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COMMISSION ON PHYTOSANITARY MEASURES

Third Session

Rome, 7 – 11 April 2008 

Adoption of international standards - under the fast-track process

Agenda Item 9.3 of the Provisional Agenda

I. Introduction

1.
This document presents an update on the draft International Standards for Phytosanitary Measures (ISPMs) that have gone out for member consultation since the second session of the Commission on Phytosanitary Measures (CPM) in 2007 under the fast-track process.
2.
The fast-track standard setting process, under which draft diagnostic protocols and phytosanitary treatments are submitted, was adopted by ICPM-6 (2004) to facilitate the adoption of technical standards. The procedure indicates that if no formal objection is received on a draft standard after the 100 day consultation period then the draft standard is included on the agenda of the next session of the CPM for adoption without discussion. If one or more formal objections are received during the consultation period, the Secretariat will try to resolve the issue(s) with the country(ies) concerned. The fast-track process makes no provision for member comments.
3.
The draft IPPC standard setting procedure (see agenda item 9.5) proposes some changes to the fast-track standard setting process (renamed "special standard setting process"). It is proposed that the special standard setting process, when adopted, could be applied to the standards currently being processed under the fast-track process.
II. Draft diagnostic protocol on Thrips palmi
4.
The Technical Panel on Diagnostic Protocols (TPDP) oversees the development of diagnostic protocols under the fast-track process and in accordance with ISPM No. 27 (Diagnostic protocols for regulated pests). The TPDP recommends draft diagnostic protocols to the Standards Committee (SC) who in turn approve them for member consultation.
5.
A draft diagnostic protocol on Thrips palmi was submitted for member consultation under the fast-track process on 20 June 2007 and the deadline for formal objections was 30 September 2007.
6.
Formal objections were received from Argentina, Australia, Brazil, Bolivia, Chile, Japan, Paraguay, Uruguay and Comite de Sanidad Vegetal del Cono Sur (COSAVE). In addition to formal objections, comments were received from some of these countries and from Costa Rica, El Salvador, France, the United States and the European and Mediterranean Plant Protection Organization (EPPO).
7.
The Secretariat, with assistance from experts in the TPDP, attempted to resolve the formal objections, which resulted in some being withdrawn. Two formal objections (from Australia and Japan) remain and a paper has been submitted by Australia to the CPM (CPM 2008/INF/7, agenda item 9.3.1).
8.
In the attempt to resolve the formal objections and considering that some of the comments improved the text, the diagnostic protocol was modified. The revised draft was presented to the SC in November 2007 and the modifications were discussed. One member of the SC raised a concern that one of the formal objections was not based on a technical issue but rather a more philosophical issue of who was expected to use the diagnostic protocol. The SC recalled that it had previously agreed with the TPDP decision that the diagnostic protocols were to provide guidance to experienced diagnosticians on how to carry out the diagnoses and should not be a standard operating procedure.
9.
The SC thanked the various experts for their efforts to move the draft diagnostic protocol forward and agreed that if the formal objections were not withdrawn by the end of December 2007, the SC would recommend to the CPM that the standard setting work programme be adjusted to move the diagnostic protocol on Thrips palmi from the fast-track process to the regular process.
10.
The draft will be made available to the SC and put on the agenda of the May 2008 meeting of the SC-7. The SC and SC-7 will have to consider the remaining formal objections and comments. The CPM is therefore invited to give guidance to the SC on how to deal with the issues raised in CPM 2008/INF/7.
11.
As the text in the draft diagnostic protocol has been substantially changed, the SC-7 will also need to decide whether to send the draft for an additional member consultation period or to the next CPM for adoption. The diagnostic protocol on Thrips palmi could be recommended by the SC for adoption at CPM-4 (2009).
III. Draft phytosanitary treatments - fourteen irradiation treatments

12.
The Technical Panel on Phytosanitary Treatments (TPPT) oversees the development of phytosanitary treatments under the fast-track process and in accordance with ISPM No. 28 (Phytosanitary treatments for regulated pests). The TPPT recommends draft phytosanitary treatments to the SC who in turn approve them for member consultation.
13.
The following fourteen (14) draft phytosanitary treatments were submitted for member consultation under the fast-track standard setting process on 23 October 2007 and the deadline for formal objections was 31 January 2008:
· Irradiation treatment for Anastrepha obliqua
· Irradiation treatment for Anastrepha ludens 
· Irradiation treatment for Anastrepha serpentina
· Irradiation treatment for Bactrocera jarvisi
· Irradiation treatment for Bactrocera tryoni
· Irradiation treatment for Conotrachelus nenuphar

· Irradiation treatment for Cydia pomonella

· Irradiation treatment for Cylas formicarius elegantulus

· Irradiation treatment for Euscepes postfasciatus

· Irradiation treatment for fruit flies of the family Tephritidae (generic)

· Irradiation treatment for Grapholita molesta

· Irradiation treatment for Grapholita molesta under hypoxia

· Irradiation treatment for Omphisa anastomosalis
· Irradiation treatment for Rhagoletis pomonella

14.
Formal objections were received from Argentina, Japan and the Republic of Korea. In addition, comments were received from some of these countries and from Australia, China, Lebanon, Mexico, Philippines and EPPO.
15.
The Secretariat, with assistance from experts in the TPPT, has begun work to attempt to resolve these formal objections. As the deadline for formal objections was 31 January 2008, there has been insufficient time to resolve the formal objections prior to the CPM.
16.
If the "special standard setting process" proposed under agenda item 9.5 is adopted, the comments and formal objections received would be submitted to the TPPT and SC for consideration.
17.
If the drafts are changed, the SC may consider the changes significant and may therefore need to decide whether to send the draft phytosanitary treatments for an additional member consultation period. If there are no formal objections after this consultation, the phytosanitary treatments could be recommended by the SC for adoption at CPM-4 (2009).
18.
The CPM is invited to:
1. Note the status of the draft standards under the fast-track process.
2. Agree to move all draft standards under the fast-track process into the "special standard setting process" if this process is adopted as part of the IPPC standard setting procedure (agenda item 9.5).

3. Decide on how to proceed with the draft diagnostic protocol on Thrips palmi (regular process or special standard setting process) and give guidance to the SC on how to deal with the issues raised in CPM 2008/INF/7.
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