Template for comments - Draft ISPMs for country consultation, 2006
Draft ISPM: recognition of pest free areas and areas of low pest prevalence
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
	Egypt
	
	
	- The standard is not addressing the technical concerns of the contracting countries; the spirit of the standard is deviated to the administrative procedures which were addressed by the SPS committee published under document (G/SPS/640). 
-It should point out that there should be time lines even bilaterally so as to reserve the rights of exporting member, and not to leave the decision to be determined by the importing country where a lot of factors may interfere with their decision
- The time of the recognition should be determined where the procedures  shall  ends before the corresponding growing season of the crop under discussion. 

-There is duplication between procedures (WTO SPS – IPPC) and it is agreed by the members that administrative procedures would be set by the SPS committee. 
- Pointing out in this standard the coding system for the recognized areas as Pest Free.
	-If the standard was not technically enhanced and   the requests if the WTO members of establishing time frames, then it should be discarded so it won't be an obligation on members without fruit full results and outputs.    



	Specific comments
	Egypt
	
	
	
	

	TITLE OF THE DRAFT
	Egypt
	
	
	
	

	INTRODUCTION
	Egypt
	
	
	
	

	SCOPE 
	Egypt
	
	
	
	

	REFERENCES 
	Egypt
	
	
	
	

	DEFINITIONS 
	Egypt
	
	
	
	

	OUTLINE OF REQUIREMENTS 
	Egypt
	Technical
	Par.3 last sentence
	To add clear definition to the " official recognition" in the definitions
	For elaborating the concept 

	BACKGROUND
	Egypt
	Technical
	Par.1
	It has to reflect the different views of member countries due to the recognition process, as well referring to the SPS meetings. 

In cases where exporting contraction party is complying with the IPPC standards ( ISPM 4 and ISMP 10) it would be effective then to  replace the word "prompt recognition" in par.2 by a specific time table
	

	REQUIREMENTS
	Egypt
	
	
	
	

	1.  General Considerations
	Egypt
	Technical 
	Par.3
	Introducing the phrase of The Role of ISSB's
	This paragraph points out the role of the ISSB's  the phrase is for more elaboration, stating the role played by ISSB’s

	2.  General Principles
	Egypt
	
	
	
	

	2.1  Sovereign authority
	Egypt
	
	
	
	

	2.2  Other relevant principles of the IPPC and its ISPMs
	Egypt
	Editorial
	
	It would be more effective if all terms that came under 2.2 to have specific and separate definition
	

	2.3  Non-discrimination in the recognition of pest free areas and areas of low pest prevalence 
	Egypt
	Editorial
	2.3
	“……such requests from different exporting contracting parties should shall be objective, transparent and equally applied.”
	More Precise 

	2.4  Undue delay
	Egypt
	Technical

Editorial
	2.4
	The NPPO of the importing party should   [within ….] acknowledge receipt of the request.

To add a definition for the undue delay and to add it to 2.2
	To over come the impact of undue delay which directly affect the exporting season there should be a dead line for the acknowledgment 

	2.5  Transparency
	Egypt
	Technical

Editorial
	2.5 Par.1

2nd Paragraph
	-The importing country should notify both the IPPC secretariat and the SPS committee of the progress & results of recognition process.

-“……… in the importing contracting party’s territory / requirements , relevant to recognition should be communicated appropriately and promptly as required by the IPPC .
- Exporting country shall notify any new pest status that might change the PFA or ALPP status.
	A new par. Should be added

More Precise

	3.  Requirements for the Recognition of Pest Free Areas and Areas of Low Pest Prevalence
	Egypt
	Technical
	3
	This shall be a new topic and takes number 4.
	

	3.1  Responsibilities of contracting parties
	Egypt
	Editorial
	3.1

3rd paragraph
	This should have a separate topic and has to be placed  as number 3

To add a new obligation to the exporting contracting party related to :" providing papers related to the official recognition obtained by ISSB's)

 Par.3 should be transferred to the documentation requirement.

Importing contracting parties should shall limit any information or data requests associated with an assessment of recognition to those which are necessary provided that they are justified 


	It is the first step before the recognition process starts, where each party should know his rights and obligations.

In order to collect all information related to documentation requirement.

More Precise

	3.2  Documentation requirements
	Egypt
	Editorial
	3.2
	To be replaced by 3.1
	

	4.  Procedure for the Recognition of Pest Free Areas and Areas of Low Pest Prevalence
	Egypt
	Editorial

Technical 
	4
	Shall be replaced by 5

Add a title Consultation stage
	-A consultation stage should exist between both parties in advance of the recognition process take place
-In the consultation stage, it might be useful for both parties to agree on an approximate timeline for the recognition process ((without prejudice to the level of protection of the importing party). This timeline should take into account any time constraints that the exporting country might be facing with regard to the (cultivation) of the exported product. 

	4.1  Request for recognition by the NPPO of the exporting contracting party
	Egypt
	Editorial
	4.1
	Shall be replaced by 5.

	

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

Technical
	4.2 par.1
	To be replaced by 5.2

The NPPO of the importing party should   [within ….] acknowledge receipt of the request.
	It is an administrative procedure and a fixed one, so it would be beneficiary and time saving to specify a specific time line in this area.



	4.3  Description of assessment process to be used by the importing contracting party
	Egypt
	Editorial

Technical
	
	To be replaced  by 5.3

The sentence in par.1 which start with "further more, the importing contracting party is encouraged to establish a provisional timetable for completion of the recognition process".


	This provisional time table needs to be more elaborated by the IPPC, by other word, it is important that the IPPC should put a specific time limit for the whole recognition process.

	4.4  Assessment of the technical information
	Egypt
	Editorial
	
	To be replaced by 5.4
	

	4.5  Notification of results of assessment
	Egypt
	Editorial
	
	To be replaced by 5.5
	

	4.6  Official recognition
	Egypt
	Editorial
	
	To be replaced by 5.6
	

	4.7  Duration of recognition
	Egypt
	Editorial
Technical
	
	To be replaced by 5.7

- The paragraph should determine weather a specific area is not pest free any longer and this area will be the area requiring resubmitting recognition procedures and not the all areas which are pest free, this is also enhanced by the coding system and transparency of the exporting country.
	Determination of the area requiring recognition is very important in terms of overcoming delays, where only the area(s) witnessing a new pest evaluation should be the areas requiring recognition.

	5.  Arrangements for Recognition of Pest Free Places of Production and Pest Free Production Sites
	Egypt
	Editorial
	
	To be replaced by 6
	

	Appendix 1 Flow chart outlining the procedure for the recognition of pest free areas or areas of low pest prevalence
	Egypt
	Technical 
	
	The flow chart should be more reasonable and the document being supplied by WTO members in last years should be taken into account. 
	Proposal of a another flow chart

	Appendix 2 Information required for a request of recognition of pest free areas or areas of low pest prevalence
	Egypt
	
	
	
	


Flow chart outlining the procedure for the recognition procedures


A preliminary consultation process between contracting parties, where importing Member explains the requirements and procedures for recognition of sanitary or phytosanitary status





Exporting CP –NPPO present requests for recognition. accompanied by science-based and technical information as well official recognition by ISSB's


Designates contact point





Importing CP assesses the information received within [  ]





Importing CP may request additional information, if required and provides technical verification for the request





Area is recognized \ Importing CP releases the official recognition document and notifies its decision 











Exporting CP supplies additional information with in [  ] 





Importing CP acknowledges receipt of the request and the technical information within [  ]





Area is rejected














Importing�CP takes its final decision provides technical grounds for the decision


Within [  ]





Importing CP assesses the technical information (may request further clarification/modifications to the system)





Exporting CP carries out necessary (justified) additions/modifications





Importing CP may undertake an on-site verification or review





Importing CP describes assessment process intended to be used.  Designates point of contact








PAGE  
6

