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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
	India
	
	
	This standard describes the requirements and procedures for the establishment of areas of low pest prevalence (ALPP), which include identification, recognition, maintenance, verification and use of areas of low pest prevalence for risk management of regulated pests and thus helps in harmonization of application of phytosanitary measures in line with provisions of   IPPC and WTO- SPS Agreement. So for the application of this standard for regulated quarantine pests concerned, it is considered for establishment of buffer zones for protection of pest free areas. Further this standard recognizes the need for NPPOs to establish appropriate national surveillance programmes  on regular basis to determine thresh hold levels for specified pests for declaring areas of low pest prevalence and maintenance of these areas through appropriate official control measures. As per the provisions of this standard, NPPOs are required to establish thresh hold levels for detection of specified pests, which are technically justifiable and in agreement with the importing country. It is therefore the application of this standard may be helpful to regulated non-quarantine pests, as the requirements for the establishment, maintenance and verification of areas of low pest prevalence would be easily attainable through sustained seed/stock certification programmes. Further, if regulated quarantine pests are required to be considered with in the ambit of this standard, ALPP may be used in conjunction with other phytosanitary measures and an integrated systems approach would be considered most valued option for effective risk management.  The section 1 of the standard is quite confusing except a bit of ideas.  However the standard requires substantial revision. There is a need to elaborate the standard after taking into account the essential elements for establishment of ALPP and their management, The structure of standard should be harmonized in line with established standards on establishment of pest free areas; pest free places of production and pest free production sites; and determination of status of pest prevalence.  The appropriate expert working group re-examine:

· Section 1.4 of the draft ISPM so it uses correct terms with clarity

· the draft  should be made to follow the form set in ISPM 10

· section 2.5 and 3 be restructured to follow the format of the two previous standards on pest-free areas; pest-free places of production and production sites-i.e., maintenance, verification, documentation

· section 4 and 5 to be rewritten to provide a clearer structure and more logical  sequence; Change in status, reporting obligations, implementation of emergency action plan, reinstatement of status of an ALPP.


	

	Specific comments
	India
	Technical
	
	
	

	TITLE OF THE DRAFT
	India
	Technical
	
	Requirements for the establishment of areas of low pest prevalence for regulated pests.
	The activities of maintenance and verification are the part of establishment process and further the revised title suggested in line with the earlier standards on establishment of pest free areas; pest-free place of production and production sites. 

	INTRODUCTION
	
	
	
	
	

	SCOPE 
	India
	Technical
	
	This standard describes the requirements and procedures for the establishment of areas of low pest prevalence (ALPP) for regulated pests, which include identification, recognition, verification, maintenance and use of those areas of low pest prevalence in conjunction with other phytosanitary measures to mitigate the pest risk.
	Clarity and concise. 

	REFERENCES 
	
	
	
	
	

	DEFINITIONS 
	
	
	
	
	

	OUTLINE OF REQUIREMENTS 
	India
	
	
	The outline of requirements should be elaborated.
	

	REQUIREMENTS
	
	
	
	
	

	1. Background
	India
	Technical
	
	The Section on background should be moved to Introduction Section- The background should only give reasons and purpose of standard and relationship to other standards.  
	Brief and concise. 

	1.1 Description of an area of low pest prevalence (ALPP)
	India
	Technical
	Para 2

Para 4


	The first sentence to be reworded, as ‘An ALPP is a risk management option to maintain or reduce thresh hold levels of specified pest in area’.
Reworded as ‘In addition, imports of commodities into the ALPP may be subject to determination of equivalence of phytosanitary measures if the specified pest is associated with the pathway’.


	To provide clarity and to remove ambiguity associated with ‘phytosanitary status in an area’.

To provide clarity and to remove ambiguity associated with ‘equivalent phytosanitary measures’.



	1.2 Benefits of areas of low pest prevalence
	India
	Technical
	
	‘area of low pest impact’ change to ‘area of low pest prevalence’

The word ‘thresh hold level’ requires to be defined.
	Clarity

Clarity

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

	1.4 Bilateral operational plans
	India
	Technical
	Para 1.4
	This should be deleted.
	Use correct term for clarity.

	2. Specific Requirements
	
	
	
	
	

	2.1 Establishment of an ALPP
	India
	Technical
	
	Delete ‘ for some insects’ from last sentence


	Clarity

	2.2 Geographic description
	India
	Technical
	
	Delete the word ‘proposed’ from first sentence. 

‘place of production’ should be replaced by ‘areas of production’ in second sentence. 

The word ‘may also’ to be replaced by ‘should also’ 
	Clarity

	2.3 Quality management system
	India
	Technical
	
	The use of word ‘quality management system’ should be clarified. Whether it would mean ISO 9000 certification?

 Insert word ‘establishment’ before ‘a quality management system’ in second sentence.
	Clarity

	2.4 Phytosanitary procedures
	
	
	
	
	

	2.4.1 Surveillance activities
	India
	Technical
	Para 2


	Replace ‘status of the area’ with ‘pest status of the area’ and ‘confirmed’ with ‘determined’. 
	Clarity

	2.4.2 Reducing pest(s) levels and maintaining low prevalence
	
	
	
	
	

	2.4.3 Reducing the risk of entry of specified pest(s)
	
	
	
	
	

	2.4.4 Emergency action plan
	
	
	
	
	

	2.5 Verification of an area of low pest prevalence
	India
	Technical
	
	The subsection should be restructured in line with ISPM. No. 10.

Add after first sentence ‘where appropriate, the NPPO of importing country, may verify the documents and records related to ALPP. 
	To improve clarity and comprehension

Clarity

	3. Maintenance of an Area of Low Pest Prevalence
	India


	Technical
	
	The subsection should be restructured in line with ISPM No. 10.

The use of word ‘quality management system’ should be clarified. Whether it would mean ISO 9000 certification?

Add at the end of sentence ‘and be made available on request to importing country

Addition not required.
	.

	4. Change in the Status of an Area of Low Pest Prevalence
	India
	Technical
	
	The title should be reworded as ‘Change in the pest status of an ALPP’

The third sentence should be shifted to sub-section2.4.4.
	To improve clarity.

	5. Reinstatement of the Status of an Area of Low Pest Prevalence
	India
	Technical
	
	The title should be reworded as                  ‘ Suspension & reinstatement of an ALPP’.

‘thresh hold level’ requires to be defined.


	To improve clarity 

	Appendix 1 Elements required for establishment of an ALPP for some insects
	
	
	
	The title should be reworded as ‘ Guiding steps for establishment of  ALPP’.
	To improve clarity


