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COMMISSION ON PHYTOSANITARY MEASURES
Third Session

Rome, 7 – 11 April 2008 

Report by the Secretariat

Agenda Item 5 of the Provisional Agenda

1.
The following is a brief report on the work of the Secretariat of the International Plant Protection Convention (IPPC). It is based on the seven five-year goals contained in the Commission on Phytosanitary Measures (CPM) Business Plan that was adopted by the Second Session of the CPM (2007). This report was prepared in December 2007 and covers the work programme undertaken during 2007. This report also includes the activities undertaken by the FAO Plant Protection Officers.
2.
The Second Session of the CPM was held in Rome, 26-30 March 2007. 132 IPPC contracting parties and eight FAO members that were not contracting parties were represented. The meeting was also attended by observers from specialized agencies of the United Nations, intergovernmental organizations and non-governmental organizations. Funding supplied by the European Community enabled the participation of a number of representatives from least developed and developing countries.
3.
As well as the contributions to the Trust Fund for the IPPC (Agenda 13.4.2) some countries made in-kind contributions, including:
· The European Community (EC) contributed funds that enabled the attendance of least developed and developing countries at the CPM (approximately 50) and funded the Pacific regional workshop on draft ISPMs
· The United States funded two African regional workshops on draft ISPMs and two associate professional officer (APO) positions for the standard setting and information exchange programmes
· The Republic of Korea funded the Asian regional workshop on draft ISPMs
· Japan is funding a major three-year capacity building project for Asia, the manager of which is based in the IPPC Secretariat, and has also funded an APO position
· Canada has funded the position of a visiting expert for the IPPC Secretariat
· The Joint FAO/IAEA Division funded the Technical Panel on Fruit Flies
· The Canadian Food Inspection Agency and North American Plant Protection Organization each provided a staff member to assist with the CPM-2 meeting
· The Scottish Agricultural Science Agency contributed toward the cost of organising and managing the technical panels
· The Canadian Food Inspection Agency has released an officer to assist in the advancement of the CPM Business Plan. 
4.
In addition, several contracting parties and regional organizations hosted, organized and, in some cases, contributed financially to the running of expert working groups and technical panels. The North American Plant Protection Organization hosted the 19th Technical Consultation among Regional Plant Protection Organizations.
I. Goal 1: A robust international standard setting and implementation programme
5.
Activities involved with the implementation of the IPPC standard setting work programme are reported below. Several items are dealt with in more detail under agenda item 9.
6.
The Standards Committee (SC) first met in May 2007. The meeting was conducted in four languages: Arabic, Chinese, English and Spanish. The workload continued to be substantial and the SC was unable to discuss all agenda items. However, it was able to review and submit five draft ISPMs and amendments to ISPM No. 5 (Glossary of phytosanitary terms) for member consultation through the regular standard setting process. 
7.
In October, the stewards (one for each draft standard) considered the member comments and suggested appropriate revisions to the drafts, which were presented to the Standards Committee Working Group (SC-7) at its November meeting where further modifications were made.
8.
The SC met for a second time in November. The meeting was conducted in four languages: Arabic, Chinese, English and Spanish. At that meeting, the SC considered the revised draft ISPMs and the associated comments. For the first time a summary of SC reactions to some comments was prepared for each draft ISPM that was reviewed, and were included in the SC report. Adoption of the resulting standards is dealt with under agenda item 9.2. 
9.
Technical panels (TPs) continued work in their respective technical areas (see also IPPC standard setting work programme under agenda item 9.8). Activities undertaken by the TPs included:

-
TP on Forest Quarantine (TPFQ)

· Met in Moscow, Russia in July 2007, where it continued and completed the revision of ISPM No. 15 (Guidelines for regulating wood packaging material in international trade)

-
TP on the Glossary (TPG)

· Met in Rome, Italy in October 2007, where it reviewed member comments on draft standards in relation to new and revised terms and definitions, and to consistency, developed a supplement, and continued discussions on terminology

-
TP on Diagnostic Protocols (TPDP)

· Completed the draft diagnostic protocol for Thrips palmi (by e-mail), which was approved for member consultation through the fast-track process. Several formal objections to the draft diagnostic protocol were submitted, two of which remain unresolved.

· Met in Buenos Aires, Argentina in September 2007, where it reviewed and provided comments on several draft diagnostic protocols which were returned to authors for further drafting. 
-
TP on Pest Free Areas and Systems Approaches for Fruit Flies (TPFF)

· Due to funding constraints, the meeting scheduled for September 2007 was cancelled. However, the Joint FAO/International Atomic Energy Agency Division was able to fund the meeting, which was then held in Vienna, Austria in December 2007. Work on the development of the draft ISPM on trapping procedures for fruit flies (Tephritidae) was completed.

-
TP on Phytosanitary Treatments (TPPT)

· Met in Chiang Mai, Thailand in December 2007, where it reviewed treatment submissions from 2007 and also some revised submissions from 2006 on alternatives to methyl bromide for ISPM No. 15 (Guidelines for regulating wood packaging material in international trade), fruit flies and irradiation.

· Recommended some fruit fly treatments and one irradiation treatment for consideration by the SC. 

· No submissions for ISPM No. 15 treatments were accepted. The TPPT felt that additional information was needed and the treatments would be reconsidered once the information had been obtained.
10.
During the revision of ISPM No. 15, the TPFQ raised concerns regarding the potential risk of pests to infest or re-infest bark following treatment. The survey investigating this issue was conducted in 2007 and the results are reported under agenda item 9.11.
11.
Following its second meeting in March 2007 in Vancouver, Canada, the expert working group (EWG) on pest risk management for plants for planting (including movement, post-entry quarantine and certification programmes) continued to work on the draft via the internet.
12.
In July 2007 a focus group on the review of IPPC standard setting procedures was held. Three procedures were revised by the focus group and submitted to the Informal Working Group on Strategic Planning and Technical Assistance (SPTA) and the SC. The focus group also discussed the issue of transparency in the standard setting process. The outcomes of the focus group are covered under agenda items 9.4, 9.5, 9.6 and 9.7.
13.
As an outcome of the International Plant Health Risk Analysis Workshop held in Niagara Falls, Canada in 2005, an extensive training package on pest risk analysis (PRA) was developed and has been posted on the IPP (https://www.ippc.int) for use by interested parties. Full details are given under agenda item 9.9.
14.
The progress with the development of explanatory documents for ISPMs has slowed down in 2007 due to the heavy workload of the Secretariat but will continue in 2008 as resources allow. One explanatory document, on the terminology of the Convention on Biological Diversity in relation to the IPPC, has been moved into the standard setting work programme as a supplement to ISPM No. 5 (Glossary of phytosanitary terms). The following draft explanatory documents are still under development:
· ISPM No. 3 (Guidelines for the export, shipment, import and release of biological control agents and other beneficial organisms)
· ISPM No. 5 (Glossary of phytosanitary terms) - production of an annotated glossary (ready for publication)
· ISPM No. 11 (Pest risk analysis for quarantine pests, including analysis of environmental risks and living modified organisms) - 2 explanatory documents in relation to the supplements on environmental risks and living modified organisms
· ISPM No. 14 (The use of integrated measures in a systems approach for pest risk management)
· ISPM No. 16 (Regulated non-quarantine pests: concept and application) (ready for publication)
· ISPM No. 19 (Guidelines on lists of regulated pests)
· ISPM No. 21 (Pest risk analysis for regulated non-quarantine pests)
· ISPM No. 24 (Guidelines for the determination and recognition of equivalence of phytosanitary measures).
Regional workshops for the review of draft ISPMs
15.
Regional workshops for the review of draft ISPMs provide a forum for the discussion of the draft ISPMs submitted for member consultation. In 2007, the Secretariat, in conjunction with FAO plant protection officers and members of the Standards Committee, facilitated seven of these workshops. Over 150 delegates participated in the workshops, which are considered a very important aspect of the standard setting process.
16.
In order to gain a better understanding of constraints to the implementation of ISPMs, the Secretariat requested participants at the regional workshops to give a progress report on the implementation of ISPM No. 13 (Guidelines for the notification of non-compliance and emergency action). Participants were invited to outline how their country has implemented ISPM No. 13 and this was followed by a general discussion on the standard, including problems encountered. The following is a summary of some of the comments taken from the reports of the regional workshops (full reports are available at: https://www.ippc.int/id/186324). 
17.
Several countries stated that they were following ISPM No. 13. Some countries indicated that they had not had many cases of significant non-compliance, but in general non-compliance was always reported to the exporting NPPO. 
18.
Some obstacles to the implementation of ISPM No. 13 were reported as follows:
· difficulties in understanding the standard, and limits in the administrative and technical infrastructures of NPPOs.
· lack of notifications from trading partners despite consignments being returned.
· notifications not sent or sent out late, or delays in the receipt of the notification causing subsequent delays in the reaction.
· no acknowledgement of receipt of the notification.
· incomplete notifications , such as without the scientific name of the organism.
· problems of the language of the notification.
· difficulties to contact the regulatory authorities through the official contact points in some countries.
19.
While difficulties remain, some participants shared their successful approaches towards implementing ISPM No. 13. These cases include the development of forms to notify exporting countries of non-compliance. In other cases, notification has taken place by phone. Information gleaned during this discussion will be used by the Secretariat in the area of capacity building.
II. Goal 2: Information exchange systems appropriate to meet IPPC obligations
Contact Points
20.
The Secretariat notes that some contracting parties have still to designate an official contact point or have not provided the Secretariat with updated information where official contact point details have changed (including e-mail addresses). Contracting parties are requested to provide such information or updates as soon as possible.
21.
Table 1 provides a summary of the current status of IPPC contact points (contracting and non-contracting parties) and editors for countries and RPPOs. 

Table 1: Summary of the number of all NPPO contact points, and editors for NPPOs and RPPOs.

	Region
	Contracting Parties (CPs)
	Non-CPs
	Editors

	
	Official contact point
	Unofficial contact point
	Information point
	CPs and Non-CPs
	RPPO staff

	Africa
	38
	0
	12
	62
	4

	Asia
	18
	2
	8
	41
	1

	Europe
	41
	4
	2
	46
	1

	Latin America and Caribbean
	32
	1
	1
	38
	8

	Near East
	11
	4
	1
	16
	0

	North America
	2
	0
	0
	3
	1

	Southwest Pacific
	11
	2
	3
	21
	4

	Total
	153
	13
	27
	227
	18

	Total
	166
	
	
	


22.
The Secretariat would also like to note the improvement in maintenance and updating (as seen in Table 2) of IPPC contact point information by some contracting parties and would like to thank them for these efforts. This contributes substantially to improving communications with the Secretariat and between contracting parties.
Table 2: Percentage of countries with updates and changes for 
IPPC contact and information points.

	Region
	New Contact Points
	Updated Contact Point information*

	Africa (50)
	6
	30

	Asia (28)
	21
	43

	Europe (47)
	21
	32

	Latin America and Caribbean (34)
	9
	62

	Near East (16)
	25
	31

	North America (2)
	0
	100

	Southwest Pacific (16)
	6
	69

	Mean
	13
	54


* Contact point information for a country changed one or more times
International Phytosanitary Portal
23.
Maintaining navigation in the International Phytosanitary Portal (IPP) in Arabic, Chinese, English, French and Spanish is an ongoing challenge due to a shortage of resources and the need to track the many changes that take place. When resources enable, the navigation text of the IPP will be translated into Russian.
24.
Most IPPC contact points have identified IPP editors to undertake work on the IPP on their behalf. Some countries have designated several IPP editors and at this stage there is about a 12% changes in editors each year (details in Table 3).

Table 3: Percentage of countries with updates and changes for IPP editors.

	Region
	New IPP Editors*
	Updated Editor information**

	Africa (50)
	6
	22

	Asia (28)
	18
	32

	Europe (47)
	11
	13

	Latin America and Caribbean (34)
	24
	47

	Near East (16)
	25
	38

	North America (2)
	0
	50

	Southwest Pacific (16)
	0
	12

	Mean
	12
	31


* One or more new IPP editors for a country

** IPP editor information for a country has changed one or more times
25.
Due to lack of resources, the IPP Support Group (IPP SG) did not meet in September 2007.
26.
A full-time “webmaster” for the IPP has been appointed through the APO programme. This has improved the Secretariat’s ability to maintain the IPP, and ensures that clients’ needs are addressed more consistently and rapidly.
27.
Significant progress has been made with the development of an IPP user manual and the overall IPPC information exchange manual.
IPPC Information Management
28.
Phytosanitary information management for the CPM work programme and the Secretariat as a whole needs to be dealt with in a more integrated manner. The major components dealt with by the Secretariat include:
· the IPP for official phytosanitary information (Goal 2 - Information exchange systems appropriate to meet IPPC obligations);
· document, meeting and information management in support of the IPPC standard setting programme (Goal 1 - A robust international standard setting and implementation programme);
· the revised Phytosanitary Capacity Evaluation (PCE) tool (Goal 4 - Improved phytosanitary capacity of members);
· information in support of the implementation of the IPPC (Goals 1 - 6); and
· information management in support of administrative procedures (Goal 5 - Sustainable implementation of the IPPC).
29.
The Secretariat is currently automating processes in the IPP that will provide summary statistics and information on an ongoing basis. The objectives are to:
· provide more informative summary statistics to the CPM, and other CPM bodies and meetings as required
· improve the management of users and data on the IPP
· start monitoring reporting compliance by IPPC contracting parties
· allow the Secretariat to monitor and evaluate IPP usage in general and specifically in the standard setting and information exchange programme.
30.
The prototype website for unofficial phytosanitary information in support of capacity building, as agreed by the IPP support group in 2006, has been established at http://www.phytosanitary.info. This will be developed (in terms of functionality, layout and content) when resources become available and tested by the IPP Support Group before being made available to the public (it is currently only available through the normal IPP password).
Capacity Building
31.
To date, 288 NPPO editors from 135 countries and 18 RPPO editors have been trained through ten regional and sub-regional IPP training workshops conducted up to the end of June 2007. All regions have now had the opportunity of at least one regional workshop on information exchange under the IPPC. As a direct result of these regional IPP workshops, there has been a substantial increase in the amount of information available through the IPP. The challenge is now to ensure that countries maintain and update this information correctly, and continue to add new information to the IPP as it becomes available. Appendix 1 provides a regional summary of the percentage of countries that have used to IPP to load information related to their IPPC reporting obligations.
32.
Successful workshops for the Near East and Latin America regions were held in June and November 2007 respectively, and have resulted in increased information exchange activity in both regions. However, further follow-up is needed in the regions to build on existing initiatives and to include those who were unable to attend the first workshop.
III. Goal 3: Effective dispute settlement systems
33.
The SBDS remains active with the issue of compliance to the IPPC. The Secretariat and FAO have continued to provide advice to countries that enquire about phytosanitary trade disputes. A detailed report of dispute settlement activities is provided under agenda item 11.
IV. Goal 4: Improved phytosanitary capacity of members
34.
Regional capacity building workshops on international standards for phytosanitary measures (ISPMs), pest risk analysis (PRA), phytosanitary capacity evaluation (PCE) and strategic planning were held in East and Southern Africa (9 countries, plus participants from China, Syria, Oman and Bahrain), for the Gulf Cooperation Council (5 countries), Russian-speaking countries (15 countries), and anglophone (6 countries) and francophone (15 countries) countries of West Africa (PRA only).
35.
National phytosanitary capacity building projects were undertaken in Mozambique, Syria, Oman, Kyrgyzstan, Swaziland, Cambodia, Indonesia and the Gambia. These projects provided, among other things, inputs to national strategic plans, increased national capacities for import regulation for protection of natural and cultivated plant resources, enhanced export certification systems for increased market access and establishment of necessary legal frameworks for the application of phytosanitary measures (domestically and in international trade). 
Japanese Government Trust Fund (GTF) Project
36.
This project, funded by the Japanese Government, aims to strengthen cooperation for the improvement of phytosanitary capacity in Asian countries through capacity building. Phytosanitary capacity evaluations have been completed for Indonesia, Laos, Viet Nam, Cambodia, Myanmar, Thailand, Malaysia, Pakistan and Bangladesh to determine priorities to be addressed during the next four years.
Phytosanitary Capacity Building Tools
37.
The updating of the PCE tool is ongoing (see also paragraph 30). The recently approved ISPMs have been added and the questionnaires have been reorganized according to themes and stratified for simplicity of application. The Informal Working Group on Technical Assistance met in August 2007 to review the revised draft and discuss priorities for 2008.
38.
Drafts of documented procedures covering inspection, export certification, aspects of import regulation and operating system management have been prepared and tested in several countries.
Other activities
39.
The IPPC Secretariat has:
· Assisted in efforts to establish a centre of phytosanitary excellence for Eastern and Southern Africa to support countries in that region to strengthen their national phytosanitary capacities
· Collaborated with donors, e.g. FAS, USAID, EU, for their assistance to address the strengthening of SPS border capabilities in Africa and Kyrgyzstan
· Formulated and promoted funding for the following proposals:

· Management of Bactrocera invadens and other target pests that constrain the production and export of fruits and vegetables in East Africa
· Surveillance towards the establishment of lethal yellowing free areas in Mozambique

· Strengthening the phytosanitary capacity of Mozambique

· Strengthening border control capacity in Kyrgyzstan.
V. Goal 5: Sustainable implementation of the IPPC
40.
The report of the Second Session of the CPM was distributed to all Members. The ISPMs adopted by CPM-2 were included in the report and have also been made available to Members in electronic and hard copy format.
41.
Mr Peter Kenmore was appointed Chief of the FAO Plant Protection Service. One of his responsibilities as Chief is to fulfil the position of Secretary of the CPM.
42.
One of the Secretariat professional staff (working in the area of information exchange) was transferred to an FAO sub-regional office. This left the information exchange area severely under-staffed, which resulted in the cancellation of some workshops. However, a webmaster has since been appointed (one of the APOs funded by the United States), which has been an immense help with alleviating the problem. 
43.
The Secretariat numbers have increased thanks to the contributions to staffing by the United States (two APOs – standard setting and information exchange), Japan (one APO) and Canada (one visiting expert). However, the areas of information exchange and improved phytosanitary capacity are still under-staffed and problems may be experienced in these areas in fulfilling the requirements of the Operational Plan.
44.
The Independent Evaluation of the Workings of the IPPC and its Institutional Arrangements was completed in July 2007 and presented to the FAO Programme Committee at its 98th session in September 2007. In accordance with the instructions from CPM-2, the Secretariat organized an extraordinary meeting of the SPTA (ESPTA) to consider the recommendations that were relevant to FAO in order that a CPM position could be presented to the Programme Committee. The Programme Committee agreed with the ESPTA recommendation that there should be a full-time Secretary plus a Coordinator.
45.
The Secretariat convened three meetings of the CPM Bureau as well as the annual meeting of the SPTA. The outcome of the SPTA meeting is reported under agenda item 13.1.1.
46.
FAO provided the primary source of translation services contracted by the Secretariat. Assistance from other organizations and individuals was also sought as needed, especially in relation to ISPMs. Valuable assistance was again provided by the North American Plant Protection Organization (NAPPO), which was contracted for the translation of draft ISPMs from English to Spanish in 2007. The Arab Society for Plant Protection was also contracted for translation services in 2007 and gave valuable assistance in translating draft ISPMs from English into Arabic.
47.
A Letter of Agreement with the Scottish Agricultural Science Agency enabled the Secretariat to once again gain a part-time staff member to coordinate the work of Technical Panels in 2007.
VI. Goal 6: International promotion of the IPPC and cooperation with relevant regional and international organizations
48.
The Secretariat was represented at a range of meetings with international and regional organizations including: International Forestry Quarantine Research Group, Standards and Trade Development Facility and the WTO-SPS Committee meetings and workshops. Specific issues relating to cooperation with some organizations are dealt with under agenda item 14.1.
49.
The Secretariat continued to work closely with the WTO-SPS Committee and attended all formal and informal WTO-SPS Committee meetings. It also participated either directly, or by recommending appropriate consultants, in WTO-SPS regional and sub-regional workshops.
50.
Representatives from the Secretariat attended the 19th Technical Consultation among Regional Plant Protection Organisations in Ottawa, Canada, and the annual meeting of NAPPO.
51.
The Secretariat has continued to liaise with the World Organisation for Animal Health (OIE) and Codex Alimentarius on issues of mutual interest.
VII. Goal 7: Review of the status of plant protection in the world
Electronic certification
52.
The Secretariat remains unable to commit significant staff resources to defining standards in the area of electronic data exchange to support electronic phytosanitary certification systems. As requested, the Secretariat continues to monitor the work of members that are active in this area. 
53.
In this context, attendance was funded for a technical (ICT
) specialist to attend the UN/CEFACT Forum for International Trade and Business Processes Group 18 (TBG18) meeting in Dublin, Ireland, in March 2007 with particular interest in the phytosanitary subgroup (although only two countries were represented in this working group).
Invasive alien species
54.
The IPPC Secretariat gave a presentation entitled “Invasive Alien Species - An International Perspective” at a symposium on invasive alien species (IAS) organized by NAPPO in St. John’s, Canada in October 2007. The presentation outlined the use of the IPPC and ISPMs for the management of IAS and provided a perspective on global activities in regards to IAS.
55.
CPM-2 agreed that an open-ended working group (OEWG) on the international recognition of pest free areas be held under the terms of reference adopted by CPM-1 and revised by CPM-2. This meeting will be organised for 2008 with the results of its study to be presented to CPM-4 through the SPTA.
56.
An OEWG on a possible compliance mechanism took place in Malaysia in September 2007. A report of the meeting is given under agenda item 11.3.
VIII. IPPC-related activities undertaken by FAO Plant Protection Officers
57.
The FAO Plant Protection Officers are technical field staff responsible for the regional or sub-regional implementation of FAO's Plant Protection Service work programme, including that of the IPPC. 
58.
IPPC-related activities in which the plant protection officers organized or participated in during 2007 are given below.
Workshops:
· Regional Consultation on the Phytosanitary Status of CARIFORUM Member Countries 
· Regional Plant Quarantine Inspectors Workshop for the Caribbean
· Application and Results of the Phytosanitary Capacity Evaluation and Identification of Priority Areas for Assistance
· Biosecurity workshop for Anglophone Africa held in Ghana
· PRA workshop for Anglophone West Africa held in Ghana
· Expert Consultation on Prosopis spp.
· International workshop on Red Palm Weevil control strategy
· IPP workshops in several regions

· Fourth Meeting of the Working Group on Phytosanitary Control in North African Countries

· Regional workshop on draft ISPMs in various regions
· APPPC/APCC joint workshop on coconut beetle management held in Bangkok, Thailand.
Regional Workshops on the WTO-SPS Agreement
· Latin America and the Caribbean - presentation on the role of the IPPC as an international standard setting body. 
RPPO meetings/activities
· FAO regional office for Asia and the Pacific and the APPPC - developed two Regional Standards for Phytosanitary Measures 
· APPPC Strategic Plan and the Business Plan

· PRA for South American Leaf Blight for Rubber was finalized

· Developed country profiles of plant protection for information exchange among APPPC member countries

· Strengthen the role of the Inter-African-Phytosanitary-Council (IAPSC), in particular to follow-up activities on IPP and reporting obligations under the IPPC to contracting parties.
Projects (including the FAO Technical Cooperation Programme)
· Moko disease survey and discussions for assistance - St Vincent and the Grenadines
· Black Sigatoka disease assistance – Grenada
· Assistance with citrus dieback caused by CTV and management of other graft transmissible diseases – Dominica
· Participated in final backstopping mission on the IPP with the IAPSC
· Reviewed EC framework project proposal developed by HTSPE Study on Damages inflicted by Fruit Flies on West Africa Fruit production. 
· Citrus Disease Management – Bhutan
· Alfalfa management – China
· National IPM in Nepal, TCPF for BPH management in Vietnam, etc.
· Supporting the work done through the ‘East African Phytosanitary Information Committee’ (EAPIC)
· Disease mapping/surveillance - FAO Regional Emergency Office for Africa based in Nairobi is supporting surveillance activities and the development of ‘dynamic maps’ 
· Joint development of a draft East African ‘biosecurity proposal’ under leadership of the AU addressing gaps identified by EA countries
· First steps taken to link all East African IPPC Contact Points (Official Contracting Parties: Ethiopia, Kenya, Sudan Uganda and Burundi) and IPPC Information Points (Non-Contracting Parties: Djibouti, Rwanda) in an email-discussion & info-exchange group via the IPP
· Continue to coordinate PRA and PCE activities with CABI.
59.
The CPM is invited to:
1. Express its gratitude to countries and organizations that have provided assistance and resources to the work programme.
2. Note the information provided by the Secretariat on the progress undertaken in 2007 on the CPM work programme.
Percentage of contracting parties per region with reporting information on the IPP 
= ((number of contracting parties in a region with one or more documents for a reporting category) / (total number of contracting parties in the region)) × 100
	 
	Africa
( 38 )
	Asia
( 20 )
	Europe
( 45 )
	Latin America and Caribbean
( 33 )
	Near East
( 15 )
	North America
( 2 )
	Southwest Pacific
( 13 )

	Reporting obligations
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	Description of the NPPO
	45
	35
	42
	52
	7
	100
	31

	Legislation
	34
	35
	47
	46
	20
	100
	31

	Pest reports
	8
	5
	11
	30
	0
	0
	31

	Lists of regulated pests
	13
	15
	40
	36
	0
	100
	31

	Points of entry
	40
	20
	27
	49
	20
	100
	46

	Emergency action
	3
	0
	2
	3
	0
	100
	15

	Optional reporting
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	Non-compliance
	3
	10
	0
	0
	0
	0
	0

	Organizational arrangements of NPPO 
	8
	5
	2
	9
	0
	0
	15

	Pest status
	0
	5
	2
	3
	0
	0
	15

	PRA/rationale for regulations...)
	0
	0
	9
	6
	0
	0
	8

	Publications
	29
	25
	20
	24
	13
	0
	31

	Data uploaded by IPPC Secretariat
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	Projects
	55
	85
	13
	30
	47
	0
	46
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