31/05/12

SEPC working group call minutes and action points 

Participants: 

· Thais Linhares-Juvenal
· Clea Paz

· Helena Eriksson 

· Silje Haugland
· Leo Peskett
· Emelyne Cheney 
· Lucy Goodman

· Val Kapos

· Julia Thorley 

Action points:
· To produce a summary statement/ that clarifies the approach we are proposing, which we can send to the National Programme Working Group as a basis for discussion– we will work to have a preliminary summary produced by the 15th June; this will be finalised after the briefing from Clea . 

· Clea to brief members of the group on the National Programme Cycle and National Programme documents and handbook via a Skype call date TBC (w/c 19th June). 

· Clea to share the link to latest Programme handbook which we should be looking at. 
The discussion centred around Action point 2 from last week’s call: Thoughts on BeRT entry points in the National Programme handbook / the introduction of more text and references to the BeRT in national templates and the National Programme handbook. 
Secretariat: Raised concerns that the Policy Board decision calls for further work on the SEPC and that it therefore may not yet be appropriate to include them in Programme documents.  This is certainly the case for the BeRT, which has not yet been approved in any form.  It is up to the SEPC Working Group to take an initial decision on what is meant by ‘further work’. 

We need to review what is already in the UN-REDD programme documents, and see what else in addition is needed. In the case of the R-PP template and NPD template, these are “versions” – i.e. new docs can be produced but don’t expect to produce any new versions until 2013.  The version of the NP Handbook referred to in the document circulated before the call is not the most recent. A decision has been taken that the Handbook should only reference formally approved documents (i.e. not BeRT.

The decision about whether and how these products (especially BeRT can be referred to needs to be taken at senior (Management Group) level, not by the secretariat.  The SEPC are already referenced in the R-PP template and are included as an annex in the National Programme Handbook 

Working Group: Clarified that there is no plan to revise the SEPC, but instead to move things forward and to help to operationalise them through the production of accessory documents. Proposal is to include simple steps/ and simple questions as a risk screen in the National Programme Cycle – (none of the current steps look at social and environmental impacts). We are currently trying to clarify entry points – recognising that this needs to be clearly communicated and endorsed. It would be helpful to identify countries that are going through the first stage of planning, and who could voluntarily pilot a set of 10 questions. 

Conclusion:

 The group needs to be thoroughly briefed about the Programme Cycle and existing documents.  Following that, a useful way to proceed would be through discussions with the National Programmes Working Group.  It would be helpful to have a clear statement of what the SEPC group is proposing as a basis for those discussions.
�Or was this the Programme document template?





