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COMMISSION ON PHYTOSANITARY MEASURES

Fifth Session

Rome, 22-26 March 2010

Adoption of International Standards: Regular process

Corrections to compiled member comments on:  Pest free potato (Solanum spp.) micropropagative material and minitubers for international trade (CPM2010/INF/15) and Appendix to ISPM 26 on fruit fly trapping (CPM2010/INF/16) Annexes to ISPM 28 on Irradiation treatments for CONOTRACHELUS NENUPHAR, CYCLAS FORMICARIUS ELEGANTULUS, EUSCEPES POSTFASCIATUS, GRAPHOLITA MOLESTA, AND GRAPHOLITA MOLESTA UNDER HYPOXIA (CPM2010/INF/19) are attached.

Agenda Item 9.2 of the Provisional Agenda 

Corrections to Compiled Member Comments

 on  Pest free potato (Solanum spp.) micropropagative material and minitubers for international trade (CPM2010/INF/15)

	No.


	1. Section
	2. sentence/

row/indent, etc.
	3. Type of comment
	4. Proposed rewording
	5. Explanation
	6. Country

	77a 
	ANNEX 3: Additional requirements for minituber production facilities


	Footnote
	Technical
	The presence and effectiveness of the above should be verified during the audits described in section 7 of the main text of this standard.
	These are additional specifications and they could be or not required. Section 7 addresses auditing facilities and does  not mention this Annex specifically
	COSAVE, Argentina, Brazil, Bolivia, Chile, Paraguay, Uruguay


Agenda Item 9.2.1 of the Provisional Agenda

1) Correction no. 1:  Include Canada as one of the members commenting on this standard.

2) Correction no. 2: Include the following comment from COSAVE, Argentina, Brazil, Chile, Paraguay, Uruguay.
Corrections to Compiled Member Comments

 on Appendix to ISPM 26 on fruit fly trapping

 (CPM2010/INF/16)

Agenda Item 9.2.2 of the Provisional Agenda

1) Correction no. 1: Include the following comments from the EU.
2) Correction no 2: Include the entire comment from COSAVE, Argentina, Bolivia, Brazil, Chile, Paraguay, and Uruguay
	No.
	1. Section
	2. sentence/

row/indent, etc.
	3. Type of comment
	4. Proposed rewording

	5. Explanation
	6. Country

	55a
	4.6 Flies per trap per day
	6th paragraph

Final paragraph

Final paragraph


	Technical

Technical 

Technical


	FTD is obtained by the result of dividing …

F = total number of fruit flies captured
D = average number of days traps were exposed in the field


	Consistency with ISPM 30 regarding FTD

Consistency with ISPM 30 regarding FTD

Comment: include this in ISPM 30 to bring consistency with this ISPM. The additional word –‘average’ – is an improvement. It is suggested that SC considers its inclusion into ISPM 30 as an ink amendment. 
	EU

EU

EU

	55
	4.6 Flies per trap per day
	
	Technical

Technical


	Flies per trap per day (FTD) is a population index that indicates the average number of flies of the target species captured per trap per day during a specified period in which the trap was exposed in the field.

The function of this population index is to have a comparative measure of the size of the adult pest population in a given space and time.

It is used as baseline information to compare the size of the population before, during and after the application of a fruit fly control programme. The FTD should be used in all reports of trapping surveys.
The FTD is comparable within a programme; however, for meaningful comparisons between

programmes, it should be based on the same fruit fly species, trapping system and trap density.

In areas where sterile fruit fly release programmes are in operation FTD is used to measure the relative abundance of the sterile and wild fruit flies.

FTD is obtained by 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 the traps were exposed between trap inspections.
The formula is as follows:

                    F

FTD =  ________

                 T × D

where

F = total number of fruit flies

T = number of inspected traps

D = average number of days the traps were exposed between trap inspections


	Concept that does not exist

FTD is calculated for each specific period (interval). So 'D' is actually the number of days between the present inspection and the previous one.


	COSAVE, Argentina, Bolivia,

Brazil, Chile, Paraguay, Uruguay


Corrections to Compiled Member Comments

on Annexes to ISPM 28 on Irradiation treatments for 
CONOTRACHELUS NENUPHAR, CYCLAS FORMICARIUS ELEGANTULUS, EUSCEPES POSTFASCIATUS, GRAPHOLITA MOLESTA, AND GRAPHOLITA MOLESTA UNDER HYPOXIA
 (CPM2010/INF/19)

Agenda Item 9.2.5 of the Provisional Agenda

1) Correction no 1: Include the entire comment from COSAVE, Argentina, Bolivia, Brazil, Chile, Paraguay, and Uruguay
	No.
	1. Section
	2. sentence/

row/indent, etc.
	3. Type of comment
	4. Proposed rewording
	5. Explanation
	6. Country

	1 
	GENERAL COMMENTS
	
	
	About the footnote included in all treatments, during the process to adopt international standards under special process, performed at CPM -4, a number of  contracting parties indicated that, while endorsing approval of eight drafts, wording on the footnote  might need to be improved and it was suggested the issue should be forwarded to the SC for further consideration.

Also during CPM - 4, the CPM underlined its agreement with an statement, inline with ISPM No. 28, that established among other issues that:

...“When considering phytosanitary treatments for submission to the TPPT, NPPOs and RPPOs should consider factors such as the effects on human health and safety, the impact on the environment and the quality and intended use of the regulated article.”.....

On the other hand, ISPM No. 28, at the end of item 3 “Requirements for Phytosanitary Treatments”, establishes that for the purpose of this standard, phytosanitary treatments should fulfill the following requirements:

- be effective in killing, inactivating or removing pests, or rendering pests infertile or for devitalization associated with a regulated article.

The level of efficacy of the treatment should be stated (quantified or expressed statistically). Where experimental data is unavailable or insufficient, other evidence that supports the efficacy (i.e. historical and/or practical information/experience) should be provided.

- be well documented to show that the efficacy data has been generated using appropriate scientific procedures, including where relevant an appropriate experimental design. The data supporting the treatment should be verifiable, reproducible, and based on statistical methods and/or on established and accepted international practice; preferably the research should have been published in a peer-reviewed journal.

- be feasible and applicable for use primarily in international trade or for other purposes (e.g. to protect endangered areas domestically, or for research).

- not be phytotoxic or have other adverse effects.

There is then, a clear requirement in ISPM No. 28 about the need to ensure the absence of phytotoxicity and adverse effects on the product, that has to be supported by evidences and bibliography, what is not the case for all host species. 

The footnote has to be reconsidered also for treatments adopted during CPM IV.
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