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COMMISSION ON PHYTOSANITARY MEASURES

Fifth Session

Rome, 22-26 March 2010

Report on the Promotion of the IPPC and Cooperation with Relevant Regional and International Organizations
Agenda Item 14.1 of the Provisional Agenda

I. Introduction
1.
The IPPC recognizes the importance of maintaining strong links with international and regional organizations with which it has common interests. Cooperation with regional and international organizations raises their awareness of the IPPC’s purposes and objectives and helps to promote the IPPC internationally. Good cooperation with regional and international organizations also creates synergy and avoids overlaps or contradictory approaches in areas of common interest. 
2.
The following is a report on the work of the IPPC Secretariat in relation to Goal 6: International promotion of the IPPC and cooperation with relevant regional and international organizations. This report covers work undertaken by the Secretariat or CPM representatives from 1 January to 31 December 2009.
II. Cooperation with Inter-governmental Organizations
A. World Trade Organization (WTO)
3.
The Secretariat continued to work closely with the Secretariat of the WTO Agreement for the Application of Sanitary and Phytosanitary Measures (WTO-SPS) and attended all formal and informal WTO-SPS Committee meetings. This year there was a special workshop on the relationship between the SPS Committee and the three international standard-setting organizations which are mentioned in the SPS Agreement. This workshop was well attended by SPS Committee members, the Secretariats of the three international setting organizations and the Chairpersons of the Codex Commission, SPS Committee and the CPM. It was the first step in helping the three standard setting organizations and the SPS Secretariat further develop synergies. A report by WTO-SPS is also provided under agenda item 8.1.
4.
The Secretariat also participated either directly, or by recommending appropriate consultants, in WTO-SPS regional and sub-regional workshops.
B. Convention on Biological Diversity (CBD)
CBD- General

5.
Cooperation between the IPPC and CBD Secretariats is governed by a Memorandum of Cooperation agreed by the two Secretariats and noted by ICPM-6 in 2004. This cooperation is mandated by relevant decisions of the respective governing bodies.
6.
The Secretariat continues to liaise with the CBD. The areas of concern under both conventions is large and not all isues of cooperation identified in the joint work programme have been completed.
7.
The two Secretariats met in Montreal, Canada, in December 2009. A representative of the IPPC Secretariat and the CPM Chairperson attended this meeting. Relevant decisions from the governing bodies (Parties to the Cartagena Protocol on Biosafety [COP-MOP], the Conference of the Parties to the Convention on Biological Diversity [COP] and the CPM) were reviewed, and the joint work plan was reviewed and updated. The CBD Secretariat was invited to identify an appropriate speaker to make a presentation at the CPM-5 session on the review of the status of plant protection in the world. There was also a discussion on how both Secretariats would be involved in the 2010 UN International Year of Biodiversity.
8.
The CBD has two members on the International Advisory Group on Pest Risk Analysis, one with a background in invasive alien species and the other with a background in biosafety.
9.
The CBD Secretariat wishes to continue cooperation  with the IPPC as is outlined in its report under agenda item 8.2, which also presents the joint work programme between the CBD and IPPC.
CBD- Invasive Alien Species 

10.
The CBD held an online conference to discuss the formation of the Invasive Alien Species Liaison Group. However the conference was arranged at short notice and the IPPC Secretariat was unable to participate. The report of this meeting is not yet available.
CBD- Biosafety 
11.
The Secretariat continues to liaise with the CBD on matters related to biosafety, and is exploring additional mechanisms for cooperation, including participation in future online fora where the IPPC can provide specific expertise.
12.
The Secretariat received a request from the CBD regarding the use of phytosanitary certificates to relay information on living modified organisms (LMO) in consignments. The Secretariat’s response was that phytosanitary certificates should only be used to relay information between NPPOs on the phytosanitary status of consignments in relation to regulated pests. They would only be used in relation to an LMO if that LMO had been determined to be a regulated pest.
13.
The Secretariat participated in two online forums hosted by the CBD. One held in May dealt with the risks associated with the trans-boundary movement of LMOs . The Secretariat was asked questions relating to risk analysis procedures under the IPPC, how LMOs relate to the concept of plant pests and issues related specifically to grain. A staff member from the Secretariat served as an expert for the online forum. The second online forum was held in December and convened experts to test a draft roadmap prepared by the Ad Hoc Technical Expert Group (AHTEG) on Risk Assessment and Risk Management Sub-working Group  . The draft roadmap was reviewed for accuracy and completeness. Experts were invited to answer a questionnaire and report back on their experience of testing the "roadmap". Members of the International Advisory Group on Pest Risk Analysis were requested to provide advice to the IPPC Secretariat; this was useful when participating in this exercise. The CBD will continue work on the development of this roadmap.
C. Joint Division of the Food and Agricultural Organization (FAO) and the International Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA)

14.
The meeting of the Technical Panel on Pest Free Areas and Systems Approaches for Fruit Flies (TPFF) was again hosted by the Joint Division of the Food and Agricultural Organization (FAO) and the International Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA) in Vienna in September. The Joint Division also provided administrative support for the organization of this meeting and funded the travel costs of participants requesting assistance, including the travel costs of a staff member of the Secretariat. In addition, a member from the Joint Division continues to serve on the TPFF. This member has helped to coordinate the IPPC and the FAO/IAEA programmes. This year an expert from the Joint Division also participated as a new member of the Technical Panel on Phytosanitary Treatments (TPPT). A staff member of the Joint Division visited the IPPC Secretariat and was introduced to the use of the International Phytosanitary Portal (IPP).
15.
A report by IAEA is also provided under agenda item 8.3.
D. Ozone Secretariat
16.
The IPPC Secretariat hosted a meeting of the Quarantine and Pre-Shipment Task Force of the Montreal Protocol’s Technology and Economic Assessment Panel (QPSTF) in Rome in September. The QPSTF, in consultation with the IPPC Secretariat, has been requested to review all relevant, currently available information on the use of methyl bromide for Quarantine and Pre-shipment (QPS) applications and related emissions, to assess trends in the major uses, available alternatives, other mitigation options and barriers to the adoption of alternatives and to determine what additional information or action may be required to meet those objectives.
17.
The report of the QPSTF on these issues was presented at the “Workshop on methyl bromide use for quarantine and pre-shipment purposes”, organized by the Ozone Secretariat, held in Port Ghalib, Egypt, on 3 November 2009, the day before the 21st Meeting of Parties to the Montreal Protocol (MOP-21, 4-8 November). The workshop, as well as MOP-21, was attended by a Vice-Chairperson of the CPM (Jordan) and a staff member of the Secretariat. The IPPC representatives gave a presentation on the CPM’s Recommendation on replacement or reduction of methyl bromide, and efforts made by the phytosanitary community to reduce methyl bromide emissions were highlighted. Some parties to the Montreal Protocol have already banned, or will begin to ban, QPS use within their own borders. This should be monitored by contracting parties to the IPPC. Both the IPPC and Ozone Secretariats wish to continue their cooperation. The Ozone Secretariat has provided a summary of decisions by MOP-21 in regard to further cooperation, and details are provided under agenda item 8.4.
E. Standards and Trade Development Facility (STDF)

18.
The Secretariat continues to participate in all STDF meetings and provides input as required, particularly in the area of project development and approval. A “train-the-trainers” workshop organized by the STDF under the project "Participation of African Nations in Sanitary and Phytosanitary Organizations" (PANSPSO) was delivered through the collaborative efforts of the Codex Alimentarius, world organisation for animal health (OIE) and IPPC.
19.
The Secretariat has also been the implementing agency for three STDF projects. Details of these three projects can be found in the Secretariat’s report under agenda item 6.
20.
A report on STDF is also provided under agenda item 8.5.
F. International Civil Aviation Organization (ICAO) and the International Air Transport Organization (IATA)

21.
The Secretariat organized a joint meeting of representatives from ICAO, IATA, CBD, and the IPPC. The representative from Global Invasive Species Programme was unable to attend. The purpose of this meeting was to discuss the roles each organization could play to help reduce the international movement of pests through containers and aircraft. In particular the new topic for an ISPM on minimizing pest movement by air containers and aircrafts was discussed. ICAO and IATA already have standards related to container cleanliness, although these standards are not specifically to prevent the spread of pests. These organizations will be kept informed as this work progresses and have agreed to try to participate where possible.
G. Biological and Toxin Weapons Convention (BWC)

22.
The Secretariat participated in two meetings dealing with capacity building within the framework of the BWC. Discussions are now emphasizing the need for coordinated capacity building and strengthening existing systems and this is being strongly supported by the various Ministries of defence and foreign affairs in the participating countries. Much of this work is undertaken through bilateral programmes but significant work is needed in the area of coordination and information exchange.

III. Cooperation with Other International Bodies
A. World Seed Conference
23.
The Secretariat gave a presentation entitled “Phytosanitary Measures and the International Seed Trade” at the 2nd World Seed Conference held on 8-10 September 2009 at FAO Headquarters in Rome. The presentation highlighted the importance of the IPPC working together with the International Seed Federation, gave an overview of ISPMs of relevance to the seed trade, and addressed questions from the audience about how standards are developed.
B. World Forestry Congress
24.
The Secretariat was represented at a side event during the World Forestry Congress in Buenos Aires, Argentina, in October 2009, and gave a presentation on the guide on good forest health practices, which is covered under agenda item 12.6.
C. Green Customs Initiative
25.
The Secretariat collaborated with the Green Customs Initiative and agreed to present the paper “The Green Customs Initiative: Capacity Building for Environmental Security” at the regional workshops for the review of draft ISPMs held in 2009. The Green Customs initiative is a partnership of international organisations and secretariats that cooperate to enhance the capacity of customs and other relevant border enforcement personnel to deal with trade in ‘environmentally-sensitive items’. The expectation of this cooperation is to improve synergies of frontline agencies operating at border points in particular where plant quarantine and customs departments are concerned. The Green Customs Secretariat is hosted by the United Nations Environment Programme, Division of Technology, Industry and Economics (UNEP-DTIE) in Paris, France. More information on the initiative can be found at http://www.greencustoms.org.

D. International Advisory Group on Pest Risk Analysis
26.
This group continues to provide advice to the Secretariat on IPPC-related pest risk analysis (PRA) issues. Copyright permissions were requested and granted from several publishing sources for the references cited in the PRA Training Manuals and Presentations. A version of the participants’ manual in French has been prepared and is available on the IPP at https://www.ippc.int/index.php?id=186208. Some members of the advisory group have attended PRA training sessions as resource persons, but overall the activities and coordination of this group have been minimal in the last year.

E. International Forestry Quarantine Research Group (IFQRG)
27.
The International Forestry Quarantine Research Group met on 14–18 October 2009 in Rome. The meeting focused on reviewing forest quarantine research, mostly in relation to research work needed to support the development of ISPMs by the Technical Panel on Forest Quarantine (TPFQ). The meeting was attended by forestry scientists, representatives of national and regional plant protection organizations and industry from Europe, North America and Africa. Several scientists presented technical reports on collaborative work carried out in many regions of the world.

28.
The group principally discussed the necessity of testing wood pests to the Probit 9 level to determine the efficacy of a proposed treatment. The group, in response to TPFQ questions, examined the issue of whether certain wood pests may be tolerant to heat treatments applied at 56C for 30 minutes and the efficacy of forestry production practices, such as milling, de-limbing, chipping, on reducing pest risks. Members agreed to review these issues and report their views prior to the next meeting of the TPFQ.

IV. Cooperation with Regional Plant Protection Organizations (RPPOs)
29.
The 21st Technical Consultation among Regional Plant Protection Organizations (TC-RPPOs) was hosted in Entebbe, Uganda, by the Inter-African Phytosanitary Council (IAPSC) in conjunction with the Ugandan NPPO (a report of this meeting can be found under agenda item 7).

30.
It is now common practice for RPPOs to assist the Secretariat with the delivery of regional workshops for the review of draft ISPMs. The Asian and Pacific Plant Protection Commission (APPPC), the European and Mediterranean Plant Protection Organization (EPPO), the Inter-African Phytosanitary Council (IAPSC) and the Pacific Plant Protection Organization (PPPO) all assisted with the organization of workshops in their regions.

31.
The Secretariat continues to work with EPPO and the North American Plant Protection Organization (NAPPO) on technical issues of pest reporting through RPPOs, in order to implement a new automated pest reporting system. Work with EPPO in this respect includes consideration of its Plant Protection Thesaurus, with a view to incorporating the coding system into the IPP database.

32.
NAPPO, with assistance from the Canadian Food Inspection Agency, hosted a workshop on “electronic phytosanitary certification” in May 2009. A Secretariat staff member attended and this subject is also discussed under agenda item 15.1.

33.
NAPPO also provided coordination of the Spanish language review group and supported the Secretariat with staff assistance during the annual CPM meeting. In addition, a staff member of the IPPC Secretariat attended the NAPPO Symposium on “Living modified organisms and plant health” and gave a presentation on the perspective of the IPPC in regards to pest risk analysis of living modified organisms.

34.
The Secretariat has also been working with the APPPC to develop a website for this RPPO. The intention is to make use of the functionality and technology of the new IPP website but to have a stand-alone APPPC website with its own URL. This work will continue in 2010.

35.
A staff member of the Secretariat attended the annual meetings of both APPPC and NAPPO.

36.
The Comite de Sanidad Vegetal del Cono Sur (COSAVE) collated member comments on one of the draft ISPMs for member consultation in 2009.

V. Cooperation with Other Regional Bodies
A. East Africa Phytosanitary Information Committee (EAPIC)
37.
The Secretariat attended the 5th meeting of the EAPIC in Kigali, Rwanda, and in particular provided input in the following respects: assessing the need for IPPC intervention in building capacity in use of the IPP; liaising with IPPC Contact Points and IPP editors; discussing means by which data could be harvested from the EAPIC server and published on the IPP, thus enabling countries to meet pest reporting obligations under the IPPC; and exploring opportunities for expansion of the current Pest Information Management System (PIMS), both in terms of additional modules and across Africa.

B. Communauté Économique Monétaire de l’Afrique Centrale (CEMAC)
38.
The Secretariat met with representatives of the CEMAC. It was noted that, up to now, participation by members of CEMAC in the CPM has been limited. CEMAC’s potential role with respect to preparing its member countries for participation in CPM and regional harmonization of phytosanitary regulations was discussed.
39.
The CPM is invited to:
1. Note the report.
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