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Summary

Project:

Revision of NAPPO Discussion Document 05 (DD05):
Management of Huanglongbing and its Vector, the Asian Citrus
Psyllid, Diaphorina citri

General comments:

¢ Introductory remarks by the NAPPO Secretariat
e EG agreed to record the session for report purposes.
e The NAPPO TD will write the video conference report.

Item 1: EG discussion on the feedback provided on the task list to
develop a justification statement to review RSPM 26 and
recommendations to the NAPPO AMC.

Consensus: 1. Reconfirm the value of this document and the problem

the document is trying to solve. The EG recommends
revision of the document. The revised document should
include new information on HLB and its vector (Asian Citrus
Psyllid - ACP), new operational activities and could be used
as a reference by other countries.

2. Are the contents of this document addressed elsewhere?
Yes, but not in one concise document. The revision of DD05
will serve this purpose too.

3. Do the U.S. and Mexico currently work together in a more
practical way outside this document? Harmonization of
activities will be a good addition to the revised document.

4. If the document is updated, how often will it need to be
updated going forward? EG recommends updating every 3
years.




. Thisis adiscussion document, should it become another

type of NAPPO document? The EG recommends it remain
a discussion document.

. Should the document be archived, and this work be

moved to information sharing among the three
countries? The EG recommends revision of the document.

. If updates need to be made to DDO5, for example

updating HLB management practices, etc., determine the
scope of the updates (e.g., updating a couple of
paragraphs vs. a complete rewrite of the draft). The EG
consensus was to completely revise the document.
Considerations when updating:

a. Consider how the document will be used

b. Experts will be assigned based on the nature of the
revision of this document.

c. Needs to have an expert that will represent
California. A balanced representation will be useful
for the document revision.

d. Consider including updates on the regulatory
aspects.

e. ldentify research and regulation gaps to include in
the document.

Item 2:

Next steps

Consensus:

e The chairperson will draft a justification statement based
on the outcomes of this meeting discussions that will be
presented to the NAPPO AMC for consideration by
September 9.

e The NAPPO Secretariat will translate the statement of
justification to revise DD05 and share it with the EG to
provide additional comments.

e The NAPPO Secretariat will share the final version of the
document with the AMC for their consideration.

e The AMC will discuss the document either on October 4
or early November.

e The AMC decision will be communicated to the EG.

e The AMC will modify the EG membership based on the
suggested modifications to the document.

Next Steps
Responsible Person Action Date
Chairperson Draft justification statement Sept. 9, 2022

NAPPO Secretariat

Translate the justification statement and share it
with the EG for comments.

Share the document with EG for additional
comments.




¢ Share the final version of the justification
statement with the NAPPO AMC for discussions
on Oct 4 or early November.

Next Meeting

Location: Video conference — MS TEAMS or Zoom

Date: A poll will be sent to the EG to schedule the next video conference.

Proposed Agenda ltems




