
Template for comments - Draft ISPMs for country consultation, 2006
Draft ISPM: debarked and bark-free wood
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 and contains the name of the country submitting the comments
	1. Section
	2. Country
	3. Type of comment
	4. Location
	5. Proposed rewording
	6. Explanation

	General comments
	Australia
	technical
	
	
	The draft ISPM on debarking and bark-free wood is generally supported, as a step forward to help reduce the probability of transport of quarantine pests worldwide. 
Australia has a nil bark tolerance policy and ingrown bark, especially around large knots may not count as bark-free -  such areas are specifically attractive to bark beetles for the great concentration of starches in the cambium around large knots - maybe some limits on the knot size is the way to go – refer Background para 5.
Australia has concerns relating to re-infestation by secondary and drywood pests along the timber chain of custody

	General comments
	Australia
	Technical
	
	
	The draft ISPM is supported as a step forward to help reduce the probability of transport of quarantine pests worldwide.  

	Specific comments
	
	
	
	
	

	TITLE OF THE DRAFT
	
	
	
	
	

	INTRODUCTION
	
	
	
	
	

	SCOPE 
	
	
	
	
	

	REFERENCES 
	Australia
	Editorial
	ISPMs 7, 20, 2, 15 and IPPC 

ISPM 5
	Delete

2005 2006
	Not referred to in draft standard 

Current published date

	DEFINITIONS 
	
	
	
	
	

	OUTLINE OF REQUIREMENTS 
	Australia
	Technical/Substantive
	Para 1 sentence 1
	Depending on origin and destination, wood without any treatment poses may pose a risk for the movement of quarantine pests.
	

	BACKGROUND
	Australia
	Technical
	Para 4 new sentence at end of para
	The amount of bark removed in debarking will also depend on the time of year of harvest, the temperature, and the age of the machinery.
	Insert new sentence to cover these variables

	BACKGROUND
	Australia
	Technical
	Para 4 new sentence at end of para
	Hitch hiker, infestation or re-infestation concerns are likely to remain unless a permanent treatment is applied.
	Insert new sentence to cover situation relating to hitch hikers and infestation concerns

	BACKGROUND
	Australia
	Technical
	Para 4 sentence 3
	Additionally, in some cases the removal of bark from wood may increase the efficacy of other treatments and may facilitate visual inspection.
	Canadian experience in a forest situation (Dr Lee Humble, Canadian Forest Service, pers. comm. Dec 2004) indicates that heat treatment of logs with bark on attracts timber pests more readily than as secondary infestation of weakened and diseased trees.

	REQUIREMENTS
	
	
	
	
	

	1.  General Requirements
	
	
	
	
	

	1.1  Regulated commodities
	Australia
	Technical
	1st dash point 

Insert new dash point
	· plywood, particle board, oriented stand…
· plywood individual layers less than 1 mm thickness
· sawdust, ….
	Delete plywood from 1st dash point and insert as separate dash point. Australia has separate import conditions for plywood as depending on ply thickness there is a risk of insect attack especially when plywood underwent so called process of ‘cold pressing’ and as such cannot be excluded from the standard.

	1.1  Regulated commodities
	Australia
	Technical
	3rd dash point
	Delete dash point
- thin wood 6 mm in thickness or less
	6 mm thick wood can still be re-infested by dry wood pests such as termites (Appendix I, AQIS Cargo Containers: Quarantine Aspects and Procedures).  Some insects can complete their life cycle in 1mm thickness

	1.2  Basis for regulating
	Australia
	Technical
	Para 2 sentences 4 & 5
	In such cases another phytosanitary measures may be required. One of these This may be a requirement that the wood be bark-free.
	There possibly could be more than one phytosanitary measure that needs to be applied (eg bark free and fumigation)

	1.2  Basis for regulating
	Australia
	Technical/Substantive
	Para 2 sentence 5
	This may be a requirement that the wood be bark-free.
	The 4th sentence in the paragraph states that "In such cases another phytosanitary measure may be required." There appears to be some disconnect between this sentence and the final sentence.

	1.2  Basis for regulating
	Australia
	Editorial/ Technical/Substantive
	Para 3 sentence 1
	… there is evidence that the pest risk is adequately managed through existing arrangements or absence.
	Explaining how the risk is adequately managed.

	1.2 Basis for regulating
	Australia
	Technical 
	Para 3 sentence 2
	This may be because of the origin (which may be a pest free area) or taxon (or an alternative to this could be “particular/specific type”) the order, genera or species of wood concerned.
	taxon covers all taxonomic ranks (eg order, genus and species); if this is considered too technical – which order, genus or species could be considered as well – then the use of a more commonly used term of particular or specific type of wood could be substituted. Note – ‘genus’ is the singular of ‘genera’.

	2.  Specific Requirements
	
	
	
	
	

	2.1  Debarking
	
	
	
	
	

	2.1.1  Debarking tolerances
NB template numbering incorrect
	Australia
	Technical
	Para 1 1st dash point
	species of tree in relation to pest epidemiology life cycle
	The definition and connotation of the term epidemiology tends to be associated with disease where as life cycle is a more general term.

	2.1.1  Debarking tolerances


	Australia
	Technical/Substantive
	paragraph 2 sentence 1 
	…NPPOs may consider setting a tolerance (for example, where individual pieces of wood should not have bark on more than 10 percent of their total surface area)
	Rather than the standard setting a de facto tolerance (given the difference between hardwood and softwood) proposing this as an example would mean that it is not arbitrarily adopted as a tolerance.  Specifically noting the difference between tolerance in 2.1.1 and 2.2.1

Australia requires consignments of timber to be free of bark.

	2.1.1 Debarking tolerances
	Australia
	Technical
	Para 2 sentence 3
	For example, a A piece of bark the shape and size of sheet of paper (eg. A4 or letter size) 20 cm (8½ inches) by 30 cm (11 inches) poses a higher risk than……
	using the term A4 or letter size assumes that this is a readily understood measure, this may not be correct in countries using different standards

	2.1.1  Debarking tolerances
	Australia
	Technical
	Para 2 sentence 4
	Illustrations of debarked wood meeting the general tolerances specified are shown in Appendix 2
	No general tolerances are specified, a 10% tolerance is given. Appendix 2 illustrates the points of the para – but photo does not show the suggested tolerances of 3% softwood/10% hardwood

	2.1.2  Inspection to verify debarking
	Australia
	Technical 
	Para 1 sentence
	..debarking should leave no more than 3% of bark for softwood and 10% for hardwood at least remove the majority of bark on wood 
	‘majority of bark’ needs defining. Majority implies greater than 50% and can be only 51% and this is not acceptable.  3% and 10% respectively used earlier in document (para 3 Background)
For debarked hardwoods; if you have 1000 m3 of timber on the wharf (not unusual) and it's debarked with 10% tolerance you finish up with 100 m3 of bark, which is quite a lot!

	2.1.2  Inspection to verify debarking
	Australia
	Technical 
	New para
	Inspection of break bulk timber can be enhanced by breaking a proportion of the bundles as a routine part of timber inspections in sufficient number to achieve statistical confidence.
	Wood packaging, because of its smaller dimension is often easier to inspect for bark as opposed to break bulk or containerised timber.

Break bulk timber is only externally inspected, which allows for about 3-4 % of overall surface area to be visually inspected assuming good stacking arrangements and presentation. In more difficult wharf space conditions this can be as low as 1-2%.

 If bark is on timber inside the bundles the inspectors can't see it. Breaking bundle surveys happen but are very rare. Including breaking of the proportion of the bundles as a routine part of timber inspection as long as statistical confidence is achieved can be beneficial.

	2.1.2  Inspection to verify debarking
	Australia
	Editorial
	Sentence 2
	Majority of bark on from the wood.
	

	2.2  Bark-free wood
	Australia
	Editorial
	Para 1 sentence 1
	In some cases where the smallest pieces …
	Delete unnecessary word

	2.2.1  Bark tolerances for bark-free wood
	
	
	
	
	

	2.2.2  Inspection to verify the wood is bark-free
	Australia
	Technical
	Second last line
	(eg credit card size) 3 cm (1½ inches) by 5 cm (2 inches)).
	Assumes all credit cards are the same size and will remain the same size. 

	2.3  Responsibilities of the exporting NPPO
	
	
	
	
	

	2.4  Non-compliance
	
	
	
	
	

	Annex 1 Generalized categorization of pests by pest risk associated with the presence of bark
	Australia
	Technical
	Table 


	Delete table (or include as Appendix)
	An annex should not be a Generalized categorization of pests.  Such a table should not be a prescriptive part of the standard.

Australia’s preference is that this Annex/table be deleted as it is inaccurate and misleading (as it is generalised, pests are missing).  Its removal would allow NPPOs to interpret the standard to meet their circumstances. 

A minimum requirement for the table remaining is that it is included as an Appendix rather than an Annex (ie non prescriptive) and that more detailed information provided. 

· For fungi, the table is simplistic and does not take account their biology. For fungi in the reducing risk category, it should note that these are bark-living fungi and a footnote should be included that notes “for many species, debarking may not be an appropriate phytosanitary measure where the fungus completes its life cycle either in the wood or in remaining bark.  For other species, the complete removal of bark may not be an appropriate phytosanitary measure where the fungus completes its life cycle within the wood.”

· Fungi should also be included in the Removal is not sufficient to reduce phytosanitary risk category for those fungi living in heart wood. 

· Cerambycidae and Scolytidae (with exceptions) are listed as having risk reduced by removal of bark. Australia's technical justification for wood packaging material to be bark free has pest risk assessments on Callidium violaceum (Cerambycidae), Gnathotrichus spp. (Scolytidae) and Ips spp. (Scolytidae). These have restricted risk estimates (an ISPM 15 treatment has been applied) of 'Low'. Removal of bark (to prevent infestation or reinfestation) was the additional required measure to mitigate risk to below Australia's appropriate level of protection. Without the application of a treatment (eg ISPM 15) removal of bark may not reduce risk for these insects if they are already in the timber to below Australia's ALOP. If Cerambycidae and Scolytidae are listed in the group where removal of bark mitigates risk, they should also be in the group where removal of bark does not mitigate risk.
· There are species of Lepidoptera that complete their life cycles within the wood and removal of the bark would not reduce the phytosanitary risk, so these species also need an asterisk (*).
· Siricidae (eg Sirex) should be included in Removal of bark not sufficient to reduce phytosanitary risk category NOT in Removal of bark reduces phytosanitary risk category. All the life cycle is within the wood and adults can emerge from debarked logs.

	Annex 1 Generalized categorization of pests by pest risk associated with the presence of bark
	Australia
	Editorial
	Footnote
	Delete footnote
	If table remains the footnote needs deleting as it is not noted in adopted standards – see ISPM 26

	Appendix 1 Cross-sectional line drawing of wood
	Australia
	Editorial
	Footnote 
	Insert immediately under title This appendix is for reference purposes only and is not a prescriptive part of the standard
Delete footnote
	See ISPM 26

	Appendix 2 Illustrations of debarked wood
	Australia
	Editorial
	Footnote 
	Insert immediately under title This appendix is for reference purposes only and is not a prescriptive part of the standard
Delete footnote
	See ISPM 26

	Appendix 3 Illustrations of bark-free wood
	Australia
	Editorial
	Footnote 
	Insert immediately under title This appendix is for reference purposes only and is not a prescriptive part of the standard
Delete footnote
	See ISPM 26

	Appendix 3 Illustrations of bark-free wood
	Australia
	Editorial
	First photograph
	
	Photograph appears to be wrong way aligned.



