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RESEARCH RESULTS: 

Please note: It is essential that this information is accurate and complete, since it is required for the University’s annual report and accountability to OMAFRA for funding provided through the U of G/OMAFRA Agreement.

1. 
Project Objectives 

1) Monitoring and evaluation of the effects of barriers and opportunities for trade, and how the outcome of bi-lateral, regional and multilateral trade negotiations impact Ontario’s exports of value added food products –  30%


2) Evaluation of the impacts on trade and competitiveness of programs introduced by competitors’ governments on the prosperity of Ontario food exporters. – 10%


3) Evaluation of the impacts on trade and competitiveness of Canada’s domestic and trade policies on the prosperity of Ontario food exporters. – 30%


4) Evaluation of policies and programs to deepen economic integration and enhance the competitiveness of NAFTA members. – 30%

2.
Activities and Progress 

List all milestones, as set out in the original project proposal or in approved revisions. Indicate which milestones have been met and which have not been met and why.   Please use format below. Note: Table cells expand when text exceeds space shown.
	List

Milestones
	Target 

Completion Date
	Actual 

Completion Date
	Explanation 

	M1.1 – Complete the initial work on a project to analyze the influence of income growth on the bilateral trade flows of food and beverage products.

Deliverable(s): Research paper and a conference presentation.
	30-April-08
	15-Dec-07
	Completed

	M1.2 – Complete the work on a project to analyze different policy options Canada could have followed during the BSE crisis to lessen the impact of the border closings on Ontario beef producers. 

Deliverable: Research paper.
	30-April-08


	15-Jan-08
	Completed

	M1.3 – Complete the work on a project to show the influence of government payments on land values in Ontario and other provinces in Canada.

Deliverable(s): Research paper.
	30-April-08
	30-Mar-08
	Completed

	M1.4 – Complete the work on a project to analyze the options for deepening the economic integration among the NAFTA members.

Deliverable: Chapter in a book.
	30-April-08
	15-Dec-07
	Completed

	M1.5 – Complete the work on a project to analyze various policy options the supply managed commodity groups could follow given the likelihood of sharply reduced over-quota tariffs approximately 15 years from now.

Deliverable: Chapter in a book.
	30-April-08
	15-Dec-07
	Completed

	M1.6 – Complete the work on a workshop to address the issue of Achieving NAFTA Plus sponsored by the North American Agrifood Market Integration Consortium.

Deliverable: A book distributed widely among the Ontario agrifood  industry.
	1-July-07
	1-July-07
	Completed

	M1.7 – Complete the initial work on a workshop to address the issue of Contemporary Drivers of NAFTA Market Integration sponsored by the North American Agrifood Market Integration Consortium.

Deliverable: A workshop involving academics and public and private sector decision makers from Canada, Mexico and the US.
	1-July-07
	1-July-07
	Completed

	M1.8 – Begin the work on a 2008 workshop to address issues related to North American market integration sponsored by the North American Agrifood Market Integration Consortium.

Deliverable: A workshop program and confirmed speakers.
	30-April-08
	1-June-07
	Completed

	M1.9 – Monitor and evaluate the progress and implications of the multilateral trade liberalization negotiations and their implications for Ontario.

Deliverable: Public presentations to stakeholders.
	30-April-08
	30-Apr-08
	Completed

	M1.10 – Continual monitoring, evaluation and assessment of international and domestic agricultural policies.  Development of a detailed work plan and milestones to be reached in 2008/09.

Deliverable: Research milestones for 2008/09.
	May 2008
	May 2008
	Completed



	M2.1 – Complete the work on a project to analyze the influence of income growth on the bilateral trade flows of differentiated food and beverage products.

Deliverable: Working paper and journal article. 
	30-April-09
	1-Jan-09
	Completed

	M2.2 – Complete the work on a project to analyze potential reform options for the supply managed industries in light of the most recent WTO draft modalities for agriculture.

Deliverable: Journal article.
	30-April-09
	30-April-09
	Completed

	M2.3 – Complete the work on a workshop to address the issue of Contemporary Drivers of NAFTA Market integration sponsored by the NAAMIC.
Deliverable: A book distributed widely among the Ontario agrifood  industry.

– Complete the initial work on a 2008 workshop to address the issue of a New Generation of NAFTA Standards sponsored by the North American Agrifood Market Integration Consortium.

Deliverables: A workshop involving academics and public and private sector decision makers from Canada, Mexico and the US and a book distributed to stakeholders.
	31-July-08
	31-Aug-08
	Completed

	M2.4 – Complete the  work on a project to evaluate the role of WTO rules in the “food crisis” and identify needed improvements.

Deliverables: Working paper and journal article.
	30-Sept-08
	30-Sept-08
	Completed

	M2.5 – Complete the initial work on a 2008 workshop to address the issue of a New Generation of NAFTA Standards sponsored by the North American Agrifood Market Integration Consortium.

Deliverables: A workshop involving academics and public and private sector decision makers from Canada, Mexico and the US.
	30-Jun-08
	30-Jun-08
	Completed

	M2.6 – Complete the work on a project to evaluate the implications of a failure of the Doha Round on Canadian Agriculture.

Deliverables: A working paper, journal article, trade policy brief and op-ed piece.
	30-Aug-08
	30-Sept-08
	Completed

	M2.7 – Complete the initial work on a project to evaluate the economic consequences on world trade, market prices and economic welfare in the international wheat market of currently proposed WTO rules for a Special Safeguard Mechanism.

Deliverables: A working paper and a journal article.


	30-Apr-09
	28-Feb-09
	Completed

	M2.8 – Complete the initial work on a project to determine if the “Linder Effect” is important in determining bilateral trade flows for differentiated agrifood products.

Deliverables: A working paper. 
	30-Apr-09
	30-Jan-09
	Completed

	M2.10 – Complete the initial work on a study of how the BRIC (Brazil, Russia, India, China) countries compare in terms of their import propensities for agrifood products to other countries at similar levels of economic development.

Deliverables: Working paper.
	30-Apr-09
	28-Feb-09
	Completed

	M2.9 – Monitor and evaluate the progress and implications of the multilateral trade liberalization negotiations and their implications for Ontario.

Deliverable: Trade policy papers and presentations
	30-Apr-09
	30-Apr-09
	Completed

	M3.1 – Complete the work on a workshop to address the issue of a New Generation of NAFTA Standards sponsored by the North American Agrifood Market Integration Consortium.

Deliverable: A book distributed widely among the Ontario agrifood  industry.
	30-Apr-10
	Jan-10
	Completed

	M3.2 - Complete the work on a project to evaluate the economic consequences on world trade, market prices and economic welfare in the international wheat market of currently proposed WTO rules for a Special Safeguard Mechanism.

Deliverables: A working paper and a journal article.
	30-Apr-10
	Oct-09
	Completed

	M3.3 - Complete the initial work on a project to determine if the “Linder Effect” is important in determining bilateral trade flows for differentiated agrifood products.

Deliverables: A journal article.
	30-Apr-10
	
	In progress 

	M3.4 - Complete the work on a study of how the BRIC (Brazil, Russia, India, China) countries compare in terms of their import propensities for agrifood products to other countries at similar levels of economic development.

Deliverables: A journal article.
	30-Apr-10
	
	In progress

	M3.5 – Complete the initial work on a study to evaluate the impact on the results from using the gravity model to evaluate international trade flows.
Deliverable: Working paper.

	30-Apr-10
	
	In progress

	M3.6 – Complete the work on a project to evaluate the impact that high commodity prices have on developing countries and the policies they use. 
Deliverable: Journal article

	30-Apr-10
	Oct- 09
	Completed

	M3.7 – Complete the initial work on a project to evaluate the policies used by Dairy Farmer’s of Ontario to limit quota prices.
Deliverable: Working paper.
	30-Apr-10
	
	In progress

	M3.8 – Complete the initial work on a project to evaluate Canada’s current and potential regional integration agreements from an agrifood and Ontario perspective.
Deliverable: Working paper.

	30-Apr-10
	
	In progress

	M3.9 - Monitor and evaluate the progress and implications of the multilateral trade liberalization negotiations and their implications for Ontario.

Deliverable: Trade policy papers and presentations
	30-Apr-10
	
	In progress

	M3.10 – Continual monitoring, evaluation and assessment of international and domestic agricultural policies.  Development of a detailed work plan and milestones to be reached in 2008/09.

Deliverable: Research milestones for 20010/11.
	30-Apr-10
	
	


3. 
Financial Reporting and Budget 
Using the financial template, provide a report on actual partner contributions of ‘leveraged’ or ‘matching’ funding for the project to date (by years), and an updated budget for the remaining years of your project, i.e. projected OMAFRA operating expenditures and partner contributions This includes all contributions from commodity organizations, agri-business, commercial partners, as well as federal and provincial government sources such as granting councils, CFI, ORDCF, OMAFRA New Directions etc. If you require a copy of your previously submitted budget, please contact Natalie Carter at 519-826-3809.

Using the OMAFRA Project Expenditures Spreadsheet, available at http://www.uoguelph.ca/research/omafra/Reports/index.shtml list and describe all expenditures by researcher and by category for the period since your last report ie. January 1, 2009 to December 31, 2009 (or May 1, 2009 to December 31, 2009 if this is a new project this year).  This information is easily extracted from FRS, as follows:

· “Actual”, “Summary” “OMAFRA Projects (Date Range)”


Enter the Project #


Month Range From 2009-01 to 2009-12

Group by Revenue Expense then by None then by Category
Save the FRS report as an Excel file and copy the information into the OMAFRA Project Expenditures Spreadsheet. The expenditures information does not need to be entered into the Financial Template.

4. 
Results
M3.1  A book addressing the New Generation of NAFTA Standards has been published and widely distributed. The book focuses on three major themes that will influence NAFTA market integration: 1) the recent development of private food standards; 2) border thickening; and 3) the comparative advantage of livestock production in the NAFTA countries.

Standards - Public and private mechanisms/standards are developing that have the potential for becoming significant barriers to trade and market integration under NAFTA. The analysis details the developments in the creation of both product and process standards along with the sometimes competing development of public and private versions of the latter. Not only will domestic and multilateral institutions need to develop to implement and monitor compliance with these arising standards, but in the case of NAFTA, bilateral and/or trilateral cooperation will be essential as well. Extensive cross-border investment within NAFTA in the food and agricultural sector has made the notion of coherence and collaboration in this area a real possibility.  The labyrinth of food safety and protection standards being promoted by international organizations, national governments, private sector retail companies, food processors, and producers creates challenges for producers operating within an environment of variable food safety standards, including the role of traceability systems and the compliance costs associated with these various standards and guidelines.

Border Thickening - Mechanisms need to be found for reducing border congestion given increased concerns about the safety and security of the food supply and the need to further integrate markets to make NAFTA products more competitive within North America and the rest of the world. The issue of border delays and their impact on agrifood trade between Canada and the US is examined. The analysis presents a profile of border operations and procedures, as well as the programs for expedited crossings.  Interviews with shippers provide insight into how the supply chain is responding to both mean border crossing delays and the variability of these crossing times.  The consequences of these responses for the agrifood industry are examined given the impact such delays and variability of delay can have on logistics costs, the risk of cargo spoilage, and food safety.

Comparative Advantage in Livestock – The factors affecting livestock production and labor use in the North American livestock and meat markets are examined. In particular, the sources of Mexican comparative advantage in cattle and beef production relative to Canada and the United States. An overview of the demand for labor in US livestock and meat industries focuses on the cultural and economic factors influencing the supply of Mexican labor available for US livestock and meat production. The analysis shows there will continue to be a demand for Hispanic labor in US livestock and meat industries and a ready supply to meet those demands.  This access to inexpensive Hispanic labor likely provides a comparative advantage for the processing of meat in the US compared to Canada.

M3.2  Discussion over a new Special Safeguard Mechanism (SSM) for developing countries took center stage in the July 2008 mini-ministerial conference in Geneva because WTO Members could not bridge their differences over the issue of whether developing countries should be allowed to exceed their pre-Doha bound tariffs.  Chairman Falconer’s recent Draft Text tabled in December  2008, commits WTO Members to establish an SSM for low-income WTO Members as part of an acceptable agricultural package, and differences of opinion on this topic have still not been resolved in January 2010. 

Using wheat as a case study we combined the July Package tariff cuts with an SSM for developing countries to evaluate the market stabilization and welfare cost of the this policy instrument.  The July Package SSM costs very little in terms of economic welfare.  When we allow developing and least-developed WTO Members the use of an SSM in conjunction with tariff cuts, but did not allow them to exceed their pre-Doha bound tariffs, global welfare fell by only US$204 million.  Similarly, the welfare cost of an SSM with no cap on the level of the additional duties results in a welfare loss of $223 million.  This is a difference of only $19 million which pales in comparison to the welfare gain of $1.28 billion from tariff reform only.  Our results suggest that allowing developing countries to exceeding pre-Doha bound tariffs, in the wheat market, may be a small price to pay to reach a final deal on agricultural reform in the Doha Development Agenda.

M3.4 Reductions in trade barriers and trade costs increase the importance of economic growth in expanding global agrifood trade. Global economic growth in developed countries has slowed since the 1970s, while growth in developing countries has been more rapid. More rapid growth in emerging markets is expected to increase their expenditures on imports of agrifood products. Unfortunately, there has been little empirical work on agrifood import demand in the developing economies and almost none on the importance of the BRIC (Brazil, Russia, India, China) countries in agrifood trade. In this study, the BRIC economies are separated from the other countries to better analyze their potential for changing global agrifood trade patterns.

 The study investigated the role of income in agrifood trade by estimating per capita bilateral trade flows for 20 individual agrifood products categorized into seven product categories from 1990 to 2006 for the BRIC economies, low-income economies (excluding India), middle-income economies (excluding Brazil, Russia and China) and high-income economies. The results suggest that income is an important determinant of trade in the middle and high-income countries, Brazil, Russia and particularly in China. India appears to be no different than other low-income countries where the income elasticity of import demand is zero in nearly all cases. The income elasticities of import demand are higher in middle-income countries than in high-income countries but only in China and Russia are the elasticity estimates consistently greater than one and only in China are they generally statistically greater than one. Statistical tests suggest that the estimated income elasticities of import demand for middle and high-income countries plus the BRICs are often statistically different across our three time periods but even when they are, the point estimates are very close. Although the results in this paper are on a per capita basis the higher demand growth in China and Russia coupled with their higher economic size suggest that  China and Russia among the BRIC economies are the agrifood import growth markets of the future. 

M3.5  Zero trade flows, are commonly observed when using disaggregated trade data for economic analysis. This is especially true for agrifood trade because in many cases the international market is quite thin. Trade studies based on log-linear gravity models generally omit zero trade-flows to facilitate estimation. This study investigates whether the omission of zero trade flows in estimating the generalized gravity model leads to selection bias and incorrect statistical and economic inferences. 

We find that ignoring selection bias rarely affects the signs of variables but often influences the magnitude, statistical significance and economic interpretation of the marginal effects. Some economic effects that are elastic when estimated using OLS become inelastic when selection bias is accounted for using the Heckman selection model. The analysis also shows that ignoring selection bias could also lead to wrong policy implications. For example, the effects of preferential trade agreements on trade are larger based on OLS estimates in comparison to Heckman estimates. Hence, treating zero trade flows properly is important from both an economic and a statistical perspective and should be included in quantitative analysis, especially when gravity trade models are employed.

M3.6  Canada is dependent on agrifood trade and hence has a high stake in insuring that developing countries adopt open trading policies rather than inward looking policies and self-sufficiency.  One concern developing countries have who rely on the international market for food stuffs is what happens when commodity prices spike upward as was the case for cereal products in 2006-2008.  For this project we selected Pakistan as a case study and examined the effect of the price spike on their poverty levels.  Agriculture is the main stay of the Pakistan economy and employs 46 percent of the active population. The population of the country is growing rapidly and being a net importer of food, especially cereals; poverty elimination is a big challenge. We estimated the impacts of the rising world food prices on poverty in rural and urban areas of Pakistan. As compared to 2004-05 the unexpected food price changes increased poverty by 8.2 percentage points (34.8 percent), severely affecting the urban areas where poverty doubled. The estimates show that 2.3 million people are unable to meet one-half of the expenditure of the poverty line while another 13.7 million are just below and 23.9 million are just above the poverty line. Given the severity of the impact of rising food prices on poverty, it is impossible for policy makers to ignore these effects. While protecting the poor is a challenge for the country’s economic managers; in the short run it is important to ensure food availability by discouraging hoarding and especially making food available to those who are starving. In the long run the policy environment, especially with respect to the support prices for cereals, should be reconsidered.  The unabated protection of consumers by keeping domestic prices of cereals, especially wheat, lower than international prices discourages increases in domestic supplies. However, if world food prices remain high and the government decides to increase domestic prices to international prices; safety nets will be required for the most vulnerable households as they will not be able sustain their livelihoods.

5.
Highlights of Results 

a) With income and population growth at relatively low levels in the developed world Canada and Ontario will become increasingly dependent on developing countries for agrifood export opportunities.  Among the countries we studied China stands out as the country where imports are growing most rapidly in relation to income – considerably faster than in other middle-income countries.  Russia is another middle income country where argifood import growth exceeds its growth in income.  Conversely, India’s agrifood import growth in relation to income growth is no different than that of other low income countries appears to offer little in terms of future trade opportunities.

b) One of the major sticking points in the Doha Development Agenda negotiations is a Special Safeguard Mechanism (SSM) for developing countries.  In particular, whether developing countries that apply the SSM will be allowed to exceed their pre-Doha bound tariffs.  Using wheat as a case study we found that allowing developing countries to exceed their pre-Doha bound tariffs results in very small welfare losses compared to the gains from further liberalization of the wheat market. 
c) Rising commodity prices and food prices in developing countries in 2006-2008 put a spotlight on poverty problems in developing countries.  For example, in Pakistan the unexpected component of food price changes raised the percent of the population below the poverty line by 8.2 percentage points. Given the severity of these effects it is impossible for policy makers in low income countries to stand aside, and it is tempting to select policies that are trade unfriendly (export taxes, export prohibitions/restrictions). In order for world commodity markets to function better, in times of shortage, improved WTO disciplines, especially on export taxes and prohibitions/restrictions are required.

6.  
Contributions to Education, Training and Technology Transfer 

The information requested in this section, can include information from your Curriculum Vitae.

Education and Training
I was involved in three major service activities over the past year: 1) Director of the Canadian Agricultural Trade Policy Research Network; 2) Canadian Director of the North American Agrifood Market Integration Consortium; and 3) organizing one of FARE’s Policy Education Programs for OMAFRA staff and farm organization leaders.
The details are presented below. Graduate students are involved in most of the research that I do but generally not in service activities.
Knowledge Translation and Transfer
a) 
Extension, Continuing Education etc. including extension publications, 
consultations, courses, organization and participation in meetings, media 
interviews, field days, 
workshops, seminars

February 1-3, 2009 - Attended the Southern Agricultural Economics Association annual meeting in Atlanta, GA.

March 2009 – Prepared and circulated to stakeholders, academics and public sector staff a CATPRN publications and presentations update.  This is a listing of all of the publications and presentations by CATPRN members since the last update.  It is sent to an email list of approximately 600 individuals and organizations.

May 22-24, 2009 - Attended the CAES/CEA annual meeting in Toronto.
June 2009 – Prepared and circulated to stakeholders, academics and public sector staff a CATPRN publications and presentations update.  This is a listing of all of the publications and presentations by CATPRN members since the last update.  It is sent to an email list of approximately 600 individuals and organizations.

June 08, 2009 – Submitted a proposal to AAFC for becoming the Director and FARE becoming the hub for a national research network on Agricultural Trade Policy and Competitiveness.  This proposal was accepted by AAFC and a four year contract worth one million dollars was signed in January 2010.

July, 2009 - Attended AAEA annual meeting in Milwaukee, WI.

September 2009 - Prepared and circulated to stakeholders, academics and public sector staff a CATPRN publications and presentations update.  This is a listing of all of the publications and presentations by CATPRN members since the last update.  It is sent to an email list of approximately 600 individuals and organizations.

September 2009 - Organized and Chaired a Policy Education Program on “International Relations” for OMAFRA staff and the Ontario President’s Council.
November 2009 – Prepared and circulated to stakeholders, academics and public sector staff a CATPRN publications and presentations update.  This is a listing of all of the publications and presentations by CATPRN members since the last update.  It is sent to an email list of approximately 600 individuals and organizations.

January 2009 – Prepared and circulated to stakeholders, academics and public sector staff a CATPRN publications and presentations update.  This is a listing of all of the publications and presentations by CATPRN members since the last update.  It is sent to an email list of approximately 600 individuals and organizations.

January 18-20, 2010 - Attended an OECD meeting on Evolving Agricultural Policies in a Changing World, Washington, DC.
January 18-20, 2009 – Chaired an executive committee meeting of the CATPRN in Washington, DC.
Article by Jim Romahn in Ontario Farmer Sept. 22, 2009 “Ethanol Policies Hurting those who Depend on Food Aid”, based on work by Ryan Cardwell and William Kerr who are members of CATPRN.

Article by John Clement in the Christian Farmer’s Federation weekly commentary Sept. 18, 2009 “As Public Policy COOL Legislation is just Plain Curious” based on a seminar presented by William Kerr at the Policy Education Program I organized. 

Article by Jim Romahn in Ontario Farmer Sept. 08, 2009 “Board Looks at Supply Management Feasibility” includes quotes from Karl Meilke.
b)
Presentations at stakeholder/industry/public meetings etc.
January 22-23, 2009 Attended the annual Network Meeting in Ottawa and presented an overview of NAAMIC and CATPRN activities.  Also organized one of the sessions at this meeting where CATPRN presented the results of their research.
October 2009 Made a presentation at an AAFC sponsored meeting for stakeholders and government representatives on research priorities for the Agricultural Trade Policy and Competitiveness Network. Ottawa.
c) 
Presentations at scientific conferences

Haq, Zahoor and K. D. Meilke. 2009. “The role of income growth in emerging markets and the BRICs in agrifood trade”.  Presented  at the 27th IAAE Conference. Beijing. August.


d)
Committees including Research, Advisory and Expert capacity. 
Mentor in the Hewlett Foundation/IATRC program

Director, Canadian Agricultural Trade Policy Research Network

Canadian Director, North American Agrifood Market Integration Network

Editorial Council, Review of International Economics

Editorial Council, The Estey Centre Journal of International Law and Trade Policy

Member CAES Fellow’s Selection Committee

May 2009 – Reviewed three papers as to their suitability for publication in a Special Issue of the Journal of International Agricultural Trade and Development.
e)     Technical Bulletins/Websites/Internet Presentations/Databases

Haq, Zahoor and Karl Meilke. 2009. The Role of Income Growth in Emerging Markets and the BRICs in Agrifood Trade. CATPRN Working Paper 2009-2.  February.  www.catrade.org
Weerahewa, J. and K. D. Meilke. 2009. Agricultural Trade Policy Options for Sri Lanka During Crisis Times. CATPRN Trade Policy Brief 2009-4. November. 

f)
Awards & Recognition including research chairs, awards of recognition, appointment to prestigious panels and leadership of national/international research initiatives etc.
Director of the Canadian Agricultural Trade Policy and Competitiveness Research Network.

Canadian Director of the North American Agrifood Market Integration Consortium.

g)
Popular Press and Media Citations including Print, Radio, Television, Internet and Electronic References
I do not keep careful track of this.

I maintain a web site for the Canadian Agricultural Trade Policy and Competitiveness Research Network at www.catrade.org that as of January 22, 2010 had 7470 site visits and 11,394 page views.
7. 
Publications 
a) Published Peer‑reviewed publications (University of Guelph authors are in bold print)
Barichello, R., J. Cranfield and K. D. Meilke. 2009. “Options for the reform of supply management in Canada with trade liberalization.” Can. Public Policy 25: 203-17.

Grant, J. and K. D. Meilke. 2009. “Triggers, remedies and tariff cuts: assessing the impact of a special safeguard mechanism for developing countries.” Estey Centre Journal of International Law and Trade Policy 10: 223-46.

Haq, Z. and K. D. Meilke. 2008.  The role of income in trading differentiated agrifood products: The case of Canada, the United States, and Selected EU countries.  Can. J. Agr.  Econ.  57: 343-64.

Haq, Z., H. Nazli and K. D. Meilke. 2008. “Implications of high food prices for poverty in Pakistan.”  Agricultural Economics 39 (supplement):477-484.

Haq, Zahoor and Karl Meilke. 2009. The Role of Income Growth in Emerging Markets and the BRICs in Agrifood Trade. CATPRN Working Paper 2009-2.  February.  

Huff, K. M., K. D. Meilke, R. D. Knutson, R. F. Ochoa and J. Rude, eds. 2009. New Generation of NAFTA Standards. Texas A&M University and the University of Guelph.

b) In-press Peer‑reviewed publications 

Haq, Z. and K. D. Meilke. 2009. “Do the BRICs and emerging markets differ in their agrifood trade.” J. of Agr. Econ. (in press).
Weerahewa, J. and K. D. Meilke. 2009. “South Asian trade integration: the welfare implications of export taxes” Journal of International Agricultural Trade and Development 5(2): (in press).

c)
Popular press articles 

Zahniser, S., K. D. Meilke and J. Rude. 2009. “What’s Next for NAFTA?” Amber Waves 7(1):2. 



d)
Theses

8.
New Intellectual Properties 

None.
a) Have you contacted the University of Guelph Business Development Office regarding the results or inventions associated with this project? 
No.
     9.
Team Member & Team Member Contributions   

· Complete the following Research Team Description table. Include in the Team Listing / Description any regular full time UofG Technicians involved in the project, all research collaborators (UofG and other institutions), all graduate students and all other team participants such as OMAFRA or other government representatives, industry or agri-food sector partners representatives, etc. 

	Name & Title 

(list Project Leader first, then collaborators and other team members
	Organization & Department
	% FTE Committed to this Project

	 Karl Meilke
	 UoG, FARE
	 0.40

	 
Richard Barichello


	 UBC, Food and Resource Economics
	 0.025

	 John Cranfield
	 UoG, FARE
	 0.025

	 Zahoor Haq
	 U of Peshawar, Agricultural Economics
	 0.10

	 Ron Knutson
	 Texas A&M University - Agricultural Economics
	 0.025

	 Karen Huff
	 UoG, FARE
	 0.05

	 Jason Grant
	 VPI, Agricultural Economics
	 0.05

	 Jeevika Weerahewa
	 UoG, FARE
	 0.025

	 Steven Zahniser
	 USDA
	 0.025

	 
	 
	 

	 
	 
	 

	 
	 
	 

	 
	 
	 

	 
	 
	 

	 
	 
	 

	 
	 
	 

	 
	 
	 


9. 
Problems encountered 

No problems were encountered.
Annual Reports must be received by Natalie Carter, Office of Research, 

1 Stone Road West, 2nd Floor, on or before Friday, January 29, 2010.
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