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COMMISSION ON PHYTOSANITARY MEASURES
Fourth Session

Rome, 30 March – 3 April 2009

Comments from the EC and its 27 Member States on Agenda Item 9.5
Agenda Item 9.5 of the Provisional Agenda
1.
Information submitted by the EC and its 27 Member States is presented in Annex 1.

Annex 1

Comments from EC and its 27 Member States on Agenda Item 9.5

Issues Associated with Technical Standards (Diagnostic Protocols and Phytosanitary Treatments)  

1.
The EC and its 27 Member States express their full support for the initiative to examine how diagnostic protocols and phytosanitary treatments are being agreed. We are pleased to see that there is progress in the development of diagnostic protocols following the working group convened during CPM3 (paragraph 82 of the report). We strongly hope that similar progress can be made on resolving the adoption of phytosanitary treatments.
2.
Despite the resources spent on this process so far, few treatments are close to adoption. We realise that there may be a number of reasons for this (e.g. incomplete submissions, the evaluation process, the number of member comments and IPPC Secretariat resources). However, we are concerned that the system for producing phytosanitary treatments appears to be aimed at treatments with very high levels of efficacy, rather than those with possibly lower levels of efficacy which could be accepted by member countries e.g. as part of a systems approach (ISPM No 14). We support the development of criteria to assist the consideration and international adoption of treatments based on historical data as long as the statistical requirements are not too onerous. We urge the CPM, SC and the technical panel on phytosanitary treatments to take a pragmatic
3.
Regarding the statements in paragraphs 12 and 23 of the CPM document 2009/12, we agree to the principles expressed, but do not consider it necessary to incorporate them into ISPMs No. 27 or 28. Most of these principles are already covered in the ISPMs. 
4.
Therefore the EC and its 27 MS suggest that para 12 is modified as follows: 


12.       The CPM is 
1.         invited to agree to the statement below regarding diagnostic protocols 
2.         decide if the statement should be incorporated into ISPM No. 27 in the section on Purpose and Use of Diagnostic Protocols 
1.
is invited to underline its agreement with the statements below in accordance with ISPM 27: 
Diagnostic Protocols are developed to allow general use by competent qualified diagnosticians in a laboratory performing pest diagnosis as part of phytosanitary measures. The methods described in diagnostic protocols provide the minimum requirements for reliable diagnosis of the specified regulated pests and include information on the specificity, sensitivity and reproducibility of these methods, where available. Methods providing other levels of specificity, sensitivity and reproducibility are also included where appropriate.
DPs usually describe more than one method to take into account the capabilities of laboratories and the situations for which the methods are applied. They provide guidance, but NPPOs should determine which methods are appropriate for their circumstances.
 
DPs are based on the level of scientific knowledge available at the time of drafting. They will have been considered by appropriate experts and reviewed by a TPDP referee for consistency with the requirements of ISPM No. 27 prior to submission to the Standards Committee.
 
Once adopted, DPs will be reviewed regularly by the TPDP and updated to take into account advances in diagnostic methods.
 
 2.      acknowledges that DPs are based on the level of scientific knowledge available at the time of drafting. They will have been considered by appropriate experts and reviewed by a TPDP referee for consistency with the requirements of ISPM No. 27 prior to submission to the Standards Committee.

5.
The EC and its 27 MS also suggest that paragraph 23 is modified as follows:  
23.       The CPM is invited to:

1.
note that the TPPT intends to produce criteria to assist the consideration of treatments based on historical data

2.
consider the need for guidance on procedures for the effective use of treatments
3.
agree to the statement below regarding phytosanitary treatments
4.
decide whether the statement should be included in Section 1 of ISPM No. 28. 
2.
underline its agreement with the statements below, which are in line with ISPM No. 28:

Phytosanitary treatments should have a level of efficacy in killing, inactivating or removing pests, or rendering pests infertile, or for devitalisation that is both feasible and applicable for use primarily in international trade.
 
The level of efficacy of a phytosanitary treatment should be considered by contracting parties in determining whether the treatment can be used as a phytosanitary measure in a specific situation.  The acceptance of a treatment will depend on factors such as the pest population(s) to be controlled, the pathway, whether the PT is to be used as  part of a systems approach and the probability of any remaining pests being able to escape from consignments and cause damage.

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. The scope of phytosanitary treatments does not include issues associated with product registration, other domestic requirements for approval of treatments or potential phytotoxic affects on specific commodities.  However, known phytotoxic affects should be noted in the PT.  As appropriate these should be addressed by contracting parties using their normal domestic regulatory procedures.
 
Submissions are evaluated by the TPPT and, where necessary, further information may be requested to support the submission. If appropriate, submissions will be evaluated to determine if data can be extrapolated to other relevant situations. 

Development of phytosanitary treatments for broad groups of pests or families or genera that provide quarantine security while maintaining the quality of a wide range of commodities are encouraged, where possible.
3.
note that contracting parties should consider tThe level of efficacy of a phytosanitary treatment should be considered by contracting parties in determining whether the treatment can be used as a phytosanitary measure in a specific situation.  The acceptance of a treatment will depend on factors such as the pest population(s) to be controlled, the pathway, whether the PT is to be used as  part of a systems approach and the probability of any remaining pests being able to escape from consignments and cause damage.
4.        encourage the dDevelopment of phytosanitary treatments for broad groups of pests or families or genera that provide quarantine security while maintaining the quality of a wide range of commodities are encouraged, where possible. "
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