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Draft ISPM: diagnostic protocols for regulated pests

 comments from norway
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

	REFERENCES 
	NO
	EDITORIAL
	
	Add ISPM No. 22 and 23 to the list
	Could also be relevant references

	DEFINITIONS
	NO
	TECHNICAL
	All definitions
	
	These definitions should be studied carefully by the Glossary Working Group. We are of the opinion that definitions should not restrict the use of common English terms such as detection. 

A definition is proposed for "detection" in the draft standard for requirements for the establishment and maintenance of pest-free areas for Tephritid fruit flies. All definitions related to "detection" should be studied together.

A possible redrafting  to be considered by the GWG for definitions proposed in the current draft is as follows:
detection (of a pest) - finding a pest either in symptomatic or asymptomatic material

identification (of a pest) - ascertaining the taxonomic identity of a pest


	1. Purpose of diagnostic protocols
	NO
	TECHNICAL
	Following 2nd para

Add new sentence
	The significance of the outcome of a diagnosis is often dependent on proper sampling procedures. Such procedures are addressed by other ISPMs (under preparation).
	Important to make a reference to sampling procedures and refer to e.g. the draft ISPM on Sampling of consignments.

	2. Content of Diagnostic Protocols
	NO
	TECHNICAL
	Para 1, sentence 1
	…by an expert (e.g an entomologist, mycologist, virologist, bacteriologist, nematologist, molecular biologist,etc.) or competent staff that is specifically trained.
	Either list all or none.

	3.1 Introduction
	NO
	TECHNICAL
	
	Brief information is provided on the pest, its appearance, life cycle, relationship with other organisms, host range (in general), effects on hosts, geographical distribution (in general) and vectors, where appropriate. 
	An important piece of information.

	3.3 Detection
	NO
	EDITORIAL
	Para 1, 3. indent
	· the part(s) of the plant, plant products or other articles on/in which the pest may be found

	clarity

	3.4 Identification
	NO
	TECHNICAL
	Para 2
	MOVE after 6th para (which starts with ‘Where appropriate…’)
	Better location

	3.4 Identification
	NO
	TECHNICAL
	Para 6, sentence 2
	In these cases, methods may also be provided for direct identification of pests using biochemical or molecular tests on asymptomatic material.
	There cannot be a strict requirement that for cases where methods for isolation are part of a protocol, these should always be supplemented by methods using biochemical or molecular tests.

	3.5 Records
	NO
	TECHNICAL
	Para 2, sentence 1
	Evidence such as culture(s) of the pest, nucleic acid of the pest, preserved/mounted specimens or test materials….
	To underline the purpose of this sentence.

Nucleic acid of  pest can be kept in relevant cases.

	3.6 Contact points for further information
	NO
	1. TECHNICAL
2. SUBSTANTIAL
	
	Contact details of institutes or individuals with particular expertise on the pest(s) are provided, which may be consulted regarding any questions on the diagnostic protocol. 
	1. addition of "on diagnostic protocols” 

for clarity
2.Deletion of "for confirmatory diagnosis" It is not appropriate to have institutes or individuals identified in the IPPC Diagnostic protocol for confirmatory diagnosis. This implies a form of recognition of competence which is not in place internationally. Not all laboratories competent in the diagnostic of a specific pest might have been identified. 

	Appendix 1.  1. Production of Diagnostic Protocols
	NO
	SUBSTANTIAL
	Last sentence
	The diagnostic protocol will be produced and reviewed by a small group of experts selected by the TPDP in cooperation with the IPPC Secretariat and will then be submitted to the TPDP which, once satisfied with it, will submit it to the standard setting process.
	To underline the necessity to have support from the IPPC Sec.

	Appendix 1.  2. Review of Existing Diagnostic Protocols
	NO
	SUBSTANTIAL
	
	A request for a revision to a diagnostic protocol may also be submitted by contracting parties or RPPOs to the IPPC Secretariat (ippc@fao.org), which  will in turn forward it to the TPDP.
	Only contracting parties or RPPOs should submit official proposals and these proposals should be submitted only to the IPPC Secretariat.. 

	Appendix 1.  3. Requests for New Diagnostic Protocols
	NO

	SUBSTANTIAL
	
	Requests for new diagnostic protocols, in addition to those identified in the work programme of the TPDP, should be sent by contracting parties or RPPOs to the IPPC Secretariat using a form for topics and priorities for standards, by 30 July of each year.
	Only contracting parties or RPPOs should submit official proposals.


