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25th IPA Council Meeting  

Sunday, June 19, 2016, 09:00 – 16:00  
Place: Kongresshotel Potsdam am Templiner See 
meeting room 0.214, Potsdam, Germany 

 

Minutes 

 

PARTICIPANTS  

IPA Executive Committee (EC) members: Antoni Lewkowicz (President), Hanne 

Christiansen (Vice-President), Vladimir Romanovsky (Vice-President), Dmitry 
Sergeev (EC member), Lothar Schrott (EC member), Ma Wei (EC member), Karina 

Schollän (Executive Director), Sarah Strand (incoming Executive Director) 
 

Council members: 

Argentina: Dario Trombotto 
Austria: Andreas Kellerer-Pirklbauer 

Canada: Sharon Smith 
China: Huijun Jin 

Denmark: Thomas Ingeman-Nielsen 
France: François Costard 
Germany: Michael Krautblatter and Hans-Wolfgang Hubberten (alternate) 

Iceland: Halldor Johansson 

Japan: Mamoru Ishikawa 

Mongolia: Yamkhin Jambaljav 
Netherlands: Ko van Huissteden 
New Zealand: Megan Balks 

Norway: Bernd Etzelmüller (alternate for Arne Instanes) 
Poland: Rajmund Przybylak 

Portugal: Gonçalo Vieira 
Romania: Petru Urdea 
South Korea: Yoo Kyung Lee 

Sweden: Gustaf Hugelius 
Switzerland: Reynald Delaloye 

United Kingdom: Julian Murton 
USA: Tom Krzewinski and Fritz Nelson (alternate) 

 
South Africa (non-voting adhering body): Ian Meiklejohn 
 

Council members were not present from Finland, Italy, Kyrgyzstan, Russia or Spain 
when the meeting commenced. 

Other participants and observers, present at the beginning of the meeting: 

International 
Permafrost 
Association 
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George Tanski 

Qingbai Wu 
Fujun Niu 

Yanhei Wu 
Britta Sannel 

Isabelle Gärtner-Roer 
Mark Waldrop 
Ed Yarmak 

Chris Burn 
Anna Klene 

Gerlis Fugmann 
J. Otto Habeck 
Mathias Ulrich 

Boris Biskaborn 
Hugues Lantuit 

 

1. Opening 
 

1.1. Welcome and practical information 

IPA President Antoni Lewkowicz opened the meeting. 
1.2. Introduction of Country Representatives, proxies, and observers 

Those in the room introduced themselves and their role. 
1.3. Acceptance of agenda 

The agenda was accepted. 

1.4. Review and approval of the Minutes of the 24th Council Meeting (June 18, 

2014 in Évora, Portugal) 

The Minutes were accepted unanimously. 

 

2. Reports on achievements and future plans 
 

2.1. Selected IPA-funded Action Groups 

During this section of the meeting, Antoni Lewkowicz explained the scope of 
Action Groups, their products, and how their funding works. Action Groups 

are meant to improve international cooperation, but do not directly fund 
research. 

2.1.1. A Frozen-Ground cartoon: explaining international permafrost research 

using comic strips (presented by Frederic Bouchard) 

This group started in early 2016 and is a scientific outreach project 

specifically aimed at attracting young scientists. Two artists (Noémie 
Ross from Canada and Heta Nääs from Finland) were chosen from 50 
applicants to produce the cartoons. This group produced a poster for 

ICOP and has been able to use their IPA support to leverage some 
other funding and general support/interest. 

2.1.2. The Yedoma Region: A Synthesis of Circum-Arctic Distribution and 

Thickness (presented by Jens Strauss) 

This group aims to quantify Yedoma distribution and thickness. They 

have made a preliminary map and will submit a synthesis paper after 
ICOP. This group hosted both poster and oral sessions at ICOP. The 

Yedoma Region group hopes to further improve their map and create 
a WebGIS with zooming capability, in addition to a public online 

database. The next steps for this group are finalizing and publishing the 
map and opening the database to the public (at the time of ICOP, it 
was still closed).  
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2.2. PYRN 

Around summer 2016, PYRN had ~1000 registered members and about 25% of 

those were considered active users. The group completed a census and 
learned that the most members come from Russia, the USA, Canada, and 
Germany, and are currently pursuing a PhD or Postdoc. PYRN has prioritized 

collaboration with other groups/organizations (e.g. APECS) and has 
modernized their website; they are also trying to be more active on social 

media platforms. PYRN helped put on the 2016 ICOP Young Researcher’s 
Workshop, which was a large effort and well attended. PYRN hopes to build 
its regional networks in North America and East Asia. The IPA has budgeted 

1500 Euros of fixed funding for PYRN annually.  
 

3. ICOP Report 
 

3.1. Report from Hans-Wolfgang Hubberten 

ICOP 2016 had more participants than expected; at the time of the 25th 

Council Meeting there were 754 paid and registered attendees, with the 
largest national group coming from Germany (156 participants). 95 

participants came from the USA, 91 came from Russia, 67 came from 
Canada, and 63 from China. There were attendees from 40 countries, and 
almost 1000 abstracts were submitted. A book of Proceedings was not 

produced, and instead a PDF of the abstracts was provided on a USB stick to 
participants. School teachers and artists were present to contribute to the 

education and outreach component of the conference. For the first time, 
there was a policy symposium as part of the conference. The social events 

(e.g. football match and boat banquet) were also popular. 
 

4. President’s Report 
 

4.1. Overview of activities in relation to the IPA Strategic Plan 

The year preceding ICOP made it clear how necessary continuous 
Secretariat support is for the IPA. Karina Schollän went on maternity leave 

starting during summer 2015, so Stefanie Weege was hired as an intern for the 
IPA – this was an unexpected expense and required extra coordination. 

Luckily, the future IPA budget will remain similar to the past years since 
Secretariat funding has been acquired from The Research Council of Norway 
through 2019. This means the Secretariat will move to The University Centre in 

Svalbard (Longyearbyen) from AWI (Potsdam), where it has been based for 
the past 8 years. Sarah Strand will transition into the role of Executive Director 

as Karina finishes during autumn 2016. In general, the IPA is in good financial 
shape, and currently an increase in membership fees is not suggested. More 

than 50% of the IPA’s incoming funds are generated from conference fees. 
Significant funding is saved by digitally distributing Frozen Ground and the 
Country Reports. 

 
It is suggested that the current 2010-2016 strategic plan is extended for 2 or 4 

more years since things are functioning at present and certain goals can still 
be realized.  

 
Goals achieved: In the past years, funded Action Groups have been 
created, Working Groups have been replaced by permanent Interest 

Groups, individual membership has been developed, and the Education and 
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Outreach Standing Committee has been created. The Data Management 

Standing Committee grew into GTN-P, which has been quite successful. A 
discounted meeting registration rate for IPA members at IPA conferences 

hopefully entices individuals to become paying members. The IPA 
collaborates with The International Association of Geomorphologists (IAG) to 

sponsor early career researcher attendance at meetings; ideally this 
relationship could be expanded to other organizations.  
 

Goals not yet achieved: In the coming years, the IPA should help facilitate 
better organization between and within the Adhering Bodies, and should 

regularly consider the Adhering Body fees and how they are paid. The IPA 
should consider making ICOP (and RCOP) guidelines regarding the 
conference organization time-plan, scheduling within the conference, and 

content of specific events/sessions. In the future, the IPA and its Action 
Groups should seek more outside funding to supplement activities where the 

IPA has already invested. 
 

4.2. IPA Lifetime Achievement Award 

4.2.1. Announcement 

It was announced that the 4th Lifetime Achievement Award would be 

given to Hugh French at the ICOP 2016 Opening Ceremony. Hugh 
French founded the journal “Permafrost and Periglacial Processes” 

(PPP) and is a former IPA president.  
4.2.2. Executive Committee proposal for amendments to the administration 

and conditions of the IPA Lifetime Achievement Award (for discussion 

and vote) 

It is proposed that nominations for the Lifetime Achievement award can 
be made by the home Adhering Body of the nominee, as long as there 

is support by at least one other adhering body. The nominee must have 
a lifetime CV and the winner should have their conference and 

banquet fees covered as some recipients may not be directly 
supported by an institution if they are retired. If necessary, the IPA 

should also consider providing travel support. Sharon Smith (Rep. 
Canada) suggests there must be support from at least two other 
adhering bodies, not just one. The main (original) proposal is 

unanimously approved, and the amendment suggested by Sharon 
Smith (Rep. Canada) (which requires the support of two adhering 

bodies if a nominee is nominated by their home adhering body) is 
moved by Sharon Smith (Rep. Canada) and seconded by Bernd 
Etzelmüller (Rep. Norway). All Adhering Bodies voted yes on this 

amendment, except for the Netherlands, which abstained.  
 

4.3. Executive Committee proposal for amendments to the IPA Constitution and 

Bylaws (for discussion and potentially voting) 

The EC is proposing changes to the IPA Constitution and Bylaws (presented to 

the Council in Document 4) 
 

Antoni Lewkowicz described the amendments to the IPA Constitution and 
Bylaws, and explained that since the materials were not circulated far 

enough in advance, there must be an official electronic vote in the coming 
months, in addition to the meeting vote. He then highlighted the changes: 
Action Groups have been created, the objectives have been reordered, the 

wording allows for more regional conferences (but does not require them), 
voting procedures have been clarified, the awards process has been better 
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defined, and gender of the EC is considered. Hugues Lantuit pointed out that 

the EC was not necessarily in 100% agreement on all the changes. A final 
straw vote approved the suggested changes to the Constitution and Bylaws, 

with the plan that the EC will develop a new suggestion regarding the 
balance between the large four Adhering Bodies and the rest of the IPA 

Adhering Bodies. During this informal vote, all Adhering Bodies were in support 
of the proposed changes, except for Denmark, which abstained. A formal 
vote will follow on email in the coming half-year for the suggested changes, 

except for the changes regarding potentially adding permanently the four 
large Adhering Bodies in the IPA EC, as this case was not presented in time for 

Council to cast a final vote during the 25th Council meeting. 
 
The IPA President invited Hugh French to provide some considerations 

regarding this issue, acting as an observer of the Council meeting. He 
described the formation of the IPA by the founding countries of the USA, then 

Soviet Union, China, and Canada. The purpose was to create an 
organization that would promote international collaboration and provide a 

mechanism for idea exchange. Hugh French thinks the IPA and its Adhering 
Bodies must think critically of the organization’s future role and governance; 
he believes the original four founding countries should always be represented 

on the Executive Committee. He suggests there is a current imbalance in 
terms of Adhering Bodies, and suggests more proportional voting or tiered 

membership is established for the countries that pay the most and are the 
most productive in terms of permafrost science and engineering. 

 
The floor was then opened for discussion and Tom Krzewinski (Rep. USA) 
agrees with many of Hugh’s points and feels it must be considered how many 

people are working in the field of permafrost or are living in a permafrost area 
in each Adhering Body. Huijun Jin (Rep. China) also supports Hugh’s views 

and thinks engineering should be better represented and supported in the 
IPA. Following this, a number of Adhering Bodies (i.e. Germany, the 
Netherlands, Portugal, New Zealand) expressed concern regarding giving the 

four founding countries too much power, since many smaller nations have 
significant alpine permafrost or research Antarctic permafrost and are very 

active in these areas. Additionally, countries such as Germany and Norway 
have significantly contributed to the IPA by funding the IPA Secretariat. It was 

pointed out that permafrost could concern all nations due to its role in the 
climate system and climate change. Antoni Lewkowicz mentioned that a 
possible solution is expanding the Executive Committee to ensure 

representation of the four founding nations. He suggests that the EC will 
consider the aforementioned issues and will potentially create a proposal to 

be presented to Council in two years. He also recommended that the EC 
make a proposal for the following 26th Council meeting regarding how to 

examine these questions such that a proposal can be developed for the 
Council meeting in 2018. 
 

5. Break (and group picture) 

 

6. IPA Finances 
 

6.1. Financial statement 

Antoni Lewkowicz presented the IPA’s finances (Document 5), which showed 

the IPA is in a balanced financial state, with a rather stable bank account 
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balance on the longer scale (4 years). The IPA’s finances would be 

completely different if funding had not been secured for the Secretariat 

(including funds for the Executive Director position and travel support for both 
the ED and President).  

 
Major revenue is made from ICOPs and country membership fees; this year 
the IPA will earn approximately 26,000 € from ICOP 2016. However, the IPA 

also spends a significant amount on each ICOP to fund early career 
researchers, special events, etc. Each year the IPA sets aside 6000 € so a total 

sum of 24,000 € is put towards each ICOP. For 2015, the IPA’s financial 
balance was +11,000 €. For 2016, the financial balance will be negative 

because of the unexpected need to hire and pay Stefanie Weege to help 
run the Secretariat. It should be noted that the budget changes significantly 
depending on the year’s activities. The long-term budget for the next four 

years was also shown, and assuming the budget is roughly correct (this 
includes estimates for conference revenues), the IPA’s bank balance will 

slowly rise in the coming years. Individual membership fees, which are 
currently only by choice, could be raised if having more capital becomes 
necessary. For the first time, funds for early career scientists have also been 

included for RCOPs in the long-term budget. 
 

The motion to accept the current financial statement was made by Megan 
Balks (Rep. New Zealand) and seconded by Gustaf Hugelius (Rep. Sweden). 

The current financial statement was unanimously accepted.  
 

6.2. Budget plan for 2016-2020 

The presented budget plan for 2016-2020, which is described in the previous 
section, was unanimously accepted. The motion to accept the budget plan 

was made by Gustaf Hugelius (Rep. Sweden) and seconded by Bernd 
Etzelmüller (Rep. Norway). This long-term budget will be reviewed at the 2018 
Council meeting. 

 

7. Reports on achievements and future plans (continued from 2.) 
 

7.1. Selected IPA-funded Action Groups 

7.1.1. Permafrost and Culture (PaC): Integrating environmental, geo-, and 

social sciences to assess permafrost dynamics and indigenous land use 

(presented by J. Otto Habeck) 

This group was established after a workshop at ASSW 2014, with the aim 
to integrate knowledge of land use and permafrost dynamics in Yakutia 

to understand how climate change is altering these processes and the 
landscape as a whole. In July 2015 they held a field workshop based 

out of Yakutsk with participation from local university members working 
in various disciplines. The PaC group is currently preparing a manuscript 
regarding this field area, though they hope to expand to a more 

circumpolar perspective, and specifically consider areas at higher risk 
for permafrost degradation. This group helped host a session at ICOP 

2016. In the future, they would like to work more with indigenous 
communities and further integrate the sciences and humanities.  

7.1.2. The InterFrost Evaluation Platform (presented by Christophe Grenier) 

This group started in 2015 and aims to compare numerical models and 
simulations of cold regions processes, specifically those that are 

thermally driven and involve water transfer. The group hopes to assess 



 

 7 

how good and reliable existing codes are (by examining quantitative 

similarities both between codes and with field measurements). By doing 
this, the group is creating a modelling community that can better build 

upon previous work. A manuscript is currently in preparation, and their 
funding will be put towards an upcoming workshop.  

 
7.2. IPA core products (existing and proposed) 

7.2.1. Permafrost Map (presented by Hanne Christiansen) 

Permafrost landscapes and methods for mapping them have changed 
and developed in the years since the last major permafrost map was 
made in 1998. There is a need for a simple, appealing map for outreach 

purposes. Ideally a portal where pre-existing permafrost maps can be 
accessed and potentially combined and compared will be developed. 

ICOP 2016 included many mapping-related activities, including a 
mapping session and strategic meeting to plan the future of this project 

and discuss a potential off-shoot Action Group. 
7.2.2. Permafrost Research Priorities (presented by Hugues Lantuit) 

650 questions were collected and consolidated into 347; the next step is 

to categorize the questions and have them ranked by voting. A goal of 
the process has been transparency, and the process and results will be 

presented in the literature. 
7.2.3. Transactions of the IPA (presented by Chris Burn) 

It was possible to publish 12 papers, though only 6 were submitted. The 

first was accepted this week, and three of the papers are part of the 
plenary lectures at ICOP 2016. Transactions will appear in the fourth 

issue of PPP this year (2016), so not during this conference. 
 

7.3. Education and Outreach Standing Committee (presented by Anna Klene) 

This Standing Committee receives outside funding, namely from the GLOBE 
(Global Learning and Observations to Benefit the Environment) program. Air 

and soil temperatures, active layer thicknesses, and frost tube measurements 
are used in pre-college level education. Ideally a web update will allow for 

teachers to share and compare frost tube data. The Thematic Network on 
Permafrost (TNP) of UArctic has been running a summer field school course on 
permafrost for bachelor students since 2014, with the first two years being 

held at the University Centre in Svalbard (UNIS). The course will be held in 
Yakutia this summer and will be in Fairbanks next year. Additionally, UNIS now 

runs an International Bachelor Permafrost Summer Field School each summer 
developed from the 2014 and 2015 TNP field schools, showing the legacy of 
TNP. Funding for student travel to the courses has been an issue, and new 

funding sources are being considered. The first “Master of Permafrost” will 
graduate with supervisors from three international TNP institutions this summer. 

The University of Alaska Fairbanks is starting an interdisciplinary program 
where students can graduate with a MSc in permafrost studies. Halldor 

Johansson (Rep. Iceland) commented that Edu-Arctic (an EU funded project, 
running into 2019) may be a possible source of funding to support permafrost 
courses, as it concerns science education. In February 2015, Kenji Yoshikawa 

did a traverse of villages in Siberia, and is working on a book regarding 
permafrost in these communities. 

 
7.4. GTN-P (presented by Boris Biskaborn) 

There was a GTN-P National Correspondents Workshop in Quebec in 

September 2015. A new government structure was finalized, which included 
Young National Correspondents to keep the database active and early 



 

 8 

career researchers involved. A report on the global thermal state of 

permafrost is in the preliminary planning stages. GTN-P’s Secretariat will 
continue to run through AWI for another 2 years, as Boris Biskaborn has been 

granted an extended contract. Otherwise, funding for GTN-P has now ended 
and funding applications have been made to American and European 

agencies. Antoni Lewkowicz suggested that the IPA would consider offering 
some financial support. An upcoming project is making a new strategic plan, 
focusing on the sustainability of GNT-P and involving Arctic Portal, AWI, IPA, 

and socio-economic stakeholders. The publication regarding the database 
launch made it into Nature News, and a number of new publications are in 

preparation. Overall, GTN-P has been very successful and can be further 
used to put a spotlight on permafrost science; Sustaining Arctic Observation 
Networks (SAON) has already commended GTN-P. A National 

Correspondents meeting will take place later today, following this Council 
meeting. 

 
7.5. Executive Committee proposal for a new IPA open-access journal (for 

discussion and vote) 

Publications referring to permafrost have increased nearly exponentially since 
around 2000 (see Council meeting Document 6), and the elimination of ICOP 

proceedings may mean there are more articles of merit than can fit in PPP. It 
is proposed that there could be a new journal titled “Permafrost” which 

would cover the field holistically. The journal would be open-access and self-
funded from page charges; the IPA could potentially provide seed funding. 
This would require finding editors and a non-profit host publisher. The non-

profit publisher and open-access standard are critical to the IPA and its 
mission. Hypothetically this journal could be realized by spring 2018 and 

would host Transactions of the IPA.  
 
Julian Murton (Rep. United Kingdom and Editor of PPP) explained that PPP is 

currently looking to expand, and thus could potentially fill the gap otherwise 
covered by a new journal. He also mentioned that a commercial publisher 

would bring in funding to the IPA that could be used to support early career 
researchers or other programs. Julian was not in support of the 

aforementioned plans for a new journal, and would rather see more 
discussion and negotiation take place before decisions are made. Bernd 
Etzelmüller (Rep. Norway) was also supportive of further discussion and 

investigation into the issue; he expressed concern regarding the new journal’s 
quality given its proposed broad scope. Tom Krzewinski (Rep. USA and Officer 

of the USPA) shared Julian Murton’s concerns and supported exploring a 
possible expansion of PPP. This expansion could also lead publishers to be 

more competitive and raise funds for the IPA. Sharon Smith (Rep. Canada) 
expressed concerns regarding support for a new journal in addition to PPP 
both in terms of submission and work-load for those that would be involved in 

editing and running the journal. Lothar Schrott (EC member) echoed these 
concerns, especially considering how hard it can already be to get solid 

reviewers and reviews. Antoni Lewkowicz closed the discussion by noting that 
there was not enough support of a new journal to currently move forward. He 
promised that the EC would consider the whole issue including exploring 

extended collaboration with PPP, making it a source of revenue for the IPA, 
and/or making it a society journal. A new proposal regarding this will be 

presented to Council in Chamonix in 2018.  
 

8. Report from the Nomination and Awards committee 
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Julian Murton, leader of the Nomination and Awards Committee, presented 
the report (Council meeting Document 7) to the Council. This committee 

strives to achieve a balance of nominees in terms of type of permafrost work 
(science vs. engineering), gender, and country/location. For the Executive 
Committee election held at ICOP 2016, two 2-year posts and 3 4-year posts 

were open. A question arose regarding how many candidates there were 
originally nominated from the Adhering Bodies, and how many nominations 

were not accepted by the committee. It was stated that there were multiple 
nominations that were not accepted by the committee. 

 

9. Brief presentations to the Council by nominees for the Executive 

Committee 
 

9.1. Vladimir Romanovsky will continue working with GTN-P if elected. 

9.2. Lothar Schrott wants to maintain and improve contact with the IPA’s 

Adhering Bodies, strengthen collaboration with other organizations, and 
increase the IPA’s visibility.  

9.3. Dmitry Sergeev brings the engineering perspective, and wants to better 

combine permafrost and engineering research and increase engineer 
involvement in mapping projects.  

9.4. Megan Balks seeks to give back to the IPA given the beneficial experience 

she has had with the organization thus far. 
9.5. Chris Burn wants to take on the issue of related journals and keep up the 

discussion with Julian Murton regarding a possible expansion of PPP. He also 
would like to expand course offerings in permafrost engineering and 

professional-type courses in terms of education and outreach. 
9.6. Isabelle Gärtner-Roer works at the research interface of permafrost, glaciers, 

and rock glaciers and can help tie the IPA to organizations she is already 

involved in, like WGMS and GTN-G. She feels permafrost should be 
considered as seriously as glaciers as climate indicators.  

9.7. Ma Wei also offers an engineering perspective and focus on soil research; he 

would like to support growth in engineering education, high-mountain Asian 
research, and will be an integral part of ICOP 2020 organization. 

9.8. Britta Sannel works with permafrost and carbon feedbacks in North America 

and northern Europe. She is passionate about communicating research 

results to those outside of the academic world and thinks it is critical the 
public is well informed. 
 

10. Lunch 

11. 12th International Conference on Permafrost in 2020 

 
11.1.  Presentation from China regarding ICOP 2020 in Lanzhou 

Though Lanzhou was the only formally proposed venue (Council meeting 
Document 9), it still must be voted on during the following 26th Council 

meeting. The Council viewed a presentation about the proposed hosting and 
location of the ICOP 2020 conference 22-26 June 2020 in Lanzhou, China. 

There is an International Convention Center near the Chinese Academy of 
Sciences in Lanzhou and there are multiple permafrost-related activities and 
organizations in this region. The conference organizers estimate a registration 

fee of 700-800 USD, but want to make the conference as accessible as 
possible, especially for students, and thus will offer student dormitories. They 
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will follow suit of ICOP 2016 in requiring only abstracts, not full papers. The 

official language of the conference will be English, though it is likely certain 
activities will be translated. The conference will include a local excursion and 

young researcher’s workshop. Plans for longer, post-conference field trips are 
currently in development.  

 

12. Regional Conferences on Permafrost 

 
12.1.  Update on EUCOP/RCOP 2018, Chamonix, France (presented by Florence 

Magnin) 

This conference will be held 25-29 June as a collaboration between French, 

Italian, and Swiss researchers and organizations. The conference venue is the 
Chamonix Mont Blanc Congress Center, which is within walking distance of a 

variety of hotels. There will be a focus on alpine research given the location, 
and at least one lecture will be open to the public since infrastructure and 
natural hazards related to permafrost effect the local community. There will 

be a young researcher’s workshop in advance of the conference, and field 
excursions will visit local glaciers, rock walls, and monitoring sites. The IPA 

Council will meet Sunday 24 June 2018, immediately prior to the conference. 
 

12.2.  Executive Committee recommendation for additional regional conferences 

(for discussion and vote) 

Antoni Lewkowicz outlined the current considerations of the IPA EC regarding 

RCOPs, conference frequency, and conference location rotation presented 
in meeting Document 10. The suggestions are to: 

• Allow, but not prescribe, a higher frequency of RCOPs 

• Permit the EC to solicit and, if necessary, approve proposals to 

promote a geographical spread in hosting regions and encourage a 

regional distribution of permafrost conferences 

• Maintain the current frequency of IPA Council meetings (every two 

years), meaning some RCOPs will take place without Council 

meetings. 
These suggestions apply given that RCOPs fit the following criteria: 
contributions are invited in both permafrost science and engineering, the 

conference must be approved by the IPA Council or EC, and the conference 
must contribute a portion of the registration fees to the IPA (currently 10%). 

Given the growing importance of RCOPs, the EC also proposes providing 
financial support to early career researchers travelling to these meetings, as 

has traditionally been done for ICOPs.  
 
Previously the IPA has had the regular schedule of ICOPs every 4 years with 

RCOPs occurring half-way in between. In 2005, 2010, and 2014 these 
meetings occurring in between ICOPs were European in location, and thus 

were called European Conferences on Permafrost (EUCOPs). The Constitution 
and Bylaws must be altered to allow for – but not require – meetings more 
frequently than every two years. More frequent meetings ideally allow more 

people and nations/regions to participate overall and see new field areas. 
The EC decided to approve the additional meetings (making the Japan 2017 

conference possible) via majority, not unanimous, decision. Some members 
worry additional conferences will shift focus and resources away from ICOPs. 

Halldor Johannsson (Rep. Iceland) suggests having topic specific 
conferences. Hanne Christiansen (IPA VP) informs the Council that the 
ambition behind having more conferences is encouraging activity in specific 
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areas (i.e. not all permafrost researchers are expected to attend every 

meeting). Multiple members of the Council are concerned about the 
location of non-ICOP conferences, and keeping hosting from being too 

European dominated.  
 

Antoni Lewkowicz suggested a digital vote is made after the Japan 
conference to decide if more frequent meetings are supported and a New 
Zealand meeting should be planned. At the end of the discussion, Gustaf 

Hugelius (Rep. Sweden) seconded Antoni Lewkowicz’ motion to approve the 
changes that allow for more frequent meetings. It is also decided a 

committee should be established to discuss the location (and possible 
rotation) of non-ICOP conferences.  
 

12.2.1. Sapporo, Japan, 2017 (presented by Mamoru Ishikawa) 

The Japanese Permafrost Association (JPA) presented its plans for this 

conference, which seeks presentations on a wide variety of physical 
scales, from ice physics to regional permafrost attributes. The 
conference will be held at Hokkaido University in Sapporo 2-6 July 2017; 

there are multiple hotel options. There will be both permafrost research 
and engineering focused field excursions. The conference website is 

currently open and abstracts will be due in December. 
12.2.2. New Zealand, 2019 (presented by Megan Balks) 

This proposed first Southern Hemisphere regional conference would be 
held on New Zealand’s South Island, either in Christchurch or 
Queenstown. There would be a field trip that circles the South Island, 

covering the territory surrounding the Southern Alps. Christchurch is also 
of interest as it is a major base for Antarctic research.  

 

13. Break 

 

14. Report and discussion on internal organization of Adhering 

Bodies 
 

Lothar Schrott (IPA EC) presented the EC’s investigation into Adhering Bodies 
and how they operate. Ideally the dissemination of this information will allow 

for different nations to benefit from the activities of others. The conducted 
survey indicated an “active permafrost community” is hard to define. Few 

countries considered their permafrost activities to be stable. Support of 
permafrost related work varied significantly form country to country, with 

some nations having permafrost research embedded in pre-existing science 
organizations, and others having more informal organization. Some nations 
hold their own permafrost meetings, while others have them rarely or not at 

all. Ideally, national science bodies would cover the IPA fees for Adhering 
Bodies, however some countries are “paying out of pocket,” with individuals 

using their own private funds. Huijun Jin (Rep. China) suggested that the 
Chinese government might pay the fees if the IPA communicated with them 
directly. Some countries (e.g. United Kingdom and Sweden) could benefit 

from having an official letter of support from the IPA. The United Kingdom, 
Netherlands, and Argentina have not had success recently in acquiring 

national funds to support IPA Adhering Body membership. Halldor 
Johannsson (Rep. Iceland) suggested that if the IPA can raise its profile and 

activity overall (including more web activity and better distribution of 
materials), this would help Adhering Bodies gain support within their country. 
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15. Election of the new Executive Committee (by secret ballot) 

 
15.1. Two 2-year positions 

Vladimir Romanovsky and Dmitry Sergeev were elected for these positions. 
15.2. Three 4-year positions 

Chris Burn, Ma Wei, and Isabelle Gärtner-Roer were elected for these 
positions. 

 

16. Adjournment 
 

The next 26th Council meeting, 24 June 2018 in Chamonix, was announced. 

The motion to adjourn the meeting was made by Gustaf Hugelius (Rep. 
Sweden) and seconded by Andreas Kellerer-Pirklbauer (Rep. Austria).  


