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Draft ISPM: requirements for the submission of phytosanitary treatments
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
Please make sure that the cell "country name" is filled for each row of comments
	1. Section
	2. Country
	3. Type of comment
	4. Location
	5. Proposed rewording
	6. Explanation

	DEFINITIONS 
	Dominica
	Technical 
	Definition

Last sentence  of the Definition
	The definition for treatment schedule did not provide an adequate meaning of what it is. Sc needs to look at this again.
	Not every treatment has those three elements (dose, time and temperature)
What is a treatment schedule, it is not very clear or define properly.

	Background
	Dominica
	Editorial 
	Background

1-second sentence in paragraph 1
2-third paragraph in the last sentence 
	1- Rewording to read: the requirement or application of phytosanitary treatments to commodities and regulated articles is a phytosanitary measure used by contracting parties to prevent the introduction and spread of pest.

2-  change to read: approved treatment may be required where appropriate without further technical justification
 
	Brings more clarity 

	REQUIREMENTS
	
	
	
	
	

	1. Criteria for Treatments
	
	
	
	
	

	1.1 General requirements
	Dominica
	Editorial
Technical 
Editorial 
	1-First bullet
2-Second bullet 

3- Last bullet

	1-remove the word ‘of’ after the word ‘removing’
2-Need clarification on what data is being referred here. Is it efficacy data?

3-for other purposes’ instead of ‘other movements’
	

	1.1.1 Efficacy data from laboratory or controlled experiments
	Dominica
	Editorial 
	  Section 1.1.1 
	Delete the entire 1.1.1
	Delete the entire 1.1.1 Efficacy data from laboratory or controlled experiments. It is covered under 2.5.1 and would be a repetition. 

	1.1.2 Efficacy data on the target pest(s) under practical conditions
	Dominica
	Editorial
	Section  1.1.2 
	Delete the entire 1.1.2
	Delete the entire 1.1.2. Efficacy data on the target pest(s) under practical conditions It is covered under 2.5.2 and would be a repetition.

	1.2 Feasibility and applicability
	Dominica
	Editorial
	Section  1.2 
	Delete the entire 1.2
	Delete the entire1.2 Feasibility and applicability. It is covered under 2.6 and would be a repetition.

	2.5.1 Efficacy data on the target pest(s) under laboratory or controlled experiments
	Dominica 
	Editorial 
	Paragraph 4: first bullet
	appropriate level’ instead of ‘level appropriate’
	Appropriate level’ instead of ‘level appropriate’ reads better.

	2.5.2 Efficacy data on the target pest(s) under practical conditions
	Dominica
	Editorial
	Fourth paragraph, second sentence 
	· Should read: Other data required are listed below . 

	· Should read: Other data required are listed below instead of other data which is required is listed below


	Appendix 1 Cover page for a submission of a phytosanitary treatment
	Dominica 
	Technical 
	Appendix 1 Cover page
	The form was discussed extensively. It is not very clear as to the exact information that should be included in the form
	· The form should have a section for signature and date (of the person making the submission)

· Suggestion that an example be given as to how the section on treatment description should be filled out in order to differentiate between proposed name of  treatment, treatment name and treatment type

	Appendix 2 - 1. Priorities
	Dominica
	Editorial 
	Appendix 2
1. Priorities -Bullet 5:
	include ‘cost’ as an example
	Some general comments from Appendix 2:
· It is noted that many of the factors required for determining priorities are not listed as required data in the body of the standard. The standard does not identify who should provide the information for determining priority.

· The question was  posed as to whether the treatments developed will be stand alone standards or will they become a part of the ISPM in the form of annexes?




· General Comments
· The standard is rather repetitive. 

· The bar is set reasonably high for the development and adoption of treatments

· Does not seem to allow a lot of scope for developing countries to develop and submit proposals for phytosanitary treatments.

· The draft standard as proposed does not encourage the application of the principle of equivalence.

Some general comments from Appendix 2:
· It is noted that many of the factors required for determining priorities are not listed as required data in the body of the standard. The standard does not identify who should provide the information for determining priority.

· The question was  posed as to whether the treatments developed will be stand alone standards or will they become a part of the ISPM in the form of annexes?

