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l. ATTENDANCE

1. The Committee on Trade held its third session oarzb26 February 2009. A joint Trade
Committee and Inland Transport Committee Conferemcdrade and Transport Facilitation in
the UNECE region was held on 24 February.

2. Representatives of the following countries parttgal in the meeting: Austria, Belgium,
Bulgaria, Czech Republic, Finland, France, Germa®®reece, Hungary, Kazakhstan,
Kyrgyzstan, Netherlands, Poland, Romania, Russiadefation, Serbia, Spain, Sweden,
Switzerland, Turkey, United Kingdom and United 8sabf America.

3. A representative of Mexico participated in the gass under Article 11 of the Terms of
Reference of the United Nations Economic Commis&wofturope (UNECE).

4. A representative of the World Trade Organizatiorif@Y was present at the meeting.
5. The European Union was also represented.
6. More than 20 representatives from intergovernmemaanizations, the business

community and civil society participated at theiiatton of the secretariat.
. ADOPTION OF THE AGENDA (agendaitem 1)

Documentation ECE/TRADE/C/2009/1 - Provisional agenda

7. The Committee adopted the agenda as proposed (@ed)s

8. The Committee appointed Mr. Vitaly Aristov (Russiafrederation) and
Mr. Frédérik Million (France) as Rapporteurs.

1.  FUTURE OPTIONSFOR THE COMMITTEE ON TRADE (agendaitem 2)

Documentation ECE/TRADE/C/2007/2 - Future options for the Cortieg on Trade

9. The Chairman briefly reviewed the issues at stakéing that although the future of the
Committee had been questioned there was no doobt #ie usefulness of its subsidiary bodies
(SBs). He said that the Committee had been faced difficult conditions since the 1997
reform. Too many disparate elements and topics niatiemanding for delegations to follow the
discussions. Should the decision be taken to rethieeCommittee, the Bureau recommended
that its mandate be refocused. A revived Committeed serve as a platform for general policy
discussions in areas concerning all subsidiarydsodnd could raise specific technical issues to a
more general level. It could, for example, study tange of technical barriers to trade not dealt
with by other organizations.
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10. During the ensuing debate, various points weresdais favour of and against the revival
of the Committee. The following section recalls Hrguments of the delegations, starting with
those that spoke in favour of maintaining it, falkd by those in favour of its dissolution, then
some neutral remarks by delegations, and conclssigrihe Chairman.

A. Interventionsin support of maintaining the Committee on Trade

11. The Russian representative said that the Commitéseneeded to discuss how barriers to
trade could be reduced and trade increased. Heestgghrefocusing the Committee to make it
more effective, more operational, and quick to oesbto new challenges. Economic cooperation
could not take place without discussing trade. l8e auggested strengthening the work within
the secretariat to support the Committee’s futuoekw

12.  The representative of Kyrgyzstan supported theraegus of the Russian Federation and
pointed out the usefulness of the Committee fanallscountry such as Kyrgyzstan, with limited
experiences with WTO issues and in need of assistdan its transition process. The
representative of Turkey also supported the coation of the Committee but with a focus on
broader policy discussions of a non-technical matliurkey also pointed to the uniqueness of
the current situation, with all three subsidiarydies considered successful while their parent
body faced failure.

13.  The representative of the Netherlands added thatalsealso concerned about the impact
of abolishing the Committee on the subsidiary bedespecially on their reporting procedures.
But he also agreed that the Committee in its ptek®m could not continue, as it added no

value to its subsidiary bodies. In brief, he idiged the main points as: (a) a need for a drastic
change; (b) a need for reflection on the reportimgs of the subsidiary bodies and (c)

continuing the Committee only if real issues cdutdidentified to justify its existence.

14.  For the representative of Belarus, it was betteetbink the Committee’s role in terms of
functions and reflect on which of these should leptkchanged or added. He stressed that
support for the subsidiary bodies and oversighheir work was still required. However, in his
view, most functions currently fulfilled by the wibtiary bodies fell under the category of
“production”, i.e. setting standards; and that ¢herere gaps in strategic thinking and analysis;
promotion, policies and implementation. He theref@uggested developing a substantive
programme of work and subsequently deciding onotiganizational structure, a renewed role
and mandate. He saw one of the UNECE goals as beéngreation of an economic space free
of bottlenecks for all member States. The Commigteentribution was fundamental through
developing, implementing and promoting standardkragulations that facilitate such a barrier-
free space.

15. The representative of the United Kingdom, speakimnyice-chairman of the Committee,
pointed to the great potential a Committee coulkhat this moment of time when trade and the
areas covered by the three subsidiary bodies wareng importance at the international policy
level. However, he said that efforts needed to bdarto clearly identify the substantial issues a
revived Committee should address and how the Camendould respond to urgent matters of
international concern. The Committee needed toudsadssues that were of importance to all



ECE/TRADE/C/2009/12
Page 5

delegations, including those in favour of its atoti. The representative of Slovakia, speaking
as a member of the Bureau of the Working Party gricdiltural Quality Standards, agreed that
if the Committee were to be maintained it neededaae attractive programme of work that
would address the needs of the transition econoimige changed economic environment.

16. The Chairman explained that the Committee’s Buitead reflected on how issues for
new work could be identified and had proposed mgidi Conference in the autumn of 2009 to
bring together Member States and stakeholders ¢esas among other broader issues, their
needs, priorities and visions for the Committee.

B. Interventionsin support of dissolving the Committee

17. The representative of the Czech Republic and thegean Commission presented the
position of the European Union and its 27 Membaeate3tthat the EU had taken the Committee’s
review process very seriously and had concludetthieaCommittee should be dissolved.

18.  The representative of the European Commission #thiike secretariat and the Bureau
for their report and survey. He said that the EW barefully considered the matter and had
concluded that the Committee should not have ita pvogramme. Despite numerous efforts
over many years, cross-cutting issues had not foesrd for the Committee and no value-added
had been identified during the existing revivalgass. He also noted the lack of topics and the
low interest of member States in answering thentbgeirculated questionnaire on their needs
and priorities for the Committee. He reiterated &port for the subsidiary bodies and stated
that the EU would give priority to the developmamid implementation of new standards. He
therefore proposed that the Committee should béshiea, alternative arrangements found for
the subsidiary bodies and resources reallocatestremgthen their activities. He pointed in
particular to paragraph 18 of the Chairman’s refadotument ECE/TRADE/C/2009/2) that lists
possible options should the Committee be dissolved.

19. The representative of the United States agreedathabuntries were interested in trade
issues and therefore suggested that concentratirvgodk with WTO, might make better use of
the limited resources available.

20. The representative of Switzerland informed the mgethat Switzerland did not have
sufficient resources to follow the work of the Coitiee and therefore did not attach particular
priority to maintaining it. However, he also dretteation to the fact that certain countries had
expressed their need for a Committee. Should thenrgitiee be maintained, he suggested
holding back-to-back sessions with the Inland TpansCommittee and, if possible, arranging
for joint policy sessions. Reporting and other austrative functions should then take up no
more than one day of meeting time.

C. Neutral remarksand conclusions

21. The Chairman agreed that trade and transport issisewell as the work of the three
subsidiary bodies, needed to be discussed togdtinanstance by focusing on case studies and
practical issues. That would also help analysesthsidiary bodies’ contribution or lack thereof
to the development of trade in the region.
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22. The representative of Belarus stressed the impmetad a holistic approach at the
country level as well as at regional levels; foample, on how the whole system should be
managed and organized when discussing trade or \88U@s; or how barriers to trade should be
removed at the regional level. He also stressedéld to identify cross-cutting issues, including
some that had been identified during the jointiseswith the Inland Transport Committee.

23.  Summing up the discussions, the Chairman notednthatonsensus had been found on
the options for the future of the Committee. Heornfed delegations that he would transmit all
arguments in favour and against maintaining the Qidtee to the meeting of the Executive
Committee of UNECE (EXCOM) on 27 February. He ataid that he would ask EXCOM to
initiate work on possible ways forward. Should EX@Gsk for the identification of a new
mandate, work would have to begin very soon. Helavmiorm the EXCOM about the proposal
to hold a conference in autumn 2009 to identifyéssfor a renewed Committee. But he also
pointed out that, during the Joint Trade-Trans@ohference, in the Survey as well as during
the presentations under agenda item 3, timely anpbitant topics had already been identified.
To summarize, he recalled that reforming the Cotemitvould entail defining a new mandate,
formulating clearer rules of procedure (identifyithg competencies of the subsidiary bodies and
the Committee) and ways of promoting the work ef @ommittee (decision)3

IV. POLICY DISCUSSION (agendaitem 3)

Documentation ECE/TRADE/C/2009/INF.1 - Survey of member Statenities for the
Committee on Trade

24.  The policy discussion was held before the comphetibdiscussions on the future of the
Committee on Trade (item 2 of the agenda). MemlbateS agreed it was necessary to hear all
the proposals for new priorities for the Committeptogramme of work before they could make
an informed decision.

25. The delegations of Kyrgyzstan, the former YugosRepublic of Macedonia and the
Czech Republic presented some ongoing projectsein tountries, and other delegations seized
the opportunity to expand on the opinions they bapressed in the survey on member States
priorities for the Committee.

26. A general comment was made about adopting a hobgproach if the revitalization of
the mandate of the Committee was to succeed. lnasnough to think about the production of
recommendations or standards. It was crucial ttktabout how they were marketed, distributed
and implemented by the authorities in member States

27. The concrete proposals made for the programme ak wb the Committee can be
summarized as follows:

(@ To be a forum to discuss trade policy and othelictdpissues, with special
attention given to issues related to trade promaaiod lowering barriers to trade in the UNECE
region;
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(b) To conduct the political analysis needed to helpthbdo bring its
recommendations to Governments and to facilitage tmplementation;

(c) To conduct, or at least encourage, assessmentdErnie member States and help
set up capacity-building projects, which would a2 the implementation of UNECE tools for
the facilitation and promotion of trade. Preseptai given by certain countries perfectly
illustrated the demand for such activities to helgmber States, especially countries in
transition, bring their legislation into line witimternational standards and eliminate old
standards;

(d)  To continue to work with the Inland Transport Cortige. A thorough analysis of
the results of the Joint Conference on Trade arahsport Facilitation in a Global Economy
should be conducted to identify possible fieldsobperation and benefit from synergies. Both
Committee sessions could be held back-to-back agaihyear;

(e) To invest more resources in work with other orgatians in cluster activities
(Interagency Cluster on Trade and Productive C#paciExecutive Committee on Economic
and Social Affairs Trade Cluster) to raise the peadf its activities.

28. To expand this list, further proposals were made:

(@) Organize at the UNECE a Conference on the futuré¢raafe, where member
States would express what they expected from thmerditiee;

(b) Hold consultations with representatives participgtin WTO activities, to
identify cross-cutting issues and issues not dsmilisat WTO. Such an investigation could
contribute to better defining responsibilities dhe role of the Committee.

29. Note: proposals made in the survey are not merdianehis report, unless they were
requested by delegations.

30. The Committee took note of the discussion (decidjon
V.  SUBSIDIARY BODY REPORTS (agendaitem 4)
A. Trade facilitation and electronic business (agenda item 4(a))

Documentation ECE/TRADE/C/CEFACT/2008/40 - Report of the 200R/GEFACT
Plenary session
ECE/TRADE/C/2009/4 - Priorities and challengesWit/CEFACT
ECE/TRADE/C/CEFACT/2008/16 - Programme of workddfi/CEFACT
2010-2011

31. The Chairman of the UN/CEFACT Forum Management @rooresented the
achievements of UN/CEFACT since the last meetinthefCommittee, as well as the challenges
for the coming year. He reported on discussionsttteeEXCOM had had on UN/CEFACT and
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the informal consultations with delegations frore ffermanent missions in Geneva prior to the
UN/CEFACT Plenary session in September 2008.

32. The Committee endorsed the report of the 2008 UIRAET plenary session
(ECE/TRADE/C/CEFACT/2008/40) (decision.5

33. He said UN/CEFACT was open to suggestions from nezndtates and welcomed the
additions to its programme of work. The priorititeat UN/CEFACT had adopted as a result of
the EXCOM review included the development and laumé a new website with more
information on the initiators and expected users stdndards. A “Trade Facilitation
Implementation Guide” was being developed and wawdntually result in capacity-building
train-the-trainers programmes in all regions.

34. The Committee endorsed the programme of work of GBNYACT for 2010-2011 as
contained in document ECE/TRADE/C/CEFACT/2008/1€éc{dion §.

35. The Chairperson briefly described the outcome ef WiN/CEFACT Forum which had
taken place in Saly, Senegal, the first Forum tbdid in the African region. A “single window”
conference had preceded the Forum.

36. The representative of Switzerland expressed hiseaggtion for the UN/CEFACT work
and thanked the UN/CEFACT management and Bureathéar cooperation in the development
of the recommendations to be adopted by EXCOM (EXEZ009/L.5).

37. The Chairman of the Committee suggested that tmadd Facilitation Implementation
Guide” be presented at the proposed autumn 200€enTe.

38. The Committee noted the document “Priorities andllehges for UN/CEFACT”
(ECE/TRADE/C/2009/4) (decision).7

B. Regulatory cooperation and standar dization policies (agenda item 4(b))

Documentation ECE/TRADE/C/WP.6/2008/18 - Report of the 2006sgms of WP.6
ECE/TRADE/C/2009/5 - Priorities and challenges\WéP.6
ECE/TRADE/C/2009/11 - Renewal of the mandate efttto sub-groups:

the “MARS” Group and the “START” Team
ECE/TRADE/C/WP.6/2008/14/Rev.1 - Programme of weamki priorities of
WP.6 2010-2011

39. In the absence of the Chairperson of the WorkingyRan Regulatory Cooperation and
Standardization Policies, the Secretariat introdube agenda item.

40. The Committee endorsed the report of the 2008 @essi the Working Party

(ECE/TRADE/C/WP.6/2008/18) (decisioi. 8

41. The secretariat noted the continued interest atideaparticipation in the work of the
Working Party, which one Member State had iderdifrethe Survey as their first priority for the
work of the Committee.
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42.  The secretariat summarized the main initiativeseamehy. These included:

(@) Projects aimed at reinforcing regulatory cooperatin the sectors of earth-
moving machinery and equipment for use in envirams&ith an explosive atmosphere. A third
project concerning the safety of pipelines was hlog established;

(b) A draft “General Model for General Market Surveid® Procedure”, which
would provide guidance for authorities in setting and maintaining an effective market
surveillance system and to assist in the decisiaking process from planning inspections to
product.

43. The November 2009 session of the Working Party ditwal preceded by a conference on
risk assessment and management. The conferenat lw®@nriched by contributions from other
subsidiary bodies of the Committee or other UNE®Hi&s for which risk management was an
important topic.

44. In developing its activities, WP.6 was reinforcicgoperation with partner organizations,
in particular the International Standards Orgamraf{lISO) and the International Organization
for Legal Metrology (OIML) regarding conformity assment and metrology respectively. The
representative of OIML briefly introduced his orgaation and expressed support for the
forthcoming conference on risk assessment and neamagj.

45.  The Committee endorsed the programme of work aratifes of WP.6 for 2010-2011
as contained in document ECE/TRADE/C/2008/14/Ré&detision 9.

46. The Committee noted the document “Priorities andallehges for WP.6”
(ECE/TRADE/C/2009/5) (decision )10

47. The Committee approved the renewal of the mandatdderms of reference (document
ECE/TRADE/C/2009/11) of the following two subgroupsubject to final approval by the
EXCOM:

(@) Advisory Group on Market Surveillance;

(b) Ad hoc Team of Specialists on Standardizatio &egulatory Techniques
(decision 1)

C. Commercial agricultural quality standards (agenda item 4(c))

Documentation ECE/TRADE/C/WP.7/2008/25 - Report of the 2008sg@s of WP.7
ECE/TRADE/C/2009/6 - Priorities and challenges\iér.7
ECE/TRADE/C/2009/7 - Programme of work and priegtof WP.7

2010-2011

48. The Chairperson of the Working Party on Agricultu@uality Standards presented the
activities and main outputs of that body in thevpras year. She pointed out that the Working
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Party had a global remit and that any Member Sthtee United Nations could participate in its
activities on an equal footing.

49. The Committee endorsed the report of the 2008 @essi the Working Party
(ECE/TRADE/C/WP.7/2008/25) (decision)12

50. Particular attention was drawn to the transferha &ctivities of the Organisation for
Economic Co-operation and Development (OECD) SchemdNECE. The final decision on
the transfer should be taken by the Scheme in Dieee2009. To take that decision, its member
countries still needed to identify sources of ficiag for the production of the explanatory
brochures in the UNECE secretariat and find waysodrporating all of the activities into the
UNECE meeting structure.

51. The secretariat completed the Chairperson’s prasentby providing information on the
Working Party’s capacity-building activities. A gsirg demand existed in many countries of the
world for assistance in building legal and techhicaastructures for the practical application of
internationally agreed standards. To meet that ddmthe Working Party and the secretariat
organized workshops and hands-on training courmsedifferent regions of the world. The
activities are financed from the United Nations Blepment Account and the Russian Voluntary
Contribution Fund.

52. The Committee endorsed the programme of work of Miét.2010-2011, as contained in
document ECE/TRADE/C/2009/7_(decision ),l3and noted the document “Priorities and
challenges for WP.7” (ECE/TRADE/C/2009/6) (decisih.

VI. ACTIVITIESDIRECTLY UNDER THE COMMITTEE (agendaitem 5)

Documentation ECE/TRADE/C/2009/8 - Report on activities dirgatinder the Committee

53. Belarus proposed to devote more resources to clastwities to boost UNECE work on
trade.

54. The Committee noted the “Report on activities dlgecunder the Committee”
(ECE/TRADE/C/2009/8) (decision 15

VII. CONCLUSIONS OF THE JOINT CONFERENCE ON TRADE AND
TRANSPORT FACILITATION (agenda item 6)

55. The Chairman gave a brief overview of the recemitj€onference with the UNECE
Inland Transport Committee on Trade and Transpmitifation. A large number of delegations
noted with great satisfaction the high attendanue the high quality of the topics, some of
which could be interesting for the work of a rendv@mmittee. In the future, a more structured
approach and a better time management should hsaged to allow for longer discussions and
in-depth analysis. More scope for cooperation i@ #nea of trade and transport was clearly
apparent, and the conference should also be seéimedseginning of more cooperation and
discussion among the subsidiary bodies. Furthek-tmback sessions with the Inland Transport
Committee and other joint events should be orgahize¢he future.
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56. The Committee noted the background paper and tteoime paper of the joint Trade-
Transport Conference held on 24 February (deciséyn

57. The Committee expressed its satisfaction with tlenf€@ence. The Committee also
expressed its intention to continue close coopmratiith the Inland Transport Committee
(decision 17.

VIIl. CAPACITY-BUILDING (agendaitem 7)

Documentation ECE/TRADE/C/2009/9 - Report on capacity-buildangd implementation
activities

58. The Committee noted the document: “Report on cépduiilding and implementation
activities” (ECE/TRADE/C/2009/9) (decision 18

IX. PROGRAMME OF WORK (agenda item 8)

Documentation ECE/TRADE/C/2009/10 - Programme of Work of then@oittee on Trade,
2010-2011

59. The Committee approved its programme of work astaoed in document
ECE/TRADE/C/2009/10, subject to any changes thay rha requested by the EXCOM
(decision 19.

X. ELECTION OF OFFICERS (agendaitem 9)

60. The Committee elected Ms. Anna Sidoruk (Russiarefambn) as Vice-chairperson to

replace Mr. Mikhail Antipov, who was unable to comne as vice-chair for the remainder of his
term of office (i.e. until the end of the fourthssen).

Xl.  OTHER BUSINESS (agenda item 10)

61. The Committee would hold its fourth session on 88 26 February 2010, subject to the
decision by the UNECE Executive Committee on tharkiof the Committee (decision)20

XIl.  ADOPTION OF THE DECISIONS (agendaitem 11)

Documentation ECE/TRADE/C/2007/15 - Committee on Trade: guides and procedures
ECE/TRADE/C/2009/12 - Report of the Committee aade on its third session

62. The Committee approved its decisions and askedsélceetariat to produce the final
report of the session according to the Committgg‘scedures, as found in document
ECE/TRADE/C/2007/15 (decision P1



