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Summary
The Specialized Section decided to:

. Submit the revised texts of the standards for appbears (list of varieties) and
cherries to the Working Party for approval

. Submit the new standard for root and tubercle \&#ges to the Working Party for
approval and to withdraw the standards for scomaméFFV-32), horse radish
(FFV-20) and radishes (FFV-43)

. Submit the decision to start work on the UNECE Bige for Pineapples in parallel
with revising the Standard to the Working Partydpproval

. Submit the revised amendment to the Working Partgsking procedures to the
other Specialized Sections for consultation anthéoWorking Party for approval

. Correct the informal list on common names for tiféetent species covered by the
standard for bilberries and blueberries

. Hold its next session in November 2010 back-to-badth the session of the
Working Party

. Reuvisit (a) the English and French versions of 2809 Standard Layout to check
for the correct use of the English term "packagethie French translation and (b)
the paragraph on mixed packages in section V ofthadard for Lettuces

GE.10- Please recycle@




ECE/TRADE/C/WP.7/GE.1/2010/4

» Review the texts of the standards for citrus frinésh chilli peppers, shallots, berry
fruits, broccoli, leafy vegetables, mangoes, beaasrots, cucumbers, kiwifruit,
plums, strawberries and table grapes with a viewetbmmending them to the
Working Party for approval

» Continue aligning the texts of standards with ti82Standard Layout
» Reconsider the provisions on russeting and sizirtheé Standard for Pears

 Discuss its position on starting work on a glossafyterms used in UNECE
standards

I ntroduction

1. The meeting was opened by the Director of thed@&rand Timber Division. The
meeting was chaired by Ms. Ulrike Bickelmann (Gemg)a

Attendance

2. Representatives of the following countries attzhthe meeting: Chile, Czech
Republic, Denmark, Egypt, Finland, France, Germdidyngary, Ireland, Italy, Kenya,
Mexico, Morocco, Netherlands, Poland, Republic obldibva, Russian Federation,
Slovakia, Slovenia, Spain, Sweden, Switzerlandké&wyr United Kingdom of Great Britain
and Northern Ireland, and United States of America.

3. The European Union was also represented.

4. The following specialized agencies/programmedigipated in the session: Joint
FAO/WHO Food Standards Programme.

5. A representative of the following intergovernrtarorganization participated in the
session: Organisation for Economic Co-operation Begtelopment (OECD) Scheme for
the Application of International Standards for Fand Vegetables (OECD Scheme).

6. A representative of the following non-governnamrganization participated in the
session: COLEACP (Europe-Africa-Caribbean-Padifadison Committee).

Adoption of the agenda

Documentation: ECE/TRADE/C/WP.7/GE.1/2010/1

7. The delegations adopted the provisional agenda wroposed changes and
amendments. The delegation of France proposedsdiscuthe draft text for bilberries and
blueberries under item 3(e) "Berry fruits", and ttexts of standards for pineapples,
mangoes and table grapes under items 4 and 5,dakselem suggested in the e-mail to the
secretariat on 20 May 2010. The Specialized Sedibak note of the intention of the
delegation of France to make proposals on formaptdn of documents under item 6
"Working procedures”, and under item 8 "Other bes#i, on the definitions of "packages"
and "sales units" as well as on setting up a workjroup on a glossary of terms used in
UNECE standards. The delegation of France also gsexp to further formalize the
adoption of documents discussed by the WorkingyPart




ECE/TRADE/C/WP.7/GE.1/2010/4

(@)
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M atters of interest sincethelast session

UNECE and subsidiary bodies

Documentation: Interoffice memorandum (INF.1, Informal document)

8. The delegations took note of the advice from S®mior Adviser of the United
Nations Office at Geneva to restore the term "UNE{DEhe titles of the standards. It was
the Adviser's "... considered opinion that the legdice offered by OLA in 1998 would
be very similar if not identical if sought and prd®d at the present time. In particular,
point (b) of OLA's opinion [Member countries haviagreed on standards at a global level,
in the framework, for example, of FAO, which are necessarily identical with UNECE
Standards may oppose the renaming of UNECE Stasidendld be invoked in the present
situation. It was the CODEX Committee on Fresh traumd Vegetables, an expert body
which is affiliated with FAO, which formulated ageest to examine the implications of the
WP's proposed change in the title of UNECE StarslewdJN Standards. This implies that
the CODEX Committee and by extension, FAO and igdl Counsel, had some doubts
about the practicality of the WP's proposal. Irnt tharticular constellation, it is difficult to
see how OLA could come to a different conclusicantlin 1998, i.e. that a change in the
name of UNECE Standards to UN Standard would ulylike approved by ECOSOC."

9. The Specialized Section decided to revisitfsahext session, the option of keeping
or removing the reference to “United Nations Ecomm@ommission for Europe” at the top

of the cover page of the standards, as severapat@as needed time to decide on this
issue.

Other organizations

10. The representative of FAO/WHO Standards Progranmeported that the next
session of the Codex Alimentarius Commission wdake place in July 2010 in Geneva.
She noted that her report given at the Novembe® 28@sion of the Specialized Section
remained valid.

11. The representative of the European Commissipfamed that the updating of the
marketing standards following the adoption of tlwresponding UNECE standards in
November 2009 had been postponed to the end of @0to the alignment with the 2009
Standard Layout carried out after the WP.7 meetany) would take into account new
revisions adopted in November 2010.

12.  There was currently a proposal to recast Régnl¢EC) 1580/2007, which should
be completed in autumn 2010. Some changes had jpegrosed for the parts of the
Regulation that related to the marketing standaftiese modifications would have to be
adopted by Member States.

13. The document on "frequently asked questionkitee to the new Regulation on
marketing standards was available on the Agriceliirectorate website in all Community
languages.

14.  The study on marketing standards launched inalg 2009 was in progress and
first results were expected in Autumn 2010.

15.  The representative of the OECD Scheme repdhatithe Plenary Meeting had
recently adopted the explanatory brochures on afsripeaches and nectarines, apples and
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citrus fruits. The OECD Brochures on Apricots, Feacand Nectarines had been published
and distributed with a USB key containing hyperédk high-quality electronic versions of
the publications. The publication of the OECD Brahon Apples was expected in June
followed by the Brochure on Citrus Fruits as sosrtte Plenary Meeting made the final
decision on the publication. The Scheme was cugrembrking on the brochures for
melons and hazelnuts and had launched work onrts@hbres on watermelons, garlic and
onions. The Scheme had also made progress on tigel@as on Quality Inspections and
Inspector's Training.

16. The OECD Scheme had carried out a peer reviewhe Moroccan fruit and
vegetables quality inspection system and had phadighe report with an agreement from
Morocco. The Scheme would undertake a peer revievthe Turkish quality inspection
system in 2010. The secretariat provided a mankalyais of apples to the members at the
2009 Plenary Meeting, presented by Freshfel.

17. The OECD secretariat had discussed with theeoMlimentarius secretariat
possible areas of cooperation, such as work onhbres, guidelines, capacity building
activities and the development of distance learhouds.

18. The OECD Scheme had organized a Workshop firy&e April 2010 to facilitate
the harmonization of their export quality inspeotigystems with the OECD rules. On 20
September 2010, the OECD secretariat would holeetimg to address the implications of
the implementation of the latest European CommisdRegulation for the fruit and
vegetables sector. The meeting would take pla&anakia, back-to-back with the OECD-
sponsored International Training Course.

Concentration of agricultural quality standardswork in
UNECE

Documentation: UNECE Executive Committee decision on the UNECErkwon
brochures (INF.32, Informal document)

19.  The representative of the OECD informed thecBitized Section about the decision
by the Scheme to reject the proposal to transfeofathe activities of the Scheme to
UNECE owing to the lack of consensus. Because theisibn had been made in a
confidential, closed session, he was not able twige any further information about the
details of the discussion of the Task Force repdet.explained that the OECD Scheme
wished to cooperate with UNECE and that the OEC&etariat had initiated a meeting
with the UNECE Executive Secretary. He emphasibed duplication of the activities of

the two organizations should be avoided. He furtigplained that the OECD Scheme
would need time to react to the decision of the WEEExecutive Committee. He

suggested that the draft Memorandum of Understgn@#oU) drawn up by the OECD in

2006 be used as a starting point.

20.  The Director of the UNECE Trade and Timber Bimn presented the conclusions
from the 31 March 2010 session of the UNECE Exgeu@ommittee, which, in view of
the interest of UNECE member countries to contimu@k on explanatory brochures,
"requested the Working Party on Agricultural Quaftandards and its Specialized Section
on Fresh Fruit and Vegetables to suggest how thek wa these brochures could be
continued by ECE in close cooperation and cooréinalvith OECD. The secretariat was
also requested to keep the EXCOM informed of furttevelopments in this matter."

21. The delegations were in favour of UNECE and OEfgreeing on an MoU that
would define cooperation.
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22. The Specialized Section decided to set up pmtumroup that would help the
UNECE secretariat advance work on the MoU by logkitto the following areas which it
was agreed should be included in the MoU:

- The definition of (a) areas for cooperation amj Wwhere cooperation was not
currently needed

- A harmonized layout of the UNECE and OECD broelsur

- The legal aspects, including copyright, of evahjaint publication of brochures
- The decision-making process for brochures

- Drawing up brochures in English, French and Rarssi

- Financial issues, including those related tosles of future brochures

- Cooperation on capacity-building and promotion.

23. It was understood that the above might take tijiwen the need to make decisions
and to coordinate between two intergovernmentaldsodvhich meet at different times.
The UNECE secretariat urged the delegations tocgmbr these issues in a pragmatic way
S0 as to increase the efficiency and effectivenéfise cooperation process.

24. The delegations of France, Germany, Slovakigedgn, United States and the
European Union volunteered to participate in thgpsut group.

Revision of UNECE standards

Citrusfruit

Documentation: Citrus fruit (INF.2, Informal document)
Comments by United States (INF.29, Informal doeat)
Presentation by United States on grapefruit ldbes
Presentation by United States on orange blemishe

25.  The delegation of the United States exprestedeiservation to the minimum
sugar/acid ratio for oranges of 6.5:1. The valué.6f1 was first approved at the November
2009 session of the Working Party. The Specialidedtion agreed to leave the ratio at
6.5:1 for the present and discuss this issue atea $tage.

26.  The delegation of France proposed to lowemntlrégmum juice content for Mexican
limes from 40 to 20-25 per cent. This proposal widug discussed at the next session of the
Specialized Section

27.  The colouring was discussed in conjunction whhwillingness of several countries
to include provisions that would allow for non-degned fruit to be sold on the market.
The delegates found it difficult to find the rigivording for marking naturally green but
mature fruit without confusing consumers who mitibk that green was the real natural
colour. The Specialized Section agreed to repfae¢ural colour” with “green-skinned
fruit” in the draft paragraph on colouring in theaturity requirements section, provided
that all other maturity requirements were met, amdonsult further with the industry. The
indication “Green-skinned fruit, where appropriateduld have to be added to the section
on commercial specification in case of agreement.
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28. The Specialized Section also (a) added theeB=@nt minimum juice content for
Oroblanco in the maturity requirements table, (mreed size tolerances with those in the
Codex standard to read: Persian limes “40mm” andidd®e and Indian limes “Not
applicable”, and (c) inversed the order of the “péamousse” and “pomello” sections in
the uniformity table of the French version of thenslard.

Apples

Documentation: Apples (INF.3, Informal document)

29. The Specialized Section agreed to reintrodioeddlilowing provisions for defects in
development in Classes | and Il, erroneously owhittering the revision of the standard in
2009:

In Class I: "- a slight defect in development”
In Class Il: "- defects in development".
30. The missing "R" was added for the Dalinbel efyrin the list of apple varieties.

31. The Specialized Section decided to submit theraled text to the Working Party
for approval.

Fresh chilli peppers

Documentation: Revised draft Standard for Fresh Chilli Pepp@héF.4, Informal
document)

Comments by Germany (INF.31, Informal document)

32.  The delegation of Mexico presented the revietegtlof the standard and noted that
there were still open issues for his country’'s &NJECE experts to solve. One of the
issues noted by several delegations was the veajlett sizing requirements. A proposal
was put forward to have a more general sizing requent, leaving the use of more specific
sizing requirements to the industry.

33. It was indicated that the list of commerciglag of chilli peppers mentioned in the
draft standard was not exhaustive. The delegatisase in favour of removing any

reference to commercial types in the standard dndefining them in the explanatory

brochure. The reference to commercial types insigtion on pungency should also be
moved to the brochure. The Specialized Sectiomected a technical matter, under C.
Pungency, to read “high-performance liquid chrorgedphy” method.

34. The delegations decided to consult their ingustperts on a possible merge of the
Standard for Sweet Peppers and the Standard feh Feailli Peppers, noting that there
should be a clear demarcation between hot and peepers.

Shallots

Documentation: Revised Standard for Shallots (INF.5, Informatament)

35. The delegations revisited the November 2009 gession text of the draft standard
and (a) suggested to make the indication of thelymtion method optional in the marking
section, (b) replaced the term “semi-long” with fiddong”, and (c) decided not to allow
for root tufts for round shallots in Class I.
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36. The delegations will check the above changéis imdustry experts with a view to
further considering the draft standard at the segsion of the Specialized Section.

Berry fruits

Documentation: Berry fruits (INF.6, Informal document)

37.  The Specialized Section discussed differensiptesways of grouping berry fruits,
using for example such criteria as clustered gglsiberry fruits, cultivated or wild, cooked
or not cooked before consumption. However, thesieciwas taken not to split them into
groups but present them all in a single list ingbetion on the definition of produce.

38. The delegations reviewed the text of the dsthdard. The introduced changes and
amendments can be found in INF.6, which will betpdon the website as a post-session
document. At its next session, the Specialized i@eawill revisit the percentages for
tolerances in Classes | and Il, which might behgligincreased in view of the fragile
character of most berry fruits, particularly raspias, blackberries and loganberries.

39. If the standard for berry fruits, including bd@tries and blueberries, would be
approved by the Working Party, the Specialized iBectvould withdraw the current
Standard for Bilberries and Blueberries (FFV-07thé@wise the amended text of the
Standard for Bilberries and Blueberries, as in doent INF.28 (2009), would have to be
adopted by the Working Party. The Specialized $actisked the secretariat to correct the
list of common names of the species covered byStwidard.

Broccoli

Documentation: Broccoli (INF.8, Informal document)
Proposals by Sweden (INF.28, Informal document)

40. The delegations reviewed the text of the Stahder Broccoli, which had been
aligned with the Standard Layout. Changes to tkievteuld be reflected in the post-session
document INF.8.

41.  The Specialized Section agreed to the propmns#he delegation of Sweden to add
to the sizing section the following provision onnimbroccoli:

"The size requirements shall not apply to miniatpreduce. Miniature broccoli
refers to broccoli that has been cultivated with $pecific aim of obtaining broccoli
of a small size. Broccoli that is not fully devedmpshall be excluded. All other
requirements of the standard must be met."

42.  Deleting the provision on the minimum size aamending the provisions on

uniformity could be another option for incorporatimini-broccoli into the Standard. The

delegation of Sweden would prepare a text reflgdtis second option and would circulate
it to countries for consultation with the industry.

43.  Atits next session, the Specialized Sectionld/decide on including a provision on
mixtures of broccoli of distinctly different colaaiin sales units.
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Documentation: Root and tubercle vegetables (INF.9, Informal doentn
Leafy vegetables (INF.10, Informal document)

44.  The changes introduced by the delegations ¢odifaft Standard for Root and
Tubercle Vegetables were reflected in the postisestocument INF.9. The Specialized
Section decided to:

- amend the quality tolerances to allow for an addal 10 and 25 per cent, by
weight, of broken roots in Classes | and Il, resipety;

- allow for a mixture of root and tubercle vege&sbbf distinctly different species or
different colours of the same species in a salés un

45.  The Specialized Section decided to submit th¢ to the Working Party for
approval as a new Standard for Root and Tubercigetbles. Should the Standard be
approved, the Specialized Section would recommeitddvawing the current UNECE
Standards for Scorzonera (FFV-33), for Horse-Ra(h$tV-20) and Radishes (FFV-43), as
these products would be covered by the new Standard

46. The changes introduced by the Specialized @etti the draft Standard for Leafy

Vegetables were reflected in the post-session dentriNF.10. It was decided to omit

lambs lettuce from of this Standard. The delegabibSweden was hesitant about including
dandelions in the Standard.

47.  The Specialized Section asked the delegatidfrarice to check with their industry
why the new Standard could not be also used fobslettuce.

48. The Specialized Section decided to submit # to the Working Party for
approval as a new Standard for Leafy Vegetablesulfihthe Standard be approved, the
Specialized Section would recommend withdrawing tuerent UNECE Standard for
Spinach (FFV-34), as this product would be covédrgthe new Standard.

Pears

Documentation: Pears (INF.26, Informal document)
Amended standard (INF.33, Informal document)

49.  The Specialized Section discussed the propo$die United Kingdom on revising
the Standard for Pears. The proposed inclusionngivasummer pear variety “Bambinella”
in the list of varieties was approved and woulcsbemitted to the Working Party at its next
session for adoption.

50. The Specialized Section decided to discusgis atext session, sizing of pears by
weight in view of a possible introduction of onenmium size for all varieties and classes.
The delegation of Poland preferred not to change ekisting provisions on sizing by
diameter and to add an option on size by weightvak also decided to revisit the issue of
rough russeting, taking into consideration the OB€&chure on pears.
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Alignment of standardswith the 2009 Standard L ayout and
their revison in view of starting work on new explanatory
brochures

Pineapples

Documentation: Pineapples (INF.15, Informal document)

51. The delegations worked on the text of the Steshdor Pineapples reviewed by the
Working Group at its meeting in South Africa. Theanges introduced to the text can be
found in the post-session document INF.15. The @peed Section decided to continue
revising the Standard at its next session to egploe possibility of: (a) introducing a lower
Brix level and defining the area where to measuig; Bb) establishing a maximum length
of the crown without limiting its minimum length;nd (c) withdrawing the minimum
weight parameter provided the minimum maturity iszgaents had been met.

52. The Specialized Section decided to start wankaa explanatory brochure for
pineapples and asked the Working Party to appitugedecision.

53. The delegations of Germany, Kenya, Mexico (sctthjto confirmation), South
Africa, United Kingdom and the United States vokered to work on the brochure. This
working group is open to all interested countried arganizations. The representative of
COLEACP would coordinate the contribution of higamization's member countries to the
development of the brochure. The delegation of Winted States would contact major
producers of pineapples in Latin America to invallwem in this work.

54. The Specialized Section decided to use theutagthe sweet peppers brochure for
the brochure on pineapples, as well as for all rofbture UNECE brochures until an
agreement on a harmonized layout of UNECE and OB@bhures was reached.

55.  Concerning the revision of the UNECE StandardHineapples, the representative
of the FAO/WHO Food Standards Programme drew ttes@on of the Specialized Section
to the need for working collaboratively, in view tfie existing Codex Standard for
Pineapples. This would assist both parties in n@lprogress not only in revising the
technical provisions but also in keeping both texésmonized, so as to avoid potential
problems in international trade that might arisarfrtwo different standards for the same
commodity.

56. The Specialized Section would inform the Co@ommittee on the progress in
revising the Standard for Pineapples.

Alignment of standardswith the 2009 Standard Layout in
view of updating the existing explanatory brochures

Documentation: Comments by Germany (INF.31, Infardocument)
Mangoes (ECE/TRADE/C/WP.7/GE.1/2010/2)
Beans (INF.17, Informal document)
Carrots (INF.18, Informal document)
Cucumbers (INF.19, Informal document)

Kiwifruit (INF.21, Informal document)
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VIII.

57.

Plums (INF.22, Informal document)
Strawberries (INF.23, Informal document)
Table grapes (INF.24, Informal document)

At its informal session, the Specialized Sectbtigned the texts of the standards for

mangoes, beans, carrots, cucumbers, cultivated nowsis, kiwifruit, plums, strawberries
and tables grapes with the 2009 Standard Layousahditted them to the next session of
the Specialized Section. Substantive changes detatéhis alignment may be discussed if
requested by countries.

Revision of the working procedures

Documentation: Working procedures (INF.25, Infollecument)

58.

The Specialized Section asked the secretarigir¢ulate the following amendment

to the Working Party's working procedures for cdtadion and submit it to the Working
Party for approval:

"19. When the Bureau considers that a draft detjsiecommendation, standard
or other output of the Specialized Section or therkg Party needs to be
approved in between the annual meetings, it maynguthe draft to the heads of
delegation for decision or adoption in an intergesd procedure, as follows:

(@)  The Bureau submits the document to the se@etar

(b)  The secretariat publishes the draft documenthen UNECE website and
circulates it to all Heads of Delegation through tistserver, clearly indicating that
the draft document is for approval.

(c) In the absence of comments or substantive eheemuests after a two-month
comment period, with a reminder from the secretatveo weeks before the
deadline, the document will be considered as agatovhe absence of any response
from a Head of Delegation will be considered agsupfor the document. The two-
month comment period will take effect from the datehe first publication on the
UNECE website. Comments on the draft document shéel submitted to the
secretariat.

(d)  Editorial comments by Heads of Delegation adioeial changes by the
United Nations editorial services are approved bg tBureau before final
publication.

(e) If substantive comments or objections are maderiting, the document
shall be withdrawn from publication and the commsedransmitted to the Bureau.

20. In cases where the Specialized Section develogsw standard or revises an
existing one in one language version only, theetadat circulates this text together
with the translation in one or two other officiahiguages to all Heads of Delegation
through the listserver, clearly indicating that trenslations are for approval. A two-
week period will take effect from the date of ciation. In the absence of linguistic
comments after a two-week comment period, the latinas will be considered as
approved. In case of comments, these will be talkeém consideration by the
secretariat. The secretariat will publish the appdb original document on the
website simultaneously with the translations."
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Other business

Documentation: Cherries (INF.27, Informal document)
Lettuces (Standard FFV-22)

59. The Specialized Section agreed on the texteoStandard for Cherries (post-session
document INF.27) aligned with the 2009 Standardduyand submitted it to the Working
Party for approval.

60. The Specialized Section confirmed the followipgragraph on the mixture of
produce in the uniformity section of the Standamdlfettuces:

"However, a mixture of produce of distinctly diféart colours, varieties and/or
commercial types may be packed together in a pa&ckad/or sales unit, provided
they are uniform in quality and, for each colouarigty and/or commercial type
concerned, in origin."

Most delegations agreed that the wording "packagkoa sales unit" correctly reflected the

existing trading practices. The delegation of Feareguested to replace this term by “sales
package”, as defined in Regulation (EC) No. 158072@&nd also to revisit this paragraph

in the 2009 Standard Layout.

61. The representative of the FAO/WHO Food Starsl@bgramme explained that in

Codex standards for fresh fruits and vegetableEtiglish terms "packaging"”, "packages”

and "consumer packages" are translated into Frasctconditionnement”, "emballages”
and "emballages destinés au consommateur finapetively.

62. The Specialized Section decided to revisitsatext session, the relevant paragraph
in the Standard for Lettuces.

63. The delegation of France suggested changing Briel from 16° to 14° in the
maturity requirements section in the Standard fabl& Grapes and deleting the sugar/acid
ratio requirement.

64. The representative of Chile made a presentatiorthe use and promotion of
standards and good agricultural practices in hemgy to support production of high
quality fruits and vegetables for export. Chile Wbbhost a regional workshop in 2011 to
promote UNECE standards in countries of Latin Aceeri

65.  The representative of the Republic of Moldovadma presentation on the use and
promotion of the UNECE standards, and on the najislition in her country to support
production of high-quality fruit and vegetables amdthe problems they faced.

66. The delegation of the Russian Federation cmefit that a regional workshop on the
use of agricultural quality standards would be hieldnapa from 4 to 7 October 2010 and
invited countries to take part.

Futurework

67. The Specialized Section decided to hold it segsion, two days and a half long, in
November 2010, back-to-back with the sixty-sixttsssen of the Working Party. The
Specialized Section would:

(a) revisit the English and French versions of 2089 Standard Layout to check how
the English term "package" should be translateadl limench each time it appears in the text
of the Standard Layout. The document on the dejimst of different types of packaging,

11
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which had been considered by the Specialized Sestione time ago, should be used for
discussion;

(b)  review the texts of the standards (aligned vl 2009 Standard Layout) for citrus
fruit, fresh chilli peppers, shallots, berry fryitsoccoli, root and tubercle vegetables, leafy
vegetables, mangoes, beans, carrots, cucumberstuidiwplums, strawberries and table
grapes with a view to recommending them to the WhgrkParty for approval. The
Specialized Section may decide to introduce subistarthanges to the texts of these
standards;

(c) continue aligning the texts of standards witle 2009 Standard Layout. The
delegation of Poland has offered to help in fimghthis work in 2010;

(d)  reconsider the provisions on russeting anahgi the Standard for Pears;

(e)  continue revising the Standard for Pineapplgsther with the work on the UNECE
Brochure for Pineapples;

) decide on its recommendation to the WorkingtyPan starting work on a glossary
of terms used in UNECE standards.

Election of officers

68. The Specialized Section re-elected Ms. UlrikekBmann (Germany) as Chair and
Ms. Kristina Mattsson (Sweden) as Vice-Chair.

Adoption of thereport

69. The Specialized Section adopted the repohietession.




