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Draft ISPM: amendments to ISPM No. 5 (Glossary of phytosanitary terms)

Please use this table for sending country comments to the IPPC Secretariat (ippc@fao.org). See instructions on how to use this template at the end of the table. Following these will greatly facilitate the compilation of comments and the work of the Standards Committee

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

	General comments
	European Community and its 25 Member States
(hereafter referred to as: EC)
	SUBSTANTIVE
	The revision of existing terms and development of new terms of the glossary should be limited to what is strictly necessary. This is important because:
- definitions should not alter the meaning of words, which are in every day use as this restricts them from being used except in the way specially defined.
- revision of terms may have an impact on other exisiting ISPMs, where these terms are used. Care should be taken to ensure that no unwanted impact occurs on the meaning in any other ISPMs.

- when a technical term is defined, the definition should avoid being too restrictive. The restriction can be introduced within the text of an ISPM. For example the inclusion of ‘official’ (as proposed in 1.3) in several glossary definitions may be too restrictive, requiring NPPOs to be involved. Especially ‘treatments’ may have a phytosanitary effect, without necessarily requiring official involvement of an NPPO.

In future more written explanation is needed on the rationale and necessity for revision and development of terms, before such proposals are offered for country consultation. 

	specific comments
	
	
	
	
	

	1. Revision of existing terms
	     
	
	
	
	

	1.1 Linked to the use of "phytosanitary"
	
	
	
	
	

	Additional Declaration
	
	
	
	
	

	compliance procedure (for a consignment)
	
	
	
	
	

	detention
	
	
	
	
	

	Import Permit 
	
	
	
	
	

	systems approach(es)
	
	
	
	
	

	1.2 Two terms using “phytosanitary regulation or procedure”
	
	
	
	
	

	emergency measure
	
	
	
	
	

	phytosanitary action
	
	
	
	
	

	1.3 Use of "official"
	
	
	
	
	

	chemical pressure impregnation
	
	
	
	
	

	heat treatment

	
	
	
	
	

	phytosanitary procedure
	
	
	
	
	

	treatment
	
	
	
	
	

	1.4. Proposed agreed interpretations
	
	
	
	
	

	establishment
	
	
	
	
	

	introduction
	
	
	
	
	

	2. proposed New terms
	
	
	
	
	

	2.1. Arising from countries' suggestions during country consultation on draft standards in 2003
	
	
	
	
	

	integrity (of a consignment)
	EC
	TECHNICAL
	
	
	THERE IS NO REAL NEED TO DEFINE SUCH WORD, OR THE DEFINITION SHOULD BE REVISED

	security (phytosanitary)
	EC
	TECHNICAL
	
	
	THERE IS NO REAL NEED TO DEFINE SUCH WORD, OR THE DEFINITION SHOULD BE REVISED

	pest risk assessment (for regulated non-quarantine pests)
	
	
	
	
	

	pest risk management (for regulated non-quarantine pests)
	
	
	
	
	

	phytosanitary import requirements
	
	
	
	
	

	prevalence (pest)
	EC
	TECHNICAL
	
	
	DEFINITION NOT NECESSARY AS ONLY THE EXPRESSION "LOW PEST PREVALENCE" IS USED IN STANDARDS. PREVALENCE IS A COMMON WORD IN EPIDEMIOLOGY

	tolerance
	EC
	TECHNICAL
	
	Level of pest infestation that will not result in phytosanitary action 
	DEFINITION NOT NECESSARY BECAUSE NOT USED ANYMORE IN STANDARDS. IF A DEFINITION IS NEEDED, IT SHOULD BE REVISED (see proposal)

	3. Terms Arising from ICPM-5
	
	
	
	
	

	ecosystem
	
	
	
	
	

	habitat
	EC
	TECHNICAL
	
	Place and conditions in which an organism or population naturally occurs or can establish
	"TYPE OF ECOSYSTEM" IS WRONG, SPECIES MAY BE TOO NARROW

	5. proposed deletions of terms
	
	
	
	
	

	ecoarea
	
	
	
	
	

	quarantine (of a biological control agent)
	
	
	
	
	

	contaminating pests
	EC
	TECHNICAL
	
	Do not delete this term
	THE TERM "CONTAMINATING PESTS" SHOULD NOT BE DELETED BECAUSE IT IS USED FURTHER. FURTHERMORE IT MIGHT BE PREFERABLE TO WAIT UNTIL THE REVISION OF ISPM NO. 3 IS FINALIZED BEFORE DELETING THESE DEFINITIONS
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