Template for comments - Draft ISPMs for country consultation, 2005

Draft ISPM: requirements for the submission of phytosanitary treatments
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
Please make sure that the cell "country name" is filled for each row of comments
	1. Section
	2. Country
	3. Type of comment
	4. Location
	5. Proposed rewording
	6. Explanation

	General comments
	Australia

Australia 
	Substantive

Editorial
	Complete Appendix 2

Whole document
	Delete Appendix 2 from this draft standard.  Appendix 2 should be presented to the CPM for information as an individual guideline to the technical panel on phytosanitary treatments.

punctuation of points
	Remove appendix 2 from this draft standard and either present it to the CPM as a document providing guidelines on how phytosanitary treatments will be assessed or maintain the information as a working document for the technical panel on phytosanitary treatments.

There should be consistency with IPPC guidelines in punctuation in this standard and between standards.

	Background
	Australia
	Editorial
	3rd para

1st sentence reference
	Article VII.2a
	move full stop to after Article VII to read Article VII.2a - consistency of punctuation with other ISPMs 

	1.1 General requirements
	Australia
	Editorial
	Indent 1
	-the treatment should have demonstrated efficacy in killing, inactivating, or removing target pests…
	More concise

	1.2 Feasibility and applicability
	Australia
	Editorial
	2nd para
	Treatment schedule should be adequately described to allow the method to be applied commercially.
	Remove “commercial environment”

	2. Requirements for Submission of a Proposal for a Phytosanitary Treatment
	Australia

Australia
	Editorial

Substantive


	1st para

1st sentence
	A proposal for a phytosanitary treatment to be assessed for inclusion in the ISPM on phytosanitary treatments…

delete accordingly, replace with should meet
	The standard deals with the requirements for the submission of a phytosanitary treatment which would then be assessed.

Clearer explanation

	2.1 General considerations
	Australia

Australia
	Technical

Editorial
	1st para

1st sentence

1st para

2nd sentence
	Sentence should read as follows:  The NPPO or RPPO should ensure that the experimental design, its implementation and its analyses results in a final phytosanitary treatment with a degree of efficacy appropriate for international use.

It is recommended that the results of the research in support of a proposed phytosanitary treatment should be peer reviewed and validated prior to submission by the NPPO for the relevant RPPO.
	There is more to an experiment than its design.

Peer review will validate the data/treatment but not approve it.

	2.3 Description of the phytosanitary treatment
	Australia
	Technical
	1st para

1st sentence
	Sentence should read as follows:  The submission should contain a description of the treatment, including the type of treatment, treatment schedule, conditions associated with the treatment (for example, duration, temperature, active ingredient and formulation, dose, delivery method and, where appropriate, pre/post handling conditions) and monitoring data.


	Monitoring is an important component of validating the results.

	2.5.1 Efficacy data on the target pest(s) under laboratory or controlled experiments
	Australia
	Technical
	2nd para

2nd sentence
	Add “statistical” to the sentence as follows:  The efficacy data provided should specify the statistical level of confidence supporting efficacy claims made for treatment of the specified life-cycle stage.


	Clarify that it is a statistical level of confidence.

	2.6 Information on technical and commercial feasibility
	Australia

Australia

Australia
	Technical

Technical

Technical
	1st indent

3rd indent

6th indent
	Change “at a global level” to “internationally”

Change “globally” to “internationally”

Change “at a globally” to “internationally”
	It is a more appropriate term

It is a more appropriate term

It is a more appropriate term

	3. Evaluation of Submissions
	Australia
	Editorial
	1st para

1st sentence
	The sentence should read as follows: “The Technical Panel on Phytosanitary Treatments will evaluate submissions of proposed treatments for their suitability to be included in the ISPM on phytosanitary treatments……”
	Clarity 

	Appendix 1 Cover page for a submission of a phytosanitary treatment
	Australia

Australia

Australia

Australia
	Technical

Technical

Editorial

Editorial
	Name section

Phone and fax numbers

Treatment description

Reason for submission last phrase
	Should read “Name of NPPO and/or RPPO”

note - include country code

Change for example to e.g.

Should read …include the countries where approved.
	Adds that option

Clarity

Consistency

Clarity



	Appendix 2 - 3. Outcome of evaluation
	Australia
	Editorial
	1st para
	(IPP, www.ippc.int).
	Consistency of reference to the website


