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2009-004: Draft specification for ISPM - Revision of ISPM 6:1997 Guidelines for surveillance 
	Comm. 
no. 
	Para. 
no. 
	Comment 
type 
	Comment 
	Explanation 
	Language 
	Country 

	1., 2.
	G 
	Editorial 
	I support the document as it is and I have no comments
	  
	English 
	Mexico, Guyana

	3. 
	G 
	Editorial 
	I support the document as it is and I have no comments
	  
	Français 
	Congo 

	4. 
	G 
	Substantive 
	  
	The USA would like to suggest revising ISPM 6, Guidelines for Surveillance to more clearly define the differences between Specific Surveys and General Surveillance which are the two approved means of gathering valid pest absence or presence and pest distribution information. ISPM 6 guidelines for conducting Specific Surveys are clear about who may collect such information, what their level of training should be, what effective survey methodologies be used and what data should be collected so that ultimately, a minimally acceptable level of validity is established. In contrast, guidelines for General Surveillance are rather vague. The way ISPM 6 is currently written, it is almost impossible for NPPO’s to determine, with any confidence, when General Surveillance is an acceptable alternative to Specific Surveys. Consequently, NPPO’s must rely almost exclusively on Specific Surveys to gather pest information. Sooner or later continuing widespread funding reductions will force NPPO’s to reduce their reliance on the more costly Specific Surveys in favor of cheaper General Surveillance activities. However, unless better guidelines are provided for use in performing General Surveillance, resulting data will lack sufficient harmonization to reliably demonstrate whether a pest is present or absent. If a revision of ISPM 6 provided clear guidelines as to what constitutes good General Surveillance and workshops at Regional Plant Protection Organization meetings could be used to provide practical examples of how to implement these guidelines, we believe General Surveillance guidance would gain greater acceptance as valid means of pest information collection. The guidelines would not only need to provide direction on how to conduct general surveillance but just as importantly, direction as to when General Surveillance is appropriate. Typically, it would be reserved for pests that have a lower risk of introduction since General Surveillance is less rigorous than Specific Survey. It could also be used to supplement Specific Surveys, for example, to confirm years of negative data gathered via Specific Survey for pests like the Old World Bollworm, Helicoverpa armigera. This pest has never been found in the U.S. in spite of decades of Specific Survey. Finally, in the last 10 years or so it has become almost as common in the United States for the public to find new pest introductions as it is for the NPPO to detect them through Specific Survey. The NPPO’s response to this phenomenon has been to ask vested stakeholders and the general public for assistance in recognizing and reporting new pest introductions. APHIS even has an Outreach element in its current Strategic Plan that sets goals for making greater use of these stakeholders to enhance pest detection. Practical General Surveillance guidelines are the key to enabling NPPO’s to better utilize these groups to gather valid pest absence or presence and distribution data.
	English 
	United States of America 

	5. 
	6 
	Editorial 
	ISPM 6:1997 describes the components of survey and monitoring systems for the purpose of pest detection and the supply of information for use in pest risk analyses, the establishment of pest free areas, and, where appropriate, the preparation of pest lists.
	Strange usage.
	English 
	United States of America, Australia 

	6. 
	6 
	Substantive 
	ISPM 6:1997 describes the components of survey and monitoring systems for the purpose of pest detection and the supply of information for use in pest risk analyses, the establishment of pest free areas,  formulation of management strategies and, where appropriate, the preparation of pest lists.
	Addition of a new idea

	English 
	Ghana 

	7. 
	7 
	Editorial 
	A revision was requested by members to take into account the greater knowledge of surveillance methodologies that is now available as well as experiences with implementation of the standard. The revision would also reflect thatinclude:
	Better wording
  
	English 
	United States of America, Australia 

	8., 9. 
	7 
	Editorial 
	A revision was requested by members to take into account the greater knowledge of surveillance methodologies that is now available as well as experiences with implementation of the standard. The revision shwould also reflect that:
	English meaning of "would" not adapted here.
  
	English 
	EPPO, European Union, Algeria 

	10. 
	8 
	Editorial 
	· more guidance on the surveillance methodologies available for different purposes and the levels of confidence associated with them is now required
	Required by whom?
  
	English 
	United States of America, Australia 

	11., 12., 13., 14. 
	8 
	Substantive 
	· more guidance on the surveillance methodologies available for different purposes and the levels of confidence associated with them is now required
	It is not appropriate to request statistical confidence for methodologies of surveillance in a national standard which will address general guidelines for surveillance
	English 
	Uruguay, Paraguay, Peru, Argentina, Brazil

	15. 
	9 
	Editorial 
	· more information on surveillance of pests that have environmental consequences or cause a reduction in biodiversity would be valuable.
	Not needed.
  
	English 
	United States of America, Australia 

	16. , 18
	11 
	Editorial 
	This Standard should facilitate the establishment of continuing, dynamic and efficient pest surveillance systems in order to enable the development of programmes for the prevention of pest introduction, spread of pests, pest management, and pest reporting.Phytosanitary surveillance should be recognized as a dynamic and permanent component of national plant health systems enabling the development of programmes for the prevention of pest introduction and spread and for pest management. 
	The original wording goes beyond stating the purpose of this standard. It has been reworded for clarity while conserving the essential meaning. "Permanent" has been replaced by "continuing" to convey that the elements within a permanent surveillance programme will be dynamic and adaptive to evolving situations.
  
	English 
	EPPO, European Union, Algeria 

	17. 
	11 
	Editorial 
	Phytosanitary surveillance should be recognized as a dynamic and permanent component of national plant health protection systems enabling the development of programmes for the prevention of pest introduction and spread and for pest management. 
	More appropriate term
	English 
	Paraguay 

	19. 
	11 
	Substantive 
	Phytosanitary surveillance should be recognized as a dynamic and permanent component of national plant health systems enabling the development of programmes for the early detection, prevention of pest introduction and spread and for pest management. 
	early detection by surveillance is another important reason that should be included.
	English 
	Australia 

	20., 21., 22.
	11 
	Substantive 
	Phytosanitary surveillance should be recognized as a dynamic and permanent component of national plant health protection systems enabling the development of programmes for the prevention of pest introduction and spread and for pest management. 
	More appropriate term
	English 
	Peru, Uruguay, Argentina, Brazil

	23. 
	13 
	Editorial 
	This standard describes the requirements for surveillance, including the range of techniques available for different purposes and for specific types of pests. It should also provide information on surveillance for biodiversity maintenance, including new pests ofof the wild flora. The tTechnical requirements regarding the level of confidence in results and the use of new diagnostic techniques need to be included.
	The restriction to "new" pests is not necessary. "the" in front of "wild flora" is not grammatically correct. Finally, "wild" in front of "flora" is not necessary, "flora" by itself being inclusive of all floras and equivalent to the scope of the IPPC.
	English 
	EPPO 

	24. 
	13 
	Editorial 
	This standard describes requirements for surveillance, including the range of techniques available for different purposes and for specific types of pests. It should also provide information on surveillance for biodiversity maintenance, including new pests ofof the wild flora. Technical requirements regarding the level of confidence in results and the use of new diagnostic techniques need to be included.
	The restriction to "new" pests is not necessary. "the" in front of "wild flora" is not grammatically correct.
	English 
	European Union 

	25. 
	13 
	Substantive 
	This standard describes requirements for surveillance, including the range of techniques available for different purposes and for specific types of pests. It should also provide information on surveillance for biodiversity maintenance, including new pests of the wild flora. Technical requirements regarding the level of confidence in results and the use of new diagnostic techniques need to be included.
	Delete this phrase. It is not really useful and confuses the issue. Surveillance is conducted to determine if pests are present and if so, to what extent those pests occur in an area.
	English 
	United States of America, Australia 

	26. 
	13 
	Substantive 
	This standard describes requirements for surveillance, including the range of techniques available for different purposes and for specific major taxa  types of plant pests, . It should also provide information on surveillance for biodiversity maintenance, including new pests of the wild flora and in unmanaged ecosystems. Technical requirements regarding the level of confidence in results and the use of new diagnostic techniques need to be included.
	Modifying text in the first sentence as addressing many "specific types of pests" could affect length and scope of the standard significantly. Modifying text in the second sentence as it is unclear what "surveillance for biodiversity maintenance" means. Diagnostic protocols should be referred to in ISPM 27.
	English 
	Canada 

	27. 
	13 
	Substantive 
	This standard describes requirements for surveillance, including the range of techniques available for different purposes and for specific types of pests. It should also provide information on surveillance for biodiversity maintenance, including new pests of the wild flora. Technical requirements regarding the level of confidence in results and the use of new diagnostic techniques need to be included.
	1) Surveillance for biodiversity maitenance seems to be too broad, and could be out of IPPC scope 2) The reference to "level of confidence" is confusing. It is not clear if it refers to statistical meaning or a kind of reliability among parties involved. In the first case, it wouldn´t be appropriate to request statistical confidence regarding an international standard, but it could be an issue to agree between parties. In the second case, it is also not clear what parameters are to determine the level of confidence.
	English 
	Uruguay 

	28. 
	13 
	Substantive 
	This standard describes requirements for surveillance, including the range of techniques available for different purposes and for specific types of pests. It should also provide information on surveillance for biodiversity maintenance, including new pests of the wild flora. Technical requirements regarding the level of confidence in results and the use of new diagnostic techniques and reporting procedures need to be included.
	suggestion of a new aspect to standard
	English 
	Ghana 

	29., 30., 31. 
	13 
	Substantive 
	This standard describes requirementsprovides guidance  for surveillance, including the range of techniques methodologies available for different purposes and for specific types groups of pests. It should also provide information on surveillance for biodiversity maintenance, including new pests of the wild flora. Technical requirements regarding the level of confidence in results and the use of new diagnostic techniques need to be included.
	1) The purpose of the standard is to provide guidance, consistency with Title of the standard 2) techniques was replaced by methodologies according to the reason for the standard. 3) “Groups of pests” is more appropriate than “types of pests” 4) Surveillance for biodiversity maintenance seems to be too broad, and could be out of IPPC scope 5) The term "level of confidence" is confusing. It is not clear if it refers to statistical meaning or a kind of reliability among parties involved. In the first case, it wouldn't be appropriate to request statistical confidence regarding an international standard, but it could be an issue to agree on between parties. In the second case, it is also not clear what parameters are to determine the "level of confidence".
	English 
	Paraguay, Peru, Argentina

	32. 
	13 
	Substantive 
	This standard describes requirements for surveillance, including the range of techniques available for different purposes and for specific types of pests. It should also provide information on surveillance for biodiversity maintenance, including new pests of the wild flora. Technical requirements regarding the level of confidence in results and the use of new diagnostic techniques need to be included.
	1) Surveillance for biodiversity maitenance seems to be too broad, and could be out of IPPC scope 2) The reference to "level of confidence" is confusing. It is not clear if it refers to statistical meaning or a kind of reliability among parties involved. In the first case, it wouldn´t be appropriate to request statistical confidence regarding an international standard, but it could be an issue to agree between parties. In the second case, it is also not clear what parameters are to determine the level of confidence
	English 
	Brazil 

	33. 
	13 
	Technical 
	This standard describes requirements for surveillance, including the range of techniques available for different purposes and for specific types of pests. It should also provide information on surveillance for biodiversity maintenance, including new pests of the wild flora. Technical requirements regarding the level of confidence in results, data collection techniques and the use of new diagnostic techniques need to be included.
	how the data is collection will influence the validity of the outcomes of the surveillance

	English 
	Australia 

	34. 
	13 
	Technical 
	This standard describes requirements provides guidance for surveillance, including the range of techniques ﻿methodologies available for different purposes and for specific types ﻿groups of pests. It should also provide information on surveillance for biodiversity maintenance, including new pests of the wild flora. Technical requirements regarding the level of confidence in results and the use of new diagnostic techniques need to be included.
	1) For consistency with the title of the standard and purpose which is to provide guidance for surveillance 2) "Techniques" was replaced by "methodologies" according to the reason for the standard. 3) Groups of pests" is more appropriate than "types of pests"
	English 
	Uruguay 

	35. 
	13 
	Technical 
	This standard provides guidance describes requirements for surveillance, including the range of techniques methodologiesavailable for different purposes and for specific  types groups of pests. It should also provide information on surveillance for biodiversity maintenance, including new pests of the wild flora. Technical requirements regarding the level of confidence in results and the use of new diagnostic techniques need to be included.
	1) For consistency with the title of the standard and purpose which is to provide guidance for surveillance 2) "Techniques" was replaced by "methodologies" according to the reason for the standard. 3) Groups of pests" is more appropriate than "types of pests"
	English 
	Brazil 

	36. 
	15 
	Editorial 
	The Expert Working Group (EWG) should review information on new systems or methodologies of surveillance, including information on related operations and technical support, provided by national plant protection organizations (NPPOs).
	Not clear what "related operations and technical support" means. Does it refer specifically to operational/technical support by the NPPO? If so, delete the comma after "support".
	English 
	Canada 

	37., 38. 
	15 
	Technical 
	The Expert Working Group (EWG) should review information on new systems or methodologies of surveillance, including information on related operations and technical support, provided by national plant protection organizations (NPPOs).
	All systems should be reviewed, not only newer ones
	English 
	EPPO, European Union, Algeria 

	39., 40. 
	16 
	Editorial 
	The EWG should consider whether the use of ISPM 6:1997 over the 16 years since its adoption, the findings from the IPPC’s Implementation Review and Support System (IRSS) questionnaire, and the issues discussed at the Global Symposium on Plant Pest Surveillance indicate a need to change the format and content of this standard.
	The number 16 cannot be left in, as it makes the sentence unsustainable.
  
	English 
	EPPO, European Union, Algeria 

	41. 
	18 
	Substantive 
	1. guidance on surveillance methodologies used for different purposes and for specific types of pests 
	This seems like the heart of the standard. The main thing that needs to be harmonized is for each country to use the same survey methodology for similar situations, for example: fruit flies in citrus.
	English 
	United States of America 

	42. 
	18 
	Substantive 
	1. planning and design of surveillance activity
2. guidance on surveillance methodologies used for different purposes (for example delimiting survey or early detection) and for specific types of pests
	the first step for any surveillance is the planning and design of the activity to ensure that the desired outcomes are met. For different purposes, giving some examples may improve clarity of this point
	English 
	Australia 

	43. 
	18 
	Substantive 
	1. guidance on surveillance methodologies used for different purposes and for specific groups types of pests 
	See comments paragraph 13
	English 
	Paraguay 

	44. 
	18 
	Substantive 
	1. guidance on surveillance methodologies used for different purposes and for specific types groups of pests 
	See comments paragraph 13
	English 
	Argentina 

	45., 46. 
	18 
	Technical 
	1. guidance on surveillance methodologies used for different purposes and for specific types groups  of pests 
	See comments in paragraph 13
	English 
	Uruguay, Brazil

	47. 
	19 
	Substantive 
	1. more detail on general surveillance procedures
2. Information on the application and scope of general surveillance versus specific surveillance
a. When is general surveillance sufficient (or the weight of evidence sufficient) to say a pest is present or not
b.  The role of negative data (pest not detected versus pest not known to occur)
c. How to use surveillance data (general and specific) to describe the status of a pest in an area
d. The role of surveillance data in determining pest free status or areas of low pest prevalance. 
	For item 2, see general comment. For new item 3, we believe the focus of the standard should be on how information gained from general and specific surveillance is used to communicate with trading partners about pest presence in an area. The amount of proof needed, determining the appropriate type(s) of survey to conduct, and how that data is effectively communicated are all points for harmonization between countries.
  
	English 
	United States of America 

	48. 
	19 
	Substantive 
	1. more detail on general surveillance procedures 
2. Information on the application and scope of general surveillance versus specific surveillance
a. when general surveillance is sufficient (or the weight of evidence sufficient) to determine if a pest is present or not
b. the role and use of negative data (pest not detected versus pest not known to occur
c how to use surveillance data (general or specific) to describe the status of a pest in an area
d the role of surveillance data in determining pest free status or areas of low pest prevalence
	The focus of the standard should include how information gained from general and specific surveillance is used to communicate with trading partners about pest presence in an area. The amount of proof needed, determinng appropriate types of survey to conduct and how that data is effectively communicated are all points for harmonisation between countries.
	English 
	Australia 

	49., 51. 
	19 
	Substantive 
	1. more detail on general surveillance procedures for general surveys

	general procedures are described more precisely there, and specific procedures will be included in the next bullet.
	English 
	EPPO, European Union

	50. 
	19 
	Substantive 
	1. more detail on general surveillance procedures, including guidelines for acceptability of general surveillance information in lieu, or in support of, specific survey data in declarations of pest status﻿ 
	Adding text to include guidelines for accepting previously available survey data.
	English 
	Canada 

	52. 
	20 
	Editorial 
	1. information on specific surveillance procedures, such as surveillance sampling, the minimum requirements to meet a target level of confidence in glasshouse, forest and field situations (including pest and commodity or host surveys), and the tools and methodologies to determine measure the level of confidence 
	Level of confidence can't be measured, so 'determined' is a better word

	English 
	Australia 

	53. 
	20 
	Substantive 
	1. 3. information on specific surveillance procedures for specific surveys (, such as detection, delimiting, and monitoring surveys), such as surveillance sampling,  required to meet a definedthe minimum requirements to meet a target level of confidence in glasshouse, forest and field situations (including pest and commodity or host surveys), and the tools and methodologies to measure the level of confidence
	These should be explained on how to use and when as definitions are given in ISPM 5 and terms mentioned in ISPM 6 current text. They should appear also in specification.
  
	English 
	EPPO 

	54. 
	20 
	Substantive 
	1. information on specific surveillance procedures, such as surveillance sampling, tools and methodologies applied in different situations the minimum requirements to meet a target level of confidence (e.g in glasshouse, forest and field) situations (including pest and commodity or host surveys), and the tools and methodologies to measure the level of confidence
	The reference to "level of confidence" is confusing. It is not clear if it refers to statistical meaning or a kind of reliability among parties involved. On the other hand ISPM 6 is a "Guideline" that provides general guidance on surveillance, it is not possible to establish an uniform level of confidence for the different surveillance methods that could be used for different pests, hosts and situations, as mentioned in this item 3
	English 
	Uruguay 

	55. 
	20 
	Substantive 
	1. information on specific surveillance procedures, such as surveillance sampling, tools and methodologies applied in different situations (e.g. glasshouse, forest and field) the minimum requirements to meet a target level of confidence in glasshouse, forest and field situations (including pest and commodity or host surveys), and the tools and methodologies to measure the level of confidence 
	The term "level of confidence" is confusing. It is not clear if it refers to statistical meaning or a kind of reliability among parties involved. On the other hand, once the ISPM 6 is a “Guideline” that provides general guidance on surveillance, it is not possible to establish a uniform level of confidence for the different surveillance methods that could be used for different pests, hosts and situations, as mentioned in this item 3.
	English 
	Paraguay 

	56. 
	20 
	Substantive 
	1. information on specific surveillance procedures, such as surveillance sampling, the minimum requirements to meet a target level of confidence in glasshouse, forest and field situations (including pest and commodity or host surveys), and the tools and methodologies to measure the level of confidence  tools and methodologies applied in different situations (e.q. glasshouse, forest and field)
	The term "level of confidence" is confusing. It is not clear if it refers to statistical meaning or a kind of reliability among parties involved. On the other hand, once the ISPM 6 is a “Guideline” that provides general guidance on surveillance, it is not possible to establish a uniform level of confidence for the different surveillance methods that could be used for different pests, hosts and situations.
	English 
	Peru 

	57. 
	20 
	Substantive 
	1. information on specific surveillance procedures methodologies, such as surveillance sampling, tools and methodologies applied in different situations (e.g. glasshouse, forest and field)the minimum requirements to meet a target level of confidence in glasshouse, forest and field situations (including pest and commodity or host surveys), and the tools and methodologies to measure the level of confidence
	The term "level of confidence" is confusing. It is not clear if it refers to statistical meaning or a kind of reliability among parties involved. On the other hand, once the ISPM 6 is a “Guideline” that provides general guidance on surveillance, it is not possible to establish a uniform level of confidence for the different surveillance methods that could be used for different pests, hosts and situations, as mentioned in this item 3.
	English 
	Argentina 

	58. 
	20 
	Substantive 
	1. information on specific surveillance procedures, such as surveillance sampling, tools and methodologies applied in different situations  the minimum requirements to meet a target level of confidence (e.g. in glasshouse, forest and field). situations (including pest and commodity or host surveys), and the tools and methodologies to measure the level of confidence 
	The reference to "level of confidence" is confusing. It is not clear if it refers to statistical meaning or a kind of reliability among parties involved. On the other hand ISPM 6 is a "Guideline" that provides general guidance on surveillance, it is not possible to establish an uniform level of confidence for the different surveillance methods that could be used for different pests, hosts and situations, as mentioned in this item 3
	English 
	Brazil 

	59. 
	20 
	Substantive 
	1. 3. information on specific surveillance procedures for specific surveys (, such as detection, delimiting, and monitoring surveys), such as surveillance sampling,  required to meet a definedthe minimum requirements to meet a target level of confidence in glasshouse, forest and field situations (including pest and commodity or host surveys), and the tools and methodologies to measure the level of confidence
	These should be explained on how to use and when as definitions are given in ISPM 5 and terms mentioned in ISPM 6 current text. They should appear also in specification.
	English 
	European Union 

	60. 
	22 
	Substantive 
	a.      requirements for staff training on the surveillance system

	Guidance on staff training might be appropriate content in a standard where requirements for staff training are related to approval of a surveillance system – for instance requirements for surveillance that have been negotiated bilaterally to facilitate trade
	English 
	United States of America, Australia 

	61. 
	23 
	Substantive 
	b.      priority setting for surveillance programmes
	Delete this point. Prioritization is an issue of national concern, not an issue for harmonization between countries. While this sort of guidance may be needed, it is not appropriate for a standard and would be better placed in a technical manual.
	English 
	United States of America, Australia 

	62. 
	24 
	Substantive 
	c.      information management systems for easy data entry and retrieval
	Same as US comment for paragraph 23 – this is not an issue for harmonization between countries and therefore is not appropriate content for a standard. This sort of guidance might be better placed in a technical manual.
	English 
	United States of America 

	63. 
	24 
	Substantive 
	c.      information management systems for easy data entry, and retrieval and analysis
	guidance on how data can be used would be helpful
	English 
	Australia 

	64. 
	25 
	Technical 
	d.      auditing by the NPPO of the survey delivery providers﻿
	Adding text to specify who is being audited and by whom.
	English 
	Canada 

	65. 
	27 
	Substantive 
	f.       collection , processing and preservation of specimen material
﻿g.     fcilities for storage
﻿h.      records on preserved specimen
	additional tasks
  
	English 
	Ghana 

	66. 
	27 
	Technical 
	f.       collection and preservation of specimen material for lab sample submission and as reference material for training﻿
	To clarify if it is sample handling and preparation for lab submission or the preservation of reference material for training, preliminary diagnostics etc.
	English 
	Canada 

	67., 68. 
	28 
	Editorial 
	1. recognition of the tools available for surveillance systems, including new diagnostic methodologies, accreditation of diagnostic laboratories, online diagnostic services and pictorial diagnostic manuals and when they might be effectively used. This standard would mention these elements but they would be described elsewhere, for example under ISPM 27:2006
	in line with comment on para 15
	English 
	EPPO, European Union, Algeria 

	69. 
	28 
	Substantive 
	1. recognition ﻿information onof the tools available for surveillance systems, including new diagnostic methodologies, accreditation of diagnostic laboratories, online diagnostic services and pictorial diagnostic manuals and when they might be effectively used. This standard would only mention these elements but they would be described elsewhere, for example under ISPM 27:2006
	1) It is not appropriate to use the term "recognition" if these elements would not be described in the Standard, they will be only mentioned. The EWG should provide information on available tools for surveillance systems including new diagnostic methodologies and so on. 2) Accreditation of diagnostic laboratories should not be under this standard. 3) To clarify that diagnostic methodologies are described in ISPM 27:2006
	English 
	Uruguay 

	70. 
	28 
	Substantive 
	1. recognition of the tools available for surveillance systems, including new diagnostic methodologies, sampling procedures, reporting procedures,accreditation of diagnostic laboratories, online diagnostic services and pictorial diagnostic manuals and when they might be effectively used. This standard would mention these elements but they would be described elsewhere, for example under ISPM 27:2006
	Additional tasks
	English 
	Ghana 

	71., 72., 73., 74. 
	28 
	Substantive 
	1. recognition information onof the tools available for surveillance systems, including new diagnostic methodologies, accreditation of diagnostic laboratories, online diagnostic services and pictorial diagnostic manuals and when they might be effectively used. This standard would only mention these elements but they would be described elsewhere, for example under ISPM 27:2006
	1) It is not appropriate to use the term “recognition”, if these elements would not be described in this Standard. They will be only mentioned. The EWG should provide the information on available tools for surveillance systems including new diagnostic methodologies and so on. 3) The accreditation of diagnostic laboratories should not be under this standard 4) To clarify that diagnostic methodologies are described in ISPM 27.
	English 
	Paraguay, Peru, Argentina, Brazil

	75. 
	29 
	Substantive 
	1. information on ways that NPPOs can cooperate with each other on surveillance; for example, on diagnostic protocols, data banks and surveillance methodologies 
	Suggest deleting. This is an idea that would be better placed in a manual, not in a standard.
	English 
	United States of America 

	76., 79. 
	29 
	Substantive 
	1. 6. information on ways that NPPOs can cooperate with each other on surveillance; for example, on diagnostic protocols, data banks and surveillance methodologies, also early warning systems linked with information technology
2. ﻿﻿7. short information and links to the reporting obligation and information sharing with other countries under IPPC obligations should be provided (convention, ISPM 17)

	Specific programs are available that can compile information and automatically send warnings of pests to involved responsible bodies (by previously set parameters by professionals in the sphere of action). Such programs are also used to get warnings of animal or human diseases. Link to ISPM 17 should be provided and information given that there is an obligation to report results of surveillances by sharing information. (Additional information should be added to existing standards section 5.) Link to other appropriate standards (ISPM 17., 23..etc.) should be provided
	English 
	EPPO, European Union, Algeria 

	77. 
	29 
	Substantive 
	1. information on ways that NPPOs can cooperate with each other on surveillance; for example, on diagnostic protocols, data banks and surveillance methodologies, or develop harmonized survey annexes for specific pests﻿
	adding text to specify that, similar to that achieved with ISPM 26 on fruit flies, annexes could be published on specific pests.
  
	English 
	Canada 

	78. 
	29 
	Substantive 
	1. information on ways that NPPOs can cooperate with each other on surveillance; for example, on diagnostic protocols, data banks ,and surveillance methodologies and reporting procedures
	additioal task
  
	English 
	Ghana 

	80. 
	30 
	Substantive 
	1. a section that provides requirements for the management of surveillance programmes, including legislation and policy development; financial mechanisms for funding such programmes (including information on agreements with stakeholders); training of staff; and advocacy, awareness-raising and communications (particularly with stakeholders and between agencies when more than one agency is involved) 
	Most of this is not useful for harmonization purposes. While it may be important for a country to develop advocacy materials, this is not something any of that country’s trading partners would need to be concerned with. This information is better placed in a technical manual as well.
	English 
	United States of America 

	81., 83. 
	30 
	Substantive 
	1. a section that describesprovides requirements for the componentsmanagement of a successful surveillance programmes, including legislation and policy development; financial mechanisms for funding such programmes (including information on agreements with stakeholders); training of staff; and advocacy, awareness-raising and communications (particularly with stakeholders and between agencies when more than one agency is involved) 
	"requirements" would be unnecessarily binding for the legislative, policy and financial implications stated afterwards.
	English 
	EPPO, European Union

	82. 
	30 
	Substantive 
	1. a section that provides requirements for the management of surveillance programmes, including legislation and policy development; financial mechanisms for funding such programmes (including information on agreements with stakeholders);use of third-party entities; training of staff; and advocacy, awareness-raising and outreach communications (particularly with to stakeholders and between agencies when more than one agency is involved) 
	Modifying/simplifying text for clarity and remove reference to financial mechanisms as this is not pertinent to this standard emphasizing on the use of third-party service providers
	English 
	Canada 

	84. 
	40 
	Editorial 
	An EWG of five to eight phytosanitary experts who between among them have practical expertise in designing and undertaking surveillance programmes for quarantine pests; experience with different surveillance methodologies; statistical knowledge of levels of confidence associated with surveillance strategies; and management of surveillance programmes.
	for clarity
 
	English 
	Ghana 
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