DRAFT ISPM: Debarking of wood and bark freedom
	1. Section
	2. Country
	3. Type of comment
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	5. Proposed rewording
	6. Explanation

	General comments
	South Africa
	Technical/ substantive
	
	
	The sketches, and especially the examples,  are not sufficiently clear to support explanations.  It is proposed that metric measurements are used instead of references to items such as credit cards as these measurements are exact and do not have the potential to confuse the reader.

	Specific comments
	
	
	
	
	

	TITLE OF THE DRAFT
	
	
	
	
	

	INTRODUCTION
	
	
	
	
	

	SCOPE 
	
	
	
	
	

	REFERENCES 
	South Africa
	Technical/ substantive
	
	Add:  The use of integrated measures in a systems approach for pest risk management, 2002. ISPM No 14, FAO Rome.
	Tolerance levels for bark where the bark is used as a phytosanitary measure may be used as part of a systems approach.

	DEFINITIONS 
	South Africa
	Technical/ substantive
	New term and definition: Bark
	The layer of a woody stem or root, outside the cambium woody layer outside the cambium
	To avoid confusion that might arise from using the terms of “stem and root”

	OUTLINE OF REQUIREMENTS 
	
	
	
	
	

	BACKGROUND
	South Africa
	Technical/ substantive
	Para 5, sentence
	In terms of this standard ingrown bark around knots (i.e. areas of bark from branches that have become encased during annual growth) and bark pockets (i.e. areas of bark between rings of annual growth) are not considered to be present a phytosanitary risk (a cross sectional line drawing of wood is provided in Appendix 1)
	Add “In terms of this standard” for clarification

	REQUIREMENTS
	
	
	
	
	

	1.  General Requirements
	
	
	
	
	

	1.1  Regulated commodities
	South Africa
	Technical/ substantive
	Last indent
	Add: 

- Wood that has been treated according to ISPM 15 
	To indicate that wood treated according to ISPM 15 is not included.

	1.2  Basis for regulating
	South Africa
	Editorial
	Para 1, sentence 2
	Debarking of logs may be undertaken by industry as part of wood processing designed to remove most large majority  of  the bark.
	Delete “large majority” and replace with “most” – clarification and more accurate description

	1.2  Basis for regulating
	South Africa
	Technical/ substantive
	Para 3, sentence 3
	For example, tropical hardwood imported into a temperate country may not require the removal of bark.


	If an example is included it should be specific enough to clarify the point described.  In this instance the example is not specific (i.e. species of wood and countries involved) and may therefore easily be misinterpreted.

	2.  Specific Requirements
	
	
	
	
	

	2.1  Debarking
	
	
	
	
	

	2.1.1  Debarking tolerances
	South Africa
	Technical/ substantive 
	Para 2, sentence 2 & 3 
	· NPPOs should consider that the shape and size of pieces of bark will affect the level of risk.  For example, a piece of bark the shape and size of a sheet of paper (e.g. A4 or letter-size) poses a higher risk than a long narrow strip of the same surface area.  


	Move to be last indent of first para:

This is considered to be part of criteria used to determine tolerance and should therefore be moved to first paragraph

	2.1.2  Inspection to verify debarking
	South Africa
	Technical/ substantive
	Para 1, sentence 2
	However, to provide some guidance to NPPOs where tolerances have not been established, debarking should at least remove the majority 90% of bark on wood”
	Replace with “90%” for consistency with 2.1.1. para 2

	2.2  Bark-free wood
	
	
	
	
	

	2.2.1  Bark tolerances for bark-free wood
	
	
	
	
	

	2.2.2  Inspection to verify the wood is bark-free
	South Africa
	Technical/ substantive
	Para 1, sentence 4 
	However, If a specific tolerance has not been determined, infrequent detection of very small pieces (e.g. 5 x 4 cm credit card size) may be permitted, provided that these show no evidence of pests.
	It is preferable to use a defined size, 5 x 4 cm for example, instead of a “credit card”   



	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
	South Africa
	Technical/ substantive
	First heading in left column
	“ Effect of removal of bark debarking on pest risk”


	Preferable terminology and consistency

	
	South Africa
	Technical/ substantive
	Second heading in left column
	Removal of bark Debarking reduces phytosanitary risk


	Preferable terminology and consistency

	
	South Africa
	Technical/ substantive
	Third heading in left column
	Removal of bark Debarking is not sufficient to reduce phytosanitary risk
	Preferable terminology and consistency

	
	South Africa
	1 - Technical/ substantive

2 – Technical/ substantive
	Footnote, sentence 1
	For other species in this pest group, debarking  the complete removal of bark may not be applied as an appropriate single phytosanitary measure where the insect completes its life cycle within the wood
	1 – Clarification

2 - Clarification

	Appendix 1 Cross-sectional line drawing of wood
	
	
	
	
	

	Appendix 2 Illustrations of debarked wood
	
	
	
	
	

	Appendix 3 Illustrations of bark-free wood
	
	
	
	
	


