
 
Consultation on ARTNeT Phase II, 16 July 2007 

Summary 

 

The Consultation was held from 16:30 to 18:30 in Room A, United Nations Conference Centre, 

Bangkok, back-to-back with the last session of the ARTNeT Consultative Meeting on Trade and 

Investment Policy Coordination (see http://www.unescap.org/tid/artnet/mtg/tipc.asp for details). 

 

Election of co-chairs 

 

Mr. Prachenda Shreshta, Joint Secretary, Ministry of Industry and Commerce, 

Government of Nepal, and Mr. Josef Yap, President, Philippine Institute of Development Studies, 

were nominated and subsequently elected by acclamation as co-chairs representing government 

and the research community, respectively. 

 

ARTNeT Phase I External Review: Recommendations for Phase II 

 

Mr. Supperamaniam Manickam, Former Malaysian Ambassador to the WTO and Advisor to the 

Federation of Malaysian Manufacturers presented his report on ARTNeT Phase I. Mr. Manickam 

highlighted the key results of the stakeholder surveys he conducted as part of his review. He 

indicated that he found ARTNeT had made significant and impressive progress towards its 

objectives during its initial phase, particularly given the limited resources available to the 

network. Mr. Manickam stressed that ESCAP Trade and Investment Division as the ARTNeT 

Secretariat provided the network with an extensive knowledge base and unique institutional 

ability to forge interactions between policy makers and researchers. This had resulted in more 

policy relevant and quality research. He also stressed the need for ARTNeT to go beyond 

fostering researcher – government dialogues and open its forum and trainings to civil society and 

private sector as well. 

 

Summary of discussion 

The meeting expressed deep appreciation to Mr. Manickam for his comprehensive and well 

documented report. There was general agreement with Mr. Manickam’s findings and 

recommendations. Research institutions, from the LDCs represented in the meeting in particular, 

confirmed they benefited significantly from ARTNeT Phase I and that the capacity of their 

institutions had improved. At the same time, they indicated that further capacity building was 

http://www.unescap.org/tid/artnet/mtg/tipc.asp
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needed for them to deliver high quality policy analysis and advice to decision makers. This view 

was shared by government officials participating in the meeting, who agreed capacity building of 

some LDC institutions particularly in Southeast Asia would be very beneficial. 

While the recommendation to place focus of ARTNeT Phase II on LDCs was welcomed, there 

were some concerns that a balance should be achieved between “weaker” research institutions 

and “stronger” research institutions from developing countries, particularly since one of the 

greatest benefits that “weaker” institutions may get from ARTNeT was to learn from “stronger” 

institutions from other developing and on a selective basis developed countries, including through 

direct collaboration and interactions on joint research projects. Therefore, it was important to 

keep these “stronger” institutions actively engaged in ARTNeT. In that context, the Secretariat 

was requested to follow-up with governments in countries were “strong” institutions are located 

to support the participation of their institutions in ARTNeT activities. 

 

ARTNeT Phase II Draft Project Proposal 

 

The ESCAP Secretariat presented the draft ARTNeT Phase II project document, in which 

it was underlined that the document distributed was an information document still in draft form, 

and restricted to the group of participants in the meeting, for their feedback only. The final 

project document would form the basis for agreement between donors and the ESCAP Secretariat 

and would not necessarily be circulated to all parties. It was further explained that, in line with 

the recommendations of the external review, no major changes would be made between Phase I 

and II, but that focus would be on further enhancing the quality of the network’s analytical 

output. 

ARTNeT Phase II research programme would focus on three sub-themes, namely Trade, 

Investment and Policy Coherence, Trade facilitation (TF) and Trade in TF-related Services, and 

Multilateral Trade Liberalization and Regional Integration. More resources would be allocated 

to research capacity building. With regard to its partnership structure, the core support from 

ESCAP and IDRC, Canada would be complemented by ARTNeT-linked projects, allowing for 

the flexible but coherent participation of an increasing number of donors and partners in the 

initiative. 

 

Summary of discussion 

The meeting endorsed the proposed research focus for Phase II. The Secretariat was 

requested to clarify the focus of research under the Trade facilitation (TF) and Trade in TF-
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related Services theme, and the view was that emphasis may not be put on trade in TF-related 

services but rather on the importance of and how to develop trade-support services, in particular 

financial, logistics, and telecommunication services. 

The meeting generally agreed with the design of the research programme and proposed a 

mechanism for implementation, putting more emphasis on larger and directed regional thematic 

studies coordinated by lead advisors or team leaders appointed by the Secretariat. A question was 

raised on the suitability of retaining the competitive call for proposals for short-term studies, as 

proposed in the project. The Secretariat explained that this open call for proposal was found to be 

an effective way to identify new junior or emerging researchers from the region and to give them 

a fair chance to secure ARTNeT funding and support. The Secretariat would continue to use the 

five selection criteria used in Phase I, with a renewed emphasis on the potential for research 

capacity building. 

The proposal that ARTNeT does not hold comprehensive Annual Consultative Meetings 

covering its entire research programme in Phase II, but only Thematic Consultative Meetings 

raised questions on how updates of the research programme could continue to be made on an 

inclusive basis. Similarly, the multi-stakeholder Steering Committee proposed to be established 

by the Secretariat raised concerns about the participation of governments and research institutions 

not represented on the Committee. The Secretariat clarified that the creation of the Steering 

Committee was not to create an exclusive decision making body in ARTNeT but to ensure that 

key stakeholder groups where more adequately represented during meetings, while at the same 

time keeping meeting costs under control – at a time where the number of ARTNeT members and 

partners was steadily rising. It was agreed that Steering Committee Meetings would be held as 

open meetings to all ARTNeT focal points or their representatives from research institutions and 

from Governments. In addition, they would be held back-to-back with thematic consultative or 

other ARTNeT regional meetings to maximize participation of all stakeholder groups. 

The meeting further agreed that it was important to carefully select the civil society and 

private sector organizations/representatives that may be invited to the Steering Committee. The 

Secretariat indicated that the civil society/media organization would be selected based on the 

quality of its publication and information dissemination on topics of relevance to ARTNeT. As 

for the private sector, rather than inviting only one specific individual from the private sector, 

members of the ESCAP Business Advisory Council could be invited to participate in ARTNeT 

Steering Committees. Government experts and policy makers would be invited to join the 

Steering Committee based on nominations and consultations with ARTNeT Government focal 

points. 
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With regard to the participation of Central Asian countries, who were to date not part of 

ARTNeT, the Secretariat informed that a proposal for additional funding had been submitted to 

potential donors, and that their involvement in ARTNeT would be subject to additional funding 

becoming available. In all cases, the final decision on whether to participate in ARTNeT was that 

of national governments. 

Several participants pointed to the important contribution of ARTNeT Phase I to building 

the capacity of junior researchers in trade and investment policy analysis and welcomed efforts to 

increase the number of technical training workshops and related activities. They regretted the 

possible reduction in the number of short-term studies that may come for the emphasis on larger 

regional studies. The views on visiting fellowships were mixed, with some institutions 

acknowledging both the difficulty of letting a promising and productive staff go for long time 

periods, as well as for a senior researcher to properly support and advise/mentor a visiting fellow 

to ensure an acceptable output quality. The Secretariat will therefore proceed carefully in this area 

and provide fellowships in conjunction with well-defined research projects and well-matched 

partnerships. 

 

--------------------------------- 


