DRAFT ISPM: Debarking of wood and bark freedom
	1. Section
	2. Country
	3. Type of comment
	4. Location
	5. Proposed rewording
	6. Explanation

	General comments
	South Africa
	Technical/ substantive
	
	
	The sketches, and especially the examples,  are not sufficiently clear to support explanations.  It is proposed that metric measurements are used instead of references to items such as credit cards as these measurements are exact and do not have the potential to confuse the reader.

	Specific comments
	
	
	
	
	

	TITLE OF THE DRAFT
	
	
	
	
	

	INTRODUCTION
	
	
	
	
	

	SCOPE 
	
	
	
	
	

	REFERENCES 
	South Africa
	Technical/ substantive
	
	Add:  The use of integrated measures in a systems approach for pest risk management, 2002. ISPM No 14, FAO Rome.
	Tolerance levels for bark where the bark is used as a phytosanitary measure may be used as part of a systems approach.

	DEFINITIONS 
	South Africa
	Technical/ substantive
	New term and definition: Bark
	The layer of a woody stem or root, outside the cambium woody layer outside the cambium
	To avoid confusion that might arise from using the terms of “stem and root”

	OUTLINE OF REQUIREMENTS 
	
	
	
	
	

	BACKGROUND
	South Africa
	Technical/ substantive
	Para 5, sentence
	In terms of this standard ingrown bark around knots (i.e. areas of bark from branches that have become encased during annual growth) and bark pockets (i.e. areas of bark between rings of annual growth) are not considered to be present a phytosanitary risk (a cross sectional line drawing of wood is provided in Appendix 1)
	Add “In terms of this standard” for clarification

	REQUIREMENTS
	
	
	
	
	

	1.  General Requirements
	
	
	
	
	

	1.1  Regulated commodities
	South Africa
	Technical/ substantive
	Last indent
	Add: 

- Wood that has been treated according to ISPM 15 
	To indicate that wood treated according to ISPM 15 is not included.

	1.2  Basis for regulating
	South Africa
	Editorial
	Para 1, sentence 2
	Debarking of logs may be undertaken by industry as part of wood processing designed to remove most large majority  of  the bark.
	Delete “large majority” and replace with “most” – clarification and more accurate description

	1.2  Basis for regulating
	South Africa
	Technical/ substantive
	Para 3, sentence 3
	For example, tropical hardwood imported into a temperate country may not require the removal of bark.


	If an example is included it should be specific enough to clarify the point described.  In this instance the example is not specific (i.e. species of wood and countries involved) and may therefore easily be misinterpreted.

	2.  Specific Requirements
	
	
	
	
	

	2.1  Debarking
	
	
	
	
	

	2.1.1  Debarking tolerances
	South Africa
	Technical/ substantive 
	Para 2, sentence 2 & 3 
	· NPPOs should consider that the shape and size of pieces of bark will affect the level of risk.  For example, a piece of bark the shape and size of a sheet of paper (e.g. A4 or letter-size) poses a higher risk than a long narrow strip of the same surface area.  


	Move to be last indent of first para:

This is considered to be part of criteria used to determine tolerance and should therefore be moved to first paragraph

	2.1.2  Inspection to verify debarking
	South Africa
	Technical/ substantive
	Para 1, sentence 2
	However, to provide some guidance to NPPOs where tolerances have not been established, debarking should at least remove the majority 90% of bark on wood”
	Replace with “90%” for consistency with 2.1.1. para 2

	2.2  Bark-free wood
	
	
	
	
	

	2.2.1  Bark tolerances for bark-free wood
	
	
	
	
	

	2.2.2  Inspection to verify the wood is bark-free
	South Africa
	Technical/ substantive
	Para 1, sentence 4 
	However, If a specific tolerance has not been determined, infrequent detection of very small pieces (e.g. 5 x 4 cm credit card size) may be permitted, provided that these show no evidence of pests.
	It is preferable to use a defined size, 5 x 4 cm for example, instead of a “credit card”   



	2.3  Responsibilities of the exporting NPPO
	
	
	
	
	

	2.4  Non-compliance
	
	
	
	
	

	Annex 1 Generalized categorization of pests by pest risk associated with the presence of bark
	South Africa
	Technical/ substantive
	First heading in left column
	“ Effect of removal of bark debarking on pest risk”


	Preferable terminology and consistency

	
	South Africa
	Technical/ substantive
	Second heading in left column
	Removal of bark Debarking reduces phytosanitary risk


	Preferable terminology and consistency

	
	South Africa
	Technical/ substantive
	Third heading in left column
	Removal of bark Debarking is not sufficient to reduce phytosanitary risk
	Preferable terminology and consistency

	
	South Africa
	1 - Technical/ substantive

2 – Technical/ substantive
	Footnote, sentence 1
	For other species in this pest group, debarking  the complete removal of bark may not be applied as an appropriate single phytosanitary measure where the insect completes its life cycle within the wood
	1 – Clarification

2 - Clarification

	Appendix 1 Cross-sectional line drawing of wood
	
	
	
	
	

	Appendix 2 Illustrations of debarked wood
	
	
	
	
	

	Appendix 3 Illustrations of bark-free wood
	
	
	
	
	


6. DRAFT ISPM: PHYTOSANITARY TREATMENTS FOR REGULATED PESTS

ICPM-6 identified the need for the formation of a Technical Panel on treatments.  The Technical Panel will be involved in issues relating to phytosanitary treatments including collecting, reviewing and recommending them to be used internationally.
This standard presents a list of treatments that are internationally recognized and intended for use by NPPOs to meet their phytosanitary requirements. The treatments provide the minimum requirements to achieve treatment of a regulated pest at a stated efficacy.  It also describes the requirements for submission and evaluation of a phytosanitary treatment for use as a phytosanitary measure.  This standard only applies to treatments for regulated pests and used on plants, plant products or other regulated articles in international trade, or for other phytosanitary purposes.  The scope of this standard does not include issues related to pesticide registration or other internal requirements for approval of treatment measures (e.g. irradiation). The inclusion of a phytosanitary treatment in the present ISPM does not create any obligation for a contracting party to approve the treatment, register it, or process it for use in its territory.

	1. Section
	2. Country
	3. Type of comment
	4. Location
	5. Proposed rewording
	6. Explanation

	General comments
	
	
	
	
	

	
	South Africa
	Technical/ substantive
	Annex 2 and Appendix 1 
	
	It is necessary to align the information stipulated in Appendix 1 with the information required in Annex 2.  So, the TPPT should review Appendix 1 and Annex 2 to ensure that all necessary information is requested/ provided in Annex 2 to enable prioritisation by the TPPT according to Appendix 1

	Specific comments
	
	
	
	
	

	TITLE OF THE DRAFT
	
	
	
	
	

	INTRODUCTION
	
	
	
	
	

	SCOPE
	South Africa
	1 – Editorial

2 - Technical/ substantive
3 - Editorial
	Para 2 and para 1
	This standard also describes the requirements for submission and evaluation of a phytosanitary treatment for use as a phytosanitary measure. 

This standard also presents a list of treatments that are internationally recognized and intended for use by NPPOs to meet their phytosanitary requirements. The treatments provide the minimum requirements to achieve treatment of a regulated pest at a stated efficacy
	1 – Delete “also” 
2 - Move para 2 to be para 1 so para 1 becomes para 2.  

It is more appropriate to start with what this standard describes ( as in para 1) and to follow- up with the list of specific treatments etc. (as in para 2).

3 – Insert “also”

	REFERENCES
	South Africa
	Technical/ substantive
	Sentence 1
	Glossary of phytosanitary terms, 2006.  ISPM No. 5, FAO, Rome
	To reflect use of new updated glossary

	DEFINITIONS
	
	
	
	
	

	OUTLINE OF REQUIREMENTS
	South Africa
	Editorial
	Para 4, sentence 2
	Submissions will be evaluated by the Technical Panel on Phytosanitary Treatments. After adoption by the Commission on Phytosanitary Measures (CPM), phytosanitary treatments will be incorporated into Annex 1 of this standard
	Insert “s” Correct title of the CPM.

	BACKGROUND
	South Africa
	Technical/ substantive
	Para 3 and 4
	For many years, National Plant Protection Organizations (NPPOs) have utilized phytosanitary treatments to prevent the introduction and spread of regulated pests. Many of these treatments are supported by extensive research data and others are used based on historical evidence which supports their efficacy. In practice, most countries use the same treatments or similar treatments for specified pests; however, there is currently no body to evaluate treatments for their efficacy and no central repository for listing such treatments. The Interim Commission on Phytosanitary Measures, at its sixth session in 2004, recognized the need for international recognition of phytosanitary treatments and approved the formation of a Technical Panel on Phytosanitary Treatments (TPPT) for that purpose.

Phytosanitary measures required by a contracting party should be technically justified (Article VII.2a of the IPPC, 1997)
	Para 3 becomes new para 4

and Para 4 the new para 3

Following para 1 and 2 ,

Para 4  deals with the purpose of treatments. Para 3 then deals with the need for technical justification of these treatments.

It is recommended that the sequence be changed for greater clarity/ logic.

	REQUIREMENTS
	
	
	
	
	

	3.  Specific Requirements for Phytosanitary Treatments
	
	
	
	
	

	3.2  Efficacy data in support of the submission of a phytosanitary treatment
	South Africa
	Editorial
	Para 1, sentence 1
	The source of all efficacy data provided in the submission (published and unpublished) should be provided in the submission.
	Delete and replace with revised wording for clarification

	3.2.1  Efficacy data under laboratory/controlled conditions
	South Africa
	Technical / substantive
	COMBINE:  Para 1 & 2
	The pest life-cycle stage for the treatment should be specified. Usually, the most resistant stage of the pest(s) is the stage for which a treatment is proposed and established. However, practical considerations should be taken into account, as well as pest control strategies aimed at exploiting vulnerable or specific stages of a pest.  If efficacy data is submitted for a life-cycle stage that is not considered to be the most resistant, rationale for this (e.g. a summary of the appropriate pest control strategy) should be provided. The efficacy data provided should specify the statistical level of confidence supporting efficacy claims made for treatment of the specified life-cycle stage.


	Combine - Clarification:

The last sentence of second paragraph really applies to both paragraphs.  If these paragraphs are separated it seems that this only applies to the second paragraph. 

	
	South Africa
	Technical/ substantive
	Para 3, sentence 3
	Additional information should be must be provided to support any extrapolation if the scope of a treatment is to be extended (e.g. extending the range of temperatures or the inclusion of other varieties).
	Delete and replace with new wording - It is critical that this data be provided 

	
	South Africa
	Editorial
	Para 3, sentence 4
	The materials and methods utilized used in the experiments should be suitable for the use of the treatment at the stated efficacy 
	Delete and replace according to correct grammar

	
	South Africa
	Editorial
	Para 4
	The data provided should include detailed information, but is not limited to, the following elements.
	Delete comma - clarification

	
	South Africa
	Technical/ substantive
	Para 6, first indent under Commodity/regulated article information


	-
commodity type/cultivar (where varietal differences impact on treatment efficacy, data should be provided for all varieties under consideration)
	Delete - Not necessary

	
	South Africa
	Technical/ substantive
	Para 7, first indent

under Experimental parameters


	-
level of confidence provided by the laboratory testing, method of statistical analysis, and the data supporting that calculation (e.g. number of subjects treated, number of replicate tests, controls)


	Delete in order to include other testing that may be appropriate

	
	South Africa
	Editorial
	Para 7, fifth indent under Experimental parameters


	
monitoring of critical parameters (e.g. exposure time, dose, temperature of (target commodity and air), relative humidity)
 
	Delete brackets and add “of” to simplify reading of the sentence

	
	South Africa
	Editorial
	Para 7, seventh indent

Under Experimental parameters


	· determination of efficacy over a range of critical parameters, where appropriate, such as exposure time, dose, temperature, relative humidity and water content. 
	Delete - superfluous

	3.2.2  Efficacy data using operational conditions
	South Africa
	Editorial
	Para 1, sentence 1
	The treatment developed under laboratory conditions should also be validated by testing under operational or simulated operational conditions 
	Delete - superfluous

	
	South Africa
	Technical/ substantive
	Para 1, last sentence  move to become the first sentence of para2
	Where treatment specifications differ in operational trials, the test protocol modifications should be indicated.  Data may be presented from preliminary tests to refine the treatment schedule to establish the effective dose (e.g. temperature, chemical, irradiation) under operational conditions 
	Move last sentence of para 1 to be first sentence of par 2.

More appropriate as it addresses the issue of treatment specifications in operational trials. 

	
	South Africa
	Editorial
	Para 5 
	In addition, any special procedures that affect the success of the treatment (e.g. to maintain the quality of the commodity) should also be included.

 
	Delete - Not necessary

	3.3  Information on commercial feasibility and applicability
	South Africa
	Technical/ substantive
	Para 2 , second indent
	· extent to which other NPPOs have approved the treatment as a phytosanitary measure, if known
 
	Delete – Not necessary

	
	South Africa
	Technical/ substantive
	Para 2, seventh indent
	· consideration of potential non-target effects (e.g. impacts to environment, human health and safety, animal health, to non-target organisms)


	Moved from eleventh indent and reworded for accuracy and safety. 

It is considered to be a part of  the “non-target effect.

	
	South Africa
	Technical/ substantive
	Para 2, eleventh indent
	· human and animal health and safety


	Moved to seventh indent of Para 2 of 3.3.

	4.  Evaluation and Publication of Phytosanitary Treatments 
	
	
	
	
	

	Annex 1 Approved phytosanitary treatments
	
	
	
	
	

	Annex 2 Information required for submission of a phytosanitary treatment
	South Africa
	Technical/ substantive
	First row
	DELETE: Name of treatment (Provide enough detail to identify the treatment. For example, cold treatment of navel oranges for Mediterranean fruit fly):
Indicate ISPM number in 

the box if submission is 

applicable to an ISPM

ADD/ REPLACE in first row with:
PHYTOSANITARY TREATMENT

· Treatment (e.g. cold treatment): --------------------------------

· Scientific and common name of Commodity (e.g. ……………/navel oranges):--------------------------------------

· Cultivar/ Variety:--------------------------------------------------

· Scientific and common name of Target pest (e.g. ……………./Mediterranean Fruit Fly):---

· Target pest  strains, biotypes, life stages etc:  --------

· Description of commodity/ regulated article (e.g. fresh fruit, processed fruit, seeds, bulbs, propagating material ):-----------------------  
	Instead of only “Name of Treatment” request specific details and the use of scientific names to prevent any potential confusion;
Simplify the form by using the proposed changes

	
	South Africa
	Technical/ substantive
	Row 5
	Delete:  Affiliation:  
	It is proposed to have only the NPPO official information & details on this page. 

Delete to prevent potential confusion wrt to what is meant by “affiliation”

	
	South Africa
	Technical/ substantive  
	Add new row 9, after “E-mail”
	Research Facility 


	See Appendix 2 – this detail is necessary

	
	South Africa
	Technical/ substantive
	Add new row 10 before “Treatment  description”
	Responsible researcher:

Phone:

Fax:

E-mail:
	See Appendix 2 – this detail is necessary

	
	South Africa
	Technical/ substantive
	Row 10 “Treatment description”
	Treatment descriptionSchedule
 
	Align with proposed changes (deletions) in this cell/ row
Only retain: 

“Schedule (include description such as active ingredient, dose, duration and temperature):

Other information (delivery method, pre/post handling conditions, etc.):”



	
	South Africa
	Technical/ substantive
	Row 10 “Treatment description”
	Delete:Treatment type (e.g. chemical, irradiation, heat, cold):


	Already contained in first section of this annex – see proposed changes in row 1

More appropriately placed

	
	South Africa
	Technical/ substantive
	Row 10 “Treatment description”
	Delete:Target commodity(ies)/regulated article(s) (include taxonomic classification, description of commodity, state of preservation/processing or maturity (e.g. fruit, plants for planting, part of plant, wood), cultivar or variety, intended use, description of regulated article (e.g. ship, container, soil, machinery, wood, silo) as appropriate):


	Already contained in first section of this annex – see proposed changes in row 1

More appropriately placed 

	
	South Africa
	Technical/ substantive
	Row 10 “Treatment description”
	Delete:Target pest(s): the identity of the target pest(s) (taxonomic information including strains, biotypes and, where appropriate, life stage(s))


	Already contained in first section of this annex – see proposed changes in row 1

More appropriately placed



	
	South Africa
	Technical/ substantive
	Row 12
	Delete: Reason for submission: (describe why the treatment is needed; where a treatment is widely used, include the countries where approved. Also, is it relevant to any existing ISPMs?)

REPLACE WITH/ ADD: 

“Need for treatment; countries where approved, reference to similar treatments and possible relevance to existing ISPMs”
	Clarification

	
	South Africa
	Technical/ substantive
	ADD New Row 13
	Other information:  

Delivery method:--------------------------------------------

Pre/ post handling conditions:------------------------------

Commodity importance for submitting country (e.g. monetary value, social impact)---------------------

International importance (e.g. volumes exported)----------


	Add to assist TPPT to prioritize the treatments  



	Appendix 1 Criteria for prioritizing and evaluating submitted information on phytosanitary treatments
	South Africa
	Technical/ substantive
	1.
Priorities

Para 1 with all indents
	
	Except for the last bullet (and then only vaguely addressed) none of these issues were raised in ANNEX 2.  How will the TPPT gather this information if not through the form in ANNEX 2?

	
	South Africa
	Technical/ substantive 
	2. Evaluations of Submissions

Para 3
	
	Para 3 – indents 1, 2, 4 are not addressed in ANNEX 2. How will the TPPT get the  information


