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COMMISSION ON PHYTOSANITARY MEASURES
Fourth Session

Rome, 30 March – 3 April 2009 

Report on the Promotion of the IPPC and Cooperation with Relevant Regional and International Organizations
Tentative 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 helps to promote the IPPC internationally and raises their awareness of the IPPC’s purposes and objectives. Good coordination with regional and international organizations also creates synergy and avoids overlaps or contradictory approaches in areas of common interest.
2.
The following report provides an overview of the IPPC Secretariat’s cooperation with other regional and international organizations for 2008.

II. Cooperation with regional Plant Protection Organizations

3.
Regional Plant Protection Organizations (RPPO) are strong partners of the IPPC Secretariat in the implementation of its activities. The Inter-African Phytosanitary Council (IAPSC) was an important partner in the development of the East-African Phytosanitary Information Committee (EAPIC) and was instrumental in the expansion of the network and concept into other countries and sub-regions. The Pacific Plant Protection Organization (PPPO) assisted with the organization of the regional information exchange workshop (Pacific) while the Asian and Pacific Plant Protection Commission (APPPC) assisted with the organization of the regional workshop on draft ISPMs.
4.
The North American Plant Protection Organization (NAPPO), and the Comite De Sanidad Vegetal Del Cono Sur (COSAVE) have been very helpful in the development of Spanish translations. In addition, NAPPO supports the IPPC Secretariat with staff assistance during the annual meeting of the Commission on Phytosanitary Measures.
5.
Unfortunately, due to the limited staff resources the IPPC Secretariat was not able to attend any annual RPPO meeting in 2008.

III. Cooperation with Inter-governmental Organizations

A. Convention on Biological Diversity
6.
Cooperation between the IPPC and CBD Secretariats is governed by a Memorandum of Cooperation agreed to by the two Secretariats and noted by the ICPM-6 in 2004. This cooperation is mandated by relevant decisions of the governing bodies, in particular decisions VI/23, VII/13 and VIII/27 of the Conference of the Parties to the CBD, and decisions of the Interim Commission on Phytosanitary Measures taken at its sixth and seventh meetings on the issue of cooperation with CBD.
7.
In 2008 the two Secretariats met to update and revise the joint work plan, which now contains the following elements (still being finalized):
· Mechanisms of collaboration between the IPPC and the CBD
· Invasive alien species
· Risk analysis (including risk assessment and risk management) for both invasive alien species and LMOs as appropriate
· Development of standards and guidance of mutual interest
· Terminology
· Capacity building
· Sharing information
8.
A representative from the IPPC Secretariat presented statements on behalf of the IPPC Secretariat at the fourth meeting of the Parties to the Cartagena Protocol on Biosafety (COP‑MOP-4) and the ninth meeting of the Conference of the Parties to the Convention on Biological Diversity (COP-9) held in Bonn, Germany between 12-16 May and 19–30 May 2008, respectively.
9.
COP-MOP-4 was reminded that IPPC standards on pest risk analysis apply to living modified organisms (LMO) that are or have the potential to be injurious to plants or plant products. It was explained that the standards provide guidance on the analysis of risks to biological diversity and the environment and that these standards were developed through an open transparent process that included international consultation and adoption by consensus by the CPM. In addition, information was provided on the pest risk analysis training materials that were developed and the COP-MOP was encouraged to consider including this training material into their integrated capacity building materials that are currently under development.
10.
At COP-9 the IPPC informed that invasive alien species (IAS) that are plant pests are also of concern to contracting parties to the IPPC. COP-9 was reminded that the IPPC already has several International Standards on Phytosanitary Measures (ISPM) that could be used to manage IAS and that elements in the IPPC’s standard setting process help to ensure that biodiversity and environmental aspects are taken into account. In addition, COP-9 was informed that, by using the IPPC framework, IAS which are plant pests could be managed nationally as a quarantine pest and regulated by the National Plant Protection Organization. This would allow for the use of existing measures such as border controls, eradication plans and surveillance systems. The IPPC representative encouraged the COP-9 participants to inform their national plant protection organizations of the outcomes of COP-9 and to discuss ways to cooperate on implementing these decisions. The IPPC Secretariat noted that COP-9 had identified the need to address pathways for IAS. It informed COP-9 that three new topics on this subject had been added to the IPPC standard setting work programme at CPM-3 in April 2008. The COP was also invited to collaborate in the development of these topics into international standards.
B. Montreal Protocol
11.
The Secretariat of the Montreal Protocol submitted a report of its recent activities to the CPM-3 in 2008. Following the CPM-3, the Secretariat of the IPPC informed the Secretariat of the Montreal Protocol of the adoption of the CPM Recommendation on Replacement or reduction of the use of methyl bromide as a phytosanitary measure.
C. Standards and Trade Development Facility (STDF)
12.
The IPPC Secretariat is an observer on the STDF working group, which met on three occasions in 2008. A memorandum of understanding has been signed between the STDF and FAO/IPPC for supervising and/or implementing phytosanitary projects funded under the STDF. In 2008, the IPPC Secretariat also participated at the STDF Workshop on SPS Capacity Evaluation Tools and presented the Phytosanitary Capacity Evaluation Tool (PCE) of the IPPC. A representative of the STDF provided a discussion paper to the Open-ended Working Group on building national phytosanitary capacity and participated in the meeting itself.
D. WTO-SPS Committee
13.
The IPPC is an official observer organization at the regular meetings of the WTO Committee on Sanitary and Phytosanitary Measures. At the three SPS Committee meetings in Geneva in 2008 (March, June and October) the IPPC Secretariat provided information on both general IPPC matters as well as items of specific interest to the SPS Committee, such as equivalence and pest free areas. Members of the Secretariat and a FAO Regional Plant Protection Officer took part in various workshops organised by the SPS Committee during the year.
E. World Health Organization for Animal Health

14.
An expert from the World Health Organization for Animal Health (OIE) provided expertise on the OIE’s system of recognizing disease free zones for four animal diseases to the Open-ended Working Group on the International Recognition of Pest Free Areas in Chiang Mai, Thailand. In addition, the OIE participated at the Open-ended Working Group on Building National Phytosanitary Capacity in December 2008.
F. IAEA
15.
The meeting of the Technical Panel on Pest Free Areas and Systems Approaches for Fruit Flies (TPFF) was hosted by the Joint FAO/IAEA Division in Vienna in September 2008. The Joint Division provided administrative support for the organization of this meeting and funded the travel costs of participants upon request, including the travel costs of the IPPC Secretariat staff. In addition, a member from the Joint FAO/IAEA Division continues to serve on the TPFF. This member has helped to coordinate the IPPC and the IAEA programmes. An IAEA expert participated at the Open-ended Working Group on the International Recognition of Pest Free Areas in Chiang Mai, Thailand.
G. Other

16.
The IPPC Secretariat continues to solicit comments on draft standards from relevant international organizations not mentioned above which could be affected by ISPMs, such as the International Maritime Organization (IMO) or the International Civil Aviation Organization (ICAO).
IV. Cooperation with International Non-governmental Organizations

A. International Seed Federation
17.
A representative of the IPPC Secretariat was invited to give a presentation at the International Seed Federation (ISF) annual meeting held in Prague, Czech Republic. The main point of the presentation was to outline how the seed industry could get involved in the standard setting process, mainly by liaising with their NPPOs in order to have input into the development and revision of ISPMs. Several points were discussed following the presentation as the seed industry had identified their difficulties in maintaining the identity of lots and accessing various countries import requirements. It was noted that a discussion paper outlining their concerns had been discussed at the expert working group meeting on the revision of ISPM Nos 7 and 12.
B. International Forestry Quarantine Research Group
18.
A meeting of the International Forestry Quarantine Research Group (IFQRG) was hosted by the IPPC Secretariat in Rome, Italy in September 2008. The Secretariat and several members of the Technical panel on forest quarantine (TPFQ) attended this meeting. IFQRG discussed and responded to several questions posed by the TPFQ. IFQRG reached consensus on several issues related to forest quarantine and made recommendations.  These are contained in the meeting report which is posted on IFQRG’s website (www.forestry-quarantine.org).
19.
The International Forestry Quarantine Research Group (IFQRG) continues to assist the IPPC Technical Panel on Forest Quarantine (TPFQ) in its activities by guiding the research activities of its members towards open quarantine questions, such as the efficacy of potential treatments in regard to ISPM 15 (Guidelines for Regulating Wood Packaging in International Trade). The chair of IFQRG is also a member of the TPFQ.
C. International Centre for Insect Physiology and Ecology
20.
The IPPC Secretariat also cooperated with the International Centre for Insect Physiology and Ecology (ICIPE) on the development of cooperative fruit fly projects in Africa. The establishment of fruit fly surveillance programmes for several sub-regions in Africa is seen of great importance and has received considerable attention in the African region.
D. Other
21.
A welcome development is the cooperation with sub-regional organizations. The Southern African Development Community (SADC), in association with the ComMark Trust (South Africa), assisted in the funding of participants at the regional workshop on draft ISPMs in Africa. This activity was an important component of sub-regional capacity building efforts. The IPPC Secretariat would welcome further development of this cooperation.
V. Participation at International Congresses
22.
The Secretariat was invited to give a presentation at the “Plant Risk Assessment Challenges for the 21st Century: New Crops and New Uses” Symposium held in Ottawa, Canada (March 2008). The main focus of the Symposium was to obtain input into the development of risk assessment models for evaluating risks from new crops (introduced species, LMOs, breeding programmes, or crops that presented risks from increased population pressures such as pharmaceutical plants or plants used as biofuels). The presentation gave the international perspective on risk analysis, outlining the suite of ISPMs that has been adopted by the Commission on Phytosanitary Measures and explaining how the IPPC and the CBD (including the Cartagena Protocol) liaise on issues of mutual concern.
23.
The Secretariat was invited to present the keynote address on “Plant Biosecurity capacity to protect national and internal borders against invasive insects ” a one day symposium during the XXIII International Congress of Entomology (ICE 2008) in South Africa. Involvement in this symposium raised awareness among mostly non-government researchers who were previously unfamiliar with the IPPC and its processes and included an introduction to research on new processes and tools for plant biosecurity, including the areas of surveillance, risk assessment, identification, eradication and emergency response.
24.
The Secretariat was invited to present the keynote address on “How to use the framework of the International Plant Protection Convention for the management of forest health” at a conference entitled “Adaptation of Forests and Forest Management to Changing Climate with Emphasis on Forest Health: A Review of Science, Policies and Practices” held in Umeå, Sweden (August 2008).  The framework of the IPPC, including the convention and standards, was outlined and closer cooperation between foresters and their national plant protection organizations was encouraged.
25.
The IPPC was also represented at the International Plant Protection Congress in Torino, Italy, 2008.  Dr Niek van de Graaff and Mr Bill Roberts represented the Secretariat in the section dealing with the IPPC.
26.
The CPM-4 is invited to note the report.
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