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Introduction
Introduction
The Intergovernmental Group (IGG) on Tea in its 20th Session in Colombo, Sri Lanka, held on 30 January – 1 February 2012 decided to discuss and finalize the priority list of compounds in different countries and remove anomalies as well as duplication of work which will be the main agenda in the intersessional meeting on 17 – 18 September 2012 at Washington DC. 

Tea producing countries have given their respective lists of compounds based on current use and potential use in tea in the near future. The list needs to be viewed against producer countries requirement as well as the consumers. To achieve this objective the future action plan needs to be put in with a definite time frame to enable regular submission of residue data to Codex Alimentaris, national regulators and regulators of consuming countries. 

The following plan of work may be considered. 
The plan of work
1. Finalize priority list  
2. Assess the data already available in different countries and identify difficulty faced.
3. Identify common compounds and pool data for submission to Codex and other regulators.
4. Identify new generation compounds and start field trials for residue data.
5. Lobby to declare tea as a minor crop. This will reduce the number of field trials required for MRL fixation.  
6. Use brew factor in risk assessment for MRL fixation of all pesticides in tea.
The list of pesticides used in tea in more than one producing countries, as obtained from recent compilations, are as under:




	Insecticides used in tea 
	No of user countries

	Alphamethrin / cypermethrin
	7

	Bifenthrin
	3

	Chlorpyriphos
	4

	Deltamethrin
	5

	Fipronil
	5

	Imidacloprid
	4

	Acetamiprid
	3

	Thiacloprid
	2

	Thiamethoxam
	2



	Acaricides used in tea 
	No of user countries

	Propargite
	5

	Polysulfides, Sulfur
	4

	Fenpyroximate
	2

	Spiromesifen
	2

	Milbectin
	2

	Abemectin
	3



	Weedicides used in tea 
	No of user countries

	Glyphosate
	5

	Paraquot
	3

	2,4-D
	2

	Metolachlor
	2

	Oxyfluorfen
	2

	Glufosinate ammonium
	2



	Fungicides used in tea 
	No of user countries

	Copper Oxychloride
	5

	Copper hydroxide
	4

	Hexaconazole
	2

	Propiconazole
	2

	Tebuconazole
	3

	Trifloxastrobin
	2

	Thiophanate methyl
	2



The above indicates common use and possible joint submission of data to CODEX and other regulators. Therefore, while finalizing the priority list. It will be worthwhile to look for the following:
1. The registration status of the plant protection products (PPPs) on the master list. 
2. Information on availability of field trial data for the listed chemicals  irrespective of the fact that trials were carried out as per GLP or not. [Information source: Tea industry, PPP manufacturers or others] 
3. Information from chemical companies that supply the PPPs on their support for label claim for use for tea. If not, what alternatives will they support  (with field trials and MRL petitions.)
4. Possibly also the MRL data from producing and consuming countries for PPPs on the list for databank for future use?
5. Availability of residues data in tea brew for these PPPs.
6. That will help build a strong database for immediate use and if not then will be able to identify the need for any additional data to complete the requirement for submission to regulators. In fact we should also explore the possibility for data submission by the group directly to different regulators as well. Scope of acceptance of residue field trial data that reflects the (GAP) use pattern in a region/country, for MRL fixation even without a formal label is another point needs to be explored.
Review of master chemical list against decision tree
Approved use and identified potential use in a producing country may be considered as the main criteria for identifying the priority chemicals for data generation. If some chemical are not approved in a consuming country, the data will help in setting import tolerance. At this stage, further consideration secondary standards would leave little choice available for use in tea.    

The “difficult to analyze” experience could be an important factor for deciding pesticide use in tea as it will increase cost of testing and chances of errors leading to trade difficulties.

The plan of work will also involve (i) identifying pests where alternatives need to be sought, (ii) identify compounds for replacement / alternatives and (iii) Identify collaborators for data generation and (iv) identifying source of funding.
Points requiring attention in data generation
In field
· Protocol for supervised field trials 
· Intended dosages (X & 2X) in multi-locational trials
· Records of actual treatments that may defer from the intended dose
· Sampling: GAP PHI 7 days
· Supervised manufacture of treated shoots 

In Lab
· Residue definition
· Method of analysis (Multi residues most preferred)
· Method Validation 
· LOQ, MU, Calibration data for equipment
· Supporting chromatograms
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