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[bookmark: _Hlk38797077]EDITORIAL AMENDMENTS TO POTENTIAL LIST OF REASONS FOR EXCLUSION OF A PEST IN IPPC COMMODITY STANDARDS
(annexes to ISPM 46 (Commodity-specific standards for phytosanitary measures)) 
(Prepared by TPCS December 2024, revised by TPCS June 2025, edited by secretariat June 2025. For TPCS internal use only.)
Background
At its meeting in Auckland, New Zealand, in June 2025, the Technical Panel on Commodity Standards (TPCS) reviewed the draft list of potential reasons for exclusion of a pest from a draft commodity standard, prepared at its meeting December 2024.[footnoteRef:2] The TPCS revised the draft list (see section 1 below). [2:  TPCS 2025-06, agenda item 6.2.] 

At its June meeting, the TPCS also agreed that Alfayo OMBUYA (Kenya) and the IPPC scientific copy-editor would review the draft wording regarding clarity of species names (point 2 in the list of reasons from the June meeting) and suggest improvements if needed. Mr OMBUYA provided feedback as part of his input as rapporteur for the TPCS meeting report. The IPPC scientific copy-editor took account of this feedback in reviewing the draft wording and also reviewed the whole list of reasons from an editorial perspective. The suggested text, as edited by the secretariat, is provided in section 2 below, together with additional editorial comments.
1.	Text as amended by the TPCS at its meeting in June 2025
The below points are based on the submissions received (…)
Lack of certainty of species identity
Lack of clarity in line with the appropriate naming convention being used (e.g. IPPC style, FAO style)
Information provided by the submitter does not support pest-host association.
Information provided by the submitter does not support pest-commodity association.
Material submitted indicates no transfer to host on pathway.
If no measure associated with the pest, the pest is excluded.
Lack of details in the measure provided when there is only one measure.
Pest is a contaminated pest (so out of scope of ISPM 46).
Whole, or part of, submission is outside the scope of the commodity standard (e.g. intended use not in scope, host species not in scope).
2.	Text as edited by IPPC secretariat after the June 2025 meeting
The points below refer to the submissions received.
1. [bookmark: _Hlk38797103]Lack of certainty of species identity.
Lack of clarity about the intended species following changes in taxonomic naming conventions.
Information provided by the submitter does not support a pest–host association.
Information provided by the submitter does not support a pest–commodity association.
Information provided by the submitter indicates no transfer to host on pathway.
The draft standard includes no measure associated with the pest.
Lack of details of the measure provided when there is only one measure.
Pest is a contaminating pest (so out of scope of ISPM 46).
Whole, or part of, the submission is outside the scope of the commodity standard (e.g. intended use not in scope, host species not in scope).
Editorial comments
Reason 6. This has been reworded to encompass both (a) submissions that do not include a measure for the pest, and (b) measures that are excluded by the TPCS for some reason.
Reason 7, wording. Is the intended meaning “… when there is only one measure in that category”? If so, why does it matter whether there is only one measure in the category? If the main point being made is that there is insufficient detail for the measure to be included, then perhaps the phrase “when there is only one measure” should simply be deleted?
Reason 7, location. Should this reason be moved to a second list (in the same document) for “Potential reasons for excluding a measure”? This could comprise the following two reasons, together with any others added by the TPCS:
Lack of details of the measure provided [when there is only one measure].
Whole, or part of, the submission is outside the scope of the commodity standard (e.g. intended use not in scope, host species not in scope).
The TPCS is invited to:
1. consider amending the potential reasons for excluding a pest to incorporate the editorial changes suggested by the secretariat.
The designations employed and the presentation of material in this document do not imply the expression of any opinion whatsoever on the part of the Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations (FAO) concerning the legal or development status of any country, territory, city or area or of its authorities, or concerning the delimitation of its frontiers or boundaries.
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