Template for comments - Draft ISPMs for country consultation, 2004

Draft ISPM: REQUIREMENTS FOR THE ESTABLISHMENT, MAINTENANCE AND VERIFICATION

OF AREAS OF LOW PEST PREVALENCE
Please use this table for sending country comments to the IPPC Secretariat (ippc@fao.org). See instructions on how to use this template at the end of the table. Following these will greatly facilitate the compilation of comments and the work of the Standards Committee

	1. Section
	2. Country
	3. Type of comment
	4. Location
	5. Proposed rewording
	6. Explanation

	General comments
	European Community and its 25 Member States
(hereafter referred to as: EC)
	
	
	
	

	Specific comments
	
	
	
	
	

	TITLE OF THE DRAFT
	
	
	
	
	

	INTRODUCTION
	
	
	
	
	

	SCOPE 
	
	
	
	
	

	REFERENCES 
	
	
	
	
	

	DEFINITIONS 
	
	
	
	
	

	DEFINITIONS 
	
	
	
	
	

	OUTLINE OF REQUIREMENTS 
	EC
	Technical
	2nd sentence
	….phytosanitary procedures 
	Term generally not used. Replace by appropriate glossary term.

	REQUIREMENTS
	
	
	
	
	

	1. Background
	
	
	
	
	

	1.1 Description of an area of low pest prevalence (ALPP)
	EC
	1. Technical
2. Editorial 
3. Technical
	Para 2:
1. sentence 2
2. sentence 3
3. add last sentence (moved from 1.4)
	An ALPP is a risk management option to maintain or improve the phytosanitary status in an area. It may be used to facilitate the movement of commodities out of areas where the pest(s) is present or to justify import requirements into such areas or to improve phytosanitary status and to limit pest impact in such areas. An ALPP can be established for regulated pests across a broad range of environmental and host conditions and should take into account the biology of the pest and the characteristics of the places of production. In most cases an official operational plan which specifies  the required phytosanitary measures may be needed  , in particular if it is intended to use an ALPP to trade with another country. 
	1. Important reason for ALPPs; see also 1.2

2. Improve clarity

3. better situated in background

	1.1 Description of an area of low pest prevalence (ALPP)
	EC
	Technical
	Last Para
	Delete
	Not background information. Not  needed.

	1.2 Benefits of areas of low pest prevalence
	EC
	1. and 3. Technical

2. and 4. editorial
	1. indent 1

2. indent 2

3. indent 3
4. indent 5
	Examples of benefits include:

-
removal of the need for post-harvest treatment when infestation levels remain below the  required level. 
-
maintenance of low pest impact in a area
-
for some pests, possibility to use methods that imply low pest populations [e.g. non-chemical control measures in the field,   such as biocontrol] 

-
facilitation of market access for products from areas that were previously excluded.

-
less restrictive movement controls including movement of commodities from:

(
an ALPP to or through a pest free area (PFA) 
(
an ALPP to or through another ALPP

(



	1. There is no need to use the new term ‘threshold’ in this standard (see also 1.3)
2. better wording
3. Direct description of the situation. Not all pesticides are toxic. Biocontrol is a more widely used term than sterile insect technique.
4. Combine bullets to improve clarity

	1.3 Distinction between a pest free area and an area of low pest prevalence
	
	
	
	
	

	1.4 Bilateral operational plans
	EC
	1. Technical
2. Substantial
	1. Move complete para  to 2.3. Copy 1st sentence to 1.1.



2. Title and rewording  sentence 1-3.
	operational plans
In most cases an official operational plan which specifies  the required phytosanitary measures may be needed  , in particular if it is intended to use an ALPP to trade with another country. Such plan may be part of a bilateral agreement between the NPPOs of both importing and exporting contracting parties or may be a general requirement of an importing country, which should be made available to it on request. It is recommended that the exporting country consults with the importing country in the early stages of the process in order to ensure that importing country requirements are met.
	1.  Too detailed for background. This concerns requirements.
2. There is not always a need to have a bilateral agreement but an operational plan is in most cases nevertheless needed. 

	2. Specific Requirements
	
	
	
	
	

	2.1 Establishment of an ALPP
	EC
	1. Technical

2. Technical
	1. 2nd indent

2. Following para 2, add new para, moved from 2.4.1.
	1. an area under an eradication or suppression programme

2. The NPPO where the ALPP is located should specify the level, under which the  relevant  pest(s) is  maintained. 
	1. Another option for establishment of an ALPP

2. Better location. The term threshold is removed (see also section 1.2).

	2.2 Geographic description
	EC
	Substantial
	Sentence 2
	The description may also include where appropriate the places of production,
	Such a description may not be possible and not necessary in many situations. The ‘may’ status is not adequate to reflect this situation. 

	2.3 Quality management system
	EC
	Technical
	Moved from 1.4
	2.3
Operational plans 
In most cases an official operational plan which specifies  the required phytosanitary measures may be needed, in particular if it is intended to use an ALPP to trade with another country. Such plan may be part of a bilateral agreement between the NPPOs of both importing and exporting contracting parties or may be a general requirement of an importing country, which should be made available to it on request. It is recommended that the exporting country consults with the importing country in the early stages of the process in order to ensure that importing country requirements are met.
	See with 1.4.

	2.3 Quality management system
	EC
	1. Editorial
2. Technical
	1. renumber section into 2.4
2. new wording
	2.4 Quality management system

The NPPO may establish a quality management system to verify the operational plan and document that all procedures are implemented. The key elements of a quality management system generally include:
	1. Renumber because of new para 2.3
2. improved clarity and more in line with the provisions laid down in section 1.4.

	2.4 Phytosanitary procedures
	EC
	Editorial
	Renumber section into 2.5
	
	

	2.4.1 Surveillance activities
	EC
	1. Editorial
2. Technical
3. Editorial
4. Technical
5. Technical
6. Technical

	1. renumber section into 2.5.

2. Move sentence 1 to section 2.1.
3. para 2
4. para 3
5. para 4
6. Add new para at the end – moved from 2.4.2
	3.
The status of the relevant pest of the proposed ALPP , and when appropriate of the buffer zone, should be confirmed by surveillance (see ISPM No. 6: Guidelines for surveillance) during appropriate periods of time and at a level of sensitivity that will detect the relevant pest at the specified level (see above). 
 
4.

Surveillance data should be documented to demonstrate that populations of the relevant pest do not exceed specified levels in any areas of the proposed ALPP and include surveys of commercial, non-commercial and wild hosts or habitats. The surveillance data should be relevant to the life cycle of the pest. 


5. 

When establishing an ALPP, technical reports of pest detections, phytosanitary procedures applied and results of the surveillance activities should be produced for a sufficient number of  years, depending on the biology, reproductive potential, and host range or habitat (see above) of the relevant pest and the annual variation of the climatic conditions in the area. 
6. 
Prior to the establishment of the ALPP, records should be kept for the previous year and preferably for longer. 
	2.  Better location.
3.  pest status is intended, not area status. Reference to ISPM 6 is sufficient.
4. See section 1.2. According to ISPM 11, suppl. 1, beside hosts, habitats need to be addressed.
5.  Specifies clearer the need for data of more than one year.
6. Better location.

	2.4.2 Reducing pest(s) levels and maintaining low prevalence
	EC
	Technical
	1. Delete para 1.
2. Move para 2 to para 2.4.1.
	
	1. Covered by other sections, such as 2.4.1.
2. moved into previous para

	2.4.3 Reducing the risk of entry of specified pest(s)
	EC
	1. Editorial
2. Editorial
3. Technical
4. Technical
	1. Renumber into 2.5.2.
2. Title
3. Replace 1st sentence
4. indent 2

	Reducing the risk of entry of relevant pest

In some cases, phytosanitary measures may be required to reduce the entry of the relevant pest in the ALPP. 

These measures may include :

-
regulation of the pathways and articles that require control to maintain the ALPP
-
regulation of the movement of regulated articles moving into the ALPP, which may include requirements for documentation, treatment, inspection and sampling before or at entry into the area. 
	2. better wording.
3. In some cases the situation may be stable without such measures.
4. This is the basis for the 3rd indent. 

	2.4.4 Emergency action plan
	EC
	1.  Editorial.
2. Technical
3. Technical
	1. Renumber section into 2.5.3
2. sentence 1.
3. sentence 2.
	The NPPO should have a documented plan of emergency actions to be implemented if the relevant pest exceeds the specified level in the ALPP. The emergency action plan should include  survey, to determine in which part of the ALPP the specified level is exceeded, commodity sampling and other phytosanitary procedures.
	2. see section 1.2.
3. Not in line with glossary (a delimiting survey is not appropriate for an ALPP). Clarification.

	2.5 Verification of an area of low pest prevalence
	EC
	Editorial 
	Renumber section into 2.6
	
	

	3. Maintenance of an Area of Low Pest Prevalence
	EC
	Editorial
	Renumber section into 2.7
	
	

	4. Change in the Status of an Area of Low Pest Prevalence
	EC
	Editorial
	Renumber section into 3.
	
	

	5. Reinstatement of the Status of an Area of Low Pest Prevalence
	EC
	1. Editorial
2. Technical
	1. Renumber section into 4.
2. Last sentence.

	For reinstatement or suspension of ALPP status for specified pests NPPOs should comply with reporting obligations, such as a change of phytosanitary requirements, pest reporting, notification of emergency action or emergency action. 
	2. In line with IPPC reporting obligations. 

	Appendix 1 Elements required for establishment of an ALPP for some insects
	EC
	Editorial
	Section 6

First indent
	-
reasons
	improved wording
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