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
	
	
	
	
	

	Specific comments
	
	
	
	
	

	TITLE OF THE DRAFT
	
	
	
	
	

	INTRODUCTION
	
	
	
	
	

	SCOPE 
	TURKEY 
	Editorial
	Para 2, S1
	Instead of  ‘a formal’  an official “…..should not require an official recognition………” 
	Moreappropriate

	REFERENCES 
	
	
	
	
	

	DEFINITIONS 
	TURKEY 
	Editorial
	Para 1, S1
	“….in the present standard  are found in…”


	More concise

	OUTLINE OF REQUIREMENTS 
	
	
	
	
	

	BACKGROUND
	TURKEY 
	Editorial
	Para 5, S1
	“… Phytosanitary Measures, “Adaptation to Regional Conditions, Including Pest- or Disease-Free Areas and Areas of Low Pest or Disease Prevalence” …”
	Italics for the title of the ISPM

	REQUIREMENTS
	
	
	
	
	

	1.  General Considerations
	
	
	
	
	

	2.  General Principles
	
	
	
	
	

	2.1  Sovereign authority
	
	
	
	
	

	2.2  Other relevant principles of the IPPC and its ISPMs
	
	
	
	
	

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

	2.4  Undue delay
	TURKEY 
	Technical
	Para 2, S2
	“… also be taken into consideration. Likewise if a contracting party has withdrawn a PFA/ALPP (e.g. uneconomic) and wishes to reinstate it, previous information should be considered. The assessment …”
	Takes into account the circumstance where for particular reasons (e.g. lack of trade, cost of maintenance) a C.P. may have withdrawn the area and that now because of changing conditions (e.g. market) wishes to have the area reinstated

	2.5  Transparency
	TURKEY
	Technical
	Para 3, S2
	“… through the International Phytosanitary Portal. The parties could also supply the data on which the decision was made in order to expedite recognition by third parties.  Where appropriate …” 
	Parties wishing to gain or give recognition for a particular crop:country combination would have an initial source of information to assist with the decision making process

	3.  Requirements for the Recognition of Pest Free Areas and Areas of Low Pest Prevalence
	TURKEY
	
	
	
	

	3.1  Responsibilities of contracting parties
	TURKEY
	Technical
	Para 1, indent 1 
Para 2, indent 1

Para 2, indent 2
	“… requesting recognition by the potential importing country of a PFA or ALPP”

“… acknowledging receipt of the request and the associated information from the exporting country”

“…describing the intended process to be used for the …”
	Clarification
Clarification
Gives the opportunity for the exporting CP to discuss (supported in para 4.3, line 1)

	3.2  Documentation requirements
	TURKEY 
	Technical
	Para 1, S3 (add a sentence)
	 “… can be clearly demonstrated. This information should also be readily available to third parties that may wish to use PFA as the export measure for the same pest:product combination to the importing C.P., or to a new importing country that may wish to assess the PFA information as a result of the intitial exporting country requesting access.     
	Expedites the process for new exporting and importing CPs.

	4.  Procedure for the Recognition of Pest Free Areas and Areas of Low Pest Prevalence
	TURKEY
	Technical
	Para 1, S2
	“… absence is confirmed by surveillance (in accordance with ISPM No. 6: Guidelines for surveillance), very little …”
	 Gives integrity

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

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

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

	4.4  Assessment of the technical information
	
	
	
	
	

	4.5  Notification of results of assessment
	TURKEY
	Technical
	Para 2, S2 – add an additional sentence
	“… disagreements in the first instance. Should the parties be unable to resolve their differences, other dispute settlement mechanisms (e.g. those of the IPPC and/or WTO) may be considered.

	Ensures transparency and technical justification of refusals

	4.6  Official recognition
	TURKEY
	Technical
	Para 1, S1
	“… confirming the type of area (PFA or ALPP) recognized …”
	Clarification

	4.7  Duration of recognition
	TURKEY
	Technical
	Para 1, add a new indent
	- The exporting CP withdraws the PFA (e.g. may be no longer appropriate/economic to maintain the area as the crop is no longer exported) 
	

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

	Appendix 1 Flow chart outlining the procedure for the recognition of pest free areas or areas of low pest prevalence
	
	
	
	
	

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


