Template for comments - Draft ISPMs for country consultation, 2006

Draft ISPM: debarked and bark-free wood
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 
	TURKEY 
	Editorial
	Para 1,S1
	“… and bark-free wood.  It also describes how the removal …”
	Clarity

	REFERENCES 
	
	
	
	
	

	DEFINITIONS 
	TURKEY 
	Editorial

Editorial
	Para 1, S1

New terms and definitions
	“….in the present standard  are found in…”

Add a new definiton


	More concise

Suggest the Glossary group develop a definition for “ bark-free” wood

	OUTLINE OF REQUIREMENTS 
	TURKEY
	Editorial
	Para 1, S1
	“… treatment may pose a risk …”
	Conditional

	BACKGROUND
	TURKEY 
	Editorial

Editorial

Editorial
	Para 1, S2

Para 2, S1

Para 3, S1
	“… and any treatment that may have been applied …”

“… usually does not give bark-free wood..”

Some importing contracting parties require debarking
	Treatment would be coincidental (normally required as a measure after the risk assessment has been done)

More precise outcome

Clarifies that it is the importing party that requires debarking

	REQUIREMENTS
	
	
	
	
	

	1.  General Requirements
	
	
	
	
	

	1.1  Regulated commodities
	
	
	
	
	

	1.2  Basis for regulating
	TURKEY 
	Editorial

Editorial
	Para 1, S1
Para 3, S4
	“Some importing NPPOs require debarking …”

“… before requiring it as a phytosanitary measure .”
	Clarifies who requires the bark-free

Clarification – the exporting NPPO applies the measure/treatment

	2.  Specific Requirements
	
	
	
	
	

	2.1  Debarking
	TURKEY 
	Editorial 

Editorial
	Para 1,S1 

Para 1,S2
Para 1,S3
	“… considered a sufficient measure where …”

As a phytosanitary measure, it may only be required to be undertaken for certain times of the year, based on the period of emergence of pests in the exporting country.

However, in some situations further processing may be required in the importing country, or debarking may be combined with another measure where it is not sufficient to manage the phytosanitary risk when used alone.


	More appropriate term 

Clarification

Clarification

	2.1.1  Debarking tolerances
	TURKEY
	Editorial
	Para 1, 5th indent
	“…within the bark or beneath the bark”


	It is more proper

	2.1.2  Inspection to verify debarking
	TURKEY 
	Technical
	Para 1,S2
	“… least remove 90% of the bark from the  wood
	Links with the 10% suggested tolerance in the 2.1.1, Debarking tolerances (Para 2, L2)

	2.2  Bark-free wood
	TURKEY
	Editorial
	Para 1, S2
	“Examples of justifications may include:”


	Clarity

	2.2.1  Bark tolerances for bark-free wood
	TURKEY 
	Technical
	Para 1, first two indents
	“… bark pieces per piece of wood”

“…  bark area on each piece of wood”


	What is is the size of a “piece of wood”?  Suggest the Glossary TP defines “piece of wood” or replace the expresseion with something more precise, e.g. “per  square metre”

	2.2.2  Inspection to verify the wood is bark-free
	TURKEY
	Editorial 
Editorial

Editorial
	Para 1, S1

Para 1, S3

Para 1, S4
	“Where importing NPPOs require  wood to be bark-free …”

“Furthermore, bark-free wood …”

However, if a specific tolerance has not been determined, the importing contracting party may permit the infrequent detection of very small pieces (e.g. credit card size), provided that these show no evidence of pests. Illustrations of possible examples of acceptable bark-free wood appear in Appendix 3. 


	Clarity
Comma missing
Needs to be clear who determines the tolerance – one gets the impression that the authors of the paper are choosing to do this themselves on behalf of the contracting parties

	2.3  Responsibilities of the exporting NPPO
	
	
	
	
	

	2.4  Non-compliance
	
	
	
	
	

	Annex 1 Generalized categorization of pests by pest risk associated with the presence of bark
	TURKEY 
	Editorial

Editorial

Editorial
	Pest column – Title

Pest column

* note below the table
	Pest 

Fungi – Move to the second section (Removal of bark is not sufficient to reduce phytosanitary risk)

* For some species, debarking may not … or in remaining bark. Likewise for some species, the complete removal of bark may not be an appropriate …”


	NEEDS MORE DISCUSSION

More appropriate

Emphasis and clarity

	Appendix 1 Cross-sectional line drawing of wood
	TURKEY
	
	
	
	

	Appendix 2 Illustrations of debarked wood
	
	
	
	
	

	Appendix 3 Illustrations of bark-free wood
	
	
	
	
	


