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Report of the Twenty-Second Technical Consultation 

among Regional Plant Protection Organizations
Azores Islands, Portugal, 23-26 August 2010

1. OPENING OF THE TWENTY-SECOND TECHNICAL CONSULTATION AMONG REGIONAL PLANT PROTECTION ORGANIZATIONS

On behalf of DGADR (Portuguese NPPO), Carlos de Carvalho welcomed participants to the 22nd Technical Consultation.  Aida Medeiros, of the Azores DRDA, presented a video of the Azores showing the natural beauty and culture of the islands and later explained the workings of the Plant Health Service in Azores.  

Appendix V provides the attendance list for this meeting.

2. ELECTION OF CHAIRPERSON, VICECHAIRPERSON AND RAPPORTEUR

The meeting elected Mr. Nico van Opstal Director General of EPPO as Chairperson and Mr. Yongfan Piao of APPPC, as vice Chair.  Mr. Steve Ashby from UK and the CPM vice-Chair, was elected rapporteur.

3. ADOPTION OF THE AGENDA

The agenda was as agreed during CPM, with the addition of  item 11.8.  Guillermo Alvarado Downing of OIRSA wished to give a presentation on their system to evaluate quarantine stations at points of entry – it was agreed to take this together with the OIRSA report.
The agenda was adopted with these additions as per Appendix I.

It was noted that the report would include the reports from each region in an appendix, while the presentations would be posted on the IPP in the Technical Consultation’s area.  

4. ACTIONS ARISING FROM THE TWENTY-FIRST TECHNICAL CONSULTATION

Issues arising from the 21st TC were considered under other agenda points.
5. REVIEW OF RPPO ACTIVITIES

Each RPPO presented their activities over the past year. Summaries of their presentations are given in Appendix II.
6.
STATUS OF CAHFSA AND NEPPO
The IPPC Secretariat informed the meeting about the current situation regarding the creation of CAHFSA and the initial coordination meeting for NEPPO. It was agreed to send a message to CARICOM, expressing the TC interest in getting CAHFSA operational and offering the RPPOs’ support .
7. IPPC SECRETARIAT UPDATE

Ms  Peralta provided updates for each of the core activities of the IPPC Secretariat. 

7.1
Standard setting
Detailed information on standard setting activities was provided and the Secretariat drew the attention of RPPOs to the development of a new online system to prepare member comments and on the fact that, due to staff and funding constraints, the 2011 work programme could be reduced.

The TC expressed concern about delaying standard setting activities and the coordination needed with RPPOs to adjust their planning to new situations & strategies.
7.2
Information exchange

The TC was informed about advances in the update of the IPPC website, recent activities on information exchange and capacity building, changes in staff positions and the use of the IPP to communicate news items on the IPPC Secretariat activities.
Ms Peralta also pointed out that the IPPC Secretariat always welcomes constructive comments and suggestions on ways of improving the IPP and communication with members.

7.3
Reporting to the IPPC through RPPOs

The IPPC Secretariat advised that, until now, only one country has sent to the IPPC a request to report pest outbreaks, etc. through an RPPO. Specifications for an automated system for RPPOs to transmit pest reports to the IPP were provided and TC was advised that NPPOs may submit reports to the IPPC website through their RPPO as long as they provide a notification to the Secretariat that this was how they will meet their reporting obligations. A form to notify this kind of decision was available on the IPP .
The TC proposed a detailed discussion during the next meeting, specifically the issue of ways to integrate pest reports to the IPP complying  with IPPC obligations. Before the meeting RPPOs should circulate information on how they integrate pest reports to their own databases to better address the issue.
7.4
IRSS 

The 22nd TC was asked to discuss during this meeting their proposed participation in the IRSS and to send comments on the form prepared for providing inputs (Draft form for Regional Plant Protection Organizations’ input into the Implementation Review & Support System), included in Appendix 1 to TC document  No. 11, before October 31st ,2010.

The IPPC Secretariat does not currently have funding to continue providing staff for an IRSS official post past 31 December 2010, but has been negotiating with the EU to get expanded support for the IRSS, with the expectation of beginning the implementation plan before the end of 2010. 

RPPOs agreed to send comments on the questionnaires and agreed that last year’s conclusions on the same issue were still valid. It has been considered that RPPOs, although they were not comfortable  providing information which was more relevant to NPPOs’ activities, could provide an indication on  problematic areas for ISPM implementation faced by NPPOs in their region and RPPO activities to address these implementation problems.
7.5
Capacity building

The  TC was informed that the meeting of the IPPC EWG on phytosanitary capacity building  had been fixed for 25-29 October 2010, at FAO Headquarters in Rome , Italy and invitations were going to be circulated shortly.

The IPPC Secretariat is working on the development of databases for projects and capacity development activities to collect the information, as requested by CPM.

The Secretariat also provided information on software development, field testing and “training of trainers” activities for PCE in 2010. OIRSA has been an active partner of the Secretariat in translating PCE into Spanish and providing interested parties for field testing. 

7.6
Dispute settlement update

The Secretariat reported that in 2010, there has been a formal request for assistance in resolving  a phytosanitary trade dispute. The process is going to be initiated according to the IPPC adopted procedures.

RPPOs have a role in suggesting possible experts for dispute settlement.
7.7 
Future of Plant Health  and IPPC
The group 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.  

The results of the session were summarized as follows under several headings:

Major emphasis and trends in tasks of NPPOs in 2020:
Research support and interaction for diagnostic expertise, standard setting (treatments, DPs)

· improve procedures for approving treatments and DPs

· TC makes inventory of regional approved DPs 

· RPPO may take a leading role for coordinating the development of e.g. DPs and treatments under IPPC

PRA key activity carried out in harmonized manner, with increasing emphasis on pathway PRA and taking into account climate change.

· training of PRA experts organized by RPPOs

· investigate the need for additional guidance for pathway PRA and risk management for certain commodities

Phytosanitary measures are much more geared towards high risks

Increased collaboration between NPPOs in dealing with pests and exchanging expertise (e.g. twinning/mentoring)

- coordination by RPPOs and IPPC

Increased collaboration with other organizations addressing plant health issues (e.g. forestry, environmental organizations)

Re-emphasis of safe trade facilitation

· consider whether the framework of ISPMs sufficiently covers the problem of uncertainty regarding risks (RPPOs and IPPC)

· encourage use of new technology  

Need for using authorized bodies (e.g. inspection) and recognizing the work of accreditation bodies (as means for authorization).

· exchange of experience between RPPOs

· establish requirements for accrediting bodies

International recognition of phytosanitary measures (e.g. PFAs)

· consider how this could be organized

More important role of organizations of stakeholders in work of NPPO

-IPPC strengthen relationships with stakeholder organizations  (growers/traders/transporters/customs)

Beneficiaries of IPPC should financially contribute (e.g. levy on PCs)

Demonstrate the importance of  IPPC to governments/stakeholders

· consider in new communication strategy

Cost/benefit analysis of phytosanitary measures are important

A wider public is made aware of the work of IPPC and NPPOs

- consider in new communication strategy

This result of the TC brainstorm session will be submitted to the SPTA and Bureau. There was a long debate on whether to include reference to the use of accredited bodies and the difference between these and authorized bodies. 

8.
CPM-5 FOLLOW UP

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 agenda. A brief summary was given regarding the current status of the staffing situation in the Secretariat. 

The establishment of an EWG on resource mobilization, intended to develop a resource mobilization strategy and implementation plan for a multiyear funding strategy for the IPPC was highlighted. The EWG will be held at FAO Headquarters in Rome, Italy from 27th September to 1st October 2010.(Note – since postponed)
9.
CPM-6 TOPICS FOR EXTERNAL PRESENTATION
The TC suggested addressing the issue on developments in pathway PRA.

10. CPM BUSINESS PLAN – ROLE/ACTIVITIES OF RPPOS

Mr. Ashby explained the current situation of development of the IPPC Business/Strategic Plan, for which the brain-storming under point 7.7 above was aimed.  After the next SPTA/Bureau  meeting it  would be clearer as to what was the nature and purpose of the short, medium and long term plans. 
11. TC AMONG RPPOs WORK PLAN FOR 2010-2012

TC examined its previously approved 2010-2012 work plan ( Appendix III) and decided to perform 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 shall coordinate this activity.
A teleconference shall be chaired by APPPC.

11.1 Current and emerging major pest issues
The TC discussed the concept of emerging pests and agreed that the TC should focus on those which spread is currently very limited  but have a  potential high impact.

The decision on which pests (2 or 3) will be discussed in TC-23, will be adopted later, in the January 2011 teleconference. 

The purpose of such discussion in the TC is to provide a platform for exchanging information between the regions and should identify possible joint initiatives to tackle these emerging pests.
11.2 Developments for PRA


Jon Knight of Imperial College (UK) gave a presentation of some results by  the Consortium ‘PRATIQUE’ which was awarded the EU project ‘Development of more efficient Risk Analysis Techniques for Pests and Pathogens of Phytosanitary Concern’. EPPO is one of the partners in this project. 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.

One of the outputs would be a web-based PRA scheme based on the current EPPO PRA scheme.  He demonstrated several tools which help to visualize and communicate assessments of risks and also of the effectiveness of possible eradication measures. 

A Risk Assessment visualizer was under development, based on a UK non-native species assessment tool, as a means of improving communication of risk. Part of the Pratique project looked at the use of “Bayesian belief network” methodology.  This looked at combining questions on the probability of different measures being successful, based on experts’ views.


In discussion, Mr. Knight was asked what were the critical pests being considered and explained that a range of pests including nematodes, bacteria, and invasive alien species were being considered.  Another issue raised was the availability of this work in the Web and it was explained that it was available through the EPPO website. Formulae were still under development, with the economic evaluation work being done at LEI in the Hague, NL.  Some of the processes, such as partial budget models, had been published and were accepted.   

EPPO confirmed that all reports from the project are submitted to the European Commission which has to decide on their accessibility.  

Exchanges among the participants focused on the purpose & benefits, compatibility with currently approved ISPMs and intended use of the project.

Mr. Knight presented also a description of a project to be presented to STDF which was currently in a drafting stage, that would look at systems approaches for specific trade concerns in South-East Asia.  This would take in some of the PRATIQUE techniques.  Concern was expressed that a future regional standard on the issue could affect the bilateral character of implementation of systems approaches. Mr. Piao explained that countries in the South-East Asia region had chosen the issues to be  considered  and  these were already the subject of bilateral agreements.  

Questions were raised on operational issues related to risk management in general and  decision making in the risk management step at regional and national level.


Mr. Ian McDonell 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 and would be presenting a paper to the NAPPO annual meeting in October.  Once a technique was under development some experimental use would be carried out.  In the future additional guidance might be provided to IPPC.

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


Concluding, the Chair suggested that the TC just note the information provided and did not need to give an opinion.

11.3 Electronic certification update

TC received a Power Point presentation on E-cert, performed by Mr. Nico  Horn. He addressed the result of the international workshop performed in 2009 and illustrated the main issues to be taken into account in E-certification.
An important issue mentioned by Mr. Horn was that 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.

He also pointed out that the 2009 workshop had concluded that there were a lot of different systems already in place in different countries to process electronically data relevant for the issuance of a PC and transfer electronically data on reception or after release of consignments.  However, most of them were not “electronic phytosanitary certification”, as defined. Electronic certification concerns (only) the electronic transmission of data from the NPPO of the exporting country to the NPPO of the importing country.  There was a need for something analogous to a standard to move electronic certification forward, rather than bilateral agreements between countries.  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 needed to ensure security and authenticity.


Unfortunately, the working groups established at the international workshop in 2009 had been little progress.

Mr. Horn informed the TC that pilot schemes were being established in The Netherlands and as a first step they would be trialing receipt of PCs from Kenya for cut roses.  The experience would feed into development of the standard. Uganda and Ethiopia had also expressed interest. Progress before CPM 6 was needed to avoid losing momentum.


Mr. Van Opstal presented the document prepared by EPPO for the TC and pointed out the suggestions on how to make progress. He explained the IT and operational topics which should be addressed by a technical working group and proposed how this work could be organized. 


Ms. Peralta informed that New  Zealand would provide $NZ 50,000 for an OEWG.  The objectives for this group had been agreed by CPM5.  She also stated that Mr. David Nowell in the IPPC Secretariat would be taking a leading role in the management of the OEWG.


There had been agreement at CPM-5 that an Appendix to ISPM No. 12 was needed, but no timing given to this or resources identified for an EWG meeting.  


NAPPO expressed concern that one meeting of the EWG will not be enough to produce the Appendix.  Mr. Horn thought that the XML scheme may be far too large to include in an Appendix and it might also change.  Perhaps the IPP would be the right place to house this.  

Concerns were expressed by the IAPSC on difficulties faced by African countries to implement the standard.  No African delegates had attended the workshop.  

The intention was to develop a package which could be incorporated into countries’ systems, possibly as part of a capacity building activity. 


Mr. van Opstal stressed that there was a need for IPPC to take the lead, otherwise different bilateral systems might be developed which were not compatible.  

TheChair thought that the OEWG and EWG were the right way forward, under David Nowell’s leadership. 

Mr. McDonell invited delegates to refer to the sharepoint site established by the NAPPO IT expert. http://ecert.sharepointspace.com/default.aspsx 


The TC concluded that:

· All regions should nominate a person to be on the steering committee and to participate in the IPPC OEWG, depending on available resources.

· The OEWG should include in its tasks the development of the terms of reference and identification of participants for an Expert working group to work on an appendix to ISPM No. 12.

· Participation of industry might be a little premature at his stage but should be considered

The TC agreed to suggest that the IPPC Secretariat establishes an Open-ended EWG (OEWG) on E-certification with the following tasks and purpose
Purpose: 
To develop support for E-certification in all regions and provide leadership for this issue in particular:

· establish elements and requirements for security and authenticity (e.g. regarding electronic equivalent of stamp and signature and protection against unauthorized changes and unauthorized viewing of the data).
· advice and recommendations on policy issues (e.g. choice of coding systems). 

· explore which entries should be standardized e.g. names/codes for plants and pests, codes for units, codes for intended uses.
· agree that XML should be standard 

· The mode of transmission of electronic certificates (push or pull, bilaterally or with central pool).
· Identify, and give advice on, practical problems during transition (e.g. concerning transit and re-export).
TC agreed to follow further progress closely in respect of developments in the E-certification area.
11.4 
Emergency response and contingency planning

EPPO provided a presentation on their last year’s developments on eradication  and  the development of a decision support scheme to support decision-making. The input for this scheme was prepared through a workshop of risk managers. As a result of this workshop all essential elements for a contingency plan were listed and the critical factors leading to success or failure in eradication campaigns were identified. The decision scheme under development is based on these elements and factors and aims to support the NPPO to prepare for an outbreak situation and to manage an eradication campaign and assesses the feasibility of different eradication measures. It provides a simple overview of efficacy and costs/benefits of different measures.
An EPPO  workshop on eradication will be held at the end of October in Treviso, Italy and test the scheme. It should be ready by the end of this year and can be presented to next TC.

COSAVE explained that regional contingency plans are issues addressed during last year but eradication was not an issue currently addressed in their region.

OIRSA explained that during their presentation to this TC, they had informed on two new developments on emergency plans and they were preparing other documents and commented on the way this kind of decisions were implemented in their region.

11.5 
Internet sales
Mr. Steve Ashby presented this issue, based on a paper by Giltrap, Eyre and Reed (2009) published in the EPPO Bulletin, and suggested a list of Internet issues related to different types of sales. Among other things he mentioned: the lack of knowledge of the scale of this trade, the huge numbers of traders and customers, legal difficulties regarding measures in private gardens, the delay in time when outbreaks are found, high costs of monitoring the Internet. Several issues should be studied further like sales of (quarantine) insects, seeds, specialist collectors, member-only internet sites and use of incorrect scientific names and synonym common names.
OIRSA explained the system applied in their region and the mandatory use of X-ray to any package coming into their countries and suggested to consider not only Internet sales but also the use of couriers. The possible use of X-rays technology and of a fines systems for buyers and couriers was analyzed.
Other suggestions to address this kind of issues relate to be more involved on social networking or increasing contact with customs.

The TC agreed that results of this discussion should be included in the report presented during next CPM. 


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

· Monitor the internet

· Contact owners of websites to seek cooperation

· Contact internet trade groups and on-line forums

· Raise awareness of risks, e.g. through social networking sites
· Check packages entering the country, e.g. using X-ray
· Put in place a fining system
· Increase co-operation with Customs
· Limit the points of entry to facilitate inspection
11.6 
RPPO input into the implementation review and support system : Systems approaches and pest reporting.
NAPPO addressed the information on systems approaches contained in document 2010/08 that was presented to the TC for discussion.

It was recognized that not all of them were systems approaches, according to the definition, but they were the product of bilateral agreements.

Some industry groups in NAPPO have expressed concern over the initial investment that is required to implement systems approaches, however expectations are that in the long run the benefits in terms of better prices and a reduction of  problems at destination will outweigh the costs. 
Mr. Horn remarked that the EU has many examples of systems approaches. In comparing systems approaches and single measures an important issue is how the efficacy of measures applied can be determined.

Mr. Knight expressed concern on how to determine the number of measures that have to be integrated.

It was also mentioned the need to avoid overregulation and to ensure balanced negotiations between exporting and importing countries’ NPPOs, as well as to consider the appropriate use of probit 9 treatments as phytosanitary measures.
An important issue could be to find global mechanisms to recognize this kind of systems.

COSAVE will take the lead on presenting/identifying implementation difficulties in the next TC meeting.
EPPO commented on the document circulated on pest reporting

Mr. Ashby expressed his concern that lack of pest reporting is an indication of the level of commitment of member countries to IPPC activities.
It was suggested that independent analysis could be performed to categorize as risky countries that do not report and that the consequences and implications needed to be identified for cases of non reporting.

TC considered that pest reporting is a key obligation of the Convention and RPPOs have a role to encourage their member countries to fulfill their obligations. It was suggested to include in CPM meetings a session to assess compliance with pest reporting obligations.
11.7 
Economic impact- cost of eradication

On the issue of economic impacts, the TC was advised that IICA just published a economic impact study for Huanglongbing

11.8
Skills and qualification of inspectors.
The TC addressed this issue and considered that as the SC did not agreed on the scope, it was not possible to review the document that the TC submitted 2 years ago, regarding best practices for phytosanitary inspectors.
12. 
 OTHER BUSINESS 

12.1
Alien invasive species 
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 and Canary Islands. A major influx of plants and animals happened with the Portuguese explorers – there was a large exchange of living organisms.  
The Millennium ecosystem assessment showed invasive species as one of the major issues affecting biodiversity, especially in islands.  The Azores are far from the mainland and geologically young, so there is a relatively poor native flora and fauna.  In 15th century forests were cleared and new crops introduced, accompanied by weed species. Hedgerow species were brought in, and then large gardens were developed.  A lot of soil was moved, e.g. for quarrying.  Pasture was established in the high hills and  this led to habitat fragmentation.

Many introduced species are not invasive,. E.g. Camellia, pineapple.  Others are invasive through spread of seed or rhizomes: Pittosporum, Arundo donax, tree ferns

Based on a study funded by INTERREG III B ( 2007-2008) BIONATURA, a book on Invasive and Terrestrial Fauna of Macaronesia was prepared by Silva, Ojeda and Rodriguez.  This publication classifies invasive alien plants based on measured noxiousness and feasibility of control.  Of the top 100 invasive species, 83 were vascular plants.

There are some 300 native species of plant in the Azores and 1000 invasive species.  Currently  some projects are looking at development of energy production as a means of disposing of them and what incentives were necessary.  It is also necessary to improve co-ordination of the various organizations covering invasive species, provide training in detection and eradication and to improve legislation.  In addition there is a need to develop action sheets and improve communication between people at entry points and passengers.

Professor Silva received questions from the participants on possible actions for eradication and on the use 
of introduced species to stabilize dunes. In the Azores there was no organization working to tackle invasive species.  The environmental services were supposed to deal with the issue.  There was no economic evaluation carried out on the impact of invasive species.

On the work of the IPPC in this area, Ms Peralta explained that recently a meeting on this issue had taken place and the details had been posted in the IPP. The Secretariat was working on raising awareness on the application of ISPMs to invasive species work.  
Traditionally in the IPPC the  focus has been on plants as carriers of pests rather than in plant as pests.  Ian McDonell reported that NAPPO had approved a regional phytosanitary standard on Pest Risk Assessment for Plants for Planting as Quarantine Pests.   NAPPO has conducted a symposium on Pathway Risk Analysis with invited international speakers and is developing another standard on this topic.
For the Pacific, Viliami Fakava said they would like to work with others and thanked Professor Silva for the information provided.  
Nico van Opstal presented the work being done by EPPO in this area.  He described the use of the alert list and PRA, including Climex.  The work focused on invasive plant species which had a limited or very limited distribution.  Recommendations for official control had been developed for some plant species to address outbreaks at an early stage.  Codes of conduct were another focus; a guideline had been developed in collaboration with the Council of Europe in 2007; it was now time to consider its effectiveness.  Finally, there had been a workshop on Eichornia crassipes in Spain, where this plant (water hyacinth) was a particular problem.

12.2  Orientation packages for experts getting involved in RPPO work.

NAPPO is  preparing an orientation package for persons just starting to work in or with an RPPO and agreed to share it with TC members when it is completed.

13.
DATE AND LOCATION OF THE TWENTY-THIRD TC-RPPOs

The TC-RPPOs agreed that the next TC-RPPOs would be held during the period of 22nd August- 2nd September, 2011, in Hanoi, Vietnam. The TC agreed to this proposal and thanked APPPO for hosting the meeting.

EPPO, APPPC and PPPO shall co-organize the meeting.
The following rotation for TC organization was provisionally agreed:

2012 – PPPO

2013 – COSAVE

2014 –OIRSA

2015- NAPPO
14.
ADOPTION OF THE REPORT

The meeting adopted the report with the understanding that the Secretariat would circulate the document for RPPOs for final comment. The comment period would be for two weeks.

15.
CLOSURE

The Chairman thanked the participants for their very positive inputs into all the discussions held during the week and Ms Rosália Martins, Ms. Aida Medeiros and Mr. Carlos Carvalho for the excellent arrangements performed  for this meeting .
Appendix I

TECHNICAL CONSULTATION AMONG REGIONAL PLANT PROTECTION ORGANIZATIONS

22nd  Session

Azores, Portugal, 23-26 August 2010. 

Annotated Agenda

	AGENDA 
ITEM
	
	DOCUMENT

	01.
 
	Opening of the Technical Consultation
	–

	02.

	Election of the Chairperson, Vice-chair and Rapporteur
	–

	03.
 
	Adoption of the agenda and related programme.
	TC-RPPO 10/02

TC-RPPO 10/07

TC-RPPO 10/30



	04.
	Matters arising from the 21st TC-RPPOs
	TC-RPPO 10/01

	05.
	Review of RPPO activities (incl. organization, regional standards, workshops) and this will also include specific feedback on RPPO activities to realize the goals of the CPM Business Plan as listed in:

1.2  Standard implementation; Current activities and standards under development by RPPOs

2.1  Implementation of information exchange as required under the IPPC

3.1  Encouragement of the  use of dispute settlement systems

4.2  The work programme of the IPPC is supported by technical cooperation

5.1  The IPPC is supported by an effective and sustainable infrastructure

6.3  Efficient and effective communication between the RPPOs and the IPPC Secretariat

7.1 Regular examination of the overall strategic direction and goals of the CPM with the adaptation of programmes to reflect/respond to new and emerging issues

Please note - presentations should be limited to 20 min, including time for Q&A and an electronic summary (max one page) should be provided.
	

	05.1
	APPPC
	TC-RPPO 10/23

	05.2
	CA
	–

	05.3
	COSAVE
	–

	05.4
	CPPC
	TC-RPPO 10/24

	05.5
	EPPO
	–

	05.6
	IAPSC
	TC-RPPO 10/12



	05.6
	NAPPO
	TC-RPPO 10/28

	05.8
	OIRSA
	TC-RPPO 10/31

	05.9
	PPPO
	TC-RPPO 10/26

	06. 
	Status of CAFHSA & NEPPO
	TC-RPPO 10/15



	07.

	Secretariat update
	

	07.1
	Standard setting
	TC-RPPO 10/18

TC-RPPO 10/22



	07.2
	Information exchange
	TC-RPPO 10/17



	07.3
	Reporting through RPPOs
	TC-RPPO 10/13

TC-RPPO 10/14



	07.4
	IRSS
	TC-RPPO 10/10

TC-RPPO 10/11



	07.5
	Capacity building
	TC-RPPO 10/09

TC-RPPO 10/21



	07.6
	Dispute settlement
	TC-RPPO 10/16



	07.7
	Future of Plant Health and IPPC (10 years from now)    
	TC-RPPO 10/03

	08.
 
	CPM-5: Follow-up
	TC-RPPO 10/20



	09.

	CPM-6: Topics for an External presentation
	

	10.

	CPM Business Plan – role/activities of RPPOs
	TC-RPPO 10/19



	11. 
	TC among RPPOs Work plan for 2010 - 2012, including:
	

	11.1
	Current and emerging major pest issues
	

	11.2
	Developments for PRA, e.g. Climate change and pest introduction potential, PRATIQUE, invasive species, pathway risk analysis
	TC-RPPO 10/29

TC-RPPO 10/32

	11.3
	Electronic certification     
	TC-RPPO 10/04

TC-RPPO 10/35



	11.4
	Emergency response and contingency planning – exchange
	TC-RPPO 10/25

	11.5
	Internet sales and the potential introduction of pests     
	TC-RPPO 10/05

TC-RPPO 10/36

	11.6
	RPPO input into the implementation review and support system    
	TC-RPPO 10/06

TC-RPPO 10/08



	11.7
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Appendix II

ITEM 5. REVIEW OF RPPO ACTIVITIES
5.1Asia and Pacific Plant Protection Commission (APPPC) 

Mr. Yongfan Piao, Executive Secretary of APPPC presented the report of his organization. 
A programme of the APPPC workshop on pest incursion management has been developed, which aimed at discussion of the key principles of pest incursion management as outlined in ISPM 9 and examination of case studies from member countries of their responses to specific pest incursions. The workshop on pest incursion management will be held from 30 August-3 September in Korea with participants from member countries. The workshop will utilize a number of experts in pest incursion management who will facilitate the discussion on pest incursion planning and response, drawing extensively on ISPM 9, selected case studies and the experience of member countries. It is intended that participants will be familiar with the processes of dealing with pest incursions in their countries and have the skills to prepare incursion response plans for possible pest incursions.

In collaboration with Imperial College London (IC), Queensland University of Technology (QUT) and the NPPO of Malaysia, a coordination meeting was held from 17-19 August in Malaysia with participation of several South East Countries to prepare a proposal for a larger project on an integrated systems approach for pest risk management with the support of a STDF proposal preparation grant (PPG): Developing trade opportunities-an integrated systems approach for pest risk management. Enable participating countries to share an emerging methodology developed in Europe and Australia/New Zealand for preparing pest risk management plans resulting from a PRA.

The 11th APPPC/Asia Regional Workshop on the review of draft ISPMs has been planned to be held in the Republic of Korea from 6-10 September.  Five draft ISPMs will be reviewed and consulted by participants from more than 16 countries. 

An APPPC website is under development in collaboration with the IPPC Secretariat, it is expected to be officially launched by the end of 2010 after testing and uploading information. A training workshop on use of IPP and APPPC website has been scheduled under a regional project on phytosanitary capacity building. 

Cooperation for the improvement of phytosanitary capacity in Asian countries through capacity building (GCP/RAS/226/JPN) for 10 countries is implemented. It focused this year on capacity improvement in phytosanitary inspection system through trainings in inspecting plants for planting and planting materials, it will conduct a survey on phytosanitary capacity in NPPO and research institute in some CLMV countries; A project of FAO TCP (TCP/INS/3203D) on “Strengthening Quarantine Control Systems for Invasive Alien Species (IAS) in Indonesia” is implementing during 2010-2011.

In order to strengthen regional networking on matters pertaining to preventing further spread and management of cassava pink mealybug among nationals and partner international research institutions, a technical consultation on “Ecological Management and Biological Control of Cassava Pink Mealybug (Phenacocus manihoti)” organized Bangkok, Thailand from 14-16 June 2010. An FAO technical assistance project for ecological management and biological control to stop the spread and manage invasive mealybug by introducing successful biological control experiences in Africa and the promising results seen in initial field releases of the imported parasitoid (Anagyrus lopezi) in cassava crops as well as strengthening participatory training of IPM in participating countries through regional collaboration was formulated.
5.2 Andean Community (CA)

No representative was present from CA.

5.3 Southern Cone Plant Health Committee (COSAVE)

Council of Ministers, Directive Committee and Secretary Coordination of COSAVE

Since March 2010, Argentina presides COSAVE´s Directive Committee and Council of Ministers.

Since May 2010, there is a new composition of the Coordination Secretariat of COSAVE. The new Secretary is Mr. Ezequiel Ferro. COSAVE’s  Secretariat is also integrated by Hernán Funes, as Technical Assistant, and Emilia Ibarra as administrative assistant.

Strategic guidelines and work plan of COSAVE

Council of Ministers approved the strategic guidelines for 2010-2011, which can be summarized as follows:

1. To consolidate and expanded a regional phytosanitary strategy supporting sustainable development of agricultural and forestry production.

2. Support the region and its member countries in international phytosanitary negotiations.

3. Implement coordinated actions intended to protect and improve the regional phytosanitary status of agricultural and forestry production, as well as native flora of the region, emphasizing the equivalence of measures.

4. Promote, as RPPO and through its NPPO’s, a greater interaction and participation with the private sector.

5. Carry out training activities in COSAVE countries, intended to strengthen regional phytosanitary capacity.

6. Strengthen relationships with other RPPO’s and NPPO’s. Conduct information exchange activities among NPPOs and with the IPPC.

7. Make available regional capacities to deal with critical phytosanitary situations.

Each of these guidelines has its own objectives, activities and products.

Work Plan of COSAVE 2010 includes performing: seven (7) Technical Group meetings, four (4) Directive Committee meetings, two (2) Council of Ministers meetings, and two (2) regional workshops. It is also expected to participate in international events, such as Technical Panels, Workshops, Working groups, Technical Consultations, Standard Committee and Commission on Phytosanitary Measures meetings.

In addition, an Annual Operational Programme for Technical Cooperation in conjunction with IICA has been approved, including, among other activities, a workshop on electronic certification and a regional workshop on interactive learning in phytosanitary inspection and risk profiles.

During 2010 Technical Groups (TG) meetings will take place, which are detailed below. The most important issues are included in each of them.

1. TG on Phytosanitary surveillance

· Regional Action Plan for Huanglongbing (under development)

· Regional pest risk maps based on modeling.

· Workshop on prevention and control of Lobesia botrana

2. TG on Plant Quarantine

· Update on ERPF 3.15 requirements and additional declarations. "Harmonized phytosanitary requirements by risk category for the entry of plant products."
· Update and harmonization of phytosanitary requirements by product for propagative materials.
3. TG on Sampling, Inspection and Certification

· Harmonization of inspection and certification procedures by risk category (import, export and transit level).

4. TG on Commission on Phytosanitary Measures affairs

· Analysis of CPM related issues

· Analysis of five (5) draft ISPMs

5. TG on Forest health

· Regional Plan of control of Thaumastocoris peregrinus (under development)
· Specific surveillance activities for Lymantria dispar (under development)
6. TG on PRA

· Standardization of procedures to perform PRA at national level and regional level.

Other activities COSAVE

As a routine activity, the incorporation of information and update the website is continued.

In addition, carry out the following workshops is considered:

· ISPM importance and mechanisms for implementation.

· Analysis of institutional and organizational framework of COSAVE

· COSAVE is carrying out comments compilation of draft ISPM’s

Finally, COSAVE is participating in the Spanish review group.

5.4 Caribbean Plant Protection Commission (CPPC)

No representative was present from CPPC.

5.5 European and Mediterranean Plant Protection Organization (EPPO)

The Director-General of EPPO, Mr. van Opstal highlighted the activities in EPPO which are of most importance for IPPC.

In May and June 2010, the Working Parties on Plant Protection Products (WP PPP) and on Phytosanitary Regulations (WP PR) approved 17 standards for plant protection and 11 phytosanitary standards. These standards will be presented to the EPPO Council for approval in September, 2010. Most of the approved standards for plant protection provide specific guidance for efficacy evaluation of Plant Protection Products. One standard identifies regions with comparable climates on a global level in view of using efficacy data from elsewhere in the world. Two standards are dealing with risk assessment and side-effects of plant protection products on honeybees.

The approved EPPO phytosanitary standards cover a variety of different topics. The WP PR approved the revision of the EPPO List of pests recommended for regulation. The WP PR approved five Diagnostic standards. It agreed with a major revision of the standard addressing the import and release of Biological Control Agents (BCAs) in view of harmonizing the dossier requirements in the EPPO region. Also the standard regarding the maintenance of the list of BCAs widely used in the EPPO region was revised. Two standards guiding procedures for official control (Bursaphelenchus xylophilus and Batrocera zonata) were approved.  In regard to Quercus & Castanea, a standard addressing the commodity specific phytosanitary measures was approved.  

EPPO is partner in an EU funded research project (PRATIQUE) which aims to provide data sets as basis for PRA in Europe, enhance PRA techniques and improve further the decision-support scheme for PRA. The project will be finalized in May, 2011.

Training of national experts in performing PRA, making use of the DSS for PRA, continues to receive much attention. After a Russian- and English speaking workshop, a French speaking workshop took place in Tunisia (February, 2010). A PRA workshop on an advanced level, to test results of the research project is planned for later this year. 

EPPO’s work programme shows increased emphasis on developing guidance to address outbreaks. For several important pests standards have been developed or are currently developed to recommend how official control should be carried out. A second workshop on contingency planning and eradication is planned for later this year and aims to train risk managers in addressing effectively outbreak situations and advice them how to prepare cost/benefit analyses. 

EPPO maintains a Russian translation programme which in particular focuses on translation of ISPMs. Currently, the text of the IPPC, 32 ISPMs and 1 recommendation (regarding methyl bromide) have been translated. EPPO signed a copublishing agreement with IPPC to collaborate towards the publication of ISPMs in the Russian-language. 

For the second time in the EPPO region and in collaboration with IPPC, a workshop regarding ISPMs currently in country consultation was recently held near Moscow (July, 2010). This was a very useful workshop which engaged Russian-speaking countries both in the process of developing and approving ISPMs. The comments from this workshop are very important for EPPO members to establish their view on the draft ISPMs. A workshop addressing ISPMs linked to import regulations was held in Kiev (February, 2010) and a workshop focusing on inspection methodology will be held later this year in Tblisi. These workshops are organized on collaboration with FAO’s regional offices.

As a follow up of EPPO’s Council Colloquium (held in 2009), addressing concern about the increasing risks of introduction of new pests with the increase of trade, further discussion were held in the WP PR and this concern will be addressed in EPPO’s future work programmes. 

During 2010 EPPO was able to purchase more spacious facilities and moved in July/August to a new location in Paris. 

5.6
Inter-African Phytosanitary Council (IAPSC)

During the past 12 months, the Inter-African Phytosanitary Council has been continuously supporting its African member countries with the objective to control some transboundary pests and allow the efficient participation of these same countries in the meetings  performed to discuss IPPC standards.
About the issue to control transboundary pests, the IAPSC has organized:

· A workshop in Cairo/ Egypt, on February 2010 about  the management of control tools for Fruit Flies, as well as visits to  laboratories for  certification and pesticide analysis. This workshop has been held for countries  of central and North Africa.

· A workshop organized to support countries of East and South Africa to develop and improve their pest lists. This seminar  has been held in Addis-Abeba in February 2010.
· A workshop in Duala, Cameroun, in March 2010, for South, East and Western African countries, as well as Central African countries, with the objective to look for  pathways and means to control Quelea quelea,(bird that is an important pest for the case of grains), through the use of traditional methods.
· Other workshops performed at Douala, during June 2010, related to the study of the current phytosanitary status of  CEEAC countries about and to train French speaking Central Africa countries to put in place an phytosanitary information system based in  pest risk analysis.
Finally, the IAPSC has supported the project of the Center of Phytosanitary Excellence for Africa (COPE) developed in KEPHIS, Kenya, and facilitated for the second time, the meeting of African countries to review draft standards sent by the IPPC Secretariat for public consultation. These meetings were held at Nairobi, Kenya, in July 2009 and at Lusaka, Zambia in August 2010.
5.7
North American Plant Protection Organization (NAPPO)

Mr. Ian McDonell, Executive Director of NAPPO, reviewed NAPPO’s main activities for 2009-10

The major work conducted by NAPPO is done by its Panels which are composed of government, industry and in some cases, environmental organizations.  The work focuses mainly on developing regional standards for phytosanitary measures, coordinating pest control and eradication programs in the region and harmonizing diagnostic and treatment protocols.

NAPPO Panel assignments are reported on at the Annual Meeting in October each year.  This year the meeting will be held from October 18-22, 2010 in Kelowna, British Columbia, Canada.

This year’s meeting will also include presentations from industry sectors in NAPPO to profile the production, pest management and transportation issues related to their commodities.  This forms part of our focus on Pathway Risk Analysis this year.

The following NAPPO Panel activities of interest to the 22nd Technical Consultation among Regional Plant Protection Organizations are: 

1. The 2nd “International Workshop on Huanglongbing (HLB) and Asian Citrus Psyllid" held in July 2010 in Merida, Yucatan.

2. Coordination of efforts to slow the spread of the citrus moth, Cactoblastis cactorum.

3. Collaboration with the international electronic certification and plant protection communities to develop a functioning regional/global e-certification capability

4. Drafting a standard for regulating the import of articles made with sawn or round wood, including  handicrafts 

5. Organizing a workshop to harmonize inspection procedures (export/import) related to the import/export of Christmas trees.  

6. Completing a taxonomic and molecular identification protocol for Tetranychus mites. 

7. Developing  a document that summarizes the distribution of Rhagoletis species in the NAPPO region, their potential for establishment, host range, and other pertinent characteristics.

8. Documenting cold treatment protocols for oriental fruit moth and apple maggot.

9. Reviewing current methyl bromide treatment protocols for citrus fruit and developing a NAPPO protocol. 

10. Developing guidelines for development of, and efficacy verification for, lures and traps for arthropod pests of fruit. 

11. Preparing an inventory of molecular diagnostic protocols for fruit pests.

12. Exploring the possibility of holding a Light Brown Apple Moth diagnostic workshop.

13. Investigating and recommending appropriate phytosanitary measures for import of honey-bee collected pollen. 

14. Developing a pathway risk analysis standard – lead by Invasive Species Panel  with support from the PRA Panel.

15. Reviewing the scientific literature on climate change and develop a position paper on its pertinence to the PRA process.

16. Completing the revision of RSPM No. 3 “Requirements for importation of potatoes into a NAPPO member country”, including the Annex on establishment, recognition and maintenance of production areas free of the Globodera rostochiensis and G. pallida nematodes. Gather the most recent information on PVY and identify the strains of concern to the NAPPO region based on biological and economic factors.

17. Continue to work with the Seed Association of the Americas and COSAVE to develop phytosanitary measures which facilitate re-export of seed. 

18. Begin work on a NAPPO standard for the international movement of seed.  

19. Identify key diagnostic tests for seed which have been trade irritants and recommend solutions

Contribute to and support efforts to develop an international standard on seed movement. 
5.8
Regional International Organization for Agricultural Health (OIRSA)

 OIRSA Director General, Mr. Guillermo Alvarado, reported in their past year activities:
1. The quarantine services of the Member countries were evaluated through a procedure devised by OIRSA.  The Member Countries have been informed of these evaluations and the results are used to determine investment priorities in order to improve their efficacy;

2. There have been Citrus greening (Huanglongbing) outbreaks in some areas of the Region; OIRSA has assisted its countries in detecting and delimiting outbreaks, as well as in monitoring the pest and diagnosis.  International experts [from the National Institute of Agronomic Research of France (INRA), Funds for Defense of Citrus growing (FUNDECITRUS) of Brazil, USDA/APHIS, and US Sugar Corporation], have been invited to conduct trainings on survey, biology and management of the bacteria, and control of the vector insect.  An expert network of these researchers was set up, and it is assisting in controlling the pest in the countries.  Observation trips for the producers have been organized to visit countries where the disease has caused considerable economic losses;

3. Establishment and maintenance of  Fruit Flies Pest Free Areas in Member countries (Honduras, Nicaragua y Panamá) is supported on a continuous basis; in Panamá, a panel of experts on fruit flies was established with the assistance of the Ministry of Agronomic Development (MIDA), IAEA, and USDA;

4. Contingency Plans for outbreaks of quarantine pests (Citrus greening (Huanglongbing) and Pink Hibiscus Meallybug (Maconellicoccus hirsutus)) have been published. This effort will continue with other selected quarantine pests;

5. OIRSA is coordinating with the Mesoamerican Fruit Growing Project (PROMEFRUT), the component of health, quality and safety, within the framework for developing strategic alliances with regional Agencies and Organizations that promote phytosanitary conditions in its Member countries.  Additionally, a project to assist exportations of fruits and vegetables from Pest Free Areas (PFAs) and Low Prevalence of Pest Areas (LPPAs) is currently underway. 

6. Documents on phytosanitary emergencies have been prepared and submitted to countries consideration on: FOC RT4 in Musacea, Fusarium guttiforme in pineapple, Raffaelea lauricola in Lauraceae. In addition, a procedures manual was prepared for a detection survey of Tuta absoluta Meyrick in tomato crops under field and glasshouse conditions in OIRSA Member countries.

7. The Member countries held national workshops, which were supported to review the projects of ISPMs for 2010 consultation, with the participation of producers, academic and research sectors.  Also, a regional workshop to review the 2010 ISPMs projects was held, that was attended by delegates of all of OIRSA Member countries.  The results of this workshop will be presented for discussion at the Latin-American workshop soon to be held in Costa Rica.

5.9 
Pacific Plant Protection Organization (PPPO)

Mr.Viliami  Fakava presented on behalf of the PPPO a short brief that gives an overview of the Pacific Plant Protection Organization (PPPO) activities during the past 12 months. The priorities of the PPPO including technical capacity building activities are implemented by the Biosecurity and Trade Support Component of the SPC Land Resources Division.  

The PPPO consists of the Members of the Pacific Community. Currently there are 26 Members of the Pacific Community consisting of twenty two (22) Pacific Island Countries and Territories (PICTs) and 5 founding members. Pacific Island Countries and Territories Members are: American Samoa, Cook Islands, Federated States of Micronesia (FSM), Fiji Islands, French Polynesia, Guam, Kiribati, Marshall Islands, Nauru, New Caledonia, Niue, Northern Mariana Islands (CNMI), Palau, Papua New Guinea (PNG), Pitcairn Islands, Samoa, Solomon Islands, Tokelau, Tonga, Tuvalu, Vanuatu, and Wallis and Futuna. The four founding countries: Australia, France, New Zealand, and the United States of America. The United Kingdom withdrew at the beginning of 1996 from SPC (at the time the South Pacific Commission), rejoined in 1998 and withdrew again in January 2005.
PPPO Secretariat

The Biosecurity and Trade Adviser of the Land Resources Division of the Secretariat of the Pacific Community is the Secretariat of the PPPO.  Mr. Sidney Suma has resigned from this position PPPO Executive Secretary in November 2009 and been replaced by Dr. Viliami Fakava. PPPO wish to acknowledge the hard work and excellent service that Mr. Sidney Suma has provided to this role in these years.  Dr. Fakava has taken over this position since April 2010.

Contracting Parties to the IPPC
A total of thirteen 13 countries are contracting parties: Aus, NZ, Cooks, FSM, Fiji, Niue, Palau, PNG, Samoa, Sol. Is., Tonga, Tuvalu & Vanuatu and 3 countries are non contracting parties and these include Kiribati, Marshall Islands & Nauru. 

Participation in international standard setting process
The Pacific Plant Protection Organisation (PPPO) Secretariat and Pacific representatives of contracting parties to the International Plant Protection Convention (IPPC) attended the 4th Session of the Commission on Phytosanitary Measures in April 2010.  The regional consultation workshop on the draft ISPMs was conducted this year. This  was held in Nadi, Fiji from the 9 – 13th August 2010. Resources permitting the next regional consultation on the draft ISPMs would be held in Auckland, New  Zealand.  
The representatives from PPPO to CPM Bureau, SC members from the SWP regional also attended the scheduled SC meetings for the period. PPPO information including Member contact details have been updated on the IPPC. The PPPO secretariat has distributed regular notices and circulars related to the IPPC and international standards to the Members. 
Implementation of International Standards on Phytosanitary Measures
The level of implementation or use of each standard varies from PICT to PICT but generally all PICTs have used some of the standards in the delivery of their phytosanitary measures. SPC has assisted PICTs implementation of these standards and will continue to assist within its means.
Phytosanitary Capacity Evaluation (PCE)

Under a project funded by the World Trade Organization (WTO) Standards and Trade Development Facility, LRD undertook phytosanitary capacity evaluation in Vanuatu in June. Evaluations have thus far been undertaken in Cook Islands, FSM, Fiji Islands, Kiribati, Marshall Islands, Nauru, Niue, Palau, PNG, Samoa, Solomon Islands, Tonga, Tuvalu and Vanuatu. The evaluations are undertaken using an internationally accepted phytosanitary capacity evaluation (PCE) tool developed by the FAO-IPPC Secretariat, and the outcomes for the evaluations will be used in developing future interventions in the PICTs by SPC and other development partners. PICTs are encouraged to use the results of PCE in planning and prioritising capacity building initiatives in biosecurity and plant protection.
Pest List Database
The Pest List Database (PLD) for the Pacific is an information system to record agricultural pest occurrences within a country and to provide various reports of those pest occurrences.  LRD continues to maintain the regional Pest List Database (PLD), which is used in import risk analysis and negotiations for market access. Results of pest surveys are captured and updated in respective national plant pest list databases and are maintained by SPC. On request, LRD assistance is provided to countries to verify records and on pest diagnostics.
Most of the diagnostic work was associated with surveys in Nauru, Kiribati, PNG, Fiji Islands and Tuvalu. Weed surveys were completed for the Kiribati islands of Abemama and Tarawa. Survey records will be available in the Pacific Pest List Database for Kiribati.

LRD also continued to provide information in formats such as posters, leaflets, pest alerts, pest advisory fact sheets and news releases. Specific public awareness information has been provided to PNG on coffee berry borer, to Solomon Islands on cocoa pod borer and to Fiji Islands on subterranean termite Coptertermes gestroi. 
Biosecurity law harmonization and operational manuals
Assistances under the PACREIP project on harmonisation of Biosecurity Bill through provision of information, technical advice or country visits to Solomon Islands, PNG, Vanuatu, Kiribati, Fiji, Cook Islands, Samoa, Tuvalu, Federated States of Micronesia, Niue and Nauru. Most of the countries have been assisted through draft of Biosecurity bill, Fiji and Cook Islands have successfully enacted their biosecurity bills. The PACREIP project that provided assistance on this had been completed at the end of June 2010.

Biosecurity information 

With assistance under the Pacific Regional Economic Integration Programme (PACREIP), LRD set up Biosecurity Information Facilities (BIFs) with equipment, and provided training in Fiji Islands, French Polynesia, Papua New Guinea (PNG), Tuvalu, Solomon Islands, Marshall Islands, and Niue. Equipment and software have also been provided to Tonga, Vanuatu, Federated States of Micronesia (FSM) and Palau. The Cook Islands and the Fiji Islands BIFs are now operational and operators are able to use their online operations manuals to undertake import permitting and export certification using the system.

SPC is also drafting an operational manual to enable effective biosecurity operation in its Member countries. This is a complementary activity to the biosecurity law harmonization and should facilitate closer working network amongst the PICTs. 

Trade facilitation
Trade facilitation continues to be one of the major focus areas of the SPC-LRD. The recent activities in the area includes R&D into pre-export (quarantine) treatments for fresh produce exports, development of system approach to pest risk management for export trade of fruit fly host commodities,  development of training materials, training, participation in trade related conference, meetings, symposium, etc., trade negotiation and technical advisory services.

The SPC is also implementing a regional trade facilitation initiative aimed at promoting agriculture trade amongst the islands of the Pacific and their metropolitan neigbours Australia and New Zealand. The initiative has enabled the expeditious market access for Pacific products in to the Australia and New Zealand markets.  This regional trade facilitation project also ended in June this year.

Biosecurity helpdesk
The SPC-LRD established a biosecurity helpdesk as part of its technical advisory services to better serve its clients (PPPO members). The helpdesk continue to receives and processes email equerries on matters related to biosecurity, trade facilitation and plant protection including advice on import risk analysis.

The helpdesk can be contacted by email at spcbiosecurity@spc.int from outside SPC or alternatively by contacting the PPPO Executive Secretary at the SPC.

 Pest surveillance, outbreak investigation and incursion responses
SPC routinely conducts pest surveys in the Member countries and these surveys forms the basis for establishing pest occurrences status in the individual countries. The survey specimens are forwarded to the established diagnostics centres for identifications and once the authenticated identification of the organism is reverted to the SPC then the records are entered in the PLD as public records.

LRD supported Fiji Islands in the formulation of relevant strategies and actions for the effective long-term control and management of the newly introduced Asian subterranean termite (Coptotermes gestroi), currently infesting buildings and trees in Western Viti Levu.  Technical Assistances, equipment and supplies provided to the Termite Management Program (Operation Kadivuka),and eradications  of Giant African Snail and weevil  in Lautoka, Thrips control on Cook Islands, and cocoa pod borers in PNG.

The fruit fly surveillance programme is carried out in all PICTs with varying intensity. The surveillance in monitoring regimes in countries that are exporting fruit fly host commodities are intensive than smaller non-trading states that concentrate of surveillance at entry points are high risk sites.

LRD continues to provide assistance on fruit fly surveillance and monitoring, including area-wide management of fruit flies. Assistance has been rendered to American Samoa, Samoa, Fiji Islands, PNG, Solomon Islands, Niue, Tuvalu, Marshall Islands, Vanuatu and Kiribati through provision of surveillance equipment, provision of technical advice on quarantine, research and management of fruit flies.

Future Asssistances
Assistances for the future work of the PPPO activities include sigificant contributions from the followings;

1. Ausaid assistance under Pacific Horticultural and Agricultural Market Access (PHAMA) for improved market access.

2. EU assistance under Facilitating Agricultural Market Access program;

3. NZAid Biosecurity Project.
Appendix III 
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


Appendix IV
23rd Technical Consultation among Regional Plant Protection Organizations

2011
Tentative Agenda

1.
Opening of the Technical Consultation 

2.
Election of the Chairperson, Vice-chair and Rapporteur

3. 
Adoption of the agenda

4.
Matters arising from the 22nd TC-RPPOs

5.
Review of RPPO activities (incl. organization, regional standards, workshops) and this will also include specific feedback on RPPO activities to realize the goals of the CPM Business Plan as listed in:

· 1.2  Standard implementation

· 2.1  Implementation of information exchange as required under the IPPC

· 3.1  Encouragement of the  use of dispute settlement systems

· 4.2  The work programme of the IPPC is supported by technical cooperation

· 5.1  The IPPC is supported by an effective and sustainable infrastructure

· 6.3  Efficient and effective communication between the RPPOs and the IPPC Secretariat

· 7.1 Regular examination of the overall strategic direction and goals of the CPM with the adaptation of programmes to reflect/respond to new and emerging issues


5.1
APPPC


5.2
CA


5.3
COSAVE


5.4
CPPC/CAFHSA


5.5
EPPO


5.6
IAPSC


5.7
NAPPO


5.8
OIRSA

5.9
PPPO

5.10 
NEPPO

1. Status of CAFHSA & NEPPO

2. Secretariat update 
7.1 Standard setting

7.2 Information exchange

7.3 Reporting through RPPOs

7.4 IRSS

7.5 Capacity building

7.6 Dispute settlement
3. Follow-up from CPM-6
4. CPM-7: Topics for an External presentation 

5. CPM Business Plan – role/activities of RPPOs 

6. TC among RPPOs Work plan for 2010 - 2012, including:

11.1 
Current and emerging major pest issues 

11.2
Developments for PRA, e.g. Climate change and pest introduction potential, PRATIQUE, invasive species, pathway risk analysis 

11.3
Electronic certification

11.4
Emergency response and contingency planning – exchange  

11.5
RPPO input into the implementation review and support system in regard to ISPMs on pest reporting (EPPO) and the systems approach (NAPPO, COSAVE)

12.
Other Business

13.
Date and location of next TC
14.
Adoption of the Report of the 23rd  TC-RPPOs

15.
Closure
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