2018 FIRST CONSULTATION
1 July - 30 September 2018

Compiled comments for Draft ISPM on Revision of ISPM 8 Determination of pest status in an area (2009-005)

Summary of comments

-

Name Summary

Benin Accepté

Congo commentaires approuvés

Cuba No tenemos comentarios a la propuesta

European Union

Completed on 27 September 2018 by the
European Commission on behalf of the
European Union and its 28 Member States.

Korea, Republic of

Republic of Korea agrees with the comments
made during APPPC Regional workshop.

OIRSA Proyecto de norma revisada e incorporados los
comentarios propuestos por los paises.

Peru completada

Singapore Singapore also support the APPPC’s submitted
comments.

Trinidad and Tobago

Trinidad and Tobago is in agreement with the
comments made during the 2018 IPPC Regional
Workshop in the Caribbean.

(Type) - B = Bullet, C = Comment, P = Proposed Change, R = Rating
FAO
sequential | Para | Text Comment
number

1 G (General Comment) Benin
Pas de commentaire
Category : TECHNICAL

2 G (General Comment) Guyana
Guyana accepts these revisions and supports the adoption of this
standard
Category : SUBSTANTIVE

3 G (General Comment) Zambia
No comment
Category : SUBSTANTIVE

4 G (General Comment) Zambia
The Draft ISPM is agreed to and therefore there is no comment to
the contrary.
Category : SUBSTANTIVE

5 G (General Comment) Sri Lanka

Sri Lanka agrees with all the comments made by APPPC on this
standard
Category : EDITORIAL
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6 G (General Comment) C | Canada

Canada supports the proposed draft revision of ISPM 8. Minor
editorial changes are provided.

Category : SUBSTANTIVE

7 G (General Comment) C | Antigua and Barbuda

Antigua and Barbuda is in support of this standard and supports
the comments submitted by CAHFSA. However, some concern is
expressed in a substantive comment as indicated in para [107].
Category : SUBSTANTIVE

8 G (General Comment) C | Gambia

The term "undetermined" should be added as a pest status as in
the case of presence or absence

Category : SUBSTANTIVE

9 G (General Comment) C | Peru

Peru shares with the final comments of COSAVE
Category : SUBSTANTIVE

10 G (General Comment) C | Trinidad and Tobago
Trinidad and Tobago is in agreement with the comments made
during the 2018 IPPC Regional Workshop in the Caribbean.

Category : SUBSTANTIVE

11 G (General Comment) C | Grenada

The review of ISPM is relevant and welcomed by the NPPO of
Grenada

Category : SUBSTANTIVE

12 G (General Comment) C | Philippines

We agree with the comments made during the APPPC Regional
Workshop.

Category : SUBSTANTIVE

13 G (General Comment) C | Viet Nam

The new status for “Absent: pest free area (entire country)” is of
concern because of the qualifying statement in brackets “(entire
country)”.

In case where an outbreak of the pest occurs in the area, which is
confirm to be "the pest free area" whether the pest status is
considered to be absent?

Category : SUBSTANTIVE

14 G (General Comment) C | Korea, Republic of

Republic of Korea agrees with the comments made during APPPC
Regional workshop.

Category : SUBSTANTIVE

15 G (General Comment) C | PPPO
We agree with the comments made during the regional workshop
Category : SUBSTANTIVE

16 G (General Comment) C | European Union
We suggest (together with EPPO) replacing table 1 with the
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following new table 1 (Categories of pest status - Present) and
table 1A (Categories of official control) (see also our comments on
paras 77 and 94):

Table 1 - Categories of pest status — Present

3 columns - header:

[78] Status (Distribution); Detail on distribution/

seasonality/prevalence; [79] Status description

Line 1:

[80] Present: widely distributed; Optional; [81] The pest is

present throughout the area where conditions are suitable.

Line 2:

[88] Present: widely distributed, except in PFAs; Optional;
[89] The pest is present in the area except for areas

which are free from the pest in accordance with ISPM 4

(Requirements for the establishment of pest free areas). These

areas may be described alongside the pest status determination

for a country.

Line 3:

[82] Present: not widely distributed; Optional; [83]
The pest is present in a part or parts of the area where conditions
are suitable.

Line 4:

Present: localized (specify); Required; The pest is present in a
part or parts of the area, but only in specific locations to be
specified.

Line 5:

Present: seasonally (specify); Required; The pest
may be present in the area but only in specific seasons and will
not survive throughout the year.

Table 1A - Categories of official control

3 columns - Header:

Category; Aim of official control; Comments

Line 1:

Not under official control; None; e.g. Pest control measures
taken by growers

Line 2:

Under official control; Eradication; e.g. Prediction that the
pest is not expected to establish (transient)

Line 3:

Under official control; Containment; --
Line 4:

Under official control;  Suppression; --
Line 5:

Under official control; RNQP status; --
Category : SUBSTANTIVE

17 G (General Comment) C | Bahrain

Paragraph no. 217
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Potential implementation issues

This standard needed to be revised because other related ISPMs
(e.g. ISPM#6 “Surveillance”) has been revised also.

Comment:

Since ISPM#6 “Surveillance” and ISPM# 8 “Determination of pest
status in an area” and ISPM#17 “Pest Reporting” are steps in the
process of surveillance and pest reporting, Bahrain propose to
integrate the three standards in single standard to be titled :
“Surveillance, Status Determination and Reporting of Pest in an
Area”

The integration will help to deal with the process in more
comprehensive way and shall facilitate its revisions without the
need to revise each separate standard of the three standards.

Category : SUBSTANTIVE

18 G (General Comment) C | Bahrain
Paragraph no. 28
“Scope”

And 30

As it stated in the scope, this standard describes the use of pest
records and other information to determine pest status in an area.
Descriptions of pest status categories are provided, as well as
recommendations for good reporting practices. The scope
mentioned also that this standard is not concerned with reporting
obligations.

Comment:

The scope mentioned also that this standard is not concerned with
reporting obligations.

However, from paragraph no: 126 to paragraph no 135 the
standard described responsibilities of NPPOs and good practices
for determining and reporting pest status.

ISPM#17 “Pest Reporting” also outline the requirements for pest
reporting.

Therefore, Bahrain propose to edit “the scope” text as follows:
[28]Scope

[29]This standard describes the use of pest records and other
information to determine pest status in an area. Descriptions of
pest status categories are provided, as well as recommendations
for good reporting practices.

[30]This standard is not concerned with reporting obligations, but
with the quality of information used in determining pest status,
and good practices for determining and reporting pest status in
addition to the requirements of ISPM#17 “Pest Reporting”

Or:

Keeping the text of SCOPE as it is and delete paragraphs from 126

International Plant Protection Convention Page 4 of 84




Compiled comments — 2018 First consultation

Draft ISPM on Rev. of ISPM 8 Determination of pest status in an area (2009-005)

to 135.

Category : SUBSTANTIVE

19

(General Comment)

Botswana
No comment at this atage
Category : TECHNICAL

20

(General Comment)

Jamaica

Jamaica is in support of the proposed revision for pest status in an
area, particularly as it relates to countries being better able to
determine and categorize their pest status.

Category : SUBSTANTIVE

21

(General Comment)

Sierra Leone

Sierra Leone agrees to the comment made during the Africa
regional workshop

Category : SUBSTANTIVE

22

(General Comment)

Congo
j'approuve les commentaires faits a |'atelier
Category : TECHNICAL

23

(General Comment)

Congo
j'approuve les commentaires faits a |'atelier
Category : EDITORIAL

24

(General Comment)

Burkina Faso

La norme est bien élaborée et bien pertinente. Le Burkina Faso
approuve cette norme sans objections.

Category : SUBSTANTIVE

25

(General Comment)

Namibia
In agreement with the content of the draft.
Category : SUBSTANTIVE

26

(General Comment)

Iraq
Iraq reviewed the drafts and has no comments
Category : TECHNICAL

27

(General Comment)

South Africa

The National Plant Protection Organisation of South Africa
(NPPOZA) endorse the comments from the regional workshop
Category : SUBSTANTIVE

28

(General Comment)

Caribbean Agricultural Health and Food Safety Agency
Revision of this Standard is timely and necessary and helps will be
useful in providing further clarity to NPPOs on the determination of
pest status in an area.

Category : SUBSTANTIVE

29

(General Comment)

Japan

If a new pest may be just introduced in an area, a period of time
may be sometimes required to determine pest status based on
technical evaluation (e.g. PRA, surveillance).

Under such a circumstance, we should decide the status should be
divided into “present” or “absent”. Or we should decide the status
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like “transient” on the existing ISPM8 during conducting technical
evaluation (i.e. the status is not decided) should be included in the
requirements.

Category : SUBSTANTIVE

30 G (General Comment) C | New Zealand

New Zealand agrees with the APPPC regional comments, and
submits comments made by New Zealand as noted in the APPPC
submission.

Category : SUBSTANTIVE

31 G (General Comment) C | Lao People's Democratic Republic
Lao PDR has agreed with APPPC as Regional comments.
Category : TECHNICAL

32 G (General Comment) C | APPPC

Category : SUBSTANTIVE

(67) Japan (8 Sep 2018 4:23 PM)

If a new pest may be just introduced in an area, a period of time
may be sometimes required to determine pest status based on
technical evaluation (e.g. PRA, surveillance).

Under such a circumstance, we should decide the status should be
divided into “present” or “absent”. Or we should decide the status
like “transient” on the existing ISPM8 during conducting technical
evaluation (i.e. the status is not decided) should be included in the
requirements.

Category : SUBSTANTIVE

(53) New Zealand (6 Sep 2018 6:31 AM)

ISPM 8 refers to ‘surveillance’ in relation to defining the different
categories of “absent”, and in the guidance on reliability of
information. It is not specific about the type of surveillance, i.e.
whether active surveillance is required, or whether passive
surveillance is OK. Perhaps ISPM8 is deliberately vague.
Whatever the intention, we understand NPPOs currently apply the
category “Absent: pest not recorded” for pests for which they
have no record of as a result of passive surveillance.....i.e. not
known to occur. There will potentially be significant
implementation issues if current practice needs to be changed
because of this.

Category : SUBSTANTIVE

(37) New Zealand (6 Sep 2018 1:07 AM)

New Zealand has serious concern about removing "transient" as a
category for pest status, as including "transient" in "present" will
create problem for market access requirements.

Suggest to keep the "transient" category in the current standard:
3.1.3 Transience

Pest status is considered transient when a pest is present but
establishment is not expected to occur

based on technical evaluation. There are three types of transience.
Transient: non-actionable

The pest has only been detected as an individual occurrence or
isolated population not expected to
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survive and no phytosanitary measures have been applied.
Transient: actionable, under surveillance

The pest has been detected as an individual occurrence or an
isolated population that may survive into

the immediate future, but is not expected to establish.
Appropriate phytosanitary measures, including

surveillance are being applied.

ISPM 8 Determination of pest status in an area

ISPM 8-10 International Plant Protection Convention
Transient: actionable, under eradication

The pest has been detected as an isolated population which may
survive into the immediate future and,

without phytosanitary measures for eradication, may establish.
Appropriate phytosanitary measures

have been applied for its eradication.

Category : SUBSTANTIVE

(10) Malaysia (21 Aug 2018 4:59 AM)

Malaysia has reviewed and accepted the draft.

Category : SUBSTANTIVE

33 G (General Comment) C | United States of America

Suggest moving information from the Appendix 1 to the body of
the draft, the same way as presented in the current ISPM 8, from
which this table was modified. This is an important guidance for
and ISPM dealing with the quality of information used for a pest
records and it should be preserved as an official part of the
standard.

Users should know how reliable the information is and it is helpful
to have all this info in one place, not searching for it in multiple
places.

Reference the 1998 ISPM, where the table was an important part
of that document and within the body of that document

Category : SUBSTANTIVE

34 G (General Comment) C | Malawi
We agree with Comments
Category : SUBSTANTIVE

35 G (General Comment) C | IPPC Regional Workshop Africa

Part 4 of the draft standard seems to contradict this. Need for
these sections to be re-visited for purposes of consistency
Category : SUBSTANTIVE

36 G (General Comment) C | IPPC Regional Workshop Africa

This section is not part of the standard. The Standards Committee
in May 2016 requested the Secretariat to gather information on
any potential implementation issues related to this draft. Please
provide detail and proposal on how to address this potential
implementation issue.

Category : SUBSTANTIVE
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37 G (General Comment) C | IPPC Regional Workshop Africa

The NPPO should decide upon the most appropriate description of
the pest status in an area, based on information from various
sources such as those described in Appendix 1. This includes
results from surveillance. Pests only present under quarantine for
diagnostic or research purposes do not affect the pest status in an
area.

Determination of pest status requires expert judgement on the
current distribution of a pest in an area. This judgement should be
based on a synthesis of available pest records and information
from other sources. Both current and historical records, where
available, should be used in assessing the pest status. Pest status
MUST be determined on the basis of an area. When pest status is
recorded or reported, the area in question (including any pest free
areas or pest free places of production or production sites within
it) and the date the pest status was determined should be
included. Pest status should be described according to the
categories identified below.

Category : SUBSTANTIVE

38 G (General Comment) C | Malawi
We accept the draft ISPM
Category : SUBSTANTIVE

39 G (General Comment) C | Costa Rica
Traslation: in spanish version chance "situacion" for "condicion"
Category : EDITORIAL

40 G (General Comment) C | South Africa

Propose that the sub categories of “transient” be maintained as
reflected in ISPM 8 under the category “present”.

Category : SUBSTANTIVE

41 G (General Comment) C | Algeria
NO COMMENT
Category : TECHNICAL
42 G (General Comment) C | Chile

Chile support and agrees with comments of COSAVE
Category : TECHNICAL

43 G (General Comment) C | Braazil
Brazil supports COSAVE’s comments.
Category : SUBSTANTIVE

44 G (General Comment) C | Lao People's Democratic Republic
So far, no comments for Lao PDR
Category : TECHNICAL

45 G (General Comment) C | Argentina

Translation should be revised to use the correct glossary terms in
Spanish for instance "pest status" should be translated as
"condicion de una plaga"

Category : TRANSLATION
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46 G (General Comment) C | Argentina

The guidance on reliability of information sources should be kept
as an appendix because it provides examples rather than an
exhaustive list.

Category : SUBSTANTIVE

47 G (General Comment) C | Uruguay

Guidance on reliability of information sources should be kept as an
Appendix because it provides examples rather than an exhaustive
list.

Category : SUBSTANTIVE

48 G (General Comment) C | Uruguay

Translation should be revised to use the correct Glossary terms in
Spanish, for instance "pest status" should be translated as
"condicion de una plaga"

Category : TRANSLATION

49 G (General Comment) C | Malaysia
Malaysia has reviewed and accepted the draft.
Category : SUBSTANTIVE

50 G (General Comment) C | Peru
Peru shares the comments made by COSAVE
Category : SUBSTANTIVE

51 G (General Comment) C | Guinea-Bissau
Categories of pest status — Present

Status
Status description
Present: widely distributed

The pest is present throughout the area where conditions are
suitable.

Present: not widely distributed and not under official control

The pest is present in a part or parts of the area in accordance
with Supplement 1 (Guidelines on the interpretation and
application of the concepts of “official control” and “not widely
distributed”) to ISPM 5 (Glossary of phytosanitary terms).

Present: not widely distributed and under official control

The pest is present in the area and subject to “official control” in
accordance with Supplement 1 (Guidelineson the interpretation
and application of the concepts of “official control” and “not widely
distributed”) to ISPM 5 (Glossary of phytosanitary terms). The
purpose of the official control should be stated alongside the
status determination.
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Present: at low prevalence

The pest is present in the area but its prevalence is low in
accordance with ISPM 22 (Requirements for the establishment of
areas of low pest prevalence).

Present: except in specified pest free areas

The pest is present in the area except for areas which are free
from the pest in accordance with ISPM 4 (Requirements for the
establishment of pest free areas). These areas must be described
alongside the status determination.

Present: except in specified pest free places of production or
production sites

The pest is present in an area except for pest free places of
production or production sites in accordance with ISPM 10
(Requirements for the establishment of pest free places of
production and pest free production sites). These places should be
described alongside the status determination.

Present: not expected to establish
The pest is evaluated and determined to be transient, or the pest
is not expected to establish because appropriate phytosanitary

measures have been applied (e.g. during outbreaks in a pest free
area).

Category : SUBSTANTIVE

52 G (General Comment) C | Guinea-Bissau

Determination of pest status requires expert judgement on the
current distribution of a pest in an area. This judgement should be
based on a synthesis of available pest records and information
from other sources. Both current and historical records, where
available, should be used in assessing the pest status. Pest status
should be determined on the basis of an area. When pest status is
recorded or reported, the area in question (including any pest free
areas or pest free places of production or production sites within
it) and the date the pest status was determined should be
included. pest status should be described according to the
categories identified below.

Category : EDITORIAL

53 G (General Comment) C | Guinea-Bissau
3.2 Absence

A pest is considered to be absent if surveillance and other
information indicate that the pest is not found in the area. If a
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pest is absent and reliable information is available, then it must be
possible to characterize this status using the categories provided
in Table 2.

Category : SUBSTANTIVE

54 G (General Comment) Guinea-Bissau
It is possible to conclude that a pest is absent if information on
presence is unreliable. Negative results of surveillance may
provide knowledge about the absence of a pest. However, lack of
information does not necessarily constitute a basis for determining
pest absence.
Pest interceptions on imported consignments at points of entry
while under detention do not affect the pest status of the area.
Detections of pests in an area, shown by surveillance not to
represent a population, do not affect the pest status in an area.
Pest status may be “undetermined” if the NPPO cannot provide
results from surveillance or any other supporting information. This
could include cases, for example, where pest records indicate the
presence of a pest, but the taxonomic nomenclature is ambiguous
or the identification , diagnostic methods are outdated. In such
cases, surveillance may be necessary.
Category : SUBSTANTIVE

55 G (General Comment) Indonesia
Indonesia propose to add some words in the last point at the
second column, fifth row on Table 2, i.e. "- changes in production
practices including changes in storage system or in warehousing
system".
Category : TECHNICAL

56 G (General Comment) Indonesia
Indonesia propose to add one more point i.e. "- establishing
policies concerning pest control or pest management" under
NPPOs may use pest status information for:
Category : TECHNICAL

57 G (General Comment) COSAVE
The guidance on reliability of information sources should be kept
as an appendix because it provides examples rather than an
exhaustive list.
Category : SUBSTANTIVE

58 G (General Comment) COSAVE
Translation should be revised to use the correct glossary terms in
Spanish for instance "pest status" should be translated as
"condicion de una plaga"
Category : TRANSLATION

59 G (General Comment) Congo
j'approuve les commentaires faits pendant I'atelier
Category : SUBSTANTIVE

60 G (General Comment) Colombia

En la NIMF 5 "Glosario de términos fitosanitarios" se establece que
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el término correcto y estandarizado es "Condicion". Por lo anterior,
se hace necesario remplazar el termino "Situacion" por "
Condicion" en todo el texto.

Category : TECHNICAL

61 G (General Comment) Colombia
En la NIMF 5 "Glosario de términos fitosanitarios" se establece que
el término correcto y estandarizado es "Condicion". Por lo anterior,
se hace necesario remplazar el termino "Situacion" por "
Condicion" en todo el texto.
Category : TECHNICAL
62 G (General Comment) Costa Rica
Traducir en toda la norma: "situacién" por "condicion", termino
usado en la NIMF para referrirse a la "condicion de plaga" o "pest
status"
Category : TRANSLATION
63 G (General Comment) Venezuela
Venezuela, no tiene ningun aporte sobre esta propuesta de norma
Category : EDITORIAL
Scope
64 29 | This standard describes the use of pest records and other information to determine Panama _ _
pest status in an area. Descriptions of pest status categories are provided, as well as Ezrt;;;‘rs}jSteT”;gH";’\gg :{‘e section 4.1
recommendations for good determination and reporting practices. '
65 29 | This standard describes the use of pest records and other information to determine Viet Nam
pest status in an area. Descriptions of pest status categories are provided, as well as Egtrggg‘ri the second paragraph of the scope
recommendations for good or official reporting practicespractices and information '
from pest records or other sources should be used in determining pest status.
66 29 | This standard describes the use of pest records and other information to determine European Union _
pest status in an area. Descriptions of pest status categories are provided, as well as To prevent any confusion with ISPM 17 (Pest reporting). The
. ; .. . . wording suggested comes from the title of section 4.1 (Good
recommendationsfor-good practices for determining and reporting practicespest practices for determining and reporting pest status).
status. Category : TECHNICAL
67 29 | This standard describes the use of pest records and other information to determine EPPO S _
pest status in an area. Descriptions of pest status categories are provided, as well as To prevent any confusion with ISPM 17 (Pest reporting). The
. . .. . . wording suggested comes from the title of section 4.1 (Good
recommendationsfor-good practices for determining and reporting practicespest practices for determining and reporting pest status).
status. Category : TECHNICAL
68 29 | This standard describes the use of pest records and other information to determine Costa Rica . .
pest status in an area. Descriptions of pest status categories are provided, as well as For consistency with the section 4.1.
. o n . . Category : TECHNICAL
recommendations for good determination and reporting practices.
69 29 | This standard describes the use of pest records and other information to determine Argentina

pest status in an area. Descriptions of pest status categories are provided, as well as
recommendations for good determination and reporting practices.

Category : TECHNICAL
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70 29 | This standard describes the use of pest records and other information to determine | C | Argentina _ _
pest status in an area. Descriptions of pest status categories are provided, as well as For consistency with the section 4.1
. . . Category : TECHNICAL
recommendations for good reporting practices.
71 29 | This standard describes the use of pest records and other information to determine | P | Uruguay . _
pest status in an area. Descriptions of pest status categories are provided, as well as For consistency with section 4.1
. L . . Category : TECHNICAL
recommendations for good determination and reporting practices.
72 29 | This standard describes the use of pest records and other information to determine | C | COSAVE _ _
pest status in an area. Descriptions of pest status categories are provided, as well as For consistency with the section 4.1
. . . Category : TECHNICAL
recommendations for good reporting practices.
73 29 | This standard describes the use of pest records and other information to determine | P | COSAVE
pest status in an area. Descrlptlons_of pest status cate_gorles are provided, as well as Category : TECHNICAL
recommendations for good determination and reporting practices.
74 29 En la presente norma se describe el uso de registros de plagas y otra P | Costa Rica
informacion para determinar la situacién-condicion de una plaga en un area. Se Termino correcto usado en la NIMF
. . . . . . . Category : TRANSLATION
describen las categorias aplicables a la sitwacién-condicion de una plaga y se
formulan recomendaciones relativas a las buenas practicas de notificacion.
75 30 i i M i igati A i P | Viet Nam
The second paragraph of the scope should be deleted as it is
redundant
Category : SUBSTANTIVE
76 30 | This standard is-ret-concerned-with-reperting-obligationsbut-with-provides P E;lrt;pean Uni?nh ) - )
The first part of the sentence is contradictory with the secon
guidance on the guahity-reliability of information used in determining pest status. sentence of the previous paragraph. The issue of the reliability of
information needs to be addressed in the scope.
A new wording is provided to better reflect the scope of Standard.
Category : TECHNICAL
77 30 | This standard is-notconcerned-with-reperting-obligations—but-with-provides P E:P? i g - g
e first part of the sentence is contradictory with the secon
guidance on the guatity-reliability of information used in determining pest status. sentence of the previous paragraph. The issue of the reliability of
information needs to be addressed in the scope.
A new wording is provided to better reflect the scope of Standard.
Category : TECHNICAL
78 30 P | APPPC

67) Japan (8 Sep 2018 4:23 PM)

If a new pest may be just introduced in an area, a period of time
may be sometimes required to determine pest status based on
technical evaluation (e.g. PRA, surveillance).

Under such a circumstance, we should decide the status should be
divided into “present” or “absent”. Or we should decide the status
like “transient” on the existing ISPM8 during conducting technical
evaluation (i.e. the status is not decided) should be included in the
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requirements.

Category : SUBSTANTIVE

79 30 | This standard is not concerned with reporting obligations, but with the quality of South Africa o )
information used in determining pest status. Request the replacement of the word "quality” with “accuracy
since quality may be relative unlike accuracy which is specific.
Category : SUBSTANTIVE
80 30 Thailand
The second paragraph of the scope should be deleted as it is
redundant.
Category : SUBSTANTIVE
References
81 32 | The present standard refers telSPMsto ISPMs. ISPMs are available on the Viet Nam
International Phytosanitary Portal (IPP) at https://www.ippc.int/core- Category : EDITORIAL
activities/standards-setting/ispms. '
82 32 | The present standard refers telSPMsto ISPMs. ISPMs are available on the Ghana
International Phytosanitary Portal (IPP) at https://www.ippc.int/core- Category : EDITORIAL
activities/standards-setting/ispms. '
83 32 | The present standard refers telSPMsto ISPMs. ISPMs are available on the Caribbean Agricultural Health and Food Safety Agency
International Phytosanitary Portal (IPP) at https://www.ippc.int/core- Category : EDITORIAL
activities/standards-setting/ispms. '
84 32 | The present standard refers telSPMsto ISPMs. ISPMs are available on the APPPC
International Phytosanitary Portal (IPP) at https://www.ippc.int/core- Category : SUBSTANTIVE
activities/standards-setting/ispms. '
85 32 | The present standard refers tolSPMs. ISPMs are available on the International gniltled tSt?éﬁf/l of Amterica 4 in the text for the firet t
; . ; ; _Aptiviti _ pell out " s" as it is used in the text for the first time.
Eg[ﬁtr?szglt;rsy Portal (IPP) at https://www.ippc.int/core-activities/standards Category : EDITORIAL
g/ispms.
86 32 | The present standard refers telSPMsto ISPMs. ISPMs are available on the IPPC Regional Workshop Africa
International Phytosanitary Portal (IPP) at https://www.ippc.int/core- (5:3?:;:3 ro and IonMs
activities/standards-setting/ispms. ]
87 32 | The present standard refers telSPMsto ISPMs. ISPMs are available on the Australia
International Phytosanitary Portal (IPP) at https://www.ippc.int/core- Category : EDITORIAL
activities/standards-setting/ispms. '
88 33 DDC 100 nternationa - - Argentina
For consistency with other adopted ISPM
Category : EDITORIAL
89 33 Uruguay
For consistency with other adopted ISPMs
Category : EDITORIAL
90 33 COSAVE

For consistency with other adopted ISPM
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I

I

| Category : EDITORIAL

Definitions
91 35 | Definitions of phytosanitary terms used in this standard can be found in ISPM 5 Ghana
(Glossary of phytesanitaryPhytosanitary terms). Category : EDITORIAL
92 35 | Definitions of phytesanitary-Phytosanitary terms used in this standard can be found Ghana
in ISPM 5 (Glossary of phytesanitaryPhytosanitary terms). Category : EDITORIAL
93 35 | Definitions of phytosanitary terms used in this standard can be found in ISPM 5 ?;BI;PMC laysia (21 Aug 2018 4:5 AM)
aqfftesaq'ltalf{! H alaysia ug B
(Glossary of Wterms)' Malaysia has reviewed and accepted the draft.
Category : SUBSTANTIVE
94 35 | Definitions of phytosanitary terms used in this standard can be found in ISPM 5 IPPC Regional Workshop Africa

(Glossary of phytosanitary terms).

Category : EDITORIAL

Outline of Requirements

95 36 | Outline of Requirements European Union
Following the results of the first consultation, the outlines on
requirements should be rewritten to be more informative and
useful for NPPOs (please see the outlines of requirements of ISPM
8 as adopted in 1998).
Category : TECHNICAL
96 36 | Outline of Requirements EPPO
Following the results of the first consultation, the outlines on
requirements should be rewritten to be more informative and
useful for NPPOs (please see the outlines of requirements of ISPM
8 as adopted in 1998).
Category : TECHNICAL
97 36 | Outline of Requirements United States of America
Verify that the content of the "outline of requirements" accurately
reflects the actual requirements stated in the following sections of
the draft.
Category : TECHNICAL
98 37 | Pest status is determined by the national plant protection organization (NPPO) European Union .
responsible for the area;, for various purposes and using different sources of LSP1 8 does not provide ‘guidance” on the purpose of the
etermination of pest status.
termationaseutinedathisstondardinformation, Fhis-stondardalsenravides Category : TECHNICAL
culdoneenthosursese e thodoinma not enonosshnius,
99 37 | Pest status is determined by the national plant protection organization (NPPO) EPPO o .
respon5|ble for the areacarea for various purposes and usmg different sources of LSP1 8 does not provide ‘guidance” on the purpose of the
etermination of pest status.
Category : TECHNICAL
thwu%pes&ef—ﬂ%de%e#mmaﬂenﬂf—pest—sta&ﬁ—mformatlon
100 37 | Pest status is determined by the national-plantprotection-National Plant Protection Ghana

organization (NPPO) responsible for the area,using sources of information as

Category : EDITORIAL
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outlined in this standard. This standard also provides guidance on the purpose of
the determination of pest status.

101 37 | Pest status is determined by the national plant protection organization (NPPO) P | APPPC
responsible for the area,using sources of information as outlined in this standard. (96) APPPC (11 Sep 2018 2:03 AM)
. . . .. (17) New Zealand (5 Sep 2018 5:00 AM)
This standard also provides guidance on the purpose of the determination of pest Category : SUBSTANTIVE
status.

Determination of pest status in an area is an important part of many IPPC activities
including pest risk analysis, market access requests and establishing and complying
with phytosanitary import requlations, planning national, regional or international
pest management programmes and exchanging information as outlined in the IPPC.
Information from pest records and other sources should be used to determine the pest
status categories listed below. Information is available from many sources and is of
varying reliability. Appendix 1 provides guidance on the levels of pest record
reliability. The categories of present status include: present: not widely distributed:;
present: not widely distributed and not under official control; present: not widely
distributed and under official control; present: at low prevalence; present: except in
specified pest free areas; present: except in specified pest free places of production
or production sites; present: not expected to establish(transciene). The categories of
the absent status include: absent: pest not recorded; absent: pest free area (entire
country); absent: pest records invalid; absent: pest no longer present; absent: pest
eradicated.

Contracting parties have obligations under the IPPC (Article VIII 1. (a)) to report
“the occurrence, outbreak or spread of pests” and should also provide to NPPOs pest
records and supporting evidence when requested. Good practices should be used for
this_including the correct usage of pest status categories, the use of reliable
information, the maintenance of pest records and updating other NPPOs and RPPOs
of changes in pest status according to ISPM 17.

102 37 | Pest status is determined by the national plant protection organization (NPPO) P | Australia _ _ _ .
responsible for the area,using sources of information as outlined in this standard. Restructuring will make this section easier to read and add clarity
. . . to requirements and purpose
This standard alse-provides guidance enr-on: Category : EDITORIAL

« the purpose of determining pest status,

« evaluating the determination-reliability of information supporting pest status-status
determination, and

« sources of uncertainty in determining the pest status in an area.

103 37 | Pest status is determined by the ratienal-plant-protection-organization-National P | Australia

Plant Protection Organization (NPPO) responsible for the area;, using sources of
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information as outlined in this standard. This standard also provides guidance on
the purpose of the determination of pest status.

Category : EDITORIAL

104 37 | Pest status is determined by the national plant protection organization (NPPO) NEPPO
respon3|ble for the areas;, using sources of information as outlined in th_|s standard. Category : EDITORIAL
This standard also provides guidance on the purpose of the determination of pest
status.
105 37 | Pest status is determined by the national plant protection organization (NPPO) Argentina
responsible for the area:using-, based on the sources of information as outlined in More appropriate text.
. . . . Category : EDITORIAL
this standard. This standard also provides guidance on the purpose of the
determination of pest status.
106 37 | Pest status is determined by the national plant protection organization (NPPO) Uruguay
responsible for the area;using-, based on the sources of information as outlined in more appropriate text
. . . . Category : EDITORIAL
this standard. This standard also provides guidance on the purpose of the
determination of pest status.
107 37 | Pest status is determined by the national plant protection organization (NPPO) COSAVE
responsible for the area:using-, based on the sources of information as outlined in More appropriate text.
. . - . Category : EDITORIAL
this standard. This standard also provides guidance on the purpose of the
determination of pest status.
108 38 Des orientations y sont développées quant a Chad )
de la fiabilité des informations et les facteurs reformulation du paragraphe 38 pour une bonne compréhension
concernant la détermination de la situation d'un organisme dans Des orientations y sont développées et décrites quant a
une I'évaluation de la fiabilité des informations et les facteurs
d'incertitude concernant la détermination d'un organisme nuisible
dans une zone.
Category : EDITORIAL
109 39 | This standard identifies categories for pest status under “presence” or “absence”. It Viet Nam
also descrl_bes the responsibilities of NPPOs and good practices for determining Category : SUBSTANTIVE
and reporting pest status.
Contracting parties have obligations under the IPPC (Article VIII 1. (a)) to report
“the occurrence, outbreak or spread of pests’ and should also provide to NPPOs pest
records and supporting evidence when requested. Good reporting practices should
be used for this including the correct usage of pest status categories, the use of
reliable information, the maintenance of pest records and updating other NPPOs and
RPPOs of changes in pest status according to ISPM 17 (Pest reporting).
110 39 | This standard identifies categories for pest status under “presence” or “absence”. It Viet Nam

also describes the responsibilities of NPPOs and good or official reporting
practices for determining and reporting pest status.

follows scope
Category : SUBSTANTIVE

International Plant Protection Convention

Page 17 of 84




Compiled comments — 2018 First consultation

Draft ISPM on Rev. of ISPM 8 Determination of pest status in an area (2009-005)

111 39 | This standard identifies categories for pest status under “presence” (in combination European Union o _
with status of official control) or “absence”. It also describes the responsibilities of We propose to add this precision in alignment with the changes
- .. . made to table 1 to indicate that in addition to the pest status also
NPPOs and good practices for determining and reporting pest status. official control is relevant (see EU substantive comment on
paragraph 76).
Category : SUBSTANTIVE
112 39 | This standard identifies and describes categories for pest status under the two broad European Union
categories “presence” er-and “absence”. It also describes the responsibilities of ?:{:gz;icisgpvﬁrod/g}gi
NPPOs and good practices for determining and reporting pest status. )
113 39 | This standard identifies and describes categories for pest status under the two broad EPPO _
categories “presence” e(in combination with status of official control) and More precise wording.
“absen_ce_”. It also descr_ibes the responsibilities of NPPOs and good practices for We propose to add this precision in alignment with the changes
determining and reporting pest status. made to table 1 to indicate that in addition to the pest status also
official control is relevant (see EPPO substantive comment on
paragraph 76)
Category : SUBSTANTIVE
114 39 d o Australia
dacrrihac tha racn ihilitio 1D , - A Restructuring will make this section easier to read and add clarity
e o - N " Al e - to requirements and purpose
and-reporting-pest-status:This standard also identifies: Category : EDITORIAL
e categories for pest status under “presence” or “absence”,
e responsibilities of NPPOs, and
» good practices for determining and reporting pest status.
115 39 La présente norme établit des catégories de situation d'un organisme Chad . o
nuisible au regard la ou de le par,agraphe 39 est refgrmule pour une bonrje co'mpre:hensmn
.. . . s . La présente norme établit des catégories de situation d'un
celui-ci. Elle décrit en outre les responsabilités des ONPV et les bonnes pratiques organisme nuisible au regard de” la présence” ou de "I'absence"
s’agissant de déterminer la situation d’un organisme nuisible et de communiquer de celui-ci. Elle décrit en outre les responsabilités des ONPV et les
des informations a cet égard bonnes pratiques s'agissant de déterminer la situation d'un
' organisme nuisible et de communiquer des information a cet
égard.
Category : EDITORIAL
Background
116 41 | Pest records and other information are used to determine the presence or absence of Canada _ _
a pest in an area. AH-National plant protection organizations of importing and Addition to provide clarity.
. . - . . . Category : EDITORIAL
exporting countries need information concerning the status of pests for pest risk
analysis, the establishment of and compliance with phytosanitary regulations, and
the establishment and maintenance of pest free areas.
117 41 | Pest records and other information are used to determine the presence or absence of Panama
a pest in an area. All importing and expprtmg cou_ntrles need [nformatlon Category : SUBSTANTIVE
concerning the status of pests for pest risk analysis, the establishment of and
compliance with phytosanitary regulations, and the establishment and maintenance
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of pest free areas-, areas of low prevalence, pest free places of production and pest
free production sites.

118 41 | Pest records and other information are used to determine the presence or absence of Costa Rica . _ _
a pest in an area. All importing and exporting countries need information ek IS D el e st Sk Gt
. . . . status of pest for pest risk analysis.
concerning the status of pests for pest risk analysis, the establishment of and Category : TECHNICAL
compliance with phytosanitary regulations, and the establishment and maintenance
of pest free areas—, areas of low pest prevalence, pest free places of production and
pest free production sites
119 41 Para determinar la presencia o ausencia de una plaga en un area se utilizan <E>IRS$ (e - detall | "
los registros de plagas y otra informacion. Todos los paises importadoresy Ci?:;l)l';a_f QSE;TA‘,EV%SEC'”G €s 10 que se necesita.
exportadores necesitan informacion sobre la situacion de las plagas para el analisis
del riesgo de plagas, el establecimiento y cumplimiento de reglamentaciones
fitosanitarias y el establecimiento y mantenimiento de areas libres de plagas, areas
de baja prevalencia, lugares de produccidn libres de plagas y sitios de produccion
libres de plagas.
120 42 | This standard describes how information is used to officially determine the pest Viet Nam
status in an area. Fhis-The main information includes records from surveillance as
described in ISPM 6 (Surveillance). Pest records and pest status are also used by Category : SUBSTANTIVE
NPPOs in pest reporting as described in ISPM 17{17Pest reporting).
121 42 | This-The purpose of this standard deseribes-how-irformation-is used-to determine Eutrtopeand!lnion
provide guidance on the determination of pest status in an area—This-, using in Cgtezro‘;";.r_ L':rt‘jgl.'TOR AL
particular information ireludesrecords-from surveillance and pest records as
described in ISPM 6 (Surveillance). Pest records-and-pest-status are-alse-used-by
NPPOs-in-is part of the content of pest reperting-reports as described in ISPM 17
(Pest reporting).
122 42 | Fhis-The purpose of this standard deseribes-how-information-is used-to determine EPSO g
provide guidance on the determination of pest status in an area—Fhis-, using in Cgte‘;:)‘g/ot LI’%QITORIAL
particular information includesreeerds-from surveillance and pest records as
described in ISPM 6 (Surveillance). Pest records-and-pest-status are-alse-used-by
NPPOs-in-is part of the content of pest reperting-reports as described in ISPM 17
(Pest reporting).
123 42 | This standard describes how information is used to determine the pest status in an Ghana
area. This information includes records from surveillance as described in ISPM 6 Category : EDITORIAL
(Surveillance). Pest records and pest status are also used by NPPOs-NPPQ's in pest ’
reporting as described in ISPM 17 (Pest reporting).
124 42 | This standard describes how information is used to determine the pest status in an APPPC

area. Fhis-informationncludes-The main source of such as that included in pest

(69) APPPC (10 Sep 2018 3:48 AM)
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records derived from surveillance as described in ISPM 6 (Surveillance). Pest
records and pest status are also used by NPPOs in pest reporting as described in ézaagg'\fr‘}’f _,Zgg'?;‘gRSi‘ pep 2018 5:05 AM)
ISPM 17 (Pest reporting).

125 42 | This standard describes how information is used to determine the pest status in an Kenya
area. This information includes records from surveillance as described in ISPM 6 Category : TECHNICAL
(Surveillance). Pest records and pest status are also used by NPPOs in pest '
reporting as described in ISPM 17 (Pest reporting).

126 42 | This standard describes how information is used to determine the pest status in an Kenya
area. Fhis-infermation-inecludes-Information could be obtained from records from
surveillance as described in ISPM 6 (Surveillance), peer reviewed journals, Category : TECHNICAL
databases, websites and published expert sources. Pest records and pest status are
also used by NPPOs in pest reporting as described in ISPM 17 (Pest reporting).

IMPACTS ON BIODIVERSITY AND THE ENVIRONMENT

127 44 | This standard may contribute to the protection of biodiversity and the environment Panama _ _
by helping countries to determine the status of pests that can have an impact on Ei‘;g'if‘/;'zitt;‘Ztn'éheyrfsis;rr‘]'fjger:teaS“res FEY GEERIEUES (0 [Pt
biodiversity and the environment. Determining and describing pest status in a Category : TECHNICAL '
consistent manner may help countries identify risks associated with such pests and
to apply phytosanitary measures contributing to protect biodiversity and the
environment.

128 44 | This standard may contribute to the protection of biodiversity and the environment Bangladesh
by helping countries to determine the status of pests that can have an impact on ol PREEEE) OlF IOCIMErEllEy &l dns ETROmE (kY X3 Gous

7. b ; .. - . gene flow of transgenic plant or GMO or LMO.
biodiversity and the environment. Determining and describing pest status in a Category : SUBSTANTIVE
consistent manner may help countries identify risks associated with such pests and
to apply phytosanitary measures to protect biodiversity and the environment.

129 44 | This standard may contribute to the protection of biodiversity and the environment EPPO . _ - .
by helping countries to determine the status of pests that-can-whose introduction more precise e, [FAREVEE @ if &) (EpEiile, DEIEHER 6if ¢
and spread may have an impact-on-biodiversity-and-the-environmentenvironmental Category : EDITORIAL
impact. Determining and describing pest status in a consistent manner may help
countries identify risks associated with such pests and te-apply phytosanitary
measures to protect biodiversity and the environment.

130 44 | This standard may contribute to the protection of biodiversity and the environment Ghana
by h(_elping countries to Qetermine the statqs 'of pests that can have an impapt on Category : EDITORIAL
biodiversity and the environment. Determining and describing pest status in a
consistent manner may help countries identify risks associated with such pests and
to apply phytesanitary-Phytosanitary measures to protect biodiversity and the
environment.
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131 44 Australia
Restructuring of this section creates clarity and removes
repetition.
Category : EDITORIAL
standard provides a consistent approach to determining and describing pest status. It can
be used to determine the status of pests that can negatively impact on biodiversity and
the environment. This process can be used to help countries identify risks associated with
such pests and to apply phytosanitary measures that can help protect biodiversity and the
environment.
132 44 | This standard may contribute to the protection of biodiversity and the environment Costa Rica _ _
by helping countries to determine the status of pests that can have an impact on 1 GEIiay ks MBI [ERBHRES G EOlRANLS WD R Ee:
7. > . . . - . biodiversity and enviromnment.
biodiversity and the environment. Determining and describing pest status in a
consistent manner may help countries identify risks associated with such pests and Category : TECHNICAL
to apply phytosanitary measures contributing to protect biodiversity and the
environment.
133 44 | This standard may contribute to the protection of biodiversity and the environment Argentina _ _
by helping countries to determine the status of pests that can have an impact on Ei‘;g'if‘lgzitt;‘aatnzhg’rfsig‘rf)r;;tj;:’e?teaS“res FEY GEERIEUES (0 [Pt
biodiversity and the environment. Determining and describing pest status in a Category : TECHNICAL '
consistent manner may help countries identify risks associated with such pests and
to apply phytosanitary measures contributing to protect biodiversity and the
environment.
134 44 | This standard may contribute to the protection of biodiversity and the environment Uruguay . .
by helping countries to determine the status of pests that can have an impact on Ei‘;g'i\a/gzitt;‘aatnZhg’rfor%r;;tjgeTteaS”res Y @EMER (LS (T (PO e
biodiversity and the environment. Determining and describing pest status in a Category : TECHNICAL
consistent manner may help countries identify risks associated with such pests and
to apply phytosanitary measures contributing to protect biodiversity and the
environment.
135 44 | This standard may contribute to the protection of biodiversity and the environment COSAVE _ _
by helping countries to determine the status of pests that can have an impact on Eﬁ)g'i\alggitt;‘aatn52’;3?;’;?:3;&*S“res EY GOl TE ) (o=
biodiversity and the environment. Determining and describing pest status in a Category : TECHNICAL
consistent manner may help countries identify risks associated with such pests and
to apply phytosanitary measures contributing to protect biodiversity and the
environment.
1. Purpose of Pest Status Determination
136 46 | 1. Purpose of Pest Status Determination European Union

The section 1. (Purpose of pest status determination) should not
be part of the requirements. Its content should therefore be
moved to the Background section as was done for ISPM 6
(Surveillance).
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Category : SUBSTANTIVE

137 46 | 1. Purpose of Pest Status Determination EPPO
The section 1. (Purpose of pest status determination) should not
be part of the requirements. Its content should therefore be
moved to the Background section as was done for ISPM 6
(Surveillance).
Category : SUBSTANTIVE
138 47 | Determination of pest status in an area is a vital component of a number of Viet Nam
activities govered _unQer the IPPC and by_ the principles noted in IS_PM_ 1 Category : SUBSTANTIVE
(Phytosanitary principles for the protection of plants and the application of
phytosanitary measures in international trade) and the international standards for
phytosanitary measures that have been developed from them. Pest status is
determined by the NPPO responsible for the area.
139 47 | Determination of pest status is a vital component of a number of activities covered European Union _ o
under the IPPC and by the principles noted in ISPM 1 (Phytosanitary principles for 110 Gl ASIRER ikl 13 15 ) R IRE00S e nfzls fis 15 UnS A
. .. . . responsible for the area that sets the pest status.
'Fhe protection of plants and 'ghe appl_lcatlon of phytosanitary measures in Category : SUBSTANTIVE
international trade) and the international standards for phytosanitary measures that
have been developed from them. Pest status is-should only be determined by the
NPPO responsible for the area.
140 47 | Determination of pest status is a vital component of a number of activities covered IIE;JrBOItJfan Ur:jilon SN, 1M 1
g 3 7 A A etter wording coming rrom € scope o a
under the IPPC and by the principles reted-described in ISPM 1 (Phytosanitary 2) The abbreviation ISPM is used for ISPM 1 in the same sentence.
principles for the protection of plants and the application of phytosanitary 3) The crucial requirement "Pest status is determined by the NPPO
measures in international trade) and the-international-standardsfor-phytosanttary responsible for the area" should be given a more prominent
measures-that-have-been-developed-from-themelaborated in other ISPMs. Pest position through the creation of a new paragraph.
. . . : EDITORIAL
status is determined by the NPPO responsible for the area. Category °
141 47 | Determination of pest status is a vital component of a number of activities covered Zangladesh o
Aryar A A Areyar gree to review of all pest status issues.
under the IPPC and by the pr|n0|ples_ not_ed in ISPM 1 (I?hytosanltary p_r|n0|ples for Category : SUBSTANTIVE
the protection of plants and the application of phytosanitary measures in
international trade) and the international standards for phytosanitary measures that
have been developed from them. Pest status is determined by the NPPO
responsible for the area.
142 47 | Determination of pest status is a vital component of a number of activities covered EPPO

under the IPPC and by the principles nsted-described in ISPM 1 (Phytosanitary
principles for the protection of plants and the application of phytosanitary
measures in international trade) and the-international-standards-forphytosanitary
measures-that-have been-developed-from-themelaborated in other ISPMs.

Pest status is-should only be determined by the NPPO responsible for the area.

1) Better wording coming from the scope of ISPM 1.

2) The abbreviation ISPM is used for ISPM 1 in the same sentence.
3) The crucial requirement "Pest status is determined by the NPPO
responsible for the area" should be given a more prominent
position through the creation of a new paragraph.

To make clearer that it is a requirement and that it is the NPPO
responsible for the area that sets the pest status.
Category : SUBSTANTIVE
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143 47 | Determination of pest status is a vital component of a number of activities covered Ghana
under the I!DPC and by the prlnC|pIes_ not_ed in ISPM 1 (I_Dhytosanltary prmuples for Category : EDITORIAL
the protection of plants and the application of phytesanitary-Phytosanitary
measures in international trade) and the international standards for phytesanitary
Phytosanitary measures that have been developed from them. Pest status is
determined by the NPPO responsible for the area.
144 47 | Determination of pest status in an area is a vital component of a number of China _
activities covered under the IPPC and by the principles noted in ISPM 1 A 16 @B CIRIES) 65 &) CRuniiig, (R0 &) celindsy o &l or
. .. . .. parts of several countries.
(Phytosanitary principles for the protection of plants and the application of Category : SUBSTANTIVE
phytosanitary measures in international trade) and the international standards for
phytosanitary measures that have been developed from them. Pest status is
determined by the NPPO responsible for the area.Pest status is determined for each
targeted area i.e. a country, a part of a country or all or parts of several countries.
145 47 | Determination of pest status in an area is a vital component of a number of Japan . _
activities covered under the IPPC and by the principles noted in ISPM 1 ;\;ffsCcf‘fnszse?;fl'cc'gmt‘:g;”ed Cellldn 7 (RIS UiliR7 CIRcliEs
(Phytosamtary principle§ f(_)r the p(otection of plants ar!d the application of To clarify that pest status in a part of a country does not apply to
phytosanitary measures in international trade) and the international standards for the whole country (i.e. The status which a pest is present in a part
phytosanitary measures that have been developed from them. Pest status is Gl i) ERUTIRY CEIES O GRELR GNCEN 1518 i [Oeld SEIE I dio
. . " . country is “presence”) and pest status is determined for each
determined by the NPPO responsible for the area. Pest status is determined for each targeted area, l.e. a country, a part of a country or all or parts of
targeted area, i.e. a country, a part of a country or all or parts of several countries. several countries.
This proposed change is supported by APPPC as well as by Japan.
Category : SUBSTANTIVE
146 47 | Determination of pest status in an area is a vital component of a number of APPPC
activities covered under the IPPC and by the principles noted in ISPM 1 (7)) WARAC (0 20T AAURE 2558 i) .
. .. . .. To include the reference to areas in a country under pest status i.e
(Phytosamtary pr|n0|ple§ f(_)r the plfotectlon of plants ar!d the apphcatlon of proposed additions and that the pest status should not only be
phytosanitary measures in international trade) and the international standards for apply to the whole country only - Area is officially defined as a
phytosanitary measures that have been developed from them. Pest status is fé’é)”EZF’,apnaEt8°sfeap°§51”§r§ _z;all'Mo)r parts of several countries.
determined by the NPPO responsible for the area. Pest status is determined for each area is officially defined country, part of a country or all or parts of
targeted area i.e. a country, a part of a country or all or parts of several countries. several countries.
To clarify that pest status in a part of a country does not apply to
the whole country (i.e. The status which a pest is present in a part
of the country does not directly mean that the pest status in the
country is “presence”) and pest status is determined for each
targeted area, i.e. a country, a part of a country or all or parts of
several countries.
Category : SUBSTANTIVE
147 47 | Determination of pest status is a vital component of a number of activities covered Montenegro

under the IPPC and by the principles noted in ISPM 1 (Phytosanitary principles for
the protection of plants and the application of phytosanitary measures in

Category : TECHNICAL
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international trade) and the international standards for phytosanitary measures that
have been developed from them. Pest status is determined only by the NPPO
responsible for the area.

148 47 La détermination de la situation d’un organisme nuisible est indispensable Chad )
pour plusieurs < - activités prévues par la Convention tznpnrg”gc')en:ifémfrfsei:n“ PEEEERINE &7 CS [EEnTILIER [our Ui
internationale pour la protection des végetaux (CIPV) et par la NIMP 1 (Principes La détermination de la situation d'un organisme nuisible est
phytosanitaires pour la protection des végétaux et I'application de mesures indispensable pour la mise en ceuvre de plusieurs activités
phytosanitaires dans le cadre du commerce international), ainsi que par les autres \p/;e‘:é‘;:if?&'gvc)o”"e“t'on lniennaticnalireURiaiRrotectionides
normes internationales qui en découlent. La situation d'un organisme nuisible est Ca?egory - EDITORIAL
déterminée par I’ONPYV responsable de la zone considérée.
149 47 La determinacion de la situacion de una plaga es un componente crucial de OIRSA y
diversas actividades comprendidas en la CIPF, de los principios de la NIMF 1 g:gg;:fym,pggﬁ'gzldﬁ' texto
(Principios fitosanitarios para la proteccién de las plantas y la aplicacion de i
medidas fitosanitarias en el comercio internacional) y de las normas
internacionales para medidas fitosanitarias que se han elaborado basandose en estos
principios. La situacién de una plaga en un area la determina la ONPF responsable
del-érearesponsable.
150 48 | NPPOs may use pest status in an area information for: Viet Nam
Category : SUBSTANTIVE
151 48 | NPPOs may use pest status infermatien-information, for instance for: European Union
The list is not exhaustive and other uses should not be excluded.
Category : TECHNICAL
152 48 | NPPOs may use pest status rfermatien-information, for instance for: EPPO
The list is not exhaustive and other uses should not be excluded.
Category : TECHNICAL
153 48 Las ONPF podran usar la informacién relativa a la situacion de una plaga OIRSA
. El nuevo modelo de produccién de Lugar de Produccién Libres de
para: o el
. ., . . .. Plagas y Sitios de Produccion Libres de Plagas.
Confirmacion de la presencia de plagas nativas, base para el establecimiento del Category : TECHNICAL
listado de las plagas de importancia cuarentenaria.
Elaboracion de mapas de riesgo de diseminacién por condiciones
agroecolégicas propicias para su desarrollo (hospedantes)
Establecer planes de contingencia ante la Aparecimiento de un brote de plagas
reglamentadas en las ONPF importadoras(destino) y exportadoras (origen).
154 48 Las ONPF podran usar la informacién relativa a la sittaeién-condicion de Costa Rica
una plaga para: Category : TRANSLATION
155 49 pest risk analysis Korea, Republic of

- establishing or updating list of requlated pest

Republic of Korea would like to propose an additional bullet
"establishing or updating a list of regulated pests" as it is also
relevant to use of pest status information.
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Category : SUBSTANTIVE

156

49

pest risk anakysis-analysis establishing or updating list of requlated pest

China

Add "establishing or updating a list of regulated pests" as it is also
relevant to use of pest status information.

Category : SUBSTANTIVE

157

49

pest risk anakysis-analysis
list of requlated pests

APPPC

21) New Zealand (5 Sep 2018 5:12 AM)

The NPPO should have access to information on the presence of
pests in its country (preferably as pest lists), to facilitate the
categorization of pests during pest risk analysis. The NPPO should
also maintain lists of all its regulated pests. Detailed information
on lists of regulated pests is contained in ISPM No. 19: Guidelines
on lists of regulated pests.

APPPC (10 Sep 2018 3:52 AM) :

Closed: Another change was accepted which conflicts with this one

Category : TECHNICAL

158

49

pest risk anabysis-analysis

establishing or updating list of requlated pest

APPPC

31) Thailand (5 Sep 2018 12:49 PM)

Thailand would like to propose an additional bullet "establishing
or updating a list of regulated pests" as it is also relevant to use of
pest status information.

Category : SUBSTANTIVE

159

49

pest risk analysis
- establishing or updating list of requlated pest

APPPC

Thailand would like to propose an additional bullet "establishing
or updating a list of regulated pests" as it is also relevant to use of
pest status information.

Category : SUBSTANTIVE

160

49

pest risk analysis-analysis
- establishing or updating list of requlated pest

Thailand

Thailand would like to propose an additional bullet "establishing
or updating a list of regulated pests" as it is also relevant to use of
pest status information.

Category : SUBSTANTIVE

161

50

market access requests

Generating pest lists

Kenya

Category : TECHNICAL

162

51

planning national, regional or international pest surveillance and management
programmes

Viet Nam
addition planning pests surveillance programme
Category : SUBSTANTIVE

163

51

planning national, regional or international pest surveillance and management
programmes

Korea, Republic of

to include planning surveillance with pest management
programme.

Category : SUBSTANTIVE

164

51

planning national, regional or international pest managementsurveillance
andmanagement programmes

China
The planning of pest surveillance is referred from pest status
information.

International Plant Protection Convention

Page 25 of 84




Compiled comments — 2018 First consultation

Draft ISPM on Rev. of ISPM 8 Determination of pest status in an area (2009-005)

Category : SUBSTANTIVE

165

51

planning national, regional or international pest surveillance and management
programmes

APPPC

(70) APPPC (10 Sep 2018 3:55 AM)

to include planning surveillance with pest management
programme

32) Thailand (5 Sep 2018 12:50 PM)

Thailand would like to add a term "surveillance" in this bullet
because in addition to pest management program, planning pest
surveillance program is also referred from pest status information

Category : SUBSTANTIVE

166

51

planning national, regional or international pest surveillance and management
programmes

Thailand

Thailand would like to add a term "surveillance" in this bullet
because in addition to pest management program, planning pest
surveillance program is also referred from pest status information.
Category : SUBSTANTIVE

167

52

establishing and complying with phytosanitary regulations

- establishing national pests lists

European Union

Add "establishing national pests lists" which is recorded in the
current version of ISPM 8.

Category : SUBSTANTIVE

168

52

establishing and complying with phytosanitary regulations-regulations

- establishing national pests lists

EPPO

Add "establishing national pests lists" which is recorded in the
current version of ISPM 8.

Category : SUBSTANTIVE

169

52

establishing and complying with phytosanitary regulations to prevent the entry,
establishment and spread of a pest

Kenya

Category : SUBSTANTIVE

170

53

establishing and maintaining pest free areas, areas and-areas-of low pest prevalence
prevalence, pest free places of production and pest free production sites.

Panama
For consistency.
Category : TECHNICAL

171

53

establishing and maintaining pest free areas, areas and-areas-of low pest prevalence
and pest free sites of production

European Union

For consistency with ISPM 10 (Requirements for the establishment
of pest free places of production and pest free production sites)
and paragraph 74.

Category : TECHNICAL

172

53

establishing and maintaining pest free areas, areas and-areas-of low pest prevalence
and pest free sites of production

EPPO

For consistency with ISPM 10 (Requirements for the establishment
of pest free places of production and pest free production sites)
and paragraph 74.

Category : TECHNICAL

173

53

establishing and maintaining pest list, pest free areas and areas of low pest
prevalence

APPPC

14) Singapore (4 Sep 2018 1:34 AM)

To include the establishment and maintenance of national pest
lists under usage of pest status information as this is a current
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usage by NPPOs.

Category : SUBSTANTIVE

174 53 | establishing and maintaining pest free areas, areas and-areas-of low pest prevalence Costa Rica -— dicated in th Hat
- A A consistent with what is indicated in the paragrap
prevalence, pest free places of production and pest free production sites Category : TECHNICAL
175 53 | establishing and maintaining pest free areas and areas of low pest Singapore
prevalence To inlcude the establishment and maintenance of national pest
lists under usage of pest status information as this is a current
usage by NPPOs.
Category : SUBSTANTIVE
176 53 | el establecimiento y mantenimiento de areas libres de plagas y areas de baja OIRSA
prevalencia de plagas;, lugares de produccion libres de plagas y sitios de JEipicaacalicetos
., - Category : TECHNICAL
produccién libres de plagas.
177 53 | el establecimiento y mantenimiento de areas libres de plagas y areas de baja OIRSA
prevalencia de plagas y lugares de produccién libres de plagas y Sitios de USTIIES EOiEEien
., .- Category : TECHNICAL
produccién libres de plagas;.
178 54 | exchanging information as outlined in the IPPC. Vézt Nan|1 bul
ol : : additional more an bullet
establishing or updating list of requlated pest Category : SUBSTANTIVE
179 54 | exchanging information as outlined in the IPPC-.. updating national regulated pest Libya
list Category : SUBSTANTIVE
180 54 | exchanging information as outlined in the IPPC. APPPC
) Nepal (9 Aug 2018 5:32 PM)
. . Category : SUBSTANTIVE
- planing for future action.
181 54 | exchanging information as outlined in the IPPC. NEPPO
updating national requlated pest list Category : SUBSTANTIVE
182 54 | exchanging information as outlined in the IPPC. IPPC Regional Workshop Africa
Proposal by Kenya that “undetermined” be made a third category
of pest status
Category : TECHNICAL
183 54 | exchanging information as outlined in the IPPC. IPPC Regional Workshop Africa
-Pest listing to be included in this list on the use of pest status
information
Category : TECHNICAL
184 54 | exchanging information as outlined in the IPPC. Iran
- establishing national pest lists. Category : TECHNICAL
185 54 | exchanging information as outlined in the IPPC. Eritrea

- properly design pest surveillance

Category : SUBSTANTIVE
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186 54 | exchanging information as outlined in the IPPC. Nepal
- Forecasting of the pest Category : SUBSTANTIVE
187 55 European Union
dlSt—H—bHI—lGH—ef—a—peSt— Sentence to be deleted as it might create confusion, not clear by
' whom the information may be used.
Category : TECHNICAL
188 55 EPPO
dmnbaﬁen@#a—pesp Sentence to be deleted as it might create confusion, not clear by
’ whom the information may be used.
This comment was also made at the IPPC Regional Workshop in
Bykovo.
Category : TECHNICAL
189 55 IPPC Regional Workshop Central Asia & Central Europe
dlrsm-buﬂen—ef—a—pest— It is proposed to delete as this sentence creates confusion
' YpaneHo, Tak Kak 3TOT MYHKT CO34aeT NyTaHuuy.
Category : SUBSTANTIVE
190 55 | Information on the status of a pest in areas may be used to establish the global Montenegro

distribution of a pest.

By who? NPPO or....
Category : TECHNICAL

2. Information Used to Determine Pest Status

191 57 | Information from pest records or other sources should be used te-rferm-as a basis %tllropian Unifon g
i : : : : : is is basic information, not 'to inform decisions'.
ig(r:t(ijsglzlons on the appropriate selection of pest status categories as described in Category : TECHNICAL
192 57 | Information from pest records or other sources should be used te-irferm-as a basis E:PO . ] o
fal : : : : : is is basic information, not 'to inform decisions'.
zggt(ijgﬁlglons on the appropriate selection of pest status categories as described in Category - TECHNICAL
193 57 | Information from pest records or other credible sources should be used to inform PPIPO e 4 credibl
ici ; ; ; ; ; inclusion of the word credible
S:((::tlis(:gngs on the appropriate selection of pest status categories as described in Category : SUBSTANTIVE
194 57 | Information from pest records or other sources should be used to inferm-decisions ?ZPZF),T\IC Zealand (5 Sep 2018 5:14 AM)
; ; H H H H ew Zealan ep .
iﬁwmtermme pest status eategeries-as described in Category + EDITORIAL
195 57 | Information from pest records or other sources should be used to irferm-make IPPC Regional Workshop Africa
informed decisions or make decisions on the appropriate selection of pest status (P:':l?ezeof}'/af'g’Dt;‘Teoz‘;thence'
categories as described in section 3. '
196 57 | Information from pest records or other sources should be used te-irferm-decisions Iran

on-the-for appropriate selection of pest status categories as described in section 3.
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Category : TRANSLATION

197 57 | Information from pest records or other sources should be used by NPPO to inform Montenegro
deC|_S|ons on the appropriate selection of pest status categories as described in Category : SUBSTANTIVE
section 3.
198 58 | The information that should be included in pest records is described in ISPM 6. United States of America
Move paras 70-71 immediately after para 58. This will ensure
more logical flow of information.
Category : TECHNICAL
199 59 | Sometimes pest status can be difficult to determine because of ureertaintylack of European Union
information or uncertainties. Sources of uncertainty may include: Ig‘;)'ac" of information is an important element (see paragraph
Category : TECHNICAL
200 59 | Sometimes pest status can be difficult to determine because of urcertaintylack of EPPO . S
information or uncertainties. Sources of uncertainty may include: Ig‘;)'ac" of information is an important element (see paragraph
Category : TECHNICAL
201 59 | Sometimes pest status can be difficult to determine because of lz\g)P'\ll’C Zealand (5 Sep 2018 5:15 AM)
i H H H H H ew Zealan ep B
gneeﬁamtyuncertamty of the available information.. Sources of uncertainty may Category : EDITORIAL
include:
202 59 | Sometimes pest status can be difficult to determine because of uncertainty. Seurees &T;ILC Zealand (5 Sep 2018 5:16 AM)
H H . ew Zealan ep B
of-Reasons for uncertainty may include: Category : EDITORIAL
203 59 | Sometimes pest status can be difficult due to determine-beeause-varying sources APPPC
and reliability of uncertaintyinformation. Seurces-of-uncertainty-Reasons for these 71) Philippines (10 Sep 2018 4:05 AM)
Pp— . Category : EDITORIAL
difficulties may include:
204 59 A veces la determinacion de la situacion de una plaga resulta dificil a causa OIRSA . o .
de la incertidumbre. Las fuentes de incertidumbre podran incluir: En la NIMF No. 6, en el acapite 5. Mantenimiento de Registros, se
- . ., establece como informacion para el mantenimiento de registros
-Falta de fiabilidad de los datos de geolocalizacion Category : TECHNICAL
205 59 A veces la determinacion de la situacion de una plaga resulta dificil a causa Nicaragua o _
de la incertidumbre. Las fuentes de incertidumbre podran incluir: En el acapite 2. - Informacion utilizada para determinar la
situacidén de una plaga, agregar el siguiente parrafo:
-Falta de fiabilidad de los datos de geolocalizacion
-Falta de fiabilidad de los datos de qeolocahzamon En la NIMF No. 6, en el acapite 5. Mantenimiento de Registros, se
establece como informacion para el mantenimiento de registros
Category : TECHNICAL
206 60 | limited critical information on pest biology Sri Lanka
- formation of different strains after few generations Category : TECHNICAL
207 60 | limited eriticat-information on pest biology European Union

It is not clear what ‘critical’ information mean. It is proposed to
delete.
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Category : EDITORIAL

208

60

limited eritical-information on pest biology

EPPO

It is not clear what ‘critical’ information mean. It is proposed to
delete.

Category : EDITORIAL

209

60

Hmitada-informacion crucial limitada sobre la biologia de la plaga;

OIRSA
Mejor comprension del texto
Category : EDITORIAL

210

60

Hmitada-informacion crucial limitada sobre la biologia de la plaga;

Costa Rica
Mejora compresion y clarifica
Category : EDITORIAL

211

61

revisiones dela-taxenomia-0 ambigiedad taxondmica;

OIRSA
Mejor comprensién del texto
Category : EDITORIAL

212

61

revisiones de-la-taxonomia-0 ambigiedad taxondmica;

Costa Rica
Clarifica y simplifica
Category : EDITORIAL

213

62

coenflicting;-contradictory or outdated information

European Union
'Conflicting' is redundant with 'contradictory'.
Category : TECHNICAL

214

62

cenflicting;-contradictory or outdated information

EPPO
'Conflicting' is redundant with 'contradictory'.
Category : TECHNICAL

215

62

informacion conflictiva discorde, contradictoria o re-actualizadadesactualizada;

OIRSA
Mejor comprension del texto
Category : EDITORIAL

216

63

dificultades con las aplicacién metodologias de eneuestala encuesta (disefio,
metodologia, capacidad técnica, método de aplicacion);

OIRSA
Mejor comprensién del texto
Category : EDITORIAL

217

65

insufficient understanding-ef-information on host associations

European Union
Better wording.
Category : EDITORIAL

218

65

insufficient urderstanding-of-information on host associations

EPPO
Better wording
Category : EDITORIAL

219

65

insufficient understanding of host asseeiatiensassociated with pest

Libya

Category : SUBSTANTIVE

220

65

insufficient understanding of host asseeiationsassociated with a pest

NEPPO
Fore more clarity
Category : SUBSTANTIVE

221

65

insufficient understanding of host asseciatiensassociated with the pest

Egypt

Category : SUBSTANTIVE

222

66

unknown aetiology

Mozambique

Consider to include “enclosed structures” in the Glossary of
Phytosanitary Terms

Category : SUBSTANTIVE
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223

66

unknown aetiology

C

Mozambique

Consider to include “aetiology” in the Glossary of Phytosanitary
Terms

Category : SUBSTANTIVE

224

66

unknown aetielogyetiology

Egypt

Category : EDITORIAL

225

66

unknown aetiology

IPPC Regional Workshop Africa
tO BE DEFINED
Category : TECHNICAL

226

66

unknown aetiology

IPPC Regional Workshop Africa

It is suggested to include third category of pest status to be
called , undetermined to take care of unknown pest status; this
will be subcategoty 3.3

Category : SUBSTANTIVE

227

66

unknown aetiology

IPPC Regional Workshop Africa
Use simpler term for easy understanding
Category : TECHNICAL

228

67

findings ef-signs ef-erganisms-or symptoms without finding live-the pest er-pest
Sopiren

European Union

More precise wording. Pests do not have to be alive to be
determined.

Category : TECHNICAL

229

67

findings efssigns ef-organisms-or symptoms without finding the live pestorpest
damage-pest

EPPO

More precise wording. Pests do not have to be alive to be
determined.

Category : TECHNICAL

230

67

findings of signs of organisms without finding live pest or pest damage .
- no observable specific symptoms of pest damage.

PPPO

additiional sub point: no observable specific symtoms of pest
damage.

Category : SUBSTANTIVE

231

67

findings-ef-finding signs of organisms without finding live pest or pest damage

Egypt

Category : EDITORIAL

232

67

findings of sigrs-symptoms or damage of erganisms-the pest, but without finding
Hvepest-presence of the organism or pest-damage-causal agent.

Costa Rica

if a sign is found, it is already in the presence of parts or product
of the pathogen, so it would already be with the plague. If what is
observed are symptoms or damage very likely that they can be
associated with several organisms so it would be difficult to
determine and the uncertainty is greater

Category : TECHNICAL

233

67

findings of signs eforganisms-withoutfinding-Hve-pest-or pest damage without

findings live pests

Argentina
To clarify the uncertainty when live pests are not found.
Category : TECHNICAL

234

67

findings of signs ef-organisms-withoutfinding-Hve-pestor pest damage without

finding live pests

Uruguay
To clarify the uncertainty when live pests are not found
Category : TECHNICAL
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235 67 | findings of signs ef-erganisms-without-finding-tvepest-or pest damage without COSAVE
finding live pests To clarify the uncertainty when live pests are not found.
Category : TECHNICAL
236 68 | insufficient understanding-ef-information on the pest distribution in an area European Union
Better wording.
Category : EDITORIAL
237 68 | insufficient understanding-ef-information on the pest distribution in an area EPPO
Better wording
Category : EDITORIAL
238 68 | insufficient understanding of the distribution in an area Egypt
the sentence was confusion
Category : SUBSTANTIVE
239 68 | insufficient understanding of the distribution of the pest in an area Egypt
Category : SUBSTANTIVE
240 68 | insufficient understanding of the pest distribution in an area Kenya
Category : EDITORIAL
241 69 | unreliability of the information seurces-used-to-determine-pest-statussources. European Union
Useless words.
Category : EDITORIAL
242 69 | unreliability of the information seurces-used-to-determinepest-statussources. EPPO
Useless words.
Category : EDITORIAL
243 69 | unreliability of the information sources used to determine pest status. lz\)Pch | () i) O B
_ Nahili . ¢ . epa ug 3
Unavailability of trained manpower in a particular area. Category : SUBSTANTIVE
244 70 | Information is available from many sources and has varying levels of reliability. European Union o
Old information is less likely to be reliable about the current status of a pest than Age of information is an important aspect of the reliability that
- " . . . . needs to be covered by the Standard.
recent |nformat|or_1 becausg: of cha_mqes in pest distribution, taxonomy an(_JI detection Category : TECHNICAL
methods. Appendix 1provides guidance that may be used by the responsible NPPO
to assess the reliability of different information sources.
245 70 | Information is available from many sources and has varying levels of reliability. EPPO _ o _ _
Appendix-Lprovides-Old information is less likely to be reliable about the current This is an an important aspect related to reliability of information
- - . . - that needs to be covered by the Standard
status of a pest than r_ecent information begause of c_hanqes_ in pest distribution, Category : TECHNICAL
taxonomy and detection methods. Appendix 1 provides guidance that may be used
by the responsible NPPO to assess the reliability of different information sources.
246 70 | Information is available from many sources and has varying levels of reliability. APPPC
Appendix tprevides-1 _Qro_v_ldes gu_ldance t_hat may _be used by the responsible Category : EDITORIAL
NPPO to assess the reliability of different information sources.
247 70 | Information is available from many sources and has varying levels of reliability. Australia

Appendix tprovides-1 provides guidance that may be used by the responsible
NPPO to assess the reliability of different information sources.

Category : EDITORIAL
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248 70 | Information is available from many sources and has varying levels of reliability. NEPPO
Appendix tprevides-1 provides guidance that may be used by the responsible Category : EDITORIAL
NPPO to assess the reliability of different information sources. ]

249 70 | Information is available from many sources and has varying levels of reliability. Kenya
Appendix 1prevides-1 provides guidance that may be used by the responsible Category : EDITORIAL
NPPO to assess the reliability of different information sources. )

250 71 | Ideally, highly reliable sources should be used to determined-determine pest status. European Union
However, when such sources are not available, lower reliability sources may be Eg?e“;glsr??g}?gm AL
used. This may increase uncertainty but can also identify information gaps which ’
can be addressed through surveillance (ISPM 6).

251 71 | Ideally, highly reliable and current sources should be used to determined pest European Union _
status. However, when such sources are not available, lower reliability sources may E;etg;gj; el SR
be used. This may increase uncertainty but can also help identify information gaps ’
which can be addressed through surveillance (ISPM 6).

252 71 | Ideally, highly reliable sources should be used to determined pest status. However, European Union
when such sources are not available, lower reliability sources may be used. This E‘;;;;(;‘;SF?DC}’T'ORI AL
may increase uncertainty but can also identify information gaps which can be ’
addressed through surveillance {4SPM-(see ISPM 6).

253 71 | Ideally, highly reliable and current sources should be used to determined-determine EPPO
pest status. However, when such sources are not available, lower reliability sources For consistency.
may be used. This may increase uncertainty but can also identify information gaps Precision added. Better wording.
which can be addressed through surveillance ({SPM-(see ISPM 6).

English grammar
Category : EDITORIAL

254 71 | Ideally, highly reliable sources should be used to determined-determine pest status. Egypt
However, when such sources are not available, lower reliability sources may be Category : EDITORIAL
used. This may increase uncertainty but can also identify information gaps which
can be addressed through surveillance (ISPM 6).

255 71 | Ideally, highly reliable sources should be used to determined-determine pest status. IPPC Regional Workshop Africa
However, when such sources are not available, lower reliability sources may be Category : EDITORIAL
used. This may increase uncertainty but can also identify information gaps which
can be addressed through surveillance (ISPM 6).

256 71 | Ideally, highly reliable sources should be used to determined pest status. However, Costa Rica _ _ o
when such sources are not available, lower reliability sources may be used. This s € S | SOl e ETIE T GGl piest S e
may increase uncertainty but can also identify information gaps which can be Eategor)? : ?ECLNICAL '
addressed through surveillance (ISPM 6}6) and pest diagnostic.

257 71 | ldealhy-highhy-Highly reliable sources should be used to determined pest status. Argentina

However, when such sources are not available, lower reliability sources may be

To provide more guidelines.
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used. This may increase uncertainty but can also identify information gaps which
can be addressed through surveillance (ISPM 6).

Category : TECHNICAL

258 71 | ldealhy-highlhy-Highly reliable sources should be used to determined pest status. Uruguay _
However, when such sources are not available, lower reliability sources may be LI (LT
. . . . e . . . Category : TECHNICAL
used. This may increase uncertainty but can also identify information gaps which
can be addressed through surveillance (ISPM 6).
259 71 | Ideally, highly reliable sources should be used to determined-determine pest status. Eritrea
However_, when_such sources are not available, Io_wer (ellqblllty sources may b_e Category : EDITORIAL
used. This may increase uncertainty but can also identify information gaps which
can be addressed through surveillance (ISPM 6).
260 71 | ldealhy-highlhy-Highly reliable sources should be used to determined pest status. COSAVE -
However, when such sources are not available, lower reliability sources may be LI i
. . . . e . . . Category : TECHNICAL
used. This may increase uncertainty but can also identify information gaps which
can be addressed through surveillance (ISPM 6).
261 71 Para determinar la situacion de una plaga, lo ideal seria utilizar fuentes de OIRSA
gran confiabilidad. NQ opgtante, cuando tales_fue_zr)tes no estén d|§pon|bles, podran Category : TECHNICAL
utilizarse fuentes de fiabilidad-menermenor fiabilidad. Esto podra aumentar la
incertidumbre, pero también puede indicar carencias de informacion que es posible
corregir mediante la vigilancia (NIMF 6).
262 71 Para determinar la situacion de una plaga, lo ideal seria utilizar fuentes de OIRSA _ _ -
gran confiabilidad. No obstante, cuando tales fuentes no estén disponibles, podran s M CE IR MPEREITLE En [€) eHEmmizeen ¢
oy s s . . . situacion de plaga y proveer informacion altamente confiable.
UtI|IZ_a,I’S€ fuentgs d_e flabllldaq menor. Esto ppldra aumentar_la mcertld_umbre: pero Category : TECHNICAL
también puede indicar carencias de informacion que es posible corregir mediante la
vigilancia (NIMF 6)6) y diagndstico de plagas.
263 71 Para determinar la situacion de una plaga, lo ideal seria utilizar fuentes de Costa Rica . »
gran eenfiabilidadfiabilidad. No obstante, cuando tales fuentes no estén [ EEIF SR PENSC, MR (& FEEkEaon
. . T e .- . - Category : EDITORIAL
disponibles, podran utilizarse fuentes de fiabitidad-menermenor fiabilidad. Esto
podréd aumentar la incertidumbre, pero también puede indicar carencias de
informacion que es posible corregir mediante la vigilancia (NIMF 6).
3. Describing Pest Status in an Area
264 72 | 3. Describing Pest Status in an Area Mozambique
Include “Undetermined” as a sub chapter to represent the
instance of not being sure due to lack of supporting information
resulting from lack of surveillance
Category : TECHNICAL
265 73 | The NPPO should decide upon the most appropriate description of the pest status Korea, Republic of

in an area, based on information from various sources such as those described in
Appendix 1. This includes results from surveillance. Pests only present under

Category : SUBSTANTIVE
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guarantine for diagnostic or research purpeses-purposes, or pest interceptions on
imported consignments at points of entry while under detention do not affect the
pest status in an area.

266 73 | The NPPO should decide upon the most appropriate description of the pest status European Union
in an area, based on information from various sources such as those described in PRSI -oc E19 S SR (PEst sl s wantl i, 15 be [ mpie e
. .. . Category : EDITORIAL
Appendix 1. This includes results from surveillance. Pests-Presence of pests only
present-under quarantine for diagnostic or research purposes ée-does not affect the
pest status in an area.
267 73 | The NPPO should decide upon the most appropriate description of the pest status European Union
in an area, based on information from various sources such as those described in gsef”' SETHE:
. - . ategory : TECHNICAL
Appendix 1. This includes results from surveillance. Pests only present under
guarantine for diagnostic or research purposes do not affect the pest status in an
areaarea (e.g. pests in laboratories).
268 73 | The NPPO should decide upon the most appropriate description of the pest status European Union
in an area, based on information from various sources such as those described in E;etce';l)‘j; g-“:_éeorfl'rom AL
Appendix 1. This includes results from surveitaneesurveillance (see ISPM 6). ’
Pests only present under quarantine for diagnostic or research purposes do not
affect the pest status in an area.
269 73 | The NPPO should decide upon the most appropriate description of the pest status EPPO
in an area, based on information from various sources such as those described in PIETEE G
Appendix 1. This includes results from surveitaneesurveillance (see ISPM 6). Useful example
Pests-Presence of pests only present-under quarantine for diagnostic or research Wording mroved
purposes do-does not affect the pest status in an areaarea (e.g. pests in laboratories). Categogy : EDITORIAL
270 73 | The NPPO should decide upon the most appropriate description of the pest status PPPO - - y
in an area, based on information from various sources such as those described in ;i‘;'f;ﬁti‘;’;der with in and inclusion of the word facility after
Appendix 1. This includes results from surveillance. Pests only present underin Category : SUBSTANTIVE
quarantine facility for diagnostic or research purposes do not affect the pest status
in an area.
271 73 | The NPPO should decide upon the most appropriate description of the pest status China
inan area, base(_j on information from various sources such as those described in Category : SUBSTANTIVE
Appendix 1. This includes results from surveillance. Pests only present under
quarantine for diagnostic or research purposes do not affect the pest status in an
area-.If a pest just introduced in an area, a certain period of time is required to
determine pest status.
272 73 | The NPPO should decide upon the most appropriate description of the pest status Libya

in an area, based on information from various sources such as those described in
Appendix 1. This includes results from surveillance. Pests used only present-under

Pest present may lead to confusion. These pests are used as
positive test in diagnostic or for research purpose.
Category : SUBSTANTIVE
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guarantine for diagnostic or research purposes do not affect the pest status in an
area.

273 73 | The NPPO should decide upon the most appropriate description of the pest status Japan - _ . _
in an area, based on information from various sources such as those described in If :ynsgerZitir? QY gt”esr;'i”ntfs:sctegtg;uas”bzrseeaé 3 [enion O s
Append_ix 1. Thi_s incIU(_jes results from surveillance. Pests only present unQer evaluation (e.g. PRA, surveillance).
guarantine for diagnostic or research purposes do not affect the pest status in an This proposed change is supported by APPPC as well as by Japan.
area-.If a pest may be just introduced in an area, a certain period of time is required Category : SUBSTANTIVE
to determine pest status.
274 73 | The NPPO should decide upon the most appropriate description of the pest status APPPC
in an area, based on information from various sources such as those described in (815) e (€9 S Uil s Pl : .
. .. . If a new pest may be just introduced in an area, a period of time
guarantine for diagnostic or research purposes do not affect the pest status in an evaluation (e.g. PRA, surveillance).
area. If a pest may be just introduced in an area, a period of time may be sometimes
; = : 2 Category : SUBSTANTIVE
required to determine pest status based on technical evaluation (e.q. PRA,
surveillance).
275 73 | The NPPO should decide upon the most appropriate description of the pest status APPPC
in an area, based on information from various sources such as those described in (22) W12 ASEIEE (5 Sam 20N BE2E (1)
. .. . Category : EDITORIAL
Appendix 1. This includes results from surveillance. Pests enbypresent-under-that
are being held in quarantine conditions for diagnostic or research purposes are not
regarded as being present in a country and so do not affect the pest status in an
area.
276 73 | The NPPO should decide upon the most appropriate description of the pest status APPPC
in an area, based on information from various sources such as those described in ) HHAE G S 2R D W) .
. .. . To include practical consideration for time required.
Appendix 1. This includes results from surveillance. Pests only present under
quarantine for diagnostic or research purposes do not affect the pest status in an Category : SUBSTANTIVE
area. If a pest may be just introduced in an area, a certain period of time is required
to determine pest status.
277 73 | The NPPO should decide upon the most appropriate description of the pest status Thailand
inan area, basec_j on information from various sources such as those described in Category : SUBSTANTIVE
Appendix 1. This includes results from surveillance. Pests only present under
quarantine for diagnostic or research purpeses-purposes, or pest interceptions on
imported consignments at points of entry while under detention, do not affect the
pest status in an area.
278 73 | The NPPO should decide upon the most appropriate description of the pest status Thailand

in an area, based on information from various sources such as those described in
Appendix 1. This includes results from surveillance. Pests only present under
quarantine for diagnostic or research purposes do not affect the pest status in an

To include practical consideration for time required.
Category : SUBSTANTIVE
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area. If a pest may be just introduced in an area, a certain period of time is required

to determine pest status.

279 73 | The NPPO should decide upon the most appropriate description of the pest status APPPC
inan area, baseql on information from various sources such as those described in Category : SUBSTANTIVE
Appendix 1. This includes results from surveillance. Pests only present under
guarantine for diagnostic or research purpeses-purposes, or pest interceptions on
imported consignments at points of entry while under detention do not affect the
pest status in an area.
280 73 | The NPPO should decide upon the most appropriate description of the pest status Costa Rica _ _
in an area, based on information from various sources such as those described in & gt Il e el dhis puliess o reseeldd oF dleelusls by
i .. . definition would not be considered "present" as it is confined.
Append_lx 1. Thl_s mclugies results from surveillance. Pests emy—p!pesem—onl_y under Category : TECHNICAL
guarantine for diagnostic or research purposes do not affect the pest status in an
area.
281 73 | The NPPO should decide upon the most appropriate description of the pest status NEPPO _
in an area, based on information from various sources such as those described in st 7 = ey U, U2 P e e TR
i .. . positive test in diagnostic or for research purpose.
Append_lx 1. Thl_s mcludes results from surveillance. Pests used only preseﬁpunder Category : SUBSTANTIVE
guarantine for diagnostic or research purposes do not affect the pest status in an
area.
282 73 | The NPPO should decide upon the most appropriate description of the pest status Kenya
inan area, base(_j on information from various sources such as those described in Category : SUBSTANTIVE
Appendix 1. Fhis-includesresults from-surveillancePests only present under
quarantine for diagnostic or research purposes do not affect the pest status in an
area.
283 73 | The NPPO should decide upon the most appropriate description of the pest status Argentina . -
in an area, based on information from various sources such as those described in U® EEIT7 2 (3250 SIS 6 [FESE UITEEr 6 e eanalens.
. L . Category : TECHNICAL
Appendix 1. This includes results from surveillance. Pests only present under
quarantine for diagnostic or research purposes do-netaffect thepeststatus-are
considered to be absent in an area.
284 73 | The NPPO should decide upon the most appropriate description of the pest status Uruguay . »
in an area, based on information from various sources such as those described in U® @7 I (20 S 2 6 [FEsE UEEr 6. e eenaliens.
. .. . Category : TECHNICAL
Appendix 1. This includes results from surveillance. Pests only present under
quarantine for diagnostic or research purposes do-net-affect the-peststatus-are
considered to be absent in an area.
285 73 | The NPPO should decide upon the most appropriate description of the pest status COSAVE

in an area, based on information from various sources such as those described in
Appendix 1. This includes results from surveillance. Pests only present under

To clarify the pest status of pests under quarantine conditions.
Category : TECHNICAL
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guarantine for diagnostic or research purposes do-net-affect the-peststatus-are

considered to be absent in an area.

286 73 L’ONPV devrait choisir la description la plus pertinente de la situation Chad _ o
d’un organisme nuisible dans une zone en se fondant sur les informations émanant ) e e o I PEEEIERINS 72 PEP Un 2N Eem e o
. . . g, 5 . Category : EDITORIAL
de diverses sources, notamment celles qui sont indiquées dans 1’appendice 1
sur les informations issues de la surveillance.
déterminer la situation dans une
, les organismes nuisibles
guarantaine de diagnostic ou
de recherche.
287 73 La ONPF deberia decidir la descripcion mas adecuada de la situacion de OIRSA _ _ .
una plaga en un area basandose en informacion obtenida de varias fuentes, como CIEIMIIEETP G &) IRECEEE 63 [PIERRES GO CEES EoRLEBNEs 19
. . . i .. . debe considerarse en la situacion de plaga., ya que esta confinada
las descritas en el Apéndice 1. Esto incluye los resultados de la vigilancia. Las
plagas presentes-unicamente-en-bajo cuarentena con fines de diagnostico o Viene del parrafo 124, para indicarse que estas condiciones
investigacion re-Ni Las intercepciones de plagas en envios importados mientras se
- 2 nz Category : EDITORIAL
encuentran detenidos en los puntos de entradano afectan a la situacion de una plaga
en un area.
288 73 La ONPF deberia decidir la descripcion mas adecuada de la situacion de OIRSA _ - _ -
una plaga en un area basandose en informacion obtenida de varias fuentes, como L) RISt BERE) P | & R Gl N I O
. . 4. i . . diagndstico por definicidn no se consideraria “presente” ya que
las descritas en el Apéndice 1. Esto incluye los resultados de la vigilancia. £as esta confinada. Esta seccién solamente podria crear confusion.
i i i 3sti i i Category : SUBSTANTIVE
289 73 La ONPF deberia decidir la descripcion mas adecuada de la situacion de OIRSA _
una plaga en un area basandose en informacion obtenida de varias fuentes, como SEPEEIET IO & U PIEER) S0 ChEVEIR E5 U7) RIS
cuarentenado no afecta al estado fitosanitario de la plaga en el
Ias descrltas en el Apendlce 1. Esto incluye los resultados de Ia V|g|IanC|a l:as pais.
agas-presente entena-con-fine Category : TECHNICAL
neafeetana%naaae#d%*n&plag&enmmLas plaqas presentes
Unicamente en cuarentena con fines de diagndstico o investigacién no afectan
a la situacion de una plaga en un area.
290 74 | Determination of pest status requires expert judgement on the current distribution Panama

of a pest in an area. This judgement should be based on a synthesis of available
pest records and information from other sources. Both current and historical pest
records, where available, should be used in assessing the pest status. Pest-status
sheuld-be-determined-en-the-basis-of-an-area—When pest status is recerded-or
reperteddetermined, the area in question (including any pest free areas or pest free
places of production or production sites within it) and the date the-peststatuswas
determined-should be includedindicated. Pest status should be described according
to the categories identified below.

Determination of pest status requires expert judgement on the
current distribution of a pest in an area. This judgement should be
based on a synthesis of available pest records and information
from other sources.

Both current and historical pests records, where available, should
be used in assessing the pest status. Pest status should be
determined on the basis of an area. When pest status is recorded
or reportedis determinated, the area in question (including any
pest free areas or pest free places of production or production
sites within it) and the date the pest status was determined
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should be included.recorded. Pest status should be described
according to the categories identified below.
Category : TECHNICAL

291 74 | Determination of pest status (in an area) requires expert judgement on the current Viet Nam _ _ _
distribution of a pest in an area. This judgement should be based on a synthesis of "When pest status is recorded or reported, the area in question
. . . . . (including any pest free areas or pest free places of production or
available pest records and information from other seurees—Both-sources (including production sites within it) and the date the pest status was
current and historical reeerdsrecords), where available, should be used in assessing determined should be included", this sentence follow ISPM 17, so
the pest status. Pest status should be detemneel—eprdescrlbed accorqu to the basis this sentence propose to delete
Category : SUBSTANTIVE
categories
|dent|f|ed below m&adwﬁw—pesﬁmeﬁpea&eppesﬁre&pmeeseﬁpmdeenener
292 74 | Determination of pest status requires expert judgement on the current distribution Korea, Republic of )
of a pest in an area. This judgement should be based on a synthesis of available Znittaetrlj‘; Sareec?ﬁzg'?r‘]”tggfg freva'ence should be added to cover
pest records and information from other sources. Both current and historical Category :pSUBSTANTIVE '
records, where available, should be used in assessing the pest status. Pest status
should be determined on the basis of an area. When pest status is recorded or
reported, the area in question (including any pest free areas or pest free places of
production or production sites within )it or areas of low pest prevalence) and the
date the pest status was determined should be included. Pest status should be
described according to the categories identified below.
293 74 | Determination of pest status requires expert judgement on the current distribution European Union _
of a pest in an area. This judgement should be based on a synthesis of available From the original sentence it was not clear that the NPPO
) . . . identifies and specifies the area for which the pests status is
pest records and information from other sources. Both current and historical applicable.
records, where available, should be used in assessing the pest status. Pest status To make it a requirement and better readable.
shou_lo_l be determined enthe-basis-of-for an areaarea which should be |dent!fled and Category : TECHNICAL
specified by the NPPO.. When pest status is recorded or reported, the area in
question (including any pest free areas or pest free places of production or
production sites within it) and the date the pest status was determined should be
included. Pest status should be described according to the categories identified
below.
294 74 European Union

Determination of pest status requires expert judgement on the current distribution
of a pest in an area. This judgement should be based on a synthesis of available
pest records and information from other sources. Both current and historical
records, where available, should be used in assessing the pest status. Pest status
should be determined on the basis of an area. When pest status is recorded or

reported, the area in question {including-any-and the date the pest free-areas-orpest

Reporting of the PFAs, and especially places of production or
production sites should not be mandatory but be included as an
option. The reporting of places of production and production sites
may be very comprehensive and expand reporting in an
unjustified manner.

ISPM 4 states that the information can be communicated to all
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free-places-of production-orproduction-sites-within-it)status was determined should
be included. and-the-date-the-Pest free areas, pest free places of production or pest

free production sites may also be reported on request, if appropriate. Pest status

was-determined-should be melededdescrlbed accorqu to the cateqorles |dent|f|ed

interested NPPOs on request (1.3)

Category : TECHNICAL

Determlnatlon of pest status requires expert Judgement on the current dlstrlbutlon

295 74 European Union
of a pest in an area. This judgement should be based on a synthesis of available gr”eegts'gnwgfrji:;t'”d paragraph to express a new idea and more
pest records and information from other sources. I_30th current and historical Category : EDITORIAL
records, where available, should be used in assessing the pest status.
Pest status should be determined on the basis of an area. When pest status is recorded
or reported, the area in question (including any pest free areas or pest free places of
production or production sites within it) and the date on which the pest status was
determined should be included. Pest status should be described according to the
categories identified below.
296 74 | Determination of pest status requires expert judgement on the current distribution EPPO _ _
of a pest in an area. This judgement should be based on a synthesis of available Reporting of the PFAs, and especially places of production or
. A . . production sites should not be mandatory but be included as an
pest records and mformatlon from other sources. I_30th current and historical option. The reporting of places of production and production sites
records, where available, should be used in assessing the pest status. may be very comprehensive and expand reporting in an
unjustified manner.
. . . ISPM 4 states that the information can be communicated to all
Pest status should pe determined en-the-basis—ef-for an areaarea which should be interested NPPOs on request (1.3)
identified and specified by the NPPO. When pest status is recorded or reported, the
area in question {eluding-any- and the date on which the pest free-areas-orpestfree ) - )
Creation of a distinct paragraph to express a new idea and more
places—of-production-or-production-sites-within-it)status was determined should be precise wording.
included. Pest free areas and the-date-the-pest free places of production or production
site may also be reported on request, if appropriate. Pest status was—determined In the original sentence it was not clear that the NPPO identifies
and specifies the area for which the pests status is applicable.
should be meledeeldescrlbed accordlnq to the cateqorles |dent|f|ed below.-Peststatus To make it a requirement and better readable.
Category : TECHNICAL
297 74 PPPO

Determination of pest status requires expert judgement on the current distribution
of a pest in an area. This judgement should be based on a synthesis of available
pest records and information from other credible sources. Both current and
historical records, where available, should be used in assessing the pest status. Pest
status should be determined on the basis of an area. When pest status is recorded or
reported, the area in question (including any pest free areas or pest free places of
production or production sites within it) and the date the pest status was determined
should be included. Pest status should be described according to the categories
identified below.

inclusion of credible sources
Category : SUBSTANTIVE
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298 74 | Determination of pest status requires evidence and expert judgement on the current | P | United States of America _ .
distribution of a pest in an area. This judgement should be based on a synthesis of Actual evidence is important part for making any decision on a
. . . pest status. Expert judgement is needed to correctly interpret
available pest records and information from other sources. Both current and such evidence.
historical records, where available, should be used in assessing the pest status. Pest Category : TECHNICAL
status should be determined on the basis of an area. When pest status is recorded or
reported, the area in question (including any pest free areas or pest free places of
production or production sites within it) and the date the pest status was determined
should be included. Pest status should be described according to the categories
identified below.
299 74 | Determination of pest status requires expert judgement on the current distribution P | APPPC
of a pest in an area. This judgement should be based on a synthesis of available (76) APPPE (10 Sep 2018 7:19 AM)
) . . . e term "area of low pest prevalence" should be added to cover
pest records and information from other sources. Both current and historical all status specified in table 1.
records, where available, should be used in assessing the pest status. Pest status
should be determined on the basis of an area. When pest status is recorded or Category : SUBSTANTIVE
reported, the area in question (including any pest free areas or pest free places of
production or production sites within it)it or areas of low pest prevalence) and the
date the pest status was determined should be included. Pest status should be
described according to the categories identified below.
300 74 | Determination of pest status requires expert judgement on the current distribution C | APPPC
of a pest in an area. This judgement should be based on a synthesis of available (87) Korea, Republic of (10 Sep 2018 9:39 AM)
. . . . synthesis of" is not necessary.
pest records and information from other sources. Both current and historical
records, where available, should be used in assessing the pest status. Pest status Category : EDITORIAL
should be determined on the basis of an area. When pest status is recorded or
reported, the area in question (including any pest free areas or pest free places of
production or production sites within it) and the date the pest status was determined
should be included. Pest status should be described according to the categories
identified below.
301 74 | Determination of pest status requires expert judgement on the current distribution P | Costa Rica
of a pest in an area. This judgement should be based on a synthesis of available ]
pest records and information from other sources. Both current and historical pest Category : TECHNICAL
records, where available, should be used in assessing the pest status. Pest-status
should-be-determined-on-the-basis-of an-area—\When pest status is recorded-or
reperteddetermined, the area in question (including any pest free areas or pest free
places of production or production sites within it) and the date the-pest-status-was
determined-should be includedindicated. Pest status should be described according
to the categories identified below.
302 74 | Determination of pest status requires expert judgement on the current distribution P | Montenegro

of a pest in an area. This judgement should be based on a synthesis of available
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pest records and information from other sources. Both current and historical
records, where available, should be used in assessing the pest status. Pest status
should be determined en-the-basis-ef-for an area. When pest status is recorded or
reported, the area in question (including any pest free areas or pest free places of
production or production sites within it) and the date the pest status was determined
should be included. Pest status should be described according to the categories
identified below.

Category : TECHNICAL

303 74 | Determination of pest status requires expert judgement on the current distribution Thailand )
of a pest in an area. This judgement should be based on a synthesis of available The term "area of low pest prevalence” should be added to cover
pest records and information from other sources. Both current and historical Category :F.)SUBSTANTIVE '
records, where available, should be used in assessing the pest status. Pest status
should be determined on the basis of an area. When pest status is recorded or
reported, the area in question (including any pest free areas or pest free places of
production or production sites within )it or areas of low pest prevalence) and the
date the pest status was determined should be included. Pest status should be
described according to the categories identified below.
304 74 | Determination of pest status requires expert judgement on the current distribution Argentina
of a pest in an area. This judgement should be based on a synthesis of available Pest record” 1s a glossary term and should be used.
pest records and information from other sources. Both current and historical pest Changes in the last sentence made for consistency and to avoid
records, where available, should be used in assessing the pest status. Pest-status misunderstanding with pest reporting.
sheuld-be-determined-on-the-basis-ef-an-area—\When pest status is recorded-or Cat - TECHNICAL
reporteddetermined, the area in question (including any pest free areas or pest free ategory
places of production or production sites within it) and the date the-pest-statuswas
determined-should be ineludedindicated. Pest status should be described according
to the categories identified below.
305 74 | Determination of pest status requires expert judgement on the current distribution Uruguay
of a pest in an area. This judgement should be based on a synthesis of available "Pest record" is a glossary term and should be used. Fourth
;i . . . sentence deleted because is redundant. Changes in the last
pest records and information from other sources. Both current and historical pest sentence made for consistency and to avoid misunderstanding
records, where available, should be used in assessing the pest status. Peststatus with pest reporting.
should-be-determined-on-the-basis-of-an-area—When pest status is recerded-or Cat - TECHNICAL
reperteddetermined, the area in question (including any pest free areas or pest free ategory -
places of production or production sites within it) and the date the-peststatuswas
determined-should be ineludedindicated. Pest status should be described according
to the categories identified below.
306 74 | Determination of pest status requires expert judgement on the current distribution COSAVE

of a pest in an area. This judgement should be based on a synthesis of available
pest records and information from other sources. Both current and historical pest
records, where available, should be used in assessing the pest status. Pest-status

"Pest record" is a glossary term and should be used.

The fourth sentence deleted because is redundant.

Changes in the last sentence made for consistency and to avoid
misunderstanding with pest reporting.
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should-be-determined-on-the-basis-of an-area—\When pest status is recorded-or
reporteddetermined, the area in question (including any pest free areas or pest free
places of production or production sites within it) and the date the-pest-status-was
determined-should be ineludedindicated. Pest status should be described according
to the categories identified below.

Category : TECHNICAL

307

74

La détermination de la situation d’un organisme nuisible requiert 1’avis
d’experts sur la répartition actuelle d’un organisme nuisible dans une zone donnée.
Cet avis devrait reposer sur une synthése des signalements de I’organisme nuisible
et des informations provenant d’autres sources qui sont disponibles. Des
signalements tant anciens que s’il en devraient étre
utilisés pour évaluer la situation des organismes nuisibles. La situation de
I’organisme nuisible devrait étre déterminée pour une zone donnée. Les
signalements ou rapports concernant la situation d’un organisme nuisible devraient
préciser la zone en question (y compris les zones exemptes d’organismes nuisibles
ou les lieux ou sites de production exempts qui et la date
de la détermination. La situation d’un organisme nuisible devrait étre décrite a
I’aide des catégories définies ci-apres.

Chad
quelques corrections sur le paragraphe 74
Category : EDITORIAL

308

74

La determinacion de la situacion de una plaga en un area requiere un juicio
criterio experto sobre la distribucion actual de la plaga en dicha area. Este juicio
criterio deberia basarse en uha-siatesis-de-los registros de plagas disponibles y la
informacion de otras fuentes. Para evaluar la situacion de una plaga deberian
utilizarse tanto los registros actuales como los historicos, cuando existan. La
situacion de una plaga deberia determinarse sobre la base de un area. Cuando se
registre o notifique la situacion de una plaga, deberia indicarse el area en cuestion
(incluidas las areas libres de plagas o los lugares de produccion o sitios de
produccion libres de plagas dentro de ella) y la fecha en que se determind la
situacion de la plaga. La situacion de una plaga deberia describirse conforme a las
categorias indicadas a continuacion.

OIRSA
Mejor comprensién del texto
Category : EDITORIAL

309

74

La determinacion de la situacion de una plaga en un area requiere un juicio
criterio experto sobre la distribucion actual de la plaga en dicha &rea. Este juicio
criterio deberia basarse en una sintesis de los registros de plagas disponibles y la
informacién de otras fuentes. Para evaluar la situacion de una plaga deberian
utilizarse tanto los registros actuales como los historicos, cuando existan. La
situacion de una plaga deberia determinarse sobre la base de un area. Cuando se
registre o notifique la situacion de una plaga, deberia indicarse el area en cuestién
(incluidas las areas libres de plagas o los lugares de produccion o sitios de
produccion libres de plagas dentro de ella) y la fecha en que se determind la

Costa Rica
Este termino se ajusta mejory brinda mejor comprension del texto
Category : EDITORIAL
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situacion de la plaga. La situacion de una plaga deberia describirse conforme a las
categorias indicadas a continuacion.

3.1 Presence
310 76 | A pest is deemed to be present if records indicate that it is indigenous, introduced European Union _ -
or transient. If a pest is present and reliable information is available, then it should LI CIEBEBIHEN 6If CEERgIDRY [FESE SHEitE [ Fit [praseni: & Eomlal e
. T .. . . N K . of pest distribution and status of official control, although this is
be possible to characterize its distribution using the categories provided in Table 1. not consistently applied as some categories do not include the
status of official control. It would be good to include the status of
iy ;e : P official control in all cases.
In addl‘tl‘on to the pest status (distribution), also ‘Fhe st.atus and the oblectllve .Of For simplicity, the proposal is to keep this table restricted to the
the official control are relevant. These are described in different categories in different pest distribution status (table 1) and then to separately
table 1A. describe the status of official control in a separate table (table
1A).
If this is done a few sentences are needed in paragraph 76 to
refer to the two proposed tables.
Category : SUBSTANTIVE

311 76 | A pest is deemed to be present if records indicate that it is indigenous, introduced European Union -

or transient. If a pest is present and reliable information is available, then it should s slnnlintee TG i) @7 @plklin Lo,
. . .. e . . . . . Category : EDITORIAL

be-is possible to characterize its distribution using the categories provided in

Table 1.

312 76 | A pest is deemed to be present if records indicate that it is indigenous, introduced European Union o . N
or transient. If a pest is present and retiable-sufficient information is available, then {L‘esg?s‘i Cros (29 (DD [reliEion [3 s (el [or SiEmliniie
it should be possible to characterize its distribution using the categories provided in Category : TECHNICAL
Table 1.

313 76 | A pest is deemed to be present if records indicate that it is indigenous, introduced European Union . .
or transient. If a pest is present and reliable information is available, then it should sl N S L g 1 TLe A Lol e

. .. .. . X status categories for presence (see paragraph 86: "Present: at low
be possible to further characterize #s-distribution-the pest status using the prevalence")
categories provided in Table 1. Category : TECHNICAL
314 76 | A pest is deemed to be present if records indicate that it is indigenous, introduced EPPO

or transient. If a pest is present and reliable-sufficient information is available, then
it should-be-is possible to further characterize #s-distribution-the pest status using
the categories provided in Table 1. In addition to the pest status (distribution),
also the status and the objective of the official control are relevant. These are
described in different categories in table 1A.

In some cases less reliable information is the basis for determining
the pest status.

Not only distribution but also prevalence is used to define pest
status categories for presence (see paragraph 86: "Present: at low
prevalence")

It simplifies the text and clearly explains the idea

The description of category pest status is at present a combination
of pest distribution and status of official control, although this is
not consistently applied as some categories do not include the
status of official control. It would be good to include the status of
official control in all cases.
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For simplicity, the proposal is to keep this table restricted to the
different pest distribution status (table 1) and then to separately
describe the status of official control in a separate table (table
1A).

If this is done a few sentences are needed in paragraph 76 to
refer to the two proposed tables.

Category : SUBSTANTIVE

315 76 | A pest is deemed to be present if records indicate that it is indigenous, introduced APPPC
or transient. If a pest is present and reliable information is available, then it should (29) New zealand (5 2ep 2018 6:23 AM)
. s s . . K . eminder: to discuss "transient
be possible to characterize its distribution using the categories provided in Table 1.
Category : TECHNICAL
316 76 | A pest is deemed to be present if records indicate that it is indigenous, introduced Costa Rica _ _
or transient—not expected to be established If a pest is present and reliable I 8115 (eI 6F i) ) s WEREIEHTE prEsls SEms 5
. .. - - . .. e . eliminated, so this term would not be used
information is available, then it should be possible to characterize its distribution Category : TECHNICAL
using the categories provided in Table 1.
317 76 | A pestis deemed to be present if records indicate that it is Saint Kitts And Nevis
, introduced or transient. If a pest is present and reliable
- .. . . . o Cat : EDITORIAL
information is available, then it should be possible to characterize its distribution aregory
using the categories provided in Table 1.
318 76 | A pestis deemed to be present if records indicate that it is indigenous, ntroduced Guatemala -
ertransientintroduced. If a pest is present and reliable information is available, then quitar el termino transitorio
. . .. .. . . . . . Category : EDITORIAL
it should be possible to characterize its distribution using the categories provided in
Table 1.
319 76 | A pest is deemed-considered to be present if records indicate that it is indigenous, Argentina .
introduced or transient. If a pest is present and reliable information is available, For consistency with paragraph 101.
. . .. .. . . . Category : EDITORIAL
then it should be possible to characterize its distribution using the categories
provided in Table 1.
320 76 | A pest is deemed-considered to be present if records indicate that it is indigenous, Uruguay .
introduced or transient. If a pest is present and reliable information is available, P @Bl Cey UL [P SOk
. . .. .. . . . Category : EDITORIAL
then it should be possible to characterize its distribution using the categories
provided in Table 1.
321 76 | A pest is deemed-considered to be present if records indicate that it is indigenous, COSAVE .
introduced or transient. If a pest is present and reliable information is available, P EES Gy i) R ik,
. . .. .. . . . Category : EDITORIAL
then it should be possible to characterize its distribution using the categories
provided in Table 1.
322 76 OIRSA

Se considera que una plaga esta presente si los registros indican que es
autéetonanativa, introducida o fransitoriapresente sin gue se prevea su
establecimiento. Si una plaga esta presente y se dispone de informacion fiable,

Uso correcto de términos
Category : TECHNICAL
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deberia ser posible caracterizar su distribucidn utilizando las categorias indicadas
en el Cuadro 1.

323 76 Se considera que una plaga esta presente si los registros indican que es OIRSA S
autéctona, introducida o transiteriapresente sin que se prevea su establecimiento. Si FEITE) CEEIP Bl €2 ) MenE), Ced s &3 CHE soll BIEmER
, . : o S . eliminar de la situacion de plaga el término “Transitoria
una plaga esté presente y se dispone de informacion fiable, deberia ser posible Category : TECHNICAL
caracterizar su distribucion utilizando las categorias indicadas en el Cuadro 1.
324 77 | Table 1. Categories of pest status — Present European Union
See our general comment - to replace table 1 with new tables 1
and 1A.
Category : SUBSTANTIVE
325 77 | Table 1. Categories of pest status — Present EPPO
EPPO is proposing changes in table 1 (see comment above on para
76). the OCS system unfortunately does not allow to upload
separate documents so the revised Table 1 is described as follows.
A word document with the new Table 1 and Table 1A can be
provided upon request (hq@eppo.int):
The revised table is composed by three columns by heading:
“Status (Distribution)”, “Detail on distribution/
seasonality/prevalence”, and “Status description”. The table would
include the following 5 lines:
1) “Present: widely distributed”, "Optional”, “The pest is present
throughout the area where conditions are suitable”.
2) “Present: widely distributed, except in PFAs”, “Optional”, “The
pest is present in the area except for areas which are free from
the pest in accordance with ISPM 4 (Requirements for the
establishment of pest free areas). These areas may be described
alongside the pest status determination for a country.”
3) “Present: not widely distributed”, “Optional”, “The pest is
present in a part or parts of the area where conditions are
suitable”.
4) “Present: localized (specify)”, “Required”, “The pest is present
in a part or parts of the area, but only in specific locations to be
specified”.
5) “Present: seasonally (specify)”, “Required”, “The pest may be
present in the area but only in specific seasons and will not
survive throughout the year”.
Category : SUBSTANTIVE
326 77 | Table 1. Categories of pest status — Present APPPC
(38) New Zealand (6 Sep 2018 1:08 AM)
It would be preferable if the table and main text are in the same
font.
Category : EDITORIAL
327 78 StatusPest status Argentina

For consistency.
Category : TECHNICAL

International Plant Protection Convention

Page 46 of 84




Compiled comments — 2018 First consultation

Draft ISPM on Rev. of ISPM 8 Determination of pest status in an area (2009-005)

328 78 Pest Status Uruguay
For consistency
Category : TECHNICAL
329 78 StatusPest status COSAVE
For consistency.
Category : TECHNICAL
330 79 Status-Pest status description Argentina
For consistency.
Category : TECHNICAL
331 79 Pest Status description Uruguay
For consistency
Category : TECHNICAL
332 79 Status-Pest status description COSAVE
For consistency.
Category : TECHNICAL
333 80 Present: IPPC Regional Workshop Central Asia & Central Europe
It was suggested to add a new category:
Present widely distributed under official controlwidely-distributed "Present widgly distributed under official control", a new line need
to be added into Table 1.
[ob6aBneHbl cTpoku B Tabnuue 1:
MpucyTCTBYET: LUMPOKO pacrnpoCTpaHeH ,ABNSETCS 06bEKTOM
odbuumanbHoli 60pb6bI
Category : SUBSTANTIVE
334 80 Present: widely distributeddistributed not under official control IPPC Regional Workshop Central Asia & Central Europe
This revised category is in Russian:
MpUCYTCTBYET: LUMPOKO pPacrnpoCTpPaHEH He SIBNSIETCS 06bEKTOM
oduumanbHon 60pb6bI
Category : SUBSTANTIVE
335 81 The pest is present throughout the area where-conditions-are-suitable. PPPO
removing , 'where conditions are suitable’
Category : SUBSTANTIVE
336 81 area-w a e-The pest is present IPPC Regional Workshop Central Asia & Central Europe
throughout the area where conditions are suitable and under official control. This is the description proposed for the new category "Present
widely distributed and under official control"
Category : SUBSTANTIVE
337 81 The pest is present throughout the area where conditions are suitable-suitable and is not IPPC Regional Workshop Central Asia & Central Europe
under official control This is the description proposed for the new category "Present:
widely distributed and not under official control"
Category : SUBSTANTIVE
338 81 The pest is present throughout the area-where-conditions-are-suitablearea. Argentina
Redundant, if it is widely distributed conditions are suitable.
Category : TECHNICAL
339 81 The pest is present throughout the area-where-conditions-are-suitablearea. Uruguay
Redundant, if the pest is widely distributed conditions are suitable.
Category : TECHNICAL
340 81 The pest is present throughout the area-where-conditions-are-suitablearea. COSAVE

Redundant, if it is widely distributed conditions are suitable.
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Category : TECHNICAL

341 81 La plaga esta presente en toda el area donde las condiciones ambientales y rango de OIRSA
hospederos son adecuadas. Adicionar ya que estos son los elementos mas importantes para la
condicion.
Category : TECHNICAL
342 83 The pest is present in a part or parts of the area in accordance with Supplement 1 Ghana
(Guidelines on the interpretation and application of the concepts of “official control” and “not
widely distributed”) to ISPM 5 (Glossary of phytosanitary-Phytosanitary terms). Category : EDITORIAL
343 83 The pest is present in a part or parts of the area and is not under official control in IPPC Regional Workshop Central Asia & Central Europe
accordance with Supplement 1 (Guidelines on the interpretation and application of the With the modification proposed the paragraph reads in Russian:
concepts of “official control” and “not widely distributed”) to ISPM 5 (Glossary of BpeAHbIi1 opraH1sM NpucyTCTBYET B YacT UMW B YACTSX 30HbI U He
phytosanitary terms). aBnsercs 06bekTom odburumnanbHo 60pbbbl B COOTBETCTBUM C
[Nob6aBneHuem 1 kK MCOM N° 5 («Inoccaputo putocaHUTapHbIX
TEPMUHOB>): «PyKOBOACTBOM MO MHTEpPNpeTauMm n NpuMeHeHM1o
KoHuenunun "oduumnansHon 60pbbbl" U NOHATUSA "OrpaHUUYEHHO
pacrnpoCTpaHEHHbIN">».
Category : SUBSTANTIVE
344 85 The pest is present in the area and subject to “official control” in accordance with Canada
Supplement 1 {Guidelinesen-(Guidelines on the interpretation and application of the
concepts of “official control” and “not widely distributed”) to ISPM 5 (Glossary of Category : EDITORIAL
phytosanitary terms). The purpose of the official control should be stated alongside the
status determination.
345 85 The pest is present in a part or parts of the area and subject to “official control” in European Union
accordance with Supplement 1 {Guidelineson-(Guidelines on the interpretation and For consistency with paragraph 83 and supplement 1 to ISPM 5.
application of the concepts of “official control” and “not widely distributed”) to ISPM 5 Category : TECHNICAL
(Glossary of phytosanitary terms). The purpose of the official control should be stated
alongside the status determination.
346 85 | The pestis presentin a part or parts of the area and subject to “official control” in EPPO
accordance with Supplement 1 (Guidelineson the interpretation and application of the For consistency with paragraph 83 and suppement 1 to ISPM 5.
concepts of “official control” and “not widely distributed”) to ISPM 5 (Glossary of Category : TECHNICAL
phytosanitary terms). The purpose of the official control should be stated alongside the
status determination.
347 85 The pest is present in the area and subject to “official control” in accordance with Ghana
Supplement 1 (Guidelineson the interpretation and application of the concepts of “official
control” and “not widely distributed”) to ISPM 5 (Glossary of phytesanitary-Phytosanitary Category : EDITORIAL
terms). The purpose of the official control should be stated alongside the status
determination.
348 85 The pest is present in the area and subject to “official control” in accordance with NEPPO
Supplement 1 {Guidelinesen-(Guidelines on the interpretation and application of the
concepts of “official control” and “not widely distributed”) to ISPM 5 (Glossary of Category : EDITORIAL
phytosanitary terms). The purpose of the official control should be stated alongside the
status determination.
349 85 The pest is present in the area and subject to “official control” in accordance with Uruguay

Supplement 1 (Guidelineson the interpretation and application of the concepts of “official
control” and “not widely distributed”) to ISPM 5 (Glossary of phytosanitary terms). The
purpose of the official control should be stated alongside the pest status determination.

For consistency
Category : TECHNICAL
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350 86 Present: at low pest prevalence Viet Nam
ISPM 22
Category : SUBSTANTIVE

351 86 Present: at-in an area of low pest prevalence Korea, Republic of
Category : SUBSTANTIVE

352 86 Presentat-Present in an area of low pest prevalence APPPC
77) APPPC (10 Sep 2018 7:22 AM)

(26) New Zealand (5 Sep 2018 5:28 AM)

prevalence is only used in the term “low pest prevalence” as in the
IPPC - deriving from the SPS agreement.

Category : SUBSTANTIVE

353 86 Presente: con prevaleneia-bajabaja prevalencia. OIRSA
Mantener el orden en las definiciones, tal como se establece en la
NIMF 22 (Requisitos para el establecimiento de areas de baja
prevalencia de plagas).

Category : TRANSLATION
354 87 APPPC
3 . 27) New Zealand (5 Sep 2018 5:30 AM)
low levels in an area in accordance W|th ISPM 22 (Reqwrements for the establishment of Category : TECHNICAL
areas of low pest prevalence).
355 87 i i APPPC
low levels in an area in accordance W|th ISPM 22 (Requtrements for the establishment of Category : TECHNICAL
areas of low pest prevalence).

356 88 | Present: except in specified pest free areas Caribbean Agricultural Health and Food Safety Agency
This description requires some revision as some countries
comprise more than one land space; for example, Antigua and
Barbuda is one country but are both islands and consists of two
geographically separate land masses with different pest status.
Category : SUBSTANTIVE

357 88 | Presenteexcepto-en-areaslibres-deplagas-especificadas- OIRSA
Eliminarlo para mantener coherencia con el parrafo 108
Category : TECHNICAL

358 89 | The pestis present in the area except for areas which are free from the pest in accordance European Union

with ISPM 4 (Requirements for the establishment of pest free areas). These areas should be More precise wording.
described alongside the pest status determinationdetermination for a country. Category : EDITORIAL

359 89 The pest is present in the area except for areas which are free from the pest in accordance EPPO

with ISPM 4 (Requirements for the establishment of pest free areas). These areas should be More precise wording
described alongside the pest status determinationdetermination for country. Category : EDITORIAL

360 89 The pest is present in the area except for areas which are free from the pest in accordance Argentina

with ISPM 4 (Requirements for the establishment of pest free areas). These areas should be For consistency.
described alongside the pest status determination. Category : TECHNICAL

361 89 The pest is present in the area except for areas which are free from the pest in accordance Uruguay

with ISPM 4 (Requirements for the establishment of pest free areas). These areas should be
described alongside the pest status determination.

For consistency
Category : TECHNICAL
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362 89 The pest is present in the area except for areas which are free from the pest in accordance COSAVE
with ISPM 4 (Requirements for the establishment of pest free areas). These areas should be For consistency.
Category : TECHNICAL
363 89 OIRSA
Eliminarlo para mantener coherencia con el parrafo 108
d a 3 Category : TECHNICAL
364 90 e oductio European Union
This category was not kept in the new table 1 proposed because it
was considered as covered by the status ‘present widely
distributed’.
Category : SUBSTANTIVE
365 90 EPPO
This category was not kept in the new table 1 proposed because it
was considered as covered by the status ‘present widely
distributed’.
Category : SUBSTANTIVE
366 91 a d 0 European Union
Reg 0 0 This category was not kept in the new table 1 proposed because it
g was considered as covered by the status ‘present widely
distributed’.
Category : SUBSTANTIVE
367 91 EPPO
This category was not kept in the new table 1 proposed because it
was considered as covered by the status ‘present widely
distributed’.
Category : SUBSTANTIVE
368 91 The pest is present in an area except for pest free places of production or production sites in Mauritius
accordance with ISPM 10 (Requirements for the establishment of pest free places of These areas should be described alongside the status
production and pest free production sites). These places should be described alongside the determination. it might be necessary to provide additional
status determination. information on the area
Category : TECHNICAL
369 91 The pest is present in an area except for pest free places of production or production sites in Argentina
accordance with ISPM 10 (Requirements for the establishment of pest free places of For consistency.
production and pest free production sites). These places should be described alongside the Category : TECHNICAL
pest status determination.
370 91 The pest is present in an area except for pest free places of production or production sites in Uruguay
accordance with ISPM 10 (Requirements for the establishment of pest free places of For consistency
production and pest free production sites). These places should be described alongside the Category : TECHNICAL
pest status determination.
371 91 The pest is present in an area except for pest free places of production or production sites in COSAVE
accordance with ISPM 10 (Requirements for the establishment of pest free places of For consistency.
production and pest free production sites). These places should be described alongside the Category : TECHNICAL
pest status determination.
372 92 Present: transient, not expected to establish Panama

For consistency with paragraph 76.
Category : SUBSTANTIVE
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373 92 Present: not expected to establish or transience of establish Viet Nam
similar meaning
Category : SUBSTANTIVE

374 92 Present: not expected to establishestablish(transience) Korea, Republic of
To clarify the status that "not expected to establish" is transience
Category : SUBSTANTIVE

375 92 | Present-netexpected-to-establish European Union
This status includes a prediction and can be covered for example
in the proposed table 1A if eradication is expected to be successful
or under the proposed status ‘present seasonally (specify)’.
Category : SUBSTANTIVE

376 92 Present-notexpected-to-establish EPPO
This status includes a prediction and can be covered for example
in the proposed table 1A if eradication is expected to be successful
or under the proposed status ‘present seasonally (specify)’.
Category : SUBSTANTIVE

377 92 Present: not expected to establishestablish (transience) Japan
To clarify the status that "not expected to establish" is transience
This proposede change is supported by APPPC as well as by Japan.
Category : SUBSTANTIVE

378 92 Present: not expected to establish APPPC
39) New Zealand (6 Sep 2018 3:05 AM)
New Zealand suggests to reinstate the "transient" category as that
in the current ISPM 8.
This new category substitutes all previous categories under
‘Transience’, and it seems that details on the measures in place
are lost (i.e. about being non-actionable, or actionable: under
surveillance or under-eradication). A practical issue with this
change is that current pest status of certain organisms that were
recorded as ‘transient’, will need to be changed to fit the new
wording with this change. Also the change of wording now may no
longer aligns with other ISPMs, For example, for reporting in ISPM
17 section 5.2 it still states that “An outbreak should be reported
when its presence corresponds at least to the status of “Transient:
actionable” in ISPM 8.”
Category : SUBSTANTIVE

379 92 Present: not expected to establishestablish (transience) APPPC
(78) APPPC (10 Sep 2018 7:23 AM)
To clarify the status that "not expected to establish" is transience
Category : SUBSTANTIVE

380 92 Present: not expected to establishestablish (transience) Thailand
To clarify the status that "not expected to establish" is transience
Category : SUBSTANTIVE

381 92 Present: transient, not expected to establish Costa Rica

In this nimf the condition of transitory pest is being eliminated,
however the proposed definition is related to this condition
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Category : TECHNICAL

382 92 Present: transient, not expected to establish Argentina
For consistency with paragraph 76.
Category : SUBSTANTIVE
383 92 Present: transient not expected to establish Uruguay
For consistency with paragraph 76.
Category : SUBSTANTIVE
384 92 Present: transient, not expected to establish COSAVE
For consistency with paragraph 76.
Category : SUBSTANTIVE
385 93 The pest is evaluated and determined to be transient, or the pest is not expected to Panama
establish because unsuitable conditions or appropriate phytosanitary measures have been To clarify the transient pest status and provide more guidellines
applied (e.g. during outbreaks in a pest free area). for the
conditions of establisment of the pest
Category : TECHNICAL
386 93 The pest is evaluated and determined to be transient, or the pest is not expected to Viet Nam
establish because appropriate phytosanitary measures have been applied (e.g. during For exemple: yellow bamboo locusts in Southeast ASIA which was
outbreaks in a pest free area)area or natural migration of a pest). natural migration of a pest
Category : SUBSTANTIVE
387 93 The pest is evaluated and determined to be transient, or the pest is not expected to Korea, Republic of
establish because appropriate phytosanitary measures have been applied (e.g. during
outbreaks in a pest free area)area) or Category : SUBSTANTIVE
natural conditions do not allow the pest to establish.
388 93 hepestis-evaluated-and-determined-to-be-transien European Union
This status includes prediction and can be covered for example in
the proposed table 1A if eradication is expected to be successful
or under the proposed status ‘present seasonally (specify)’.
Category : SUBSTANTIVE
389 93 B d d - o d EPPO
b PPrep 2 D d This status includes a prediction and can be covered for example
in the proposed table 1A if eradication is expected to be successful
or under the proposed status ‘present seasonally (specify)’.
Category : SUBSTANTIVE
390 93 The pest is evaluated and determined to be transient, or the pest is not expected to PPPO
establish because appropriate phytosanitary measures have been applied (e.g. during revisit the glossary term on the term transient
outbreaks in a pest free area). Category : SUBSTANTIVE
391 93 The pest is evaluated and determined to be transient, or the pest is not expected to Japan
establish because appropriate phytosanitary measures have been applied (e.g. during Add the concept of the status "transient: non-actionable" of
outbreaks in a pest free area)area) or natural conditions do not allow the pest to establish. current ISPM 8.
This proposed change is supported by APPPC as well as by Japan.
Category : SUBSTANTIVE
392 93 The pest is evaluated and determined to be transienttransient, or the pest is not expected to United States of America

establish because appropriate phytosanitary measures have been applied (e.g. during
outbreaks in a pest free area).

Suggest that TPG revise the Glossary to address “transience” vs.
“transient”. Transient is appropriately used here, but glossary
includes only the word “transience”.

Category : TECHNICAL
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393 93 The pest is evaluated and determined to be transient, or the pest is not expected to APPPC
establish because appropriate phytosanitary measures have been applied (e.g. during (79) APPPC (10 Sep 2018 7:49 AM)
outbreaks in a pest free area).area) or natural conditions do not allow the pest to establish 55) Japan (8 Sep 2018 5:03 AM)
Add the concept of the status "transient: non-actionable" of
current ISPM 8.
Category : SUBSTANTIVE
394 93 The pest is evaluated and determined to be transient, or the pest is not expected to Thailand
establish because appropriate phytosanitary measures have been applied (e.g. during to add more condition of transience condition.
outbreaks in a pest free areajarea) or natural conditions do not allow the pest to establish. Category : SUBSTANTIVE
395 93 The pest is evaluated and determined to be transient, or the pest is not expected to Haiti
establish because appropriate phytosanitary measures have been applied (e.g. during
outbreaks in a pest free area).Or no environment conditions to establish. Category : SUBSTANTIVE
396 93 The pest is evaluated-and-determined-to-be-transient-erthe-pest-temporarily presente Costa Rica
because is not expected to establish because-based on technical evaluation or aplication of To clarify the transient pest status and provide more guidellines.
appropriate phytosanitary measures have-been-applied-(e.g. during outbreaks in a pest free Category : TECHNICAL
area).
397 93 The pest is evaluated-and-determined-to-be-transient-or-the-pest-temporarily present Argentina
because is not expected to establish because-based on technical evaluation or aplication of To clarify the transient pest status and provide more guidellines.
appropriate phytosanitary measures have-been-applied-(e.g. during outbreaks in a pest free Category : SUBSTANTIVE
area).
398 93 The pest is evaluated-and-determined-to-be-transient,-or-the-pest-temporarily present Uruguay
because is not expected to establish beeause-based on technical evaluation or application To clarify the "transient" pest status and to provide more guidance
of appropriate phytosanitary measures have-been-applied-(e.g. during outbreaks in a pest Category : SUBSTANTIVE
free area).
399 93 The pest is evaluated-and-determined-to-be-transient-or-the-pesttemporarily present COSAVE
because is not expected to establish-because-establish based on technical evaluation or To clarify the transient pest status and provide more guidellines.
aplication of appropriate phytosanitary measures have-been-applied-(e.g. during outbreaks Category : SUBSTANTIVE
in a pest free area)-.
400 93 La plaga se evalla y se determina que es transitoria, 0 no se prevé que la plaga se OIRSA
establezca porque se han aplicado medidas fitosanitarias apropiadas (por ejemplo, durante Factores agroclimdticos y condiciones agroecoldgicas adversas.
brotes ocurridos en un area libre de plagas) lugares de produccidn libres de plagas v sitios Category : TECHNICAL
de produccidn libres de plagas)-
401 93 La plaga se evalla y-se-determina-gue-es-transitoria,—6-no se preve que la-plaga-se OIRSA
establezca porque se han aplicado medidas fitosanitarias apropiadas (por ejemplo, durante es importante colocar varios ejemplos
brotes ocurridos en un area libre de plagas). lugares de produccion libres de plagas y sitios Este es otro elemento posiblemente mas comun.
de produccion libres de plagas) or environmental conditions and host range may not be
suitable. Category : TECHNICAL
402 93 La plaga se evalla y se determina que es transitoria, 0 no se prevé que la plaga se Guatemala
establezca porque se han aplicado medidas fitosanitarias apropiadas-apropiadas, lugares
de produccién libres de plagas v sitios de produccién libres de plagas (por ejemplo, durante Category : EDITORIAL
brotes ocurridos en un area libre de plagas).
403 94 European Union

In some cases, it might be necessary to provide additional information about pest

presence, for instance that the pest has only been reported under limited conditions,

such as:

Addition of Table 1A before paragraph 94: see our general
comment.
Category : SUBSTANTIVE
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404

94

In some cases, it might be necessary to provide additional information about pest
presence, for instance that the pest has only been reported under Hmited-specific
conditions, such as:

European Union

"Environment' is not 'limited'. Here we speak about specific
conditions.

Category : TECHNICAL

405

94

In some cases, it might be necessary to provide additional information about pest
presence, for instance that the pest has only been reported under Hmited-specific
conditions, such as:

EPPO
More appropriate wording
Category : EDITORIAL

406

94

In some cases, it might be necessary to provide additional information about pest
presence, for instance that the pest has only been reported under limited conditions,
such as:

EPPO

EPPO is proposing to add a new table 1A (see comment on para
76). OCS system unfortunately does not allow to upload separate
documents so the new proposed table 1A is described as follows.
A word document with the new table one and table 1A can be
provided upon request (hg@eppo.int):

The table is composed by three columns by heading: “Category”,
“Aim of official control”, "Comments”. The table would include the
following 5 lines:

1) “Not under official control”, “None”, “e.g. Pest control measures
taken by growers”

2) “Under official control”, “Eradication”, “e.g. Prediction that the
pest is not expected to establish (transient)”

3) “Under official control”, “Containment”

4) “Under official control”, “Suppression”

5) “Under official control”, “RNQP status”

Category : SUBSTANTIVE

407

96

in enclosed structuresstructures (e.g. in a
green house)

Korea, Republic of
To provide an example of enclosed structures.
Category : SUBSTANTIVE

408

96

in enclosed structures, e.g. glasshouse

PPPO
inclusion of an example e.g glasshouse
Category : SUBSTANTIVE

409

96

in enclosed strueturesstructures (e.9. in a green house)

Japan

Add an example according to tasks (10) of specification.

This proposed change is supported by APPPC as well as by Japan.
Category : SUBSTANTIVE

410

96

in enclosed structuresstructures (e.g. in a green house)

APPPC
80) APPPC (10 Sep 2018 7:50 AM)
To provide an example of enclosed structures.

Category : SUBSTANTIVE

411

96

in enclosed strueturesstructures (e.9. in a green house)

Thailand
To provide an example of enclosed structures.
Category : SUBSTANTIVE

412

96

en estructuras cerradas; (invernaderos de malla, de vidrio, laboratorios, entre

otros );

OIRSA

Clarificar dando ejemplos de lo que se podria considerar como
cerradas

Category : TECHNICAL
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413

97

 Botaricalaard

Korea, Republic of

To delete "botanical gardens" as research and
quarantine have been excluded from this standard ie
weeds in gardens.

Category : SUBSTANTIVE

414

97

PPPO

deletion. the other sub points relate to the containment of the
pest rather than the site that's being detected.

Category : SUBSTANTIVE

415

97

APPPC

81) APPPC (10 Sep 2018 7:56 AM)

To delete "botanical gardens" as research and quarantine have
been excluded from this standard ie weeds in gardens.

Category : SUBSTANTIVE

416

97

. el

Thailand

To delete "botanical gardens" as research and quarantine have
been excluded from this standard ie weeds in gardens.
Category : SUBSTANTIVE

417

98

in the environment but not asseciated-with-on a plant host (e.g. soil or water)

EPPO
Better wording
Category : EDITORIAL

418

99

at certain times of the year.
- In a transportation carrier

Nepal

Category : SUBSTANTIVE

419

99

en ciertas épocas del afio.

- Adaptibilidad

Guatemala
se agrega el termino adaptibilidad
Category : EDITORIAL

3.2 Absence

420

100

3.2 Absence

IPPC Regional Workshop Africa

It is suggested that after 3.2 category we add "3.3 to read "
Undetermined" this will cover in the case where surveillance has
not be done.

Category : TECHNICAL

421

100

3.2 Absence

IPPC Regional Workshop Africa

we suggest to add new sub category be called undetermined to
take care of the unknown pest status

Category : TECHNICAL

422

101

A pest is considered to be absent if surveillance and other information indicate that
the pest is not found in the area. If a pest is absent and reliable information is
available, then it should be possible to further characterize this-the pest status using
the categories provided in Table 2.

European Union
More precise wording.
Category : EDITORIAL

423

101

A pest is considered to be absent if surveillance (see ISPM 6) and other
information indicate that the pest is not found in the area. If a pest is absent and

European Union
For consistency.
Category : EDITORIAL
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reliable information is available, then it should be possible to characterize this
status using the categories provided in Table 2.

424 101 | A pest is considered to be absent if surveillance (see ISPM 6) and other EPPO
information indicate that the pest is not found in the area. If a pest is absent and For consistency.
reliable information is available, then it should be possible to further characterize More precise wording.
this-the pest status using the categories provided in Table 2. Category : EDITORIAL
425 101 A pestis-considered enti eillance i Montenegro
ilable ol el ibl . hi ine-When NPPO Category : TECHNICAL
considered that pest is absent according surveillance and other information who
indicate that the pest is not found in the area. If a pest is absent and reliable
information is available, then it should be possible to characterize this status using
the categories provided in Table 2.
426 102 | Table 2. Categories of pest status — Absent United States of America
Insert a break between the previous text and Table 2.
Category : EDITORIAL
427 102 | Table 2. Categories of pest status — Absent Kenya
It is proposed that the commonly used terminology "Not known to
" should be included in defining status of Absent: Where no
surveillance has been carried out to confirm absence.
Category : TECHNICAL
428 103 | Status European Union
Absent - conditions not suitable It is proposed to add a new important category missing from the
table. This covers the situation when the pest has not been
recorded and climatic or host factors are clearly such that
occurrence is not possible.
Category : SUBSTANTIVE
429 103 Status EPPO
New category to be added: "Absent - conditions not suitable"
It is proposed to add a new important category missing from the
table. This covers the situation when the pest has not been
recorded and climatic or host factors are clearly such that
occurrence is not possible.
Category : SUBSTANTIVE
430 103 | StatusPest status Argentina
For consistency
Category : TECHNICAL
431 103 Pest Status Uruguay
For consistency
Category : TECHNICAL
432 103 | StatusPest status COSAVE

For consistency
Category : TECHNICAL
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433 104 | Status description European Union
The pest has not been recorded and climatic or host factors are clearly such that occurrence This is the status description for the new category ‘Absent -
is not possible. conditions not suitable’ which is proposed to be added (see
comment on para 103).
Category : SUBSTANTIVE
434 104 | Status description EPPO
the Status description for the new proposed category "Absent -
conditions not suitable" (see comment on para 103) is "The pest
has not been recorded and climatic or host factors are clearly such
that occurrence is not possible".
Category : SUBSTANTIVE
435 104 | Status-Pest status description Argentina
For consistency
Category : TECHNICAL
436 104 | Pest Status description Uruguay
For consistency
Category : TECHNICAL
437 104 | Status-Pest status description COSAVE
For consistency
Category : TECHNICAL
438 106 | Surveillance supports the conclusion that the pest is absent and has rever-not been European Union
recorded. Never recorded is too strict.
Category : TECHNICAL
439 106 | Surveillance supports the conclusion that the pest is absent and has never been European Union
recordedrecorded (see ISPM 6 (Surveillance)). ISPM 6 should be mentioned like the other ISPMs.
Category : TECHNICAL
440 106 | Surveillance supports the conclusion that the pest is absent and has revernot been EPPO
recordedrecorded (see ISPM 6 (Surveillance)). ISPM 6 should be mentioned like the other ISPMs.
Never recorded is too strict.
Category : TECHNICAL
441 106 | Surveillance (according to ISPM 6) supports the conclusion that the pest is absent and has Caribbean Agricultural Health and Food Safety Agency
never been recorded.
Category : SUBSTANTIVE
442 106 | Surveillance supports the conclusion that the pest is absent and has never been recorded. Jamaica
Add according to ISPM 6 to the sentence for consistency.
Category : SUBSTANTIVE
443 107 | Absent: pest free area (entire Antigua and Barbuda
Category : TECHNICAL
444 107 | Absent: pest free area (entire country) Antigua and Barbuda

This description requires some revision as some countries
comprise more than one land space; for example, Antigua and
Barbuda is one country but are both islands and consists of two
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geographically separate lan masses with different pest status.

Category : SUBSTANTIVE

445 107 | Absent: pest free area{entire-countryarea, pest free places of production or production Panama
sites The term area is not applicable only to an entire country.
I Category : TECHNICAL
446 107 | Absent-pestiree-area-{entire-country) Viet Nam
In case where the outbreak in pest free area whether the pest
status consider to be absent?
Vietnam propose to delete the row in table 2
Category : SUBSTANTIVE
447 107 | Absent: whole country is pest free area-{entire-countrparea European Union
Clearer.
Category : TECHNICAL
448 107 | Absent: whole country is pest free area-{entire-countrparea EPPO
Clearer
Category : TECHNICAL
449 107 | Absent: pest free area {entire-country) Libya
Category : SUBSTANTIVE
450 107 | Absent: pest free area {entire-country) NEPPO
Category : SUBSTANTIVE
451 107 | Absent: pest free area {entire-country) Egypt
Category : EDITORIAL
452 107 | Absent: pest free area{entirecountnyarea Costa Rica
The term area is not applicable only to an entire country.
) ) ) For consistency with table 1
Absent: pest free places of production or pest free production sites
Category : TECHNICAL
453 107 | Absent: pest free area{entirecountnparea Argentina
The term area may refer to an entire country.
Category : TECHNICAL
454 107 | Absent: pest free area (entire country) Argentina
(New row) Absent: pest free places of production or production sites (New row) For consistency with table 1.
Category : TECHNICAL
455 107 | Absent: pest free area (entire country) Uruguay
For consistency with Table 1
Category : TECHNICAL
(Add new row) Absent: pest free places of production or production sites
456 107 | Absent: pest free area{entire-countryjarea Uruguay

The term "area" is not applicable only to an entire country.
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Category : TECHNICAL

457 107 | Absent: pest free area (entire country) COSAVE
(New row) For consistency with table 1.
(New row) Absent: pest free places of production or production sites Category : TECHNICAL
458 107 | Absent: pest free area {entire-country) COSAVE
The term area may refer to an entire country.
Category : TECHNICAL
459 107 | Ausente: area libre de plagas (pais entere)o parte de éste). OIRSA
Mantener la coherencia con la NIMF 4 y NIMF 26, ya que pais
completo es uno de los tres tipos de ALP reconocidos, no el Unico.
. En la NIMF 4 se establecen tres tipos arbitrarios de areas
libres de plagas (ver: 2. Requisitos Especificos de los diferentes
tipos de ALP).
. En la NIMF 26 se hace referencia a que en la NIMF 4 se
describen los diferentes tipos de areas libres de plaga (ver:
Antecedentes).
Ademas, en el parrafo 74 de este borrador se indica que “...la
situacion de una plaga deberia determinarse sobre la base de un
area.” (ver: 3. Descripcidn de la situacion de una plaga en un
area; y la definicion de area en la NIMF 5).
Category : SUBSTANTIVE
460 108 | The entire-country-pest free area is established and maintained as-a-pestfree-area-in Panama
accordance with 1SPM-ISPM 4 (Requirements for the establishment of pest free areas). The The term area is not applicable only to an entire country.
pest free places of production and pest free production sites are established and maintained Category : TECHNICAL
in accordance with ISPM 10 (Requirements for the establishment of pest free places of
production and pest free production sites).
461 108 he-entire-country-is-established-and-mainta Viet Nam
ISPM-4-(Requirements-forthe-establishment-of pest free-areas)- In case where the outbreak in pest free area whether the pest
status consider to be absent?
Vietnam propose to delete the row in table 2
Category : SUBSTANTIVE
462 108 | The entire country is established and maintained as a pest free area in accordance with European Union
ISPM 4 (Requirements for the establishment of pest free areas}) ) (PFAs smaller than the To clarify the situation of PFA’s smaller than the entire country.
entire country are covered under presence). Category : SUBSTANTIVE
463 108 | The entire country is established and maintained as a pest free area in accordance with EPPO
ISPM 4 (Requirements for the establishment of pest free areas)-. ) (PEAs smaller than the To clarify the situation of PFA’s smaller than the entire country.
entire country are covered under presence) Category : SUBSTANTIVE
464 108 | Fhe-entire-country- Part of the country: defined area is established and maintained as a Libya
pest free area in accordance with ISPM 4 (Requirements for the establishment of pest free To take into consideration the current PFA
areas). Category : SUBSTANTIVE
Entire country:y is established and maintained as a pest free area in accordance with ISPM 4
(Requirements for the establishment of pest free areas).
465 108 | Fhe-entire-country-Part of the country: defined area is established and maintained as a pest NEPPO

free area in accordance with1SPM-to ISPM 4 {(Requirements for theestablishement of a
pest free area)

To take into consideration the current PFA
Category : SUBSTANTIVE
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Entire country:y is established and maintained as a pest free area in accordance with ISPM 4
(Requirements for the establishment of pest free areas).

466 108 | Fhe-entire-Part of the country :the defined area is established and maintained as a pest free Egypt
area in accordance with ISPM 4 (Requirements for the establishment of pest free areas). to allow using the "absent' status on PFA in specified parts of the
country
-The entire country :the entire country is established and maintained as a pest free area in (CEliEaloln & SUEITNTRAS
accordance with ISPM 4 (Requirements for the establishment of pest free areas).
467 108 | The entire-country-pest free area is established and maintained as a pest free area in Costa Rica
accordance with ISPM 4 (Requirements for the establishment of pest free areas). For consistency with table 1.
Category : TECHNICAL
(New row) The pest free places of production and pest free
production sites are established and maintained in accordance
with ISPM 10 (Requirements for the establishment of pest free
places of production and pest free production sites).
468 108 | The entire-country-pest free area is established and maintained as-a-pestfree-area-in Argentina
accordance with ISPM 4 (Requirements for the establishment of pest free areas). The term area is not applicable only to an entire country.
Category : TECHNICAL
469 108 | The entire country is established and maintained as a pest free area in accordance with Argentina
ISPM 4 (Requirements for the establishment of pest free areas). For consistency with table 1.
(New row) The pest free places of production and pest free production sites are established Category : TECHNICAL
and maintained in accordance with ISPM 10 (Requirements for the establishment of pest free
places of production and pest free production sites).
470 108 | The entire country is established and maintained as a pest free area in accordance with Uruguay
ISPM 4 (Requirements for the establishment of pest free areas). For consistency with Table 1
Category : TECHNICAL
(Add new row) The pest free places of production and pest free production sites are
established and maintained in accordance with ISPM 10 (Requirements for the establishment
of pest free places of production and pest free production sites).
471 108 | The entire-country-area is established and maintained as a pest free area in accordance Uruguay
with ISPM 4 (Requirements for the establishment of pest free areas). The term area may refer to an entire country
Category : TECHNICAL
472 108 | The entire country is established and maintained as a pest free area in accordance with COSAVE
ISPM 4 (Requirements for the establishment of pest free areas). For consistency with table 1.
Category : TECHNICAL
(New row) The pest free places of production and pest free production sites are established
and maintained in accordance with ISPM 10 (Requirements for the establishment of pest free
places of production and pest free production sites).
473 108 | Fhe-entirecountryy-The pest free area is established and maintained as-a-pestfree-area-in COSAVE

accordance with ISPM 4 (Requirements for the establishment of pest free areas).

The term area is not applicable only to an entire country.
Category : TECHNICAL
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474

108

El pais entere-entero, area libre, lugar de produccion libre y sitio de produccion se establece
y se mantiene como area libre de plagas, de conformidad con la NIMF 4 (Requisitos para el
establecimiento de areas libres de plagas).

OIRSA
Las NIMF 04 Y NIMF 10
Category : TECHNICAL

475

108

El pais-entero-area libre de plagas se establece y se-mantiene eemo-area-libre-en todo el
pais o parte de plagas;-este de conformidad con la NIMF 4 (Requisitos para el
establecimiento de areas libres de plagas).

OIRSA

Mantener la coherencia con la NIMF 4 y NIMF 26, ya que pais
completo es uno de los tres tipos de ALP reconocidos, no el Unico.
. En la NIMF 4 se establecen tres tipos arbitrarios de areas
libres de plagas (ver: 2. Requisitos Especificos de los diferentes
tipos de ALP).

. En la NIMF 26 se hace referencia a que en la NIMF 4 se
describen los diferentes tipos de areas libres de plaga (ver:
Antecedentes).

Ademas, en el parrafo 74 de este borrador se indica que “...la
situacion de una plaga deberia determinarse sobre la base de un
area.” (ver: 3. Descripcion de la situacién de una plaga en un
area; y la definicion de area en la NIMF 5).

Category : SUBSTANTIVE

476

109

Ausente: los registros de la plaga no son validos.

OIRSA

Interpretacion de que casos se aplica, (ampliacion de fronteras),
ver si aplica en casos de union aduanera

Category : TECHNICAL

477

111

- changes in taxonomy have-eceurred

Iran

Category : EDITORIAL

478

112

- misidentification has-occurred

Iran

Category : EDITORIAL

479

113

- there-are-errors in the record or records

Iran

Category : EDITORIAL

480

114

berdersborders have occurred.

changes in national

European Union
Simpler wording.
Category : EDITORIAL

481

114

changes in national

EPPO
Simpler wording.
Category : EDITORIAL

482

114

- reinterpretation of the record or records may be needed as a result of changes in national
borders:. Information based on symptoms leading to false identification

Libya
Case of the old documents of 40 or 50s.
Category : SUBSTANTIVE

483

114

- reinterpretation of the record or records may be needed as a result of changes in national
borders.
- Information based on symptoms leading to false idnetification

NEPPO
Case of the old documents of 40 or 50s.
Category : SUBSTANTIVE
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484 114 | - podréa ser necesaria la reinterpretacion del registro o registros como resultado de cambios C | Guatemala

en las fronteras nacionales. Interpretacion de que casos se aplica, ( ampliacion de fronteras),
ver si aplica en casos de unién aduanera

Category : TECHNICAL

485 116 | Pest records indicate that the pest was present in the past, but surveillance indicates that P | European Union
the pest is no longer presentpresent (see ISPM 6 (Surveillance)). The reason or reasons ISPM 6 should be quoted like the other standards.
may include: Category : TECHNICAL

486 116 | Pest records indicate that the pest was present in the past, but surveillance indicates that P | EPPO
the pest is no longer presentpresent (see ISPM 6 (Surveillance)). The reason or reasons ISPM 6 should be quoted like the other standards.
may include: Category : TECHNICAL

487 117 | - climate or other natural limitation to pest perpetuationperpetuation P | China

There is a possibility of the absent of the pest.
the original species disappeared because of the invasion of other competing species. Category : SUBSTANTIVE

488 117 | - climate or other natural limitation to pest perpetuatienperpetuation (e.g invasion of other P | APPPC

competing species) Category : SUBSTANTIVE

(83) APPPC (10 Sep 2018 8:09 AM)
to provide an illustration example.

Category : SUBSTANTIVE

489 118 | - changes in hosts eultivatedspecies cultivated or in cultivars P | European Union

WE suggest to merge paragraphs 118 and 119 which are both
about plant species or cultivars.

Category : EDITORIAL

490 118 | - changes in hosts eultivatedspecies cultivated or in cultivars P | EPPO

Suggest to merge paragraphs 118 and 119 which are both about
plant species or cultivars.

Category : EDITORIAL

491 118 | - changes in hosts eultivatedcultivated such as cultivars P | PPPO
add , such as cultivars
Category : SUBSTANTIVE

492 119 | —shongocimenlibos P | European Union
We suggest to merge paragraphs 118 and 119 which are both

about plant species or cultivars.
Category : EDITORIAL

493 119 | -ehanges-in-cultivars P | EPPO
Suggest to merge paragraphs 118 and 119 which are both about

plant species or cultivars.
Category : EDITORIAL

494 119 | - ehanges-in-cultivars P | PPPO
a subset of 118, add on such as cultivars and remove changes in
cultivars
Category : SUBSTANTIVE

495 120 | - changes in production practices. P | APPPC

(11) China (23 Aug 2018 8:58 AM)

the original species disappeared because of the invasion of other competing species. There is a possibility of the absent of the pest.

Category : SUBSTANTIVE

International Plant Protection Convention Page 62 of 84




Compiled comments — 2018 First consultation

Draft ISPM on Rev. of ISPM 8 Determination of pest status in an area (2009-005)

496 122 | Pest records indicate that the pest was present in the past. A-decumented-Documented pest European Union
eradication programme-was-conducted-measures were implemented and was-were More appropriate wording.
successful (see ISPM 9 (Guidelines for pest eradication programmes)). Surveillance Category : EDITORIAL
confirms continued absence.
497 122 | Pest records indicate that the pest was present in the past. A documented pest eradication European Union
programme was conducted and was successful (see ISPM 9 (Guidelines for pest eradication ISPM 6 should be quoted like the other ISPMs.
programmes)). Surveillance confirms continued absenceabsence (see ISPM 6 Category : TECHNICAL
(Surveillance)).
498 122 | Pest records indicate that the pest was present in the past. A-decumented-Documented pest EPPO
eradication programme-was-conducted-measures were implemented and was-were ISPM 6 should be quoted like the other ISPMs.
successful (see ISPM 9 (Guidelines for pest eradication programmes)). Surveillance _ )
confirms continued absenceabsence (see ISPM 6 (Surveillance)). More appropriate wording
Category : EDITORIAL
499 122 | Pest records indicate that the pest was present in the past. A documented pest eradication Mauritius
programme was conducted and was successful (see ISPM 9 (Guidelines for pest eradication SHOULD THE PERIOD OF ABSENCE BE DEFINED SO AS TO BE
programmes)). Surveillance confirms continued absence. ABLE TO CONFIRM ABSENCE
Category : TECHNICAL
500 123 | It is possible to conclude that a pest is absent if information on presence is Viet Nam
unreliable. Negative results of surveillance may prowde knowledge and ewdence Category : SUBSTANTIVE
about the absence of a pest. However, lack of information does not necessarily
constitute a basis for official determining pest absence.
501 123 tt—rs—pesslble—toeeneluele—that—a—Survelllance records (where tarqet pest +sralesent—|# Korea, Republic of
Category : SUBSTANTIVE
has not been found prowdes knowledge and ewdence about the absence of a pest Tor
However, lack of information does not necessariy-constitute a basis for
determining pest absence.
502 123 | Kis-pessible-No findings of a pest during specific surveillance may be the basis for European Union .
an NPPO to eenelueledetermrne that athls pest is absenter#absent If mformatlon U® MELE [ EREEr ITEL EEAEERE e e Gy (e
Category : TECHNICAL
on presence is 4
aboutunreliable the alesenee—ef—NPPO may conclude that a pestpest is absent
However, lack of information does not necessarily constitute a basis for
determining pest absence.
503 123 | }ispessible-No findings of a pest during specific surveillance may be the basis for EPPO .
an NPPO to eonclude-determine that a-this pest is absent-if-absent. T b [ AR it easions e o) s .
Category : TECHNICAL
If information on presence is unreliable—Negative—results—of-surveillance—may
provide—knowledge—abeut-unreliable the absence—6fNPPO may conclude that a
pestpest is absent. However, lack of information does not necessarily constitute a
basis for determining pest absence.
504 123 China

gmeseblotoconendetholopes s phennt L inTommal ononniosones- S
unreliable-Negative-results of surveillance-may-provide-has not been found)

That's description more clearly.
Category : SUBSTANTIVE
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provides knowledge and evidence about the absence of a pest. However, lack of
mformatlon does not neeessaH%Lconstltute a ba5|s for determlnlng pest absence
505 123 United States of America
unreliable~ Negative results of surveillance may provide knowledge about the DEIEE N e ESMEEES £ e SEameTie 5 GoitE e
Category : TECHNICAL
absence of a pest. However, lack of information dees-or unreliable information
should not recessarihy-constitute a-basis-for-determiningpest-absencedetermination
of the absence of the pest.
506 123 tt—tsqeess+bleteeenelude4—hat~er8urvelllance records (Where tarqet pest %bsent—# APPPC
84) APPPC (10 Sep 2018 8:31 AM)
Category : SUBSTANTIVE
has not been found) prowdes knowledge and ewdence about the absence of a pest o
However, lack of information does not necessariy-constitute a basis for
determining pest absence.
507 123 | Itis possible to conclude that a pest is absent if information on presence is IPPC Regional Workshop Africa . ' .
unreliable. Negative results of surveillance may provide knowledge about the NOUIES (Erels @lF (el dor) CEs ef: MEsEssaiily Gemsiliie & asls
. . g . for determining pest absence or presence.
absence of a pest. However, lack of information does not necessarily constitute a Category : TECHNICAL
basis for determining pest absenceabsence or presence.
508 123 | Hispossible-to-concludethata-pestis-absentif-information-onpresence-is Philippines
A ’ o LA A ; Category : SUBSTANTIVE
509 123 | Hispoessibleto-NPPO can conclude that a pest is absent if information on presence Montenegro
is unreliable. Negative results of suryelllance_ may provide knowledge abodt the Category : TECHNICAL
absence of a pest. However, lack of information does not necessarily constitute a
basis for determining pest absence.
510 123 | Hs-pessible-to-conclude-that-Lack of information does not necessarily constitute a Argentina .
basis for determining pest is-absent-if-absence. Unreliable information on the ol beder LrEemEing
. A . Category : EDITORIAL
presence of a pest may allow to conclude that a pest is unreliableabsent. Negative
results of surveillance may provide krewdedge-information about the absence of a
pest. However, lack of information does not necessarily constitute a basis for
AR E-PaSERnseaee:
511 123 | }ispessible-to-coneludethat-Lack of information does not necessarily consitute a Uruguay _
basis for determining pest is-absent-if-absence. Unreliable information on the B
. . . Category : EDITORIAL
presence of a pest may allow to conclude that a pest is urreliableabsent. Negative
results of surveillance may provide krowledge-information about the absence of a
pest—Howevertack-of-information-does-not-necessarily-constitute-a-basisfor
T e
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512 123 | Hs-poessible-to-conelude-that-Lack of information does not necessarily constitute a | P | COSAVE _

basis for determining pest is-absentif-absence. Unreliable information on the Far beier neemEmelng.
. . Category : EDITORIAL

presence of a pest may allow to conclude that a pest is unreliable—absent.

Negative results of surveillance may provide knewledge—information about the

absence of a pest. Howeverlack-of-information-does-net-necessarily-constitute-a

B i i e
513 123 Es-No posible concluir que una plaga esta ausente si la informacion sobre | P | OIRSA ) . »
su presencia no es confiable. Los resultados negativos de la vigilancia podran E:t;tizrcr%f: d frf;aprl‘;;‘; ;'ggfé ?G?Q;:é;?e:ﬁiigﬂgﬁ'si 2 ONPE 1o
proporcionar informacion sobre la ausencia de una plaga. No obstante, la falta de puede proporcionar los resultados de la vigilancia u otra
informacion no constituye necesariamente una base para determinar la ausencia de informacion pertinente y confiable. En tales casos, podra ser
una plaga-. La falta de informacion no constituye una base para determinar la necesaria la vigilancia
ausencia de una plaga Category : SUBSTANTIVE
514 123 Es posible concluir que una plaga esta ausente si la informacion sobre su P | Guatemala
presencia no es confiable. Los resultados negativos de la vigilancia podran MEOITEI? RELEEEIE €13 EEES PRI

Category : EDITORIAL
proporcionar informacion sobre la ausencia de una plaga. No obstante, la falta de o

informacion no eenstituye-necesariamente-constituye una base para determinar la
ausencia de una plaga.

515 124 | Pest interceptions on imported consignments at points of entry while under P | SrilLanka
detentlon do not affect the pest status of the area. Category : TECHNICAL
an-area

516 124 | Pest interceptions en-mported-consighments-at points of entry while under P | Korea, Republic of

detention do not affect the pest status of the area. Detections of pests in an area,

. . . Category : SUBSTANTIVE
shown by surveillance not to represent a population, do not affect the pest status in

an area.
517 124 | Pest interceptions on imported consignments at points of entry or initial destination | P | European Union _ _
while under detention do not affect the pest status of the area. Detections-If some Important precision coming from current version of ISPM 8.
The second sentence could easily be misunderstood. The clarity
individuals of pests-in-an-area-shewn-by-survetlance-nottorepresent-a has now been improved.
populationpest are found and subsequent immediate specific surveillance shows
that no population is present, the findings do not affect the pest status in an-this Category : TECHNICAL
area.
518 124 | Pest interceptions on imported consignments at points of entry or initial destination | P | EPPO . _ _
while under detention do not affect the pest status of the area. Detections-If some Important precision coming from current version of ISPM 8.
The second sentence could easily be misunderstood. The clarity
individuals of pests-in-an-area—shewn-by-survetlance-nottorepresent-a has now been improved.
populationpest are found and subsequent specific surveillance shows that no
population is present, the findings do not affect the pest status in aa-this area. Category : TECHNICAL
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519 124 | Pest interceptions on imported consignments at points of entry while under C | PPPO _ _
detention do not affect the pest status of the area. Detections of pests in an area, split into separate paragraphs because they are different things
. . . being discused; pest interceptions and detection of pests.
shown by surveillance not to represent a population, do not affect the pest status in Category : SUBSTANTIVE
an area.
520 124 | Pest interceptions on imported consignments at points of entry while under P P:PO g i  ehould b
: The 2nd sentence of this paragraph shou e a paragraph itself.
detention do not affect the pest status of the area. Category : EDITORIAL
Detections of pests in an area, shown by surveillance not to represent a population,
do not affect the pest status in an area.
521 124 | Pest interceptions on imported consignments at points of entry while under C | Caribbean Agricultural Health and Food Safety Agency
detention do not affect the pest status of the area. Detections of pests in an area, Reference ISPM 6 in relation to population.
. . . Category : SUBSTANTIVE
shown by surveillance not to represent a population, do not affect the pest status in
an area.
522 124 | Pest interceptions on imported consignments at points of entry while under P | United States of America
detentlon do not affect the pest status of the area. Deteet—rens—ef—pesfes—m—&n—ama— Meaning of this statement Is not clear. Perhaps more relevant
guidance here is to refer to ISPM 6 for delimiting surveys?
Vv Additionally, this sentence doesn’t follow the first sentence.
&nelceaDetectlons of pests in an area, shown by survelllance not to represent a If this situation is about a pest that is found in a port
population, do not affect the pest status in an area. environment, then this should be clarified in this para/sentence.
Category : TECHNICAL
523 124 | Pest interceptions on imported consignments at points of entry while under P | APPPC
detention do not affect the pest status of the area. Detections (i.e. the importing (42) New Zealand (6 Sep 2018 4:50 AM)
f . . . Some words of clarification to remove ambiguity
country, or an area of the importing country). Detection of pests in an area, shown
by surveillance not to represent a population, do not affect the pest status in an Category : TECHNICAL
area.
524 124 | Pest interceptions on imported consignments at points of entry while under C | APPPC
detention do not affect the pest status of the area. Detections of pests in an area, _ (43) New Zealand (6 Sep 2018 4:51 AM)
shown by surveillance not to represent a population, do not affect the pest status in Re. "Detections of pests in an area, shown by surveillance not to
an area. represent a population, do not affect the pest status in an area."”
Why so?
What if the original PFA status is Absent: pest not recorded. Then
there is an outbreak of a pest but it is not expected to establish.
Why wouldn’t the status change to Present: transient [old
terminology], or Present: not expected to establish [new
terminology].
Category : TECHNICAL
525 124 | Pest interceptions on imported consignments at points of entry while under P | APPPC

detention do not affect the pest status of the area. Detections of pests in an area,

56) Japan (8 Sep 2018 5:08 AM)
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shown by surveillance not to represent a peputatienpopulation level expected to
lead to establishment,, do not affect the pest status in an area.

Add specific explanation of "population”.

Category : SUBSTANTIVE

526 124 | Pest interceptions en-mported-consignments-at points of entry while under APPPC

detention do not affect the pest status of the area. Detections of pests in an area, 74) APPPC (10 Sep 2018 4:18 AM)
. . . Category : EDITORIAL

shown by surveillance not to represent a population, do not affect the pest status in

an area.

527 124 | Pest interceptions on imported consignments at points of entry while under Jamaica _ _ -
detention do not affect the pest status of the area. Detections of pests in an area, shown Dy survelllance not to dirrfg)rese”t a population ( clarification
shown by surveillance not to represent a population, do not affect the pest status in Category : SUBSTANTIVE
an area.

528 124 | Pest interceptions on imported consignments at points of entry while under Montenegro
detention do not affect the pest status of the area. Detectlon_s of pests in an area, Category : TECHNICAL
shown by surveillance not to represent a peputationpopulation of pests, do not
affect the pest status in an area.

529 124 Las intercepciones de plagas en envios importados mientras se encuentran gIRslA

esaltar
detenidos en los puntos de entrada o afectn a la situacion de la plaga en el area. Category : TECHNICAL
530 125 European Union
The undetermined pest status should be clearly distinguished from
"absence" pest status. It also needs to make clear that the NPPO
determines the pest status but may in some cases state that it is
not possible to determine the status of a pest.
It is therefore proposed to refer to no pest status to cover the
situation when insufficient information is available from
) surveillance or from other sources.
3.3. No pest status determined Category : SUBSTANTIVE
There may be insufficient information available from surveillance or from other
sources to determine the pest status. The NPPO may then state that the pest has no
pest status. This could include cases, for example, where pest records indicate the
presence of a pest, but the taxonomic nomenclature is ambiguous or the identification
or diagnostic methods are outdated. In such cases, surveillance may be necessary to
meet obligations under the IPPC so that information can be provided upon request.
531 125 | Pest3.3. No pest status determined EPPO

There may be “vndetermined”—ifthe NPPO—cannetprovide—results—insufficient
information available from surveillance or amy—from  other supperting

informationsources to determine the pest status. The NPPO may then state that the

The undetermined pest status should be clearly distinguished from
"absence" pest status. It also needs to make clear that the NPPO
determines the pest status but may in some cases state that it is
not possible to determine the status of a pest.

It is therefore proposed to refer to no pest status to cover the
situation when insufficient information is available from
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pest has no pest status. This could include cases, for example, where pest records
indicate the presence of a pest, but the taxonomic nomenclature is ambiguous or the
identification or diagnostic methods are outdated. In such cases, surveillance may be
necessarynecessary to meet obligations under the IPPC so that information can be
provided upon request.

surveillance or from other sources.

Category : SUBSTANTIVE

532 125 | Pest3.3. No pest status may-be—undeterminedifthe-determined IPPC Regional Workshop Central Asia & Central Europe
A NPPO eannetprovideresults may decide that insufficient information is available LoD S CEEEE Repests) B Sl (EEs 1D KUEEE &2
from surveillance or ary-from other supperting-informationsources to determine the 3.3. CTaTyC BpeaHoro opraHuaMa He ornpeaesneH
pest status. The NPPO may then state that the pest has “No pest status”. This could HOK3P MoxeT pellaTte 06 0TCYTCTBUM AOCTaTOUHOM MHbOpMaLMy
include cases, for example, where pest records indicate the presence of a pest, but ANA OCYLIECTBIEHNA HAA30Pa U ONIPEAENATL M0 APYTUM
q 5 o 5 oo 5 g o MUCTOYHUKAM CTaTyC BpeaHOro opraHm3ama DTO MOXET BK/OYaTb
the taxonomic nomenclature is ambiguous or the identification or diagnostic CNyuan, KOraa, HanpuMep, CBEAEHUs O BPEHOM OpraH1aMe
methods are outdated. In such cases, surveillance may be necessary. to meet yKa3blBaloT Ha ero NpucyTCTBUE, HO TaKCOHOMMYECKas
obligations under the IPPC so that information can be provided under request. HOMEHKNaTypa HEOAHO3HaHa, Wl NPUMEHACMBIE METOAbI
le,eHTVICbMKaLlVII/I N ANarHOCTUKW yCTapesiu. B Takunx cny4vasax
MOXET I'IOTpe6OBaTbCf-I HaA30p ANnd BblINOJIHEHUA 06a3aTenbCTB B
pamkax MKK3P takum obpasom, 4Tobbl AaHHas MHpOpMaumsa Morna
NnpeaocTaBNATLCA NO 3anpocy
Category : SUBSTANTIVE
533 125 | Pest status may be “undetermined” if the NPPO eannotprovide-cannot obtain United States of America ) -
results from surveillance or any other supporting information. This could include Sretlle I GEes o il o = € (e FElhe (5 ey
cases, for example, where pest records indicate the presence of a pest, but the There are also two ideas that are being conflated in the following
taxonomic nomenclature is ambiguous or the identification or diagnostic methods sentence: _
re outdated In h rveillance m Recessaryn rv. -Survey hasn’t been done because it can’t be done because there
are w such cases, surveiliance may be £cessa is no agreed survey methodology or adequate lures are not
available; or
- Survey either simply hasn’t been done or it has been
done, but results are no longer valid for a variety of reasons.
Therefore, clarify that there may be cases where surveys cannot
be completed, i.e., justification of why there are no data.
Category : TECHNICAL
534 125 APPPC

Pest status may be “undetermined” if the NPPO cannot provide results from
surveillance or any other supporting information. This could include cases, for
example, where pest records indicate the presence of a pest, but the taxonomic
nomenclature is ambiguous or the identification or diagnostic methods are
outdated. In such cases, surveillance may be necessary.

(44) New Zealand (6 Sep 2018 4:54 AM)

Re. "may be “undetermined.

There’s a lack of clarity about when this pest status would or
should be applied (despite the fact that an example has been
provided). The use of the word ‘may’ indicates that it is optional,
but for what situations is it optional? Is the ambiguity intentional?

Is there an expectation that this pest status is applied to
situations where there’s an absence of evidence about pest
status/pest presence, i.e. situations where there is no record, but
recognising that it is not known if anyone has looked and that is
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the reason why there are no records or surveillance reports.

Category : TECHNICAL

535 125 | Pest status may be “undetermined” if the NPPO cannot provide results from &'2';':((5 R R S R
This-could-include-cases. f-e: 6) Korea, Republic o ep 3 9:
Survelllance O ey Other SUpportmg mformatlon This is not relevant and redundant with paragraph [109].
i Hicati i Category : EDITORIAL
ea{dated—m—saehﬂeases—saﬂﬂHane&Survelllan e may be necessary.
536 125 | Pest status may be “undetermined” if the NPPO cannot provide results from IPPC Regional Workshop Africa _
surveillance or any other supporting information. This could include cases, for E;‘;‘t’osig'tfsy HEEN AU B E R e 1Sl
example, Wher_e pest _records indica}te thfa presence of_ a pest,_but the taxonomic Category : TECHNICAL
nomenclature is ambiguous or the identification or diagnostic methods are
outdated. In such cases, surveillance may be necessary.
537 125 | Pest status may be “undetermined” if the NPPO cannot provide results from Costa Rica
surveillance or any other supporting information. This could include cases, f(_)r Category : TECHNICAL
example, where pest records indicate the presence of a pest, but the taxonomic
nomenclature is ambiguous or the identification or diagnostic methods are
outdated. In such cases, surveillance and pest diagnosis may be necessary-
538 125 | Pest status may be “undetermined” if the NPPO cannot provide results from 1'?#"93, Repulblic of 4 redumd " o
Ihls—eeuld—melude—eases—fe; is is not relevant and redumdant with paragrap
survelllance or any other supportmg mformatlon Category : EDITORIAL
eu{dated—LH—sueh%ases—suﬂmHane&Survelllan e may be necessary.
539 125 | Pest status may be “undetermined” H#-the-by NPPO cannetprevide-if there is not Montenegro
results from surveillance or any other sypp_ortmg information. This could include Category : SUBSTANTIVE
cases, for example, where pest records indicate the presence of a pest, but the
taxonomic nomenclature is ambiguous or the identification or diagnostic methods
are outdated. In such cases, surveillance may be necessary.
540 125 La situacion de una plaga podra ser “indeterminada” si la ONPF no puede OIRSA ) -
proporcionar los resultados de la vigilancia u otra informacion pertinente. Esto I VLD fam[e) [elnt) i) (911 ENIEEER G SaEIdion
;. . . . . . otras ONPF la condicidn de la plaga para efectos de la aplicacion
podrian incluir, por ejemplo, los casos en que los registros de plagas indican la de medidas se consideraria como presente. Se dice que esta
presencia de una plaga, pero la nomenclatura taxondmica es ambigua o los condicion se debe a que no se puede proporcionar los resultados
métodos de identificacion o diagndstico son anticuados. En tales casos, podra ser de vigilancia pero a la vez dice que es necesaria la vigilancia.
i el . Fecaetiae Diagndstico es anticuado, de c}ebe a que los datos de la ONPF )
necesaria la V'*g'l'l'&ﬁe*awa ancia y diag : fueron realizados hace ya algun tiempo o porque las metodologias
utilizadas no estan actualizadas.
Category : TECHNICAL
541 125 OIRSA

La situacion de una plaga podra ser “indeterminada”“indeterminada” Si
la ONPF no puede proporcionar los resultados de la vigilancia u otra informacion

Pasar al parrafo 73
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pertinente. Esto podrian incluir, por ejemplo, los casos en que los registros de
plagas indican la presencia de una plaga, pero la nomenclatura taxonémica es
ambigua o los métodos de identificacion o diagndstico son anticuados. En tales
casos, podra ser necesaria la vigilancia.

Eliminacion: Parrafo es algo confuso, en qué casos se podria
considerar que no son poblaciones. Si nos basamos en la
definicion de brote dice que una poblacion, asi también control de
plagas las mediadas de supresion, control y erradicacion se
realizan a una poblacion de plagas. Encuesta es un procedimiento
para determinar las caracteristicas de un poblacion, y asi en otras
definiciones del glosario como también si nos basamos en otro
tipo de definiciones un espécimen pertenece a una poblacion

Category : TECHNICAL

542

125

La situacion de una plaga podra ser “indeterminada” si la ONPF no puede
proporcionar los resultados de la vigilancia u otra informacion pertinentepertinente

yMEste—pednan—mel&n—pepeje#mle—le%ase&en—wﬁe&Feg%de

s
a
v

casos, podra ser necesaria la V|g|IanC|a

Guatemala

Category : EDITORIAL

4. Responsibilities

of NPPOs and Good Reporting Practices

543 126 | 4, Responsibilities of NPROs-and-Geod-Reporting-PracticesNPPOs European Union o , _
I Reporting is part of the NPPO's responsibility and risk of confusion

with ISPM 17 (Pest reporting).
Category : EDITORIAL

>44 126 | 4, Responsibilities of NPROs-and-Goed-ReportingPracticesNPPOs EPPO o _ _

- Reporting is part of the NPPQO's responsibility and risk of confusion

with ISPM 17 (Pest reporting).
Category : EDITORIAL

545 126 | 4, Responsibilities of NPPOs and Good Reporting Practices APPPC
(45) New Zealand (6 Sep 2018 4:58 AM)
In shortening this section it seems that some good reporting
practices previously recommended are lost. Such as:
-Correcting erroneous records as soon as possible;
-When becoming aware of an otherwise unreported record of a
pest in a country, to inform (and where possible consult) the NPPO
of that country before reporting it to other countries or RPPOs.
Category : SUBSTANTIVE

546 126 | 4, Responsibilities of NPPOs and Good Reporting Practices Philippines . .
We suggest we refer to ISPMs 8 and 17 regarding "Good reporting
practices" instead of repeating the contents of the said ISPMs in
this revision.
Category : SUBSTANTIVE

547 126 Kenya

4. Responsibilities of NPPOs and Good Reporting Practices

This standard has a disclaimer that it does not cover pest
reporting obligations covered under ISPM 17 therefore "Good
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reporting practices" should be deleted and contents taken to ISPM
17 clause 6.4.
Category : SUBSTANTIVE

548 126 | 4, Responsibilities of NPPOs and-Good-Reperting-Practices Kenya
Category : SUBSTANTIVE
549 126 | 4, Responsibilities of NPRPOs-and-Good-Reperting-PracticesNPPOs Argentina _ _ _
- There is an entire section below on good practices (section 4.1)
Category : EDITORIAL
550 126 | 4, Responsibilities of NRPROs-and-Geod-Reporting-PracticesNPPOs Uruguay _ _ _ _
- There is an entire section below on good practices (section 4.1)
Category : EDITORIAL
551 126 | 4, Responsibilities of NPPOs and-Good-Reperting-Practices COSAVE _ _ _ _
There is an entire section below on good practices (section 4.1)
Category : EDITORIAL
552 127 | Contracting parties have obligations under the IPPC (Article V1I1.1(a)) to report European Union _ _
“the occurrence, outbreak or spread of pests”. Information pertaining to pest status itf I;elggp;ggt:rr;ts 1 el st 57/ (Fess REpeliiie) (sl SpeEling]
in an area contributes to pest Feporisreports (see ISPM 17). Pes_t status is Category : TECHNICAL
determined by the NPPO responsible for the area concerned using pest records and
other information from different sources. It is the responsibility of an NPPO to
provide pest records and supporting evidence upon request from another NPPO.
553 127 | Contracting parties have obligations under the IPPC (Article VI1I1.1(a)) to report European Union
“the occurrence, outbreak or spread of pests”. Information pertaining to pest status ?g{:gg;ic',sggﬁgwgi_
in an area contributes to pest reports. Pest status is determined by the NPPO i
responsible for the area concerned using pest records and other information from
different sources. It is the responsibility of an NPPO to provide pest records and
other supporting evidence on pest status upon request from another NPPO.
554 127 | Contracting parties have obligations under the IPPC (Article V1I1.1(a)) to report EPPO _
“the occurrence, outbreak or spread of pests”. Information pertaining to pest status e
in an area contributes to pest repertsreports (see ISPM 17). Pest status is It is important to quote ISPM 17 (Pest reporting) when speaking
determined by the NPPO responsible for the area concerned using pest records and of pest reports.
other information from different sources. It is the responsibility of an NPPO to Category : TECHNICAL
provide pest records and other supporting evidence on pest status upon request
from another NPPO.
555 127 | Contracting parties have obligations under the IPPC (Article V1I1.1(a)) to report Japan

“the occurrence, outbreak or spread of pests”. Information pertaining to pest status
in an area contributes to pest reports. Pest status is determined by the NPPO
responsible for the area concerned using pest records and other information from
different sources. If the status in the area is changed (e.qg. the eradication can be
accomplished), the NPPO should report the status immediately. It is the

There is no description about report of the change of the pest
status by the NPPO.
Category : SUBSTANTIVE
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responsibility of an NPPO to provide pest records and supporting evidence upon
request from another NPPO.

556 127 | Contracting parties have obligations under the IPPC (Article VI11.1(a)) to report P | APPPC

« 2 : s (46) New Zealand (6 Sep 2018 5:01 AM)
the occurrence, outbreak or spread of pests”. Information pertaining to pest status Some points are still important and should be integrated within

in an area contributes to pest reports. _Pest status is determined b_y the NP_PO this section. for example it could read:
responsible for the area concerned using pest records and other information from
different sources. It is the responsibility of an NPPO to correct erroneous records as Category : TECHNICAL

soon as possible, and to provide pest records and supporting evidence upon request
from another NPPO.

557 127 | Contracting parties have obligations under the IPPC (Article VI1I1.1(a)) to report P | APPPC

“the occurrence, outbreak or spread of pests”. Information pertaining to pest status 24).Japan (8 Sisgp) cAiils) €800 (i)

. ; . . o inforamtion about ditributing the pest status by the NPPO
in an area contributes to pest reports. Pest status is determined by the NPPO

responsible for the area concerned using pest records and other information from Category : SUBSTANTIVE

different sources. If the status in the area is changed (e.g. the eradication can be
accomplished), the NPPO should report the status immediately. It is the
responsibility of an NPPO to provide pest records and supporting evidence upon
request from another NPPO

558 127 P | Kenya

%%W%l%b%ﬂk@%&pre&éeﬁp% Informatlon pertalnlng to pest status Category : SUBSTANTIVE

in an area contributes to pest reports. Pest status is determined by the NPPO
responsible for the area concerned using pest records and other information from
different sources. It is the responsibility of an NPPO to provide pest records and
supporting evidence upon request from another NPPO.

559 127 La notification de la présence, de 1’apparition ou de la dissémination P | Chad .

d’organismes nuisibles fait partie des obligations des parties contractantes en vertu g:‘:é‘;‘;‘i; C,OL_fgeI(;_t(';g‘;fans 2 PRI a2
de la CIPV (Article VIII.1.a)). Les informations relatives a la situation d’un i

organisme nuisible dans une zone contribuent aux signalements sur cet organisme.
La situation d’un organisme nuisible est déterminée par I’ONPV responsable de la
zone en question a I’aide des signalements de 1’organisme et d’autres informations
émanant de différentes sources. Sur demande d’autres ONPYV, il incombe a

I’ONPYV de communiquer les signalements d’un organisme
les preuves a I’appui.
560 127 Las partes contratantes tienen la obligacion, en virtud de la CIPF (articulo | C | OIRSA

A que se refiere con la informacidn relacionada

VII1.1 a]), de comunicar “la presencia, el brote o la diseminacion de plagas”. La Category : TECHNICAL

informacion relativa a la situacion de una plaga en un area se incorpora a los
informes sobre plagas. La situacion de una plaga la determina la ONPF responsable
del area en cuestion utilizando los registros de plagas y otra informacion de
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diferentes fuentes. Es responsabilidad de la ONPF proporcionar, a solicitud de otra
ONPF, los registros de plagas y las pruebas en la que se basan.

561 127 Las partes contratantes tienen la obligacion, en virtud de la CIPF (articulo Guatemala
VIII.1 a]), de comunicar “la presencia, el brote o la diseminacion de plagas”. La
. : . ’ L p Cat : EDITORIAL
informacidn relativa-re a la relacionada a la situacién de una plaga en un area se aregory
incorpora a los informes sobre plagas. La situacién de una plaga la determina la
ONPF responsable del area en cuestion utilizando los registros de plagas y otra
informacién de diferentes fuentes. Es responsabilidad de la ONPF proporcionar, a
solicitud de otra ONPF, los registros de plagas y las pruebas en la que se basan.
562 128 | There may be some instances in which a pest status declared by an NPPO is European Union
questioned by another NPPO (e.g. when there are repeated interceptions by '\C"°re precise wording.
. . . . . . . ategory : EDITORIAL
importing countries or contradictory pest records). In these situations, bilateral
contacts between NPPOs should be made to clarify the situation, and if needed the
pest status may be revised by the NPPO responsible for the area.
563 128 | There may be some instances in which a pest status declared by an NPPO is IEIPPO _ i
H : H ore precise wording.
questlo_ned by an_other NPPO (_e.g. when there are repeated interceptions by Category : EDITORIAL
importing countries or contradictory pest records). In these situations, bilateral
contacts between NPPOs should be made to clarify the situation, and if needed the
pest status may be revised by the NPPO responsible for the area.
564 128 | There may be some instances in which a pest status declared by an NPPO is APPPC
questioned by another NPPO (e.g. when there are repeated interceptionsor (47) New Zeajand (6 Sep 2018 5:03 AM)
. K . X . ollowing on the previous comment.
interceptions, contradictory pest reeerds)records, or if becoming aware of an
otherwise unreported record of a pest in that country). In these situations, bilateral Category : TECHNICAL
contacts between NPPOs should be made to clarify the situation, and if needed the
pest status may be revised by the NPPO responsible for the area. This should occur
before reporting to other countries or RPPOs.
565 128 En ciertos casos, una ONPF podra cuestionar la situacion de una plaga OIRSA _ )
declarada por otra ONPF (por ejemplo, cuando se producen intercepciones Indicador de presencia en el otro pais.
. . o . . . Category : TECHNICAL
reiteradas en un periodo de un afio o hay registros de plagas contradictorios). En
estas situaciones, las ONPF deberian mantener contactos bilaterales para aclarar la
situacion y, en caso necesario, la ONPF responsable del area podra revisar la
situacion de la plaga.
4.1 Good practices for determining and reporting pest status
566 129 i 1 ini i Viet Nam
4.1  Good reporting practices for determining and reporting pest o o e GUElie P ReE e
status Category : SUBSTANTIVE
567 129 Korea, Republic of

y I oractices for doterrmina and rencrt

To delete the title 4.1 as this is not relevant.
Category : SUBSTANTIVE
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568 129 | AL Cesdlopnctees o daerpn ppa ol ospine socs cran China
Category : EDITORIAL
569 129 1451  Good practices for determining and reporting pest status APPPC
= 12) China (31 Aug 2018 11:09 AM)
There is no inclusion relationship between the two topic.It was
suggested to list 4.1 separately as 5.
Category : EDITORIAL
= 129 1 41 Goodpracticesfor-determining-andreporting-peststatus ARRBS
(88) APPPC (10 Sep 2018 9:43 AM)
To delete the title 4.1 as this is not relevant.
Category : SUBSTANTIVE
571 129 141  Good practices for determining pest status and reperting Kenya
developing pest statusstatus reports Category : SUBSTANTIVE
572 129 1415 Good practices for determining and reporting pest status Argentina _
- Consequential change as per comments in paragraph 126.
Category : EDITORIAL
573 129 1 415, Good practices for determining and reporting pest status Uruguay _
Consequential change as per comment in paragraph 126
Category : EDITORIAL
574 129 1 415, Good practices for determining and reporting pest status COSAVE ,
Consequential change as per comments in paragraph 126.
Category : EDITORIAL
575 131 | use the categories of “presenceand—absenee-pest status set out in this standard ll\illuropean Uniond.
H H H H H ore precise wording.
when exchanging pest status information, to promote harmonization and Category : EDITORIAL
transparency
576 131 | use the categories of “presence’and-“absenee”pest status set out in this standard II\E/IPPO . g
H H H H H ore precise wording.
when exchanging pest status information, to promote harmonization and Category : EDITORIAL
transparency
577 132 | basedeterminations-of-determine pest status in an area based on the most reliable APPPC _
and timely information available (85) Korea, Republic of (10 Sep 2018 9:34 AM)
The sentence should be rewritten.
Category : EDITORIAL
578 132 | base-determinations-ef-determine pest status in an area based on the most reliable Kr?rea, Repub:c CI’; .
A g A A The sentence shou e rewritten.
and timely information available Category : EDITORIAL
579 133 | maintain pest records and other supporting evidence, taking into account that they European Uniond
Font More precise wording.
may be needed to support the determination of pest status Category : EDITORIAL
580 133 | maintain pest records and other supporting evidence, taking into account that they EPPO

may be needed to support the determination of pest status

More precise wording.
Category : EDITORIAL
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581 133 | maintain pest records and supporting evidence, taking into account that they may C | United States of America
be needed to support the determination of pest status Verify that the evidence supporting pest record is consistent with
ISPM 6.
Category : TECHNICAL
582 134 | re-evaluate-revise pest status if a re-evaluation of the available information P | European Uniond
Fm T A= A g More precise wording.
indicates that this is appropriate Category : EDITORIAL
583 134 | re-evaluate- Revise pest status if a re-evaluation of the available information P |5|PPO _ i
g g A A A ore precise woraing
indicates that this is appropriate Category : EDITORIAL
584 135 | inform other NPPOs and their regional plant protection organization, where P | European Union - _ _ _
appropriate, of relevant changes in pest status according to ISPM 17- ?tljrslljnagrdpoﬂtt ?)Z?;J;rgf)io|2§fpscéﬂlbn”c'2§s (A In 4.section orthis
-provide pest records and supporting evidence to another NPPO upon request. Category’, TECHNICAL
585 135 | inform other NPPOs and their regional plant protection organization, where P|EPPO o _ _ _
appropriate, of relevant changes in pest status according to ISPM 17- zltlaer]::lnagrdpmlr;tt ?)t;cr);;rl\;zrwolgiips%zst:abr:lclz()es (8s In f.section of this
-provide pest records and supporting evidence to anothe NPPO upon request. Category'_. TECHNICAL
586 135 | inform other NPPOs and their regional plant protection organization, where P | China o 4 th dtn
: : : It is more reasonable to add the topic and the content.
appropriate, of relevant changes in pest status according to ISPM 17. Category : SUBSTANTIVE
Recommended Reporting Practices
587 135 | inform other NPPOs and their regional plant protection organization, where P ?P;;Pci (3 Sep 2018 10:46 AM)
R ; ; 1 ina ep 2018 10:46 AM
appropriate, of relevant changes in pest status according to ISPM 17. It is more reasonable to add the topic and the content.
correct erroneous records as soon as possible Category : SUBSTANTIVE
588 135 | inform other NPPOs and their regional plant protection organization, where c ?F;I;PC land (6 Sep 2018 5:06 AM)
R ; ; 48) New Zealan ep 2018 5:06 AM
appropriate, of relevant changes in pest status according to ISPM 17. The wordings in ISPM 17 (e.q. section 5.2 of ISPM 17) and this
ISPM should align with each other
Category : TECHNICAL
589 135 | informer rapidement les autres ONPV et les organisations régionales de la P | Chad o
protection des végétaux , le cas échéant, des changements relatifs a correction du paragraphe 135 pour la compréhension
la situation des organismes nuisibles au sens de la NIMP 17. Category : EDITORIAL
590 135 | informar a otras ONPF y a su organizacién regional de proteccidn fitosanitaria, cuando C | OIRSA . o
corresponda, de los cambios pertinentes en la situacion de una plaga de conformidad con la Debe ser la primera prioridad
NIME 17. Indicador uno de transparencia
Category : SUBSTANTIVE
APPENDIX 1: Guidance on reliability of information sources
591 138 | APPENDIX 1: Guidance on reliability of information sources C | United States of America
This information is a valuable guidance and a part of
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communication between countries. As such, it should be an official
part of the ISPM.
Category : SUBSTANTIVE

592

138

APENDICE 1-OFi — I fiabilidad delac

Colombia
El apéndice 1 debe ser eliminado teniendo en cuenta las
siguientes razones:

= No es conveniente clasificar la fiabilidad de la informacion
en tantas categorias. Bastaria con decir que la confiabilidad es alta
o baja.

- El sistema nacional de vigilancia fitosanitaria de un pais
no debe contemplar procesos de captura de informacion y
verificacion inciertos.

- El sistema nacional de vigilancia fitosanitaria de una
ONPF no debe contemplar la presencia de personal con
competencia incierta en el desarrollo de acciones de vigilancia.

- No hay claridad sobre quien realiza la acreditacion de las
bases de datos o sitios web.

- Fuentes de informacion que sefalan la presencia de
plagas en un area determinada pero no documentan como se
realizd la deteccion, ni la identificacion taxonomica, ni las fuentes
primarias, no pueden ser incluidas como informacién confiable en
un sistema nacional de vigilancia confiable.

Lo mas pertinente es dejar los lineamientos basicos sobre que
debe tener un registro para que sea confiable.

Category : SUBSTANTIVE

593

139

Information source

Japan
Information sources should be ranked in terms of their reliability.
Category : SUBSTANTIVE

594

139

Information source

APPPC
(13) China (3 Sep 2018 10:46 AM)
It is more reasonable to add the topic and the content.

Category : SUBSTANTIVE

595

142

tnformation-gathered-from-surveilaneeSurveillance

European Union
Consistency with the other information sources.
Category : EDITORIAL

596

142

Information gathered from surveillance

European Union

Suggestion: adding “as described in ISPM 6” (although it is
indicated in the text, it would be suitable remarking it also here).
Category : TECHNICAL

597

142

Information gathered from surveillance

EPPO

Suggestion: adding “as described in ISPM 6"

(Although it is indicated in the text, it would be suitable remarking
it also here)

Category : TECHNICAL
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598

142

Information-gathered-from-surveillanceSurveillance

EPPO
Consistency with the other information sources.
Category : EDITORIAL

599

145

- documented protocols
-voucher specimens

Korea, Republic of

To include the need for voucher specimens as a support to high
reliability of information gathered from surveillance. Voucher
specimens are strong evidence of the presence of the correctly
identified pests that are verifiable as required.

Category : SUBSTANTIVE

600

145

- documented protocols-protocols

voucher specimens

China

Voucher specimens are evidence of the presence of the correctly
identified pests that are verifiable as required.

Category : SUBSTANTIVE

601

145

- documented pretocols-protocols

- voucher specimens

Australia

To include the need for voucher specimens as a support to high
reliability of information gathered from surveillance. Voucher
specimens are strong evidence of the presence of the correctly
identified pests that are verifiable as required.

Category : TECHNICAL

602

145

- documented pretecols-protocols
- voucher specimens

APPPC

89) APPPC (10 Sep 2018 9:55 AM)

To include the need for voucher specimens as a support to high
reliability of information gathered from surveillance. Voucher
specimens are strong evidence of the presence of the correctly
identified pests that are verifiable as required.

(15) Singapore (4 Sep 2018 1:36 AM)

To include the need for voucher specimens as a support to high
reliability of information gathered from surveillance. Voucher
specimens are strong evidence of the presence of the correctly
identified pests that are verifiable as required.

Category : SUBSTANTIVE

603

145

- documented protocols

- voucher specimen

Thailand

To include the need for voucher specimens as a support to high
reliability of information gathered from surveillance. Voucher
specimens are strong evidence of the presence of the correctly
identified pests that are verifiable as required.

Category : SUBSTANTIVE

604

145

- documented

Singapore

To include the need for voucher specimens as a support to the
high reliability of information gathered from surveillance. Voucher
specimens are strong evidence of the presence of the correct
pests.

Category : SUBSTANTIVE

605

146

- diaghesties-diagnostic laboratories with a high degree of expertise and high-quality
infrastructure

Australia

Category : TECHNICAL
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606

148

- use of information management systems to capture and manage data in a consistent
manner

C

APPPC

(61) Japan (8 Sep 2018 5:42 AM)

It should be clarified the meaning of "information management
systems"

Category : SUBSTANTIVE

607

149

~trained-personnel

European Union

To be moved as the last indent for consistency with the following
example.

Category : EDITORIAL

608

149

~tramed-personnel

EPPO

To be moved as the last indent for consistency with the following
example.

Category : EDITORIAL

609

150

- implementation of quality management systems
- availability of voucher specimens properly identified by a eminent taxonomist

Sri Lanka

Category : TECHNICAL

610

150

- implementation of quality management systems
- trained personnel

European Union

Moved from paragraph 149 for consistency with the following
example.

Category : EDITORIAL

611

150

- implementation of quality management systems

- trained personnel

EPPO

Moved from paragraph 149 for consistency with the following
example.

Category : EDITORIAL

612

150

APPPC

Category : SUBSTANTIVE

(34) Thailand (5 Sep 2018 12:51 PM)

ISPM6 has already specified that NPPO should develop
administrative procedures for maintaining official documentation
and undertaking surveillance and managing or having access to
specimen collections in section 3.5 documentation. Therefore, the
implementation of quality management system may be higher
than necessary.

Category : SUBSTANTIVE

613

150

- implementation of quality management systemssystems (when entities are ahthorized by

the NPPOs)

APPPC

59) Japan (8 Sep 2018 5:38 AM)

Quality management system is implemented only when entities
are authorized by the NPPOs.

Category : SUBSTANTIVE

614

150

Thailand

ISPM6 has already specified that NPPO should develop
administrative procedures for maintaining official documentation
and undertaking surveillance and managing or having access to
specimen collections in section 3.5 documentation. Therefore, the
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implementation of quality management system may be higher
than necessary.
Category : SUBSTANTIVE

615 150 | - implementation of quality management systems Kenya
Comparative results from credible alternative/reference labs Category : SUBSTANTIVE
616 155 | - diagnesties-diagnostic laboratories with recognized expertise Australia
Category : EDITORIAL
617 156 | - use of information management systems to capture and manage data in a consistent APPPC
manner (60) Japan (8 Sep 2018 5:41 AM)
It should be clarified the meaning of "information management
systems"
Category : SUBSTANTIVE
618 157 | - trained personnel Sri Lanka
- availability of voucher specimens Caiisginy o MACAICAL
619 165 | Lew APPPC
(91) APPPC (10 Sep 2018 10:10 AM)
To delete low.
Category : SUBSTANTIVE
620 169 | - training and expertise are minimal or variable Kenya
Contradictory reports from alternative/reference labs. Category ; SUBSTANTIVE
621 172 | Multiple original research papers with detailed description of the methodological approach or European Union
approaches used; approaches are widely accepted:published-in-high-impact-factorjournals; Impact factor depends on the topic and scope of the journal (for
example: journals on topics relating to molecular issues have
higher impact factor than those on entomological issues). It is
preferable to delete.
Category : TECHNICAL
622 172 | Multiple original research papers with detailed description of the methodological approach or EPPO
approaches used; approaches are widely accepted:-published-in-high-impact-factorjournals; Impact factor depends on the topic and scope of the journal (for
example: journals on topics relating to molecular issues have
higher impact factor than those on entomological issues). It is
preferable to delete.
Category : TECHNICAL
623 180 | Only one or a few original research papers; any feund-finding do not describe methodology Japan
or methodology used is not widely accepted; published in low impact-factor journals
Category : EDITORIAL
624 182 | Lew Korea, Republic of
To delete low.
Category : SUBSTANTIVE
625 182 | Lew Thailand

To delete this " low" as it is inconsistent to be under this para on
peer reviewed journal..
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Category : SUBSTANTIVE

626

183

owodl .

Korea, Republic of

To delete this " low" as it is inconsistent to be under this para on
peer reviewed journal.

Category : SUBSTANTIVE

627

183

Japan

"No peer-reviewed literature available" is inconsistent with "Peer-
reviewed jounals".

This proposed change is supported by APPPC as well as by Japan.
Category : SUBSTANTIVE

628

183

United States of America

Delete this row: This is category on peer-reviewed journals, if no
peer-reviewed literature is available, then this category should be
removed.

Category : TECHNICAL

629

183

No peer-reviewed literature available

APPPC

(62) Japan (8 Sep 2018 6:05 AM)

"No peer-reviewed literature available" is inconsistent with "Peer-
reviewed jounals

Category : SUBSTANTIVE

630

183

APPPC

90) APPPC (10 Sep 2018 10:10 AM)

To delete this " low" as it is inconsistent to be under this para on
peer reviewed journal..

Category : SUBSTANTIVE

631

183

. ; .

Thailand

Category : SUBSTANTIVE

632

184

Databases and websites

Japan

Databases and websites are one of information sources, but they
are tools to store or provide information gathered from other
information sources. As the nature Databases and websites on
Appendix1 is different from ones of other information sources,
databases and websites as infromation source should be
separated from this table and placed to another table which
includes reliability and examples of databases and websites.
Category : SUBSTANTIVE

633

184

Databases and websites

APPPC

(58) Japan (8 Sep 2018 5:30 AM)

Databases and websites are one of information sources, but they
are tools to store or provide information gathered from other
information sources. Database and websites are one of
information sources, but they are tools to store or provide
information gathered from other information sources. As the
meaning of DB and websites on Appendix1 are different from ones
of other information sources, databases and websites as
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infromation source should be separated from this table and place
another table which includes reliability and examples of databases
and websites.

Category : SUBSTANTIVE

634 198 | Many articles or reports from independent sources; well understood methodology; general European Union
consensus between information sources For consistency with paragraphs 201 and 204.
Category : TECHNICAL
635 198 | Many articles or reports from independent sources; well understood methodology; general EPPO
consensus between information sources For consistency with paragraphs 201 and 204.
Category : TECHNICAL
636 201 | Several independent articles or reports basedened on independent information; Canada
methodologyisdy is described
Category : EDITORIAL
637 201 | Several independent articles or reports basedened on independent information; Japan
methodologyisdy is described
Category : EDITORIAL
638 201 | Several independent articles or reports basedened on independent information; APPPC
methodologyisdy is described
Category : EDITORIAL
639 201 | Several independent articles or reports basedened on independent information; IPPC Regional Workshop Africa
methodologyisdy is described
Category : EDITORIAL
640 201 | Several independent articles or reports basedened on independent information; Australia
methodologyisdy is described
Category : EDITORIAL
641 201 | Several independent articles or reports basedened on independent information; NEPPO
methodologyisdy is described
Category : EDITORIAL
642 204 | A few articlesas and reports that may or may not haveee each been based on independent Canada
(different) information sources
Category : EDITORIAL
643 204 | Afew articlesas and reports that may or may not haveee each been based on independent APPPC
(different) information sources
Category : EDITORIAL
644 204 | A few articlesas and reports that may or may not haveee each been based on independent Australia
(different) information sources
Category : EDITORIAL
645 204 | A few articlesand reports that may or may not haveee acbeh-en beben-absaed sed-on Iran
independent (different) information sources
Category : EDITORIAL
646 204 | A few articlesas and reports that may or may not haveee each been based on independent NEPPO
(different) information sources
Category : EDITORIAL
647 207 European Union

- Single reperts-ifreport or more than one report, these-thatare-found-may-ermay-hotbe
but based only on independent(different)-one primary information seurcessource

If this is the idea. Otherwise the difference with paragraph 204
would not be really understood.
Category : TECHNICAL

International Plant Protection Convention

Page 81 of 84




Compiled comments — 2018 First consultation

Draft ISPM on Rev. of ISPM 8 Determination of pest status in an area (2009-005)

648

207

- Single reportsif-report or more than one repert-those-that-are-found-may-ormay-notbe
report but based only on independent{different}-one primary information seurcessource

EPPO

If this is the idea. Otherwise the difference with paragraph 204
would not be really understood.

Category : TECHNICAL

649

208

~be-suppering-eviderecrtound-

United States of America

See US comment on paragraph 183, meaning here that no reliable
record exists.

Category : TECHNICAL

650

209

Unpublished communications from sources etherthan-NRPRO

Korea, Republic of
To delete " other than NPPO".
Category : SUBSTANTIVE

651

209

Unpublished communications from seurces-otherthan-NPPOsources

Japan

To delete " other than NPPO".

This proposed change is supported by APPPC as well as by Japan.
Category : SUBSTANTIVE

652

209

Unpublished communications from sources etherthan-NPRO

APPPC
93) APPPC (10 Sep 2018 10:25 AM)
To delete " other than NPPO".

Category : SUBSTANTIVE

653

210

MederateModerately low

European Union

For consistency and comparison with the other information
sources.

Category : TECHNICAL

654

210

MederateModerately low

EPPO

For consistency and comparison with the other information
sources.

Category : TECHNICAL

655

211

- Opinion from a recognized expert that-has-been-documented-by-the NPPO-and can be

provided upon request

Korea, Republic of

"That has been documented by the NPPO" should be
deleted because the category on information sources is
"Unpublished communications from sources other than
NPPO".

Category : SUBSTANTIVE

656

211

- Opinion from a recognized expert that-has-been-documented-by-the NPPO-and can be

provided upon request

APPPC

(63) Japan (8 Sep 2018 6:10 AM)

"That has been ducumented by the NPPO" should be deleted
because the information sources is "Unpublished communications
from sources other than NPPO"

Category : SUBSTANTIVE

657

211

- Opinion from a recognized expert that has been documented by the NPPO and can be
provided upon request

APPPC

(92) APPPC (10 Sep 2018 10:20 AM)
"That has been documented by the NPPO" should be deleted
because the category on information sources is "Unpublished
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communications from sources other than NPPQ".

Category : SUBSTANTIVE

658 216 | The above table ranks the categories of information source in descending order of Japan - _ _
relative reliability, however it must be recognized that these are not rigid and only Froviae e R of FElEEy o (neimeiien SeLres:
. . . . . T Category : SUBSTANTIVE
designed to provide guidance in assessing the reliability.

659 217 | Potential implementation issues Nigeria _ o
No additional comments .previous comments by Nigeria stands
Category : SUBSTANTIVE

660 217 | Potential implementation issues gorea,l Rel;"b'tic <t’_f|_ | cation ol

. . . .. . xamples of potential implementation issues as follow:
- Lack of capacity to provide the required training to establish pest status; Catogory : SUBSTANTIVE
- The necessity to consider time required to establish pest status i.e transient
cases - status is deemed as undetermined - not covered here. Propose for the
standard to recognise this.

661 217 | Potential implementation issues Jamaica _ o _
Exporting country might want to under report while importing
country might want to over report.

Capacity of developing countries to conduct surveillance and
provide information on pest presence or absence ,determining the
current pests status; limited technical or human capacity and
expertise and the absence of diagnostic or documented protocols
are issues of concern as it relates to implementation of this
standard.

Category : SUBSTANTIVE

662 217 | Potential implementation issues Caribbean Agricultural Health and Food Safety Agency
-Capacity of developing countries to conduct surveillance and
provide information on pest presence or absence in a country.
-Exporting country might want to under report while importing
country might want to over report.

Category : SUBSTANTIVE

663 217 | Potential implementation issues Mozambique _ _ _
Limited capacity in surveillance and diagnosis
Insufficient communication infrastructure
Category : SUBSTANTIVE

664 217 APPPC

Potential implementation issues

- Lack of capacity to provide the required training to establish pest
status;

- The necessity to consider time required to establish pest status i.e
transient cases - status is deemed as undetermined - not covered here.
Propose for the standard to recognise this.

94) APPPC (10 Sep 2018 10:32 AM)
Examples of potential implementation issues as follow:

Category : SUBSTANTIVE
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665 217 Potential implementation issues C | IPPC Regional Workshop Africa
no comment at this stage on implementation issues
Category : TECHNICAL
666 218 | This section is not part of the standard. The Standards Committee in May 2016 C | European Union _
requested the Secretariat to gather information on any potential implementation FEEEI 15 5 SRS INES NN (D Ceees EsTEE) Coiseeiss:
. . . . Guidelines with examples would help.
issues relate_d to this draft. P_Ieas_e provide details and proposals on how to address Category : TECHNICAL
these potential implementation issues.
667 218 | This section is not part of the standard. The Standards Committee in May 2016 C|EPPO _ _
requested the Secretariat to gather information on any potential implementation 1) [CIBTER, (5 (B SOMEIIES (Ele) (£ GRS PEsEE Cos e,
. . . . Guidelines with examples would help.
issues relate_d to this draft. P_Ieas_,e provide details and proposals on how to address Category : SUBSTANTIVE
these potential implementation issues.
668 218 | This section is not part of the standard. The Standards Committee in May 2016 P | Japan

requested the Secretariat to gather information on any potential implementation
issues related to this draft. Please provide details and proposals on how to address
these potential implementation issues.

- The necessity to consider time required to establish pest status i.e. transient cases -
status is deemed as undetermined - not covered here. Propose for the standard to
recognise this.

f a new pest may be just introduced in an area, a period of time
may be required to determine pest status based on technical
evaluation (e.g. PRA, surveillance).

Category : SUBSTANTIVE
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