Regional Workshop for the Review of Draft International Standards for Phytosanitary Measures

FAO Regional Office for the Near East

Cairo, Egypt

09– 13 September 2012

The Regional Workshop for the Review of Draft International Standards for Phytosanitary Measures was convened in Cairo, Egypt during the period 9-13 September, 2012. The workshop was organized by the FAO Regional Office for the Near East (RNE) with support of the International Plant Protection Convention (IPPC).

The objective of the workshop was to review 3 draft standards, provide comments on reviewed standards and agreed upon regional comments that should be considered before the adoption of the draft standards. The workshop aimed as well at promoting discussion and information exchange between countries in the region on the current phytosanitary system of each country, national plant protection issues and challenges faced countries. Furthermore, the workshop intended to prioritize and identify the challenges and support needed to face the challenges of the countries of the region.

1. Opening session 

The workshop was inaugurated by Mr. Moujahed Achouri, OiC, ADG and Regional Representative for the Near East Region and Ms. Mona Mehrz - Supervisor of the Egyptian Foreign Agriculture Relations on behalf of the Egyptian Minister of Agriculture and Land Reclamation Dr. Salah Abd El Moemen . 

The meeting was opened by introductory remarks of Mr. Shoki AlDobai FAO Regional Plant Protection Officer for the Near East (NE), followed by opening statement of Mr. Moujahed Achouri, OiC, ADG and Regional Representative for the Near East Region. In his opening statement Mr. Achouri welcomed all participants and expressed his appreciation for their participation. He pointed out the importance of the regional workshop and interest of the RNE and IPPC in conducting such consultation workshops on annual basis to ensure the full involvement of the countries in the region in the standard setting process. He emphasized that participation in Regional workshops is an important venue for discussion and preparing comments on draft ISPMs and also drew the attention to the importance of the topics of the ISPMs to be discussed during this workshop for the NE region.

These issues were strengthened in the opening remarks of the Ministry of Agriculture of the host country delivered by Ms. Mona Mehrz.  In her opening remarks, Mrs. Mehrz expressed gratitude to the Food and Agriculture Organization (FAO) specially the Near East office for the organization of the event. She articulated the importance of the Sanitary and Phytosanitary issues to the Ministry of Agriculture, given the fact that Egypt is one of the WTO member countries and that the role of agriculture in Egypt is essential.  Accordingly, it is imperative to apply sanitary and Phytosanitary measures and to seek to better comply with these standards. She emphasized the importance of the agriculture sector, where as agriculture exports contribute in about 20% of the total exports, making trading in agriculture products one of the key resource in the national income.  At the end of the remarks Mrs. Mehrz, greeted the participants and wished them fruitful discussion and outcomes from the workshop.  

The workshop was facilitated by Ms. Jane Chard, Chair of the SC, Ms. Johanna Gardesten, IPPC Secretariat Representative and  the Regional Plant Protection Officer for NE and Mr. Imad Nahal and Standard Committee Member for Near East. The meeting was attended by 24 participants representing 14 countries in addition to the NEPPO Executive Secretary (list of participants Annex 2). 

Agenda Item 2: IPPC overview presentation and short video 

After the opening statements, Ms. Johanna Gardesten, the IPPC Secretariat representative presented an overview presentation about the IPPC and its activities. She highlighted the mission and vision of the IPPC, the strategic objectives, the administrative framework of the IPPC and the CPM role and structure. The presentation was followed by short video on the IPPC on the occasion of the 60th anniversary of the IPPC. 
Purpose of the workshop and local and logistical information:

The workshop arrangements, the purpose of the workshop, draft standards to be discussed during the workshop and other topics to be addressed by the workshop were introduced by the Regional Plant Protection Officer Shoki Al Dobai. He outlined that the main purpose of this workshop is to provide participants with a regional forum to discuss the draft International Standards for Phytosanitary Measures (ISPMs) approved by SC for member consultation for this year. This forum would help the Participants to gain a better understanding of the national and regional impact of these proposed Standards and provide bases for the development and submission of national comments. 
· The standards to be discussed during this workshop are as follows:

1. Draft Appendix 1 to ISPM 12:2011 Electronic certification, information on 
standard xml schemas and exchange mechanisms (2006-003)

2. Draft ISPM on Determination of host status of fruits and vegetables to
 fruit fly (Tephritidae) infestation (2006-031)
3. Draft ISPM on Establishment of fruit fly quarantine areas within a pest free area in the event of an outbreak (for inclusion as Annex 1 of ISPM 26) (2009-007)
Agenda item 3: Adoption of the agenda
The agenda was discussed and adopted as presented (Appendix 1).

· Election of the chair and rapporteur

The workshop was conducted through 4 day sessions with field visit on the 5th day. Each day was steered through 2 sessions. It was agreed by the workshop that each day will be chaired by one of country representative. The  elected chairs were: Mr. Khidir Gebril Musa (Sudan), Mr. Ali Amin Kafu (Libya), Ms. Raida Al-Awamleh (Jordan ) Mr. Sulaiman M Al Toubi (Oman) respectively. Ms. Shaza Omar phytosanitary specialist was elected as workshop rapporteur. 

After adoption of the agenda and election of Chairs and Rapporteur, the workshop sessions were delivered as per the agenda items as following: 
Agenda item 4: Standard Setting Process overview
IPPC standard setting procedure adopted by the CPM-7 (2012)

A presentation about the standard setting process overview was made by Mr. Imad Nahal, Vice-Chair of the Standards Committee and Member for Near East. The presentation articulated the Standard Setting Process that is included in Annex 1 of the Rules of Procedure of the Commission on Phytosanitary Measures which was adopted by CPM-7 (2012). The presentation underlined the process for the development of International Standards for Phytosanitary Measures (ISPMs) which starts with a call to member countries for topics for new standards. The process of developing a standard is divided into four main stages; stage 1: Developing the International Plant Protection Convention (IPPC) standard setting work programme, stage 2: Drafting, stage 3: Member consultation for draft ISPMs and stage 4: Adoption and publication. Each of the stages encompasses many steps of work involves different stakeholders (SC, technical panels, member countries). In his presentation, Mr. Nahal also highlighted the definition of the ISPMs and the role of the different committees of the IPPC including the CPM, SC and SC7.

The participants discussed the issue of the criteria to prioritize selecting the draft topic and standards. The presenter stated that priority is basically given to topics that have the maximum number of support by the member countries and the one that shall cover many regions and considered critical for the international trade.
Item 5: The IPPC Online Commenting System (OCS)

A presentation demonstrating the Online Comment System of the IPPC was presented by Ms. Johanna Gardesten. The presentation underlined the purpose and the benefits of using the OCS and highlighted the requirements that are needed by the member countries to use the system successfully. Furthermore, the presentation included description of the different modules of the System as well the method of communication between the modules. At the end the presentation, Mrs. Gardesten explained the process of formulating and adding comments from regional workshop in terms of how to share comments before, during and after the Regional Workshops and means by which contact points of the participating countries can accept and modify comments from the Regional Workshop. After the presentation, the  OCS was accessed by the participants to practice the system and identify any difficulties and constrains that could be faced the application of the system. 
Agenda Item 6:  Review of the draft standards 

This agenda item on Review of the draft standards was facilitated by Ms. Jane Chard Chair of the Standards Committee.
1. Draft ISPM: Electronic certification, information on standard XML schemas and exchange mechanisms (Draft Appendix 1 to ISPM 12:2011) (2006-003)

A presentation of the draft standard included introduction and background information of the formulation and of the draft standard was presented and followed by discussions by participants on each section of the draft standard. The discussions led to some substantive, technical and editorial comments generated by the participants described in the bellow table (Table 1). 

During the discussions some general concerns were raised by the participants regarding the complexity of the system and the lack of the knowledge to issue the phytosaintary certificate electronically. They also pointed out to their needs of having good IT system and qualified staff to be able to deal with the system. One of the key concerns many of the participants raised was the lack of coordination between the national customs and the phytosaintary responsible authority which increase the burden of adopting the electronic certification system. 
A success story of good cooperation in the field of electronic certification was mentioned by the Egyptian representative indicated that the electronic certification system was used between Egypt and Italy based on bilateral agreement and proved to be useful and rewarding.  
Table 1: Regional comments (Draft Appendix 1 to ISPM 12:2011)
	Comment no. 
	Paragraph no. 
	Comment type 
	Comment 
	Explanation 
	Author 
	Status 

	[1] 
	G 
	Substantive 
	It may be appropriate to develop a regional project under the IPPC capacity development programme to provide technical assistance for development and implementation of the harmonized system of electronic phytosanitary certification. Assistance from trading partners and donors will also be important for developing countries to be able to apply this system.
In addition, we are concerned that there is a possibility that charges would be made for accessing some of the codes. We would seek assurance that this would not be the case.
 

 
	Electronic phytosanitary certification involves the use of technology and communication systems which may be difficult for some developing countries to implement. There are concerns about the possible introduction of charges for the use of some codes. 
	IPPC Regional Workshop Near East 
	Verified 

	[2] 
	G 
	Technical 
	The process for updating codes should be clear to prevent unnecessary delays in completion of certificates and to minimize the use of free text. 
Customs harmonized coding system has a category ‘others’ and it is suggested that this possibility is also included in the lists of codes in this standard.
	Clarification of the process for updating codes is sought and a suggestion for the general use of the category 'others' as used by Customs. 
	IPPC Regional Workshop Near East 
	Verified 

	[3] 
	4 
	Technical 
	Electronic phytosanitary certificates are the authentic electronic equivalents of the wording and data of phytosanitary certificates in paper form. Electronic certificates should be issued by the national plant protection organization (NPPO) of the exporting or re-exporting country and made directly available to the NPPO of the importing country without any intermediate step.
	PCs should be authenic - i.e. issued by a public officer authorized by the NPPO in accordance with the requirements of the standard 
	IPPC Regional Workshop Near East 
	Verified 

	[4] 
	14 
	Technical 
	The names of the certified plants and plant products and the names of regulated pests should be coded using the European and Mediterranean Plant Protection Organization (EPPO) codes as available in EPPO Plant Protection Thesaurus (EPPT) (Link 6).
	Unnecessary; the standard refers to certification of plants and plant products 
	IPPC Regional Workshop Near East 
	Verified 

	[5] 
	16 
	Technical 
	Commodity classes and type of packaging are included in the description of the consignment. The commodity class is essential to further characterize the plants, and plant products or other regulated articles beyond the level of the scientific name, where applicable, and should be coded using the IPPC commodity class codes (Link 7). The type of packaging should be coded using the United Nations Economic Commission for Europe (UNECE) recommendation 21 (which includes codes for packages and packaging materials) (Link 8). Other elements of the description of the consignment may include weight, volume and height, and should be coded using UNECE recommendation 20 (codes for units of measure used in international trade) (Link 9). There should also be the possibility to use free text for any description of the consignment. However, to facilitate electronic processing of data, the use of free text should be limited.
	Other regulated articles may be included in the consignment and consistency with main text. Also, regulated articles will not have a scientific name. 
	IPPC Regional Workshop Near East 
	Verified 

	[6] 
	24 
	Technical 
	The date and time format should be coded following UNECE recommendation 7 (numerical representation of dates, time and periods of time) (Link 14).
	Question: Are there designated codes for means of conveyance? 
	IPPC Regional Workshop Near East 
	Verified 

	[7] 
	25 
	Technical 
	Point of entry and point of destination should be coded using the United Nations Code for Trade and Transportation Locations (UN/LOCODE) code (Link 15).
	Not a requirement in the main text 
	IPPC Regional Workshop Near East 
	Verified 

	[8] 
	40 
	Technical 
	In cases where phytosanitary certificates need to be replaced, the IPPC replacement of phytosanitary certificates code should be used (Link 17).
	We need more explanation on how the replacement of phytosanitary certificates will work in practice. 
	IPPC Regional Workshop Near East 
	Verified 

	[9] 
	42 
	Editorial 
	Owing to the nature of electronic certificates and to the fact that electronic certificates are exchanged directly between NPPOs, some one details for filling out electronic certificates differs from those for filling out paper certificates as follows.
	There is only one detail that differs (see also proposals for para 43 and 44) 
	IPPC Regional Workshop Near East 
	Verified 

	[10] 
	43 
	Editorial 
	Declared name and address of consignee 
	Simplification, combine para 44 with para 42 
	IPPC Regional Workshop Near East 
	Verified 

	[11] 
	44 
	Editorial 
	In the case of paper certificates, for  ''Declared name and address of consignee" the term “To order” may be used in particular instances where the consignee is not known and the NPPO of the importing country permits the use of this term (“Declared name and address of consignee” in section 5 of this standard under “I Description of Consignment”). In the case of electronic certificates, instead of “To order”, the name and address of the contact person responsible for the consignment should be inserted in sufficient detail. This enables the NPPO of the importing country to contact the consignee (or its representative) if necessary.
	Simplification, combine with para 42 
	IPPC Regional Workshop Near East 
	Verified 


2. Draft ISPM: Determination of host status of fruits and vegetables to fruit fly (Tephritidae) infestation (2006-031)

A presentation on background, introduction and drafting process of the standard of the draft standard on determination of host status of fruits and vegetables to fruit fly (Tephritidae) infestation were presented, followed by discussions on each section of the draft which resulted in the comments included in the table 2 below. 
After the reviewing the draft, the participants raised some general concerns regarding the results of the trials which determines the status of the host of fruits flies that can be affected by variation of climatic conditions. In addition to, the recent issues of the climate changes that subsequently change the ecosystems and thus could also change the behavior of living organisms among them the fruit flies. 
Table 2: Regional comments on draft ISPM: Determination of host status of fruits and vegetables to fruit fly (Tephritidae) infestation (2006-031)

	Comment no. 
	Paragraph no. 
	Comment type 
	Comment 
	Explanation 
	Author 
	Status 

	[1] 
	G 
	Editorial 
	Suggest the reference is to 'infestation by fruit flies" throughout the text because singular of fruit flies implies the standard refers to only one species. The consistent use of the terms fruit fly and fruit flies should be checked throughout because singular and plural are used in different places 
	
	IPPC Regional Workshop Near East 
	Verified 

	[2] 
	1 
	Editorial 
	 Determination of host status of fruits and vegetables to infestation by fruit fliesy (Tephritidae) infestation (2006-031) 
	Suggestion to rearrange the title because singular of fruit flies implies the standard refers to only one species. Also consistency throughout the text singular and plural is used 
	IPPC Regional Workshop Near East 
	Verified 

	[3] 
	9 
	Editorial 
	The standard provides guidelines for the determination of the host status of fruits and vegetables (hereafter referred to as fruit) to infestation by fruit fliesy infestation   and describes three categories of host status for fruit flies (natural host, non-natural and non-host).
	1. Consequential change from change to title. 2. To be clear about the scope 
	IPPC Regional Workshop Near East 
	Verified 

	[4] 
	10 
	Editorial 
	These guidelines include methodologies for surveillance under natural field conditions and trials under semi-natural field conditions that should be used to ascertain the host status of fruits to infestation by fruit fliesy infestation for cases where the knowledge of host status is uncertain or disputed.
	See general point 
	IPPC Regional Workshop Near East 
	Verified 

	[5] 
	24 
	Technical 
	1. proper identification of the fruit fly species, test fruit (including cultivar and stage of maturity) and, for field trials, control fruit

2. the specification of parameters for adult and larval fruit fly surveillance and field trial design to determine host status and specify the defined condition(s) of the fruit to be evaluated as a host

3. biological stages of the fruit fly (larvae, pupae or adults) to be used as the basis for determination of host status

4. holding and handling of the fruit to rear fruit flies after exposure to infestation by fruit flies.
5. evaluation of collected data and interpretation of results.
	To clarify the concept 
	IPPC Regional Workshop Near East 
	Verified 

	[6] 
	31 
	Technical 
	1. Fruit fly and plant species or cultivars may be incorrectly identified and reference specimens may be unavailable for verification.

2. Collection records may be incomplete, incorrect or of dubious value (e.g. host status based on the catch from a trap placed in a fruit plant or based on infested fallen or damaged fruit).

3. Important details may have been omitted, for example, cultivar and stage of maturity, physical condition of fruit at the time of collection or the orchard sanitary condition.

4. ﻿ A fruit fly species may change its ability to infest a host for example due to a change in ecological circumstances.
	Another example - Mediterranean fruit fly is now found infecting olive, which was originally considered a non-natural host 
	IPPC Regional Workshop Near East 
	Verified 

	[7] 
	36 
	Technical 
	A. In cases where, from existing biological or historical information, the evidence is very clear that the fruit do not allow infestation leading to the production of reproductive adults, no further surveys or field trials may be required and the fruit should be categorized as a non-host.
	Need more explanation of the meaning of the term 'historical information'. Paragraph 30 refers to historical evidence. We request that the paragraph is clarified to explain the concept more clearly, in particular 'the fruit do not allow infestation leading to the production of reproductive adults'. In addition there is reference to 'fruit', but in the definitions we refer to 'plant species or cultivar' 
	IPPC Regional Workshop Near East 
	Verified 

	[8] 
	51 
	Technical 
	1. the identity of the plant species (including cultivars) and the target fruit fly species 

2. the physiological condition of the fruit to be evaluated as a potential host

3. relevant information, literature and records regarding host status of the fruit and fruit fly species, including a critical review of such information

4. origin and rearing conditions  status of the fruit fly colony to be used in trials

5. known natural host species and cultivars to be used as controls in trials

6. separate trials for each fruit fly species for which determination of host status is required

7. separate trials for each cultivar of the fruit, only if cultivar differences are the purported source of host variability to fruit fly infestation.
	More clarity 
	IPPC Regional Workshop Near East 
	Verified 

	[9] 
	59 
	Technical 
	The objective of host status field trials is to demonstrate host status of a specified fruit under specific defined conditions based on statistically valid data. Trials may include field cage, fruit-bearing bagged branches and greenhouse (including glass, plastic and screen houses), but only one type of enclosure should be used per trial. .
	The different types of trials give different results and cannot be compared directly with each other, so the trail should be under the same conditions. 
	IPPC Regional Workshop Near East 
	Verified 

	[10] 
	61 
	Technical 
	1. Fruit flies are allowed to exhibit natural oviposition behaviour.

2. The fruit develops naturally.  remains attached to the plant and does not degrade during the trials.
	Fruit may fall off during the trials but the fruit flies can develop and it does not affect the trials. 
	IPPC Regional Workshop Near East 
	Verified 

	[11] 
	63 
	Editorial 
	1. Field trials can require significant resources.  be resource intensive.
2. Environmental factors variables may compromise the trials.
	Clearer language 
	IPPC Regional Workshop Near East 
	Verified 

	[12] 
	75 
	Technical 
	As controls, known natural hosts are required for all cage or glasshouse trials. Fruit should be free of prior infestation (e.g. by bagging, from a pest free area). Fruit flies used in control and trial replicates should all come from the same cohort. See explanation
	Please use simpler language for the word cohort; options could be to use 'population' or 'colony' or both(terms from section 2.2) or ' group' 
	IPPC Regional Workshop Near East 
	Verified 

	[13] 
	82 
	Translation 
	1. Field cages should be of an appropriate size and design for trials. For example, cage or greenhouse size should be adequate to ensure confinement of the adults and trial hosts, allow adequate airflow and allow for conditions that facilitate natural oviposition behaviour.

2. Adults should be provided with the appropriate adult food and water ad libitum.

3. The temperature, relative humidity, light intensity and photoperiod, wind and any other environmental conditions should be suitable and as similar as possible to the natural conditions kept optimal and be recorded during the period of the trials.

4. Males may be kept in cages or greenhouse with the females if it is beneficial for encouraging oviposition.

5. Predators to the target fruit fly should be removed from cages before initiating the trials. The cage should prevent entry of natural enemies to fruit flies.

6. For the controls, a set of well-known natural hosts can be manually attached to plants by hanging them from branches.

7. The test fruit should remain naturally attached to plants and may be exposed to the fruit flies either by caging the fruit in the field or by using potted plants in a greenhouse.

8. The plants should be grown under conditions that exclude any interference from chemicals that may be deleterious to fruit flies.

9. A replicate should be a single bag or cage, preferably on one plant.

10. Fruit fly mortality should be monitored and recorded and dead flies should immediately be replaced with live flies from the same cohort to ensure adequate infestation pressure.

11. For greenhouse trials, the fruit should be grown under commercial conditions or in containers of a size that allows normal plant and fruit development.

12. After the designated exposure period for oviposition, the fruit should be removed from the plant and weighed and the number and weight of fruit recorded.
	' Kept optimal' implies that the conditions are being manipulated to have oviposition in a non-natural host as in laboratory trials. It may not be possible to manipute temperature and relative humidity etc. under semi-natural field conditions. 
	IPPC Regional Workshop Near East 
	Verified 


3. Draft Annex to ISPM 26: Establishment of fruit fly quarantine areas within a pest free area in the event of an outbreak (2009-007)

A presentation  on the draft standard was presented including background information and introduction to drafting process. The presentation outlined the guidelines that standard provides to the exporting countries on establishing fruit fly quarantine areas within a pest free area in the event of an outbreak and importing countries on how to respond in a harmonized manner to outbreaks in FF-PFAs in exporting countries, thus minimizing negative impacts on trade. After the presentation participants have reviewed and discussed the draft and came out with comments in the table 3.

Table 3: Regional comments: Draft Annex to ISPM 26: Establishment of fruit fly quarantine areas within a pest free area in the event of an outbreak (2009-007)  
	Comment no. 
	Paragraph no. 
	Comment type 
	Comment 
	Explanation 
	Author 
	Status 

	[1] 
	G 
	Editorial 
	Suggest the reference is to 'infestation by fruit flies" throughout the text because singular of fruit flies implies the standard refers to only one species. The consistent use of the terms fruit fly and fruit flies should be checked throughout because singular and plural are used in different places 
	
	IPPC Regional Workshop Near East 
	Verified 

	[2] 
	43 
	Technical 
	These may include registration with the NPPO of the exporting country, and management of rejected plant products if inspection or quality control activities occur. Monitoring for the target fruit fly species may be required at the facility and adjacent area.
	It may be necessary to monitor depending on the location of the storage facilities 
	IPPC Regional Workshop Near East 
	Verified 

	[3] 
	55 
	Technical 
	Inspection for phytosanitary certification of regulated articles originating in the quarantine areamay occur at airports or seaports. It should be conducted in a facility approved by the NPPO of the exporting country to ensure the phytosanitary integrity of the consignment and to prevent the spread of the pest. 
	By mentioning the place of inspection the concept is confused, the main point is that the inspection should be done in an approved facility to prevent infestation of fruit for export and to maintain the PFA status. If the inspection for material from the quarantine area should be done immediately prior to export (i.e at the border), then this should be a separate sentence. 
	IPPC Regional Workshop Near East 
	Verified 


Agenda item 7: Implementation Review and Support System (IRSS)

The presentation of the Implementation Review and Support System was presented by Ms. Johanna Gardesten. She provided a brief introduction of the system highlighting that the Implementation Review and Support System (IRSS) consists from two components: the Implementation Review System (IRS) and the Implementation Support System  with the outcome of the Implementation Review Response (IRR): a three year summary of the situation of the implementation of the IPPC and its standards by contracting parties. The IRSS work engages collaboration of all IPPC bodies (Standard Setting, Capacity Development and Information Exchange). The presentation underlined the overall strategic outcomes of the IRSS, as well the primary objectives, the advantages of the work program of 2012- 2014 and the up to date achievements. Through the IPP website the IRSS activities are presented, and the surveys and case studies, a help desk and country profiles are available. The IRSS is resourced by two technical officers and an administrative staff for support.  
Mr. Shoki Al Dobai pointed out that one of the activities  supported by the IRSS was the Near East workshop that was conducted in January 2012 in Cairo for reviewing the ISPM 6 on surveillance and also questionnaires on ISPM 4 on the requirements for the establishment of pest free areas and ISPM 8 on determination of pest status in an area. 
Agenda item 8: Phytosanitary.info
Ms. Johanna Gardesten presented an informative presentation on the  Phytosanitary webpage (Figure 1).
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Figure (1)

The presentation included background information behind the phytosaintary info website. It underlined that a project named: “Global Phytosanitary Manuals, Standard Operating Procedures and Training Kits” was presented and submitted by Jamaica, Sudan, Cote d’Ivoire and Malaysia to the STDF for funding. The proposal was also strongly supported by NPPOs and RPPOs around the world. The aim of the project is to increase the ability of developing countries to access basic national documentary procedures for effective implementation of the IPPC and its Standards. The project was approved in March 2011, with an STDF contribution of USD 600 000, to be implemented by the IPPC Secretariat. The IPPC secretariat representative encouraged the participants to share documents for example manuals on the website. To add any resource information or documents an input form must be filled then relevant subsidiary bodies must review the uploaded information and must be approve for publishing, upon the approval the document shall appear in on the latest updates at the home page of the site (Figure 2). In order to add or upload any document you should sign up for an account to manage uploads and online trainings.
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 Figure (2)
A short demonstration was made to present the Capacity Development Projects Database and the Capacity Development Activities Database. Ms. Johanna Gardesten encouraged all National Plant Protection Organizations(NPPOs) Contact Points to review the data for their countries and update the databases regularly.
The website also includes a Roster of Consultants that can be used for uploading CVs for experts in relevant expertise and can be used as a search engine for any entity seeking for consultants and experts in different fields related to phytosanitary issues. The site also includes online training on Pest Risk Analysis (PRA) under training materials item (Figure 3).
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Figure (3)
Agenda item 9: Implementation of problems possible actions to improve the current        situation on  ISPM 15

The presentation accentuated scope of the ISPM 15 in term of Status of registration,
protection, legal implications, feedback from WIPO, EWG suggested actions on technical gaps. The presentation as well drew attention to the technical gaps of ISPM 15 and proposals of the guidelines that can be followed to overcome the unlike consequence due to the specified gaps. Technical gaps can be categorized under policy, legislation, trade, advocacy, human resource capacity, environmental considerations and technical & operational capacities. The participant asked about the cost of registration of member countries to safeguard the mark, and the secretariat representative pointed out that the registration for a country last 10 years and costs range 4500 US dollars and the renewal of the registration costs 3500 $.  Some participants raised the issue that the methyl bromide will be prohibited for usage in 2015 and that heat treatments facilities are not as feasible for the application of the standard as using methyl bromide. The representative of the NEPPO highlighted that the methyl bromide will be restricted for usage on agriculture produce as well as on agricultural areas “soils” but can be used on wood packaging materials. Participants from Oman added that the heat treatment should be applied by members as it is very effective and economic. The secretariat representative pointed out that there are new treatments that shall be recommended for the member countries which is de-electric heat treatment which upon its adoption will be a good alternative for the application of the ISPM 15 and underlined that there are some chemical compounds that are under study and shall be replacements for methyl bromide.
Agenda item 10: Fulfillment of reporting obligations in the IPP

Presentation regarding the fulfillment of the reporting obligation of the member countries of the IPPC was delivered by Mrs. Gardesten. The presentation highlighted the scope of the IPPC and a brief history of the communication and information exchange within the context of the IPPC. Although the IPPC is one of the “three sisters” of international standard setting recognized by the SPS agreement, IPPC has separate legal agreements with independent obligations for reporting. The presentation underlined the category of information the member countries of the IPPC are obliged to report which include: notifying about contact point with contact information, description of the National Protection Organization “structure”, points of entry phytosanitary restrictions, requirements and prohibitions, legislation and regulations official pest reports, single report per pest, interim reporting, list of regulated pests and emergency actions. Some of the information is considered obligatory in reporting but can be reported optionally according to the desire of the country. The optional reporting include: non-compliance (ISPM 13), organizational arrangements of plant protection operations, pest status, surveillance, rational for phytosanitary requirements and PRA / scientific justification. The role of the RPPO and challenges facing the IPPC secretariat were also tackled in the presentation. 
Agenda item 11: Countries’ presentations: General discussion on main phytosaintary issues and concerns in the region
Countries presentation in order of the presentations:

Jordan: Presentation by Ms. Raida Al-Awamleh Director Assistance of Plant Heath Dept., Ministry of Agriculture
The presentation characterized the structure of plant health system and phytosanitary regulatory framework which is in line with international and regional agreements (WTO, IPPC, EPPO and recently NEPPO). The phytosanitary regulations are based on the Interim Agriculture Law No. (44) of year 2002 and the Directives of Plant Quarantine. Besides, there is a quarantine pest list that is based on the categorization of the EPPO lists A & B. 

The presentation also included the achievements of the plant health system which were attained by the component three of a twining project. The twining project succeeded in: restructuring the Plant Health and Bio-security Department, updating the plant quarantine pests list, updating phytosanitary regulations to consistent with international and European standards, preparing the diagnostic quarantine pests guidance, preparing of Inspection Procedures Manual, preparing of sampling manual and assessing the status of plant health laboratories in order to be prepared for accreditation. 

 Some enquiries were raised related to phytosanitary issues in Jordan such as: 

· measures taken by the Jordanian authorities when there are agriculture commodities accompanying the passengers.  Mrs. Al-Awamleh, clarified that there are a clear regulation against the introduction of any agriculture commodities accompanying passengers but the application through plant quarantine officers is not granted.  

· fruit flies treatment applied on imported mangoes and guava from Egypt, Mrs. Al-Awamleh indicated that the mutual trial treatment that was conducted by the two countries proved to be totally successful in controlling all stages of the pest, the trial specified treating the mangoes and guava fruits at 46˚C – 48˚C for half an hour after the sensors reach the reading 46˚C. Furthermore, the treatment is required even with the presence of the fruit fly in Jordan to avoid the creation of new strains. In addition, Jordan requires strict regulation to accredit the facilities were the  treatment is conducted, a team from Jordan visits Egypt “or any country conducting the treatment” and approval must be officially provided in order to accept imports treated in those facilities. 

Yemen:  presentation by Gamil Abdul Rahamn Sallam - Director of Plant Quarantine Department General Directorate of Plant Protection- Ministry of Agriculture & Irrigation

The presentation highlighted the important role of the plant quarantine in preventing pests introduction associated with trade activities in agriculture products incompliance with international and regional agreements. Moreover, the presentation underlined the responsibilities of the plant quarantine, the structure, the regulatory framework and a list of the key imported and exported agriculture commodities. At the end of the presentation Mr. Gamil emphasized the plans that are adopted by the Yemenis quarantine authorities to enhance the phytosaintary system and also tackled the obstacles.  Among the obstacles stated were; lack of trainings especially in pest diagnosis, post entry treatment and pest risk analysis, furthermore, lack in equipment, and the absence of network connections between ports and lastly banning agriculture exports from Yemen without specific reasons.  

The participants inquired of the presence of Red Palm Weevil “RPW” and Tauta abslouta in Yemen, Mr. Gamil responded that the 2 pest were not recorded in Yemen, although there is no certainty of their absence for that reason Yemenis’ authorities requested the FAO for the implementation of the project to conduct survey and they requested pheromone traps to assist in the determination the pests status in the territories.   
Lebanon: presentation by Mr. Mohamed Abou Zeid - Director of Plant Resources - Ministry of Agriculture 
The presentation outlined the structure of the NPPO in Lebanon, the mandate of the organization and key imported and exported commodities from the 6 different quarantine check points and the total sum of commodities. Also the presentation included a description of the mandate  of the different entities working in the phytosanitary system including; the Plant Resources Directorate legislations on  import, export control and plant quarantine service and Law on the Plant Protection Service Decree. The mandate of inspectors at the border quarantine centers and the laboratories were stated. The presentation highlighted the gaps identified by the Phytosanitary Capacity Evaluation (PCE) in the phytosanitary system in Lebanon. The gaps were identified under each element of the NPPO including national phytosanitary legislation, the mission and strategy of the NPPO, structure and processes, pest diagnostic capacity, pest surveillance and pest reporting capacity. The identified gaps comprised as well pest eradication capacity, phytosanitary import regulatory system, pest risk analysis, pest free areas and export, re-export, transit certification. The current activities undertaken by the NPPO were emphasized in conducting surveys on pests of: stone fruits, citrus, potatoes as well export certification manual for ware potatoes and a data base system for producers. The ongoing activities also included survey for silver leaf nightshade and survey and monitoring of Red Palm Weevil as it is present in Lebanon but on limited areas and on ornamental palm trees not palm trees of dates. 

Some enquiries were also raised by the participants regarding the presence of Bacterocera zonata in Lebanese territories, if the NPPO decisions on imports is based  on PRA and about the action taken by the Government to address the gaps identified by the PCE. The presenter responded to the enquiries as follows, the B. zonata is not recorded in Lebanon, the decisions of the NPPO are based on reports not PRA and some actions were taken to overcome the gaps identified by the PCE, including hiring more qualified employs.

Tunisia: presentation by Mr. Slah Jelassi – Head of Department

The presentation outlined the Tunisian NPPO’s structure, legal framework, the list of quarantine pests that were identified and published in 1992 and the surveillance of plants on imported and exported commodities. Some activities were performed to support the agriculture sector including the following activities; preparing labs for certification, establishment of surveillance authority at the Radas port (the most important port in Tunisia), strengthen the technical capabilities of the human resource and hire qualified staff.  Moreover, one of the important actions taken by the Tunisian authorities was initiating a twining project with the EU and a project with the World Bank. The presentation highlighted a list of priority actions, identified gaps and proposed recommendations to overcame gaps and achieve objectives.  

The presence or absence of the B. zonata in Tunisia was a concern from the participants as well if the authorities undertake surveillance. The B. zonata is not present and surveillance is undertaken according to the guidelines of the FAO, also the FAO provide traps and there were no records of the pest. Moreover, the Moroccan representative enquired of the benefits of the twining project. The twining had various beneficial impacts especially from the experts and labs.

Libya: presentation by Mr. Ali Amin Kafu Researcher Entomologist - National Center for Plant Protection and Plant Quarantine  

The presentation underlined the number of entry points in Libya, the legislation regulating the plant quarantine system. The presentation highlighted the constrains facing the plant quarantine system including lack of staff, absence of quarantine station and lack of information exchange. The participants discussed the presence of RPW in Libya and control methods. The RPW is present in Libya and there was a program started in 2011 for controlling and monitoring of the pest but due to the Libyan circumstances the program was terminated. In the early 2012 a new TCP project with the cooperation of the FAO was launched  to survey and control the RPW.

Morocco: Mr. Rahel Mohammed Amal - Head of Plant Protection Division Sanitary and Food Safety National Office Ministry of Agriculture and Fisheries
The presentation demonstrated the structure of the sanitary and food safety national office which includes plant protection department, the territorial point of entries and the technical team working in the ports. The presentation highlighted the main phytosanitary problems that are facing Morocco among which are the Fire blight infecting  Pome fruits species which was recorded in 2006; tomato leaf miner (Tuta absoluta) in 2008;  Red Palm Weevil in 2008 and  Tristeza citrus virus (citrus spp.) in 2009.  The fire blight is considered of the major problems as there is no permanent cure for the disease, the Moroccan authorities use antibiotics to minimize the effect of the fire blight on the infected trees but not for eradication. The antibiotics are only used provided that the diseases was early detected. In cases of late detection the trees are removed and destroyed. As for the T. absoluta, it had a severe economic effect on the production of tomato whereas before the infection the 5kg of tomatoes were for 1$ and after the infestation 1kg was for 1.5 $.  The only effective treatment of T. absoluta in Morocco was using the biological control and it showed to be very effective. The control Red Palm Weevil included using traps where 1200 traps were used as well the severely infected palm trees were removed. The presentation also highlighted the gaps in terms of inspection, diagnostic and laboratory analysis capabilities and lack of surveillance. 

Participants discussed the method of controlling fire blight and asked about the possibility using pesticides. The fire blight manifested resistance to the pesticide and there were no effective cure that is why only antibiotics are used just to minimize the symptoms. Lebanon representative Mr. Mohamed requested more information about the PRA team in Morocco. Mr. Rahel stated that the PRA team is comprised of 7 of the technical staff each of them with a specialization “i.e. insects, bacteria, virus..” and 1 coordinator and they are not in the same office. 

Egypt: presentation by Mr. Mostafa M. Atef Phytosanitary Specialist - Agriculture Quarantine 
The presentation demonstrated a brief history on the plant quarantine, the legal framework, structure, responsibilities of the plant quarantine as well the cooperation between the plant quarantine and the national institutions as well as the international organizations. The presentation underlined the challenges facing the plant quarantine under the international organization and noted for the ongoing procedures to control fruit flies in citrus and brown rot in potatoes, as they are the key crops produced for exportation.  At the end of the presentation, the up to date achievements were stated as well as the strategic reform plans to enhance the work of the plant quarantine mentioning the twinning project with the EU and that shall initiate in January 2013 and shall last for 30 months.

The Yemen’s representative enquired regarding the number of seed potatoes used for cultivation and the technical regulations that are applied before the importation of seeds potatoes. Egyptian imports of seed potatoes ranges from 90 thousand to 120 tons classes elite or super elite not less and they are used for national production and exports. Concerning the regulations there is mandatory action before the importation of seed potatoes there is pre-shipments inspection at the country of origin where the seed potatoes have to prove to be incompliance with the ministerial decree regulating the importation of seed potatoes and which is issued annually and the seed potatoes are also inspected upon the arrival. 

Qatar: presentation by Mr. Adel Zain Alyafei - Head of Plant Protection and Agricultural Quarantine Section - Ministry of Environment
The presentation of Qatar described the main features of the plant quarantine system under the exceptional circumstances of Qatar. As, there is no Ministry of Agriculture thus the plant quarantine is affiliated to the Ministry of Environment. Qatar also has 3 ports of borderers. The pest list follows same categorization of GCC which is related to the pest lists of the EPPO. Main exports of Qatar is flowers and the importation are numerous agriculture products as they depend mainly on imports. The inspection undertaken is fundamentally the visual inspection. The core gaps are featured in the lack of laboratories, the instability of the affiliation of the plant quarantine to certain ministry especially the absence of ministry for agriculture and the difficulty in performing pest identification especially for larval stages of fruit flies. Concerning the fruit flies a monthly report to record the presence of fruit fly specifically from April to August especially on guava and mangoes. The main pests in Qatar are; RPW, Mole cricket and Tuta absoluta since 2009. The control of T. absoluta is through using insecticide in severe cases where the infestation is from 10-15%, there is caution in using the pesticide as the T. absoluta can develop resistance strands. The presentation included the reform strategies undergone including surveillance programs and issuing legislations. The presenter added that even after issuing the required legislation the application of the specification of the legislation faces challenges cause the execution is missing.  Mr. Sulaiman M Al – Toubi 
noted that they faced problem with listing pests on GCC level, the pest list was made through surveys conducted in Oman and Saudi Arabia, the results of the survey were gathered and merged and then included in the GCC law and the list is uniform. 

Saudi Arabia: presentation by Mr. Abdul Hakim Abdulrahman - Government official Agricultural Specialist Ministry of Agriculture
Mr. Abdul Hakim pointed out that the case of the phytosanitary system in Saudi Arabia is similar to many of the countries that presented previously in terms of obligations, gaps and difficulties.  The phytosaintary system in Saudi Arabia is applied through the Plant Quarantine which is the department under the administration of veterinary and plant quarantine. The internal plant quarantine is carried out by the cooperation between plant protection and department of the plant quarantine which are separate departments. There are 4 air ports, 7 sea ports and 14 dry ports. The presentation also demonstrated one of the treatments undertaken under the supervision of the plant quarantine which is heat treatment for wood packaging materials and displayed heat treatment units. 

The participants enquired about the quarantine pests list of Saudi Arabia and Mr.Abdul Hakim responded that the list is the same of the GCC. Mr.Shoki AlDobai raised his concerns regarding that the GCC uniform pest list that it is not feasible as the pests distribution vary from country to another and added that each country must have their own pest list.

Mauritania: presentation by Moussa Mamadou Sow - Chef -  Plant Protection Service Directorate of Agriculture - Ministry of Rural Development  

The presentation highlighted the structure of the phytosanitary system, the personnel working in the system whom are very few. The scope of work of the plant quarantine include; control programs for birds, locust, stem borer, invasive plants (Salvinia molesta and Typha), pesticide management, phytosanitary control , Red Palm Weevil, Tuta abslouta (surveillance, control and trapping). The presentation underlined the legislative framework and the main imports and countries of importation. The main concerns included, lack some important regulations, very low levels of training of staff, and in the number of staff themselves (strengthening operational positions and opening new positions); lack of material and financial resources.  

The entry points are not under the plant quarantine control where 4 only are operational out of 31. The participants asked about the importation of palm trees to Mauritania and the presence of T. absoluta. Regarding the palm trees they are prohibited to enter the Mauritanian territories as for the T. absoluta there were no records of its presence which is strange as it is present in Morocco. 
Palestine: presentation by Shadi A. Darwish - Director of Agricultural Quarantine & Plant Health - Ministry of Agriculture
The Plant Protection and Inspection Service (PPIS) is the responsible authority for undertaking the plant quarantine activities. The presentation highlighted the legislative framework, the structure of the phytosanitary system and the different borders though the Palestinian authorities have no control over the ports due to the occupation. The main duties of PPIS under the current circumstances included issuing certificates, surveillance, inspection, pesticide registration and regulation and implementation of IPM programs. Palestine is not a member in any international organization neither the WTO nor the FAO due to the occupation though the Palestinian authorities are working in coordination with these organization and to maximum extent applying the provisions of the SPS agreement and apply their duties incompliance with the guidelines set out in the standards of the IPPC.  The gaps of the phytosanitary system includes the lack of specialized laboratories samples taken are sent to neighboring countries for analyzing  which is costly also there is no post entry procedures. To overcome the gaps there should be diagnostic laboratories, strengthening the capacity of the staff and the establishment of inspection stations (Post Entry Quarantine Stations).  

The participants requested information regarding the fruit fly presence in Palestine and methods of control. In Palestine the presence of B.zonata is very limited and slightly present as for the Certitis capitata and Bactrocera oleae there are pest control programs both pests.
Sudan: presentation by Khidir Gebril Musa - Director General – Plant Protection Directorate
The geographical location of Sudan has great impact on the phytosanitary issues, whereas, the country is surrounded by eight countries. Egypt, Libya, Chad, Central Africa, South Sudan, Ethiopia, Eritrea and Saudi Arabia, accordingly too many entry points are scattered on this very long border. The entire previous factors demonstrate the important role of the phytosaintary system in Sudan. The Plant Quarantine Department is one of five Departments in The Plant Protection Directorate. The presentation underlined the different section of the plant quarantine. Plant quarantine regulations were discussed the history of the establishment was tackled. The constrains of the plant quarantine included; difficulty to inspect and intercept all items crossing the long boarders, passengers do not declare plants or plant products carried with them, lack of specialized labs and equipment for post entry quarantine areas. 

Algeria: presentation by Mr. Meznner Mahfoud Inspecteur Phytosanitaire de la Wilaya d’Algerie
The presentation demonstrated the main points of entry in Algeria pointing out to the enormous number of ports. The plant quarantine scope covers the internal quarantine regulation encompassing surveys and issuing legislations to regulate the surveillance programs. One of the most challenging pests facing Algeria was Tuta absoluta as many of the countries of the regions, intensive trapping system was used to monitor the pest where 30 traps were placed in 1 hectare. The participants also enquired regarding the RPW if present in Algeria and its control. When the RPW was recorded in France traps were placed intensively and the importation of palm trees prohibited. 

Oman: presentation by Mr. Sulaiman M Al – Toubi - Director of Plant Quarantine

Ministry of Agriculture & Fisheries
The presentation demonstrated the history of the Plant Quarantine, the entry ports the main is Muscat International Airport and the mandate of the plant quarantine. RPW is considered of the serious pests in Oman, the program for controlling the RPW is under the Plant Quarantine. The plan for controlling RPW was on three main axis gathering information on the pest and means of treatment, monitoring the ports and hiring qualified staff for the mission. The law of the Plant Quarantine is the same as the GCC. The gaps in the phytosanitary system in Oman include; PRA is not conducted and there is lack of qualified staff. To overcome these gaps extensive training is required and enhancing the cooperation with the international organization for technical assistance such as the IPPC and the FAO. 

The Moroccan representative inquired about the method adopted for the early detection for RPW. The early detection is through the monitoring and the inspection of palm trees, upon the detection of any symptoms the palm tree is injected with serum to control the pest and proved to be with great effectiveness. Lebanon representative asked about the laboratory that was established who assisted in it establishment. The laboratory was established through the help of national institutes as well as ICARDA and it is deemed that a team of experts from Egypt will be invited to Oman to give training. Furthermore, the technical staff will be sent to Egypt to obtain training program.

Agenda item 12:  Project Proposals for Capacity Development

Presentation on the capacity development proposals presented by Ms. Johanna Gardesten. There were 2 project proposals highlighted in the presentation; the first ToT of phytosanitary capacity development which is aiming at enhancing expertise needed by NPPOs in policy and operational processes and designing of systems for managing phytosanitary services for enhanced compatibility with the IPPC – A 3 year project with CDC as the PSC. 

The second project proposal was concerning training of PCE facilitator, this project aims at training phytosaintary experts to serve countries as PCE facilitators - A 2 year project with CDC as the PSC.

Capacity development Priorities for the region:
After the presentation on the capacity development proposals, the participants has discussed the regional priorities for capacity development and came up with following priorities:
1. Specific training in implementation of  the ISPMs i.e.:

a. Pest diagnosis with focus on main quarantine pests

b. Pests and risk analysis (PRA)

c. Determination of pest status in an area (ISPM 8)

d. General methods for eradication (ISPM 9)

e. Pest surveillance (ISPM 6)
2. Introduction and promotion of ISPMs at national level (national workshops),
3. Support countries with the laboratory equipment and training needed to set up diagnostic laboratory,
4. Training in electronic communication – e.g. IPP editors, online comment system (contact points), electronic phytosanitary certification (what is needed to develop the system),

5. Understanding of the implementation of pest free areas (especially PFAs for fruit flies) including taxonomy and surveillance,
6. Undertaking the PCE tool at country level. 

The NEPPO executive director drawn the attention to some trainings undertaken in collaboration with FAO, and some planned trainings such a training workshop on ISPMs 7 and 12 – export certification and phytosanitary certificates that will be organized by  NEPPO and  EPPO in Turkey in November 2012; and some project proposals prepared by the NEPPO and submitted to the STDF, IPPC and FAO amid at countries’ capacity building. 

Agenda item 13: Organization of future regional workshops on draft ISPMs (2013 session)
There was no specific date identified for the next workshop in 2013.
Agenda item 14: Any other business
The participants were acquainted about the online participant survey and requested to do that online after the closing of the workshop.
The issue of the vacancy of the Standards Committee Potential Replacements for the Near East Region was raised by Mr. Al Dobai, Regional Crop Protection Officer, for the meeting consideration and nomination of the replacements. Subsequently the replacements were nominated by the agreement as follows:
· First replacement: Mr. Gamil Abdul Rahamn Sallam, Director of Plant Qurantine Department, MoA, Yemen.
· Second replacement : Ms. Raida Al-Awamleh, Director Assistance of Plant Heath Dept., Ministry of Agriculture, Jordan
It was agreed that the Regional Crop Protection Officer will submit the nominees’ names to the Chair of the Near East Group at FAO-HQs  for official submission to the IPPC.
Agenda item 15: Adoption of report
At the end of the workshop, the regional comments on the discussed draft ISPMs were presented and adopted by the participants.  

Agenda item 16: Closing remarks and recommendations
After the conclusion of the country’s presentation Ms. Jane chard acknowledged the participants for their presentation and discussed the list of priorities the participating countries consider important for their countries and the region. The agreed about list was as following: 

Agenda item 17: Field visit

The field trip was conducted on the last day of the workshop, Thursday September 13th. The trip was to visit Magrabi farms “MAFA” located in Nubaria area. Maghrabi is a private investment project in Egypt with a total investment of almost 50 million dollars and managing almost 8700 acres of desert reclaimed lands in Nubaria area.  The total production of the farm is about 90,000 tons with 45,000 tons for export. The visit started at the administration unit where a presentation was made highlighting an overview of Maghrabi farms, their mission, main crops, cultivation and postharvest techniques. The presentation underlined the quality system and emphasized the whole system which is based on the Codex Almintarius, HACCP principles and the adopted international standards. Maghrabi is one of leading companies in organic agriculture in Egypt and mainly produces citrus, strawberries, grapes, iceberg lettuce, many herbal products, flowers and other cultivations.

Questions were raised regarding fruit flies control and procedures adopted of to maintain successful organic agriculture while minimizing the use of pesticides. The responds were that fruit flies program are applied in cooperation with the agriculture research center and plant protection institute and the traps recorded that B. zonata is not present in any of the Maghrabi farms. As for maintaining the organic agriculture many actions are taken including; conducting PCR, Elisa test to produce virus free seedling hence minimizing the use of pesticide this system is applied with strawberries as well there is an active cooperation with the UNIDO for protocolos to reduce the use of methyl bromide. 

 After the presentation and discussion the group headed to the fields with citrus and the survey system was demonstrated including the traps and crop management procedures. A tour was taken in the whole farm and the different facilities were introduced to the group including the laboratories, and greenhouses, in addition to other service and cultural facilities. A visit was made to one of the packing houses, packing house of the grape, it was noticed the GAP, phyosanitary and hygienic measures adherence started from the entrance of the packing house.  The grapes packed are for export mostly to Gulf countries and Europe. 
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Mobile : 00-962-795-432008

E.mail : dr_raidaawamleh@moa.gov.jo
              dr_raidaawamleh@yahoo.com
LEBANON
Imad Nahal (SC member)
Head of Plant Protection Service 
Ministry of Agriculture

Beirut, Lebanon

Tel: 00 961 1 849 639
E.mail: imadn@terra.net.lb
            inahhal@agriculture.gog.lb
Mohamed Abou Zeid
Director of Plant Resources 
Ministry of Agriculture 

Lebanon,

Tel: 009611849627

Mobile: 00961315180

E.mail: moabzd@gmail.com
LIBYA
Ali Amin Kafu
Researcher Entomologist
National Center for Plant Protection and Plant Quarantaine  
Mobile: 002 189 250 229 80
              002 189 132 431 12
E.mail: benkafu@yahoo.com
MAURITANIA
Moussa Mamadou Sow
Chef -  Plant Protection Service

Directorate of Agriculture

Ministry of Rural Development 

Tel : 00 222 452 578 79

Mobile : 00 222 46 46 3939

E.mail : sowmoussa635@yahoo.fr
 MOROCCO
Rahel Mohammed Amal
Head of Plant Protection Division

Sanitary and Food Safety National Office Ministry of Agriculture and Fisheries

Tel : 00212-5-37-676538
Mobile : 00 212 673997829
E.mail : rahelamal@hotmail.fr
OMAN
Sulaiman M Al - Toubi
Director of Plant Quarantine
Ministry of Agriculture & Fisheries
Sultanate of Oman
Tel - 24698937
E.mail : altoubi68@hotmail.com
              Nppo@moa.gov.om
PALESTINE

Shadi A. Darwish
Director of Agricultural Quarantine & Plant Health

Ministry of Agriculture

Al-Bireh, Ramallah

Palestinian National Authority

Tel: 00-970224-07361

 Mobile: 00-970-598-928392

E.mail: shadidarweesh@gmail.com
QATAR

Adel Zain Alyafei
Head of Plant Protection and Agricultural Quarantaine Section.
Ministry of Environment
Doha, Qatar

Tel: 0097 444207868

Mobile : 00974-55812132

E-mail : aalkaldi@moe.gov.qa
              adel_alkaldi@hotmail.com
SAUDI ARABIA
Abdul Hakim Abdulrahman
Government official – Agricultural Specialist

Ministry of Agriculture

Riyadh, Kingdom of Saudi Arabia

Tel: 401-6666-3159

Mobile: 0505-413058

E.mail: Ksapq@hotmail.com
             KSAPQ@yahoo.com
SUDAN 
Khidir Gebril Musa
Director General – Plant Protection Directorate 
Tel: 00249185337442
Mobile: 00249912138939

E.mail: khidrigibrilmusa@yahoo.com
TUNIS :

Slah Jelassi
Head of department  
Tel:0021671840452

Mobile:0021696349907

E.mail: slahjelassi@yahoo.fr
YEMEN
Gamil Abdul Rahamn Sallam

Director of Plant Qurantine Department

General Directorate of Plant Protection- Ministry of Agriculure & Irrigation 
Tel :00 967 156 3328
Home : 00 967 146 6244

Mobile : 00967 7777  6134

E.mail : sallam_gameel@yahoo.com
NEPPO

Mekki Chouibani
Executive Director 

NEPPO 

Agdal. Rabat

Tel: 00-212-673-997808

Mobile: 00-212-661-309104

E.mail: chouibani@gmail.com
             hq.neppo@gmail.com
IPPC
Johanna Gardesten
Agriculture Officer
International Plant Protection Convention (IPPC)

Tel: 003 06 570553768

Mobile: 0039 3495694879

E.mail: Johanna.gardesten@fao.org
Jane Chard
Head, Plant Health Branch
SASA

United Kingdom

Tel:00 441 312 448 863

Mobile:00 44 07825356030

E.mail: jane.chard@sasa.gsi.gov.uk
FAO RNE 
	Shoki Al-Dobai

Plant Protection Officer

FAO Regional Office for Near East (RNE)

P.O. Box 2223, Dokki, Cairo, Egypt

Tel: 00 202 333 16000-7  Ext. 2812

Cell: 00 201 0066 978 25

E.mail:  Shoki.AlDobai@fao.org
Heba Tokali

Programme Clerk

Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations

Regional Office for the Near East, Cairo, Egypt

Tel: 00 202 333 160 00

Mobile : 02 010 141 0366

E.mail: Heba.Tokali@fao.org
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