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CO-OPERATIVE DEVELOPMENT OF OPERATIONAL SAFETY AND CONTINUING AIRWORTHINESS PROGRAMME –SOUTH ASIA (COSCAP-SA)

MINUTES OF THE ELEVENTH MEETING OF THE PROJECT STEERING COMMITTEE   COSCAP-SA 

HELD AT THIMPHU – BHUTAN  

22 - 23 APRIL 2003   

Present
1.
A total of 24 participants comprising Directors General of Civil Aviation, their Representatives from participating States, ICAO, representatives from the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) and the Boeing Aircraft Company attended the meeting.  The list of the attendees is attached as Annexure 1.

Opening of the Meeting

2.
The Hon’ble Minister of Communications, Royal Government of Bhutan; Chairman of the COSCAP-SA Steering Committee and Director, Department of Civil Aviation Bhutan; and the Regional Director, ICAO Asia and Pacific Office addressed the participants and invited guests during the opening ceremony.

2.1
In his welcome address, the Chairman of the COSCAP-SA Steering Committee and Director, DCA Bhutan, Mr. Phala Dorji on his own behalf and that of the Members, thanked the Hon’ble Minister for gracing the Meeting. The Chairman noted with satisfaction the excellent progress made by the COSCAP-SA and was pleased to report that in February, 2003 the COSCAP-South Asia Project completed five years of its existence. He stated that this had been no small achievement and in the context of the Region was a giant step forward.  The Chairman was gratified to see that the Seven Member States had been able to sit together in a very conducive and cooperative environment to address civil aviation safety issues that have confronted the Region. The Chairman was also very pleased to inform that all the Seven Member States had endorsed the Revised Project Document, thus making it possible for the Project to continue for another five years and in the process convert itself into a Programme. He stated that the Project had now entered the second Phase which was very significant and hoped that the continued commitment of the Member Administrations and the Partners would enable the Region to continuously enhance the safety and efficiency of air transport operations through the COSCAP–SA Programme on a sustained basis. He expressed gratitude to the Donors for supporting the Programme through their contributions in cash and kind.

2.2
In his opening remarks, the ICAO Regional Director, Asia/Pacific Office, Mr. Lalit B. Shah, stated that the Members and Partners of COSCAP-SA may take pride in the fact that COSCAP-SA is the pioneer “Co-operative Arrangement” amongst all similar arrangements. He reiterated that COSCAP-SA has been the demonstrative exemplary mechanism to pave the way for similar sub-grouping in the Asia/Pacific Region, which are COSCAP-SEA, COSCAP-NA and PASO in the Pacific.

He was happy to note that in all the Sub Groupings, ICAO had been instrumental in bringing administrations together and laying the foundation of COSCAP understanding and partnership. Highlighting the commitment of this cooperative arrangement and the demonstration of the effectiveness of COSCAP-SA, the Regional Director stressed that a model of co-operation has been created which had deep implications; i.e. the commitment of the Directors General, industry leaders and the funding agencies to work together in producing tangible results. He urged all the Directors General and the close and distinguished partners to build on the co-operative value of COSCAP.

2.3
The Regional Director was pleased to inform the audience that the Transitional Islamic Government of Afghanistan had recently expressed its intention and keenness to join the COSCAP-SA in order to derive every benefit in a cost-effective manner. The ICAO has referred the matter to the Steering Committee for its kind consideration.

2.4
 In his keynote address as the Chief Guest, the Hon’ble Minister of Communications, His Excellency Lyonpo Leki Dorji welcomed the participants to Bhutan. The Hon’ble Minister was pleased to note that the direction set forth by COSCAP-SA to meet the safety challenges that lay ahead had not been in vain and that COSCAP-SA had since become a role model for others to follow. He expressed satisfaction over the joint efforts by the Regulators and the Industry in keeping the skies over the Region safe. The Hon’ble Minister urged the donor Countries and Agencies to continue to support the safety oversight capabilities in the South Asia Region.

Proceedings of the Meeting
3.
Self Introduction of Participants.     The proceedings of the Meeting commenced with the self-introduction by the participants.

4.     
Adoption of the Agenda.      The Agenda, as circulated, was adopted. The Chairman advised the participants that two additional Discussion Papers namely DP-8, USOAP Data and DP-9, CAA Inspector’s Remuneration would be taken up for discussion when discussing ‘Any Other Matters’. A copy of the Agenda is placed as Annexure 2.
5.
 IP 1 –  Presentation by RFOI COSCAP-SA on The First Five Years of the Project.
The RFOI provided an overview of the Programme activities since the last five years.  The presentation touched upon several milestones and achievements made by the Programme, the benefits accrued by the Member States and the involvement of the Donor Agencies.

5.1
The Meeting noted the features of the COSCAP-SA Project, the financial (proven high cost/benefit ratio) and practical benefits offered by it.  The following observations were made:

(a)
DDG India expressed the view that all work produced by COSCAP-SA be vetted by ICAO and given its stamp of approval for universal acceptance.  The ICAO advised that this may not be possible because of resource constraints of ICAO and that the COSCAP-SA documents are meant for sub-regional implementation.

(b)
DG CAA Sri Lanka observed that Objective 1.2.5 required the Project to recruit highly qualified personnel from within the region for training and development as Regional Flight Safety Inspectors. It was stated that in five years the Project had been able to recruit only one RFOI and two RAIs. There was a need for creating a larger pool of qualified inspectors that would be able to address the needs of States that were still deficient in ‘Technically qualified manpower’. ICAO explained that resource constraints had been the impediment in recruiting more regional inspectors; furthermore, there should be an agreement in principle that Inspectors who come to COSCAP-SA and get trained on returning to their country should be available to provide assistance to COSCAP-SA whenever a demand arose. Such Inspectors should form part of the Regional Pool of Inspectors.  ICAO explained further that a large number of regulators get trained through Regional workshops / seminars. These personnel could also form a part of the Regional Pool and be utilized for providing assistance. Institutionalization of the Project had to be demonstrated by creating an effective pool of technically qualified inspectors. This would help institutionalize the Programme and attract donor assistance.

6.
 DP 1 – Presentation by RFOI on Project Update.
In DP 1, the Report on COSCAP-SA Project Update was presented by the RFOI. The purpose of the paper was to outline the progress made to achieve the Project Objectives. The Steering Committee was requested to provide guidance on the following Outputs / Activities:

(a)
Objective 1 / Output 1.7 on the Institutionalization of the programme

(b)
Objective 2 / Output 2.1 on Harmonization of Regulations within the Region

(c)
Objective 3 / Output 3.1 on Engagement of an ACSTE in future for another period of time.

6.1
The Meeting noted the progress made by the COSCAP-SA programme to date. In addition, the Steering Committee Meeting provided specific direction and guidance on the following Outputs / Activities:

(a)
Objective 1 / Output 1.7  Institutionalization / Governing Framework
i.
The COSCAP-SA Administrative Manual be completed at the earliest and include the directions as set forth in the 10th Steering Committee Meeting. 


(b)
Objective 2 / Output 2.1  Harmonization of Regulations within the Region

The Meeting agreed that the harmonisation of regulations etc., while necessary, was a difficult process; but agreed to work toward such efforts. The following observations were made:

i.
The need for employing a CTA was raised by most Member States. It was felt that the requisite expertise could be acquired on short term basis to address the harmonization needs / issues  instead of employing a full time CTA / FORE.  ICAO advised the Steering Committee that funds had already been provided for this purpose by the EU and could only be utilized for the same. ICAO had already re-drafted the EU agreement. It was, therefore, imperative for the Project to accordingly utilize the allocated funds.

ii.
DGCAA Sri Lanka inquired if the TORs for the FORE / CTA had been established. He felt that the position of a CTA was not a priority as the Project had functioned without one for the last few months. Instead the focus should be on enhancing the number of qualified Regional Inspectors. The RFOI advised the Steering Committee that the availability of an FORE / CTA was essential for addressing the harmonization issues as this was a very specialized activity (Objective 2, Output 2.1); as well as the Administrative Manual and that the recruitment of the FORE / CTA was at an advanced stage. Furthermore, the EC funds were tied with the recruitment of an FORE / CTA

The Steering Committee noted the comments by ICAO and the RFOI.  It pended its decision on the matter.

(c)
Objective 3 / Output 3.1  Engagement of an ACSTE in future for another period of time

The Steering Committee decided to delay its decision on the ‘Engagement of an ACSTE’  till 
after the matter was further discussed under Agenda Item 8: Status of Preparation by States to comply with Aerodrome Certification Requirements.


7.
 DP 2 –  Presentation by RFOI on Training Report.
In DP 2, the Report on COSCAP-SA Training was presented by the RFOI.  The RFOI stated that a large majority of the training had been completed in the Region.  As more of the formal training is completed, additional time would be available to conduct On the Job Training and provide Technical assistance to States. As funding is limited, efforts would continue to request donor support for the training that cannot otherwise be provided by COSCAP-SA staff.  Where courses are provided at no charge, COSCAP-SA may be required to provide some support for daily allowance and transportation for instructors where gratis travel is not available.

7.1
The Steering Committee expressed its satisfaction over the training provided so far. The Meeting observed that there was now a need to consolidate on the training provided and regular refresher training be undertaken under COSCAP-SA arrangements, besides providing initial training to newly inducted inspectors. The Report was accepted with the following decisions:

(a)
Efforts be continued to request donor support for the training that cannot be otherwise provided by the COSCAP-SA staff.

(b)
Member States, Associate Members, and Industry Partners who are in position to provide training through their personnel resources and facilities should kindly advise the CTA of the availability of such training.

(c)
Priority continue to be given to arranging training courses / workshops in the following areas:



i.
Crew Resource Management (CRM)



ii.
Safety Management Systems (SMS)



iii.
Aviation Medicine



iv.
Accident Prevention Workshop (Part II – Airbus Industrie)



v.
Airworthiness related courses to be determined by the States

(d)
COSCAP-SA to continue to provide Technical Assistance and On the Job Training to the National Inspectors in the safety oversight functions and certification procedures.

(e)
To enable the CTA to develop a comprehensive Annual Work Plan, all Member States will indicate their priority of training requirements for the next one year by 30th May, 
2003.

8.
 DP 3 – Review of Conclusions of the Tenth Meeting of the Steering Committee. The purpose of the presentation by the RFOI was to outline the action taken on the decisions of the previous meeting and highlight the progress made by the Project in the intervening period.
8.1
The Conclusions of the 10th Meeting of the Steering Committee were reviewed and accepted with the following observations:


(a)
ICAO advised that it was in the process of organizing a joint workshop with the NTSB which could address the issues of Crisis Management on a regional basis, thereby obviating the need for COSCAP-SA to hold a separate workshop on the subject.  The representatives of Pakistan and Sri Lanka seconded this suggestion. Should further requirements for such workshops exist in the future, these could be discussed at a later Steering Committee Meeting (reference 10th SCM Minutes para 15: Regional Offices’ Initiatives).

(b)
Also, as already discussed at the 10th Meeting (reference 10th SCM Minutes para 8.3 decision v.), RFOI briefed the Steering Committee on the cost implications of setting up a website for COSCAP-SA, which the Meeting noted.

8.2
A copy of the CD developed by COSCAP-SA containing COSCAP-SA ‘training material and documents’ was provided to all the Directors General present at the Meeting (reference 10th SC Meeting Minutes para 8.1.2 decision i.).

9.
DP 4 – Presentation by RFOI on Safety Management Systems and Programmes.    In the presentation related to DP 4, a Discussion Paper on Safety Management Systems and Programmes, the RFOI highlighted that the introduction of cost-effective systems-based safety management programmes had proven to be remarkably successful in identification of and minimizing risks to, and consequently the occurrence of, aircraft accidents and incidents. RFOI reiterated that Regulatory authorities must require the establishment of safety management systems / programmes in certain types of operations related to flight operations, maintenance, air traffic services and aerodromes.

9.1.
The Steering Committee noted the information provided in the Discussion Paper and its Appendix. It discussed ways and means of providing training relevant to Safety Management Systems and Programmes so that Member States have the required systems in place before the ICAO stipulated deadlines: Annex 11– 27 November, 2003;  Annex 14 – 24 November, 2005; and Annex 6  (Accident prevention and flight safety programme). The paper was accepted with the following conclusions:

(a)
Based on a tentative offer of the FAA to provided assistance on the subject by holding of a related workshop, COSCAP-SA is requested to liaise with the FAA in this respect.


(b)
Boeing Representative committed to evaluate the possibility of providing to 
COSCAP-SA further training on SMS in the Air Traffic Services area.

(c)
Furthermore, to provide the necessary technical assistance not covered by the workshop, ICAO is requested to assist with acquiring the services of an SMS expert for a period of five (5) months, subject to the availability of funds. In case of insufficient funds within the Project resources, donor support may be sought to assist with the placement of an expert at the earliest.

(d)
The FAA Representative advised the Meeting of the possibility of providing technical expertise for conducting various safety-related courses if the Steering Committee could provide the necessary resources.  In addition, a CD could possibly be made available containing safety- related information / publications of the FAA.

(e)
High priority is accorded to the provision of SMS training and advisory assistance.

10.
 Agenda Item 8: Status of Preparation by States to Comply with Aerodrome Certification Requirements

10.1.
Most of the States stated that preparation of documentation for aerodrome certification was progressing satisfactorily and that they were hopeful in meeting the certification deadline.  Many States, however, brought out their requirement for practical application of the certification process and requested the provision of On the Job training in this area by COSCAP-SA.  ICAO briefed the Meeting on similar aerodrome certification carried out in the Region, through a team of experts.  Since recruitment of such a team was cost-prohibitive to COSCAP-SA, States generally agreed to the re-engagement of an Aerodrome Certification and Safety Training Expert (ACSTE) for this purpose, with the duration of the assignment to be determined in consultation with the Expert. The TORs of the ACSTE would comprise the following:


(a)
The ACSTE to focus on missions to States for Technical Assistance as much as 
possible prior to the related USOAP Programme activities.

(b)
Review the legislation, rules, regulations and standards/requirements developed by each State and to ensure their compliance with ICAO SARPs.

(c)
Undertake the certification process of one aerodrome per State and provide On the Job training to the regulatory personnel.

(d)
Conduct a short course on SMS relevant to aerodrome operations in all States to initiate the process of establishing such a system by the aerodrome operators.

11.
 DP 5  – Presentation by RFOI on Air Traffic Services.
   The Paper was presented and further explanations on the status of preparations for the USOAP audit in the discipline of Air Traffic Services were provided.  Although certain documentation, including audit protocols had not as yet been finalized by ICAO, the deadline set by Amendment 40 to Annex 11 was in place for 27 November 2003 and that ICAO would commence its USOAP activity in this area in early 2004.  The Meeting recognized the importance and the urgency of finalizing their preparations to meet the deadline for introduction of SMS in Air Traffic Services and for the related USOAP audits.  While it was agreed that, mainly on account of funding constraints, COSCAP-SA assistance in this area could be provided even at a later stage in the rectification of deficiencies identified by the audits, the desirability of early assistance was accepted.
11.1
 The Meeting generally accepted the DP 5 with the following provisos:
(a)
Any assistance provided by COSCAP-SA on the subject of ATS and related USOAP audits should not be to the detriment of the core activities of the project.

(b)
Assistance to be provided on the subject of ATS and related USOAP audits only after the publication by ICAO of the necessary audit protocols.

(c)
Once sufficient funds become available, either from COSCAP-SA resources or through donor support, ICAO to prepare a proposal for Technical Assistance on the subject and to circulate to the Participating States, without awaiting the next Steering Committee Meeting.

12.
 IP 2 – Presentation on Boeing Air Traffic Management Working Together Team.
12.1
The Steering Committee thanked Ms. Elizabeth E. Keck, Vice President, Boeing Company, Air Traffic Management, for making a very informative presentation on the need to begin the systems engineering process in defining requirements for the CNS/ATM systems that will be required in the next decade. 

13.
 DP 6 – Presentation by ICAO on Cooperative Aviation Security Programme.  The Paper on the subject was presented by ICAO and the background and context of this proposed project was elaborated upon.  The Steering Committee reviewed the Project Document on ‘Cooperative Aviation Security Programme – South Asia (CASP-SA)’ and provided the following comments:
(a)
Some representatives of States expressed that, for cost reasons, it would be preferable not 
to set up a separate project but rather address aviation security under the present COSCAP-SA 
arrangements. 

(b)
Most representatives, while stating their preference for the civil aviation administration to be fully in charge of aviation security and were looking for ICAO’s support in this respect, recognized that in many States organizations other than the CAA were handling aviation security. ICAO should reinforce its guidelines in this respect, as stipulated in Annex 17.

(c)
In order to further raise the awareness on the subject, the holding of  workshops by COSCAP-SA on the subject were recommended.

(d)
ICAO clarified that it had prepared DP - 6 at the specific request of the 9th Steering Committee Meeting and that the project document was prepared bearing in mind the excellent experience gained through COSCAP-SA, including with donor funding.  Also, due to the nature of aviation security and the need for substantial assistance in preparing for the ICAO aviation security audits, and in assisting with rectification of any deficiencies found, a project separate from COSCAP-SA was required in order not to overload the existing COSCAP-SA project staff and to not dilute the project focus. It was further clarified that major donor support may only be available if a separate aviation security project was launched.

(e)
Some States felt that the various audits being launched by ICAO were creating a considerable burden on the resources of States and where possible, these should be limited. ICAO clarified that the USOAP programme, including its recent expansion to include Annexes 11, 13 and 14, were mandated by the Contracting States of ICAO themselves.  As such, it may 
not be possible to reduce any of the requirements already agreed to and planned for.  The success of audits in the areas of Annex 1, 6 and 8 have amply demonstrated that in quite a few cases civil 
aviation administrations have not been fully cognizant of all the requirements to be met.  As 
such, the COSCAP-SA project provided invaluable assistance to States in 
this process. Likewise, the COSCAP-SA project will be in a position to assist States in the areas of Annex 11, 13 and 14, if so determined by the Steering Committee.

(f)
Sri Lanka stated that while it agreed in principle to the need for creating a separate project to address the security needs of the Region, it would volunteer to provide the necessary 
infrastructure to house the Project in Colombo if the Steering Committee so decided to proceed 
with the establishment of a separate project.

13.1
Following this discussion, the following conclusions were arrived at:

(a)
While the State representatives were not in a position to commit themselves to endorsing the project due to the need to consult with their respective Governments, ICAO may wish to formally circulate the project document to the States proposed to participate in the project and seek their formal comments.

(b)
If the Steering Committee were to decide on the need for a separate Project, the Project office may be established at Colombo, Sri Lanka with the kind assistance of CAA, Sri Lanka.

14.
 DP 7 – Funding and Budget. 
In DP 7, Funding and Budget presentation, ICAO advised the Members of the contributions received from both States and Donors since the last Steering Committee Meeting. The Budget as outlined in Appendix II to DP 7 was reviewed. The requirement of early contribution from States and Donors was emphasized.

14.1
The Paper was adopted and approved by the Members with the following conclusions:

(a)
The Budget as outlined in Annexure II of DP 7 was approved.  
(b)
States to take early action for the provision of funding for 2003 as per Table 1, Annexure III to Project Document Revision 1 (Project Participating States’ Contributions to COSCAP-SA from years 2002 – 2007).

(c)
Donors are requested to continue with their invaluable support to COSCAP-SA and advise of their contribution for 2003 at their earliest convenience. 

15.
Venue and Date for the 12th Steering Committee Meeting.

15.1
Director General of Civil Aviation, Civil Aviation Authority of Pakistan, kindly offered to host the 12th Meeting of the Project Steering Committee, COSCAP-SA in Karachi, Pakistan. The representative was hopeful that the security situation in the region would permit holding of the Steering Committee Meeting in the proposed time frame.  Tentative dates for the meeting would be in December 2003.  Final dates would be communicated within one month, for concurrence by the Steering Committee Members.   Air Operators would be invited to attend the meeting and an additional day could be provided for presentations on safety issues at a management level.

15.2
The Director General of the Civil Aviation Authority of Sri Lanka kindly offered to host the 12th Steering Committee Meeting in Colombo, should the security situation not permit the holding of the Meeting in Pakistan.

15.3
The Steering Committee accepted the offer and thanked the Directors General of Civil Aviation Pakistan and Sri Lanka.

16.
Consultation amongst Directors General Civil Aviation.

The Directors General of Civil Aviation went into a closed door session for mutual consultation. The Regional Director, ICAO Asia/Pacific was later invited to join the proceedings.

Any Other Matter

17.
Two additional Discussion Papers i.e. DP8 and DP9 were put up for deliberations under ‘Any Other Matter’. Subsequently the house was invited to discuss ‘Any Other Matter’ if they so desired.

17.1
DP 8 USOAP DATA.
A presentation of the Discussion Paper was provided by ICAO.  States were informed of the procedure ICAO had advised which needed to be followed in order to allow COSCAP-SA to access the USOAP data. The procedure is that each State needs to submit a written request to ICAO Headquarters authorizing ICAO to make available the data to COSCAP-SA. Sample requests were provided to the Members and Members were requested to consider signing of the request and submit it to ICAO Headquarters, copied to COSCAP-SA.

17.2
DP 9 CAA INSPECTORS' REMUNERATION.    In response to requests from States for information on the possibilities of employing qualified inspectors outside their established cadre, ICAO presented DP 9, outlining its National Professional Project Personnel (NPPP) scheme and the modalities to be followed in case States wish to make use of this scheme.  ICAO also advised that it could provide to States Regional Inspectors, similar to those employed under COSCAP-SA.  Either of these schemes could be handled under the COSCAP-SA project umbrella, but under a sub-project, as it would not involve other States and finances would need to be kept separate.  

As an alternative, a separate Management Service Agreement (MSA) could be set up between ICAO and the State concerned, outside of COSCAP-SA, similar to what was already successfully done in one of the States in South Asia. Some Member States sought further clarification on the NPPP system. The Director General and Vice Chairman, CAA Sri Lanka shared the experience of their in-country NPPP scheme with the Steering Committee. The Director, DCA Bhutan requested ICAO’s assistance in convincing the respective regional Governments, in which there was a shortage of ‘Technically Qualified Inspectors’, to participate in the scheme. ICAO further stressed that the matter needed to be looked into very critically by States and they should avail of the Scheme with ICAO for the purpose. Sri Lanka stressed the need for ICAO to ensure that such personnel, who were provided through the ICAO system, must be contractually bound to train the national counter-parts. ICAO advised that this requirement could be included in the job description for the NPPP post.  The Meeting concluded that those States that wished to avail of the Scheme may directly approach ICAO for assistance.

17.3
Afghanistan Seeking Membership of COSCAP-SA.
A letter received from the Minister of Civil Aviation and Tourism, Transitional Islamic Government of Afghanistan requesting inclusion in the COSCAP-SA Project was put for consideration by the Steering Committee. The Steering Committee agreed to include Afghanistan as a full Member in the COSCAP-SA Project, subject to their Governments' formal approval.  Upon receipt of  formal approvals from all Member States, ICAO will be requested to extend an invitation to the Ministry of Civil Aviation and Tourism, Transitional Islamic Government of Afghanistan  that it may join the COSCAP-SA project provided it agreed to its share of  financial contribution to the Project and also request Afghanistan to participate in the 12th Meeting of the Steering Committee.

17.4
Recruitment of CTA.
The meeting was briefed upon the decision of the participating States that further curricula vitae for the CTA post should be provided to the Chairman of the Steering Committee by ICAO and emphasis be laid on expertise beyond Operations.

 17.5
Frequency of Steering Committee Meetings.
The meeting was advised of the decision of the participating States that, on account of resource constraints, the frequency of the Steering Committee Meetings should be reduced to yearly, with the possibility of additional meetings, when so required, through mutual consultation.

 17.6
Reimbursement of Travel Expenses of the Chairman, Steering Committee. The meeting agreed that, in order to allow more frequent consultations between the Chairman, Steering Committee and the other participating States, the budget of COSCAP-SA should reimburse travel cost and pay Daily Subsistence Allowance to the Chairman, when on COSCAP-SA related duty travel.  Prior approval of this travel would need to be obtained from ICAO Headquarters.

Adoption of Conclusions and Recommendation

18.
The Steering Committee unanimously adopted the Decisions and Conclusions arrived at the 11th Meeting of the Project Steering Committee and requested the Chairman of the Steering Committee to convey the Minutes of the Meeting to all participating States and Donors. 

Closing of the Meeting

19.
The Chairman in his closing remarks expressed heartfelt thanks to the Member States and the distinguished Delegates for their valuable contribution and active participation during the two days of deliberations. He also thanked Mr. Lalit B. Shah and Mr. Wolfgang Sander-Fischer for their support for the Meeting. He appreciated the efforts put in by Capt. Fareed Ali Shah towards the successful culmination of the Meeting. The Chairman felt satisfied that the Meeting had done some useful work and achieved much over the two days despite some differences of opinion and views. He thanked the Donors for their continued support and requested the participant States to come forward with their contributions at the earliest. He wished all participants a safe journey back home and hoped to see all of them at the next Steering Committee Meeting in Pakistan.

--------------------------------------------------- x x x x x x x ------------------------------------------------
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