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Our Ref.:
PL 35/5
Your Ref.:
     
6 June 2006
Re: Call for Nominations for Expert Working Groups and Technical Panels

Dear Sir/Madam,

Nominations are being solicited by the Secretariat of the International Plant Protection Convention (IPPC) for expert drafting groups to develop International Standards for Phytosanitary Measures (ISPMs) and diagnostic protocols for specific pests for topics on the standard setting work programme of the IPPC, as follows:
1.
Nominations for expert drafting groups

1.1
Expert working groups on the following topics:
· Guidelines for the interpretation and application of the phrase not widely distributed in relation to quarantine pests
· All members.
· Pest risk management for plants for planting in international trade
· All members.
· Appropriate level of protection

· All members.
1.2
Technical panels:
· Technical Panel No. 1: Technical panel to develop diagnostic protocols for specific pests

· 1 new member with quality assurance expertise
-
main experience with quality assurance systems in regulated plant pest diagnostic laboratories and laboratory systems/accreditation
-
preferred experience with acarology and/or entomology
-
preferred experience with producing diagnostic protocols.
· Technical Panel No. 2: Technical panel on pest free areas and systems approaches for fruit flies
· 2 new members with expertise in fruit flies relevant to the Near East and Africa regions.
· Technical Panel No. 5: Technical panel for the Glossary
· All members.
Specifications for these expert drafting groups are attached. It should be noted that these groups work in English. Please consider in particular the "expertise" section of each specification, which will be used for selecting members.

2.
Nominations for authors of specific diagnostic protocols
A call for authors for specific diagnostic protocols was made in March 2006, however insufficient nominations were received. The IPPC Secretariat is again soliciting nominations for authors of the diagnostic protocols listed below. 

· Fungi and fungus-like organisms:
· Phytophthora ramorum

· Tilletia indica / T. controversa

· Guignardia citricarpa 

· Gymnosporangium spp.
Experts nominated as authors should have specific diagnostic expertise with the pest(s) concerned, the ability to work mostly through e-mail discussions in English (as it is not anticipated that these experts will be required to meet) and the appropriate time to dedicate to e-mail work with a small group of experts in drafting a diagnostic protocol. Several nominations for each specific diagnostic protocol may be considered.

3.
For all nominations
The nominee’s curriculum vitae (CV) should highlight the relevant expertise. CVs will be reviewed and the selection of experts will be approved by the Standards Committee and the Bureau of the Commission on Phytosanitary Measures.
Dates for meetings are posted on the calendar of the International Phytosanitary Portal (IPP - www.ippc.int). Once dates are finalized the selected experts will be contacted by the Secretariat. 
Nominees should have agreed to their nominations, be available for the meeting dates as posted on the IPP calendar and be able to allocate the appropriate time to the task (see in particular section 4.5 of the Guidelines for the operation of expert working groups attached) prior to their names being submitted. 
Members of technical panels have on-going obligations and should be able to attend all meetings of their respective technical panel (usually held annually).
Please consider the attached documents and submit details of nominees, including: 

· name, address, country, phone number, fax number and valid e-mail address

· which expert working group, technical panel or diagnostic protocol authorship he/she is being nominated
· electronic copy of the nominee’s CV
· cover letter confirming that the nominee has agreed to the nomination, is available for the meeting dates proposed and is committed to allocating the appropriate time.

Submissions should be sent to the IPPC Secretariat by e-mail (ippc@fao.org) or by fax (+39 06 5705 4819) no later than 14 July 2006. 

Yours sincerely,

Brent Larson

Standards Officer

Secretariat of the International Plant Protection Convention

Enclosures:
-
Guidelines for the operation of expert working groups
-
Specification No. 33: Supplement to ISPM No. 5 (Glossary of phytosanitary terms): Guidelines for the interpretation and application of the phrase not widely distributed in relation to quarantine pests
-
Specification No. 34: Pest risk management for plants for planting in international trade
-
Specification No. 36: Appropriate level of protection

-
Specification for Technical Panels No. 1 (Rev. 1): Technical panel to develop diagnostic protocols for specific pests
-
Specification for Technical Panels No. 2 (Rev. 1): Technical panel on pest free areas and systems approaches for fruit flies
-
Specification for Technical Panels No. 5: Technical panel for the Glossary.
GUIDELINES FOR THE OPERATION OF EXPERT WORKING GROUPS

(Adopted by ICPM-7, 2005)
1.
Introduction

These guidelines have been prepared to aid those assisting, involved in organizing or attending an Expert Working Group (EWG) meeting. The guidelines cover most of the requirements and procedures for the successful operation of an EWG. They are general guidelines so not all parts apply to every EWG meeting and some very specific requirements of some groups may not be included.

2.
Funding

The main funding for EWG meetings comes from the FAO IPPC budget. This is normally supplemented by member countries or organizations covering participants’ expenses [travel and daily subsistence allowance (DSA)]. In some instances, member countries or organizations have funded, or partially funded, an EWG on a specific subject. A member country, organization or agency offering such funding or providing any level of assistance in operating an EWG is referred to as a collaborator in this document.

Participation of the IPPC Secretariat is funded by FAO.

3.
Organization

EWG meetings can only be organized for those topics which have been adopted under the topics and priorities for standards at the ICPM. The organization of EWG meetings is normally done by the IPPC Secretariat with varying levels of assistance from a collaborator. 

3.1
Composition of the EWG

See the IPPC Procedural manual, first edition, 2004, section 4.3.

3.2
Meetings held at FAO Rome or other FAO Offices

The IPPC Secretariat in general uses FAO offices to make logistical arrangements, including travel and DSA. 

For a meeting at FAO in Rome, the IPPC Secretariat does not make hotel bookings, but names and addresses of accommodation are provided on the IPP (www.ippc.int).

3.3
Meetings held outside of FAO offices

Meetings held outside the FAO offices are usually arranged with the assistance of a collaborator. The collaborator may take various levels of involvement. A commonly operated system is where FAO enters into a letter of agreement with the collaborator (after agreeing on a budget) and transfers the funds needed for the meeting. The letter of agreement generally covers participants’ expenses (travel and DSA) and may cover other items as appropriate. The collaborator is expected to make arrangements for participants’ expenses, meeting rooms, photocopying, field trip etc.

In other cases the collaborator may fund the entire meeting (including participants’ expenses, meeting room, photocopying, field trip etc.) or part of the meeting.

4.
Roles of meeting organizers and participants 

4.1
IPPC Secretariat

The Secretariat is expected to:

· plan a meeting date and seek a collaborator

· provide resources for the meeting, if held on FAO premises

· approve budget being paid by the IPPC and, if necessary, prepare a letter of agreement

· send a letter of invitation to participants (especially for the purpose of obtaining visas) and interact with the FAO visa office if needed

· liaise with collaborator, steward and EWG participants as appropriate

· arrange with the steward for the production of discussion papers

· attempt to find a replacement if an EWG participant approved by the SC is not able to attend the meeting (and inform the SC of such changes)

· describe and explain the mode of operation of the EWG and the roles and responsibilities of participants (ICPM-6 Report, Appendix  IX Improvement in the current standard setting process)

· coordinate the organization of the meeting and be responsible for the production of the draft ISPM and meeting report.

4.2
Collaborator
The collaborator is expected to:

· select location, make local arrangements, book meeting rooms and arrange for coffee breaks, official dinner (if appropriate) and field trip (if appropriate)

· assist in hotel bookings and obtaining visas 

· provide, where possible, a rapporteur (who could be regarded as a resource outside of the EWG)

· arrange for local transportation as appropriate, including airport transfer and transfer from the hotel to the meeting room (or provides suitable information)

· arrange for or provide information on, as necessary, local transportation, local conditions, address of the hotel(s) and meeting venue, map, medical information etc.

· have facilities to provide copies of working papers and of documents drafted during the meeting, as appropriate.

4.3
Steward

The steward is expected to:

· explain the requirements of the specification to the EWG at the time of its first meeting. Hence, the steward should have a good understanding of the specification for the standard. If some issues are unclear, the steward should discuss the matters with the Secretariat or members of the SC.

· liaise with the Secretariat to ensure that discussion papers are produced for the EWG meeting

· assist with the running of the meeting. , the steward may take the role of the chair of the group or of the discussion facilitator

· assist the Secretariat to complete the draft standard

· assist the Secretariat in the preparation of the meeting report.

These duties are discussed in more detail in the Guidelines for the role of a steward of an ISPM.

4.4
Chair

The EWG chairperson is selected at the meeting. The function is that of a normal chair - to keep the meeting running smoothly and ensure participation by all experts - . The chairperson is expected to:

· act as facilitator of the group in its production of draft text

· assist the Secretariat, steward and rapporteur to prepare the EWG report

· be involved, where appropriate, with the steward in incorporating EWG comments into the draft standard.

4.5
Experts

The experts in an EWG should:

· take responsibility for their travel and accommodation arrangements and visa requirements. Experts are expected to be in attendance for the entirety of the EWG meeting and should plan to arrive before the meeting starts and depart after the meeting concludes. They should undertake whatever needs to be done in a timely manner so there are no urgent arrangements to be made by the organizers.

· prepare discussion papers,  consulting with national or regional experts, as requested

· actively participate in the EWG meeting and in e-mail discussions prior to and after the meeting, if appropriate

· study discussion papers prior to the meeting and develop specific comments and text as appropriate

· in reflecting their individual viewpoints, aim to produce a globally acceptable standard

· assist stewards as needed, particularly when reviewing country comments

· respond, as appropriate, with comments to draft ISPMs within the agreed time.

4.6
Rapporteur

Each EWG requires a rapporteur to take down the text for the draft standard and, where possible, to take notes on the meeting discussions. The rapporteur should have facility with the English language and be able to use a computer for note taking. This is an extremely important supporting function of the EWG. Where possible the rapporteur should not be a member of the EWG but be part of the supporting team. If a member of the EWG does have to act as rapporteur, that expert’s contribution to the meeting discussions tends to be severely restricted. The rapporteur should, where possible, assist the Secretariat with the meeting report. 

5.
Meeting resources

The usual meeting resources are required for an EWG meeting. These include:

· a quiet room large enough to accommodate up to 10 people

· white boards, flip charts and marker pens

· computer and, preferably, a projector for the computer and an internet connection

· coffee/tea making facilities for work breaks

· copies of ISPMs, ICPM reports, dictionary.

6.
Time schedule for meeting

The meeting is scheduled by the Secretariat in coordination with interested parties and participants after the ICPM has agreed to the work programme. Meeting dates are posted on the IPP. Experts are nominated by member countries and RPPOs and the specific experts for any particular EWG are selected by the SC. Following this, the nominated Secretariat person and the steward arrange:

At least 3 months prior to the meeting

The Secretariat:

· makes a call for discussion papers.

At least 2 months prior to the meeting

The Secretariat:

· sends the discussion papers to the EWG members

· announces the meeting to participants by e-mail, indicating the date and place of the meeting, and sends out early personal invitations by e-mail and surface mail (in some cases via courier) to those members known to have less rapid national administrative procedures.

At least 1 month prior to the meeting

The Secretariat:

· asks experts to exchange comments on discussion papers

· sends a personal invitation letter by e-mail to each expert announcing the meeting (if not already done). When the meeting is in Rome, and for experts from countries not requiring a visa, paper copies of the letter of invitation may be sent only on request.

· asks experts if they have any specific needs

· forwards information provided by the collaborator. 

The collaborator:

· sends a personal invitation letter

· provides to the Secretariat information as outlined in section 4.2.

EWG members:

· undertake to obtain authorization from their authorities, if appropriate

· reply to the IPPC Secretariat and request financial assistance for their expenses, if needed, immediately after they receive a copy of their e-mail invitation

· reply to the organizers as stated in the letter of invitation to acknowledge receipt of the invitation and inform the organizer of their attendance (this requirement facilitates the obtaining of building passes etc.)

· ensure their visa and travel arrangements are completed in time.

At least 2 weeks prior to the meeting

The Secretariat forwards to the EWG members:

· an agenda for the meeting

· time and venue of the meeting

· planned meeting hours.

7.
Output of the meeting

The EWG should finish the meeting with a draft standard. Occasionally, this is not the case and further discussions via e-mail are required. However, these should be limited to one month after the EWG meeting and the draft should then be released to the Secretariat.

Where substantial work still needs to be done on the draft standard the Secretariat, in consultation with the steward and SC, arranges for a further meeting.

Each EWG meeting should produce a draft standard and a report (made available on the IPP) of the meeting (noting major discussion points or contentious issues). The steward should be familiar enough with the issues of the draft standard to be able to attend a SC meeting (often the steward is a SC member) and discuss the draft with the SC.

8.
Post-meeting consideration of the draft ISPM

The Secretariat will distribute draft ISPMs to EWG members and request them to submit comments within the agreed period of time. The EWG members will submit their comments as appropriate to the Secretariat within this agreed time.

Specification No. 33

Title: Supplement to ISPM No. 5 (Glossary of phytosanitary terms): Guidelines for the interpretation and application of the phrase not widely distributed in relation to quarantine pests.
Reason for the standard: Pests that are not widely distributed and that are subjected to official control comply with the definition of a quarantine pest and as such may be subjected to phytosanitary restrictions. The status not widely distributed of a pest is therefore one of the key criteria for such restrictions if a pest is present in an area. However no guidance on the interpretation of not widely distributed is provided in any of the ISPMs and related documentation. This may lead to its interpretation and application in different ways by contracting parties. A common basis for the interpretation and application of this phrase would help to avoid this problem and in particular support the establishment of technically justified phytosanitary import requirements.

Scope and purpose: In order to support transparency and consistency in the application of the phrase not widely distributed for quarantine pests, the potential distribution patterns of pests for which this phrase is applicable will be clarified. A consistent approach for this will be developed, based on relevant experiences and the present application of this phrase in different countries, the relevant elements necessary for the determination of a pest status in an area and a thorough analysis of distribution patterns of a wide range of types of pests related to their means of spread as appropriate. 

Tasks: The expert working group (EWG) should: 

1. Identify and categorize the interpretation and application of the present use of the phrase not widely distributed for quarantine pests in different countries. Consider the relationship with official control and economic importance.

2. Analyze ISPM No. 8 in this regard and identify areas where further guidance is required for the determination of a pest status of not widely distributed. If appropriate, identify situations where the phrase not widely distributed is not applicable (e.g. time factors or natural limits to spread).

3. Clarify the relationship and provide guidance on the application of the phrase not widely distributed to a whole country, regulated area, endangered area and PFA.

4. Develop criteria for typical quarantine pest distribution patterns that are applicable to that concept. If appropriate relate these to typical pathways and/or means of spread of the pests of concern e.g. low/high mobility or seasonal activity of the pests or host distribution and cropping patterns, minor crops or protected crops.

5. Categorize these situations and as appropriate provide guidance for units by which the status of not widely distributed of a pest may be measured. Consider the relevance of surveillance in this context and as appropriate provide guidance on this.

6. Provide practical, illustrative examples for such categories to be used when the concept of not widely distributed is communicated and applied to such situations in countries.

7. Produce a draft supplement to ISPM No. 5 for the interpretation and application of the phrase not widely distributed for quarantine pests.

8. Consider looking at how widely or not widely distributed may be defined.

9. The draft supplement should preferably follow the format of Supplement No. 1 to ISPM No. 5 on official control and if appropriate may be further clarified by additional technical guidance (e.g. examples) attached as appendices to the supplement.

Provision of resources: Funding for meetings is provided from the regular programme of the IPPC (FAO) except where expert participation is funded voluntarily by the expert’s government.

Steward: Jens-Georg Unger (Germany).

Collaborator: To be determined.

Expertise: 5-7 experts with experience with the technical basis of regulations for pests that are not widely distributed, and/or with the establishment of official control, and/or with the determination and evaluation of pest status. 

Participants: To be determined.

Approval: Introduced into the work programme by ICPM-7 (2005). Specification approved by the Standards Committee, May 2006.

References: IPPC Article 2 quarantine pest definition, ISPM No. 4, ISPM No. 5 (including its supplements 1 and 2), ISPM No. 8 and ISPM No. 10.

Specification No. 34
Title: Pest risk management for plants for planting in international trade.
Reason for the standard: International trade in plants for planting has a high potential for the introduction of regulated pests. Current phytosanitary measures that rely mainly on treatments and inspections are, in some cases, inadequate to mitigate the risks.  Harmonized procedures for phytosanitary security of traded plants for planting are necessary to allow increased trade while minimizing phytosanitary risks and unnecessary delays.

Scope and purpose: This standard will outline the main criteria for the identification and application of phytosanitary measures for the production and international movement of plants for planting (excluding seeds). It should provide guidance to help identify and categorize risks. The purpose of this standard is to minimize the number of regulated pests on plants for planting to an acceptable level, as many of these pests are difficult to detect upon entry.

Tasks: The expert working group (EWG) should:
1. Identify risks for different categories of plants for planting (excluding seeds) such as in cuttings, young plants, plants in vitro, propagation material, plants which remain planted, breeding material, nursery stock, etc. 
2. Based on the outcome of task 1, consider and provide options to manage the risk and, if appropriate, consider and describe a systems approach (based on pest risk analysis) for risk management in the production of plants for planting.
3. Give general guidance on production practices to minimize pest risks (e.g. visual inspections for pest detection, pest control, growing conditions, training, segregation of material, handling, storage, delivery procedures, records and trace-back procedures).

4. Describe the process for auditing, corrective action and non-compliance.
5. Determine responsibilities of NPPOs. 
6. Identify cases in which the specific application of post-entry quarantine measures for plants for planting may be necessary.

7. Consider existing relevant ISPMs and ensure consistency with other ISPMs.

Provision of resources: Funding is provided by the regular programme of the IPPC Secretariat (FAO) except where expert participation is voluntarily funded by the expert’s government.

Steward: David Opatowski (Israel).

Collaborator: To be determined.

Expertise: The EWG should be composed of 5-7 international phytosanitary experts that have interest and expertise in phytosanitary systems for risk management of plants for planting and knowledge of relevant aspects of other ISPMs. These should include experts with practical expertise in pest risk analysis, import requirements, post-entry quarantine and systems approaches. 

Participants: To be determined.

Approval: Introduced into the work programme by ICPM-7 (2005). Specification approved by the Standards Committee, May 2006.

References: Relevant ISPMs, regional certification schemes such as: NAPPO's Regional Standard for Phytosanitary Measures (RSPM) No. 24 Integrated Pest Risk Management Measures for the Importation of Plants for Planting into NAPPO Member Countries, EPPO Standards: PM4 certification schemes. Canadian Food Inspection Agency’s Policy Directive No. D-04-01, Canadian Nursery Certification Program (CNCP) (http://www.inspection.gc.ca/english/plaveg/protect/dir/d-04-01e.shtml).
Specification No. 36
Title: Appropriate level of protection.

Reason for the standard: Appropriate level of protection is a term appearing in the World Trade Organization’s Agreement on the Application of Sanitary and Phytosanitary Measures which is a key factor in selecting phytosanitary measures in policy making. It is often difficult to clearly define the term and to determine the appropriate level of protection. ICPM-7 (2005) determined that it was necessary to develop a supplement to ISPM No. 5 which would elaborate on the use of the term appropriate level of protection.
Scope and purpose: The draft is intended to provide clarification of the term appropriate level of protection and guidelines on how appropriate level of protection may be determined in relation to pest risks. 

Tasks: The expert working group (EWG) should:

1. Identify the main issues related to use of the term and the difficulties (both potential and actual) that can result from its vague or ambiguous use.

2. Develop clear and practical definitions for appropriate level of protection and acceptable level of risk.

3. Identify and describe situations/cases in which the term can be clearly used.
4. Review useful and relevant examples, as provided with the reference documents, of how the appropriate level of protection has been determined by some countries.
5. Explore further ways to provide guidance for determining the appropriate level of protection, including ways to express the appropriate level of protection. 
6. Ensure that the guidance does not erode sovereign rights.

7. Recommend to the SC whether it should be a supplement to the Glossary or separate ISPM. 

Provision of resources: Funding is provided by the regular programme of the IPPC Secretariat (FAO) except where expert participation is voluntarily funded by the expert’s government.

Steward: Wang Fuxiang (China).

Collaborator: To be determined. 

Expertise: 6 – 8 experts with a combination of expertise in phytosanitary regulations, in the conduct of pest risk analyses and in determining the appropriate level of protection. Knowledge of the effects of phytosanitary measures on international trade and market access are also desirable.

Participants: To be determined. 

Approval: Introduced into the work programme by ICPM-7 (2005). Specification approved by the Standards Committee, May 2006.

References: Relevant ISPMs; WTO Agreement on the Application of Sanitary and Phytosanitary Measures; documented cases of experiences related to phytosanitary measures and appropriate level of protection; previous draft definitions for appropriate level of protection and acceptable level of risk.
Specification for Technical Panels No. 1 (1st Revision)
Title: Technical Panel to develop diagnostic protocols for specific pests.

Reason for the Technical Panel: ICPM-6 identified the need for diagnostic protocols for specific pests to be recommended to the Standards Committee. To do this, a Technical Panel on diagnostics was proposed. 

Scope and purpose: The Technical Panel will produce diagnostic protocols for specific pests utilizing the format for diagnostic protocols established by the Expert Working Group. 

Tasks:
1.
Identify priorities for specific protocols to be developed and submitted to the SC. Aspects to consider include:

-
availability of existing regional standards and/or protocols used by individual countries

-
suggestions for new protocols (i.e. those put forward by NPPOs, RPPOs, EWGs or other Technical Panels). 

2.
Identify specialists. 

3.
Produce or supervise the production of diagnostic protocols for specific pests as future annexes of ISPM Diagnostic protocols for pests.

4.
Submit to the SC draft diagnostic protocols for specific pests and where necessary revision of previously adopted protocols.

Provision of resources: Funding for meetings is provided from the regular programme of the IPPC Secretariat (FAO) except where expert participation is voluntarily funded by the expert’s government.

Steward: Jens Unger (Germany).

Collaborator: To be determined.

Expertise: At least 5-7 participants comprised primarily of diagnostic (where appropriate taxonomic) experts with at least one representing each discipline: entomology, acarology, nematology, mycology, plant bacteriology, virology (including viroids and phytoplasma) and botany. Between them participants should have practical expertise in the use of morphological and molecular/biochemical diagnostic techniques, and in phytosanitary procedures.

Participants: To be determined.

Approval: Introduced into the work programme by the ICPM at its Sixth Session in 2004. Specification approved by the SC in April 2004. First revision approved by the SC in November 2004.

References: Regional standards; NPPO protocols; diagnostic manuals; EPPO protocols; ISTA; other relevant information. 

Specification for Technical Panels No. 2 (1st Revision)
Title: Technical Panel on pest free areas and systems approaches for fruit flies. 

Reason for the Technical Panel: ICPM-6 identified the need for the formation of a Technical Panel on pest free areas and systems approaches for fruit flies. 
Scope and purpose: A panel of fruit fly experts will review scientific and technical data in order to establish the technical requirements for the recognition of fruit flies pest free areas and systems approaches. 

Tasks:

1.
Identify the most important fruit fly pest species for priority work.

2.
Identify case studies that could act as good examples for establishment of pest free areas and systems approaches for fruit flies.

3.
Develop standardized procedures by fruit fly species to establish fruit flies pest free areas, fruit flies areas of low pest prevalence and systems approaches, including collection of adequate information, surveys, detection and identification techniques, emergency measures to protect free areas and maintain systems approaches, evaluation, approval, and suspension procedures for fruit flies pest free areas.

4.
Develop a process, identify criteria needed, set up a protocol and define an evaluation method for the submission of research information.

5.
Establish the technical requirements for the recognition of fruit flies pest free areas, fruit flies areas of low pest prevalence and systems approaches, taking into account adequate biological and climatic parameters, applicability and recognition requirements.

6.
Develop a procedure to consult with international specialists to exchange information about fruit flies. 

7.
Identify measures to be integrated in systems approaches for different species of fruit flies.

8.
Analyse the feasibility of the measures recommended and evaluate the cost/benefit of the measures, their technical justification and their relationship with the identified risk. 

9.
Consider the relationship between the draft documents proposed and currently approved ISPMs relevant for this subject.

10.
Determine measures to be integrated in systems approaches for different species of fruit flies, considering the feasibility of the measures recommended and selecting the least trade restrictive. 

11.
Submit draft standards to the SC including, where appropriate, for fast-track approval. 

Provision of resources: Funding for meetings is provided by the regular programme of the IPPC Secretariat (FAO) except where expert participation is voluntarily funded by the expert’s government.

Steward: Odilson Ribeiro e Silva (Brazil).

Collaborator: To be determined. 
Expertise: 5-7 international phytosanitary experts that have interest and expertise in relevant aspects of quarantine, control and risk management of fruit flies.

Participants: To be determined.

Approval: Introduced into the work programme by the ICPM at its Sixth Session in 2004. Specification approved by the SC in April 2004. First revision approved by the SC in November 2004.

References: Relevant ISPMs; regional standards; national programs on fruit fly pest free areas and systems approaches; IAEA documentation.

Specification for Technical Panels No. 5
Title: Technical Panel for the Glossary (TPG).

Reason for the Technical Panel: ISPM No. 5 (Glossary of phytosanitary terms) is a reference standard listing harmonized terms, definitions and abbreviations in each of the five FAO languages. It also provides cross-references and includes supplements where necessary to explain the interpretations and applications of certain terms.

The basic reason for the TPG is to have a technical body that is able to review and update the Glossary of phytosanitary terms. Other matters dealing with the expression of technical issues are also referred to this group.

Scope and purpose: The TPG will review phytosanitary terms used in ISPMs and evaluate the need to include a definition in the Glossary of phytosanitary terms. Terms and/or definitions for review may be identified by the CPM, Standards Committee, Technical Panels, Expert Working Groups or the IPPC Secretariat.

The TPG will also deal with other issues associated with the technical language of standards as required by the CPM or Standards Committee.
Tasks: The TPG should:

1. Undertake the ongoing review, revision and updating of the Glossary based on needs identified by the CPM, Standards Committee, Technical Panels, Expert Working Groups or the IPPC Secretariat, or arising from the establishment or amendment of ISPMs. This involves:

-
reviewing proposals for new or revised terms/definitions

-
reviewing ISPMs for consistency of terms and ensuring new and/or revised terms and definitions in existing ISPMs are used consistently

-
formulation of recommendations for the Standards Committee.

2.
Ensure that:

-
terms/definitions are only proposed for and included in the Glossary when needed (i.e. when they differ from common usage, or are very specialized)

-
there is consistency with other terms, formats and past decisions taken

-
potential translation problems are identified.

3.
Undertake those duties assigned to it by the Standards Committee or IPPC Secretariat concerning the use of technical language in standards and associated publications. 

4.
Ensure changes to terms are reflected in draft ISPMs by: 
-
reviewing draft standards as they become available

-
suggesting changes before the drafts are approved.

Provision of resources: Funding is provided by the regular programme of the IPPC Secretariat (FAO) except where expert participation is voluntarily funded by the expert’s government.

Steward: John Hedley (New Zealand). 

Collaborator: To be determined.

Expertise: The TPG should be a small group of approximately 6 experts meeting annually, or as needed depending on tasks assigned to it. Members should have a broad understanding of phytosanitary systems, represent the 5 FAO languages, and participate on an on-going basis in the work of the panel. Continuity of membership is essential for the effectiveness of the group.

Participants: To be determined.

Approval: Introduced into the work programme by CPM-1 (2006). Specification approved by the Standards Committee, May 2006.

References: ISPM No. 5 (Glossary of phytosanitary terms).
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