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Draft ISPM: requirements for the Establishment and Maintenance of Pest Free Areas for Tephritid Fruit Flies 
COMMENTS OF 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

	General comments
	NO
	SUBSTANTIAL
	Annexes
	
	Lots of problems remain in the annexes. They  need to be checked before the standard goes out.


	DEFINITIONS 
	NO
	TECHNICAL
	Detection
	
	This definition 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. 

Definitions related to detection are proposed for in the draft standard for diagnostic protocols for regulated pests. All these definitions should be studied together.

	Background
	NO
	SUBSTANTIAL


	Para 3
	The establishment of a FF-PFA and its recognition implies that no phytosanitary treatments  are required for the target species of fruit fly for host commodities from the PFA.
	1. More appropriate wording.
2. Especially phytosanitary treatments (e.g. cold treatment) should not be required from PFAs. Other measures such as the requirement for a PC may be required.

	1. General Requirements
	NO
	SUBSTANTIAL
	after para 1
	insert new para: 

In cases where the fruit flies concerned are not capable of establishment in an area because of climatic, geographical or other reasons, absence should be recognized according to ISPM no. 8 – chapter 3.1.2 paragraph one.
	The cases of  fruit flies not capable of establishment should be clearly stated.

	1.2 Public awareness
	NO
	TECHNICAL
	6th indent
	systems to regulate  fruit movement
	Allow is too restrictive, regulate is more appropriate

	1.4 Record keeping
	NO
	SUBSTANTIAL
	Sentence 1.
	The records of surveys, detections or outbreaks and results of other operational procedures should be retained for at least 5 years.
	As long as possible is too long.

	2.2.1 Surveillance activities for establishment
	NO
	SUBSTANTIAL
	Title

Para 2, sentence 1
	Surveillance activities prior to  establishment

Prior to the establishment of a FF-PFA, surveys should be undertaken for at least one year in the FF-PFA using specific trapping and fruit sampling procedures where required in all relevant areas of commercial and non-commercial host plants to demonstrate that the pest is not present in the area.
	To make explicit that this concerns activities undertaken before a FF-PFA status is enacted and that the minimum period for surveillance activities is one year.

	2.2.1 Surveillance activities for establishment
	NO
	SUBSTANTIAL


	 Adjust 2nd sentence.


	There should be ready access to identification capability for the target fruit fly species. . 
	The NPPO of the exporting country should have access to identification capability, not obligatory have it available within the country.

	2.2.1.1 Trapping procedures
	NO
	TECHNICAL
	Sentence 1
	This section contains general information on trapping procedures. Trapping procedures described apply to the fruit fly species under consideration. 
	Trapping should foremost concern pests which could be present in the country concerned. 

	2.2.1.1 Trapping procedures
	NO
	SUBSTANTIAL
	PARA 9
	NPPOs should have in place or access to adequate infrastructure and trained personnel to identify captured specimens of the target species in an expeditious manner.
	See section 2.2.1, para 3

	2.2.1.2 Fruit sampling procedures
	NO
	TECHNICAL
	Sample size
Para 4, indent 1



	- The sample size should be based on statistical considerations to ensure samples provide an adequate level of confidence of fruit fly detection within the host commodity
	A study is not always necessary.

	2.2.1.2 Fruit sampling procedures
	NO
	SUBSTANTIAL
	Identification capability
PARA 7
	NPPOs should have in place or ready access to adequate…
	See section 2.2.1, para 3

	2.3 Verification and declaration of pest freedom
	NO
	TECHNICAL
	
	The NPPO should verify the fruit fly free status of the area (see ISPM No. 8: Determination of pest status in an area) by checking the compliance with the procedures set up in accordance with this standard (surveillance and regulatory controls). The NPPOshould declare and notify   the establishment of the FF-PFA to contracting parties  as appropriate.
	Much clearer on NPPO responsibilities. Details are unnecessary and unhelpful

	2.5.2 Reinstatement
	NO
	TECHNICAL
	
	 In the case of detection of a fruit fly outbreak, reinstatement may take place after having no further detections for at least three life cycles of the target pest species. or when the conditions for establishment of the FF-PFA have again been achieved.

In case of a fault in the procedures, reinstatement may take place when the fault has been corrected.
	Clarity.



	ANNEXES
	NO
	TECHNICAL


	
	Change Annex to Appendix throughout


	These are broadly descriptive and detailed, they are not annexes.

Also we request that all of the technical content of the Standard should be re-considered by the Technical Panel on Fruit fly PFA.


