
Template for comments - Draft ISPMs for country consultation, 2006

Draft ISPM: Establishment of areas of low pest prevalence for fruit flies (Tephritidae)
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 and contains the name of the country submitting comments

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

	General comments
	Australia
	General
	
	
	The document should be amended to reflect agreed text, where similar concepts are described, as adopted in ISPM 26 (for example, on page 7 of FFALPP there is a paragraph at the end of 1.2.4 stating "The NPPO should have identification capabilities for the target fruit fly species found during the surveys (whether adults or larvae) or have access to suitable specialists."  ISPM 26 has a separate heading under 2.2.2.1 "Identification capability" that could be directly substituted here).  Note: this issue was discussed at the last PPPO meeting on draft standards specifically in relation to ISPM 26.

	GENERAL COMMENTS
	Australia
	General
	
	
	Question whether the scope of the standard applies to production sites and places of production – at CPM 1 the common understanding of these concepts is that they are regulated by industry and not by the NPPO.  Should they be excluded from the scope of the draft on this basis?

	Specific comments
	
	
	
	
	

	TITLE OF THE DRAFT
	
	
	
	
	

	INTRODUCTION
	
	
	
	
	

	SCOPE 
	
	
	
	
	

	REFERENCES 
	Australia
	Editorial
	
	Insert reference to ISPM 5
	

	DEFINITIONS 
	
	
	
	
	

	ABBREVIATIONS used in this standard
	
	
	
	
	

	OUTLINE OF REQUIREMENTS 
	Australia
	Editorial/technical
	Para 2 sentence 1
	FF-ALPP, a parameter/s used
	Potentially more than one parameter could be used even though currently only one tends to be used.

	OUTLINE OF REQUIREMENTS 
	Australia
	technical
	Para 2 sentence 2
	A table listing examples of levels used for some species internationally is provided (Appendix 1).
	These are only some examples applicable

	OUTLINE OF REQUIREMENTS 
	Australia
	technical
	Para 4
	Detailed guidance……with a systems approach
	Delete – outside scope as described.

If included, would fit better in background with reference to draft standard on recognition.

	BACKGROUND
	Australia
	technical
	Para 1 sentence 1
	Areas of low pest prevalence (ALPPs) are mentioned in the Agreement on the Application of Sanitary and Phytosanitary Measures of the World Trade Organization (WTO- SPS Agreement) and the International Plant Protection Convention. 

An area of low pest prevalence (ALPP) is an area, whether all of a country, part of a country, or all or parts of several countries, as identified by the competent authorities, in which a specific pest occurs at low levels and which is subject to effective surveillance, control or eradication measures (ISPM No. 5 Glossary of phytosanitary terms). 
	ALPP are defined in SPS and IPPC, not just mentioned. As such, it is appropriate to state the exact reference.  However, is there any need to mention the SPS Agreement as the IPPC provides the definition?  
Replace with definition from ISPM 5

	BACKGROUND
	Australia
	technical
	Para 1 sentence 2
	include reference to draft standard should this be adopted at CPM 2
	There is a need to make reference to draft standard Recognition of PFAs and ALPP should this be adopted at CPM 2 to ensure this standard is up to date.

	BACKGROUND
	Australia
	editorial
	Para 1 sentence 2
	The concept and provisions of areas of low pest prevalence are addressed described in ISPM No.22
	Consistency with ISPM 26

	
	
	
	
	
	

	BACKGROUND
	Australia
	technical
	Para 2 sentence 2
	In other instances, FF-ALPPs are stages of a fruit fly eradication process.
	Unnecessary 


	BACKGROUND
	Australia
	editorial
	Para 3 sentence 1
	The decision to create an FF-ALPP for export of a particular host of fruit fly host is closely linked to trade market access opportunities and to economic and operational feasibility
	Alternate wording

	BACKGROUND
	Australia
	technical
	Para 3 sentence 2 & 3
	Move to after para 4
	More logical position

	BACKGROUND
	Australia
	editorial
	Para 3, sentence 3
	..same pest status within the same country/area.
	To clarify that this could only occur between ALPPs under the jurisdiction of the same NPPO

	BACKGROUND
	Australia
	technical
	Para 3 Insert new sentence end of para:
	For FF-ALPPs covering multiple target fruit fly species, trapping devices and deployment densities should be specified and low pest prevalence levels determined for each target fruit fly species. 
	These are more complex situations than for single target pests, therefore requiring more detail in the explanations.

	BACKGROUND
	Australia
	technical
	Para 4 last dash point
	facilitation of transit of pest free fruit or other uninfested regulated articles through an FF-PFA.
	It is not clear how this could occur. Either explain better or delete. 

	REQUIREMENTS
	
	
	
	
	

	1.  General Requirements
	Australia
	Technical
	New paras
	The concepts and provisions of ISPM No. 22 (Requirements for the establishment of areas of low pest prevalence) apply to the establishment and maintenance of areas of low pest prevalence for all pests including fruit flies and therefore ISPM No. 22 should be referred to in conjunction with this standard.

Phytosanitary measures and specific procedures as further described in this standard may be required for the establishment and maintenance of FF-ALPP. The decision to establish a formal FF-ALPP may be based on the technical factors provide in this standard. They include components such as pest biology, control methods.

In areas where the fruit flies are of low pest prevalence, the status should be recognized according to the first paragraph of section 3.1.1 of ISPM No. 8 (Determination of pest status in an area). 
	General information in line with ISPM 26.

Also note new draft standard for recognition

	1.1  Determination of an FF-ALPP
	
	
	
	
	

	1.1.1  Target fruit fly species
	
	
	
	
	

	1.1.2  Delimitation of the area
	Australia
	technical
	Para 2 2nd sentence
	
	Is this true?  Is it possible to establish and maintain ALPP in small areas of contiguous hosts?

	1.1.2  Delimitation of the area
	Australia
	Editorial
	Para 2 last bracketed text
	(national parks or ,and forests
	consistency

	1.2  Procedures to establish an FF-ALPP
	Australia
	technical
	Section 
	
	Need to look at order of subsections – should  trap efficacy come before computing FTD?

	1.2.1  Establishment of the parameter used to estimate the level of fruit fly prevalence
	Australia
	Editorial/technical
	Heading
	Establishment of the parameter/s used to …
	Potentially more than one parameter could be used even though currently only one tends to be used

	1.2.1  Establishment of the parameter used to estimate the level of fruit fly prevalence
	Australia
	technical
	Para 5 sentence 1
	In cases where traps are regularly inspected on a weekly basis, or longer in the case of winter surveillance operations, the parameter may be …
	Another relevant option

	1.2.2  Determining the specified level of low prevalence
	Australia
	technical
	section
	
	May need to restructure to better reflect likely operational scenarios.

	1.2.2  Determining the specified level of low prevalence
	Australia
	technical
	Para 1 sentence 3
	…dispersion capacity, play a major role in determining appropriate FTD thresholds. For FF-ALPPs with several hosts present, the derived FTD threshold will need to reflect; host diversity and abundance, host preference and host sequence for each target fruit fly species present. Although an FF-ALPP may have different FTD thresholds for each relevant target species, the level will remain fixed for the whole area and duration of the FF-ALPP operation. 
	Additional considerations for multiple species situations.

Clarify to give guidance for setting the FTD threshold

- single target

- multiple targets

Leading to multiple traps (ie   ) leading to interactions between them.

	1.2.2  Determining the specified level of low prevalence
	Australia
	technical
	Para 2 insert new sentence at end of para 
	However, in mixed host situations the FTD level will be based on technical information relating to the most preferred host in the area.
	Must avoid complicating things by removing the possibility for a range of FTD levels to be used for a given FF-ALPP for a given target fruit fly

	1.2.2  Determining the specified level of low prevalence
	Australia
	editorial
	Para 3 
	Appendix 1 provides examples of some FTD values that have been used internationally for applicable to a range of FF-ALPPs (varying in host, fruit fly and surveillance system).
	clarification

	1.2.3  Efficiency of trapping devices for surveillance
	Australia
	technical
	Para 1insert new sentences at end of para
	Once an FTD has been derived for a given situation using a specific lure /attractant, the lure/attractant used in the FF-ALPP must not be changed or modified until an appropriate FTD is derived for the new formulation. All traps in a given FF-ALPP for a specified target fruit fly species must use the same lure/attractant. For FF-ALPPs with multiple target fruit fly species present that are attracted to different lures/attractants, trap placement should take into consideration possible interactive effects between lures/attractants.
	To avoid complication and misrepresentation of ALPP populations potentially caused by system weakness.

Concept of technical analysis – close relationship with pest-host biology and behaviour – lures as attractive to males and females – relevance to population dynamics.  - should not set up any system that will not results in love level populations

- no tolerance of significant population spikes

	1.2.4  Surveillance system
	Australia
	technical
	Para 2
	Host Fruit sampling as a routine surveillance process method is not widely utilized for monitoring fruit flies in low prevalence areas except in areas cases where SIT is applied, where it can be a major useful tool.
	Consistency with ISPM 26

	1.2.4  Surveillance system
	Australia
	technical
	Para 3 Sentence 1 and new sentence inserted
	In some cases, however, the NPPO may complement trapping with host fruit sampling for fruit fly surveyillance and/or monitoring, particularly for fruit flies that respond poorly to known attractants. However, fruit sampling will not provide sufficient accuracy for describing the size of the population and should not be solely relied on to validate or verify the FF-ALPP status.
	Fruit sampling is acceptable for presence/ absence surveys. However, infestation of fruit is too complex to be used as a measure for quantifying field populations where a strong correlation would need to be derived between trapped numbers and fruit infestation. This would vary for each host and its relative abundance and position in the host sequence. Additionally, sampling fruit in markets could lead to serious misinterpretation of results. Therefore fruit sampling in the FF-ALPP situation is of much less value than for that of an FF-PFA and is best kept at a minimum.

	1.2.4  Surveillance system
	Australia
	technical
	Para 4
	This information will help in planning the trapping and host sampling activities and may help in anticipating the potential ease or difficulty of defining and maintaining the phytosanitary status of the area.
	clarification

	1.2.4  Surveillance system
	Australia
	technical
	Para5
	…and as technically appropriate for at least 12 consecutive monthsa period appropriate to the biology and behaviour of the species, aimed at assessing…..
	12 months would not be enough for Rhagoletis (per discussion with UK entomologist at CPM 1, must relate it to the biology and behaviour of the fly species

	1.2.4  Surveillance system
	Australia
	technical
	Para 6 insert new sentence at end of para
	…access to suitable specialists. This capability must also exist for the ongoing verification of FF-ALPP status. 
	Accurate and timely specimen identification is fundamental to the strength of the FF-ALPP program throughout its operation.

	1.2.5  Control measures
	Australia
	editorial
	Para 1 sentence 1
	In order to reduce fruit fly populations to or below the established defined level of low prevalence, specific phytosanitary procedures may be used
	Clarification

	1.2.5  Control measures
	Australia
	editorial
	Para 1 sentence 2
	In most cases, sSuppression of fruit fly populations will may involve the use of …
	Alternate wording

	1.2.5  Control measures
	Australia
	editorial
	Para 1 sentence 3
	…specified level of low prevalence may be applied necessary.
	

	1.2.5  Control measures
	Australia
	technical


	Para 2, add new bullet point
	· Removal of untreated non-commercial hosts
	valid method (where possible) for reducing incidence of fruit flies

	1.2.5  Control measures
	Australia
	editorial 
	Para 2 4th bullet point
	· Rough pruning before the fruiting fructification period
	‘rough pruning’ not a commonly used term and meaning could be misunderstood. Fruiting period (or season) more commonly used term than fructification.

	1.3  Verification and declaration of low pest prevalence
	Australia
	technical
	Para 3 1st dash point
	- additional surveillance implemented for specific periods of time at a level of sensitivity that will ensure the detection of the target fruit fly species, if present, in accordance with the low pest prevalence level
	Delete this point. The surveillance system should already be established based on the maximum sensitivity required. This system should not change unless technical justification exists and a review of the FTD threshold value conducted. 

	1.3  Verification and declaration of low pest prevalence
	Australia
	technical
	Para 3 2nd dash point
	fruit sampling in field and local markets of major hosts, preferably at the beginning and end of the fructification seasons
	Delete or explain its value.  How is fruit sampling going to be used to measure population levels? Fruit sampling will not provide sufficient accuracy for describing the size of the population and should not be relied on.

	1.3  Verification and declaration of low pest prevalence
	Australia
	editorial
	Para 3 3rd dash point 
	..end of the fructification seasons fruiting periods.
	Fruiting period (or season) more commonly used term than fructification, plus consistency with 1.2.5

	1.3  Verification and declaration of low pest prevalence
	Australia
	technical
	Para 4 new sentence at end of para
	If the area is being used for exports, the NPPO of the importing country may wish to verify compliance (see ISPM No. 22 (Requirements for the establishment of areas of low pest prevalence).
	To cover situation where the ALPP is being used for export purposes

	1.4  Maintenance of the FF-ALPP
	Australia
	Technical
	New para
	Once an FF-ALPP is established, the NPPO should maintain the established documentation and verification procedures, and continue following phytosanitary procedures and movement controls and keeping records.
	In line with ISPM 22 s 3.1.5

	1.4.1  Surveillance
	Australia
	editorial
	Para 1 sentence 1
	In order to maintain the FF-ALPP status, the NPPO should engage in surveillance maintain an ongoing surveillance system, as described in section 1.2.4.
	clarification

	1.4.2  Control measures
	Australia
	technical
	Title
	Control Measures Measures to establish and maintain fruit fly levels
	

	1.4.2  Control measures
	Australia
	technical
	Para 1 sentence 1
	The NPPO should apply the control measures required to maintain the FF-ALPP as described in section 1.2.5.

Additional measures ie corrective action, should be applied before the threshold is triggered.
	Is this an official component or something up to the NPPO eg is it a valid factor for recognition by the assessing authority?

	1.4.2  Control measures
	Australia
	technical
	Para 1 sentence 2
	When the fruit fly density approaches the low prevalence threshold level is close to being reached,
	Need to add ‘threshold’ as the level being discussed is a threshold that decision-making for corrective action is based upon. 

Plus rewording for clarity

	1.4.3  Corrective action plans
	Australia
	Technical 
	Insert text from Annex 1
	The detection of an outbreak (ie a sudden significant increase of fruit fly population ……..Other measures may be adopted if agreed by the importing country, for example, supplementary trapping.
	More appropriate to move Annex 1 text to here, but also need to take into account comments on text given under Annex 1

	1.5  Suspension, loss and reinstatement of FF-ALPP status
	Australia
	Technical
	New para
	If a FF-ALPP is suspended, an investigation should be initiated to determine the cause of the failure.
	Treatment should be consistent with handling in ISPM 26 with reference to ISPM 4.

In line with ISPM 22 s 3.4

	1.5.1  Suspension of FF-ALPP status
	Australia
	technical
	
	
	FF-ALPP should stand alone regardless of its part in a system or PFA – suspension should relate to it alone

	1.5.1  Suspension of FF-ALPP status
	Australia
	technical
	Para 1
	‘Low prevalence threshold level’
	Need to add ‘threshold’ as the level being discussed is a threshold that decision-making for corrective action is based upon. 

	1.5.1  Suspension of FF-ALPP status
	Australia
	technical
	Para 2 sentence 1 and new sentence added
	In the case of a FF-ALPP that is a buffer zone for an FF-PFA, FFF-POP and/or FFF PS, the suspension may also affect the pest free area, pest free place of production and/or pest free production site as appropriate area will not extend into its associated FF-PFA, FF-POP or FFF-PS. Only detections within these areas can result in the suspension of their FF-PFA status and/or the implementation of phytosanitary measures/contingency plans (refer to ISPM No. 26 (Establishment of pest free areas for fruit flies (Tephritidae)).
	The buffer zone is a risk reduction zone established to protect its pest free area. It continues to protect the area if incursions into the pest free area do not occur. It may require numbers in the buffer zone much higher than the designated FF-ALPP threshold level to cause spread into the pest free area. It is the surveillance system operating within the pest free area that detects quarantine breach and stimulates the response to be taken. Provided the pest free area remains pest free through obligatory validation and verification systems then the pest free status continues to be maintained.

There is also a need to consider if covered by ISPM 26 and should not be included here.

	1.5.2  Loss of status
	Australia
	technical
	Para 2 sentence 1 & 2
	In the case of a FF-ALPP that is a buffer zone for an FF-PFA, FFF-POP and/or FFF PS, a loss of status of the ALPP may also affect the pest free area, pest free place of production and/or pest free production site as appropriate. Further guidance on PFAs for fruit flies is provided in ISPM No. 26 (Establishment of pest free areas for fruit flies (Tephritidae)) will not extend to its associated FF-PFA, FF-POP or FFF-PS. Only detections within these areas can result in their loss of pest free status (refer to ISPM No. 26: Establishment of pest free areas for fruit flies (Tephritidae)). Further guidance on PFAs for fruit flies is provided in ISPM No 26 (Establishment of pest free areas for fruit flies (Tephritiidae)).
	The explanation provided for 1.5.1 on buffer zones above applies equally here. The pest free area and associated FF-ALPP buffer zone mostly operate independently of each other to increase the phytosanitary security of the pest free area.  
Depends on how the PFA has been set up
· relates to PFA rather than ALPP
· thresholds may be set in PFA buffer requirements



	1.5.3  Reinstatement
	Australia
	technical


	Para 1 1st dash point 


	..establishment of the FF-ALPP, in accordance with procedures, have again been achieved.
	To ensure a consistent process



	1.5.3  Reinstatement
	Australia
	technical
	Para 1 2nd dash point 
	…have been rectified and verified
	To ensure a consistent, auditable and transparent process

	1.6  Documentation and review
	Australia
	Editorial
	Title
	Documentation and record keeping review
	In line with ISPM 26

	1.6.1  Documentation
	Australia
	technical


	Para 1  


	The phytosanitary measures used for the dDetermination, establishment, verification and maintenance of an FF-ALPP should be adequately documented as part of phytosanitary procedures. They should be reviewed and update regularly, including corrective actions, if required (see also ISPM No. 22 Requirements for the establishment of areas of low pest prevalence). It is recommended that a manual…
	In line with ISPM 26

	1.6.1  Documentation
	Australia
	technical


	Para 2, 2nd dash point 


	…number and type of traps and lures,; frequency of trap inspection,; trap density,; trap arrays,; type, amount, date and frequency of fruit sampled,;,
	To ensure records are sufficiently detailed

	1.6.2  Record keeping
	Australia
	Technical 
	Para 1
	The records should be retained for at least the two previous years or as long as necessary to support the programme. If the FF-ALPP is being used for export purposes, records should be made available to the NPPO of the importing country on request.
Records should be kept for at least three years and should be accessible, as appropriate, for easy retrieval.  Documentation should be made available on request.
	In line with ISPM 22 s3.2

	1.7  Quality control
	Australia
	editorial
	Title
	Quality control Assurance
	clarification

	1.7  Quality control
	Australia
	technical
	Whole section
	1.7 Supervision activities

The FF-ALPP programme, including control and suspension activities, surveillance procedures (for example trapping) and corrective action planning should comply with officially approved procedures.

Such procedures should include official delegation of responsibility assigned to key personnel, for example:

- a person with defined authority and responsibility to ensure that the systems/procedures are implemented and maintained appropriately;

- entomologist(s) with responsibility for the authoritative identification of fruit flies to species level/diagnostic capability.

The effectiveness of the programme should be monitored periodically by the NPPO of the exporting country, through review of documentation and procedures.
	Should reflect that the responsibility for implementing the standard rests with the NPPO, which will need to be able to demonstrate quality of systems.

if within scope

- can also apply if ALPP established within country

	1.7  Quality control
	Australia
	Technical
	dash point
	
	Are these the critical control points? 

It may be appropriate to include critical control points as relevant to Quality assurance

	1.7  Quality control
	Australia
	Technical
	New dash point
	-
Surveillance capability 
	Need to be able to assess capability to carry out and maintain surveillance activities 

	1.7  Quality control
	Australia
	editorial
	Para 1 2nd dash point
	trapping materials (traps, attractants) and procedures
	

	2.  Specific Requirements 
	Australia
	Technical
	Whole section
	Delete specific requirements
	Question the need for this as the ALPP should be reflected as an element of the PFA or trade pathway/system, not the other way round.

Also reference the development of the standard on recognition that may pick up all these points

	2.1  An FF-ALPP as a buffer zone for an FF-PFA, FFF-POP or FFF-PS
	
	
	
	
	

	2.1.1  Determination of an FF-ALPP as a buffer zone 
	Australia
	Editorial
	Sentence 4 bracketed text 
	dispersional
	Term ‘dispersal capacity’ more usually used than ‘dispersion capacity’

	2.1.1  Determination of an FF-ALPP as a buffer zone 
	
	
	
	
	

	2.1.2  Establishment of an FF-ALPP as a buffer zone
	
	
	
	
	

	2.1.2.1  Regulatory controls
	
	
	
	
	

	2.1.3  Maintenance of an FF-ALPP as a buffer zone 
	
	
	
	
	

	2.2  FF-ALPPs for export purposes
	Australia
	technical
	Para 2 1st dash point 
	- pre- and post harvest treatments
	treatments close to harvest are a valid fruit fly treatment

	2.2  FF-ALPPs for export purposes
	Australia
	editorial
	Para 2 4th dash point 
	- export import during restricted seasons
	should this be export not import ?

	2.2.1  Determination of an FF-ALPP for export purposes
	
	
	
	
	

	2.2.1.1  List of products (hosts) of interest
	
	
	
	
	

	2.2.1.2  Additional information
	
	
	
	
	

	2.2.2  Maintenance of an FF-ALPP for export purposes
	Australia
	 editorial
	Para 1 1st dash point 
	 - host plants that fructify bear fruit at the …
	‘Fructify’ not commonly used term

	2.2.2  Maintenance of an FF-ALPP for export purposes
	Australia
	technical
	Para 2 sentence 2
	If appropriate, surveillance should continue at a lower frequency dDuring the off-season period, however, if appropriate, a surveillance process may be applied intermittently.
	Surveillance should still occur in the off season, although at a lower frequency to ensure that any build up of fruit fly populations is detected

	2.2.2  Maintenance of an FF-ALPP for export purposes
	Australia
	editorial
	Para 2 sentence 3
	..hosts that fructify bear fruit during…
	‘Fructify’ not commonly used

	Annex 1  Guidelines on corrective action plans for fruit flies in an FF-ALPP
	Australia
	Technical 
	Annex 1
	delete
	Move Annex 1 text to section 1.4.3. incorporating comments given below

	Annex 1  Guidelines on corrective action plans for fruit flies in an FF-ALPP
	Australia
	technical
	Para 1 sentence 1
	low prevalence threshold level
	Need to add ‘threshold’ as the level being discussed is a threshold that decision-making for corrective action is based upon. 

	Annex 1  Guidelines on corrective action plans for fruit flies in an FF-ALPP
	Australia
	editorial
	Para 1 sentence 2
	..fruit fly the enable reaching to below the threshold level of for low prevalence as …
	What are these additional measures – are they additional to those listed in 1.2.5?

	Annex 1  Guidelines on corrective action plans for fruit flies in an FF-ALPP
	Australia
	technical
	Actions to apply

1. Declaration of an outbreak

Para 2 
	The NPPO might have a task force responsible for applying those measures delineated in the corrective action plan. The task force may be comprised of official and industry personnel; however, the NPPO shall be responsible for leading the actions. The task force shall meet immediately after an outbreak is declared.The NPPO, or an NPPO nominated agency, is responsible for supervising the implementation of corrective measures following the declaration of an outbreak.
	Better reflects the broader systems that may operate.  
Up to the NPPO to determine the best way to respond against its prepared plan

	Annex 1  Guidelines on corrective action plans for fruit flies in an FF-ALPP
	Australia
	technical
	Actions to apply

1. Declaration of an outbreak

Para 2 sentence 2
	industry personnel or contractors.
	The NPPO may use contractors under their supervision to undertake corrective actions
Consistent with concept of ‘official’ as defined in ISPM 5

	Annex 1  Guidelines on corrective action plans for fruit flies in an FF-ALPP
	Australia
	technical
	3. Suspension and loss 

Para 2 sentence 2
	If the affected area is so large that it might jeopardize the status of the whole FF-ALPP, the whole area shall be declared as infested and the status is lost suspended, if the situation cannot be rectified within a suitable time frame.
	Adequate opportunity must be given to allow control measures to work effectively. 

‘lost’ has some implication of permanent effect

	Annex 1  Guidelines on corrective action plans for fruit flies in an FF-ALPP
	Australia
	Editorial
	Footnote
	Delete
	Not noted in adopted standards – see ISPM 26

	Appendix 1  Examples of FTD values used as low pest prevalence for fruit flies
	Australia
	Technical 
	Entire appendix
	Delete
	The annex should provide references to source documents rather than examples. As it is presented it is of very limited value - the examples provided are very narrow with neither reference to various other hosts, traps or lures (Cuelure, Methyl Eugenol) nor impact of other factors such as environment or risk. It is also Medfly biased – what about Qfly, tropical flies, temperate flies?

	Appendix 1  Examples of FTD values used as low pest prevalence for fruit flies
	Australia
	editorial
	title

Abbreviations at bottom of table
	Examples of Flies per Trap Day (FTD) values

Put symbols on acronyms in table (eg *)
	FTD should in full for title

Should have a symbol beside acronyms in table linking them to note at bottom of table

	Appendix 1  Examples of FTD values used as low pest prevalence for fruit flies
	Australia
	Editorial
	Insert immediately under title
	This appendix is for reference purposes only and is not a prescriptive part of the standard

Delete footnote
	See ISPM 26 

	Appendix 1  Examples of FTD values used as low pest prevalence for fruit flies
	Australia
	Technical
	Table
	Insert explanation of how table works.
	This table is confusing and requires an explanation

	Appendix 1  Examples of FTD values used as low pest prevalence for fruit flies
	Australia
	Technical
	Table
	
	trap densities shown in the IAEA/FAO Trapping Guide suggest, for Cuelure responsive Bactrocera spp., suggest deployment of 3 to 5 traps / km2 in production areas when monitoring for eradication and 2 to 4 traps / km2 when monitoring for suppression.

	Appendix 1  Examples of FTD values used as low pest prevalence for fruit flies
	Australia
	Technical
	Table
	
	no FTD values for Bactrocera spp but there are for Med Fly, Mexican & West Indian fruit fly. Also Rhagoletis and Cuelure/methyl eugenol responsive flies



