Summary points of CPET Reference Board Meeting 03/02/2006

Attendees:                                                                       

Bob Andrew, Defra                                                          

Katharine Thoday, Defra

Claire Treliving, Defra

Ian Gray, ProForest (CPET)

Neil Judd, ProForest (CPET)

Kate Bottriell, ProForest (CPET)

Saskia Ozinga, FERN

Beatrix Richards, WWF

Andy Roby, TTF

Martin Gale, Confor

Check on PEFC update - Agenda item 1

The fundamental issue was the robustness and consistency of a scheme that has a single universal label but covers many different national standards and where certification is operated locally.  The initial CPET findings were that not all the national bodies had made the system changes approved by the PEFC Council in October 2004 and April 2005. The Government’s response to these findings could have serious implications for the market in certified timber products including market confusion, loss of support for the CPET process, scarcity of certified sustainable timber acceptable to Government departments and a wider loss of confidence in the PEFC scheme.  The following points of view were expressed:

· Failure by any one national body to adequately make the system changes should result in the Government accepting PEFC certificates as assurance of legality only. That was the stated intention of the Government and to do otherwise would call into question its credibility in managing its policy. 

· The Government had to act objectively, fairly and reasonably to maintain credibility and its response had to balance the identified risks within the big picture of forest management globally.  Owners and managers of uncertified forests, product manufacturers and buyers needed converting to the cause and not put off certification by what may appear to them to be arcane and insignificant details.    

· PEFC International should have an opportunity to study and comment on the initial findings before CPET’s final report was submitted to Defra

 Annual Reviews of Assessed Schemes and Proposals for Improving the Assessment Methodology- Agenda items 2- 4:

Agreement was reached on the following: 

Methodology:

· In addition to considering publicly available scheme requirements, CPET would be able to consider supporting evidence related to system requirements but NOT evidence related to performance in the forest and the impacts of forestry

· CPET would draft revisions to the text of the Category A assessment criteria to clarify the current criteria and introduce the parameters for supporting evidence on which the scores are based.

· Defra and CPET would finalise the procedure for the annual reviews 
Criteria:
· The schemes and other stakeholders would be invited to comment on the Category A assessment criteria draft revisions during a 30 day consultation period. CPET would draft a Press release for Defra to consider and issue. 

· Stakeholder comments would be published on the CPET website (they would not be attributable)- CPET to action
· The Reference Board will meet on 23/03/06 to discuss the final version of the Category A assessment criteria.

Annual Reviews:

· The annual review process would start at the end of March 2006

Social Criteria

During the discussion on scheme assessments the absence of social criteria was raised. The following actions were noted: 

· CPET was considering information received from the Office of Government Commerce on what scope the new procurement directives offered for incorporating forest related social objectives into public contracts

· CPET would produce an assessment of the possibilities for revising the model contract condition and specification

· CPET’s proposals would be discussed by Defra, OGC, other interested departments and the European Commission (the ramifications for procurement in general would be enormous were social criteria of the sort envisaged to become embedded in Government contracts)

· CPET would inform schemes that ‘social criteria’ were on the agenda for review and that a revision to current policy was a- possibility at some indeterminable future date.  

Category B Assessment Methodology

Though not an agenda item, the following views were expressed and actions agreed:

· Cat B and at A methodologies must be equivalent

· A draft Cat B methodology would be published as part of the consultation process for assessing assurance

· The identification of high risk sources could run into trade and diplomatic barriers

Harmonisation of procurement policies - Agenda item 6  

· The UK Government would be meeting with officials from Holland, Denmark and possibly France to identify ‘commonalities’ between their respective policies and discuss the prospects for harmonisation.
· Social criteria would feature in the discussions
· Engaging more Member States would be discussed
EAC Report and Government Response - Agenda item 7

· Defra was co-ordinating the formal Government Response - due to be submitted before end March. 

·  The suggestion that scoring could be based on a wider range than three was not supported.  Experience had shown that a wide range of scores to choose from often lead to vague results

CPET Reference Board Support Group - Agenda item 5

Various stakeholders had expressed an interest in either joining the Reference Board or supporting CPET’s activities in some way.  The Board considered that the Board was well balanced at present and saw no merit in expansion for the time being but did see merit in support from other quarters.  Promotion of CPET and dissemination of best practice at working level, for example, would be valuable. Some trade associations were keen to get involved and would make good partners in this respect.  Architects, and groups like ‘Wood 4 Good’ could be enlisted to help promote CPET’s work at a local level

An organisation like Chatham House could organise facilitate and host support group events

Any Other Business - Agenda item 8

CPET agreed to make more prominent on its web site the links to technical guidance on timber performance requirements
Next meeting 

Scheduled for 23 March 2006 
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