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COMMISSION ON PHYTOSANITARY MEASURES

Sixth Session

Rome, 14 - 18 March 2011

Compiled Member Comments on Revision of Draft Appendix to ISPM 26: Fruit fly trapping (CPM2011/03/Attachment 3)
Agenda Item 9.2.3 of the Provisional Agenda

1.
The Secretariat compiled a total of 75 comments received in advance of CPM-6 on the Revision of Draft Appendix to ISPM 26: Fruit fly trapping, from the following members:

· Argentina

· Australia

· Brazil

· Cameroon

· Chile

· COSAVE

· Costa Rica

· Côte Ivoire

· EPPO

· EU and its 27 Member States
· Gabon

· IAPSC

· Kenya

· Mali

· Mexico

· Mozambique

· Nigeria

· Paraguay

· Togo

· Uruguay

· United States of America
Advanced comments prior to CPM-6 on document CPM/2011/3/Attachment 3

revision of Draft APPENDIX to ISPM 26:2006

Fruit fly trapping
Comments received 14 days prior to CPM-6 (28 Feb. 2011)

The following are comments received according to guidelines given in the document CPM 2011/03. The Secretariat has compiled the comments, as provided by members, in the order of the text with editorial and translation comments, if any, in the end of the list. This document is provided for information.

	
	1. Section
	2. para. No.
	3. Sentence /row/indent, etc.
	4. Type of comment
	5. Proposed rewording
	6. Explanation
	7. Country

	1. 
	GENERAL COMMENTS
	
	
	
	
	We note that information on delimiting surveys was deleted from this revised draft following some comments received at CPM 5. We would question the logic behind this deletion as this information was very important. Australia suggests that rather than deleting the section on delimiting surveys there is additional information added to the appendix that would provide guidance on the other purposes of trapping. At the very least, reinstate the section on delimiting surveys.
	AUSTRALIA

	2. 
	title
	[1]
	subtitulo
	sustancial
	Trampeo Monitoreo de moscas de la fruta


	Acorde con el glosario de términos  NIMF 5.

Sustituir el termino trampeo por monitoreo en el texto  del apèndice. 
	Costa Rica

	3. 
	APPENDIX 1: Fruit fly trapping
	[4]
	2nd sentence

3rd sentence
	Substantive


	Specific traps, in combination with attractants, and killing and preserving agents, ping systems should be used depending on the technical feasibility, the species of fruit fly…
	“Trapping systems” may apply to the setting and placement of traps which is covered in the standard. The use of the term in this paragraph seems to be related solely to the trap itself.
	AUSTRALIA



	4. 
	APPENDIX 1: Fruit fly trapping


	[4]
	3rd sentence
	Substantive


	It describes the most widely used traps ping systems, including materials such as traps and attractants, and trapping densities and delimiting surveys, as well as procedures…
	“Trapping systems” may apply to the setting and placement of traps. The use of the term in this paragraph seems to be related solely to the trap itself. The appendix no longer contains any detailed information on delimiting surveys and reference to that should be removed from this paragraph.
	AUSTRALIA

	5. 
	APPENDIX 1: Fruit fly trapping
	[4]
	4ème paragraphe 


	Inclure un alinéa nouveau 
	
	La liste de mouches de fruits devra être actualisée avec l’identification de nouvelles espèces.
	Côte d’Ivoire

	6. 
	APPENDIX 1: Fruit fly trapping
	[4]
	4th paragraph


	Inserting new provision
	
	List of fruit flies to be updated as new species are identified.
	Cameroon, IAPSC, Gabon, Mali,  Mozambique NIGERIA, TOGO



	7. 
	1. Pest status and survey types 
	[6]
	
	Substantive
	There are five pest statuses where surveys may be applied:

A.
Pest present without control. The pest is present but not subject to any control measures.

B.
Pest present under suppression. The pest is present and subject to control measures. Includes FF-ALPP.

C.
Pest present under eradication. The pest is present and subject to control measures. Includes FF-ALPP.

D.
Pest absent and FF-PFA being maintained. The pest is absent (e.g. eradicated, no pest records, no longer present) and measures to maintain pest absence are applied. 

E.
Pest transient. Pest under surveillance and actionable, under eradication. 


	To be consistence with the ISPM 30
	ARGENTINA, Brazil, Chile, COSAVE PARAGUAY, URUGUAY

	8. 
	3. Trapping systems – materials
	[11]
	
	Substantive
	Trapping systems – materials
	This section lists the materials required for traps.
	AUSTRALIA

	9. 
	3. Trapping systems – materials
	[12]
	2nd sentence


	Substantive


	Traps ping systems for fruit fly surveys use the following materials:

· a trapping device
· attractants (pheromones, parapheromones and food attractants)

· killing agents in wet and dry traps (with physical or chemical action) 
· devices for trapping. – Preservation agents (wet or dry)
	“Trapping systems” may apply to the setting and placement of traps. The use of the term in this paragraph seems to be related solely to the trap itself. 

Clarity in order of materials and content

The 1st sentence lists the materials required in the trap to make them effective (attract, kill and preserve) this should be listed here.
	AUSTRALIA



	10. 
	3. Trapping systems – materials
	[12]
	Sangria 3
	sustancial
	· dispositivos para trampeo monitoreo ( tipos de trampas). 


	Acorde con comentario general y clarifica el texto
	Costa Rica

	11. 
	3.1 Attractants - Table 1.
	[15]
	Phrase 1; Ligne 1
	Substantif
	Certaines espèces de mouches des fruits d’importance économique et couramment utilisant des attractants 


	Le terme ‘’couramment’’ est suggéré en lieu et place de ‘’communément par ce que certaines parties contractantes n’ont pas les moyens d’utiliser les attractants. Il revient donc à CIPV de faire adopter des produits alternatifs  peu couteux qui sont disponibles 
	Côte d’Ivoire

	12. 
	3.1 Attractants - Table 1.
	[15]
	Sentence 1; Line 1
	Substantive
	A number of fruit fly species of economic importance and commonly currently used attractants 
	The term “currently used” is suggested instead of “commonly used” to reflect the realities that many contracting parties are not using the attractants or do not have access to some of them. IPPC to continue to look for cheaper alternatives that are readily available.
	Cameroon, IAPSC, Gabon, Mali,  Mozambique NIGERIA, TOGO

 

	13. 
	3.1.2 Female-biased
	[18]
	Oración 1
	sustancial
	Sesgado  p P ara captura de hembra
	El termino sesgado confunde y no es claro en el contexto


	Costa Rica

	14. 
	3.1.2 Female-biased
	[19]
	Oración 2
	sustanial
	Por ende, los atrayentes (naturales, sintéticos, líquidos o secos) sesgados para la captura de hembras que se utilizan comúnmente se basan en olores de alimentos o de hospedantes (Tabla 2b).
	El termino sesgado confunde y no es claro en el contexto


	Costa Rica

	15. 
	3.3 Commonly used fruit fly traps
	[31]
	1st sentence
	substantive
	This section describes widely commonly used fruit fly traps.
	Wording consistent with the title. Nota all traps shown here are “widely” used.
	USA

	16. 
	3.3 Commonly used fruit fly traps
	[71]
	
	Substantive
	To bait with yeast tablets, mix the tablet with water at the dose recommended according with its concentration three to five torula tablets in 500 ml of water. Stir to dissolve tablets. To bait with protein hydrolysate, mix protein hydrolysate and borax (if not already added to the protein) in water to reach 5–9% hydrolysed protein concentration and 3% of borax. 

	We suggest to further consider this comment taking into account that the number of tablets depends on the concentration and recommendation of the manufacturer.


	ARGENTINA Brazil, Chile COSAVE PARAGUAY URUGUAY

	17. 
	3.3 Commonly used fruit fly traps
	[84]
	Sentence 2 
	substantive
	However, an MLT used with dry synthetic attractant is more efficient and selective than an MLT or McP trap used with liquid protein attractant. 
	LT instead of MLT
	Australia

	18. 
	4.3 Trap mapping
	[132]
	1st sentence
	Substantive/

editorial
	Once traps are deployed at placed in carefully selected sites at the correct density and distributed…
	Consistency with terms used in Section 4.2
	AUSTRALIA

	19. 
	4.3 Trap mapping
	[135]
	Sentence 1
	Substancive 
	A database or trapping book of all traps with their corresponding coordinates should be kept, together with the records of trap services, date of collection, collector, rebaiting, trap captures, and if possible notes on the collection site like ecological characteristics etc. GIS provides high-resolution maps showing the exact location of each trap and other valuable information such as exact location of fruit fly detections, historical profiles of the geographical distribution patterns of the fruit flies, relative size of the populations in given areas and spread of the fruit fly population in case of an outbreak. This information is extremely useful in planning control activities, ensuring that bait sprays and sterile fruit fly releases are accurately placed and cost-effective in their application.


	The additional information will  assist in pest dynamics analysis.
	Kenya 

	20. 
	4.4 Trap servicing and inspection
	[137]
	1st sentence
	Substantive
	Trap servicing intervals are specific to each trapping system and are based on the half-life of the attractant noting that actual timings should be supported by field testing and validation (see Table 3).
	Drawing on text from the footnote at table 3 and in relation to a previous comment from Australia, which advised that attractants will vary in actual life depending on a number of factors which can be validated through testing.
	AUSTRALIA

	21. 
	4.4 Trap servicing and inspection
	[139]
	
	substantive
	Inspection intervals (i.e. checking for fruit fly captures) should be adjusted according to the prevailing environmental conditions, pest situations and biology of fruit flies, on a case by case basis. The interval can range from one day up to 30 days. However, the most common inspection interval is (e.g. seven days in areas where fruit fly populations are present) and 14 days in fruit fly free areas. In the case of delimiting surveys inspection intervals may be more frequent, with two to three days being the most common interval. 
	Inspections intervals can not be specified but be based on a case by case analysis. Inspection intervals mentioned in this paragraph are only examples and specifically the interval mentioned for fruit fly free areas is not commonly used.
	ARGENTINA Brazil, Chile COSAVE PARAGUAY URUGUAY

	22. 
	4.4 Trap servicing and inspection


	[140]
	7th sentence
	Substantive/

editorial
	Attractants, by their nature, are highly volatile and care should be taken when storing, packaging, handling and disposing of lures to avoid compromising the attractant lure and operator safety. 
	Consistency in use of terms in the document and even this sentence.
	AUSTRALIA



	23. 
	4.4 Trap servicing and inspection
	[141]
	New sentence at end of para
	substantive
	The number of traps serviced per day per person will vary depending on type of trap, trap density, environmental and topographic conditions and experience of the operators. Where a large trap network is in place, it may need to be serviced over a number of days. In this case, the network may be serviced through a number of ‘routes’ or ‘runs’ which systematically ensure all traps within the network are inspected and serviced, and none are missed. 
	This identifies that there may be routes used serving the traps and provides an explanation for routes used paras 178 and 179
	Australia

	24. 
	4.6 Flies per trap per day
	[150]
	
	Substantive
	FTD is the result of dividing the total number of captured fruit flies by the product obtained from multiplying the total number of inspected traps by the average number of days between trap inspections the traps were exposed. The formula is as follows:

F

FTD = 
______


T × D

where

F = total number of fruit flies captured

T = number of inspected traps

D = number of days between trap inspections.
	To be consistent with the definition of D = number of days between trap inspections in the formula


	ARGENTINA Brazil, Chile COSAVE PARAGUAY URUGUAY

	25. 
	4.6 Flies per trap per day
	[150]
	First sentence. 
	Technical/Substantive
	D = Average number of days traps were exposed in the field between trap inspections.
	The definition for “D” is not consistent with the wording in the text (first sentence para. 150). The wording in the text is correct as it follows current Appendix 1 of ISPM No. 26, which reflects common practice. Thus the wording in “D” needs to be modified as indicated.   
	MEXICO

	26. 
	5. Trap densities -

Table 4b.
	[159]
	Column 4 Row 1
	substantial
	Production Area (Ha?)
	Providing for area as a measurable unit makes table clear
	Kenya

	27. 
	5. Trap densities -

Table 4c.
	[161]
	Column 4 Row 1
	substantial
	Production Area (Ha?)
	Providing for area as a measurable unit makes table clear
	Kenya

	28. 
	5. Trap densities -

Table 4e.
	[165]
	Column 4, row 1 
	Substantial
	Production area (Ha?)
	Providing for area as a measurable unit makes information clear
	Kenya

	29. 
	5. Trap densities -

Table 4f.
	[167]
	Column 4, row 1 
	Substantial
	Production area (Ha?)
	Providing for area as a measurable unit makes information clear
	Kenya

	30. 
	6. Supervision activities
	[174]
	1st sentence
	Substantive
	Trap placement should be evaluated for appropriate host selection, trap relocation schedule, height, light penetration light/shade balance, fruit fly access to trap,…
	Section 4.2 states that the traps should not be placed in direct sunlight, mentioning “light/shade” balance here may cause confusion. 
	AUSTRALIA

	31. 
	6. Supervision activities
	[179]a
	After para  179
	substantial
	Maintenance of voucher specimens of collected species of  regulated fruit fly species recommended
	Maintenance of voucher specimens is important part of surveillance and cross- referencing with other experts
	Kenya


EDITORIAL COMMENTS

	32. 
	CONTENTS
	[2]
	3.1 and 3.1.1
	Editorial
	
	Link to table of contents missing
	AUSTRALIA

	33. 
	APPENDIX 1: Fruit fly trapping
	[4]
	1st sentence
	editorial
	This appendix provides detailed information for trapping procedures for fruit fly species (Tephritidae) of economic importantce under different pest statuses.
	
	USA

	34. 
	1. Pest status and survey types 
	[7]
	Indents 1 and 2
	Editorial
	· monitoring surveys, applied to verify the characteristics of the pest population

· delimiting surveys, applied to establish the boundaries of an area considered to be infested by or free from the pest

· detection surveys, applied to determine if the pest is present in an area.
	For consistency, so that the wording is the same for the 3 indents.
	EPPO, EU and its 27 Member States (hereinafter referred to as 'EU')

	35. 
	1. Pest status and survey types 
	[9]
	1st sentence
	Editorial
	Additional information on how or when specific types of surveys should be applied can be found in other relevant standards dealing…
	The listing of topics should be enough – no need for “relevant”
	AUSTRALIA

	36. 
	3. Trapping systems – materials
	[12]
	1st sentence
	editorial
	The effective use of traps in undertaking fruit fly surveys relies on the combined ability of the relies on the proper combination of trap, attractant and killing agent to attract, and capture, target fruit fly species and then kill and preserve the target fruit fly species them for effective identification, counting data collection and analyisis.
	
	USA

	37. 
	3.1 Attractants
	[14]
	1st sentence
	editorial
	A number of Some fruit fly species of economic importance and the attractants commonly used to attract capture them are presented in Table 1.
	
	USA

	38. 
	3.1 Attractants - Table 1.
	[15]
	
	ERROR

Editorial

Editorial
	Bactrocera kandiensis (Drew & Hancock)                 ME

Bactrocera musae ([?])                                             ME

Bactrocera occipitalis (Bezzi)                                    ME

Bactrocera oleae        PA, ammonium bicarbonate (AC),

                                    Spiroketal (SK)

Ceratitis capitata       Trimedlure (TML), Capilure (CE),

                                    PA, 3C2, 2C-23
	For consistency with para No. [17], second sentence.

For consistency with table 2b.

For consistency with table 2a.
	EPPO, EU

	39. 
	3.1 Attractants - Table 1.
	[15]
	First Sentence, line 1
	editorial
	A number of fruit fly species of economic importance and commonlycurrently used attractants
	Replacing “commonly” used with “currently” used refects the status existing since most NPPOs are not routinely using the attactants to monitor fruit flies
	Kenya

	40. 
	3.1.1 Male specific
	[16]
	Title
	editorial
	Male specific attractants
	
	USA

	41. 
	3.1.1 Male specific
	[17]
	4th & 5th sentence
	Editorial
	Parapheromones are generally highly volatile, and can be used with a variety of traps ( Eexamples are listed in Table 2a).
	Include reference to examples in sentence, not as separate sentence.
	AUSTRALIA

	42. 
	3.1.2 Female-biased
	[18]
	Title
	editorial
	Female-biased attractants
	
	USA

	43. 
	3.1.2 Female-biased
	[19]
	3rd sentence
	editorial
	Historically, liquid protein attractants (PA) have been used to capture a wide range of different fruit fly species.
	
	USA

	44. 
	3.1.2 Female-biased

Table 2a.
	[22]
	Column “TML/CE”
	ERROR
	VARs+
	To be consistent with para No. [75]
	EPPO, EU

	45. 
	3.1.2 Female-biased

Table 2a.
	[23]
	Trap abbreviations
	VARs+
	VARs+
	To be consistent with para No. [75].
	EPPO, EU

	46. 
	3.1.2 Female-biased

Table 2b.
	[24]
	Name of column 2

Name of column 3


	ERRORS


	2C-12
2C-21

Delete the crosses for the attractant PA for Bactrocera carambolae, B. caryeae, B. correcta, B. cucurbitae, B. dorsalis, B. invadens, B. kandiensis, B. occipitalis, B. papayae, B. philippinensis, B. tau, B. tryoni, B. umbrosa and B. zonata.

Delete the crosses for the attractant AS (AA, AC) for Bactrocera olea.

Delete the crosses for the attractant BuH for Rhagoletis cerasi and R. cingulata.
	For consistency with table 1.

For consistency with table 1.

According to table 1, these species are not attracted by PA. Or table 1 should be corrected.

According to table 1, this species is not attracted by AS (AA, AC). Or table 1 should be corrected.

According to table 1, these species are not attracted by BuH. Or table 1 should be corrected.
	EPPO, EU

	47. 
	3.1.2 Female-biased

Table 2b.
	[25]
	Attractant abbreviations


	ERRORS

Editorial
	2C-12    (AA+TMA)

2C-21    (AA+Pt)

SK         Sspirotekal
	For consistency with table 1.

For consistency with table 1.

For consistency with other attractants and table 3
	EPPO, EU

	48. 
	3.1.2 Female-biased

Table 3.
	[26]
	Food-based attractants
	Editorial

Editorial

Editorial

Editorial

Editorial
	Ammonium acetate + Putrescine + Trimethylamine

                                   3C (AA+Pt+TMA)

                                                     Cone/patches

Ammonium acetate + Putrescine + Trimethylamine

                                   3C (AA+Pt+TMA)

                                                     Long-lasting patches

Ammonium acetate + Trimethylamine

                                   2C-12 (AA+TMA)

                                                     Patches

Ammonium acetate + Putrescine

                                   2C-21 (AA+Pt)

                                                     Patches
Ammonium acetate / Ammonium carbonate

                                    AA/AC

                                                     PE bag w. alufoil cover
	For consistency with table 1.

For consistency with table 1.

For consistency with table 1.

For consistency with table 1.

For better comprehensibility.
	EPPO, EU

	49. 
	3.3 Commonly used fruit fly traps
	[32]
	Bullet 2
	Editorial
	· For  rebaiting (field longevity), see Table 3.
	Remove double space between “For” and “rebaiting”
	Australia

	50. 
	3.3 Commonly used fruit fly traps
	[37]
	Indent 1
	ERROR
	- For the species for which the trap attractant is used, see Table 2 (a and b).
	The CC trap appears only in Table 2a.
	EPPO, EU

	51. 
	3.3 Commonly used fruit fly traps
	[52]
	Indent 1
	ERROR


	- For the species for which the trap attractant is used, see Table 2 (a and b).
	The PALz trap appears only in Table 2b.
	EPPO, EU

	52. 
	3.3 Commonly used fruit fly traps
	[58]
	Indent 1
	ERROR
	- For the species for which the trap attractant is used, see Table 2 (a and b).
	The JT trap appears only in Table 2a.
	EPPO, EU

	53. 
	3.3 Commonly used fruit fly traps
	[63]
	Sentence 2
	ERROR


	The screw-top lid is usually colour-coded to the type of attractant being used (red, CAPCE/TML; white, ME; yellow, CUE).
	To be consistent with the last sentence and with Table 2a.
	EPPO, EU

	54. 
	3.3 Commonly used fruit fly traps
	[74]
	Indent 1
	ERROR


	- For the species for which the trap attractant is used, see Table 2 (a and b).
	The McP trap appears only in Table 2b.
	EPPO, EU

	55. 
	3.3 Commonly used fruit fly traps
	[79]
	Bullet 2
	Editorial
	· For rebaiting (field longevity), see Table 3.
	Remove space before “For”
	Australia

	56. 
	3.3 Commonly used fruit fly traps
	[79]
	Indent 1
	ERROR


	- For the species for which the trap attractant is used, see Table 2 (a and b).
	The VARs+ trap appears only in Table 2a.
	EPPO, EU

	57. 
	3.3 Commonly used fruit fly traps
	[86]
	Indent 1
	ERROR


	- For the species for which the trap attractant is used, see Table 2 (a and b).
	The MLT trap appears only in Table 2b.
	EPPO, EU

	58. 
	3.3 Commonly used fruit fly traps
	[91]
	Indent 1
	ERROR


	- For the species for which the trap attractant is used, see Table 2 (a and b).
	The OBDT trap appears only in Table 2b.
	EPPO, EU

	59. 
	3.3 Commonly used fruit fly traps
	[97]
	Indent 1
	ERROR


	- For the species for which the trap attractant is used, see Table 2 (a and b).
	The RS trap appears only in Table 2b.
	EPPO, EU

	60. 
	3.3 Commonly used fruit fly traps
	[107]
	Indent 1
	ERROR


	- For the species for which the trap attractant is used, see Table 2 (a and b).
	The ST trap appears only in Table 2a.
	EPPO, EU

	61. 
	3.3 Commonly used fruit fly traps
	[110]
	Figure 18
	Editorial
	
	Figure 18 overlapping Figure 17

Move Figure 18 
	Australia

	62. 
	4.4 Trap servicing and inspection
	[140]
	6th sentence


	Editorial


	This also applies to leaves and twigs that are in the trap surroundings the trap.

 
	English 
	AUSTRALIA

	63. 
	4.6 Flies per trap per day
	[150]
	Sentence 1

Last line
	Editorial

Editorial
	FTD is the result of dividing the total number of captured fruit flies (F) by the product obtained from multiplying the total number of inspected traps (T) by the average number of days the traps were exposed (D).

D = average number of days between trap inspections.
	To increase the comprehensibility of the sentence.

To be consistent with sentence 1 which is more precise.
	EPPO, EU

	64. 
	5. Trap densities -

Table 4a.
	[157]
	Column “Attractant”, all lines “Trapping”
	ERROR


	2C-1/PA


	To be consistent with Table 1.


	EPPO, EU

	65. 
	5. Trap densities -

Table 4a.
	[158]
	 “Attractant”
	ERROR
	2C-1
	To be consistent with Table 1
	EPPO, EU

	66. 
	5. Trap densities -

Table 4b.
	[159]
	Column “Trap type”, all lines “Trapping”
	ERROR
	ET is missing. TP appear twice in lines 1, 2 and 4. 


	Consistency with Table 2 (a and b). 


	EPPO, EU

	67. 
	5. Trap densities -

Table 4b.
	[160]
	Trap type
	ERROR
	Add:

ET    easy trap
	Consequential to the correction in [159]
	EU

	68. 
	5. Trap densities -

Table 4c.
	[161]
	Column “Trap type”, all lines “Trapping”
	ERROR


	ET and McP are missing 


	Consistency with Table 2 b. 


	EPPO, EU

	69. 
	5. Trap densities -

Table 4c.
	[162]
	Trap type
	ERROR
	Add:

ET     easy trap

McP  McPhail trap
	Consequential to the correction in [161]
	EU

	70. 
	5. Trap densities -

Table 4d.
	[163]
	Column “Trap type”, all lines “Trapping”

Columns “Attractant”, lines 1, 2 and 4 “Trapping”

Column “Trapping”, line 4
	ERROR

ERROR

ERROR


	CH is missing

2C-2

Monitoring survey for eradication54

	Consistency with Table 2 (a and b). Better comprehensibility.

Consistency with Table 1.

There are two notes 5 and no note 4.


	EPPO, EU

	71. 
	5. Trap densities -

Table 4d.
	[164]
	Attractant
	ERROR
	2C-2      (AA+TMA)
	Consistency with Table 1.
	EPPO

	72. 
	5. Trap densities -

Table 4d.
	[164]
	Trap type

Attractant
	ERROR
	Add: CH   ChamP trap
2C-2      (AA+TMA)
	Consequential to the correction in [163]

Consistency with Table 1.
	EU

	73. 
	5. Trap densities -

Table 4e.
	[165]
	Column “Trap type”, all lines “Trapping”
	ERROR


	Delete McP in this table 


	Consistency with Table 2b (no McP traps) for Rhagoletis spp..


	EPPO, EU

	74. 
	5. Trap densities -

Table 4e.
	[166]
	Trap type
	ERROR
	Delete: McP   McPhail trap
	Consequential to the correction in [165]
	EU

	75. 
	7. References
	[180]
	2nd reference
	editorial
	Calkins, C.O., Schroeder, W.J. & Champbers, D.L
	
	USA
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