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

	General comments
	
	
	
	
	

	Specific comments
	
	
	
	
	

	TITLE OF THE DRAFT
	
	
	
	
	

	INTRODUCTION
	
	
	
	
	

	SCOPE 
	
	
	
	
	

	REFERENCES 
	
	
	
	
	

	DEFINITIONS 
	Belize

Costa Rica

El Salvador

Guatemala

Honduras

México
Nicaragua

Panama
Dominican 
	1. Technical
	New term and definition
	1. Fruit fly species  (Tephritidae)identified by the NPPO for a commodity intended to be traded or moved from an area, place or site of production.
	2. To include alone this family of fruit flies

	ABBREVIATIONS used in this standard
	
	
	
	
	

	OUTLINE OF REQUIREMENTS 
	Belize

Costa Rica

El Salvador

Guatemala

Honduras

México

Nicaragua

Panama
Dominican
	1. Technical
	To add a new indentation
	1. It is facilitate the process to establishment of a FF-PFA


	1. To expand the justifications in order to implement this norm

	BACKGROUND
	
	
	
	
	

	REQUIREMENTS
	
	
	
	
	

	1.  General Requirements
	
	
	
	
	

	1.1  Determination of an FF-ALPP
	
	
	
	
	

	1.1.1  Target fruit fly species
	
	
	
	
	

	1.1.2  Delimitation of the area
	
	
	
	
	

	1.2  Procedures to establish an FF-ALPP
	
	
	
	
	

	1.2.1  Establishment of the parameter used to estimate the level of fruit fly prevalence
	Belize

Costa Rica

El Salvador

Guatemala

Honduras

México

Nicaragua

Panama
Dominican R.
	1. Editorial
	Paragraph 2
	1. In some cases, such as an area where sterile insect technique (SIT) is applied or where no efficient attractant is available for the target fruit fly species, other parameters such as the number of larvae per fruit, per weight or per sample may be used (see Appendix 2 of ISPM No. 26: Establishment of pest free areas for fruit flies (Tephritidae)).
	1. Short the development idea in the current location and it is relocated at the end of this section 


	1.2.2  Determining the specified level of low prevalence
	Belize

Costa Rica

El Salvador

Guatemala

Honduras

México

Nicaragua

Panama
Dominican R.
	1. Editorial
	Paragraph 2 Sentence 2 
	1. Usually higher parameter values are used for marginal or secondary poor hosts of the target fruit flies species and lower parameter values are used for primary normal field hosts of the target fruit flies species.
	1. To clarify a better comprehension

	1.2.3  Efficiency of trapping devices for surveillance
	
	
	
	
	

	1.2.4  Surveillance system
	
	
	
	
	

	1.2.5  Control measures
	Belize

Costa Rica

El Salvador

Guatemala

Honduras

México

Nicaragua

Panama
Dominican R.
	1. Technical
	To add a new indentation
	1. ethological control (e.g. massive trap)


	1. It incorporates a technique broadly used in the control of fruit flies

	1.3  Verification and declaration of low pest prevalence
	
	
	
	
	

	1.4  Maintenance of the FF-ALPP
	
	
	
	
	

	1.4.1  Surveillance
	
	
	
	
	

	1.4.2  Control measures
	
	
	
	
	

	1.4.3  Corrective action plans
	
	
	
	
	

	1.5  Suspension, loss and reinstatement of FF-ALPP status
	
	
	
	
	

	1.5.1  Suspension of FF-ALPP status
	Belize

Costa Rica

El Salvador

Guatemala

Honduras

México

Nicaragua

Panama
Dominican R.
	1. Technical

2. Technical
	Paragraph 1               1° Sentence

Paragraph 2           2° Sentence
	1. If the specified low pest prevalence level of the target fruit fly species is exceeded in a limited area that can be identified and isolated, then the FF-ALPP may be redefined to suspend that area. When such a suspension is put in place, the criteria for lifting the suspension and restoring the original FF-ALPP status should be made clear. Trading partners should be notified as appropriate of these actions.

2. 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  shall not affect the status of pest free area, pest free place of production and/or pest free production site as appropriate.
	1. To be consistent with the point 1.2.2

2. The suspension of the FF-PFA, FFF-POP, FFF-PS is only given by the detection of the species of the target fruit flies in these areas and not for changes of the specified level of the FF - ALPP when it is a buffer zone.

	1.5.2  Loss of status
	
	
	
	
	

	1.5.3  Reinstatement
	
	1. Editorial
	1° Indentation
	1. in the case where the low pest prevalence level is exceeded, only after the conditions for establishment of the FF-ALPP have again been achieved


	1. Better comprehension of the text

	1.6  Documentation and review
	
	
	
	
	

	1.6.1  Documentation
	
	
	
	
	

	1.6.2  Record keeping
	Belize

Costa Rica

El Salvador

Guatemala

Honduras

México

Nicaragua

Panama
Dominican R.
	1. Editorial
	Paragraph 1          1° Sentence
	1. Records should be kept for at least two three years and should be accessible, as appropriate, for easy retrieval. Documentation should be made available on request.


	1. To be consistent with the section 1.2 of the Standard N°26

	1.7  Quality control
	
	
	
	
	

	2.  Specific Requirements 
	
	
	
	
	

	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 
	
	
	
	
	

	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
	Belize

Costa Rica

El Salvador

Guatemala

Honduras

México

Nicaragua

Panama
Dominican R.
	1. Technical
	Paragraph 2         2° Indentation 
	2. poor marginal hosts / less attractive hosts


	1. Term mostly utilized

	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
	Belize

Costa Rica

El Salvador

Guatemala

Honduras

México

Nicaragua

Panama
Dominican R.
	1. Technical
2. Technical
	Paragraph 1          1° Indentation
Paragraph 1           2° Indentation
	1. physical and biological barriers, such as elimination of host plants that fructify at the same time as the host commodity around the places of production 
2. perimetric massive trapping perimeter trap-hosts in the places of production


	1. To eliminate part of the sentence since is contradictory with the content of the same one.
2. To eliminate previous sentence, to incorporate another option commonly used to maintain the FF-ALPP   

	Annex 1  Guidelines on corrective action plans for fruit flies in an FF-ALPP
	Belize

Costa Rica

El Salvador

Guatemala

Honduras

México

Nicaragua

Panama
Dominican R.
	1. Editorial-Technical
2. Technical

3. Technical

4. Technical

5. Technical

6. Technical


	1. Paragraph 1    1° Sentence
2. Paragraph  1   2° Sentence

3. Sub Title 2

4. Sub Title 3 Paragraph 1

5. Sub Title 5   1° Sentence

6. Foot Page N°2

	1. The detection of an outbreak (i.e. a sudden and significant increase of fruit fly population above the specified established low prevalence level) of the target fruit fly species in the FF-ALPP triggers a corrective action plan.
2. The objective of the corrective action plan is to ensure suppression of the fruit fly to enable reaching the specified level of low prevalence as soon as possible.
3. Determination of the phytosanitary features of the outbreak
4. If the affected area is limited and can be isolated, the FF-ALPP may be redefined and the affected area is only suspended.

5. The criteria for lifting the suspension and reinstatement of FF-ALPP status should be based on having the level of prevalence below the value specified established for as long as necessary
6. The period starts once it is reached the specified level and it is maintained for one target pest biological cycle for lifting of the suspension and two target pest biological cycles for its reestablishment. The period starts from the last detection. For some species, for lifting of suspension no further detection should occur for one biological cycle of the pest, and for re-instatement no further detection should occur for two biological cycles. However the required period should be based on scientific information including that provided by the surveillance systems in place.

	1. To be consistent with the point 1.2.2

2. To be consistent with the point 1.2.2

3. To simplify and clarify

4. To be more specific with the text



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


