Draft ISPM: REQUIREMENTS FOR THE ESTABLISHMENT, MAINTENANCE AND VERIFICATION

OF AREAS OF LOW PEST PREVALENCE
	1. Section
	2. Country
	3. Type of comment
	4. Location
	5. Proposed rewording
	6. Explanation

	General comments
	New Zealand
	Substantive 

Substantive

Substantive
Substantive
	
	The term “low” should be a quantified definition of what low actually means.

“threshold level” needs discussion somewhere in the standard


	Some specific requirements for an ALPP as in appendix should be in the actual standard

Could look like previous standards

Would suggest a restructuring to follow the other standards on areas.

Substantial work required so recommend that standard not be presented to ICPM 7.
This group would make a general comment to the Standards Committee that the term low pest prevalence should be quantified to give a baseline as to what low is.

	Specific comments
	
	NC (No comment)
	
	
	

	TITLE OF THE DRAFT
	New Zealand
	Edit
	
	Requirements for areas of low pest prevalence
	Make consistent with other ISPMs

	INTRODUCTION
	
	
	
	
	

	SCOPE 
	New Zealand
	Substantive

Substantive
	Para 1, sentence 2
	This standard describes the requirements and procedures for the establishment, determination of an area, recognition ,verification, maintenance and use of areas of low pest prevalence for regulated pests

Delete
	Not sufficiently explicit.

Discussion of the need for “identification”  versus “determination”.

This is totally unnecessary, the scope does not describe how something is used

	REFERENCES 

	New Zealand
	NC
	
	
	

	DEFINITIONS 
	New Zealand
	Technical – add definition of Quality Management System


	Addition
	“An organisation’s management system that focuses on the achievement of results, in relation to the quality objectives, to satisfy the needs, expectations and requirements of interested parties, as appropriate”
	Discussion of LOW. Low could be regarded a that below a specified threshold level.

“low pest prevalence - a level  where a specific pest occurs below a specified threshold …

Would assist with the text and enable reference to ISO 900

	OUTLINE OF REQUIREMENTS 
	New Zealand
	Substantive
	
	
	Needs more elaboration. Little more than Scope.

	REQUIREMENTS
	
	
	
	Delete
	Section should start under 1.3

	1. Background
	New Zealand
	Edit
	Title
	Delete and replace with “CONCEPTS OF AN AREA OF LOW PEST PREVALENCE” and number as “1” (new numbering will be required for the remainder of document)
	Makes more sense

	1.1 Description of an area of low pest prevalence (ALPP)
	New Zealand
	Substantive

Substantive
	Para 2

Last para
Para 2, sentence 1

Para 2, sentence 2

Para 3, sentence 1

Para 3, sentence 1

Para 3, last sentence
Buffer zone definition

Prevalence 

Addition
	1.1 should be moved to the new “Requirements” (see 1.3 for reference)

Determination of …

The establishment of a n ALPP is a pest management option to keep the specified pest below a specified threshold in an area

…subject to equivalent phytosanitary measures to those applied in the ALPP if the specified pest is associated with the pathway

Replace “phytosanitary status” with pest status”

Delete “places of production”

Replace “host material” with “regulated pests” or “plants or plant products”.  

Complete the sentence after “….additional phytosanitary measures.” New sentence “In this way, an ALPP would be part of a systems approach. 

Delete last original sentence
To delete the term “area of low pest prevalence” from the definition

Add the definition of  “prevalence” (as defined in the draft proposed glossary amendments

“Threshold level”
	No definition for this term ‘phytosanitary status’ and objection re risk management option.

Clarification.
Consistent with ISPM 8

This standard is about areas not about places of production 

Using more accurate terms

Better sentence structure

Not necessary
It doesn’t necessary fit under the buffer zone because the ALPP may itself have a buffer zone.

The term prevalence is used in the standard

The term ‘threshold level’ is a very specific phytosanitary term and should be defined.

	1.2 Benefits of areas of low pest prevalence
	New Zealand
	Substantive

	Dash 1
Para 1, bullet 1

Para 1, bullet 2

Para 1, bullet 3
	“the threshold level” is not described 
Reword

Reword

Reword: “for some pests, the low pest levels introduces the possibility of using non-toxic control measures in the field, eg. Sterile insect technique.”
	Needs clarifying
Use of “threshold” is incorrect

Use of “low pest impact” is incorrect

Reads better

	1.3 Distinction between a pest free area and an area of low pest prevalence
	New Zealand
	Substantive

Substantive
	2nd sentence

After last paragraph
	Reword

1.3 is the last topic under the title  “CONCEPTS OF AN AREA OF LOW PEST PREVALENCE”
	This needs more clarification, how do you have a pest free area if the pest is there?

Structure is more clear

	1.4 Bilateral operational plans
	New Zealand
	Substantive

Substantive

Substantive
	Section

Section

Heading


	Heading “Requirements” starts here.

Reword with correct terms and clarity, using the ISPM 10 and 4 as examples

Change to correct heading
	Better structure

For clarity
As it is inaccurate - “Bilateral operational plans” as the text only refers to bilateral agreement and an operational plan.

	2. Specific Requirements
	
	
	
	
	

	2.1 Establishment of an ALPP
	New Zealand
	Edit
	
	Change the numbering so 2.2 etc falls under Establishment of ALPP.
	2.1 does not fulfil its heading. The section tells you very little about a very important procedure!

	2.2 Geographic description
	New Zealand
	Edit
	
	Other factors that may influence the effectiveness of the ALPP could be included:

· natural barriers

· host plants in proximity

· -…..
	Clarity

	2.3 Quality management system
	New Zealand
	Edit
	
	‘The NPPO should establish and document  quality management system to verify all  procedures are implemented.’ And incorporate in references and definitions section. Or add “Provision of staff, resources, equipment and authority to operate” as the first bullet point.
	To add clarity and accurately describe the QA system.



	2.4 Phytosanitary procedures
	
	
	
	
	

	2.4.1 Surveillance activities
	New Zealand
	Substantive

Technical


	Para 4

2nd para, 2nd sentence

Para 3, sentence 2
	Phytosanitary measures

Delete “the appropriate” and add after “threshold” , “defined in discussion between negotiating NPPOs”

Replace “recognition” with “establishment”
	To be accurate

To be accurate

For clarity

	2.4.2 Reducing pest(s) levels and maintaining low prevalence
	New Zealand
	Substantive
	
	Remove last para
	Repeats last para of 2.4.1

	2.4.3 Reducing the risk of entry of specified pest(s)
	New Zealand
	Substantive

Substantive
	
	‘Phytosanitary measures…’

Remove second dash point
	To be correct.

Repeats the first dashpoint.

	2.4.4 Emergency action plan
	New Zealand
	Substantive
	Section
	Redraft
	Not clear and doesn’t include information about buffer zones, and what are ‘phytosanitary procedures”

	2.5 Verification of an area of low pest prevalence
	New Zealand
	Substantive
	Add 2nd sentence
	Where appropriate, the NPPO of the importing country may wish to verify the ALPP
	To cover this area.

	3. Maintenance of an Area of Low Pest Prevalence
	New Zealand
	Substantive

Substantive
	Add to end of 2nd sentence
	…and be made available to the importing country on request.
	Increased transparency.

Recommend this and 2.5 be restructured to follow the format of the other two area standards – maintenance, verification , documentation.

	4. Change in the Status of an Area of Low Pest Prevalence
	New Zealand
	Substantive
	Section 4 & 5
	
	Sections 4 and 5 to be rewritten to provide a clearer structure  and more logical sequence :

Change in status, reporting obligations, implementation of emergency action plan, reinstatement of status of an ALPP

	5. Reinstatement of the Status of an Area of Low Pest Prevalence
	New Zealand
	Substantive
	Section 4 & 5
	
	As above

	Appendix 1 Elements required for establishment of an ALPP for some insects
	New Zealand
	Substantive
	
	
	Headings and some content does not relate to the standard. Needs to be revised to align with the standard.
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