Compiled comments - Draft Specifications for member consultation, December 2009
Draft SPECIFICATION: 02 Framework for national phytosanitary inspection procedures
Deadline for comments: 13 February 2010
	
	1. Section
	2. Country name
	3. Proposed rewording
	4. Explanation
	Steward comments

	1. 
	General comments
	Australia
	
	The specification scope is very broad and the output is not clearly defined. The specification refers to a framework for inspection procedures, inspection guidelines that are internationally agreed, guidelines for the development of inspection manuals and inspection manuals based on specific commodity work instructions.  The output remains unclear and should be defined clearly as this will impact on the nature of the work and how it will be presented for international agreement.
	Text modified to add clarity of scope.

	2. 
	General comments
	JAPAN
	Since inspection methods have been provided in ISPM 23, this work should be provided as Annex of ISPM 23. Besides, since there are differences on the current condition of plant quarantine authorities e.g. operational system, resources among member countries, this standard should describe common and minimum requirements in developing inspection manual of each country. (If needed, higher requirements may be described as optional.)  
	Since inspection methods have been provided in ISPM 23, this work should be provided as Annex of ISPM 23. Besides, since there are differences on the current condition of plant quarantine authorities e.g. operational system, resources among member countries, this standard should describe common and minimum requirements in developing inspection manual of each country. (If needed, higher requirements may be described as optional.)  
	For SC members consideration.
Agree with keeping this standard broad and general.

	3. 
	General comments
	Ecuador
	Estamos  en general de acuerdo con el contenido, estaremos muy atentos al desarrollo de la norma  
	Consideramos que será una norma de mucha utilidad para los países miembros
	N/A

	4. 
	TITLE
	EU
	Framework for national phytosanitary inspection procedures manuals
OR

Framework for national Development of phytosanitary inspection procedures manuals
 
	We noted that the original title caused unnecessary confusion – especially the word 'national'. In addition, we suggest using in the title the words 'inspection manual', which in our view is well understandable and clear term. We prefer a short title the two possible examples of which are given as proposed rewording. We leave it to the discretion of the SC to choose the better option. 
	Modified in consideration of comment 5.  First option kept to correspond with comment 10.

	5. 
	TITLE
	Canada
	Framework for national phytosanitary inspection procedures
	Remove the word “phytosanitary” as “inspection” is defined in ISPM No. 5 (Glossary of phytosanitary terms) and the term does not need to be enhanced by adding the word “phytosanitary”.  For consistency it should be deleted both from the first page of the specification and under the section called Title of the standard and everywhere else throughout the text where phytosanitary inspection can be found. 
	Incorporated. Global change. 
The steward kept the term “phytosanitary inspection” on the Expertise section to differentiate with other types of inspection expertise.

	6. 
	REASON FOR THE STANDARD
	Canada
	Internationally agreed inspection guidelines will help to harmonize how countries carry out phytosanitary inspection activities for exported and imported plants, plant products and other regulated articles moving in international trade.  ISPM No. 23 (Guidelines for inspection) describes procedures for the inspection of consignments of plants, plant products and other regulated articles at import and export through the determination of compliance with phytosanitary requirements, based on visual examination, documentary checks, and identity and integrity checks. This standard will provide detailed information on the various procedures to proceed with visual examination and inspection methods ISPM No. 23.
	Removal of the word “phytosanitary” as per explanation provided under Title above.

This section should provide information on why this standard is needed, given that ISPM No. 23 (Guidelines for inspection) already exits and how it will help with the implementation of ISPM No 23.  It is necessary to reference ISPM No 23 and to link the new standard to it.  Therefore, it is necessary to add two new sentences.
	Modified. This standard will provide general information on how to develop and inspection manual, not so much detailed information on various procedures for visual examinations and inspection methods.

	7. 
	SCOPE AND PURPOSE
	Australia 
	This standard will provide general guidance to NPPOs on phytosanitary inspection procedures to be used by NPPOs when they are developing protocols…
	The way the scope and purpose is written, it is ambiguous and hard to understand.  Eg “provide guidance to NPPOs” is more direct. Inspections procedures should be protocols, not guidelines.

It is assumed that it is the NPPOs developing the guidelines, although due to the complex nature of the original sentence, it is not quite clear.
	Modified

	8. 
	SCOPE AND PURPOSE
	Australia 
	Guidelines are needed for to assist countries to develop their inspection manuals for plants, plant products and other regulated articles moving in international trade. 
	Need to say up front what the inspection manuals are dealing with. 
	Incorporated.

	9. 
	SCOPE AND PURPOSE
	Australia 
	This standard will provide general guidance for NPPOs on phytosanitary inspection procedures that can to be used by NPPOs in developing guidelines on appropriate phytosanitary inspections procedures on plants, plant products and other regulated articles moving in international trade.
	Need to ensure that it is clear that the guidance is for NPPOs. Delete text added to 1st sentence 
	Modified.

	10. 
	SCOPE AND PURPOSE
	Australia 
	This standard will provide a framework for NPPOs general guidance on phytosanitary inspection procedures….
	It is still not clear if this standard will only provide guidance on “phytosanitary inspection procedures,” which is the sense of the sentence. However, it may be better to replace this term with “framework” as the Tasks section covers off on more than inspection procedures, as does the title
	Modified

	11. 
	SCOPE AND PURPOSE
	Canada
	Guidelines are needed for countries to develop their inspection manuals. This standard will provide general guidance on phytosanitary inspection procedures to be used by NPPOs in developing guidelines on appropriate phytosanitary inspections on plants, plant products and other regulated articles moving in international trade.
	Removal of sentence 1 and part of sentence 2 as there is no need to standardize how to develop an inspection manual but it is important to harmonize how countries implement sections 2.3 and 2.4 of ISPM No. 23.
	Considered. See comment 8.

	12. 
	TASKS
	JAPAN
	(2) develop a broad outline for the inspection process for general categories of inspections such as those of plants (cuttings, potted, seeds etc.), plant products (fruits and vegetables, grains, root crops, cut flowers and foliage etc.) and other regulated articles (containers, ships, warehouses etc.), in consideration of inspection process at import and export,
	Regarding ‘phytosanitary inspection activities’ stated in Reason for the ISPM, inspection procedures differ between import and export. Since export inspection should meet phytosanitary import requirements, inspection methods vary with destinations.
	Modified. The steward agrees with this comment and has rephrased it for more clarity.

	13. 
	TASKS
	JAPAN
	(4) consider extending general inspection guidelines based on each category identified in the templates to include subcategories (e.g. for fruits and vegetables, include subcategories for botanical fruits, leafy vegetables, root crops), means of conveyances (e.g. sea container, air container, passenger, postal) and target pests inspection procedures (e.g. for internal, external feeders, mites, hitchhikers) and the appropriate format of presentation
	Means of conveyances effect on inspection process.
	The general category for “means of conveyance” is referred in the draft specification as “other regulated articles”. Sub-categories under this general topic could include conveyances and containers but this issue needs further discussion by the SC before this draft is approved to go to a EWG. Do we want to duplicate efforts with other drafts in the working programme, e.g. minimizing pest movement by sea containers and conveyances?  Maybe this standard should focus only on trade commodities and no other pathways.

	14. 
	TASKS
	South

Africa
	(7) identify collection techniques, methods for preserving pests or plant material and submitting such material for diagnosis
	Recommendations on specific techniques or methods for collecting specific types of sample material/ organisms will be helpful.  This aspect of sampling is not covered by ISPM 31 Methodologies for sampling a consignment
	Incorporated.

	15. 
	TASKS
	South

Africa
	(7) identify collection techniques, methods for preserving pests or plant material and submitting such material for diagnosis
	Recommendations on specific techniques or methods for collecting specific types of sample material/ organisms will be helpful.  This aspect of sampling is not covered by ISPM 31 Methodologies for sampling a consignment
	This comment is repeated above.

	16. 
	TASKS
	EU
	Point (2):

…., plant products (fruits and vegetables, grains, root crops, cut flowers and foliage, wood and wood products etc.) and ….


	Wood and wood products are important categories and as such should be referred to in the specification.
	Incorporated.

	17. 
	TASKS
	EU
	Point (4):

…., and target pests inspection procedures (e.g. for internal, external feeders, sedentary, mobile pests, mites, hitchhikers) and ….


	Sedentary and mobile pests are important subcategories of target pests, which warrant distinctive inspection procedures. Their inclusion in the specification may provide clearer guidance to the EWG. 
	Incorporated.

	18. 
	TASKS
	Canada
	(1) consider review inspection manuals currently in use by NPPOs and RPPOs and based on this review, identify the most appropriate format for the general procedures and conditions for phytosanitary inspection
	Replace the word “consider” by “review” as it is more appropriate.  Add the word “this” to add clarity to the text.  Remove “phytosanitary” for consistency as per explanation above.
	Modified.

The steward feels that “review” is a stronger, broader command and may be interpreted as review all inspection manuals. The steward would prefer to add the term review with a quantifier: “Consider and review a few inspection manuals currently in use...”

	19. 
	TASKS
	Canada
	(4) consider extending the general inspection guidelines developed under (2) above based on each category identified in the templates to include subcategories (e.g. for fruits and vegetables, include subcategories for botanical fruits, leafy vegetables, root crops), and target pests inspection procedures (e.g. for internal, external feeders, mites, hitchhikers) and the appropriate format of presentation
	Add new wording and removal of part of the sentence to add clarity to the text and to properly link task 4 to task 2 and 3.
	Incorporated

	20. 
	EXPERTISE
	Australia
	The Expert Working Group should be composed of five to seven experts in phytosanitary inspection including at least one person with experience in the development of phytosanitary inspection manuals 
	Clearer.
	Modified. See comment 21.

	21. 
	EXPERTISE
	Canada
	Five to seven experts in phytosanitary inspection including at least one person with experience in the development of phytosanitary inspection manuals.
	Remove “phytosanitary” for consistency as per explanation above.
	Modified. See comment 20.

	22. 
	REFERENCES
	Australia
	
	Reference to ISPM 31 should also reference the explanatory document
	Incorporated.

	23
	TASKS
	Turkey
	(2) Determining plants and plant products to be subjected to inspection, which have risk of hosting pests, and preparation of lists based on this.
(5) Providing tool and equipment support which will facilitate identification during inspections.

(6) Quarantine zones must be established in port areas to prevent dispersal of pests found during inspections.
· Plant and plant products which relation pest and host are determined for better safe inspection and position of origin should be take into consideration.
	
	Considered. This standard may not be too specific as to identify which plants and plants products are subject to inspection because this is the prerogative of each country, based on PRAs. The standard will be a guideline for NPPOs to enable them to prepare an inspection manual. Therefore, each NPPO will be able to fill in more detailed requirements.
Considered. This guideline will only identify which tools and equipment are necessary to do the job. It will be up to each NPPO to provide them.
Modified. 
(6) briefly describe actions to take during and after inspection, such as documentation, and safeguarding of infested material, establishing quarantine zones in port environs to prevent dispersal of pests found during inspections, etc.
Considered.  This standard will provide general information to enable NPPOs develop their own inspection manuals.  It may not provide more detailed information on the relationship between host, pest, and origin. This is quite outside the Scope for this standard.
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