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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

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

	SCOPE 
	EPPO
	Substantive
	End of 1st sentence
	to facilitate trade of fruits.
	To be consistent with ISPM 26 on PFA for fruit flies

	DEFINITIONS 
	EPPO
	Substantive
	Target FF species
	Delete
	Consistency: No need for this definition, this phrase is used throughout ISPM 26 without being defined, so why is definition necessary now?

	OUTLINE OF REQUIREMENTS 
	EPPO 
	Editorial
	1st sentence
	The general requirements for establishing an area of low pest prevalence for fruit flies (FF‑ALPP) include:
	Consistency with ISPM 26 

	OUTLINE OF REQUIREMENTS
	EPPO
	Substantive
	last paragraph, 1st sentence
	Detailed guidance is provided in the specific requirements for
	Unnecessary



	1.  General Requirements
	EPPO
	Substantive
	Add para
	An important factor in the establishment and maintenance of FF-ALPPs is the support and participation of the public (especially the local community) close to the FF-ALPP and individuals that travel to or through the area, including parties with direct and indirect interests (see also ISPM 26, section 1.1).
	For consistency with the associated Standard ISPM 26, section 1.1.

	1.1  Determination of an FF-ALPP
	EPPO
	Substantive
	Add new para
	FF-ALPPs in accordance with this ISPM may be established under a variety of different situations. Some of them require the application of the full range of elements provided by this standard, others require only the application of some of these elements.
	Consistency with ISPM 26, section 1, para 3.

	1.1  Determination of an FF-ALPP
	EPPO
	Substantive
	Add new para
	In areas where the fruit flies concerned are not capable of establishment because of climatic, geographical or other reasons, absence should be recognized according to the first paragraph of section 3.1.2 of ISPM No. 8 (Determination of pest status in an area). If, however, the fruit flies are detected and can cause economic damage during a season (Article VII.3 of the IPPC), corrective actions should be applied in order to allow the maintenance of a FF-ALPP.
	Consistency with ISPM 26, section 1, para 3.

	1.1.2  Delimitation of the area
	EPPO
	Editorial
	Para 2
	Ideally, boundaries should be closely related to the relative occurrence of major hosts of the target fruit flies. In practice, however, FF-ALPPs are generally adjusted to readily recognizable boundaries,
	Current text may leave the impression that boundaries have no connection whatsoever to host occurrence

	1.2.1  Establishment of the parameter used to estimate the level of fruit fly prevalence
	EPPO
	Substantive
	End of 1st paragraph
	(see Appendix 1 of ISPM 26 Guidelines on trapping procedures, ).
	Not proper to refer to these guidelines in this way, otherwise implicit recognition may be presumed by the CPM, once this Standard is adopted

	1.2.2  Determining the specified level of low prevalence
	EPPO
	Editorial
	Para 2, 1st sentence
	Change to: “If an ALPP is established for export of host fruit…
	The FF-ALPP is not exported, the fruit is. 

	1.2.3  Efficiency of trapping devices for surveillance
	EPPO
	Editorial
	2nd sentence
	The rationale is that different trap efficiencies could lead to different FTD values at the same location
	Clarity.

	1.2.3  Efficiency of trapping devices for surveillance
	EPPO
	Substantive
	At the end
	Add: Thus, when specifying the level of low pest prevalence accepted in terms of a FTD value, the corresponding trapping system should be stated as well.
	The simultaneous specification of the system serves a purpose analogue to specifying a unit to a digit, otherwise the digit is meaningless.

	1.2.4  Surveillance system
	EPPO
	Technical
	Para 4
	Rewrite 1st sentence

The presence and abundance of fruit fly hosts should  be recorded, separately identifying commercial and major non-commercial hosts. 
	Knowing where commercial crops are seems as important as knowing where the domestically growing plants are 

	1.3  Verification and declaration of low pest prevalence
	EPPO
	Editorial
	Last para
	The NPPO should officially declare the establishment of the FF-ALPP and notify interested importing countries as appropriate. 
	To be in line with ISPM 26

	1.4.1  Surveillance
	EPPO
	Technical
	
	In order to maintain the FF-ALPP status, the NPPO should continue surveillance, as described in section 1.2.4.  

	Surveillance already starts prior to establishment of the FF-ALPP

	1.5.1  Suspension of FF-ALPP status
	EPPO
	Editorial
	Para 1, last sentence
	Interested importing countries should be notified as appropriate of these actions.
	To be in line with ISPM 26

	1.5.2  Loss of status
	EPPO
	Technical
	Para 1, 1st sentence
	If the low pest prevalence level of the target fruit fly species is exceeded beyond a limitedarea which can not be identified and isolated, or if critical failures in the procedures occur, then loss of FF-ALPP status should occur
	To complement more accurately the wording of 1.5.1



	1.5.2  Loss of status
	EPPO
	Editorial
	Para 1, last sentence
	Interested importing countries should be notified…
	To be in line with ISPM 26.

	1.6.1  Documentation
	EPPO
	Technical
	Para 1, sentence 2
	It is recommended that a manual of standard operational procedures is prepared for the FF-ALPP.
	To be in line with ISPM 26. 

	1.6.2  Record keeping
	EPPO
	Technical
	1st sentence
	Records should be kept for at least 24 months….
	To be consistent with ISPM 26 (section 1.2)

	1.7  Quality control
	EPPO
	Technical
	Heading
	Change heading to Supervision activities
	To be consistent with ISPM 26.

	1.7  Quality control
	EPPO
	Technical
	Entire section
	Delete, replace this paragraph by paragraph 1.3 of ISPM 26

The FF-PFA programme, including regulatory control, surveillance procedures (for example trapping, fruit sampling) 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.

The effectiveness of the programme should be monitored periodically by the NPPO of the exporting country, through review of documentation and procedures.

	To be consistent with ISPM 26.

	2.  Specific Requirements 
	EPPO
	Editorial
	1st sentence
	FF-ALPPs exist with different types of specific requirements
	Unnecessary

	2.1.2  Establishment of an FF-ALPP as a buffer zone
	EPPO
	Technical
	2nd sentence
	Delete 2nd sentence.


	Superfluous

	2.1.2.1  Regulatory controls
	EPPO
	Editorial
	Heading
	Delete heading
	Not necessary

	2.1.2.1  Regulatory controls
	EPPO
	Technical
	1st sentence
	In some cases, the movement into the area of host commodities of the target fruit fly species may be regulated  
	Regulation is not always necessary. 

	2.2.1  Determination of an FF-ALPP for export purposes
	EPPO 
	Editorial
	2.2.1, 2.2.1.1 and 2.2.1.2:
	Suggest merge content of 2.2.1, 2.2.1.1 and 2.2.1.2: 

Determination of an FF-ALPP for export purposes
Determining procedures may include those listed in section 1.1. In addition, the following elements should be considered for the determination of an FF-ALPP:

-
list of products (hosts) of interest

-
a list of other commercial and non-commercial hosts of the target fruit fly species present but not intended for export and their level of occurrence, as appropriate 

-
additional information such as, any historical records in connection with biology, occurrence and control of the target fruit fly species or any other fruit fly species that may be present in the FF-ALPP. 





-

-
.
	Simplification

	2.2.1.1  List of products (hosts) of interest
	EPPO
	Editorial
	
	merge content of 2.2.1, 2.2.1.1 and 2.2.1.2
	See comment above

	2.2.1.2  Additional information
	EPPO 
	Editorial
	
	merge content of 2.2.1, 2.2.1.1 and 2.2.1.2
	See comment above

	Annex 1  Guidelines on corrective action plans for fruit flies in an FF-ALPP
	EPPO
	Technical
	Para 1, 1st sentence 
	The detection of an outbreak (i.e. a sudden significant increase of fruit fly population above the established low prevalence level) of the target fruit fly species in the FF-ALPP should trigger a corrective action plan.
	To keep the correct tense

	Annex 1  Guidelines on corrective action plans for fruit flies in an FF-ALPP
	EPPO
	Editorial
	Para 3, last indent
	- effective communication within the NPPO and with relevant importing countries, including provision of contact details of all parties involved.


	To be in line with ISPM 26. 

	Annex 1  Guidelines on corrective action plans for fruit flies in an FF-ALPP
	EPPO
	Technical
	Point 3
	If the affected area is so large that it might jeopardize the status of the whole FF-ALPP, the area shall loose its status as FF-ALPP. 


	An FF-ALPP is already infested.

	Annex 1  Guidelines on corrective action plans for fruit flies in an FF-ALPP
	EPPO
	Technical
	Point 5, 1st para, last sentence  


	The time period should depend on the biology of the species and the environmental conditions2
	Consistent with  ISPM 26 and the last sentence of footnote 2.

	Annex 1  Guidelines on corrective action plans for fruit flies in an FF-ALPP
	EPPO
	Technical
	Point 5, 2nd para  


	Once the criteria have been fulfilled, normal surveillance levels and suppression actions should be reinstated. 
	Consistent with ISPM 26

	Annex 1  Guidelines on corrective action plans for fruit flies in an FF-ALPP
	EPPO
	Substantive
	Point 5, footnote 2, 1st and 2nd sentence
	The period starts from the last detection above the specified level of low pest prevalence. For some species, for lifting of suspension no further detection above the specified level of low pest prevalence should occur……
	“last detection” is incorrect.  The standard is about areas of low pest prevalence therefore this should be corrected accordingly.








