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INTRODUCTION 

The Sixth Session of the Partner Advisory Committee (PAC) was held in Rome, Italy, on 6 

and 7 March 2017. The meeting was hosted by the Food and Agriculture Organization of the United 

Nations (FAO) and was attended by 16 representatives of 9 partner organizations and 4 

organizations as observer (List of Participants).  

 

1. OPENING OF THE SESSION 

1.1 At the opening, the Session was addressed by Mr René Castro, ADG, FAO and Mr Jens 

Sunde, Chair of the IBCS. Mr Castro welcomed the PAC, recognized the importance of the GFCS 

and gave an overview of FAO’s role in the GFCS. He pointed out that FAO estimates that the 

agriculture sector absorbs about 25% of the impact of climate-related disasters. Drought accounts 

for 80% of total impacts and contributes together with other hazards to the 800,000 people that 

are undernourished. Furthermore, most farmers live in developing countries and GFCS is an 

essential mechanism to reduce climate risks, strengthen adaptive capacity, improve food security, 

and sustain livelihoods. All the pillars of the GFCS are essential for food security. FAO’s main aim is 

to deliver climate services to the most vulnerable populations. The work related to capacity 

development of national and regional partners and climate services is an integral part of FAO’s 

efforts to increase the resilience of livelihoods. The technical assistance to strengthen agroclimatic 

monitoring and data collection, early warning systems, and management of agricultural systems 

are directly relevant to efforts of the GFCS. FAO will continue to be part of the GFCS through a 

number of initiatives e.g. joint GFCS projects and others. Mr Castro emphasized that this 

partnerships through the PAC should be strengthened. Finally, he thanked the attendees for their 

participation and effort under the PAC.  

1.2 Mr Sunde emphasized the importance of the GFCS. He underlined that if the PAC were to fail 

to advance the delivery of climate services, the world would see negative effects in the next 

decades. He noted that the GFCS is expected to be a framework for action, but should still be 

regarded as a framework. He recognized that there were really strong organizations sitting around 

the PAC table with priorities and a lot of resources. If everyone would manage to work together, 

the community of Members and partners, the Framework could really be strong. If the PAC utilizes 

the global framework as a common tool - a common vehicle for working together-, everyone could 

achieve more than each working separately. Mr Sunde emphasized that it was therefore important 

to work as a unity and coordinate in a way that brings value for money.  

1.3 Mr Martin Frick, FAO Director for Climate and Environment Division, joined the previous 

speaker and welcomed the participants to the meeting. 

2. APPROVAL OF THE AGENDA 

2.1 The agenda of the meeting was unanimously approved. 

3. UPDATE ON GFCS 

3.1.1 In providing updates since the last meeting of the PAC, Mr Ramasamy pointed out that PAC 

members attended the fourth meeting of the IBCS Management Committee (IBCS MC-4) that was 

held in Darmstadt, Germany from 17 to 19 October, 2016. The PAC had two new members: (i) 

European Centre for Medium Range Weather Forecast (ECMWF) and (ii) United Nations 

Educational, Scientific and Cultural Organization (UNESCO). The PAC had currently 18 members 

which were the EC, ECMWF, EUMETSAT, FAO, GWP, IFRC, IUGG, NRC, UNEP, UNESCO, UNISDR, 

UNITAR, WB, WFP, WMO, UNDP, WBSD and IRENA. Mr Ramasamy indicated that the main focus of 

the PAC was on delivering actions at the national level. He gave the examples of (i) Burkina Faso 

where CREWS resources (led by GFDRR, UNISDR and WMO) are being leveraged with a GFCS 

project funded by USAID. Here, a joint mission of the WB and WMO was undertaken to facilitate 

planning and harmonize activities; (ii) Tanzania where the GFCS Adaptation Programme funded by 

Norway is leveraged with the WISER project funded by the UK; (iii) Moldova where the Reinforcing 

http://www.wmo.int/gfcs/sites/default/files/events/Sixth%20meeting%20of%20the%20Partner%20Advisory%20Committee/List%20of%20Participants.pdf
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Weather and Climate Services Programme of the WB supports the establishment of the National 

Frameworks for Climate Services in the country; and (iv) the NRC deployments at the regional 

(ICPAC and ACMAD) and national level (Senegal and Burkina) to support regional and national 

capacities.   

3.1.2 Mr Ramasamy also highlighted the development of the White Paper on the Contribution of 

the GFCS to “Transforming our World: the 2030 Agenda for Sustainable Development (Agenda 

2030)” approved by IBCS MC-4 and the organization of a side event titled “Climate Services for 

Africa” at COP 22 in Marrakesh in November 2016 as concrete activities implemented by the PAC.  

3.1.3 The PAC was informed that the IBCS MC-4 adopted what was originally called “The 

Operational and Resource Plan (2016-2018) but is now called “Priority Needs for the 

Operationalization of the GFCS (2016-2018)”. The activities contained therein are essential for 

enabling the effective development and application of climate services in support decision making. 

Partners were encouraged to explore the increasing financing opportunities for climate service 

activities through the GFCS and other initiatives. Joint planning of priority activities remains critical 

for achieving improved outcomes. Participants agreed that there was a need to develop a summary 

of the document “Priority Needs for the Operationalization of the GFCS for the period 2016-2018”. 

NRC volunteered to draft a summary of the document. In addition, it was also agreed that resource 

mobilization efforts currently being undertaken under the GFCS, should take into account initiatives 

such as the INTRA-ACP Programme which has earmarked 85 million Euro for climate services in 

Africa, Caribbean and the Pacific, while at the same time identifying components that will be 

directly implemented through GFCS for which resources have yet to be identified.  

3.1.4 In addition, the Monitoring and Evaluation process and criteria for the implementation of the 

GFCS were adopted. Partners were requested to use the process and criteria to monitor climate 

services. 

3.1.5 The framework for the Mid-term review of GFCS was also adopted. The purpose of the 

review is to assess progress in the implementation of the GFCS as well as approaches and 

developments in the further evolution of the GFCS to help in providing guidance on how to improve 

its implementation and measure success of the activities implemented so far. Recommendations for 

future implementation and lessons, which can inform further implementation, will be captured by 

the review. In this regard, a specific recommendation could relate to the role of PAC as an advisory 

body to IBCS, in view of the implementation role that PAC members are currently playing. Given 

the important role the PAC could play in the review process, PAC members were requested to 

actively contribute and provide input to the review. The University of Arizona was selected to 

conduct the mid-term review and will produce a methodology and outline for the review for the 

consideration of an informal meeting of the IBCS Management Committee on 13 May 2017 at the 

margins of the WMO Executive Council. The final outcomes of the review will be available for the 

consideration of the next meeting of the management committee, which will be held at ECMWF, 

Reading, UK on 19 and 20 October 2017. 

3.1.6 Finally, the meeting was informed that the IBCS Management Committee agreed that the 

Energy Exemplar should be widely distributed to support implementation of climate services for 

energy. 

3.2 Operationalization of the Climate Services Information System, including linkage 

with the Copernicus Climate Change Services (C3S) 

3.2.1 The Climate Services Information System (CSIS) is one of the five pillars of the GFCS. It will 

ensure a seamless continuum of analysis from historical and past climate data to monitoring of 

present climate and predictions into the future for decision support. The analysis and prediction 

capability needs to be complemented with effective service delivery at the country level since a lot 

of information exists but does not get to the users in the most appropriate and effective way. At 
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the same time there is a big demand for information in a policy context (e.g. Paris Agreement), 

which needs to be specifically tailored for the purpose.  

3.2.2 To support an effective CSIS, there is need of data rescue and digitization, climate data 

base management systems, observational data (and re-analysis) and forecasting systems. Not all 

that information should or would be generated at the country level. Countries rely on global and 

regional forecasts as well and climate change projections to derive products and services for their 

users. Currently there are various programmes which provide severe weather and flood forecasts, 

seasonal to sub-seasonal forecasts, near term climate predictions and climate change predictions 

for planning applications. In terms of products, a rich environment exists: there are hazard 

analyses, flood warnings, drought monitoring, estimate of probability and thresholds for hazardous 

events that are important for agriculture and food security, DRR, energy, health, water and others. 

Many of the agencies that are members of the PAC (e.g. FAO, WFP and WMO) are working on such 

products. The PAC can tap into the available capabilities among its members to promote 

systematic, effective and uniform delivery of the vast amount of products and services to the 

countries in need.  

3.2.3 The CSIS could benefit and support Copernicus, a European Union programme aimed at 

contributing to the operational monitoring of climate and the detection of global climatic changes. 

Copernicus has six services, one of which is the Copernicus Climate Change Services (C3S) that 

intends to provide easy access to climate data and tools to make the best use of these data. 

Currently the focus of C3S is European and global. It includes a global monthly multi-model 

seasonal forecast on the 15th of the month and a sectoral information system, which tailors the 

system to different economic sectors e.g. agriculture and health. There is a strong focus on quality 

assurance, as well as communication and outreach, which includes training. A White Paper was 

developed to articulate the linkage and areas of cooperation between the CSIS and C3S.  

3.3 GFCS HelpDesk 

3.3.1 The meeting was provided with information about the plans for the development of a 

HelpDesk for the GFCS intended to be a platform that outlines examples of climate service 

products, use, and results to transfer lessons from existing activities, identify standard approaches, 

and provide guidance on national climate service frameworks and governance arrangements to 

help catalyse the mainstreaming of climate services.    

3.3.2 The meeting was informed of a scoping workshop to be held in Offenbach and facilitated by 

the German Weather Service. It was originally scheduled for 24-25 April 2017 (the new dates are 

19-20 June). PAC members were invited to the meeting. The role of partners in support of the 

HelpDesk could be that of documenting good practices and experiences as they have implemented 

various activities from which good lessons could be drawn. The PAC could also help identify key 

information/knowledge gaps that the Helpdesk could serve to fill.   

3.3.3 The meeting noted that the HelpDesk should not be used as a coordination mechanism or 

platform, but as a platform for sharing information and lessons learned.  

Action points 

 Summary of the Priority Needs for the Operationalization of the GFCS for the period 2016-

2018 to be developed. NRC volunteered to contribute to the drafting of the summary 

document; 

 PAC members to actively contribute and provide input to the mid-term review of the GFCS; 

and  

 PAC members to actively contribute to the design of the GFCS Helpdesk. 

4. PAC COUNTRY UPDATES 

4.1 A project mapping exercise was carried out prior to the meeting to provide an update on 

projects that are underway in the PAC countries. The mapping identified additional projects in the 
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countries as shown here. In addition, a mapping of current activities and volume of investments on 

adaptation was also conducted to better understand the situation on the ground. The mapping 

identified more than 273 projects with a total investment of more than USD 8 billion as shown 

here.  

4.2 Specific updates for each of the PAC focus countries were provided by partners taking the 

lead in each of the countries. In the discussions that followed, partners highlighted the importance 

of ensuring sustainability in the activities supported at national level. Sustainability could be 

achieved by focusing on priorities set by the countries themselves so as to enhance ownership. In 

this regard, activities should be framed on the basis of the needs expressed in the NDCs, NAPs and 

other strategic documents of the countries. Partners recognized the need for joint activities and 

projects at national level as well as greater coordination among the partners and the fact that it 

takes years to have an effective system that is able to demonstrate the benefits of investments. 

Linkages with appropriate structures such as Ministries of Finance and other relevant ministries 

were seen as critical to motivate support for the sustainability of activities. 

4.3 The meeting noted that there are prerequisites for getting much more synergy out of the 

actions of the partners at national level. A masterplan for climate services or some kind of 

coordination at the country level led by the government is needed to steer inputs into the master 

plan. National efforts must be supported by strengthening the management capacity, below the 

director level, to ensure continuity of strategies and activities. The meeting also noted the need of 

working together at the regional level on issues that can be transboundary in nature. 

Action points 

 Analyze the NDC and NAPs of the PAC focus countries to inform support to countries and 

development of proposals; 

 Developments in PAC countries to be followed by the lead partners in each country as 

agreed at by the 4th PAC meeting. 

5. OPPORTUNITIES FOR COLLABORATION 

5.1 Priority Needs for the Operationalization of the GFCS 

5.1.1 The PAC was provided with an overview of the document “The Priority Needs for the 

Operationalization of the GFCS for the period 2016 -2018”, which provides the priority activities 

that need to be carried out to advance implementation of the GFCS, on the basis of which concrete 

support and contribution by partner agencies should be based. The activities in it align the 

contributions of the GFCS partners in order to provide planning, technical advisory and coordination 

services to major on-going climate services investment projects. 

This document is intended: (a) To focus on key strategic priorities in order to ensure that work is 

building on earlier success and making meaningful and sustained progress towards the GFCS 

vision; (b) To communicate the strategic priorities for climate service development to 

governments, donors, academics, the public, and other interested parties; (c) To guide necessary 

investment strategies and decisions to fund the prioritized activities needed for the Framework to 

meet its intended goals; and (d) To provide a basis for monitoring and evaluating progress on key 

elements of the Framework. 

5.1.2 Three strategic objectives are set out within the document. The first is ‘Priority Applications’ 

to improve decision-making in climate-sensitive areas through the development and application of 

climate services in the five climate-sensitive GFCS priority areas (Agriculture and Food Security, 

Water Resources, Human Health, Disaster Risk Reduction and Energy). The second objective is ‘The 

Bridge’ – which connects user needs with climate services through sustained engagement 

mechanisms to ensure user-driven service delivery. Particular attention is placed on strengthening 

and sustaining national, regional, and global coordination to improve the current delivery of 

services in order to foster effective user engagement and improve the response through the 

http://www.wmo.int/gfcs/node/1025
http://www.wmo.int/gfcs/sites/default/files/PAC-6-INF-5-2-Project%20Mapping.pdf
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establishment and support of national dialogues on climate services and frameworks for climate 

services. The third strategic objective relates to the ‘Foundational Pillars’ which are to enhance core 

technical and scientific capabilities in support of user-driven climate services. This objective aligns 

with the core Foundational Pillars of the GFCS itself and emphasizes the scientific and capacity 

needs required to ensure that the development and delivery of climate services are based on 

sustained observing systems, cutting edge research and prediction systems, effective platforms for 

knowledge transfer, and capacity development for climate information providers.  

5.1.3 The PAC was also provided with an update on the 5th International Conference on Climate 

Services (ICCS 5) held from 27 February to 3 March 2017 in Cape Town, South Africa. The ICCS is 

an informal process, more academic, but one that brings together a number of key climate services 

stakeholders, e.g. WB, DFID, USAID, UK Met. There were a lot of rich discussions and some 

messages which the PAC should reflect upon. In particular, the GFCS and national frameworks 

were mentioned, but there was a general call for more coordination and bringing together lessons 

learned across the different activities. ICCS5 stressed the need for developing common metrics to 

show progress and communicate value added by climate services, and to quantify the returns from 

climate services investments. As there is not yet an established place for sharing lessons learned 

on climate services implementation, the call of ICCS5 offers a huge opportunity for the GFCS 

HelpDesk. There was also mention of the opportunity offered by refocusing communications from 

the GFCS Office as regards the role of GFCS as a framework as an enabler of better implementation 

across the growing climate services community.  

5.1.4 The PAC noted that additional coordination would be required for the operation of the GFCS 

to ensure information sharing, including lessons learned and good practices, together with joint 

planning and implementation of activities. The PAC agreed on the creation of sub-groups to support 

implementation in the priority areas. The sub-groups should look at ongoing activities that relate to 

the activities outlined in the Priority Needs Document in the priority countries and identify current 

needs and gaps that could inform the development of specific project proposals or investment 

opportunities. The sub-groups would focus on the PAC priority countries to the extent possible, but 

as information on other countries where these activities are already going would be useful, these 

should also be included. The sub-group leaders were agreed as follows: 

 Agriculture and food security: Selvaraju Ramasamy (FAO); 

 DRR: Tessa Kelly (IFRC) and John Haring (CREWS Office); 

 Heath: Marina Maiero (WHO) and Joy Guillemot (WMO/WHO Joint Office); 

 Water: Anil Mishra (UNESCO) and Frederik Pischke (GWP/WMO);  

 Energy: Maxx Dilley (WMO).  

5.1.5 In view of the potential support of PAC to the operation of the GFCS, the meeting discussed 

the role of PAC vis-à-vis the Green Climate Fund. The meeting welcomed the idea of developing 

joint proposals which would be important to improve coordination. However, the meeting noted 

that in its capacity as advisory to the IBCS, the development of proposals is currently not included 

in the ToRs of PAC. Two approaches by which the PAC might become involved in fund-raising 

activities were identified: (1) direct involvement: members around the table getting together and 

apply to the GCF, but the proposals should always complement the GFCS; (2) indirect: coordinate 

the use of existing funds to avoid duplication and maximize the benefit of resources. GCF proposals 

could be used to kick-start actions in PAC countries where no action has been taken so far, e.g. 

Dominica. At the same time, it was recalled that there are 70 countries without effective climate 

services in which the GFCS should try to enhance capacity development. It was agreed that 

structuring the proposals along the GFCS priorities is more feasible than having priorities under the 

pillars.  

5.1.6 The meeting was updated on GCF proposals currently being developed by FAO, WMO, the 

World Bank and other partners.  
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Action points 

 Under the leadership of FAO the PAC to develop a proposal for readiness support covering 

four countries (Kenya, Uganda, South Africa, Bolivia and Peru); 

 Analyze the NDC and NAPs of the PAC focus countries to inform development of proposals; 

 A 1-page summary on GFCS relevant discussions at the ICCS5 should be developed (by 

Erica, GFCS Office) and communicated when the official outcome document has been 

published. 

5.2 Funding opportunities 

5.2.1 The PAC was provided with an overview of the current funding streams that are of relevance 

to the GFFS, as follows: 

 The European Commission through its Research and Innovation Directorate is supporting 

climate research through Horizon 2020 which is open for application by EU member states 

and their overseas territories. Non EU countries are also entitled for funding. The core 

funding instruments are Research and Innovation Actions (80/20) ~10-15 million Euro; 

Innovation Actions (20/80) ~4-7 million Euro; and Other (e.g., Coordination Support 

Actions) ~2-4 million Euro. Under these instruments three EU member states or three 

associated countries can form a group and apply together including even country pairing 

across continents. For example Norway could coordinate a call with Myanmar, Vietnam and 

Bangladesh. However, there are limitations as to which topics of work will be available for 

funding. For 2018 the topics that are available for funding include Climate Services for 

Africa and Climate and Hunger Migration. The 2019 topics include Climate Impacts on 

Human Health and the European Dimension of Climate Change. The topics for 2020 have 

yet to be drafted. In 2020, there will be extra funding allocated and there is potential for 

PAC to be included in the agenda setting. The countries the PAC is working with can apply 

for these funds. It is important to note that any proposal under Climate Services for Africa 

must relate to what GFCS is doing and add value to it. 

 INTRA-ACP GFCS project supported under EDF 11 with 85 million Euros of earmarked funds. 

Funding decisions will be based on the results of the formulation study which is underway. 

The strategy of the programme is to contribute to strengthened production, availability, 

delivery and applications of science-based climate prediction and services. It is expected to 

improve the quality and quantity of regional climate prediction and services offered by ACP 

Regional climate centres and hydromet organisations for four climate-sensitive sectors, 

namely agriculture and food security, health, water and disasters. Furthermore, it is 

expected that ACP Regional climate centres will be designated/certified as WMO RCC and 

recognised as centre of excellence by ACP countries and other regional partners  

 The Climate Risk and Early Warning System (CREWS) initiative is aiming to significantly 

increase access to early warning systems and risk information so as to protect lives and 

livelihoods in LDCs and SIDS. GFCS and CREWS are aligned and coherent programmatically 

and institutionally, as the ongoing work under the CREWS initiative contributes to advancing 

three GFCS objectives. GFCS is recognized in the CREWS Investment Plan, and aligned in 

country projects. Therefore, GFCS and CREWS provide partners with options to align their 

investment instruments with the needs of recipient countries.  CREWS programmes 

approved for implementation include those in  Burkina Faso, Mali, DRC, Pacific SIDS and the 

organization of an international conference on Multi-Hazard Early Warning Systems (IC-

MHEWS) in Cancun, Mexico as part of the Global Platform on DRR. Programmes under 

development include those in Papua New Guinea, Niger and the monitoring and surveying of 

MHEWS for LDCs/SIDS. Finally, new programmes in the pipeline (as per investment plan) 

include those in Chad, Ethiopia, Madagascar, Myanmar, Senegal and Uganda. So far the 

CREWS initiative has US$15 million committed plus an additional US$7 million contributed 

by Canada. The initiative may help leveraging further financing at a later stage. One 

particularity of CREWS is that it is unable to support activities on energy as it has a 

humanitarian focus. 
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5.3 Improving coordination of activities and investments 

5.3.1 As mentioned under 5.2 above, the GFCS facilitates the development of proposals to 

advance implementation of the activities contained in the document “Priority Needs for the 

Operationalization of the GFCS for the period 2016-2018”. Partners therefore pointed out the need 

to avoid potential conflicts with fundraising initiatives of individual partners, through a more 

effective coordination role of the GFCS which should act as framework and facilitate actions to scale 

up climate services. For example, the intention is that an expert deployed by the GFCS through the 

Norwegian Refugee Council in Burkina work in tandem with a project manager from CREWS, thus  

offering an opportunity to bring together the entities in a more formal way, such as a “mini” PAC 

meeting that could be led by the government. Partner participation should also be strengthened in 

other countries such as Bhutan, Dominica, Moldova, Papua New Guinea and Tanzania. Coordination 

at national level led by the government should be emphasized with overall coordination led by the 

GFCS office.  

5.4 The role of the PAC 

5.4.1 The meeting was informed that the meeting of the Management Committee in Darmstadt 

appreciated the involvement of PAC in the implementation of GFCS activities and confirmed that 

PAC is a key stakeholder in advancing the GFCS. However, the advisory role of the PAC agreed by 

the IBCS does not correspond to the realities of today. The PAC is playing a more technical role and 

contributing to a substantial amount of activities. In order to reflect these developments in the 

ToRs of the PAC, the following amendments were proposed by the PAC members for the 

consideration of the informal meeting of the Management Committee of the IBCS to be held on 13 

May 2017: 

 Add ‘promote coordination of activities among its members’ in  the “chapeau” of the text of 

number 1 of the current ToR; 

 Add the following new paragraph after c): d) Coordinate efforts among members to 

incorporate the measures that are needed to implement the GFCS in their projects and 

programmes, including joint activities, among its members’.  

5.4.2 Participants stressed that focus should be put on having a common understanding of what it 

means to be part of PAC with a view to strengthen the engagement of existing members rather 

than enlarging the PAC membership. The meeting noted that funding is essential in order to move 

faster and improve coordination of activities among existing members. 

6. PAC WORKPLAN FOR 2017 

6.1 For 2017, the PAC agreed to include the following actions in its workplan: 

 

 Facilitation of national coordination: The coordination is expected to show concrete results 

of the actions of the PAC and should be implemented in Burkina Faso with deployment of 

the NRC expert and CREWS project manager, in Moldova with the World Bank taking the 

lead in facilitating the establishment of the national framework, in Tanzania as part of the 

GFCS Adaptation Programme in Africa, and in Papa New Guinea as part of CREWS activities. 

 Establishment of Subgroups: The sub-groups would identify activities under the Priority 

Needs for the Operationalization of the GFCS, the activities themselves being currently 

undertaken under the priority areas in the PAC focus countries. The composition of the sub-

groups is as follows:  

 Agriculture and food security: Selvaraju Ramasamy (FAO); 

 DRR: Tessa Kelly (IFRC) and John Harding (CREWS Office); 

 Heath: Marina Maiero (WHO) and Joy Guillemot (WMO/WHO Joint Office); 

 Water: Anil Mishra (UNESCO) and Frederik Pischke (GWP/WMO) 

 Energy: Maxx Dilley (WMO).  
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 Proposal to the Green Climate Fund: Under the leadership of FAO, a proposal should be 

developed for readiness support to cover Kenya, Uganda, South Africa, Bolivia and Peru. 

Additional proposals beyond the PAC countries could be developed with the involvement of 

PAC members.  

 Production of a summary of the priority needs: The GFCS Office, with the support 

volunteered by NRC. should prepare the summary. 

 Development of a resource mobilization document. The GFCS Office shall prepare a resource 

mobilization document to promote the Priority Needs for the Operationalization of the GFCS 

for the period 2016-2018, which once printed should be distributed to partners with a 

covering letter to support implementation. 

 Help Desk: knowledge management, lessons learned and good practices: PAC members are 

invited to attend the meeting in Offenbach and contribute lessons learned and good 

practices. 

 Establishment of a committee to support the PAC chair and co-chair in planning and 

preparations of PAC meetings: The committee is comprised of Erica Allis, Tessa Kelly and 

Joy Guillemot. 

 Involvement in COP 23: PAC involvement in activities at COP 23 should be discussed at the 

next PAC meeting.   

8. DATE OF THE NEXT MEETING 

 The data of the next meeting of the PAC will be agreed by correspondence. June was 

proposed as an appropriate timeframe to hold the meeting focusing on the mid-term review. The 

timing will be determined via email. Possibilities are the weeks of 19 – 23 June 2017 and 26-30 

June 2017 (TBD). 

9. ANY OTHER BUSINESS 

No other business was discussed and the meeting closed at 16:30 on the 7 March 2017. 

_________________ 

 


