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Summary
At its nineteenth session, the Working Party:

. Agreed to consider establishing a Group of BExpeon Risk Assessment a
Management (see para. 10).
. Noted the interest of the Russian Federationrompting information exchange amo

non-European Union member States concerning thgdereence in implementing the E
Regulation on Registration, Evaluation, Authoriaatiand Restriction of Chemicals (REAC
(para. 20).

. Asked the secretariat to work with especially @pped coordinators to compi
information on regulatory developments in differeagions into quarterly reports and a yeg
consolidated report (para. 22).

. Approved the Common Regulatory Objectives for tihd@iative on Equipment of
Explosive Environments, revised the Objectivestfar Initiative for Earthmoving Equipmen
and approved the terms of reference of the Iniatin the Safety of Pipelines (paras. 36,
and 46).
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(cont’d)

—

. Asked member States to provide the secretaridih wiformation on their marke
surveillance authorities (see para. 52).

. Recommended that the document on the “Generdkdfi&urveillance Model” be further
developed and used as a training document, andtlkabne on “Common definitions and
terminology in market surveillance” be expanded arsgd for information (see paras. 64
and 67).

Introduction

1. The Working Party on Regulatory Cooperation Stehdardization Policies (WP.6) held

its nineteenth session from 23 to 26 November 200@eneva. The meeting also included the
Workshop on Practical Application of Risk Assesstremd Management (23 November) and
the UNECE International Conference on Risk Assessraed Management (24 November and
25 November (a.m.) (see document ECE/TRADE/C/WRHBIR).

2. The following countries were represented: ArragnAustria, Azerbaijan, Belarus,
Brazil', Czech Republic, Denmark, EgyptFrance, Georgia, Germany, Israel, Japan
Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan, MexitaMozambiqué New Zealant Poland, Republic of Moldova,

Russian Federation, Serbia, Slovakia, Spain, Saadil Sweden, Switzerland, Tajikistan,
Trinidad and Tobado Turkey, Ukraine, United Kingdom of Great Britaind Northern Ireland,

United States of America, and Uzbekistan.

3. The meeting was also attended by representaiiie European Community (EC).

4. The following United Nations bodies and speze&di agencies participated: United
Nations Industrial Development Organization (UNID@nited Nations Institute for Training
and Research (UNITAR), United Nations Interim Admsiration Mission in Kosovo (UNMIK)
and United Nations Office of Internal Oversightegs (OIOS).

5. Four intergovernmental organizations attendediraiian Interstate Council for
Standardization, Metrology and Certification (EASGhternational Organization of Legal
Metrology (OIML), Organisation for Economic Co-op&on and Development (OECD) and
World Trade Organization (WTO).

6. The following non-governmental organizationstipgrated: European Committee for
Electrotechnical Standardization (CENELEC), Int¢ioreal Electrotechnical Commission (IEC)
and International Organization for Standardizafi@D).

! Participatiorunder Article 11 of the terms of reference of tlw®iomic Commission for Europe.
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7. Observers present at the invitation of the $aded included representatives of private-
sector companies, associations and civil-socieggmizations from various regions.

l. ADOPTION OF THE AGENDA

Documentation: ECE/TRADE/C/WP.6/2009/1 — Annotated provisionatiaga

8. The Working Party approved the provisional agend

. ELECTION OF OFFICERS

9. In accordance with the Commission’s rules ofcpture and established practice, the
Working Party elected Mr. C. Arvius (Sweden) as i§hend Mr. V. Koreshkov (Belarus) and

Mr. P. Lukac (Slovakia) as vice-chairs.

[ll.  INTERNATIONAL CONFERENCE ON RISK ASSESSMENT AN D
MANAGEMENT

Documentation: ECE/TRADE/C/WP.6/2009/2 - Provisional programmehe Conference

10. Following the recommendations by the ConferemcRisk Assessment and
Management, the Working Party agreed on the folgwi

(@) To support already established cooperatiothénarea of risk assessment and
management between authorities and stakeholdetsraourage further cooperation to achieve
a shared regulatory framework, i.e. one that meatgetal demand without stifling innovation or
creating technical barriers to trade;

(b) To continue the dialogue among stakeholderbduitd an effective regulatory
framework, including a common language, to addresds related to products, processes and
production methods, best practices in the managemiehazards that could cause harm or
damage to people, the environment, property andatanal assets;

(© To this end, consider establishing a GrougExrperts on Risk Assessment and
Management, the mandate to be given to such a Gramlpding the priorities related to the
work areas of WP.6.

11. The representative of OIML welcomed the propdsa added that the substantial work
on development of tools and recommendations watsdaesed out with reference to a specific
field, or sector.

IV. MATTERS ARISING FROM THE MEETINGS OF THE COMMIT TEE ON
TRADE AND THE UNECE EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE AND THE
INTERNATIONAL CONFERENCE ON “RISK ASSESSMENT AND
MANAGEMENT”

12. The secretary of the Committee on Trade infdrrdelegations of the debate in the
UNECE Executive Committee about the redirectiontltdé Committee. He emphasized the
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continued support of the United Nations Economian@ussion for Europe and its member
States for the activities of the Working Party.

V. STANDARDIZATION AND REGULATORY PRACTICE
A. Review of developments

1. Standardization

13 The representative of the European Commission tegpoon the ongoing European
Union review of its standardization policy (séétp://ec.europa.eu/enterprise/policies/european-
standards/standardisation-policy/policy-review/@gsfindex_en.htin The review aims at
assessing the strengths and weaknesses of thatcsystem. An expert panel, EXPRESS, had
been set up to develop strategic recommendaticthakernative options for reform. The panel
would deliver its final report by January 2010. T®@mmission, Member States, standardisation
bodies and stakeholders would then be encouragattéaip the Panel’'s recommendations.

14. The representative of CEN/CENELEC outlined dbgons taken by the three European
standardization organizations, European Commitbeestandardization (CEN), CENELEC and
European Telecommunications Standards Institut&(ETo respond to the challenges identified
by the EU and by the European Free Trade Assoniatigarticular:

(@) The creation of the CEN/CENELEC Managementt@ewould ensure optimal
coordination and allocation of resources betweerto organizations;

(b) A project was under way to enhance the actessandardization processes and
to standards by small and medium enterprises;

(c) CEN and CENELEC were providing funding for Hya infrastructure in
developing countries and were promoting the vigibiland use of European standards
internationally, including through dedicated welbtpls.

2. Customs Union among the Russian Federatidayieand Kazakhstan

15. The representative of Belarus presented thmiea regulation system of the Euro-Asian
Economic Community and of the Customs Union amdrmgRussian Federation, Belarus and
Kazakhstan. The Customs Union, which was to emiter force on 1 January 2010, aimed at
developing and implementing: (a) a single set ohaadory requirements for products and (b) a
common system for assessment of the conformityradiycts to these requirements. Once the
system was in place, products assessed in thergafrbrigin would be entitled to move freely
in the territory of the Customs Union, with no et checks at the border. The mandatory
requirements would be modelled with reference tws¢hcontained in the most important EU
directives and international standards. The patiieshe Customs Union, in July 2009, had
drawn up a package of transitional measures thaldmarovide for mutual recognition of test
results and product certificates. An informatiorstsyn was also being set up to facilitate
information exchange on regulatory and phyto, armytgsanitary measures among the
members. Further references can be found watvw.tsouz.ruand www.evrazes.com (in
Russian).




ECE/TRADE/C/WP.6/2009/19
Page 5

3. EU REACH (Registration, Evaluation, Authorizatiand Restriction of
Chemicals) Requlation

16. The representative of the European Commissiooviged an update on the

implementation of the EU REACH Regulation. The stamiat of the Eurasian Interstate Council
for Standardization, Metrology and CertificationA&C) referred to a communication sent in
writing to the Commission concerning difficultiess®untered by companies from countries of
the Commonwealth of Independent States (CIS) whik tegistration procedures. The
Commission representative would follow up to theSEAcommunication after the session.

17. The representative of the Russian Federatiparted that exporters from the Russian
Federation had encountered difficulties with cowrupde, in particular as regards: (a)
participating in forums on the quality of chemicalbstances; (b) choosing reliable Single
Representatives; (c) managing related contractiahgements and (d) seeking and receiving
guidance from different authorities in different Biémber States.

18. The Russian Federation proposed an exchangepefience among non-EU countries so
as to learn from best practice in implementing REAGnNnd sharing information about the
national authorities in charge of different asp@ftREACH implementation

19. The representative of the European Commissibjected that other channels of
communication existed and could be exploited tovegnthe difficulties encountered by
exporters. On the other hand, the representatiigetsfrus and the EASC secretariat supported
the proposal.

20. The Working Party noted the proposals fromdélkegation of the Russian Federation to
improve exchange of information concerning the ewpee in the implementation of REACH
among non-EU member States. It was decided thaRtlssian Federation would nominate a
Rapporteur to coordinate this work.

21. Belarus briefly reported on a recent conferdinceCIS countries held in Minsk, on the
“Regulation of chemicals safety: UN Globally Harmmed System of Classification and
Labelling of Chemicals (GHS) Recommendations antbpean Regulations”, as an example of
joint work by the CIS countries in this area.

4, Quarterly reports

22. The Working Party approved the proposal bydilkegation of the Czech Republic that
quarterly reports and a yearly consolidated remtrould be drafted on preparation and
completion of technical regulations in the Europdamon. This was complemented by a
proposal by CIS countries to do the same for ttegion.

23. The Working Party requested the secretariabtopile the information it would receive
from different partners in an appropriate formad @ost it on the WP.6 website. The Working
Party nominated Mr. M. Chloupek, of the Czech @ffior Standards, Metrology and Testing, as
a Rapporteur for developments in EU countries. Belavould contact the secretariat after the
session to confirm the name of the Rapporteur lier €IS countries. Mr. Mamba, of the
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Swaziland Standards Authority, agreed after thesigesto act as coordinator for African
countries.

B. Development and update of recommendations ongalatory cooperation and
standardization policies

Documentation: ECE/TRADE/378 — UNECE Recommendations on Standatidin Policies
ECE/TRADE/C/WP.6/2008/6/Rev.1 - Final version okcBemmendation “K”
ECE/TRADE/C/WP.6/2009/8 - Proposal for revisiorR&#commendation “D”

24. In its further work revising Recommendation ;Efie Working Party decided to take into
account the proposal by Belarus for the amendnteptoposed on “Reference to Standards”
(ECE/TRADE/C/WP.6/2009/8).

25. The Working Party noted the final version oftB@mendation “K” on, “Assurance of
Conformity Assessment and Testing” (ECE/TRADE/C/®/2008/6/Rev.1), which it had
adopted at its eighteenth session, as containetieinpackage of updated recommendations
(ECE/TRADE/378).

26. A representative of the private-sector compdastlé presented a case study to illustrate
how counterfeiting could potentially impact on puctisafety and why, for this reason, increased
implementation of Recommendation “M” was highly idaisle.

VI.  REGULATORY COOPERATION

Documentation: ECE/TRADE/378 - UNECE Recommendations on Standatain Policies
ECE/TRADE/C/WP.6/2009/17 - Report of the Meeting WiP.6 Bureau,
Rapporteurs and Coordinators, “START” team and “MRRgroup,
Stockholm (27-29 May 2009)

27. The Working Party noted the report of actigtiaf its ad hoc Team of Specialists on
Standardization and Regulatory Techniques (“STARPBam) and its Advisory Group on
Market Surveillance (“MARS” Group), who had met iBtockholm in May 2009
(ECE/TRADE/C/WP.6/2009/17).

A. Regional projects
28. The Working Party invited regional organizatida provide updated information on their

regulatory cooperation activities and projectsetjuested the secretariat to include these reports
in the documentation for the next plenary session.
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B. Sectoral projects

Documentation: ECE/TRADE/C/WP.6/2009/4 - Progress report on thect@&al Initiative
on Telecom
ECE/TRADE/C/WP.6/2009/5 - Progress report on tleet@al Initiative
on Earth-Moving Machinery
ECE/TRADE/C/WP.6/2009/6 - Progress report on teet&@al Initiative on
Explosive Environments Equipment
ECE/TRADE/C/WP.6/2009/7 - Progress report on teet&@al Initiative on
Pipeline Safety

29. The Working Party presented the progress repothe Sectoral Initiative on Telecom

and discussed the continued relevance of Recomriend&”. It was observed that countries

could use the UNECE model and the Common Reguldmjgctives (CROs) that had already
been developed in different sectors, not only it aim of entering into binding agreements
but also as the basis for good legislation and gegdlatory practices.

30. Recommendation “L” could be usefully extende@xplicitly refer to current work items
in the Working Party’s programme, specifically taaslating to market surveillance.

1. Telecom Initiative

31. The Convenor of the Telecom Initiative Mr. Pofias (Telefonaktiebolaget LM
Ericsson, Swedenhoted the limited interest from member countriesapplying the CROs
adopted in 2003. For this reason, the Initiativeildcappreciate the assistance of the secretariat
in initiating a discussion about the CROs with thain producers and Governments in East
Asia.

32. In the ongoing negotiations in the World Tra&ganization (WTO) on Market Access

for Non-Agricultural Products (NAMA), two proposdisd been put forward by the EU and the
United States for overcoming Non-Tariff BarriersTBk) to trade in electronics. These included
products within the scope of the “Telecom InitiativThe proposals were closely aligned with
the CROs developed by UNECE. The Convenor presentamhcrete example of two electronic
products and highlighted the complementary aspefcthe International Model and the WTO

negotiating proposal TN/MA/W/119 (the example isaiéable on the WP.6 website). WTO

member States could therefore examine ways in wihieHJNECE Telecom Initiative could be

made more visible in the work in WTO.

33. The Working Party took note of the progressdenaby the Task Force
(ECE/TRADE/C/WP.6/2009/4). It also invited the seariat, the Rapporteur and the Task Force
to continue to promote the CROs and encouragedtgesito further implement them.

2. Earth-Moving Machinery Initiative

34. The Convenor of the Task Force on Earth-Mowfaghinery, Mr. D. Roley (ISO TC-
127 Chairman), presented the Initiative, which aahsninimizing the risks during the lifetime
of the machine and at facilitating internationabde. The Task Force supporting the
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Earthmoving Initiative had widely promoted the CRi@sChina, Russia, Chile, India and the
Republic of Korea. The CROs were broadly acceptabtegeneral enough to fit into regulatory
models in place in different countries.

35. However, it was decided in 2008 that the CR@sdrd to be revised. The proposed
revision addressed those developing countries winese in manufacturers was not sufficiently
established for a system based on Supplier Dedaraif Conformity (SDoC). For such
countries, the proposed revised CROs providedhfermtanufacturer to work with a third party
for assessment of conformity. The third-party pescevould take into account the results of
testing done by the manufacturer, so as to avarcgssary costs and duplication of effort.

36. The Working Party took note of the progress enlaylthe Sectoral Initiative, adopted the
revised CROs as proposed, as well as the terms ebérence of the Initiative
(ECE/TRADE/C/WP.6/2009/5). It also invited the seariat, the Rapporteur and the Task Force
to continue to promote the CROs and encouragedtgesiho further implement them.

3. Equipment for Explosive Atmosphere

37. The Convenor of the Sectoral Equipment for explsidmosphere, Mr. F. Lienesch,
(Physikalisch-Technische Bundesanstalt) presentpmbosal for CROs in that sector. A first
draft of the proposed CROs had been presentect tméeting of the WP.6 Bureau in Stockholm
and a revised draft had been endorsed at a meetganized by the Sectoral Initiative in
Melbourne, back to back with the annual meetingsth@d International Electrotechnical
Commission system for the certification to standafor electrical equipment for explosive
atmospheres (IECEx Scheme). This also allowedriiative to benefit from the presence of
many technical experts and other stakeholders.

38. The scope of the proposed CROs was broad asdfisd electrical and mechanical
requirements for equipment to be placed on the etavikkh a complete lifecycle approach. The
CROs provided for the safe installation of the pquent and its use in the workplace, as well as
related inspections, maintenance and repair. ThOCRad been developed with reference to
international standards and conformity assessmemtedures developed by IEC and ISO.
Internationally recognized certification schemasg;hsas IECEX, were an acceptable system for
proving compliance to the proposed CROs.

39. The Convenor proposed that the Working Partytsatnext session should consider
establishing a Standard Acceptance Group that woelldomposed by experts of countries that
had formally joined the initiative. The Group would tasked to review standards and consider
their relevance for the initiative.

40. One delegation expressed concern at the adalitemst to the industry of implementing
the IECEx scheme, a requirement that was not aguedain the European Union legislation, in
particular the ATEX directive (Appareils destinégtée utilisés en ATmospheres EXplosibles).
The delegation of Germany and the secretariat G6f pEovided reassurance that the scheme was
not unduly costly and was closely aligned with B¢ regulations.
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41. The Working Party took note of the progress enlaylthe Sectoral Initiative and adopted
the proposed CROs (ECE/TRADE/C/WP.6/2009/6). Itoalsvited the secretariat, the
Rapporteur and the Task Force to promote the CRf@seacouraged countries to implement
them. The Working Party would be informed of theedaf the next meeting of the Sectoral
Initiative, which would take place in August 201, Berlin, back to back with the annual
meetings of the IECEXx system.

4. Safety of Pipelines

42.  The representative of the Russian Union of Indaks$ts and Entrepreneurs presented the
Sectoral Initiative on Pipeline Safety. She exmdimow the initiative took as its starting point
the “Safety guidelines and good practices for pigsl’, approved in 2005 under the UNECE
Conventions on the “Transboundary Effects of IndakAccidents” and the “Protection and Use
of Transboundary Watercourses and International etak (see:
<http://www.unece.org/env/teia/water/pipeline/pipefo20safety.htm

43. The initiative under WP.6 had a much broadepscit aimed at defining a set of safety
requirements flanked by standards to be used twdge@ presumption of conformity with these
requirements. Requirements would need to be spdaiiith reference to different geographical,
climatic and morphologic conditions to provide omai protection from risk without excessive
costs. An initial proposal along these lines wdgdsent to the secretariat by April 2010.

44. The representative expressed her wish for &ase cooperation between the Pipelines
Safety initiative and the 1ISO Technical Committe dh “Materials, equipment and offshore

structures for petroleum, petrochemical and natgaal industries”. This cooperation would be
developed through contacts with the ISO memberdsodi

45, The Working Party took note of the interesbveh by delegations and of the progress
made by the Sectoral Initiative.

46. The Working Party: (@) approved the terms affenrence of the Initiative
(ECE/TRADE/C/WP.6/2009/7); (b) invited the Ministof Energy of the Russian Federation to
officially nominate a rapporteur for the Initiativand (c) requested the secretariat to circulate
initial proposals by the Coordinator, in particularcountries participating in the “North Stream”
and “South Stream” projects, and to prepare a dmlaged version of the proposal reflecting
comments received for the next meeting of the VARu@au.

47. The Working Party requested the secretariatottinue providing annual updates on the
work of all the sectoral initiatives.

VIl. REVIEW OF RECENT DEVELOPMENTS IN CONFORMITY AS SESSMENT
AND ACCREDITATION

48. The representative of ISO reported on recemtldpments under the Committee on
Conformity Assessment (ISO/CASCO). Ongoing workhis area focused on the development
and updating of a toolbox of standards and gui@e& of the working groups was developing a
guidance document that would combine and updatgiegilSO guides nos. 23, 28, 63 and 67
on product certification.
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49. Topical subjects in the Committee included:nf@jintaining the good reputation of ISO
management system standards -certification; (b) tiigemy best practice in conformity
assessment in successful sectors and seeing & #xa@mmples could be generalized; and (c)
promoting energy efficiency and sustainability. ISASCO also planned to develop an
information document on good practice in markewsillance and to organize a workshop on
risk assessment and management back to back weithetkt ISO/CASCO Plenary in November
2010. The cooperation of UNECE on these topics ddé sought to avoid duplication of
efforts.

50. The Working Party invited delegations as weltegional and international organizations
to continue an exchange of information and expeasnon conformity assessment and
accreditation

VIIl.  MARKET SURVEILLANCE

A. Updates from regional groupings and the Advisoy Group on Market
Surveillance (“MARS” Group)

Documentation: ECE/TRADE/C/WP.6/2009/9 - Report of the AdvisoryoGp on Market
Surveillance, its activities and its meeting
ECE/TRADE/C/WP.6/2009/10 — Information from the Ct® market
surveillance

51. The Working Party adopted the report of the tingeof the MARS Group, which was
held in Bratislava from 8 to 10 October 2009 (ECEADE/C/WP.6/2009/9), and presented by
the Chairperson of the MARS Group.

52 The Working Party asked the delegations to pvihe secretariat with contact
information of market surveillance authorities battthe secretariat can compile a compendium
and post it on the website. The Working Party eraged the Group to continue to promote the
implementation of Recommendation “M”.

53. The Coordinator for Liaison with Market SurveillanBodies of the Commonwealth of
Independent States (CIS Liaison Coordinator) presenrecent activities of the CIS Working
Group on Market Surveillance. The Group held regul@etings to promote cooperation and
exchange of information among market surveillangth@rities. The next meeting would take
place in Astana in May 2010. The Group set commaboripes for market surveillance
activities, and coordinated actions relating togganus and non-conforming products found on
national markets.

54. The Working Party noted the report on markevesillance activities under the auspices
of the Commonwealth of Independent States (ECE/TRAIDWP.6/2009/10). It requested the
secretariat to continue to make reports on marnketedlance activities received from Member
States available as part of the documentatiorhi®iannual session.

55. The representative of the European Commissoalled the main elements of the New
Legislative Framework (NLF), as laid out in two qolementary instruments (regulation
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765/2008/EC and decision 768/2008/EC available at:
<http://ec.europa.eu/enterprise/newapproach/indektren. The European Commission had
prepared detailed information guidelines to assismber States in fulfilling their immediate
obligations under the NLF.

56.  Additionally, the Commission would work to: (@)jgn existingacquis to the NLF; (b)
increase cooperation and sharing of informationragnuational market surveillance authorities.
Planned actions included: (@) collecting and sigarinformation about respective
responsibilities and contact details of sectorgimeal market surveillance authorities; (b)
enhancing and reorganizing the Rapid Informatioolaxge (RAPEX) system; (c) extending the
Internet-based Information and Communication SydtanMarket Surveillance (ICSMS).

57. The CIS Liaison Coordinator referred to Artiéé of Regulation 765/2008/EC, which

provided for cooperation with the competent autiesiof third countries. She asked how the
European Commission would implement this provisibime European Commission replied that
implementing provisions had not yet been developed.

B. Update on the Market Surveillance Model Initiaive

Documentation: ECE/TRADE/C/WP.6/2009/11 — Market surveillancengeal concept and
how it relates to the activities of the Working ®yar
Draft guide to the use of the General Market Sullevezte Model - (not
officially issued, but available in English and Rias at
http://www.unece.org/trade/wp6/documents/2009/wi®6 GMS_012E.pdf
http://www.unece.org/trade/wp6/documents/2009/wi®6 GMS _012R.pdf

58. The secretariat introduced ECE/TRADE/C/WP.6200, and explained how market
surveillance was a key issue not only in the wdrkhe “MARS” group, but also in that of the
sectoral initiatives active under the “START” Team.

59. The Convenor of the General Market Surveillanzael Initiative explained that the
document was not intended as a detailed handbaduato [pwovide market surveillance authorities
with general guidelines for action in relation twnAfood products.

60. The Model covered all the successive phasesnardket surveillance actions: the
preparatory phase the execution phase and theusivelphase. These phases included: (a)
defining applicable technical legislation, standardessential requirements, conformity
assessment criteria, and developing a samplingestclan; (b) carrying out all administrative
tasks, inspection and testing, in-situ sampling enfibrcement actions; (c) contacting relevant
stakeholders, updating national or regional datedagiving feedback to technical legislation
authorities and contacting media and customs aitigsor

61. The flowcharts in the document provided a Jiswarview of the three phases, and the
contribution of different stakeholders to eachham.
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62. Issues needing to be developed further incluf@dthe role of standards and technical
regulations, (b) the use of statistical technig@esthe development of sub-procedures, practical
case studies, and (d) the extension of the moddifferent sectors. More active involvement of

experts, authorities and academia was desirabiletimer developing the document.

63. The representative of the International Federabf Standards Users (IFAN) said that
the document should not provide too much detaifddrimation, because this would become
irrelevant with further technical developments. Apmesentative of Belarus proposed that
statistical methods developed for ensuring qualitgt stability of production could be adapted to
the model. These ideas would be considered in durtleveloping the document. The CIS
Liaison Coordinator informed delegations that tH8 @/orking Group on Market Surveillance

would continue its discussion of the General Madets forthcoming meetings.

64. The Working Party noted the new version of dnaft guide to the use of the General
Model and decided to endorse it as a training desumvhile continuing to improve and
promote it. The Working Party also asked the sad@dtto coordinate with the EASC secretariat
to improve the Russian translation of the document.

C. Common definitions and terminology in market suveillance

Documentation: ECE/TRADE/C/WP.6/2009/13 - Draft common definitions an
terminology in market surveillance (corrigendum)

65. The Convenor of the Initiative on Common Definitsoand Terminology in Market
Surveillance presented document ECE/TRADE/C/WP@JIZIB. He explained that the
document would be the only comprehensive glossérsnarket surveillance terms available
internationally. It would be particularly usefuledause in that area of work, terminology, and
notably the term “market surveillance”, had differeneanings in different countries and under
different regulatory frameworks.

66. A representative of Belarus commented thatdbeument should be structured into
different parts related to different areas of walrkis suggestion would be taken into account at
a later stage, when the document was being firchfizepublication.

67. The Working Party agreed that the document lehio&t developed for information, and
not for adoption as a UNECE Recommendation.

68. The Working Party encouraged delegations tad séie secretariat any definitions
contained in their national regulations, which elifd from those included in the current
document, preferably by the end of March 2010.efjuested the secretariat to incorporate
contributions from member States and regional aegdions, and to circulate a second draft of
the document for the meeting of the Bureau and “‘8TATeam scheduled for early June 2010.
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IX. METROLOGY

Documentation: ECE/TRADE/C/WP.6/2008/6/Rev.1 - Final versionRécommendation “K”

69. The representative of OIML provided an updateactivities of that Organization during
the past year. OIML worked actively with regionabjal metrology organizations to assist in
avoiding a multiplicity of requirements in thatlfieand promoting regulatory cooperation.

70. The OIML Mutual Acceptance Arrangentemias among certification bodies performing
type approval on measuring instruments. It stimdathat the members would approve each
other’'s test results in type-approval procedurdsis Twas done per category of measuring
instruments and for each category there is a deadarof mutual confidence. The basic work of
OIML is performed by its Technical Committees, whiare formed when countries decide to
harmonize their technical regulations. Increasedpecation with UNECE, to see how

Recommendation “L” could be used in this contexauld be explored.

71. Cooperation was ongoing between OIML and WEIVIEhe European Cooperation in
Legal Metrology, which developed guidance for thglementation of EU directives. OIML
Recommendations could be used to give presumpfi@ordormity with EU directives in this

field.

72.  WELMEC was currently developing risk assessnteals for market surveillance and
enforcement, and measuring instruments, while OlWas considering developing a risk
assessment model for use in the various phasegtoblogical control, which would include the
drafting of standards.

X. PROGRAMME OF WORK AND PRIORITIES OF THE WORKING PAR TY

Documentation: ECE/TRADE/C/2009/12 - Report of the third sessminthe Committee
on Trade
ECE/TRADE/C/WP.6/2009/15 - Revised table of priest
ECE/TRADE/C/WP.6/2009/16 - Evaluation of the WoxkiRarty

73. The Working Party approved the proposed changesthe table of priorities
(ECE/TRADE/C/WP.6/2009/15), including the suggessicof Belarus, Georgia, Mozambique
and Russian Federation. It requested the secitesaibthe Bureau to prepare the programme of
work for 2010-2012, taking into account the outcoofighe International Conference and the
annual session, and to present it to the WorkintyRa the next annual session.

74. The Working Party noted the results of the-se#luation exercise conducted at the
previous session (ECE/TRADE/C/WP.6/2009/16). ltesteed that the number of evaluation

forms received were insufficient for a satisfact@yaluation and encouraged delegations to
invest more time in the evaluation of the sessiomfnow on.

2 http://maa.oiml.org/
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Xl.  CAPACITY-BUILDING

Documentation: ECE/TRADE/C/WP.6/2009/18 - Aid for trade: Suppogtithe use of standards

75. The secretariat introduced document ECE/TRADER.6/2009/18. The report argued
for increased resources to be allocated to starmddi@h and regulatory cooperation within the
WTO initiative on “Aid for Trade”. This would allovdeveloping countries and countries with
economies in transition to participate as full i@y in standards development and
implementation.

76. The representative of UNITAR presented theitlitsfs experience in e-Learning on
trade-related policies. UNITAR organized onlineirtnag courses for professionals from
developing countries and economies in transitionitesfull-time work. Courses had been
attended by more than 800 professionals in the tlast years, from diverse organizations
(private companies, government administrationsiraémanks). Course completion rates had
averaged 87 per cent and participants had alsofiteshédrom online networking with other

participants.

77. The Vice-President of the European Academytand@ardization (EURAS) presented the
non-for profit organization. It provided a forumrfdiscussion primarily among academicians,
and aimed at promoting research, education andomeljinternational cooperation in
standardization.

78. There were several ways that UNECE and EURA®8dcoooperate. These included:

(a) WP.6 members could subscribe to the EURAS nwalist; (b) WP.6 could request EURAS

assistance in finding speakers for Conferencesesaadts; (c) WP.6 and EURAS could organize
joint sessions/workshops; (d) EURAS could start nearking groups on topics such as

regulatory cooperation, to which WP.6 experts cquddticipate. Finally, a new book series:
“Contributions to Standardisation Research” hachlstarted. Manuscripts for publications were
solicited from the WP.6 delegates.

79. EURAS 2010 event would be held on 1 and 2 hulyausanne, Switzerland, back to
back with the “World Standards Cooperation (WSCademic Week” organized by I1SO, IEC
and the International Telecommunication Union.

80. The representative of Mozambique requestecdsbistance of UNECE on issues related
to regulatory cooperation, standardization and @onity assessment. African countries had
weak quality infrastructure, which severely hamgdetieeir integration in international trade
networks. There was also a need to sensitize madandustry ministries about the importance
of these issues, through capacity-building eventssseminars.

81. The Convenor of the Initiative on Common Deiaris and Terminology in Market

Surveillance presented a project being developdd several external partners. The project
aimed at developing a new, advanced market suawed model. The model would be based on
an analysis of essential requirements in non-faathrtical regulations, and related product
standards. It would be supported by methods foesssg risk and measuring uncertainty, and
by existing and new sampling and statistical methmgles. He would welcome the cooperation
of WP.6, in particular in defining the needs of ker surveillance authorities, and in
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disseminating the results of the project. The Ci&sbn Coordinator, however, believed that
research should not be a priority for the “MARS0Gp, which should instead focus on issues of
immediate concern to the members.

82. Raising funds for the development of the WkaBous areas of work was proving very
difficult. Twinning between EU Member States anéghbouring countries could be explored as
one possibility for building capacity in this area.

Xll.  OTHER BUSINESS

83. The Working Party thanked the secretariat feroutreach activities, in particular the
publication “A Common Regulatory Language for Tradand Development”
(ECE/TRADE/375), the brochure, and the revampinthefWP.6 website.

84. The Working Party decided to amend the orgdiozal chart to better match the
programme of work and asked the secretariat toeissumnew version before the next annual
session.

86. The Working Party will hold its twentieth sessfrom 1 to 3 November 2010.
Xlll.  ADOPTION OF THE REPORT

87. According to established procedure, the Waylarty approved a list of decisions taken
at the current session. The secretariat was regpljeist consultation with the office bearers, to
complete the descriptive part of the report takimg account the contributions made and the
discussions held during the session.

* * * %



