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The proposed agenda was adopted by the Negoti@hogp as contained in document
WTO/AIR/2441/Rev.1.

A. AGREEMENT ONWORK PLAN AND SCHEDULE OFMEETINGS
1. Work Plan

1. The Chairman recalled that Annex D, paragraph fIGhe General Council's Decision of
1 August 2004 required the Negotiating Group teeagwn its work plan and schedule of meetings at
the Group's first session. He had been consulil@proadly as possible with delegations on that
matter over the past weeks. All Members had reckan invitation to contact him in that regard with
several of them actually having shared their viewghose questions, for which he was thankful. In
those consultations, he had detected a numbemuihom elements in Members' thinking.

2. With respect to the Work Plan, there seemed to desae for it to be short and concise, with
sufficient flexibility to adapt the substantive dlission at each meeting to the Group's respective
needs. Members had also expressed their wishataamced approach, that reflected all the elements
of the July mandate in an equitable manner, witjutdgements on priority. Furthermore, he had
sensed a need for the process to be member-diinwork proceeding on the basis of Members'
contributions and other input the Group might rejue

3. Those were the commonalities he had found in Mesi\lwews. And those were also the
principles that had guided him when putting togetaechairman's text. His proposal sought to
incorporate all those elements as they had emdrgéte consultations. It had been circulated in
document TN/TF/W/1 dated 5 November 2004. The ssiggl Work Plan called for work to proceed
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on the basis of Members' contributions and othgutinhat the Negotiating Group might request. The
agenda of the Group was proposed to cover all eitsyad Annex D. Those had been grouped into
six clusters, without that in any way altering thandate of the Negotiating Group.

4. In taking up those items, he suggested it to besrstdod that work would be pursued in a
flexible way, without being bound by a particulaagsence. Delegations would be free to address
items in an integrated way, and to raise issuesdross-cutting manner. The Work Plan would also
be without prejudice to the possibility for the @poto have formal or informal meetings on particula
items.

5. Another element of the suggested Work Plan covredttendance of relevant international
organizations, including those mentioned in parnlgr8 of Annex D (namely the IMF, OECD,
UNCTAD, WCO and the World Bank), at each formal timege of the Negotiating Group on an
ad hoc basis. That would greatly facilitate their cobttion to the Group's work while at the same
time offering Members a maximum of flexibility as the extend of those institutions' involvement in
the negotiating process.

6. The representative of Zambéaologized for his delegation not having been ablearticipate

in the consultations on the Work Plan Members vdeseussing and requested to take a decision on.
He congratulated the Chairman on the work he ha@ do far. It was not his intention to delay the
process. Zambia would agree with whatever Membeh® had been participating in the
consultations would agree on. He was just seekomge clarification on one particular point. While
it seemed clear what Members were supposed to takdeunder the Plan's first bullet point, Zambia
would wish to obtain more clarity as to what exaeths envisaged under the second and third bullet.

7. The Chairmarclarified that the Work Plan listed all the elerntgenf the July mandate as set
out in Annex D. It provided for a member-driveropess, with work being guided by Members'
wishes. The idea was for delegations to put fodwapposals — either through oral interventions or
in written form - with those inputs then being coesed by the membership.

8. The representative of Zambexpressed his hope that, when adopting the Woaoak, Rhe
understanding would be for Members to be free tsyseitheir areas of interests under bullet points
two and three, in the sense that they could ngtrbeented from doing so on the grounds of those
issues not being covered by those bullets.

9. The Chairmarassured the delegate of Zambia that the sugg¥étell Plan was merely a
short version of Annex D of the July package. Wark Plan would in no way modify the modalities
adopted in July, and not alter the negotiating msad

10. The representative of the Philippinttgnked the Chairman for his proposed Work Plah an
for the series of informal consultations condudteits preparation. Members had arrived at Annex D
as a result of constructive cooperation and coasoft. The decision had been to limit the
negotiations to Articles V, VIl and X of the GATI994. The Philippines welcomed the suggested
agenda of the Negotiating Group and shared Zamini@gpretation of the two bullet points. His
delegation was committed to cooperating constraltiunder the suggested Work Plan.

11. The representative of Tanzam@angratulated the Chairman on having come forwatl the
suggested draft Work Plan. His delegation assetiaself with the statements made by Zambia and
the Philippines. The proposed Work Plan and sdeenfunmeetings had helped Members focus on the
issues at stake. It showed the real aspects afiatrimportance to everyone. Tanzania was
encouraged by the Chairman's remarks on the négogabeing member-driven and the Work Plan
being flexible.
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12. He expressed his hope for all meetings of the Natjog Group to be formal, as a general
rule. The conduct of informal meetings should Indartaken only in exceptional circumstances as
agreed upon by participants. Notices of all forraald exceptional informal Negotiating Group
meetings and consultations as well as of their dgesmould be circulated to all participants norlate
than three working days before the date of the imgeéd which the notice pertained. All participant
should be free to decide whether to participat¢hmse meetings or consultations. The needs of
smaller delegations like the one of Tanzania wglthin representation should be taken into account
by scheduling meetings in sequence and not inlphrdlinutes of all formal and informal meetings
relating to the negotiations on trade facilitatishould be recorded. Such minutes should be
circulated to all participants three working daysdoe the next scheduled formal or informal meeting
of the Negotiating Group. Finally, all decisiomgkéeén by the Negotiating Group in connection with
the negotiations should be by explicit consensus.

13. The representative of Chinese Taipgpressed his thanks for the efforts made in deuad

the suggested Work Plan. Members had alreadyheadgportunity to discuss issues related to trade
facilitation to a certain extent, based on the comrelief that it could benefit all Members in term
of their economic development. A few concerns lieed however.

14. Members needed to clarify and improve relevant etspef GATT Articles V, VIII and X.
The proposed agenda seemed to be well-balancedasltreassuring to find it contain most of the
issues Members still had some concerns on, sudheasnes relating to special and differential
treatment, to LDC Members, the identification odde facilitation needs and priorities and to
technical assistance and capacity building. It alas encouraging to see this being done in a way
that ensured that those concerns were actuallyeasledd. The Work Plan further proposed to invite
relevant international organizations to each formakting on amad hoc basis, which would not only
save Members from repeating their work, but aléowafor the generation of additional input to the
discussions. It was Chinese Taipei's believettt@WWork Plan would provide Members with a good
framework for future negotiations. His delegatieas more than happy to give the Plan its support.

15. With the Doha Development Agenda being a Singleddiadking, it was vital to achieve an
overall balanced outcome in all areas for the adopbf the final package. As substantive
discussions on trade facilitation had not takerelaefore the July deal, the top priority for tlean
future was to catch up with progress on other forttlis delegation would therefore like to suggest
establishing a high frequency of meetings as ot iear, in order to have a chance to cover the
ground and catch up with progress in other areélseoRound. Chinese Taipei had every confidence
in the leadership of chair and would like to pledtge support for working towards a successful
completion of the negotiations.

16. The representative of Djiboutioted that the issue raised by Zambia had to bengspecial
attention before moving on any further. With regpe the future work, things had to be very clear
with respect to the issues mentioned in bullet oid and 3 to avoid any confusion. More
clarifications would be required.

17. The representative of Pakistanted that, in suggesting the present Work PlanChairman
had tried to be non-controversial by simply listthg all the elements of Annex D as they had ajread
been agreed upon by Members. The Chairman'stdsafinerely reproduced what was already there.
Pakistan saw no problem in that context. With eesgo the question of formal and informal
meetings, his delegation was of the view that Memishould approach that as they went along.
Other Negotiating Groups such as the one on afuieuhad started with formal meetings, with
Members eventually realizing that this would notivae results, and the Group therefore moving
towards informal meetings, which then started togthe previously missing results. Pakistan would
not call for one way or the other, but rather witlier Members to adopt a flexible approach that
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would allow them to find out what worked best i tthade facilitation context and would enable the
Group to adapt its mode of operation accordingly.

18. With respect to the discussions on some of ther étbyes of the agenda, Pakistan considered
it a little early to address them in depth, aséhgere no documents or papers available yet. hal t
existed were some previous submissions. The Guneaded to be more prepared to take them up in a
meaningful manner. Discussions at the presentingeshould therefore be limited to the Group's
Work Plan and schedule of meetings.

19. The representative of Romantammended the Chairman on his proposed Work Pidn a
schedule of meetings. Romania supported the pteaf work proceeding on the basis of Members'
contributions and other input that the NegotiatiBgoup requested. This would be fully in
accordance with the July package. With respecthto agenda of the Negotiating Group, her
delegation was of the view that the suggested slbetopoints represented most of the subjects of
interest to the Negotiating Group. All those isswere interlinked and had to be given attentioa in
flexible manner. Furthermore, Romania also sumgbthe idea of inviting relevant international
organizations to attend the formal meetings ofNgotiating Group on aad hoc basis. This would
ensure coherence and deliver positive results. tRose reasons, her delegation supported the
proposed Work Plan.

20. The representative of Jamaiceted that, as indicated in the informal considies of

2 November 2004, his delegation considered ther@iaa's proposal for the Group's Work Plan and
meeting schedule to be a good one. Jamaica adorsad the call for a flexible approach in
determining the Group's working method. Such gr@gch would assist in ensuring that the process
was educational and transparent, while seekingchiese the objectives of the Trade Facilitation
negotiations as set out in their modalities. Maas particularly important as Annex D called foe th
negotiations to aim at clarifying and improvingenent aspects of Articles V, VIII and X of the
GATT 1994, and required for that to be done withprgjudice to the possible format of the final
results, and the form of the outcome. Jamaica@tgh the suggested Work Plan and schedule of
meetings. His delegation had heard the commergardimg some of their elements, but the
Chairman's cross-reference to the relevant parbgrap Annex D should help alleviating the
concerns raised. Jamaica was committed to wortomgrds an outcome of the negotiations that
would strengthen the efforts it had already undeman this area, and to ensure that they would not
result in obligations that represented an additiboaden to its resource-constrained economy. His
delegation expected the negotiations to lead tceltieoration of effective provisions on special and
differential treatment as well as on technical stasice and support for capacity building. Jamsica’
full support for trade facilitation was reflectedh iits ongoing national programme for the
modernization of customs systems and procedurashwas now in its final implementation phase.

21. With respect to meetings of the Negotiating Grodg@maica awaited the evolution of the
schedule, anticipating that the human resource ti@nts of developing and least-developed
countries would be fully taken into account. Heegjation was looking forward to working with
Members towards arriving at an outcome that wasfi@al for all.

22. The representative of Egypeiterated the importance of bullet 4 of the Wdrlkan
(identification of trade facilitation needs andgoities and concerns related to cost implicatiohs o
proposed measures) as already stressed by hisatleteq the informal consultations preceding the
present meeting. He agreed with the suggestiorwfik to proceed on the basis of Members'
contributions, but was of the view that, whenevepatribution was made, the first step should lee th
identification of trade facilitation needs and pities, as the other aspects of the Work Plan
(improvement and clarification of relevant aspeofsGATT Articles V, VIII and X, capacity
building, special and differential treatment for C®etc.) would depend on it.
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23. The representative of Nigeriaelcomed the Chairman’s draft Work Plan. It refésl the
modalities set out in Annex D of the July packag.t His delegation had taken note of the Chair’s
remarks on all issues being important and giversémee priority. As stated by Nigeria in the preces
leading to the adoption of modalities for negotiai on trade facilitation, as well as in the infafm
consultations conducted by the Chairman followirggdppointment last month, his delegation wished
to underscore the need for giving adequate pridotyechnical assistance and capacity building.
Some Members had only agreed to the modalitienégotiations after explicit reference to those
issues in Annex D. He hoped that Members, paditplthe developed ones, would match those
words with actions.

24, Nigeria agreed with the Work Plan having to be iffex and completely supported the
Chairman’s draft. His delegation was fully comeittto the negotiating process and hoped that it
would actually be beneficial to all.

25. The representative of Rwandapressed her thanks for the extensive consuisatibe
Chairman had conducted with Members. Her delegatias also thankful for him having come up
with a draft Work Plan and schedule of meetingsictvineflected Rwanda’s main concerns. As a
landlocked country, Rwanda’s interest in tradelifation rules was particularly great. Improved
facilities in areas such as the clearance of gabgerts and other entrance points representety@osi
opportunities for Rwanda’s business community. Bués landlocked-status, Rwanda’s transport
costs were 50 per cent above those of neibourinmtdes with access to the sea. Therefore, for
Rwanda, transport costs were a more prohibitivéettzarrier than tariffs. This had been reflected i
report by the Secretariat that year which had shttwahin Africa, transport costs almost doubled the
world average. Her delegation therefore liked molerscore the need for a national assessment to
identify the trade facilitation needs, which woglebatly assist negotiations in this area.

26. With respect to the scope of the negotiations, Rlaamould like to emphasize that it had to

be limited to the delineations contained in parpgra of Annex D. Her delegation would also wish

to stress that technical assistance and supportafpacity building were vital in all stages of the

negotiations and an eventual implementation ph&sveanda looked forward to the implementation of
the relevant parts of Annex D, particularly pargdi@5 and 8. Special and differential treatmerg wa
an integral element of the negotiations, and Rwamasvery happy to see that reflected in the Work
Plan. Her delegation expected an outcome that dvtake the principle of such treatment into

consideration by coming up with meaningful provisdo that end. Rwanda was fully committed to
those negotiations in order to make them usefuliferentire membership.

27. The representative of Nepaloted Members had had extensive deliberations radet
facilitation during the work on the July packag@/hen accepting trade facilitation as an area for
negotiations, Nepal had thought - and still thougkitat that was one of the areas where capacity
building would be essential. As a landlocked coynNepal attached great importance to trade
facilitation. But it had to be based on support ¢apacity building, and not be carried out in a
manner which would make it difficult for least-désged countries to implement.

28. Nepal supported the suggested Work Plan and sahedfluheetings. His delegation had also

taken note of the Chairman’s proposal for work éoniember-driven and carried out in a transparent
and flexible way. Nepal supported Zambia's catltfte Work Plan not to exclude the addressing of
any issues Members may wish to take up during dgetiations. His delegation had always held that
trade facilitation matters had to be looked at ita@mprehensive manner in view of countries’

development, financial and trading needs, espgdiatise of LDCs and landlocked countries such as
Nepal.

20. The representative of Chimeted that the current meeting had been rendevesitpe by the
efforts and the hard work of all participants sirtbe adoption of the July package. China was
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grateful for having been able to participate in théormal consultations preceding the present
meeting which had led to the elaboration of theftdvdork Plan and schedule of meetings. His
delegation was prepared to continue working instractive and flexible manner so as to allow for
concrete progress to be made. China would alsoidikake the opportunity to make a few comments
on the suggested Work Plan and schedule of meetings

30. The circulated draft consisted of two parts: oekatng to the Work Plan and one to the
schedule of meetings. Part one could be undersis@dreproduction of Annex D, as some Members
had already mentioned, while part two did not fguent of the July package text and represented a
new element. During the consultations, China hgatessed some concerns with respect to the
frequency of the Group's meetings. During this thatone, the Group was scheduled to meet twice,
which represented quite a record for a Negotia@rgup. But after some bilateral consultations,
which had shown the difficulties faced by the Chand the Secretariat in scheduling the second
meeting, he had been able to convince his capftéhe impossibility to change the dates for the
current year. China was prepared to show soméilix in that respect but hoped that, in the ftu
meetings could be arranged in way that allowed cgpeonstrained delegations to take part in
higher frequency. China was not the only delegafi@ing those difficulties in that regard.

31. Another issue he would like to raise in that cohinxd that he would like to see taken into
account when scheduling meetings next year wagtibstion of desirability of having more meetings
than other groups. He wondered whether Memberkl @nsure that a high frequency of meetings
would actually lead to faster results and more gy China was not convinced by that argument.
There were differences in opinion as to whetherTrede Facilitation Group had to catch up with
others, or whether others would not actually hawecatch up with the present Group. The
Negotiating Group on Trade Facilitation had alreadgne agreed modalities, while others were still
struggling to get there. There were differencas/ben the respective Negotiating Groups that should
also be taken into account when scheduling the ingmetfor 2005. That would facilitate the
functioning of the TF Group.

32. The Chairmarexplained that he intended to share the suggssteetiule for next year at a
later stage of the meeting with some explanatianshe points that the Chinese representative had
raised.

33. The representative of Urugutlyanked the Chairman for his draft Work Plan. Helegation
supported it and was committed to working consivety in the Negotiating Group. Uruguay
associated itself with the comments made by thiggphes, Chinese Taipei and Pakistan.

34. The representative of Indonesiated that much had been said on what had toeh®tus of
attention in those negotiations. He supportedstiadements made by the Philippines, Nepal and
others in that context. His delegation also suggabthe Chairman's Work Plan and schedule of
meetings. He was however seeking some clarifica®to how Members were expected to conduct
meetings of the Negotiating Group. The agendaigealfor six bullets. He wondered whether the
intention was to have a parallel discussion or frethose points were to be taken up one by one.
The second clarification he was seeking pertaimethé suggestedd hoc attendance of relevant
international organizations. He was wondering Wwaetthey would attend the whole sessions or
whether they would just brief Members on issued @ been requested. That was important to
Indonesia as his delegation might have differerditmms on various issues. Indonesia wanted to
work constructively with the Chair and all Memb#&ss the negotiations to achieve good results.

35. The Chairmarreplied that it would be his intention to pursuerkvin a flexible manner
without being bound by a particular sequence. grtposal was to allow delegations to address items
in an integrated way, and to raise issues in aserafing manner, and for the Work Plan to be
without prejudice to the possibility of the Group hold formal or informal meetings that were
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dedicated to particular items. That would alsoresisl the concerns raised by Tanzania with respect t
informal meetings. Informal meetings were impaortah some stage. If the concern was about
transparency, he would propose to stick to hisadlyestarted approach of informing all delegatiohs o
the possibility to contact him whenever necessaiith respect to the suggested rules on the
notification of meetings and their participatioretein, as well as regarding to preparation of nasut
etc. Members should stick to existing rules alyeadplied in the WTO rather than try to establish
new ones for that particular body. Otherwise, Membwould get bogged down with procedural
matters which would delay substantive work.

36. With respect to the issue of participation by ral@vother international organizations raised
by the representative of Indonesia, the normaltmeavas for them only being allowed to attend
formal meetings. They would not be permitted tterad informal sessions. But even here, the
process would be member-driven, and Members mayestdo also have them participate in informal
meetings. His proposal was to approach all thasestipns in the spirit of flexibility based on
Members' wishes.

37. The_Chairmannvited Members to agree on the proposed Work Bihathat basis.
38. It was so agreed.
2. Schedule of Meetings

39. The_Chairmamoted that, with respect to the scheduling of megst his proposal allowed for
work to proceed expeditiously, while reflecting thesource constraints of small delegations. It
provided for two formal sessions that year, witle thecond one being scheduled for 22 and
23 November. He was grateful to the delegatioGloha for having shown flexibility on the question
of when that final meeting for 2004 was supposeidke place. He also wanted to express his thanks
to the African Group, which had indicated its wiihess to go along with those dates even though
they coincided with a retreat the Group was holdm@unis, keeping many of its members from
participating. In this context, he wanted to rettat he would be available for consultations uguan
Group's return from Tunisia and that he stood rdadgffer any possible assistance to the African
Group in order to update them on the events ofétend meeting.

40. The intention would be for that meeting to be dedotat least in part, to an educational and
stocktaking process in response to the requestsatiereceived from a relatively large number of
delegations for such work. Members could invite YdTO Secretariat to brief the Group on relevant
issues, and organizations like UNCTAD, the WCO #melWorld Bank to present the work they were
doing and the programmes and facilities they wéte & offer to support developing countries and
LDCs through technical assistance and capacitglimgjlin that area.

41. With respect to meetings of the Negotiating Grau@005, Members would all be aware of
the need to bear in mind two practical consideratio the availability of meeting rooms and
interpreters, and the need to avoid, as far asiljesplacing small delegations in the position of
being faced with more WTO meetings being held coubeely than their limited resources would
allow them to cover effectively. With those coreations in mind, the WTO Secretariat had drawn
up a tentative list of dates for meetings of algblgating Groups for the first half of 2005. Inidg

so, the Secretariat had tried as far as possiblesfmond to requests the Chair had received fronyma
delegations to schedule meetings of the Trade ikdimh Negotiating Group back-to-back with
meetings of the Group on NAMA, so as to allow foe tost-effective participation of capital-based
officials. For the period up to July, the Secriettahad reserved facilities for meetings of the TN
on the following dates: 7 and 9 February, 21-23dla2-4 May, 13-14 June and 25-26 July. Having
that list of meeting dates was important for plagnpurposes, particularly back in capitals, and to
allow delegations and the Secretariat to make #tessary preparations to ensure for work to proceed
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smoothly. At the same time, Members had all exggéshe view that the Work Plan should be
approached in a flexible manner, so that it woukdrbesponsive to their respective needs as they
emerged, and he would like to encourage delegatiorgpproach the question of scheduling of
meetings with the same spirit of flexibility. Heged for their understanding when saying that de di
not believe one could entirely rule out the podisjbof there being subsequent modifications to the
schedule at the present stage. As next year wtiplthere might be a need for the Group to shift a
meeting from one date to another. Equally, asniggotiations progressed, Members might find it
helpful to the substance of their work to consigestponing a session, or adding an additional
meeting. With those considerations in mind, hegppsed for the Group to agree on the formulation
regarding the scheduling of meetings as set odboument TN/TF/W/1. As the Group proceeded
with its negotiations, that would provide Memberghwthe necessary flexibility to consult on the
schedule of meetings for 2005 he had just read out.

42. The representative of Indigoted that it was not her intention to hold up pheceedings but
that she was seeking clarification on the tentaliseeof dates for next year. She was wondering
whether this was merely an indicative list, withaoof its dates having been firmed up, or whether
the proposed dates would also be the ones actapjtyied. She had noted that the Chairman's
proposal provided for meetings to take place almatsta monthly basis, which might need
modification. She would like to know whether irr@ging on his proposal, Members would still have
the opportunity to modify the schedule later onit ags supposed to be a member-driven process.

43. The representative of Nigershared India's concerns with respect to the itigieamumber of
meetings in 2005. Looking at the list the Chairrhad suggested, he found it to provide for meetings
to take place almost every month. Also, he haddat those meetings were supposed to take place
back-to-back with NAMA. He was not sure whethee firoposed dates would actually be in line
with the schedule of the NAMA meetings. He hadpnablems with the dates, but if there was the
possibility to have three instead of the suggefiteimeetings, with them being held alongside the
NAMA ones, that would be helpful.

44, The representative of Jamaicated that he also had concerns with respecteagthedule of
meetings for 2005, which was very heavy. The ssiggkfive meetings were not even the meetings
for the whole next year, but only for its first fiallhat was really very difficult to service, patlarly

for small delegations. Given the fact that it w@be a member-driven process with work proceeding
on the basis of Members contributions, it wouldr®eessary to prepare inputs for the respective
meetings, which might not be possible under thgesiged rapid schedule, so that the indicativeofist
meetings would actually be counterproductive irs thontext. Jamaica knew that this was an
indicative schedule but would still want to be ataeevisit it.

45, Jamaica took note of the effort to hold meetingstled Negotiating Group on Trade
Facilitation back-to-back with those of NAMA so &s facilitate participation of capital-based
experts. But unfortunately, for quite a large nembf countries, there was no possibility of having
people from capitals attend those meetings anywaich would have to be serviced by the regular
Geneva staff instead. And that placed a great afestirain on the resources of small missions. The
WTO might carry out a study to find out how manyjle would actually come from capital for
many of those meetings.

46. The representative of the Philippingspported India's statement and noted that it evoel
best to take the suggested schedule as an indicatig. It would be necessary to talk about the
schedule further in the future. He also suppod&ahaica's comments and stressed that very often,
small staffed delegations had the burden of follmaall meetings related to the Doha Development
Agenda. Therefore, one should not just look atNB&IA meetings, but also at the schedule of other
Negotiating Groups such as, for example, the onRues, which seemed to have frequent meetings
next year.
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47. The representative of Japaemarked that, while it might be right to say tta¢ proposed
schedule provided for 5 meetings in 7 months, eutalion of the overall meeting sequence since the
time of the launch of the negotiations in July wbghow that the Group would have had only
7 meetings in a year, which was a good basis. yihieg was relative and could be looked at from
different perspectives.

48. The representative of Sri Lankented that his delegation had never been repreddnt an
expert from capital over the last years, as hiswgguwould not afford it. This would also contintge

be the case in the future. He therefore fully sufga the statement made by Jamaica with respect to
the scheduling of future trade facilitation meesingvhich were very important for Sri Lanka to
attend. The capacity constraints of smaller délegs had to be taken into account. The suggested
schedule should therefore be relaxed to allow &isgtion to take part in the negotiating meetings.

49, The representative of Antigua and Barbudated that the problem of small delegations
having to deal with a variety of meetings was ay\feequent one for his country. It was very diffic

for his delegation to cover that many meetings.th&t moment, he was one person representing not
only Antigua and Barbuda but also six other smaillintries with similar interests, which made it very
difficult for him and many other of his colleagueem small delegations to service those meetings
efficiently. Antigua and Barbuda certainly couldt rafford participation from capital-based experts.
He therefore fully supported the intervention mbgieddamaica.

50. The representative of Trinidad and Tobagioed Antigua and Barbuda, India and Jamaica in
their concerns about the suggested meeting schedite delegation was also very small, and the
proposed schedule for the first half of 2005 wobédextremely onerous for her country and would
make it difficult for them to participate in negations they considered critical. Trinidad and Tgiba
would therefore take the proposed schedule as elyredicative one.

51. The Chairmanreminded delegations of the possibility for mozhtions to the suggested
schedule to which he had already referred to earlte called upon Members to see how the Group
progressed over the course of next year. Theratrbig a need for postponements and rescheduling
at some stage, but at the moment, that was siraplgarly to tell. What he was seeking the Group to
agree on at the present meeting was merely thesmionf the circulated document (TN/TF/W/1),
which only specified the dates for the current yeBine possible dates for 2005 he had referreddto d
not form part of that document.

52. On the question of the indicated dates actuallyndeiet back-to-back with those for the
NAMA Group, he noted that, while the Secretarial bréed to ensure such linkage on the basis of the
indications of the likely dates of the NAMA sessaas they had currently been available, he did not
want to make a final declaration to this end a$ wwuld amount to him announcing the dates of the
NAMA Negotiating Group, which was something he digavanted to avoid.

53. He asked Members whether they could agree on tpgested schedule of meetings on that
basis.

54, It was so agreed.
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B. AD HOC ATTENDANCE OF RELEVANT INTERNATIONAL ORGANIZATIONS, INCLUDING THE
IMF, OECD, UNCTAD, WCO AND THE WORLD BANK, AT THE NEXT MEETING OF THE
NEGOTIATING GROUP

55. The Chairmannoted that, under this final item, the Group wotddte up the issue of
attendance of relevant international organizatiansluding those mentioned in paragraph 8 of
Annex D, at the next meeting of the Negotiating @xo The Work Plan provided for them to be
invited on arad hoc basis.

56. He asked Members whether they would invite repragiees of the IMF, OECD, UNCTAD,
WCO and the World Bank to attend the Group's neeéting on such basis.

57. It was so agreed

58. The Chairmamoted that the next meeting of the Negotiatingupravould take place on
22 and 23 November as agreed by Members.

50. The meeting was closed.



