	ITG4
	Interim Task Group 4 (ITG4) - Stakeholder engagement.

Background:

As agreed at the first SR WG meeting, ITG4 will:
· Explore stakeholder identification/engagement/communication and make suggestions on how these issues might be reflected in a design specification and how these issues might be worked on thereafter.

Interim Leadership:

Convenor: Mr. Simon Zadek, UK (NGO)

Co-convenor: Mr. Paul Kapelus, AICC, South Africa (D-Liaison NGO)

Co-convenor: Mr. Ernesto Bächtold, Mexico (Industry)

Secretary: Ms. Irit Keynan, Israel (Others – Academic)

Co-secretary: Dr. Anthony Miller, UNCTAD (Liaison)

Summary of current work:

Recently, a document provided was circulated to ITG4 that encourages ITG4 members to:

· clarify definitions (e.g. of stakeholder);

· propose to the WG how this element might be handled in the design specification (e.g. in one or several places); and

· how the element might be worked on going forward after Thailand.

ITG4 members were reminded that all of these aspects need to take careful account of the contents of the existing documentation related to the ISO SR work item.  In addition, experts are invited to offer up additional documents that they consider relevant to the work.  
Please note the ANSI proposal for a design specification developed at the February 23, 2005 meeting of interested US parties.

Schedule:

· June 10: The Drafting Group of ITG4 will submit a draft document to the Membership of ITG4.  This draft document will seek to address the central tasks assigned to ITG4, i.e. the exploration of issues related to stakeholder identification, engagement and communication.  This initial document will be a working draft only, and intended to be the basis for comments from the entire Membership of ITG4.

· June 10 - June 24: The Membership of ITG4 will have two weeks to review the draft document and submit comments back to the Drafting Group.

· June 24 - June 30: It will be the responsibility of the Drafting Group to incorporate the views of the Membership in a revised draft document.  We will highlight areas of consensus, areas where there is a lack of consensus, and other areas where further work would need to be done.

· June 30: The Drafting Group of ITG4 will submit a revised draft to the ISO Secretariat, for subsequent submission to the entire ISO WG SR.



	ITG5
	Interim Task Group 5 (ITG5) - Core context.

Background:

As agreed at the first SR WG meeting, ITG5 will:
· Explore social responsibility core context: issues, definitions, principles (differing types), interface of organization and society and make suggestions on how these issues might be reflected in a design specification and how these issues might be worked on thereafter.

Interim Leadership:

Convenor: Dr. Kernaghan Webb (Government)

Co-convenor: Ms. Adriana Alonzo, Colombia (Others – National Standards Body)

Co-convenor: Mr. Thierry Dedieu, France (Labour)

Co-Secretary: Mr. Michael Chiam, Malaysia (Industry)

Co-secretary: Mr. Darryl Neate, Canada (Others – National Standards Body)

Summary of current work:

At this time, a drafting group has been established within ITG5, and ANSI is included on this group.  
Please note the ANSI proposal for a design specification developed at the February 23, 2005 meeting of interested US parties.

Schedule:

· The ITG 5 leadership will circulate a document for comments to all ITG 5 members by May 31.  This document has not yet been received.
· The ITG 5 leadership will then re-collate all inputs, and submit the resultant document to the full ITG 5 experts in the first week of June, for their comments, by the end of the second week of June. 

· The ITG 5 leadership will then collate all the comments from ITG 5 members and re-submit them to the full ITG 5 experts by end of the third week of June for their final comments.

· At the end of June, ITG 5 will submit the issues paper to the WG leadership, for distribution to the full WG for comments.



	ITG6
	Interim Task Group 6 (ITG6) – How.

Background:

As agreed at the first SR WG meeting, ITG6 will:
· Explore what it would look like for the standard to address (e.g., what wording might be used)/Guidance appropriate for all organizations to understand and apply the SR core context/Guidance appropriate for specific kinds of organizations.

· Make suggestions on how these issues might be reflected in a design specification and how these issues might be worked on thereafter.

Interim Leadership:

Convenor: Mr. Yang Zeshi, China (Government)

Co-convenor: Ms. Anabela Vaz Ribeiro, Portugal (Industry)

Secretary: Dr. Joseph Wieland, Germany (Others – Academic)

Co-secretary: Ms. Veronica Yaji, Nigeria (Others – National Standards Body)/

Ms. Dineo Shilenge, South Africa (Others – National Standards Body) (alternates)

Summary of current work:

To date a lengthy email consultation has occurred within ITG6 on whether or not the SR standard should resemble, in terms of structure, format and text, the existing ISO management system standards, or whether it should simply take them into consideration among many other source documents.

When considering how we may wish to respond, we should be reminded of the following ANSI comments developed at our February 23, 2005 meeting which have already been submitted to the ISO/TMB SR WG:

Sections 5 & 6 of the proposed structure for the ISO SR guidance standard clearly represent the structure of a management system standard, which is contrary to the general consensus of the AG, the Stockholm conference and the ISO/TMB's decisions resulting from the AG and the conference.  Indeed, the ISO/TMB discussed and agreed in developing the NWIP that this document will not be a new ISO MSS and therefore, no ISO Guide 72 justification study was necessary to accompany the NWIP.  Many ISO members voted on this proposal understanding that it did not represent a new ISO MSS.

In addition, the ANSI representative on the ISO/TMB provides the following clarification:

There can be no doubt that the ISO/TMB did decide that all existing and relevant work should be taken into account.  However, the words "this work needs to be carried out in an innovative manner," in ISO/TMB Resolution 35/2004 refers to both:

· the fact that the SR WG will have specific operations and procedures to reflect its stakeholder dynamics, and also 

· that the SR standard should be free and flexible in terms of structure, format or presentation in order to best address the subject of SR, without being constrained to the structure, format or presentation of existing ISO standards, MSS or otherwise.

Please note the ANSI proposal for a design specification developed at the February 23, 2005 meeting of interested US parties.

Schedule:

A specific schedule for the completion of ITG6 work over the course of the month of June 2005 has not been communicated to the ITG.




