Canada’s comments on
Draft ISPM: recognition of pest free areas and areas of low pest prevalence
	1. Section
	2. Country
	3. Type of comment
	4. Location
	5. Proposed rewording
	6. Explanation

	Specific comments
	
	
	
	
	

	TITLE OF THE DRAFT
	
	
	
	
	

	INTRODUCTION
	
	
	
	
	

	SCOPE 
	CANADA
	Technical
	2nd para
	Pest free places of production and pest free production sites usually should not require a formal recognition 

	PFPP and PFPS is dealt with in the standard and the paragraph as originally stated is incorrect.  See also proposed changes to section 5


	REFERENCES 
	
	
	
	
	

	DEFINITIONS 
	
	
	
	
	

	OUTLINE OF REQUIREMENTS 
	CANADA
	Editorial


	Third paragraph, second and fourth sentences
	In other cases, such as in areas where eradication of a pest has recently been achieved, more detailed information and verification may be required.  For these cases a procedure is recommended for contracting parties to initiate and complete recognition of PFAs and ALPPs. This procedure includes the following steps for the contracting parties: initial request for recognition;  . . .
	1) Simple typo – remove the ‘s’
2) English corrected (‘request for . . . ‘)



	BACKGROUND
	CANADA
	Technical
	First paragraph
	Importing contracting parties, in meeting their appropriate level of protection and in accordance with requirements for technical justification, may consider PFAs, or ALPPs (possibly as part of a systems approach), as effective phytosanitary measures. Therefore, it is also very much in the interests of the importing country to provide prompt recognition of such areas where they are established in accordance with the relevant ISPMs.
	It is necessary to separate (using commas) the clause concerning ALPPs, since otherwise the bracketed text could be construed to apply to PFAs, while it is only intended to apply to ALPPs.

	BACKGROUND
	CANADA
	Editorial
	Last para
	 Several ISPMs address the establishment of PFAs and ALPPs, and related issues, as described in section 1 of this standards. Furthermore, various ISPMs that are currently under development…
	The last sentence of this paragraph is not relevant an d will be out of date before the review date of this standard

	REQUIREMENTS
	
	
	
	
	

	1.  General Considerations
	CANADA
	Substantive

Editorial
	Last para

Para 3, indent 2
	Add ISPM No.26 (Establishment of pest free areas for fruit flies (Tephritidae) describes the requirements for the establishment and maintenance of pest free areas for the economically important species in the genus Tephritidae
- points out that, since certain PFAs are likely to involve an agreement between trading partners…
	ISPM No.26 is also relevant

Grammatically correct

	2.  General Principles
	
	
	
	
	

	2.1  Sovereign authority
	CANADA
	Editorial

Editorial
	Title

Para 1, last sentence
	Sovereignty authority

Separate last sentence (that deals with cooperation) from the existing paragraph and reword as follows:
However, while such sovereign rights exist, countries also have an obligation to cooperate.  Therefore, in order to promote cooperation, an importing contracting party should consider requests for recognition of PFAs and ALPPs.
	Then principle, as per ISPM 1, is called sovereignty rather than Sovereign authority

The sentence is not part of the principle of sovereignty so is misleading as written. Suggest separating it from paragraph 1 as shown.

	2.2  Other relevant principles of the IPPC and its ISPMs
	CANADA
	Editorial
	The entire section
	Propose to move this section at the end of the General Principles section 
	This section is better placed as the last sub-section of section 2, since it deals with other principles that are not described in detail. Note that transparency and non-discrimination should be deleted, as there are two complete paragraphs devoted to these two principles.  

	2.2 Other relevant articles
	CANADA
	Technical
	Add indent
	- Technical Assistance (Art. XX)
	Seems relevant to helping countries achieve recognition

	2.3  Non-discrimination in the recognition of pest free areas and areas of low pest prevalence 
	
	
	
	
	

	2.4  Undue delay
	
	
	
	
	

	3.  Requirements for the Recognition of Pest Free Areas and Areas of Low Pest Prevalence
	CANADA
	Technical
	Para 3, 1st sentence
	Where the PFA…, or absence is confirmed by surveillance, a formal recognition process…
	Adding the word recognition in this sentence clarifies the intent of  the type of process



	3.  Requirements for the Recognition of Pest Free Areas and Areas of Low Pest Prevalence
	CANADA
	Technical
	Add new first sentence
	NPPOs are responsible for establishing, designating and/or declaring PFAs within their territories (Art IV.2.e of the IPPC 1997).  When establishing PFAs or ALPPs, NPPOs should take into account:
	Important concept missing from the standard.  Section 3 appears to be the most important step in which to introduce this concept.

	3.  Requirements for the Recognition of Pest Free Areas and Areas of Low Pest Prevalence
	CANADA
	Technical
	Second paragraph
	Add sentence:

The importing contracting party remains responsible for determining what type and how much information will be required in order to recognize a PFA or ALPP, depending on the type of area and its geography, the way the pest free or low pest status of the area has been established, the contracting party’s appropriate level of protection, and other factors for which technical justifications exists.  The type and quantity of information must be limited to that which is necessary in order to recognize the PFA or ALPP.
	It is important that information requirements be limited to what is necessary.

	3.1  Responsibilities of contracting parties
	CANADA
	Substantive

Technical


	Adding a 6th indent to responsibilities of exporting C.P.

Para 2, indent 2
	Add - informing the importing contracting party of changes in status (e.g., suspension or loss of status) of the PFA/ALPP

- describing the process to be used for the recognition process including, if possible, an estimated time frame for the evaluation
	It is important to emphasize this responsibility of the exporting contracting party

Reaffirms the desire to include an estimated time frame for evaluation and/or recognition

	3.1  Responsibilities of contracting parties
	CANADA
	Technical
	First indent in exporting C.P. responsibilities
	The exporting contracting party is responsible for:

-  requesting recognition of an established PFA or ALPP
	Seems obvious that the PFA must be established before recognition is sought, but it should be stated clearly in the standard, nevertheless.

	3.2  Documentation requirements
	
	
	
	
	

	4.  Procedure for the Recognition of Pest Free Areas and Areas of Low Pest Prevalence
	CANADA
	Technical
	First sentence
	The steps described below are recommended in order for importing contracting parties to recognize PFAs and ALPPs of exporting contracting parties..
	Important to differentiate the bilateral process described in section 4 from possible domestic designation and recognition procedures. 

	4.1  Request for recognition by the NPPO of the exporting contracting party
	CANADA
	Editorial
	First indent
	- the type of recognition requested, i.e. for either a PFA or an ALPP
	Editorial – improves English

	4.1  Request for recognition by the NPPO of the exporting contracting party
	CANADA
	Editorial

Editorial
	Para 1 indent 7 

Last para
	-copies of any relevant phytosanitary regulations relating to the proposed PFA or ALPP 
Appendix 2 provides an example…
	If all of the information is available, the PFA or ALPP is already established , only the recognition is proposed

Appendix 2 and any reference made to it should be deleted as per comment made below

	4.2  Acknowledgement by the importing contracting party of receipt of the information package and indication of its completeness for assessment purposes
	
	
	
	
	

	4.4  Assessment of the technical information
	CANADA
	Technical
	Third indent
	-  any other relevant ISPMs that provide pest-specific technical guidance on establishing PFAs and ALPPs for specific pests or groups of pests
	Confusing to refer to ISPMs that may be developed – alternative text proposed to solve this problem.

	4.4  Assessment of the technical information
	CANADA
	Editorial
	Second paragraph
	PFAs or ALPPs recognized by a third country may be considered as a reference for the assessment process.
	Missing word (‘a’)

	4.4  Assessment of the technical information
	CANADA
	Technical
	Fifth paragraph
	If at any stage progress is not proceeding in accordance with the provisional timetable if provided (as described in section 4.3), the exporting contracting party should be notified
	Important proviso and reference to relevant section missing

	4.5  Notification of results of assessment
	CANADA
	Editorial
	Second paragraph
	In the event of a disagreement related to the rejection of a request for recognition of a PFA or ALPP, efforts should in the first instance be made bilaterally to resolve these disagreements.
	Potential for ambiguity and misinterpretation of this wording is high.

	4.6  Official recognition
	
	
	
	
	

	4.7  Duration of recognition
	CANADA
	Technical
	Indent 1 and 2
	Replace existing indents with the following:

- there is a loss of status of the PFA or ALPP

- the PFA or ALPP has been suspended and not yet re-instated
	There may be numerous reasons why a PFA or ALPP is lost or suspended. The appropriate ISPMs provide the relevant information in this regards



	5.  Arrangements for Recognition of Pest Free Places of Production and Pest Free Production Sites
	CANADA
	Technical
	Second paragraph
	ISPM No. 10 also indicates (in section 3.3) that “The NPPO of the exporting country should, on request, make available to the NPPO of the importing country the rationale for establishment and maintenance of pest free places of production or pest free production sites. Where bilateral arrangements or agreements so provide, the NPPO of the exporting country should expeditiously provide information concerning establishment or withdrawal of pest free places of production or pest free production sites to the NPPO of the importing country”. 

	It would be better to present this text as a direct quote from ISPM No. 10, particularly as the text present is so close in wording to that of ISPM 10.

	5.  Arrangements for Recognition of Pest Free Places of Production and Pest Free Production Sites
	CANADA
	Technical


	Title and first paragraph

	Arrangement for Recognition of  Pest Free Places of Production and Pest Free Production Sites
Pest free places of production and pest free production sites should not have to be recognized as such using the procedures described above (section 4). ISPM No. 10 (Requirements for the establishment of pest free places of production and pest free production sites) confirms that, for  such places and sites, the issuance of a phytosanitary certificate for a consignment by the NPPO is sufficient to confirm that the requirements for a pest free place of production or a pest free production site have been fulfilled


	“Recognition” per se of a PFPP/PFPS is not really the issue nor is necessary – as the section states, a phyto should be sufficient.


	Appendix 1 Flow chart outlining the procedure for the recognition of pest free areas or areas of low pest prevalence
	CANADA
	Technical
	Boxes as indicated
	1) [First square box:]

Importing contracting party NPPO acknowledges receipt of the request and designates a point of contact
2) [Far left-hand square box in sixth row:]

Exporting contracting party NPPO   provides any necessary clarifications , additions or modifications to information package
3) [Far right-hand square box in sixth row:]

Importing contracting party NPPO carries out on-site verification or review if necessary
4) [Far left-hand diamond-shaped box in seventh row:]

Exporting contracting party NPPO may cancel request for recognition

	Missing elements and confusing text present, as identified.

1) Move designation of point of contact from fourth square box down in middle stream

2) ‘precisions’ is not the correct word in English

3) Important to capture the element of necessity

4) Cancellation of request for recognition is optional

	Appendix 1 Flow chart outlining the procedure for the recognition of pest free areas or areas of low pest prevalence
	CANADA
	Editorial
	
	
	Formatting required in order to ensure that right tabs are at 15 cm

	Appendix 2 Information required for a request of recognition of pest free areas or areas of low pest prevalence
	CANADA
	Technical
	
	Delete
	Propose to remove Appendix 2 from the standard as it does not provide any useful information and is not of any use


