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COMMISSION ON PHYTOSANITARY MEASURES

Sixth Session

Rome, 14 - 18 March 2011

Summary Report of the Twenty-Second Technical Consultation among Regional Plant Protection Organizations

Agenda Item 7 of the Provisional Agenda
1.
The 22nd Technical Consultation among Regional Plant Protection Organizations (TC-RPPOs) was hosted in the Azores Islands, Portugal, by the European and Mediterranean Plant Protection Organization (EPPO) in collaboration with the Portuguese NPPO. The IPPC Secretariat, a CPM Bureau Vice-chair and seven RPPOs were present: Asia and Pacific Plant Protection Commission (APPPC), Comité de Sanidad Vegetal del Cono Sur (COSAVE), European and Mediterranean Plant Protection Organization (EPPO), Inter-African Phytosanitary Council (IAPSC), North American Plant Protection Organization (NAPPO), Organismo Internacional Regional de Sanidad Agropecuaria (OIRSA), Pacific Plant Protection Organisation (PPPO). A representative of CABI also attended.

2.
The Andean Community (CA), Caribbean Plant Protection Organization (CPPC) and Near East Plant Protection Organization (NEPPO) were not represented at the meeting.

3.
The full report of the meeting is available at: https://www.ippc.int/index.php?id=5&L=0

I. REVIEW OF RPPOS’ ACTIVITIES

4.
Each RPPO presented their activities over the past year within their region related to the following:

· The development of work plans, regional standards and guidelines for phytosanitary measures,
· Involvement in the organization of the regional workshops (draft ISPM, pest eradication, etc.),
· Information exchange including pest reporting,
· Improvement of phytosanitary capacity through capacity building projects,
· Development of contingency plans and eradication programs,
· Major pest issues.

II. STATUS OF CAHFSA AND NEPPO

5.
The IPPC Secretariat informed the participants at the meeting about the current situation regarding the creation of Caribbean Agricultural Health and Food Safety Agency (CAHFSA) and the initial coordination meeting for Near East Plant Protection Organization (NEPPO). It was agreed to send a message to the Caribbean Community (CARICOM), expressing the TC’s interest in getting CAHFSA operational and offering the RPPOs’ support.

III. IPPC SECRETARIAT UPDATE

6.
The IPPC Secretariat provided updates for each of the core activities of the IPPC Secretariat including standard setting, information exchange, reporting to the IPPC through RPPOs, implementation Review & Support System, capacity building, and dispute settlement.

IV. FUTURE OF PLANT HEALTH AND IPPC

7.
The TC held a brainstorming session to consider how NPPOs and RPPOs might look in 10 years’ time, to contribute to the development of a new ten-year strategy for the IPPC. Major tasks and trends for NPPOs were forecast for 2020. There was a long debate on whether to include reference to the use of accredited bodies and the difference between these and authorized bodies. These are summarized as follows:

· Research support and interaction for diagnostic expertise, standard setting (treatments, diagnostic protocols),
· PRA key activities carried out in a harmonized manner, with increasing emphasis on pathway PRAs and taking into account climate change,
· Phytosanitary measures to focus more on high risk situations,
· Increased collaboration between NPPOs in dealing with pests and exchanging expertise (e.g. twinning/mentoring),
· Increased collaboration with other organizations addressing plant health issues (e.g. forestry, environmental organizations),
· Re-emphasis of safe trade facilitation,
· Need for use of authorized bodies (e.g. for inspection) and recognizing the work of accreditation bodies (as means for authorization),
· International recognition of phytosanitary measures (e.g. PFAs),
· More important role of stakeholders in the work of NPPOs,
· Beneficiaries of IPPC should contribute financially (e.g. a levy on PCs),
· The importance of IPPC should be demonstrated to governments/stakeholders,
· Cost/benefit analysis of phytosanitary measures,
· A wider public needs to be made aware of the work of IPPC and NPPOs.
8.
The results of the TC brainstorming session was submitted to the SPTA and Bureau.

V. CPM-5 FOLLOW-UP

9.
The Secretariat indicated that most points from CPM-5 requiring follow-up have now been addressed. For those items that are outstanding, issues that may require particular attention from the RPPOs have been included elsewhere in the report. A brief summary was given regarding the current status of the staffing situation in the IPPC Secretariat.
VI. CPM-6 TOPIC FOR EXTERNAL PRESENTATION

10.
The TC suggested addressing developments in pathway PRA.

VII. CPM BUSINESS PLAN – ROLE AND ACTIVITIES OF RPPOS

11.
The CPM Bureau explained the current status of the IPPC Business/Strategic Plan, for which the brainstorming under point IV above was aimed.  After the next SPTA/Bureau meeting, the nature and purpose of the short, medium and long term plans would be clearer.

VIII. TC AMONG RPPOS WORK PLAN FOR 2010-2012

12.
TC examined its previously approved 2010-2012 work plan (Appendix 1) and decided to hold a teleconference in January 2011 to discuss further details of the agenda and perform a mid-term review of the situation of items listed. NAPPO, OIRSA and PPPO will coordinate this activity. A teleconference will be chaired by APPPC.

Current and emerging major pest issues
13.
The TC discussed the concept of emerging pests and agreed that the TC should focus on those pests for which spread is currently very limited but which have a potential high impact. The decision, concerning which pests (2 or 3) will be discussed in the January 2011 teleconference and adopted in TC-23. The purpose of such discussion in the TC is to provide a platform to exchange information between the regions and to identify possible joint initiatives to tackle these emerging pests.
Developments for PRA
14.
EPPO is one of the partners in the Consortium ‘PRATIQUE’ which was awarded the EU project ‘Development of more efficient Risk Analysis Techniques for Pests and Pathogens of Phytosanitary Concern’. This project will develop the science and provision of PRA, explore the potential for new techniques and refine existing tools and management approaches that can be applied to enhance existing PRA schemes. The project will run from 2008-2011.

15.
NAPPO gave a presentation arising from a seminar in the NAPPO region on Pathway Risk Analysis as an alternative to specific Pest risk Analysis.  The NAPPO group was drawn from both the Invasive alien species group and the PRA group.

16.
It was suggested that PRATIQUE and NAPPO pathway analysis could be useful to the IPPC.

Electronic certification update
17.
The results from the international workshop held in 2009 were presented and this illustrated the main issues to be taken into account in E-certification. Parallel paper and electronic certificates might be needed to enable countries needing to re-export consignments.  There would need to be provision for countries to print out electronic data received through the electronic certification system, to facilitate such re-exporting on the basis of a paper certificate.
18.
The workshop in 2009 had concluded that there was a need for an international standard to move electronic certification forward, rather than bilateral agreements between countries. It has been stressed that there was a need for the IPPC to take the lead, otherwise different bilateral systems might be developed which were not compatible. The standard would specify XML as the agreed electronic language; the format would be based on the ISPM 12 model, with an XML scheme and using UN/CEFACT as a basis; standardized items would be included using ISO codes, botanical names and quantities; there would be provisions included to ensure security and authenticity.

19.
Unfortunately, the working groups established at the international workshop in 2009 have made little progress on E-certification.

20.
The TC agreed to suggest that the IPPC Secretariat establishes an Open-ended EWG (OEWG) on E-certification for which all regions should nominate a person depending on available resources. The TC agreed to follow further progress closely in the E-certification area.

Emergency response and contingency planning
21.
EPPO presented the developments made during the last year on eradication and the development of a decision support scheme to support decision-making. COSAVE explained that regional contingency plans were addressed during the last year but eradication was not addressed in their region during this period. OIRSA explained that during their presentation to this TC, they had provided information on two new developments on emergency plans and that they were preparing other documents. They also commented on how these types of decisions were implemented in their region.

Internet sales
22.
The issue of Internet sales has been presented to the TC. The lack of knowledge on the scale of this trade, the huge numbers of traders and customers, legal difficulties regarding measures in private gardens, the time delays when outbreaks are found and the high costs of monitoring the Internet were mentioned. Several issues should be studied further including sales of (quarantine) insects, seeds, specialist collectors, member-only internet sites and use of incorrect scientific names and synonyms of common names.

23.
The TC considered the following ways of trying to tackle the problem:

· Monitoring the internet
· Contacting owners of websites to seek cooperation

· Contacting internet trade groups and on-line forums

· Raising awareness of risks, e.g. through social networking sites
· Checking packages entering the country, e.g. using X-rays
· Implementing a system of fines
· Increasing co-operation with Customs
· Limiting the points of entry to facilitate inspection
24.
The TC agreed that results of this discussion should be included in the report presented during next CPM.

RPPOs input into the implementation review and support system : Systems approaches
and pest reporting
25.
The TC considered that pest reporting is a key obligation of the Convention and RPPOs have a role to encourage their member countries to fulfil their obligations. It was suggested to include a session to assess compliance with pest reporting obligations in CPM meetings.

Economic impact- cost of eradication
26.
On the issue of economic impacts, the TC was advised that IICA just published an economic impact study for Citrus Huanglongbing.

Skills and qualification of inspectors
27.
The TC addressed this issue and considered that as the SC has not agree on the scope, it was not possible to review the document that the TC submitted 2 years ago, regarding best practices for phytosanitary inspectors.

IX. OTHER BUSINESS

Alien invasive species
28.
Professor Luiz Silva made a presentation about alien invasive species that, according to the IUCN definition, are those species that have an impact on biodiversity. He referred to species introduced in the Azores (PT) and the Canary Islands (ES).

29.
RPPOs and the IPPC Secretariat reported on the work in this area. Traditionally in the IPPC the focus has been on plants as carriers of pests rather than on plant as pests.  However situation has changed and activities (e.g. public awareness, workshops and preparation of guidelines) on Invasive Alien Plants are now carried out in the different RPPOs.

Orientation packages for experts getting involved in RPPO work
30.
NAPPO is preparing an orientation package for experts starting to work in or with an RPPO and agreed to share it with TC members when it is completed.

X. DATE AND LOCATION OF THE TWENTY-THIRD 
TC-RPPOS

31.
It was agreed that the next TC-RPPOs would be held during the period of 22nd August- 2nd September, 2011, in Hanoi, Vietnam. The TC thanked APPPC for offering to host the meeting. EPPO, APPPC and PPPO will co-organize the meeting. The following rotation for TC organization was provisionally agreed: 2012 – PPPO, 2013 – COSAVE, 2014 –OIRSA, 2015- NAPPO.

32.
The CPM is invited to note the report.

Appendix I 

WORK PROGRAMME of the TECHNICAL CONSULTATION
AMONG RPPOS FOR 2010 – 2012 

	
	Activity / Topic
	Responsible body

	1
	Include RPPOs databases as an active avenue for reporting under the IPPC
	Secretariat

	2
	Should NEPPO and CAHFSA enter into force, then they should be made aware of the requirements for recognition as RPPOs.
	Secretariat

	3
	Increased involvement by RPPOs in regional workshops on draft ISPMs available for country consultation
	All RPPOs

	4
	Possible increased involvement by RPPOs in the training of IPP editors if appropriate
	All RPPOs

	5
	Emergency response and contingency planning – exchange  
	All RPPOs

	6
	Electronic certification
	All RPPOs

	7
	RPPO input into the implementation review and support system in regard to ISPMs on pest reporting (EPPO) and the systems approach (NAPPO, COSAVE)
	EPPO, 
NAPPO

COSAVE

	8
	Developments for PRA, e.g. Climate change and pest introduction potential, PRATIQUE, invasive species, pathway risk analysis
	COSAVE, EPPO, NAPPO

	9
	Management of preparations for TC-22 – periodic email communication to provide updates and reminders 
	APPPC/Vietnam

	10
	Update regarding regional pest lists, provided that new information is available
	All RPPOs

	11
	Provide NAPPO with a contact point for the E-certification steering committee by the end of 2010.
	All RPPOs
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