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	Japan would like to take this opportunity to address concerns about the standard setting process.

Reports of SC, EWG or TP are very important for each country to review and examine the draft standards and to comment on them. However, they are not informative enough to examine for each country. The report of SC has only one or two paragraphs for record of discussion about the draft standards and even the report of EWG or TP which should have more technical and substantive discussion has only two or three pages. Japan would like to request that these reports reflect substantial discussion regarding each modification or maintenance on text of ISPM.
Furthermore, Japan recognizes IPPC’s limited resources, however, firmly believes that some actions such as holding open working groups for all countries to have the opportunity to discuss draft standards are needed as proposed at the SC(para.61, Report of SC held in May 2006). Japan welcomes such efforts by SC.
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	Each example in this appendix should include information about the location and its environmental situation of an established ALPP,. because the level of occurrence of fruit fly depends on the level of risk associated with the target fruit fly species-host-area relationship. If it is not possible to describe the information concerning the location and environmental situation, the title of a concrete protocol should be shown.


