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and some have more than one flagship conference. According to Young (C8): 
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I separate C13 from this description. C13 is another structure that addresses a 
transversal issue and is different from the rest. To some extent, C2 is somewhat 
different as well. Of course, C1 is completely different. 

Why is this relevant?

There is overlap of themes among some of the existing commissions (it was 
reflected, e.g., in that the same person was in principle awarded two ECSP; the 
external evaluation talks about it too, there was a reflection in the report of C10 
some years ago). This is very relevant now that we are confronted with 2 WGs that 
should be commissions or be disolved (e.g. soft matter and QS&T; will discuss more 
about this when talking about WGs).



It is interesting to look at the comments of the external evaluation report on the 
matter:



It is interesting to look at the comments of the external evaluation report on the 
matter:
There is no consistency in what constitutes the different structural categories. Some 
are cross cutting, some are sub-disciplines, some are sub-sub-disciplines. There are 
overlaps, some are governance related and some are special projects. 



Greater consistency can be achieved by organizing around commissions as the 
discipline-based activities and working groups as cross-cutting activities that are 
IUPAP function based.

It is interesting to look at the comments of the external evaluation report on the 
matter:
There is no consistency in what constitutes the different structural categories. Some 
are cross cutting, some are sub-disciplines, some are sub-sub-disciplines. There are 
overlaps, some are governance related and some are special projects. 



Greater consistency can be achieved by organizing around commissions as the 
discipline-based activities and working groups as cross-cutting activities that are 
IUPAP function based.

It is interesting to look at the comments of the external evaluation report on the 
matter:
There is no consistency in what constitutes the different structural categories. Some 
are cross cutting, some are sub-disciplines, some are sub-sub-disciplines. There are 
overlaps, some are governance related and some are special projects. 

The report gives a table 
with a classification (I am 
not copying it all here):



Greater consistency can be achieved by organizing around commissions as the 
discipline-based activities and working groups as cross-cutting activities that are 
IUPAP function based.

It is interesting to look at the comments of the external evaluation report on the 
matter:
There is no consistency in what constitutes the different structural categories. Some 
are cross cutting, some are sub-disciplines, some are sub-sub-disciplines. There are 
overlaps, some are governance related and some are special projects. 

The report gives a table 
with a classification (I am 
not copying it all here):



From the report: How to split the sub-disciplines will be difficult and not straight 
forward. There are many different categorizations identified for physics. What the 
different sub-disciplines are, is not obvious and will need some subsequent work to 
progress this. In the meantime, there could be advantages in clustering the existing 
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This could be a way to “cluster” some of our current structures (related to 
transversal issues). 
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Then, also notice discussion on new resolution to increase # of commission 
members to accommodate input from CAMs. 
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