hosting the 2013 ASPIRE in Medan, as this is a good opportunity for APEC PPSTI young scientists for promoting their achievement in science.
21. The selected theme of 2013 ASPIRE is “Sustainable Ocean Development”, which is aimed to promote environmentally and economically sustainable solutions for oceans and waterways.  The eligibility for applying to 2013 ASPIRE is for any citizen in APEC member economy, living in APEC region and under the age of 40 as of 31 December 2013. Completed information is available at the page of http://www.apec.org/aspire.  
22. Chair PPSTI requested PPSTI members to submit one nominee for the 2013 ASPIRE with the dead line on May 10 2013 to PD-PPSTI, US and Indonesia.  Selection phase will begin at 24 May 2013. The ASPIRE presentation and nomination packet are enclosed in the Agenda Item 4.2 (2013/SOM2/PPSTI 001 and 002).
Action Line: Programme Director (PD) of APEC PPSTI, 

Indonesia and US
AGENDA ITEM 5: PRESENTATIONS FROM GOVERNMENTS, ACADEMICIANS, AND BUSINESS SOCIETY – Session 1
23. The meeting noted that the presentation was delivered by Australia, Brunei Darussalam, Canada, People's Republic of China, Hong Kong - China, Indonesia, Japan, Republic of Korea, Malaysia, New Zealand, the Philippines, Russia, Chinese Taipei, Thailand, the United States of America, and Viet Nam. 
24. Additional presentations to the Member Economies’ were from ABAC-Hongkong and the Association of Pacific Rim Universities (APRU).
	5.1.
	Australia


25. The Meeting noted that the presentation entitled “Australia:  STI policy and funding overview” was delivered by Ms. Marie Grealy, the Department of Industry, Innovation, Climate Change, Science, Research, Technology and Education, Australia. Her presentation is appeared in Agenda Item 5.
26. The Meeting noted the topics of presentations among others:
vii. Institutional research system (Major Australian Government Departments, Coordinators, Academies, Funding);
viii. Major research agencies;

ix. Research councils;
x. Budget allocation;
xi. Performance indicators;
xii. Key Australian Science, 
xiii. Research and Innovation Policies;
xiv. Strategic Research Priorities, as well as

xv. Australia’s engagement in the region.
27.  Some key documents of Australia: National Research Investment Plan 2012; Industry and Innovation Statistic, A Plan for Australian jobs, and Australian in the Asian Country, a white paper. Australian engagement in Asia is mainly conducted by the Australia Center for International Agricultural Research (ACIAR), which is aimed among others for more rice production and maintaining sustainable agriculture.
	5.2.
	Brunei Darussalam


28. The Meeting noted that the presentation entitled “Science & Technology, Research and International Division Ministry of Development” was delivered by Ms. Rosita Abdullah, as appears in Agenda Item 5.   She informed on The Brunei Darussalam vision in 2035, which is to be the top 10 nations for the best of quality of life. One of the efforts for achieving this vision is by establishing the NSTC, under the Ministry of Development in 1994. Main research concern areas in Brunei Darussalam are Biodiversity and Agriculture, but other prioritized research areas, such as energy, environment and sustainability, health care and health services, ICT and automation are also conducted.
29. The Meeting was informed on the following topics:
xvi. Brief Description about Brunei Darussalam; 
xvii. Scenario of S&T Development (Structure of Brunei STI System/Roles and Responsibilities, Budget); as well as 
xviii. S&T Priority Areas (energy, environment and sustainability, healthcare/health services, ICT and automation, and food security).
	5.3.
	Canada


30. Mr. Daniel Dufour from Canada presented “Science, Technology
and Innovation: Strategy and Areas of Focus - Government of Canada”. His presentation is appeared in Agenda Item 5. 
31. Canada informed the meeting that innovation is a cross cutting issue in Canada. It is supported by the Federal S&T policy, involving coordination from various entities in strong framework of cooperation.  Green Energy is one of example which shows an excellent cooperation amongst Canadian Government, the Business society and Department of Higher Education. 

32. Priority research areas in Canada, among others are (i) Environment, (ii) Natural disaster and Energy, (iii) Health and Life Sciences, and (iv) ICT. Canada also suggested that PPSTI should focus on STI challenges with commonalities amongst APEC economy.

33. The topics presented were
xix. Federal S&T System in Canada (budget and institutions, relevant institutions, tax incentive);

xx. Federal S&T Strategy;

xxi. Recent Priority Areas;

xxii. Examples of Activity Implementation of Federal S&T Strategies;

xxiii. Next steps for increasing government attention, as well as

xxiv. Areas of interest for PPSTI work.

	5.4.
	People's Republic of China (PRC) 


34.  Mr. Jun Liu from MOST China presented STI Priorities in China. The presentation is appeared in Agenda Item 5 (2013/SOM2/PPSTI/016). 

35. Chinese topics of presentation:
xxv. STI policies (National S&T Development Plan, Priority Fields, Frontier Technologies Research, Strategic Emerging Industries, National R&D Programmes);

xxvi. R&D investment (Fiscal and Financial Policies, R&D Investment);

xxvii. STI performance indicators.

36.  Chinese STI priority areas, amongst other are (i) Clean energy and environment, (ii) Agriculture and public health, (iii) Key technologies to upgrade industrial structure and develop hi-tech industrial, and (iv) Basic and frontier research. 
37. China has a strong connection amongst the Academia (research), Private Sector (enterprises), and Government. China also suggested that PPSTI should open communication with APEC SME Chair, as PPSTI is a platform for APEC community in the future.
	5.5
	Hong Kong - China


38. Hong Kong, China (HKC) delivered two presentations: (i) Innovation and Technology Development in Hong Kong, China by Mr. Terence Chan, Assistant Commissioner, Innovation and Technology Department and (ii) Commercialisation of Innovation and Technology, the Hong Kong, China Model, by Mr. Nicholas Brooke, Chairman, Hong Kong Science and Technology Parks Corporation. 

39. HKC shared challenges in promoting R&D. However, the Government aims to reinforce the innovation and technology (IT) sector as an impetus for economic growth, as well as spearhead Hong Kong’s drive to become a world-class, knowledge-based economy. The strategy is to leverage Hong Kong’s uniqueness to create a vibrant ecosystem for all key players (including the Government, industry, academia and research sectors) to interact under a favourable environment characterised with excellent software and hardware support. The full material is appeared as the Agenda Item 5 (2013/SOM2/PPSTI/018).

40. The chairman of Hong Kong Science and Technology Park Corporation (HKSTP), Mr. Nicholas Brooke, presented topics of statutory corporation which was established in 2002, key role in developing HKSTP, public/private initiative. He informed the Meeting that Hong Kong Government provides land and funding support for basic hardware of innovation and technology, e.g. buildings, related facilities and major items of technical equipment and software.
41. HKSTP vision is transforming innovation and technological advancement into value creation that benefits Hong Kong, Mainland and the world. Its mission: in propelling Hong Kong towards a world-class hub for selected technologies, to provide facilities, services and a dynamic environment that enable companies to nurture ideas, innovate and develop. HKSTP is also creating clustering synergy of Information Technology and Telecommunication, Electronic, Green Technology, Biotechnology and Precision Engineering. HKSTP Phase 3 has an objective to establish Hong Kong as the Green Tech Hub.
	5.6.
	Indonesia


42. DR. Husein Avicenna Akil, Director of RD Center, the Indonesian Institute of Sciences (LIPI) – Indonesia presented ‘The Status Science, Technology, and Innovation in Indonesia”. His presentation is attached in Agenda Item 5 (2013/SOM2/PPSTI/013). 
43. Topics elaborated in his presentation, covers 
xxviii. S&T Policy and Development Strategy;
xxix. Infrastructure for S&T;
xxx. Human Resources Involved in R&D;
xxxi. Expenditure for R&D;
xxxii. S&T Outputs;
xxxiii. Areas of Strength in S&T (including medicine, health);
xxxiv. Capability for S&T Human Resource Development in Higher Education Institutions.
xxxv. Major Contributors to GDP

xxxvi. Major Exports

xxxvii. Major Trading/Economic Partners in ASEAN and other Country.

44. He also suggested the establishment of “APEC STI Service Centre” to harness and develop integration of APEC’s Members Economies of human capital management, financial investment, and IP exchange, should be considered in the future.
AGENDA ITEM 6: PRESENTATIONS FROM GOVERNMENTS, ACADEMICIANS, AND BUSINESS SOCIETY – Session 2

	5.7.
	Japan


45. Dr. Shinji Tokumasu, Director for International Affairs Office, Industrial Science and Technology Policy and Environment Bureau, the Ministry of Economy, Trade and Industry (METI), delivered a presentation entitled “Japan’s Science, Technology and Innovation Policy”.  
46. The heading topics of the Japanese presentation were:
xxxviii. S&T Basic Law and S&T Basic Plans;
xxxix. Formulation of the 4th S&T Basic Plan;
xl. Major Features of the 4th S&T Basic Plan;
xli. Overview of the 4th S&T Basic Plan; and
xlii. Transition of Japan’s S&T Budget in the 2000s.
47. In his presentation, he explained more information on the formulation of the 4th S&T Basic Plan (2011-2015).  Basically, it is from discipline-oriented to issue-driven approach, and it is really drastic enhancement of basic research. This 4th ST Basic Plan is to promote integration of ST and innovation performance.
	5.8
	Republic of Korea


48. The Meeting noted that Korean delivered a presentation material, entitled “Creative Economy Initiative of the Korean Government: Characteristics and Implications”, brought by Mr. Myung-Jin Lee, as appears in Agenda Item 5. The main point Mr. Myung-Jin Lee brought were to overview the recent STI policy trend stipulated the Administration of Park Geun-Hye that highlights in focus strategy in creative economy.
49. He then shared the Park Geun-Hye Government proposed the job-centered creative economy as the first priority national task in order to realize its vision, the new era of happiness and hope for the nation. The ROK Government stressed that the first priority national task is to cultivate the creative economy through science technology as follows, by adopting ecosystem-creation R&D as a new paradigm for science technology policies and creating new industries through convergence among science technology, ideas and imagination.
50. Some principle strategies in defining the creative economy are: New growth engine, Resolution of social issues, Use of practical technology, Science technology service, Mega and strategic technology-based industry.

51. After the concept of the creative economy was unveiled on December 2012, seven implementation strategies and key national tasks were proposed in February 2013, including 6 sub strategies and 41 national tasks related to the creation of the job-centred creative economy. Those seven implementation strategies are including:

I. Apply national happiness technologies across all industries to create new markets and jobs.

II. Cultivate the software industry into a new growth of engine.

III. Realize a creative government through opening and sharing.

IV. Korea, the nation for business start-ups.

V. Establish a recruiting system where ability come before school title, in line with the creative economy

VI. Kick off the K-move project to let Korean youth lead the world.

VII. Establish the Ministry of Future, Creation and Science

	5.9
	Malaysia


52. The Meeting noted that Malaysia delivered a presentation material with the title of “STI Priorities: National STI Policies, R&D Funding & Performance Indicators”, as appeared in Agenda Item 5.
53. The main topics covered in Malaysian presentation were:
xliii. STI Policies (progress in national level);
xliv. Framework for the National Policy on Science, Technology and Innovation (2013-2020);
xlv. R&D Funding;
xlvi. STI Performance Indicators (competitiveness, researchers (FTE) per 10,000 labour force, number of patents granted, publication of paper;
	5.10
	New Zealand


54. Ms. Karla Fallonn from the Ministry of Business Innovation Development (MBID) presented the material entitled “New Zealand’s science and innovation ecosystem and science-led economic growth”. The presentation is attached in Agenda Item 5.
55. Topics presented in NZ presentation
1. Business Growth Agenda;
2. New Zealand’s Innovation Profile

3. GERD  and BERD in OECD

4. Building Innovation focuses on seven areas

5. The government side of the science and innovation system

6. New Zealand strategy in investing research
7. Eight crown (government) research institutes, seven centres of research excellence, eight universities.

8. Various research related to different crops, soil, conditions and climates
9. New Zealand incubators

10. The National Science Challenges

11. Challenge topic area

12. Callaghan Innovation

	5.11
	The Philippines


56. The Meeting noted that the Philippines brought a presentation material entitled “Thrusts: 2013 and Beyond”, presented by Dr. Mario V. Capanzana as appeared in Agenda Item 5.
57. The presentation material above came with sub heading titles among others:
xlvii. Organisational mandate of the Department Of Science and Technology (DOST);
xlviii. S&T Main Programmes (poverty alleviation and climate change);
xlix. Philippine National Innovation Strategy.
	5.12
	Russia


58. The Meeting noted that Russia delivered presentation as attached in Agenda Item 5.  

59. The main points the presentation discussed were among others:

l. Main issue in the uneven population and productivity level across the country; 
li. Priority fields in the technological development;
lii. Government organisational structure and relationships related to the issue of Russia’s modernisation and innovation development;
liii. Prioritising in the joining global supply chains, 
liv. Key Indicators and Goals, and 
lv. Information on Russian Venture Company (RVC).
	5.13
	Chinese Taipei


60. The Meeting noted that Chinese Taipei delivered three presentations as attached in Agenda Item 5:
(i) An overview of Science, Technology, and Innovation Programmes in Chinese Taipei”, by Dr. Willis T. Lin  (No 2013/SOM2/PPSTI/004).

(ii) Expected Role for the Private Sectors and Academia - A Snapshot of the outreach of Feng Chia University” by DR. CY Chu All (No 2013/SOM2/PPSTI/005).
(iii) From Innovation to the New Applications and Services - ICT Industry in Chinese Taipei, by Cindy Chen (No 2013/SOM2/PPSTI/006)
61. Dr. Willis T Lin informed the meeting the Five Chinese Taipei priorities programs which are (i) networked communication, (ii) intelligent electronics, (iii) nanotechnology, (iv) bio-pharmaceuticals, (v) energy. He also informed the challenges of STI development are (i) closing the discovery gaps; (ii) closing the technology gaps, as well as (ii) closing the business gap. Strategic programs implemented are (i) closer ties between universities and industry, (ii) entrepreneurial program (2013-2015), (iii) seed fund program.
62. Dr. Cy Chu explained more information of Feng Chia University (FCU) on (i) organization and objectives, (ii) service and focused industry, (iii) FCU academic spin-off model, (iv) establishment of Epotech Composite Corp and Advanced Nano Tech. Inc. FCU also received awards as outstanding incubator in the year of 2005 and 2010, as well as an outstanding incubator manager of 2004. He also identified gap between academia and private sectors, as well as gap between academic research and industrial application.  Some suggested actions in the future will cover (i) flexible cooperation system as the driving force, (ii) mechanism to encourage and stimulate development, and (iii) establishing centers/platform to facilitate academic and private sectors connections.
63. Ms. Cindy Chan presented the global mega trends, the policy support, the ICT micro trends, the mobility drives the change of ICT, new applications and service. She further informed the meeting on the creation of a better life by ICT technologies, a service – based application ecosystem, and the open innovation system of ICT industry.  In her last presentation she stated the importance of ICT makers’ capabilities extend from manufacturing to product concept, design and services.
	5.14
	Thailand


64. The Meeting noted that Thailand brought a presentation material titled “STI of Thailand in Overview” as appears in Agenda Item 5  

65. The main points of the presentation were among others:
lvi. The profile of Thailand in term of economy and competitiveness;

lvii. Thailand’s R&D Investment (R&D expenditure);
lviii. S&T new enrolment (student recruitment);
lix. Technology Balance of Payment;
lx. STI Public Organisation of Thailand;
lxi. National STI Policy & Plan of Thailand (framework, strategy, relevance to industry and social issues).
	5.15
	The United States of America (USA)


66. The Meeting noted that USA delivered two presentations of (i) U.S. Science, Technology, and Innovation Priorities, by Ms. Christin Kjelland and (ii) Harnessing Science, Technology and Innovation through STEM+ Education and Entrepreneurship Programs, by Ms. Elizabeth Hernandez from the Hewlett-Packard (HP) representing a private sector. The presentations were attached in Agenda Item 5.  
67. US shared its commitment to Science by referring to HE President Barack Obama’s statement on February 12, 2013 which emphasizes among others on ‘the job creating investments in science and innovation’, as well as ‘the importance to reach a level of research and development not seen since the height of the Space Race’. His full statement is appeared in Agenda Item 5 (N0 2013/SOM2/PPSTI/009).
68. The main topics that were discussed among others are
lxii. The President’s mandate in innovation;
lxiii. U.S. Federal Research by Agency (and its budget allocation progression);
lxiv. A Strategy for American Innovation
69. On behalf of US PPSTI private sector representative Chris Whitney (Managing Director, HP Labs Singapore), Elizabeth Hernandez (VP, Government Relations, Asia Pacific and Japan, HP) delivered a presentation on Hewlett-Packard’s efforts to promote innovation through encouraging STEM education (HP LIFE and the HP Catalyst Initiative), noting its impact on future innovation and competitiveness in the region . The presentation emphasized that collaboration  among governments, academia and the private sector is critical to truly leverage science and technology and create an ecosystem of innovation in the Asia Pacific Region region.  
	5.16
	Viet Nam


70. The Meeting noted that Vietnam brought a presentation material titled “Science, Technology and Innovation in Vietnam”, delivered by Mr. Nguyen Hoang Hai as appears in Agenda Item 5.  
71. The main points of the presentation were among others:

i. Highlights on government’s efforts in the field of STI;
ii. STI performance of the academia and business;
iii. Government plan up to 2015 (socio-economic target);
iv. STI priorities (strengthening research capabilities, supporting the business sector, and enhancing research-business linkage).
	5.17
	Association of Pacific Rim Universities (APRU)


72. The Meeting noted that ABAC brought a presentation material titled “APEC PPSTI & Asia Pacific Research Universities”, delivered by Mr. Christopher Tremewan PhD
Secretary General Association of Pacific Rim Universities (APRU), as appeared in Agenda Item 5.  

73. The main points of the presentation were among others:

lxv. Brief profile of APRU (members, history, mission, perceived opportunity);

lxvi. Strategic Framework 2012-2015 (Shaping Asia-Pacific Higher Education and Research; Creating Asia-Pacific Global Leaders; Partnering on Solutions to Asia-Pacific Challenges);

lxvii. History of relations between APRU and APEC.

AGENDA ITEM 7. BRIEFING FROM OTHER PARTS OF APEC SUB FOR INVOLVED IN PROMOTING POLICIES TO ENABLE INNOVATION AND COMMERCIALIZE RESEARCH/LINKAGE BETWEEN INNOVATION-RELATED DISCUSSION GROUPD IN APEC
74. PPSTI Members acknowledge the presentation given by Dr. Tjuk Eko Hari Basuki, from the Indonesian Ministry of Agriculture, the office of Chair of Policy Partnership on Food Security (PPFS), as attached in Agenda Item 7 (2013/SOM2/PPSTI/036).  He suggested that every working group in APEC should have a clear of TOR and guideline and shared his experience on PPFS structure and its working mechanism.
75. Representing Hong Kong, China, David Dodwell (ABAC Hong Kong staffer, Chief Executive, Strategic Access Ltd.) delivered a presentation containing his suggestions regarding the PPSTI’s engagement with the private sector. He noted that his presentation consisted of his personal views and was NOT an official ABAC position. 

76. In principle, David noted that the ABAC supported on the idea of inviting other APEC Foras but the structure of involvement of private sector in PPSTI must be needs to be clarified and altered if input is to be effective in the long term.  He noted ABAC concern on the current structure of PPSTI, and of a number of APEC economy officials, since this structure does not show a clear status of business members in PPSTI, nor does it underpin the standing of the Principal Advisor as a key bridge between the private sector and government officials. From this perspective, it seems that Business voices in PPSTI are uncoordinated, lacking a mechanism to develop a regional business view. Given that business views are often distinct from the views of government officials, there is also a need to resolve the question of whether a private sector participant in the PPSTI should be part of an economy delegation or not.

77. At this moment the Principle Advisor is unanchored to ABAC, to business members of PPSTI, or even to the broader Asian business community.  Indeed, the Principle Advisor’s authority as the regional business advisor is still not underpinned. So it is suggested in the future meeting of PPSTI-2 the future business role is discussed and refined.  

78. Status of the Principle Advisor should also be clarified. The objective of PPSTI must be clear, so no resources will be wasted in the future. For this PPSTI members agreed to strengthen the role of the private sector in PPSTI, ie for sharing the best practice; but the current lack of clarity over the role of the private sector results in confusion.  

79. Moreover, David also questioned whether ABAC should participate in the PPSTI in its own right as an independent party.  He suggested that  a new structure of PPSTI could be devised where the private sector’s role could be elaborated further, especially on the advantages of private sector involvement in PPSTI. For example, the Principle Advisor’s status and authority as a voice for the region’s business community should be more clarified and underpinned.  His personal view was that the voice should be a genuine regional voice of business, so PPSTI business members have opportunity to discuss and to agree on an issue. Moreover, there are logistical challenges in convening autonomous PPSTI Business representative meeting and controversial precedent in appointing the principle advisor as an ex officio ABAC Member, or as a formal advisor to ABAC.

80. In response to David’s concern, Malaysia suggested to identify PPSTI issues which are not really working. David restated his personal view  that TOR of PPSTI is unclear to private sectors; a clear deliverable by involving private sector should be produced.  PPFS shared the mechanism for nominating the Principle Advisor in its fora, so PPSTI could follow it.

81. Canada informed the meeting that PPSTI TOR was developed in Chinese Taipei, and basically PPSTI would like to be supportive ABAC’s objectives. It was suggested that the PPSTI should have one voice, assigning the Principle Advisor to be the contact person between PPSTI and ABAC.  
82. US supported Canada, as US experienced inviting the private sectors in the dialogue of certain issues, which are the common interests of APEC Members.

83. David expressed his personal concern that it is acknowledgeable PPSTI has critical mass of expertise, but he/she are not able /doesn’t have the opportunity to speak in ABAC forum. 

84. PPFS – Indonesia also shared the experiences that ABAC have numbers of expertise from PPFS in ABAC meeting/forum. Moreover, it is informed that PPFS Member economy designates its private economy in PPFS and one more is designated in ABAC.

AGENDA ITEM 8. DISCUSSION ON REORGANIZATION OF SUB GROUP OF PPSTI
85. The meeting noted Indonesian presentation on ‘Inputs for developing strategic action plan of PPSTI’, which covers on (i) common priority of STI areas, (ii) similar strategic STI programs amongst PPSTI members, (iii) proposed structure in PPSTI, and (iv)  developing strategic action plan. 
86. Indonesia suggested that in the future, APEC PPSTI should have its own independent budget of APEC Innovation Fund, like its experience with ASEAN Science Fund (ASF), in order to fund some principle works like developing of mid- and long-term works or PPSTI action plan for 3-5 years.  As US asked for more clarification, Indonesia elaborated more on its involvement in ASEAN Committee on Science and Technology (COST) and how ASEAN Members will develop its new ASEAN Plan of STI (APASTI) for 2016 – 2020. Indonesia then invited Brunei Darussalam to share its vision on developing APASTI 2016 – 2020, in ASEAN COST.
87. Brunei Darussalam strengthened Indonesian comments by explaining more on the history of ASEAN Science Fund (ASF) , and the possibility to also establish ASEAN Innovation Fund in the future, to support the future innovations happening in ASEAN Countries. Ms. Rosita explained that the ASF is from the contribution of trust fund of 10 ASEAN Member Countries, where each of Member should deposit 1 Million USD, so the capital of ASF is about 10 Million USD, which is deposited in the bank. At this moment, only interests of the ASF are allowed to be utilized for supporting the ASEAN activities.

88.  PD PSTI explained the meeting that SCE would like to have APEC PPSTI work plan by September 2013, and hopefully in APEC SOM I in China in 2014, PPSTI should be able to submit such work plan.

89. US suggested priorities for PPSTI Strategic planning, which are 
(i) Overarching strategic planning principles
· Identify outcome goals every 10 year period similar to other policy partnerships, i.e. what will ‘enabling environment for market-based innovation policy’ and ‘innovation capacity’ and ‘innovation cooperation’ - in the APEC region look like in 2023 as a result of PPSTI efforts.

· Identify key building blocks to achieving the vision

· Focus on two or three activities in our first years with a roadmap with two-year milestones/metrics

· Integrate work with OECD

· Introduce more rigorous project oversight
(ii)  Build research capacity
· Human Capital

· Science Integrity

· Research Infrastructure

· Data Sharing
(iii) Technology Commercialization
· Enabling Innovation Environments: example: identify and implement best practices, role implementing APEC Innovation Principles

· APEC Innovation Principles: example: implementing

90.  Malaysia supported US in looking for bigger issues of knowledge in PPSTI. The representative then suggested PPSTI members to focus on general issues faced by PPSTI members, while ROK stated that professional actors’ role should be more prioritized. Canada supported the ideas from US. Russia agreed with the efforts for promoting commercialization and proposed ‘sustainable environment’ and ‘technology investment’ should be considered in the new structure. 

91. Chinese Taipei supported idea of commercialization should be strengthened in the future discussion of PPSTI, while ABAC preferred on strategic framework of PPSTI should be strengthened. ABAC representative also shared the Road Map of Vision 2020, and suggested that 2009 ABAC declaration could be referred as references for PPSTI in formulating the new mid-long term work (strategic action plans)
AGENDA ITEM 9. APEC STRATEGIC PLANNING PROCESS by APEC TATF (Technical Assistance and Training Facilities) 
92. Ms. Heather Grell , USAID from APEC TATF presented the APEC Strategic Planning Process to PPSTI Members as attached as Agenda Item 9.

93. Her presentations covers on several topics, among others (i) the definition of strategic plan, (ii) how to define the strategic plan, (iii) what is the strategic plan, and (iv) fice key elements in strategic plan, which are (a) Vision Statement, (b) Mission Statement, (c) Objectives, (d) Critical Success Factors, (e) Prioritized Implementation Schedule.  The meeting was informed that a draft of strategic planning/mid- and long-term work/action plan, with the period of 5 years should be submitted on SOM-2 or at the latest at SOM-3. 
94. Indonesia informed the meeting that the National Innovation System, so called SINAS was also developed for five years period.  China emphasized that the importance of science, technology and innovation amongst PPSTI members, should be translated into technical cooperation and be expressed in the new strategic planning. Moreover, policy dialogue for formulating the new strategic planning of PPSTI should also be conducted. China also suggested tohave mid- and long-term of strategic planning, so there will be activities in the near future.
95. US suggested a small group to draft the vision statement and to determine the sub-group could be conducted in parallel with PPSTI-1 meeting, so by the end of the meeting PPSTI would have its vision statement and new sub-groups. Economies who joined the small group were Canada, China, Indonesia, Japan, ROK, Malaysia, New Zealand, Russia, USA, and the Principle Advisor of ABAC.
AGENDA ITEM 10. DISCUSSION THEMES FOR PPSTI DIALOGUE (Innovation Policy Dialogue –IPD and or Innovation Technology Dialogue – ITD)
96. US informed the meeting that the IPD was created during the APEC ISTWG era and suggested the evaluation of IPD will be conducted after PPSTI has its strategic plan. On the issue of ITD, US recommend it to insert such issue into a curriculum program. Moreover, strategic ways or a plan to involve private sectors into ITD, by involving senior members of private sectors is one of the ideas. Furthermore, examples of domestic investment STI, best practices, effective results from ITD could be used as references for APEC PPSTI Members.
97. Japan shared the idea on the public private partnership and academia cooperation.  In formulating the strategic planning, ABG should be involved. Japan also informed the meeting its future activities with Indonesia in 29/30 August 2013 titled “Promoting STI through ABGS amongst APEC regions” could be considered as one of ITD activity in 2013. Detail information of this event would be shared with PPSTI members in PPSTI-2 in Medan. Indonesia supported Japan and sharing the information on the original proposal of Japan, by focusing one of the energy technology topic into the activity in August 2013.
98. Malaysia commented on Indonesia – Japan future activities that technology parts should be inserted into the activity. USA and Canada informed the meeting on the possibility of not being able to send participant to the August event. China stated that both IPD and ITD should be fine to be continuously conducted.  Hong Kong, China suggested the PPSTI to consider a focused approach in following-up this initiative and avoid duplicating the work of other Sub-Fora.

99. USA expressed its gratitude to the support of Canada, HongKong China and Malaysia, and requested Russia to present the ITD activity results from last year’s ITD in Russia during 2013 PPSTI-2 meeting, as Russia is the pioneer in hosting ITD.

100. ROK supported the ideas for maintaining IPD and ITD, and recommended a specific topic should be determined in conducting such IPD and ITD activities, ie nanotechnology ITD/IPD was one of a good activity last year.
101. Viet Nam suggested small and medium enterprises (SME) should be involved in the next IPD/ITD activities.

Action Line: Indonesia, Japan, Russia, PD – PPSTI APEC Secretariat

AGENDA ITEM  11. Discussion on Concept Note and/or Approved Projects that may support PPSTI Strategic Planing and Policy Discussions.

APEC Member economies presented several numbers of completed, on-going and proposed projects and all of the presentations are appeared in Agenda Item 10.
11.1. APEC Network Building – Applied Space Technology Centers, presented by Mr. Oganes Targuylan.
11.2. APEC Smart City Industrial Technology Cooperation Forum, presented by China.
102. Malaysia appreciated the presentation from China and seeked for clarification on the type of people involved in this project. A recommendation for involving knowledge-based-residence into the project, could be considered later on, should in the future, a similar program would be implemented. China will consider Malaysian suggestion.
11.3. APEC Climate Center Project IST 01 12A Harnessing and Using Climate Information for Decision-making, presented by Ms. Nina Horstmann from ROK. 
103. She informed the meeting that the Center was established since 2004, as amongst APEC Regions, climate changes and agriculture are main communal issues. She also informed the meeting that in the last event was attended by 75 participants from several of APEC PPSTI members. Forty-seven (47) papers were presented during the four days, and two publications: an extended abstract book and a conference proceeding was published. She also informed excellent feedback from participants attending the meeting.
104. Identified future stapes to be taken:

· Follow up with participants requesting future collaboration on similar project themes

· Continue to foster the network built among participants groups

11.4. Establishment of APEC-VC Roadmap (2013-2017) and a Plan to vitalize APEC-Virtual Center Project

105. On the on-going project of PPSTI, ROK presented this project which was conducted since 1995 and is hosted by KEITI – ROK.  ROK also presented the project period extension from 2013 – 2017 and wish excellent participation from APEC PPSTI members to implement the project.

11.5.  The progress of APEC Mentoring Center for the Gifted in Sciences (AMCGS) program in 2013 
106. Prof. Sang Chun Lee (RoK) informed the AMCGS program, which will be conducted on July 22-27, 2013 in Kyungnam University, Changwon, ROK. He also informed participants from PPSTI members. He also highlighted some programs in the future activities, which are including (i) Special Lecturing of distinguished scholars, (ii) Oral description in poster presentation, (iii) Team-project implementation and presentation, and (iv) Publication of APEC Youth Scientist Journal.  He also requested PPSTI economy to recommend two female into this activities as it is based on gender concern. In addition, he also informed the former activities that could be seen from his presentation in Agenda Item 10.

Action Line: PPSTI Members and PD PPSTI – APEC Secretariat

11.6. Low Carbon Intelligent Operations for Textile Industry in APEC Economies
107. Chinese Taipei presented the on-going projects and showed a publication of this project. This project was conducted based on the 2010 APEC Economic Leader’s Declaration, which prioritizing energy as one of other main concerns in the world. The meeting appreciated the results of this activity.

11.7. Green Energy Demonstration System of Biological Technology for APEC was presented by Chinese Taipei.
11.8. APEC Cooperative Forum on Internet of Vehicles (IoV) and its Worldwide Application Implementation was presented by China
11.9. Advanced Co-Incubation Training Workshops was presented by China.
108. China informed the meeting the missions on the projects, which are (i) promoting cross-border development of incubates/SMEs, (ii) integrating regional incubation resources, (iii) enhancing  incubation service levels, (iv) catalyze regional economy. 

109. China also stated that the project have focus on several issues like (a) Capacity building, (b) Shared resources, (c) Region-focused partnership, (d) Joint Events, (e) Service Providers, and suggested to involve other International organizations to support this project.  China also informed the meeting that at present there are fifty three (53) incubators from 9 economies are network members, several activities were conducted to support this project, ie (i) Promotion at AABI Annual Meeting (October 2011), (ii) VIC Pitch in Hong Kong, China (November 2012), (iii) Co-incubation Base in Hong Kong, China (China 2012).
110. The meeting was also informed challenges identified in establishing ‘An Incubator’, such as:

· Service level needs to be improved

· Shared resources are required

· Incentives should be provided

· Events to be organized

· Co-incubation pilot bases to be established
111. China also proposed  a delivery model that could be applied in PPSTI members is a program of visiting experts, workshop on communal-selected theme, should any of the members are interested in collaborating with China on incubator issue.
AGENDA ITEM 12. NEW PROPOSED TOPICS/IDEAS OF DISCUSSION: an Indonesian Proposal 

112. Dr. Husni from the Agency for the Assessment and Application of Technology (BPPT) - Indonesia delivered a presentation titled ‘Region to Region Partnership (R2RP) and it is appeared in Agenda Item 10. In his presentation, he covered topics and methodology of RIS (Regional Innovation Systems) and Industrial Cluster Development. He also presented the model of system support for innovation in macro and micro level.
113. ROK and China appreciated Indonesian presentation and suggested Indonesia to become the initiator of this topic.  China further suggested Indonesian to follow up this idea and shared its experience in China, where there are some unbalanced developments in different regions in China, so China wishes to cooperate further on this issue.  Indonesia appreciated the comments and stated its readiness to formulate this idea into a concrete project that will be presented in PPSTI-2 in Medan.

Action Line: Indonesia, China, ROK

Day 3, 11 April 2013

114. Chair of PPSTI (Indonesia) presented three alternatives of PPSTI Vision Statement and suggested sub-groups of PPSTI. 
115. After accommodating inputs from PPSTI Members, the Meeting agreed on PPSTI Vision Statement, which is 
“By 2023, APEC will have achieved innovative growth through PPSTI’S efforts to develop policy recommendations and share best practices through collaboration amongst government, academic, and  private sector stakeholders to build science capacity, to promote an enabling environment for innovation and to enhance regional science and technology connectivity”
116. The meeting also agreed to have three Sub-Groups within PPSTI, which are
1. Building Science Capacity 
(STI capacity building, Science Integrity, Human Capacity and its related activities, Science Awareness, Technical Cooperation).
2. Promoting an Enabling Environment for Innovation 
(Financing issues, Tax policy, Incentives, Intellectual Property Protection, Innovation Ecosystem, Entrepreneurial Education, Science Park Development)

3. Enhancing Regional  Science and Technology Connectivity 
(Physical, Institutional, Human to Human, Regulation Coherence, Open Access, Data Sharing, Research Infrastructures,  Voluntary Market Driven Technology Dispersion) 
117.  The meeting was informed that Indonesia and USA will host the APEC Conference on Innovation and Trade in Medan, 28-29 June 2013, back to back with SOM III APEC. This conference is organized under CTI and it will address the 14 innovation principles laid out in Annex A of the 2011 APEC Leaders’ Declaration. The conference topics will cover fostering entrepreneurial environments, global ICT, regulations and policies for innovation, etc.  USA encouraged that the IPD-PPSTI be held before or after this meeting to increase IPD participation, should PPSTI members are interested in.  USA also offered to help Japan organize the 2014 IPD meeting and suggested it focus on sharing best practices on the integration of STEM education, or to assess best practices and challenges regarding investment in science/technology parks and creating an innovation enterprise.  
Action Line: Indonesia, USA and PD PPSTI APEC Secretariat

118. The PPSTI-1 meeting was conducted in harmoniously and at the end of the meeting, Chair of PPSTI expressed gratitude to all PPSTI members for their passions and active participations during the 3-days meeting. He invited all PPSTI members to participate in APEC Chief Science Advisor (CSA), APEC PPSTI-2 meeting, as well as witnessing the ASPIRE 2013 in Medan, in the period of 28 June – 3 July 2013.
