[image: C:\Documents and Settings\AFA\Local Settings\Temp\AFA Logo color 2009-10-06.jpg]                           Empowering small scale women and men farmers in Asia
  Rm 206, Partnership Center, 59 C. Salvador Street
Loyola Heights, Quezon City, 1109 Philippines
			Telefax: (632) 436 4640  
Email: afa@asianfarmers.org    
URL: www.asianfarmers.org


[image: C:\Documents and Settings\AFA\Local Settings\Temp\AFA Logo color 2009-10-06.jpg]



[bookmark: _GoBack]Draft Minutes of the 6th AFA GA
Bali, Indonesia
9 May 2014

(Emailed to members last 9 May 2014)



DECISIONS MADE DURING THE 6TH AFA GA : 


RESOLUTION 06-01: The proposed agenda of the 6th AFA GA is approved
RESOLUTION 06-02: The minutes of the 5th AFA GA is approved
RESOLUTION 06-03: The regular membership of AFFM, CTRCF, FWN, NAMAC and UWUA are confirmed.
RESOLUTION 06-04: The Chairperson’s Report is confirmed.
RESOLUTION 06-05: The Treasurer’s Report is confirmed.
RESOLUTION 06-06: The major thrusts of AFA for 2014-106 are as follows:
1. Youth
· Young representative to the Execom
· Develop program for young farmers
2. Agro-Enterprise
· Finalize and apply tool for enterprise assessment
3. Land Rights
· Popularize Gender Evaluation Criteria (GEC) tool so that members can use it to assess if land laws in their countries are promoting gender equality or not
4. GAFSP
· Maximize existing resources for capacity building and advocacy activities
5. Working Group Recommendations
· Seeds
· Organic certification
· Preparing for ASEAN integration processes – establish AFA Southeast Asia committee
· More cooperation for members whose countries have signed into TPP
· Continue campaign on land grabbing
· Strengthen cooperatives
· Family farming
· Mechanism for bottom up process
· Identify champions for each topic or issue
· Establish women committee and program in AFA


RESOLUTION 06-07: The new representatives to the AFA Execom are the following: 

	ORGANIZATION
	COUNTRY
	NAME
	POSITION

	AFFM
	Myanmar
	Than Swe
	President

	AINOUKAI
	Japan
	Shimpei Murakami
	Vice-Chairperson

	API
	Indonesia
	Mudzakir
	President

	CTCF
	Nepal
	Rabin Rai
	Secretary General

	FNN
	Cambodia
	Seu Rany
	President 

	FWN
	Cambodia
	Kim Boy
	President

	KAFF
	Korea
	Jun Bong Kim
	Vice-President

	KKM
	Bangladesh
	Alauddin Sekder
	Secretary General

	NAMAC
	Mongolia
	N. Bayartsaikhan*
	President

	NLRF
	Nepal
	Som Prasad Bandhari
	President

	PAKISAMA
	Philippines
	Ireneo Cerilla
	President

	SKP
	Thailand
	Niran Buasiri
	Chairperson

	TDFA
	Taiwan
	Daniel Huang
	President

	TWADA
	Taiwan
	Shun Te Tsai
	President

	UWUA
	Kyrgyztan
	Erkinbek Kozhoev
	President

	WAFF
	Korea
	Hong Mee Hee
	President



RESOLUTION 06-08: The new officers of the AFA Execom are the following: 

         CHAIRPERSON – Shimpei Murakami, AINOUKAI (Japan)
         VICE-CHAIRPERSON – Som Prasad Bhandari, NLRF (Nepal)
         TREASURER – Muhamad Rifa’I, API (Indonesia) 

Resolution 06-09: Esther Penunia is re-appointed as Secretary General.


HIGHLIGHTS OF THE 6TH AFA GA: 


1.Call to Order

AFA Chairperson UON SOPHAL called the GA to order at around 9:10 AM.

2. Welcome Remarks

API President MUDZAKIR gave the welcome remarks. He expressed hope the meeting will be fruitful and bring results for the future of AFA. He welcomed everyone in behalf of API.

3. Opening Remarks

SOPHAL gave the opening remarks. He greeted everyone and expressed deep thanks to API for organizing the FACT workshop and training and the General Assembly. He also thanked the Secretary General and the secretariat for organizing the GA. He said that AFA members will share knowledge and experience from each country. No one is perfect, so members can learn from each other. He also noted that AFA will elect its new Chair, Vice Chair and Sec Gen to lead AFA in 2014-2016. He said that he hopes farmers will be more active and be more involved to make AFA really farmer-led.

4. Proposed Agenda
 (See copy)

The proposed agenda was read and the members were asked for their approval.

RESOLUTION 06-01: The proposed agenda of the 6th AFA GA is approved

5. Review of the Minutes of the 5th GA 
(See copy)

The resolutions made by the 5th General Assembly were read and members were asked for their approval.

RESOLUTION 06-02: The minutes of the 5th AFA GA is approved

6. Confirmation of New AFA Regular Members

The membership applications of the following farmer organizations (approved in the previous Execom Meetings) were endorsed to the General Assembly:

1) Farmer and Water Net (FWN), Cambodia
2) National Association of Mongolia Agriculture Cooperatives (NAMAC)
3) Union of Water User Associations of Kyrgyztan (UWUA)
4) Central Tea Cooperative Foundation (CTCF), Nepal
5) Agricultural and Farmer Federation Myanmar (AFFM)

The representatives of each organization were asked to give a short introductory speech in answer to the question: What you can get from AFA and what you can give to AFA?

YIM BOY of FWN Cambodia expressed deep thanks to AFA members for approving and accepting FWN as regular member. He said he is very happy and hopes that membership in AFA will bring more opportunity for FWN to learn and share experiences with everyone. He added that he expects to contribute more their resources and energy and time to AFA, to build up the future of AFA.

RABIN RAI of CTCF Nepal thanked AFA members for approving their membership, NLRF for endorsing their application, and Agriterra for encouraging their application. He said that tea farmers are now connecting with world farmers. He added that they will share time, information, and others and Will work with AFA in strengthening capacities of members.

INDRA of NAMAC Mongolia thanked AFA in behalf of Mongolian members and herders. She said that Mongolian farmers have similar problems and NAMAC voices the interest of members in national and international level. She said she hopes their members will be stronger and learn and get more knowledge and experiences from AFA members. She thanked the members for accepting NAMAC as regular member.

U THAN SWE from AFFM Myanmar thanked AFA for accepting them as new member. He said he looks forward to AFFM’s professional development and will work together with other members for AFA.

ERKINBEK from UWUA Kyrgyztan said that their cooperation with AFA started with the GAFSP through which AFA has helped attract resources to their country.

AFA Secretary General ESTHER PENUNIA noted that AFA now has 17 members from 13 countries in Asia.

SOPHAL welcomed all the new AFA members who he noted share AFA’s vision. He said the more members AFA has, the stronger it will be. He also said that he appreciates the work of the secretariat in the last 2 years to make AFA’s vision and mission a success. He added that he observed an increase in membership of AFA, consistent with the paradigm shift in partnership with funding agencies who are focusing more on funding farmers directly. He noted that AFA gained more projects for members, including MTCP2, GAFSP, etc. He also noted that farmer-led governance is not yet complete, but appreciates AFA’s efforts so far in increasing the capacity of farmers for farmer-led organization.

RESOLUTION 06-03: The regular membership of AFFM, CTRCF, FWN, NAMAC and UWUA are confirmed.

7. Business Arising from the Minutes
(See copy)

The business arising from the minutes were read to update the members on actions taken on items from the minutes.

8. Chairperson’s Report 2012-2013
(See ppt)

The report of AFA’s activities and accomplishments for 2012-2013 was presented to the members and comments and reactions were solicited.

The main question raised was: What are the lessons learned in the last 2 years?

ESTHER invited AFA members to share their lessons too. She said that there were many lessons learned, depending on the activities, projects and programs – e.g. advocacy, marketing. She added that AFA is putting those lessons in a framework or tool to guide AFA in upscaling or assessing its work – e.g. tool on marketing and enterprise assessment.

SOPHAL said he agrees with ESTHER and would like to add the following: (1) Because AFA members are small scale farmers, guaranteeing food security is one of the main activities – success in food security is one main lesson learned that AFA can share; (2) AFA members have small farming land – thus, comprehensive intensification of agriculture is also a lesson learned among the members.

RABIN of CTCF said that Agriterra is introducing the financial management health check to FOs including AFA members. He asked about the situation of AFA in terms of this tool (spider web report). ESTHER replied that Agriterra did the financial health check with AFA and the result was shared with Execom 2 nights earlier. She said that AFA got good scores, but there are areas for improvement such as: (1) On financial sustainability - relying on external donor; and (2) On internal control - does not have good internal audit, not enough people, only one person; thus, the recommendation to get more people in the Execom to do it.

ALAUDDIN of KKM asked that the following be included in the research part (KM): (1) KKM organized research with 400 women farmers; and (2) It produced an issue paper in Bangla.

U THAN SWE of AFFM asks about organizing strong unions, saying that AFA needs to make a strong union. He said that AFFM wants to get some support from AFA and others on formulating a union. He added that AFFM is NIA of MTCP2 in Myanmar and is helping build the capacities of FOs and influencing the agenda of candidates in 2015 elections

SOM PRASAD BHANDARI of NLRF pointed out the following challenges that were faced by AFA: (1) Had to increase resource mobilization to do more and achieve strategic objectives; (2) Meant doing lots of thinking and conceptualization on possible partnerships with partners; (3) Partners are beginning to take a closer look at AFA; (4) Had some problems with finance staff, but was able to overcome it; and, (5) Challenge of producing farmer-friendly reports, esp. finance, helped AFA move forward better.

MUDZAKIR of API said that he is proud of AFA as an. international organization. He asked what AFA can do with regard to global issues like FTAs – what the lessons learned for the future. He said he hopes that AFA can focus on the main issues members want to tackle – e.g. food security in the face of free trade (zero tariff).

ESTHER pointed out that there are many AFA members in ASEAN, which is integrating regionally by 2015, and for which farmers need to prepare for, even if it is at the tail end already. She said that one proposal that AFA made to ASEAN is to establish the ASEAN Farmers Advisory Council – to consult farmers on issues affecting them. The proposal was presented to ASEAN, but ASEAN said to do it first at national level. AFA can strategize with members on this. In the past, AFA tried to be accredited with ASEAN, but it was not approved. An alternative is to establish AFA committees (e.g. AFA SEA, AFA SA, AFA C. Asia). There are priority areas for ASEAN integration and AFA needs to organize members (e.g. national rice farmers’ group and regional rice farmers’ group) around these priority areas.

SOPHAL added that the ASEAN topic is very hot and because countries are nearing ASEAN integration, AFA has to include it in the plans for 2014-2015.

RESOLUTION 06-04: The Chairperson’s Report is confirmed.

9. Treasurer’s Report
(See ppt and copy)

AFA Treasurer RIFAI presented the financial report. He said that he checked the finance report and found some discrepancies, but the substance and releases are correct. He recommended that the finance report be approved on the condition that the discrepancies are corrected.

SOPHAL noted that the financial report has become improved, simplified, more farmer friendly and can be understood more easily.

The following questions and comments were raised on the financial report:

1) Why PIFON? - Because PIFON is SRIA for Pacific, while ANFPA is SRIA for South Asia and AFA is SRIA for SEA.
2) Why were the releases to some members small? - Because it depends on activities they commit to.
3) What is the analysis of grants versus membership fees? - It shows we are grant-dependent.
4) What activities were the MTCP2 releases used for? (mainly for non-AFA member FOs) - These were activities under the following components: (1) Strengthening FOs – profiling, strategic planning; (2) Capacity building; and, (3) Policy advocacy – making proposals, lobbying/
5) What were the benefits of MTCP2 to AFA? - Benefits include promoting cooperation with other FOs. It is also our way of helping other FOs. It is also our way of knowing other FOs (potential members).
6) What was the effectivity of investments? - There is a need to monitor/get reports. This was started this quarter.
7) Did the FOs consult AFA for their activities? - At national level, FOs plan their own activities -- e.g. Indonesia (WAMTI, API, SPI) – and they decide what to do, following the program components. AFA members can benefit if they participate actively and engage in the project.
8) We have responsibility for other FOs, but isn’t it better to spend money for AFA members who are influential in their countries? - It depends on the situation of members. For example, there was a 1,000 USD support for IYFF calendar which was not used by KAFF because it costs a lot more in Korea. Other projects from AFA more useful for them.
9) What are the other benefits of MTCP2? - It provides 50% of secretariat operation for next 5 years. It also helps AFA establish track record, qualify for funding (show that FOs can handle big money) – e.g. EU looks for FO capacity to manage big projects. AFA can use the money to leverage or negotiate for other projects – e.g. can ask CSA, AsiaDHRRA for additional fund for ASEAN work.
10) Were these issues and agenda discussed in the 5th AFA GA? - MTCP has been running since 2010 (MTCP1). MTCP1 negotiations started in 2006, after the global farmers’ forum. AFA Execom decided to bid for MTCP1 (KAFF Chair Mr. Seo strongly urged AFA), but AFA did not get money due to disunity among FOs.
11) What were the regional events? - These were meetings and conferences of AFA with members.
12) What is the difference between grants and donations? - Grants are more than 10,000 USD, while donations are less than 10,000 USD.
13) Does AFA have a say on which FOs receive MTCP2 money and for what purpose? Were AFA members consulted or made aware of the choice? - It is IFAD which chose the RIA and SRIA through bidding among FOs. The national FOs chose the NIAs.
14) Why is MTCP2 money included in the finance report?  - It should be in a separate report.
15) We are aware of the time, but there are many new members with questions. It is not all very clear, so it leads to suspicions. We apologize if we seem aggressive. We just keep questioning because we want to understand. AFA is providing money to non-AFA members and the subsidy to other FOs are more than what AFA members received. There must be improvement in taking care of member FOs rather than non-members.

The following clarifications were made on MTCP2:

AFA is managing the MTCP2 fund. It is money coming to AFA, but AFA has no right to decide to which organization it should go to. MTCP2 money is from IFAD, and follows a procedure for fund use. AFA is just managing the fund, making sure that it is used properly. AFA receives only a small amount to cover its secretariat operations (overhead cost). AFA can explain to members how to access the fund by cooperating in MTCP2. Through MTCP2, AFA can meet other FOs who are potential members.

RESOLUTION 06-05: The Treasurer’s Report is confirmed.

10. Report of AFA Working Groups

In the Execom meeting in October 2013, the Agriterra evaluation report was presented. In response to the recommendations, the Execom formulated 4 working groups as follows: (1) organic standards; (2) bottom up approach – how to make AFA member-driven; (3) linkages, networking, representation – how farmers can be the face of AFA; how members can participate more in various activities of AFA; and (4) AFA programs to sustain family farming till 2030. 

As proposed, the members came together to discuss their ideas on these 4 themes. Following are the sharing and discussion on the working groups.

Working Group on Organic Certification

The key question for the group was: What do you think should we do to have a common standard for organic products?

Many members said they want to go into organic, but certification is very expensive, so there can be alternatives like participatory guarantee system.

KANISORN of SORKORPOR said that there are already many ideas on how to do organic standards from institutes that can be reviewed.

KA RENE of PAKISAMA said that there are already international and national standards on organic certification, so there might be no need for AFA to have its own standard. Some members may not be ready to go into standards. There are indigenous peoples who have been doing organic practices all their lives. He asked if they really need to apply for organic certification.

ESTHER pointed out that it is precisely because of these issues that AFA members had the idea of developing its own standards. AFA or AINOUKAI, for example, can provide the standards so it will be accessible to small farmers.

RIFAI said that organic certification is about markets and the most important thing is how we can reduce the cost of production in farming and how organic can contribute to sustainability of farming. He added that farmers might refuse to do organic due to the high cost of certification.

MR KIM of KAFF asked what is certification in farming.

ESTHER replied that it means a product is labelled organic and government requires a third party to certify that it is organic.

SHIMPEI shared that AINOUKAI has a certification body, but that is for Japan. The rule is, if farmers want certification, they can ask in their country or from an outside body. He added that certification can be important depending on the size of the farm. For big farmers, it might be an advantage. He pointed out that in his case, he has direct relationship with consumers, so certification is not necessary because they know his products already. So, certification is not really about promotion of organic farming.

SOPHAL pointed out that members have different experiences and situations. In Cambodia, FNN works with a local agriculture NGO. He said that they have 2 systems for organic standards. In the first system, they do internal quality standard. In the second, they hire certification from Germany (BCF). The cost is around 10,000 USD per certification from outside. It seems expensive, but the more members there are, the less expensive it becomes. The price difference between organic and non-organic is 15 cents per kg.

ESTHER said that farmers see the advantages, but third party certification is very expensive. She pointed out emerging suggestions from members’ experiences such as: (1) do internal control system; (2) do PGS and have more members; (3) direct farmer-consumer relationship; (4) work with local NGOs who can do certification; and, (5) propose to government to do the standards without cost to farmers (as suggested by KANISORN of SKP).

For AFA, the following actions can be taken: (1) review international standards; (2) review what the members are using, then make some guidelines from these experiences; (3) set it as one of the priorities in the next 2 years.

Working Group on Linkages, Networking and Representation

ESTHER noted that AFA has many invitations to steering committees and international conferences. Since AFA is now more known, it can ask organizers to provide mores slots. The key question is: What are the suggestions for making farmers really the face of AFA? 

One suggestion from API and the secretariat is that for conferences, each member will identify a topic or theme to champion (one that they are competent on). For example, if the topic is food losses, AFA can send a member who has experience on that. If the issue is sustainable pastoralism, AFA can send NAMAC (their members are herders). The secretariat should have a directory of members and their competencies and interests.

For membership in high level steering committees (e.g. APAARI, GFAR, WRF), it has to be the Chairperson and Secretary General (or someone from the secretariat) to provide continuity and follow up in each meeting.

NIRAN of SKP emphasized that AFA should ask for slots for a farmer leader and a translator.

MUDZAKIR of API said that he supports the idea of SKP for farmers to voice their interest in any meeting. There should be consensus among members for any meeting.

ESTHER pointed out that in November 2011, the Execom already approved the guidelines for AFA representation. 

MR KIM of KAFF said that AFA members should push their governments to promote organic to the public. He added that having organic standards can help protect self-sufficiency and against GMOs.

ESTHER summarized the suggestions as follows: (1) review guidelines; (2) find out the interests and competencies of members to determine representatives to different thematic conferences; and, (3) send Chairperson to high level steering committee meetings, accompanied by the secretariat for follow up work.

Working Group on AFA Programs to Sustain Family Farming Until 2030

The following are the main suggestions from the working group: (1) study ASEAN integration and the effects of FTAs and other policies on farmers, and how farmers can organize themselves; (2) AFA can organize around priority integration areas at national and regional levels – e.g. rice farmers; and (3) AFA can establish seed exchange – to counter corporate control of agriculture.

RIFAI pointed out that there are many issues in seed development such as internal and external quality control and how to link to market, financial institution and business development services. 

MR KIM of KAFF said that the biggest issue is TPP. FTA is only bilateral and concerns the eradication of tariff, but TPP is among 14 Asian countries who all have to open up their agriculture sector. He added that countries with comparative disadvantage will lose. Japan is part of TPP and requested to secure their rice, sugar and 3 other products, but other countries declined. There are threats of more agreements in the future and AFA members should be aware of the situation. Until 2030, AFA has a lot of time to prepare and can create mechanisms to provide checks and balance.

ALAUDDIN of KKM said that with regard to the seed bank system, there are many varieties in Bangladesh. Farmers cultivate 3-4 varieties, the ones with the highest price, while the others are neglected. He said that AFA can indeed establish a seed exchange.

SOM of NLRF raised the issue of small farmers losing lands. He said there must be a strong and collective campaign against land grabbing. There should be more agricultural cooperatives of smallholders to manage their markets and inputs collectively.

NIKKA of PAKISAMA raised the issue of climate change and family farming. She said that the long term sustainability of family farming needs to be considered. She added that there is no impact assessment for climate change. The UNFCCC proposed program is supposedly for farmers. It should be for family farmers, those small scale farmers without access to UN programs. She suggested that AFA can inform farmers on impact assessment to anticipate costs of droughts and typhoons. She added that there are tools that can help farmers.

MUDZAKIR of API pointed out the need to consider the specific case of every country when talking about family farming. For example, there are differences between family farmers in Japan and in Indonesia. Within Indonesia, there are also differences between farmers in Jembrana and Java, e. i. division of labor between men and women is 50-50. API considers culture as an important influence on the decisions of the agricultural household. He said that it is important to know this diversity when working for family farming.

RABIN of CTCF said that majority of people in Nepal are family farmers, but agriculture is now subsistence farming. Many of the youth do not want to go into farming, so government has to support youth who want to go into farming. There should be some subsidies and facilities for farming. There should be support to make farming professional – through marketing, financial support, etc. For example, tea is not much consumed in Nepal but exported. There are challenges to certify it. Consumers do not believe in national certification and want outside certification. But Farmers are not able to pay for certification. He said that during IYFF, AFA should support them in requesting agencies to reduce cost.

KA RENE of PAKISAMA said that he expects that in 30 years, agriculture is already developed – there is better communication, market, farming system and organized youth. He said that AFA can start after the GA to organize youth in Asia who will sustain farming in the future.

ESTHER summarized the suggestions of the working group as follows:

1)On seed bank/development/exchange - To not be dependent on multinational seed companies
2)On regional integration and FTAs - To organize around priority areas at national and regional levels, e.g. rice farmers. To look into studies, be in solidarity and raise voice on TPPs that many Asian countries are signing into.
3)Continuing program against land grabbing
4)Program on strengthening cooperatives - Managing markets and inputs, mycoop training (Agriterra).
5)On climate change - Help farmers adapt, support/knowledge for farmers, e.g. impact assessment tools.
6)Advocacy for more support for integrated farming
7)Develop program for young farmers to sustain family farming until 2030 and beyond.

Working Group on Bottoms Up Approach

The key question for the working group is how to ensure that all programs are being done from local, to national, to regional levels, and how to show it.

The main suggestions from the working group is to institutionalize Farmers Advocacy Consultation Tool (FACT) in our programs and systems, e.g. use FACT to develop women farmers program, use FACT to develop seeds program. Many AFA members have already undergone training with Agriterra.

RIFAI added that AFA must have a system of consultation and participation for the establishment of programs, for budgeting and for control. There must be a mechanism for it.

11. Major Thrust 2014-2016

Based on the priorities expressed by members and the opportunities identified, the following thrusts in the next few years were identified: 

1)YOUTH SESSION – Have young representatives to the Execom, develop program for young farmers.
2)AGRO ENTERPRISE - Finalize and apply tool for enterprise assessment.
3)LAND RIGHTS - Popularize Gender Evaluation Criteria (GEC) tool so that members can use it to assess if land laws in their countries are promoting gender equality or not.
4)GAFSP - Maximize existing resources for capacity building and advocacy activities
5) WORKING GROUP – Seeds, organic certification, preparing for ASEAN integration processes (i. e. establish AFA Southeast Asia committee), more cooperation for members whose countries have signed into TPP, continue campaign on land grabbing, strengthen coops, family farming, mechanism for bottom up process, identify champions for each topic or issue, establish women committee and program in AFA.

ESTHER asked AFA members to suggest other activities that they would like AFA carry out especially on member-to-member exchange or any other activities they would like to prioritize.

12. Representation of Regular Members to AFA Execom

The members confirmed their official representatives to the Execom.

RESOLUTION 06-07: The new representatives to the AFA Execom are the following: 

	ORGANIZATION
	COUNTRY
	NAME
	POSITION

	AFFM
	Myanmar
	Than Swe
	President

	AINOUKAI
	Japan
	Shimpei Murakami
	Vice-Chairperson

	API
	Indonesia
	Mudzakir
	President

	CTCF
	Nepal
	Rabin Rai
	Secretary General

	FNN
	Cambodia
	Seu Rany
	President 

	FWN
	Cambodia
	Kim Boy
	President

	KAFF
	Korea
	Jun Bong Kim
	Vice-President

	KKM
	Bangladesh
	Alauddin Sekder
	Secretary General

	NAMAC
	Mongolia
	N. Bayartsaikhan*
	President

	NLRF
	Nepal
	Som Prasad Bandhari
	President

	PAKISAMA
	Philippines
	Ireneo Cerilla
	President

	SKP
	Thailand
	Niran Buasiri
	Chairperson

	TDFA
	Taiwan
	Daniel Huang
	President

	TWADA
	Taiwan
	Shun Te Tsai
	President

	UWUA
	Kyrgyztan
	Erkinbek Kozhoev
	President

	WAFF
	Korea
	Hong Mee Hee
	President


*Represented by Indra in the 6th AFA GA

13. Election of Execom Officers

The Execom representatives went on a closed door session to select the new set of Execom officers.

RESOLUTION 06-08: The new officers of the AFA Execom are the following: 

     CHAIRPERSON – Shimpei Murakami, AINOUKAI (Japan)
   VICE-CHAIRPERSON – Som Prasad Bhandari, NLRF (Nepal)
   TREASURER – Muhamad Rifa’I, API (Indonesia) 

Resolution 06-09: Esther Penunia is re-appointed as Secretary General.

14. Dialogue with Partners

Partners who were present in the GA gave their solidarity messages. The new AFA Chair thanked everyone and announced the new members and new Execom officers. Then the AFA Sec Gen gave an acknowledgement message.

15. Oath Taking of New Execom Officers and Members

The new Execom officers and members took their formal oath:

16. Closing Ceremonies

Plaques of appreciation were awarded to the following: 

Outgoing Treasurer – Vicente Fabe
Outgoing Chairperson – Uon Sophal

Tokens of appreciation were also awarded to partners.

KAFF gave gifts to each AFA member.

Mudzakir of API gave a short closing speech and wished everyone a safe flight. He asked each one to say a short silent prayer in their own languages.
	
17. Adjournment

Having no more matters to discuss, the GA was adjourned at 7:30 PM.


Prepared by:

Jun Virola
KM Officer

Checked by:

Esther Penunia
Secretary General

Approved by:

Shimpei Murakami
Chairperson
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