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

	General comments
	Japan
	
	
	
	1. Japan would like to take this opportunity to address concerns about the standard setting process.

Reports of SC, EWG or TP are very important for each country to review and examine the draft standards and to comment on them. However, they are not informative enough to examine for each country. The report of SC has only one or two paragraphs for record of discussion about the draft standards and even the report of EWG or TP which should have more technical and substantive discussion has only two or three pages. Japan would like to request that these reports reflect substantial discussion regarding each modification or maintenance on text of ISPM.

Furthermore, Japan recognizes IPPC’s limited resources, however, firmly believes that some actions such as holding open working groups for all countries to have the opportunity to discuss draft standards are needed as proposed at the SC(para.61, Report of SC held in May 2006). Japan welcomes such efforts by SC.
2. Recognizing the possibility that contracting parties may propose a lot of phytosanitary treatment which requires wide range of expertise, the frame-work currently prepared for prioritization and evaluation of phytosanitary treatments needs to be significantly reinforced. Reinforcement options should include expansion of membership of Technical Panel on Phytosanitary Treatment (TPPT) and establishment of a new permanent sub-committee specifically responsible for this work.

3. Detailed reports including summary of efficacy data should be made available to contracting parties in the country consultation process in order to share the rationale of the result of the TPPT meeting for the examination of phytosanitary treatments.  Such data are not only important elements for each contracting party to consult the draft, but also critical in the process for adoption of phytosanitary treatment in each contracting party.

	Specific comments
	
	
	
	
	

	TITLE OF THE DRAFT
	
	
	
	
	

	INTRODUCTION
	
	
	
	
	

	SCOPE 
	
	
	
	
	

	REFERENCES 
	
	
	
	
	

	DEFINITIONS 
	
	
	
	
	

	OUTLINE OF REQUIREMENTS 
	
	
	
	
	

	BACKGROUND
	
	
	
	
	

	REQUIREMENTS
	
	
	
	
	

	1.  Criteria for Treatments
	Japan
	editorial
	Sentence 3
	Treatments for which a submission can be made include, but are not limited to: chemical, irradiation, heat, cold, controlled atmosphere. NPPOs and RPPOs should take into account other factors when considering phytosanitary treatments for approval, such as the effects on human health and safety, animal health and the environment (see the preamble and Article I.1 of the IPPC, 1997). Effects on the safety and quality of the commodity should also be considered. 
	“Effects on the safety of commodity” should also be considered as well as effects on the quality.

	2.  General Requirements for Phytosanitary Treatments
	Japan
	editorial

technical/substantive

editorial
	section title

Para 1, indent 1,
sentence 2,
Para 1, indent 1, sentence 3, delete
	2. General Requirements for Submission of Phytosanitary Treatments
The NPPO or RPPO should ensure that phytosanitary treatments are:

-  effective in killing, inactivating, or removing target pests, rendering pests infertile/incapable of further development or devitalizing pests associated with the target commodity(ies) or regulated article(s). The level of specific efficacy of the treatment should be stated, so that parties may decide whether the treatment are appropriate for their use to address the pest risks they identified (quantified or expressed statistically). Where statistical data is unavailable, other evidence that supports the efficacy (i.e. historical and/or practical information/experience) should be provided.
	1-  To accurately reflect the contents of this section on the title. This section mentions general requirements for SUBMISSION OF phytosanitary treatments, not general requirements for phytosanitary treatments.
2-  The specificity required to efficacy data for submission should be appropriately described in the ISPM to ensure that contracting parties, through disclosure by TPPT, can also fully consider proposed treatments.
3-  This sentence is redundant. The substance of this sentence overlaps indent 2 of Section 2.

	3.  Specific Requirements for Phytosanitary Treatments
	Japan
	editorial
	section title
	3. Specific Requirements for Submission of Phytosanitary Treatments
	To accurately reflect the contents of this section on the title. This section mentions specific requirements for SUBMISSION of phytosanitary treatments, not specific requirements for phytosanitary treatments.

	3.1  Summary information
	
	
	
	
	

	3.2  Efficacy data in support of the submission of a phytosanitary treatment
	
	
	
	
	

	3.2.1  Efficacy data under laboratory/controlled conditions
	Japan
	editorial
	Para 4
	The data provided should include detailed information on, but is not limited to, the following elements:
	an error in grammar

	3.2.2  Efficacy data using operational conditions
	
	
	
	
	

	3.3  Information on commercial feasibility and applicability
	
	
	
	
	

	4.  Evaluation and Publication of Phytosanitary Treatments 
	Japan
	editorial

technical/substantive
	Sentence 1
Add new sentence between sentence 1 and sentence 2
	The Technical Panel on Phytosanitary Treatments will prioritize and evaluate the submissions for their suitability (see Appendix 1). Phytosanitary treatments should be approved in accordance with the standard setting procedure for ISPMs. After adoption by the CPM, phytosanitary treatments will be incorporated into Annex 1 of this standard.
	1- Taking into account the criteria adopted by CPM-1, any appendix should not be referred in the formal texts of ISPMs, so as not to cause any confusion on its status among relevant organizations and contracting countries.
2- As long as phytosanitary treatments in Annex 1 is an official part of the standard, the procedure for addition of approved phytosanitary treatments should follow the same procedures as those for international standards. In case that the phytosanitary procedures would be approved under different process from ordinary standard setting procedures, the whole process must be clearly described in this ISPM or in an appendix to it.

	Annex 1 Approved phytosanitary treatments
	Japan
	technical/substantive
	Add new paragraph between title of Annex and Para 1.
	The following phytosanitary treatments are approved by the CPM based on evaluation of submissions made by the contracting parties. The inclusion of a phytosanitary treatment to this ANNEX does not create any obligation for any contracting party to approve the treatment, register it, or process it for use in its territory. Neither the IPPC nor FAO is liable for any incidents arise from adoption by the contracting parties of identical or similar phytosanitary treatments to the phytosanitary treatments in this ANNEX.
	The legal status of the phytosanitary treatments listed in this ANNEX should be clarified.

	Annex 2 Information required for submission of a phytosanitary treatment
	
	
	
	
	

	Appendix 1 Criteria for prioritizing and evaluating submitted information on phytosanitary treatments
	Japan
	editorial
editorial
	Section 2, Para 2, delete
Section 3, delete
	The Technical Panel on Phytosanitary Treatments will exercise due respect for confidentiality where sensitive information is provided by the applicant.

3.
Outcome of Evaluation

Once a submission has been evaluated and the treatment has been found to meet the criteria for adoption internationally, it will be recommended as an international treatment. After adoption by the CPM, the phytosanitary treatment will be incorporated into Annex 1 of ISPM No. --: Phytosanitary treatments for regulated pests.

If the submission fails to meet the criteria for adoption internationally, the reason(s) will be communicated to the contact identified on the submission. There may be a recommendation to provide additional information or to initiate further work (e.g. research, field testing, analysis). 
	This is not a criterion for prioritization or evaluation.
These provisions are not criteria for prioritisation or evaluation. Procedural requirement for phytosanitary treatment should be described in a separate appendix. 


