Compiled comments - Draft Specifications for member consultation, December 2009
Draft SPECIFICATION: 04 Minimizing the risk of quarantine pests associated with stored products in international trade

Deadline for comments: 13 February 2010
	
	1. Section
	2. Country name
	3. Proposed rewording
	4. Explanation

	1. 
	General comments
	Australia
	
	This is a large topic and should be considered more of a scoping process in the first instance.  Task 8 is critical as a normal standard is unlikely to provide sufficient information and guidance, particularly to developing countries, to be useful.

Tasks may initially explore biology, risks etc in the form of a risk analysis for indicator species that are quarantine pests associated with stored products and could be followed by the identification of system elements and factors that are known to increase and reduce storage pests.  This would allow countries to develop systems that would deal with a wide range of the commonly regulated pests through application of a smaller number of generic treatments, which is largely the approach taken for ISPM 15.

This approach would be beneficial for developing countries and safeguard both domestic food supply and quality and that destined for international trade.

	2. 
	General comments
	JAPAN 
	Firstly, the term ‘store’ and ‘stored products’ should be clearly defined. Considering the discussion on ISPM 32 at CPM-4 which indicated that industrially dried fruits and vegetables may have little phytosanitary risks, the definition of ‘stored products’ in ISPM 5 cannot be applied for this work. If grain and seed are to be covered in the definition, duplication should be avoided between the work of ‘International movement of grain’, the task of ISPM 28 and other works. 

	3. 
	General comments
	Canada
	Canada is insisting that proper care must be taken to ensure that any standard setting work being pursued on this subject is within the scope of the IPPC (i.e. the development of non-phytosanitary, quality practices for handling stored products should be avoided).
	

	4. 
	General comments
	EU
	Consider defining a new term ´stored product pest´ as ´a pest that develops and multiplies in stored products during storage´.
	The new term and its definition seem to be a useful extension of the Glossary.

	5. 
	General comments
	Ecuador 
	Estamos  en general de acuerdo con el contenido
	Será de mucha importancia para facilitar el comercio internacional

	6. 
	General comments
	USA
	
	Throughout the standard “insects” should be added before the words “quarantine pest” because the standard focuses on preventing the multiplication of pests after already in storage and not preventing the pests from infesting the product prior to storage.  In most cases pests such as fungi, viruses, and weeds will not be introduced, infest or multiply in storage.   

Also, consider changing the title and the wording in the text to just pests as the pests in the products produced in a country are just stored grain pests and not quarantine pests.  These pests do not become “quarantine pests” until such time the product is shipped and the importing county has determined them to be a quarantine pest.   

Caution should be exercised to avoid turning this draft into a quality control manual. Focusing too much on minimizing pests already present in stored products may turn out more like other QC food manuals. 

	7. 
	TITLE
	EU
	Minimizing the risk of quarantine pests associated with of stored products in international trade
	The revised title more clearly captures the scope of the standard – i.e. the focus on quarantine pests that may develop or multiply during the storage of stored products. Aligned with the task No.1.  

	8. 
	TITLE
	USA
	Minimizing pests associated with stored products in international trade
	The focus of this standard is to minimize the presence of pests already present in stored product. This change better reflects the standards goal

	9. 
	REASON FOR THE STANDARD
	Australia
	
	Human health and food safety considerations may be included in the reason for the standard.

	10. 
	REASON FOR THE STANDARD
	Canada
	In international trade, stored products may be a pathway for introducing and spreading quarantine pests to new areas in different ways.
	Remove sentence 1 as it does not add anything.

	11. 
	REASON FOR THE STANDARD
	Canada
	Storage of stored products, over time, may allow the continued development and/or multiplication or the new infestation by of some quarantine pests in stored products leading to an increased risk of introduction and spread of such pests when stored products are subsequently traded internationally.
	Sentence 2 - Add new wording as it is important to take into account the possibility of new infestations when stored products are in storage.  Therefore, rewording of sentence 2 to clarify this.

	12. 
	REASON FOR THE STANDARD
	USA
	Last sentence:

A standard is needed to provide guidance on appropriate handling and storage conditions for relevant stored products to minimize the  presence of these pests.
	Minimizing the risk of pests conveys the idea of contamination by outside pests. Minimizing the presence is better understood as controlling numbers of pests already present in stored products. Even though we asked the EWG to consider cross-contamination, this is not the main focus of the standard

	13. 
	SCOPE AND PURPOSE
	Canada
	The standard should identify important quarantine pests that may infest, develop or multiply during the storage of stored products, including storage during transport. 
	Add the word “infest” to sentence 2 to be consistent with sentence 2 of the section Reason for the standard.  Delete the word “storage” as talking about storage during transport could be confusing to the drafting experts.  It would be better to just mention that pests can also multiply during transport.

	14. 
	SCOPE AND PURPOSE
	Canada
	It will provide recommended phytosanitary measures procedures that will minimize the risks of quarantine pests for the main categories of relevant stored products.
	Delete the word “measures” in sentence 3 and replace by “procedures” as this is more appropriate.

	15. 
	SCOPE AND PURPOSE
	USA
	3RD sentence:

It will provide recommended phytosanitary measures that will minimize the  presence of pests for the main categories of relevant stored products.

4th sentence:

.
	See explanation above.

This sentence is in contradiction with task number 7. It is better to delete it.

	16. 
	TASKS
	NIGERIA
	The expert working group (EWG) should:

(11) identify relevant roles and responsibilities of NPPO in the certification of stored products in warehouses for international trade.
	To remove conflict of interest with other Produce/Government Organisations.

	17. 
	TASKS
	Australia 
	Task 1: A smaller number of pests may be selected as indicator species against which invasive, survival and multiplication characteristics for others of the same group or nature can be extrapolated.  
	There are potentially large numbers of pests associated with stored products.  Selection of indicator species on which to base management measures would reduce the complexity and work load of the expert working group, and at the same time allow a standard to be developed that is less likely to challenge trading arrangements that are in place.  This would make the work less trade sensitive and increase the likelihood of its acceptance.

	18. 
	TASKS
	Australia 
	Task 10.  Analyse whether there is sufficient information, such as on host, life cycle, ecological information of individual pest species, available to deal with quarantine pests associated with storage products  
	This is a bit ambiguous, indicate what specific information is meant here, viz., host, life cycle, ecological information of individual pest species, …Presumably this is to explore characteristics relevant to introduction and establishment of these pests.

	19. 
	TASKS
	JAPAN
	Add a new task

(1) Define ‘store’ and ‘stored products’

	Firstly, the term ‘store’ and ‘stored products’ should be clearly defined. Considering the discussion on ISPM 32 at CPM-4 which indicated that industrially dried fruits and vegetables may have little phytosanitary risks, the definition of ‘stored products’ in ISPM 5 cannot be applied for this work. If t grain and seed are to be covered in the definition, duplication should be avoided between the work of ‘International movement of grain’ and other works.

In addition, any agricultural products are ‘stored’ for longer or shorter period to after-ripen, prepare for transport, or adjust supply to demand, or for other reasons. Therefore, clear definition is required from this point.

	20. 
	TASKS
	South Africa
	(1) identify quarantine pests that develop and multiply in stored products during storage, their geographical distribution and identify the relevant types of stored products
	It would be helpful for importing countries to know which quarantine pests could potentially be present depending on where in the world the consignment originates or are transported from.

	21. 
	TASKS
	South Africa
	(3) identify the suitable storage conditions, including measures against infestation, that will minimize the risk of quarantine pest development and multiplication for the relevant stored products and quarantine pests 
	Clarification

	22. 
	TASKS
	South Africa
	(5) describe the types of storage treatments and handling procedures that will minimize the risk of quarantine pest development and multiplication for the relevant stored products and quarantine pests
	Clarification

	23. 
	TASKS
	Canada
	(4) consider and describe, if appropriate, how storage during transport may affect risks of these quarantine pests
	Delete the words “storage during” to be consistent the scope and purpose.  See explanation above.

	24. 
	TASKS
	Canada
	(7) identify the possibility of cross-contamination by the relevant quarantine pests within the storage environment and identify appropriate safeguarding measures
	Under Scope and purpose, it is mentioned that contamination by quarantine pests in stored products will not be dealt with by the new ISPM.  In that light, task (7) does not make sense and should be deleted.  

	25. 
	TASKS
	Canada
	(10) (1) analyse whether there is sufficient information available to deal with quarantine pests associated with storage stored products.
	Task (10) should be moved as task (1) as it should be done first and if there is not enough information available the topic should be proposed for deletion from the IPPC standard setting work programme. One of the core criteria for the justification of a topic in the availability of information.  Replace the word “storage” with “stored” for consistency throughout the document.

	26. 
	TASKS
	USA
	NEW (1) Identify typical storage pests that might be considered quarantine pests by a country of importation.  Determine if there is sufficient information available to deal with storage pests that may be considered to be quarantine pests by some countries.  

(2)  Consider the typical storage conditions for the relevant stored products (e.g. O2/CO2 ratio, humidity, temperature, location, hygiene, stacking, bagging) that contribute to the development and multiplication of these pests.

(10)
	Most storage pests are quality pests.  However, some may not be present in countries and could be quarantine pests.  It is important to recognize this fact.

This draft should not bear the resemblance of a quality control manual. The only recommendations should refer to good phytosanitary practices to avoid pests in storage conditions. 

Combine this with the new number 1 as if there is not sufficient information the other points are irrelevant.  

	27. 
	EXPERTISE
	Canada
	- the control of quarantine pests of stored products
	The EWG should have at least an expert with the knowledge of stored product pests whether they are quarantine pests or not.

	28. 
	REFERENCES
	Canada
	Consider if there is Relevant existing guidance or manuals on stored products such as relevant FAO publications related to storage and stored products.
	Rewording of the first part of sentence 2 to be consistent with wording and grammar in sentence 1.  Add wording to sentence 2 to help the drafting experts in their search for relevant documents.  FAO should have already several documents available on this subject that would be worth to consult prior to the development of the standard.
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