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Follow-up from the Bureau June Meeting
Agenda item 7

Excerpt from the Bureau Report(June 2013) related to TC amongst RPPOs

5.2.1 Update from Standard Setting Group 
According the 2012 November SC request, the Secretariat had prepared a draft questionnaire with input from the Technical Panel on Phytosanitary Treatments (TPPT), the Technical Panel on Diagnostic Protocols (TPDP) and the Technical Panel for the Glossary (TPG). This questionnaire was presented to the 2013 May SC meeting and the SC requested the Secretariat to present a revised questionnaire to the TC-RPPOs for further discussion, prior to using it.
5.3 Update on Information Management system 

The Secretariat presented an update on Information Exchange, which can be found in Appendix XX. The Secretariat has increased activity and attention to social media outlets and has updated the Wikipedia IPPC page.  The Secretariat hopes that the International Phytosanitary Portal (IPP) will receive more regular updates from contracting parties and RPPOs.
5.4.2 Roles and Functions of RPPOs within their relationship in the Commission 

The Secretariat presented a paper to discuss the clarification of the roles of the RPPOs in the IPPC framework. The paper aims to clarify when RPPOs are considered observers and when are they granted the right to represent a region. It is also necessary to clarify the role of the RPPOs at CPM, outside of CPM, during the TC, in meetings of IPPC bodies, in other technical meetings, and other strategic meetings. There was also a lengthy discussion on the status of RPPOs with the Convention as it was pointed out that there are a couple of inactive or non-participatory RPPOs.  Two criteria for the withdrawal of recognition under  the convention were proposed: if the organization no longer exists as an RPPO or if it has been inactive for an extended period in CPM and all related IPPC activities. A request for clarification will be sent and if there is no response within 60 days, their recognition will be considered automatically withdrawn.

The Bureau:

· encouraged  RPPOs to work together collectively to raise the level of participation in IPPC activity

· supported the contention that the principle source of communication should be with the RPPOs, but in specific circumstances where resources are in question, the communication can occur through the RECs. 
· noted that regional standards do not have the same status as ISPMs.  

· requested the Secretariat to write a withdrawal of recognition clause into the Manual, Part 8, Partners
· requested the Secretary to write to the Andean community saying that he is concerned with their lack of participation in CPM activities and as a result, they are at risk of  losing their status as an IPPC recognized RPPO.

· noted that there are discussions ongoing about CAHFSA and the potential for it to become a new RPPO, and    

· requested  the Secretary to send a letter to all RPPO representatives noting that there will be two criteria for the withdrawal of recognition under  the convention: if the organization no longer exists as an RPPO or if it has been inactive for an extended period.  The draft will be reviewed during the October Bureau meeting before going to CPM-9.
6.1.3 Follow up actions from CPM-8
· The Secretariat reviewed key decisions emanating from CPM8 (2013).  There was some concern expressed regarding the role of RPPOs in IPPC-related activities, specifically in the SPG, although it was noted that members of RPPOs could participate if they were deemed to be representing contracting parties.   
· proposed that the rules of procedure for the SPG be reviewed to reconsider the roles of RPPOs.  

6.7 Organization of CPM-9

The Bureau discussed the organization of CPM-9, focusing specifically on the ability to provide opportunities for the greatest amount of technical education and interaction with a minimum of time demand.  There is a continuing concern on the part of the Bureau that the number and extent of activities taking place during CPM week is too extreme and diminishes the quality of the CPM experience. The Bureau noted concerns expressed about the number of “Friends of the Chair” meetings and that these were not seen as democratic given the lack of interpretation.  Bureau members were requested to consider potential ministerial candidates for the opening of the next session. 

The Bureau:

· agreed to eliminate evening sessions and removed the extra session reserved for Friday evening, 

· agreed to have 8 interpreted sessions at CPM-9, starting on Monday afternoon, and continuing Tuesday , Wednesday, Thursday, and Friday afternoon and capacity development training sessions will take place on Monday and Friday morning.
· agreed that the science session for CPM9 would cover new developments in PRA; new inspection technologies; and, experiences in e-phyto.  
· agreed that the FAO process for side sessions will continue to be followed (no direct industry activity), and this year the Bureau will be more engaged in the  process of determining side sessions. First priority will be given to side sessions related to the development of capacities of members as this is an opportune time to communicate and train contracting parties, 
· requested that an updated list of each member of subsidiary bodies with their status and place in their term be circulated throughout the Bureau 
· requested that Bureau members from regions with a larger number of developing countries research the possibility of having a rapporteur from developing countries in CPM-9, suggested that the Secretariat investigate the potential of  having a rapporteur with experience as well as a rapporteur in training, and 
· agreed that the incoming chair  should give a brief presentation to the CPM on the final day of CPM to indicate what they would like CPM to achieve and to emphasize that their role begins on the last day of the CPM. 

Excerpt from the Bureau Report(April 2013) related to TC amongst RPPOs
Action list from the April 2013 Bureau meeting

	
	ACTIONS
	RESPONSIBLE
	DEADLINE

	1. 
	Encourage regions and RPPOs to fulfil reporting obligations
	Bureau members
	Ongoing

	2. 
	Obtain advice from FAO legal office regarding the criteria for maintaining RPPO status
	IPPC Secretariat
	June Bureau meeting


Additional issues coming from the Bureau.
1)  Opinion of the TC RPPOs on the possibilities of IPPC contracting parties to put together and make available their list of regulated pests.

2)  Is it enough to have annual TC meeting to ensure the due coordination  and action between RPPOs and the IPPC?.

3) Which is the TC feedback on the periodical news report coming from the Bureau.

4)  New items for future scientific sessions.
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