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Draft ISPM: requirements for the submission of phytosanitary treatments

COMMENTS from Norway
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

	General comments
	NO
	SUBSTANTIAL
	
	1. Purposes of phytosanitary treatments should be described in this standard. The text should be fully redrafted. We consider that the draft ISPM on diagnostic protocols offers a better structure. Specific elements to be considered:
- Different purposes of phytosanitary treatments (e.g. routine treatment, emergency treatment, export certification, import treatments)
- Managed risk. No single treatment will have a 100% efficacy. Different levels of efficacy may be appropriate for different purposes.
- Different treatments should be included for a single pest/commodity combination. If only one treatment for a single consignment is internationally adopted as (part of) an ISPM, this may cause discrimination vis-à-vis other treatments.
2. The consequences of this standard for contracting parties are not clear, especially with regard to different obligations of exporting contracting parties and importing contracting parties. This should be made clear in the text.

3. LMOs and issues related with registration and approval of all plant protection products should not be part of this standard.

4. Regarding the evaluation of a phytosanitary treatment, it is considered that an evaluation by the TPPT only is not sufficient. An appropriate peer-review mechanism should be organised by the TPPT. For example, data regarding Phytosanitary treatments should either have been published in a scientific peer-reviewed journal or peer reviewed by experts selected by the TPPT in a similar way as done by the TPDP.  
	We see the benefits of having a standard on phytosanitary treatments. However several issues need to be clarified and discussed in the relevant fora, before this text can be proposed for adoption by the CPM.


To address some concerns under no. 2 and 3 suggestions are hereby included for the scope. Further redrafting is required for the remaining text.



	TITLE OF THE DRAFT
	NO
	TECHNICAL
	
	phytosanitary treatments for regulated pests
	This ISPM also covers ‘evaluation’, not only ‘submission’. Similar title as with diagnostic protocols.

	SCOPE 
	NO
	SUBSTANTIAL
	Para 1
	This standard describes the criteria to be met by a  phytosanitary treatment for inclusion in the ISPM on phytosanitary treatments [under development] and the requirements for submitting a proposed phytosanitary treatment 
	As mentioned in the general comment all aspects should be covered in the scope. 

Phytosanitary treatments approved by the CPM should be included as an annex to this standard.

	SCOPE 
	NO
	SUBSTANTIAL
	Para 2
	 This standard only applies to treatments used for commodities or  regulated articles being moved for trade or other purposes.
	To make explicit that phytosanitary treatments of this ISPM are not concerned with pesticide applications during cultivation.

	SCOPE 
	NO
	SUBSTANTIAL
	Para 3 – replace with following text
	The scope of this standard does not include living modified organisms, issues related to registration or approval of plant protection products. 
The inclusion of a phytosanitary treatment in this ISPM on phytosanitary treatments  does not create any obligation for an exporting contracting party to approve a phytosanitary treatment or register a plant protection product for use on its territory.
	1. To make explicit which aspects are excluded from this ISPM. 


2. To avoid phytosanitary treatments being imposed on exporting contracting parties.



