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(1) hE¥p+= % FAEE SR (ISPM No.5) M IE
1994-001: Draft Amendments to ISPM 5: Glossary of Phytosanitary terms

Comm. (Para. Comment |Comment Explanation
no. no. type
38 Substantive  |Airport, seaport, land border point or any other locationland This is the regional comment made by the 14th APPPC Regional
borderpeint officially designated for the importation of Workshop on Review of draft ISPMs (IPPX Workshop) which was
consignments ;and/or the entrance of passengers_and crew  [held from 28 October to 1 November 2013 in Seoul, Korea.
BHOBA, RU-XIEHRERVIIL—O ABRD=HIZ4MIHE |HaAVE, 201310 A28 M 51118 ITA T TEREICTHMESH
FEahiZmE, giE, A A XSO HOHSEFmESED (E4RT T  ATFEEDIEEZE SISPMESFHIRT——3 397
s (F2: v L) TRRESh-LOTHY . AlRELRY EEIAVRELTIRE
THIEES TS,
HNECERSFEER.
153 Substantive |The scientific and economic rationale that algae and fungi need |The reason why algae and fungi need to be protected under the

to be protected under the IPPC should be provided.

RERUVEHRZIPPCOT TRET ~ELT HHFM - REIRN
EHLAITTAZE,

IPPC should be clarified. "Consistent with the International Code of
Nomenclature for algae, fungi, and plants” may not answer this
question.

IPPCIZHE T HIEM D REEE, EFGE- BR- s AR -t
AR DONTHERT DLENH S,




(2) EFEEEE=E T D RIEAEDICE T 58 EREM DBE

2005-004: Movement of growing media in association with plants for planting in international trade

Comm|Para. |Comment |Comment Explanation
no. no. |type

119 Editorial This standard provides guidance for the evaluation of pest risks-asseciated-with of This is the regional comment made by the 14th
growing media-aceempanying in association with plants for planting and describes APPPC Regional Workshop on Review of draft
phytosanitary measures to facilitate pest risk management of such growing media used in [ISPMs.
the international-mevement-of plantsfor-planting trade. Scope should be consistent with the title.
AT, HIEAEY I REL B AER ICHSRERVAVETMT S OIEHER | T§EEXISPMEOBEA L—BIEHE,
L, -t REDoEBNEBEE S CEAY LU REREHORERYAVEERE
BRILTH-OOEYREREICODVTHRATLVS,

2|33 Editorial A number of growing media are recognized internationally as high-risk pathways for the  [To ensure consistency between paragraphs [12] and
introduction and spread of quarantine requlated pests. [27].
BEOBRIBAEMN L, BERHAEDHENORARVFAEOIRIOE VBB THIE /(55571227 E— RSt B8,
EiRrIZEZM S TS,

3|37 Editorial For the evaluation of pest risks of growing media accempanying associated with plants for|This is the regional comment made by the 14th
planting, the NPPO of the importing country should carry out PRA in accordance with APPPC Regional Workshop on Review of draft
ISPM 2:2007 and ISPM 11:2004, including the consideration of pest risk factors of various|ISPMs.
growing media described in this standard. It should be noted that pests carried with the  |The same reason as No. 1.
growing medium accompanying a plant may be pests of other plants. A2 hNo1 LD A,

4|74 Substantive [APPENDIX ANMEX 1a: Pest risks of various constituents of growing media This is the regional comment made by the 14th
APPENDIX ANNEX 1b: Growing media associated with plants that may be considered APPPC Regional Workshop on Review of draft

77 low pest risk ISPMs.
i MRS BHHIERLNDLEODOT, BEFRELTRER T
HATRETRE,

5(90 Substantive |Fungi Because Synchytrium is not a member of ]

0 Tilletia oomycetes but a member of Fungi. Phyfophthora is

0 Synchytrium

Phytophthora -and-other-comysetes Oomycetes
[ Phytophthora

a member of comycetes.

Synchytrium &3 BRE £ (Oomycetes) Tkl E 4
(Fungi) IZBL. Phytophthora BIZENEEIZE T 1=
&)o .




() ENTEEBO=HDIEMRETFE
2005-010: Phytosanitary Procedures for Fruit Fly (Tephritidae ) Management

Comm. |Para. |Comment |Comment Explanation
no. no. |type
G Substantive |This Annex may be made into Appendix. This is the regional comment made by the 14th APPPC
Regional Workshop on Review of draft ISPMs.
;ﬁj@;ﬁ%ﬁfaw‘m\w’& BEFBELTHNER T THHTERE
N a
3|12 Editorial The objectives-for-each-strategy-are: This is the regional comment made by the 14th APPPC

13 4-Forsuppression—to-reduce-the-fruit fly population-in-an-infested-area-below |Regional Workshop on Review of draft ISPMs.

14 an-econemic-threshold

15 2. For-containment—to-preventthe-spread-of the-fruit-fly-from-an-infested-area |/ {T18LIRICEHIEE O BRMIAREHSNTIVSH,

16 to-an-adjasent-RFR-REA )

50 Substantive [Mechanical and cultural control procedures reduce the accumulation of fruit fly |Fruit bagging, one of the mechanical and cultural control
populations by preventing_infestation and the development of fruit flies in fruits |procedures, is used for preventing infestation, not for
and soil. These controls include phytosanitary procedures such as orchard preventing the development of fruit flies in fruits.
sanitation, fruit stripping, ploughing, ground swamping, pruning, host tree-_ Fruit flies infest not only fruits in trees but also vegetables
plant removal, fruit bagging, host-free periods, use of resistant varieties, and |such as melon and cucumbers,
trap cropping.
WM R URBNSRTEL, ERRULIERICBILINATOFERUME |#AHE ENTOIREICHETEEI (ER HiEZE#HETS
#HCIEIZES T, SATEEHOENER L SED, CHbOIFRRICIE. REE |8,
DEAEEE, RERE, TSR, TIEBEE, IE. BERENORKRE, BE [F=, I/ATIFEAIC ﬁk%%%f*ﬁ'(‘ﬁ( )‘EU"P#:L’?U&):(D
QHEMT, BEFTEYE., ERESEOER. RELSYIERLRE OEYRE |RRICVHFLETHH
FiEMEFEND,

66 Substantive |The altitude and speed of aerial application depends on several factors, As described in the previous sentence in the same paragraph,

including wind velocity, temperature, cloud cover, and topography of the

terrain. Gommonly-used-altitudesrange-from-100-to-130-m-above-the-plant
canopy-for-aeroplanes-and-60-to-95-m-fer-helicopters—and-speedsrange-from
120-t0-196-kmth-

ERHANEERLUAE—FE, BE, [R. EEZOEESUMBEESCER
DNEFRICE>TERSIND ., BELRE RFHOHE I E 01005 51304—
A AT a—0IR S 160505 A= L ETH L R E=FF120/5
190kmth TH S

the altitude and speed of aerial application depends on
geographical and climatic conditions. Therefore the altitudes
range should be deleted.

FINTTZIDE2XIBHIN TS ERY, ZHEFAOERD
RATHAOAY D TEA—DFEOEE (T IR RIEEGFICLYE
HAZENS, IR HMEFAL,




10

75

Substantive

Mass trapping uses trapping systems at high density to suppress fruit fly
populations in commercial fruit-orchardsfruit and vegetable production sites.
Although recent development of less expensive trap devices, longer lasting
lures, and better killing agent formulations has significantly reduced the costs
of mass trapping, it continues to be expensive and is essentially limited to
protecting high-value crops. In general, mass trapping procedures are the
same as for traps used for survey purposes (ISPM 26:2006, Appendix 1).
Traps should be deployed in the erchards fruit and vegetable production sites
early in the season when the first adult flies move into the-erehards them and
populations are still at low levels.

Because fruit flies infest not only fruits in trees but also
vegetables such as melon and cucumbers, "orchards" should
be replaced with "fruit and vegetable production sites".

SATIFERICHS R TAAD DOF IR EDTHEIC
HBFET BH7-8. orchards%fruit and vegetable production sites
ICE#]RALAE,




(4) A+ OERMBEICET A SHENBIHDOIRIEE

2006-029: Management of pest risks associated with international movement of wood

Comm.|Para. [Comment [Comment Explanation
no. no. |type
119 Substantive |Wood packaging material is cevered within the scope of ISPM |As WPM are treated and marked in accordance with ISPM 15,
15:2009. Woed-packaging-material-that-has-netbeentreated  |the sentence may result in confusion in handling of WPM. To
and-marked-in-compliance-with 1SPM-15:2000-and-is-moved-in |avoid confusion, the sentence should be deleted.
international-trade-is-covered-within-the-scope-of-this-standard-
A ZABHIIISPM No 16ETNWTRBRUEFRINTEY, &
A ZABHIL, ISPM15:20000 AR FEHICEFEN TV, XIFAMZABHDFEWNITREZBLETNDH D10, AXITHI
1SPM15:2000I= ot LB R UR—o4 BB N TBET 5 |[RT S,
FH S ARSI E TN S
2|174 |Substantive |As many wood pests are specific to particular tree species or  [This is the regional comment made by the 14th APPPC Regional

genera, phytosanitary import requirements are often
accordingly specific. Therefore, verification of the wood species
should be undertaken to determine that the consignment
complies with phytosanitary import requirements_except wood
chips, sawdust, wood wool and wood residues.-

ZLDAMERL, BEDHIEE-ZHEICRELLOTHHTE
ho, EMRERMAZHLZ{OBRICBVWTENMNTHS, LIz
MoT, BRAMEVIREMAZHISES L TL AN EIDEFIER
TREHIT, AMTFVT | BIKS | RERUEMZRE  WiEDHE
YT B oF (AN b (N ERALY AN

Workshop on Review of draft ISPMs.

RO




(5) A FYDWEIFRE D REZEH ORI (ISPM 27D 4 RE)
DRAFT ANNEX to ISPM 27:2006 — Xanthomonas citri subsp. citri (2004-011)

Comm.|Para. Comment [Comment Explanation
no. no. type

1 19 |Substantive |Note: Xcc has been recently reclassified from-the-A-pathotype X. These modificaitons are consistent with classification of
axonopodis pv. citri (X. campeslris pv. cifri pathotype A). The Vauterin et af. (1995)*' and Schaad et al.(2006)*2.
nomenclature of Gabriel et al. (1989) has been reinstated and the accepted| *1 Para[176] :Vauterin et al. (1995) Reclassification of
name for the citrus bacterial canker pathogen is now X. citri subsp. ¢ifri  |Xanthomonas. International Journal of Systematic Bacteriology,
(Bull et al., 2010; Schaad et al., 2006). The B-and-C-pathotypesof X 45 472-489.
axenopedis-pv-sitri other pathotypes of X. campestris pv. citri have been | *2 Para[173] :Schaad et al. (2008). Emended classification of
reclassified as X. fuscans SUbSp aurantifolii (pathotype B, C and D) or X. xanthomonad pathogens on citrus. Systematic and App"ed
alfalfae_subsp. citrumelonis (pathotype E) (Schaad et al., 2006). Microbiology, 29: 690 -695.
IR Bk XeelZARBMELX axonopodis pv. citri (X. campestris pv. citri OA  [Vauterinis(1995) K U'Schaad 5(2008)D kI #LMEE,
BRI MBS ESh T, Gabriel et al. (1989) ICXk2FEaiA % (1989) A% | (X, campestris pv. citri ®ARKIEE! [£X. axonopodis pv. citri, B.
AL, BE. A FVHEEMOEIFEORREL, X. citri subsp. citri&@>T |CRUDRKEE EX. fuscans subsp. aurantifolii, EfEREEEX.
V5 (Bull et al., 2010; Schaad et al., 2006) , X—axenecpedis-pv-—CitriBB—C |alfalfa subsp. citrumelonis)
JRIREUE X, campestris pv. mtrld)ﬂﬁo)ﬂ?f&li X. fuscans subsp.
aurantifolii (B, CRUDKRE)EX. alfalfae subsp. citrumelonis(EfFRE)IZ
B 4ash=(Schaad et al. 2006),

2 51 [Substantive |However, the Hartung primers do not detect the atypical Xcc strains A*and |According to Cubero and Graham (2002) on which PCR
Aw or X. fuscans subsp. aurantifolii. In situations where the presence of  |protocol in this draft is based, the Hartung (1993) primers can
atypical Xcc strains-A*and Aw are suspected — for example, where citrus |detect Xcc strains A*.
canker symptoms are observed on the hosts C. aurantiifolia (Mexican lime)
and C. macrophylla Webster (Alemow) — both primer sets should be used. |AZE7OrILOPCRIETE OIRPLITHEREAH>TLVHCubero and

Graham (2002) @RIkt lE, Hartungs (1993) DTS A< —

LALLM S, Hartung® 754 7 —Id, JETE BIXcoE#RAS AW R (X, [FXce strains A*E R TELESh TS T28,
FuscansHEiE aurantifoliiZigHH ¢ A &340y, IEER XcoH AL AWD
FEMNEDNLIKE —PIZIEALFYDDNIIFEOERNEETHAC.
aurantiifolia(AF<Hh 54 L) BUC. macrophylla Webster (Alemow) T#R
BEINSE—WmADTSAv—tyrEEHT 2 ETHD,




89

Substantive

Isolation of Xcc from asymptomatic plants on semi-selective media can be
achieved by washing the leaf or fruit samples in peptone buffer,
concentrating the supernatant, and then plating onto the media (Verdier et
al., 2008). Ten leaves or one fruit constitute a sample.

Note: Apparently healthy mature Satsuma mandarin fruit is not tHe source
of infection of Xanthomonas citri subsp. citri.

SRR EE F O BEIRED M B XecR ST B ICE, RTMVBEIR TEE-
[FREAEEEL, LEAFRLSBL. TORIEMTESET S (Verdier et al.
2008), 10DENIF1 2D REEM B LTI ELTD,

fi) SHRR LSRN AN ADRBRREEHFUYNDEIREDERRICES
LY

According to Shiotani ef al. (2008)*1 and Shiotani et al.

(2009)**, apparently healthy mature Satsuma mandarin fruit is
not the source of infection of Xanthomonas citri subsp. citri.

*1 Shiotani et al. (2008) J. Gen. Plant Pathol. 74 (2) : 133-137
*2 Shiotani et al. (2009} Crop protection 28 (1) : 19-23

Shiotani et al. (2008) B.U'Shiotani et al. (2009)I2&hu (X, M ER{E
SHRMADADBRREEHLEVANEIFDIELERIES
ENELTNST=8,

90

Substantive

Samples are shaken for 20 min at room temperature in 50 ml peptone
buffer (NaCl, 8.5 g; peptone, 1 g; Tween® 20, 250 pi; distilled water, 1 litre;
pH 7.2). For bulked samples, 100 leaves in 200 ml peptone buffer can be
used. Individual fruits are shaken for 20 min at room temperature in sterile
bags containing 50 ml peptone buffer.

Note: Apparently healthy mature Satsuma mandarin fruit is not the source
of infection of Xanthomonas citri subsp. citri.

EBO50IYY YR DR TR TR (NaCI, 8.5 g; XTFh. 1 g: Tween®
20,250 pl; 3 EK. 1 1;pH:7.2) DR T, Yo7 LE20H MIRESE 5, YT
ILAKETHAESIZIE, 200mORTFAREEICANT=100M O ELEH
ENiGH, RETHIE, SOmMORF U BEESAARERICTEAThO
BEE AN, ERT0HBIRSESA5,

ﬁiI) NEBRETENADADEBRRETH T YDNLSIBOEERIZES
LY

The same as paragraphs [89].

185595 289ERC,




94

Substantive

The minimum requirements for identification are isolation of the bacterium
and a positive result from either (1) PCR using two sets of primers(see
section 4.1) and (3) pathogenicity testing by inoculation of citrus hosts to
fulfil the requirements of Koch's postulates(see sections 4.3 and 3.1.6) or
each-of the-three-technigques—{1)-PCR using-two-sets-of primers{see
section4-1): (2) double antibody sandwich (DAS)-ELISA or indirect ELISA
using specific monoclonal antibodies (see sections 4.2 and 4.2.1); and (3)
pathogenicity testing by inoculation of citrus hosts to fulfil the requirements
of Koch's postulates (see sections 4.3 and 3.4-5 3.1.6). Additional tests
(see sections 4.4 and 4.5) may be done to further characterize the strain
present. In all tests, positive and negative controls must be included. The
recommended techniques are described in the following sections.

Hﬁmm{&%mﬁﬁﬁm’\%m&a@%ﬁmw%@%m
THE () (R2)IBUE)BUIZ, (1)* RUE)E RZQQ)F*RUVG) DL
hhOHAEShENSELNABEERTHD FETIEREREICHELMNE
AT A8 BNEE (72304 4R V4. 528 08) e gETH D,
¥(1) 2D FSAY—%{ERTHPCR(EYav4. 125 H)

(2) BEOEIO—UHRFEEZERLTO ZHREY R vF (DAS)-ELISA
ERSRAEELISAL (£33 4 2R U4.2. 128 18)

(3) Koch®RRIEE =T =DM AZTDBEE~DEEICLDFRERR
(£92av4 3R U34-53.1.658B) DLN\ThhOfiAEht

It is not necessary to conduct both (1) PCR and (2) ELISA for
the minimum requirements for identification. Either conducting
(1) PCR or (2) ELISA, and inoculation test are enough for the
purpose.

REZE{TI=OITRIELELEMEE, (1)PCRREV(2)ELISADT
FEERTIMHEITEL (1)PCRIILQ)ELISAR L EEHEBTRE
Vst

It may be appropriate that inoculation testing refers to section
3.1.6 "Bioassays", not section 3.1.5 "Interpretation of results
from conventional and real-time PCR "
EESBRAISEEZ3A.5(RER)TILIA LPCRIERDHIE)
T, 3.6 FTutA) AES,

107

Substantive

The size of amplified product by PCR primer J-Rxg/JRXc used in
identification should be described.

EEEIZHWAPCRTS 4 v —J-Rxg/IRXcIZ KB H+( XEEHTAE,

The size of amplified products made by PCR is essential
information in determining positive or negative for
indentification.

BiEEEOHEDEHIZE, PCRTIFA/T—Ic LD BIEEMOH
A X1 T DIERHN TR,




(B) SeHAEPHNIVIDMFOREZE IO/l (ISPM 27O RE)
DRAFT ANNEX to ISPM 27:2006 — Potato spindle tuber viroid (2006-022)

" [Explamation.

Gomm. [Para. [Comment [Gomment

no. i iidnos i e
' N ISP TN




(7)AFHAHS LY IS T BEHRLE (ISPM 28D 1B E)

Draft Annex to ISPM 28:2007: IRRADIATION FOR DYSMICOCCUS NEOBREVIPES BEARDSLEY, PLANOCOCCUS
LILACINUS (COCKERELL) AND PLANOCOCCUS MINOR (MASKELL) (HEMIPTERA: PSEUDOCOCCIDAE) (2012-011)

Comm.
no.

Para.
no.

Comment
type

Comment

Explanation

1

13

Substantive

Information on the reason why 231 Gy was adopted as
minimum absorbed dose should be described.

RIERURIR EZ231Cy ELIRMLE B DIFMEAR T ~E.

The, D.T. et al. (2012), which paper is referred to in this draft,
concluded dose range between 200 and 250Gy might be efficient to
sterilize Dysmicoccus neobrevipes. Ravuiwasa et al. (2009)
concluded 150-250Gy is the most optimal dosage to sterilize all stages
of Planococcus minor. The reason why 231 Gy was adopted as
minimum absorbed dose should be clarified.

The, D.T. et al. (2012) B U Ravuiwasa ef al. (2009} [Tk lE, EHLIX
BA IO} h4AH S5 L3 Dysmicoccus neobrevipes B U Planococeus
minor OREAT— O TERATHMEOREE N>z BOTIE LR
BLLT, ThFh200~250Gy R 1UM150~250Gy#1RIBL TS, RIER
IR E%#231Gy LB RDFRANMBE,

15

Substantive

Information on assessment of treatment schedule for
Planococcus lilacicinus should be described in “Other
relevant information”.

B4+ HAH S5 L Planococcus lilacicinus M ALIE R
Oa—ILOFHEIZRE T A1EHET T O OBEFR I~
g HE,

The, D.T. et al (2012), which paper is referred to in this draft, describes
the treatment test for only Dysmicoccus neobrevipes. The reason for
the decision that treatment schedule of Planococcus minor can be the
same as the schedule of Dysmicoccus neobrevipes should be
described. ;

IRHSTHAThe, D.T. et al (2012)[3. Dysmicoccus neobrevipes® & kL
1=RRETERERER S TH B1= . Planococcus lilacicinus 122 THE CALIE
MEY THHEFIL AR DLV TEREAN WL E,




21

Substantive

Ravuiwasa K. T. ef al. (2009)* referred in The, D.T. et
al. (2012) describing the treatment test for Planococcus
minor should be added as a reference of this draft.

(*Ravuiwasa K. T. et al (2009). Effect of Irradiation on
Planococcus minor. Journal of Economic Entomology
102(5): 1774-1780.)

The D.T. et al. (2012)TCIASN TS, —tsHhrathA
H5 L Planococcus minor D ALIEEAERIZEE T 55
Ravuiwasa et al. (2009)ZI S B3Ik IICNA DA E,

The, D.T. et al (2012), which paper is referred to in this draft, describes
the treatment test for only Dysmicoccus neobrevipes. It is necessary to
describe the reason why treatment schedule of Planococcus minor can
be the same as the schedule of Dysmicoccus neobrevipes .

RPLSCHRThe, D.T. et al (2012) I&, Dysmicoccus neobrevipes M 7 {1
L7-MBEISERER X TH D=6 . Planococcus minor |2 2WTHFE CMIBAS
LY THSEHIEFLIZARIZ DL TERBAARE,




(8) i L TS L HE EHEYB B O/ ML (EEISPME)
DRAFT ISPM ; MINIMIZING PEST MOVEMENT BY SEA CONTAINERS (2008-001)

Comment

C_om_m__en_t

Substantive

1. General Comments

Japan endorses the objective of this ISPM to keep sea containers free from contamination from the
point of view of minimizing pest movement by sea conlainers. '

Considering the huge numbers of sea containers moving around the world, with a view to minimizing
interference with international movement of commodities, Japan suggests that the ISPM be reviewed if
it is technically justified, consistent with the pest risk involved and represents the least restrictive
standard, and if it provides : a workabre gu:delme which ensures all member countries ¢an |mplemenl at
the same level. : :

Also, it would be vitally important to gain full understanding and cooperation of relevant stakeholders
such as shipping companies, terminal operalors, depots and consignees, etc. for proper implementation
of the ISPM.

: 1 {&%

i)‘@li:ﬁ'_tﬂ"/'?'d'[u*éﬁgﬁ&%@ﬁmﬂ_’]\{tm
BHand, ﬂr:n:/i‘rﬂf,ﬁ%l,m\otv!_{%ahtﬁﬁ?a*f
FISPMEOBBERTS, -

i, BALE LT A ERPEBHL TSI LE
BEANL. BT EEERMBIZT 58, B
KL, ISPMEQEGHSEHNICEL G0 THY. A8
EHOYAZIZEBL, BERENTAELEOMESH, Fi=,
SNBEFRKETCENCEIRTATEESRET S
DTHLIDC OV THRNESNARETHLLRET S,

Fiho, [SPMOBYAREIC LR, B AL —S—,
;‘h@?i%@ﬁﬁﬁ%@-}-ﬁﬁﬁﬁ@&:mh% BLENTH

THD.

2. Points to be reviewed
Based on the above general comments, Japan would like to suggest that the following points should
be considered before further discussion on this draft ISPM.

2-1, Consistency between the pest risk involved and requirements

On the basis of the survey and information on pest interceptions on sea containers in accordance
with a guidance to be developed by the SC as agreed at CPM-8, the pest risk involved needs to be
identified, and the requirements proposed in the draft ISPM need to be reviewed in terms of
consistency with the risk. The balance between measures and economic feasibility needs to be
considared.

2. WEtdAEEE
FROBHICREDE, Elzlslst ISPM%LEQ"T%)?’DQ%);% :
ﬁgﬁ&)éﬂul“ UTOR _QL\Tiﬁﬂﬂ'é%r&Sékh%

2—1. ﬁ%iﬁhﬁ#’mwux’;&%#m&%ﬁ

CPM8 (£ 8EIIPPCH %) TAEIhI=X3IZ, SCUPPCE
HEREVMERETILLETh TVDHA RT3
ENSE LT HoRAEERENRRICETIHER
TR ICEINT, WERYRSEREL, ISPMEIZEWLT
BESNTWSEGHNYRIICRESEETHINEVLSE
SNLBERTLBENDD, BECEFORTUEEED /S
SLAIZOWT, BB ETHS,




2-2. Workable guideling for proper implementation at the same level among all member countries
The ISPM have to provide a workable guideline which all member countries can implement properly
at the same level with a view to the fairmess and prevention of non-compliances.

(a) Visual examination of sea containers for contamination (paragraph 24)

It would be next to impossible to strictly enforce visual examination of all sides of all sea containers
as requested in the draft ISPM because of the huge numbers of sea containers moving every day. it
might be better to focus on examining only exterior sides of containers excepting roof and underside of
the containers stored in depots.

féz_;g EMHEENRKETCHEYICERTA-HOETEE
A

ISPMIE, AT RV av TSI TP REBCEEND,
ZMBE B FAKE TR TELRTO L EELER
#HE PO TRIFhIEESRL,

(a) FRICEAT 5B LoV T O EREE(/8524)
BAGBEOE LI FHFAERBHLTIARD, 1]
ISPMEMNRHTINAL e TOF LIV THOEEEEMR
BETACEERBICSFL A EIIHRETARETHSS, O
Oz, FRI<HHITHFO LA RVEERZBR O
ERERBICLIFLIENEE THSI,

{b) Verification of cleanliness and preventing the contamination of clean containers (paragraph 27 to
28) ' _

Even though visual examination and cleaning of sea containers are thoroughly conducted at depots,
there is still a possibility of recontamination during time to departure and in transit; in other words,
verification of cleanliness of sea containers in depots does not mean the cleanliness of containers is
verified when they reach importing country. In such cases, it is difficult fo identify the cause and origin of
recontamination.

& RO T7 OB R L 72T~
&) i

FRTE LI T+0 B RRE RGERARERIZTD
hi=ELTh, ZOREFETONMOFERTEELTS
AR B . DFY., THRICHHBE LI T F OB BED
SEBRIE. SEIEN =0 T AR B R
BHELERELAN. COLSBIBAICE, BRORER
RO EHRETH A,




(c) Certification procedures for shipping companies (paragraph 26}

According to the draft ISPM, each shipping company certified would have iis systems for cleanliness
validated by a conformance assessment body {CAB) or the NPPO. However, a common guidance {or
standardy) for procedures to be followed by each shipping company to gain certification is not clear,
which may result in a concern whether proper implementation could be ensured among all counirigs at
the same level. Therefore, it would be requested to provide a common guidance (or standard) to
undertake such specific procedures.

(e) ﬁ’&‘é'#ia)nﬂaﬁiii‘né (2$528) -

WRISPMETIL, SEHAE - H ML, xﬁ"‘*ﬁ"ﬂﬁ&ﬁ
(CAB) CEFIEHBHEHBE (NPPO) I- &Y BRI Sh -5k
VAT LERTHLOELTND, UL, SEEEE B 5T hIcE
REHPFOLLEFHEAT MG RENHSMTY
Ledh, 2TOEICE N TEKE THEIAREARESWT
WEIMEIMELVIBERDELGD, SO0, COXIERE
ggﬁﬁg%ﬁﬁif:&ﬂ:* =R EEN R EER SN

b a

(d) leferences of [nfrastructure, handlmg number of sea containers and NPPOs and mduslnes
capacities by couniry '

To ensure the |mplemenla1[on of the ISPM at the same level by all countnes. itis requested to take
|account of various factors which may lead to conlammailon resultlng from the infrastructure differences
in container ferminals, the number of sea contamers handled and the capacities of lhe NPPOs and
stakeholders |nvolved
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2-3. Opinions of stakeholders in Japan

(a) Visual examination and verificafion of cleanliness by shipping companies
The ownership, management and movement of sea containers are quite complicated. If a sh:ppmg
company is NOT the cause of contamination or the body responsible for clean sea conlainers, it is
impossible to assume it is the responsibility of shipping companies for non-compliances. In the case
that sea containers are leased or owned by the consignee, they are carried to terminal with seals and
the shipping companies do not have access 1o examine the inside of containers.
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(b) Additional burdens for examination and verifying cleanliness
It should be noted that additional costs, personnel and time required for examination and verifying
cleanliness will be burdens on stakeholders, which require discussion when developing the ISPM.

(c) Difference of the objective from current practice for checking sea containers

It is suggested that the I1SPM be considered in the fight of difference of objeclive between the draft
ISPM and current practice for checking containers which is being conducted by the industry and
focuses on checks for damage.

(d) Responsibility for verification of cleanliness and preventing the contamination of clean containers
Given the point mentioned in 2-2. (b), it may be impossible to assume it is the responsibility of
shipping companies for verifying them as clean.
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3. Suggestion .

Japan would like to suggest that the draft ISPM be reviewed con the basis of the result of the survey
and information on pest interceptions on sea containers in order to address the above-mentioned
points. It is also suggested that the CPM consider more feasible options than development of the
ISPM, i.e. strengthening of further cooperation and information exchange between relevant international
organizations representing the industry and the IPPC for the purpose of proper implementation of
industry guidance by relevant stakeholders at national level such as “Code of Practice for Packing of
Cargo Transport Unit (CTU Codes)” which is being revised by the IMO/JUNECE/ILO. For this purpose,
the NPPQOs are requested to liaise with and encourage relevant stakeholders to impiement the industry
guidance at national level.
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