
Response ID ANON-8W98-3C71-X

Submitted to Proposal for clarifying regulatory requirements for residual claims for disinfectants

Submitted on 2021-03-26 17:13:19

Introduction

What is your name?

Name:

Zsuzsanna Sipos

What is your email address?

Email:

zsuzsanna@dtsreg.com.au

Would you like to receive updates on this consultation by email?

Updates:

Yes

What is your organisation?

Organisation:

DTS Regulatory Consultants

Proposal 1: Definition of residual activity

definition:

Ensure that the 'surface' is clearly defined. i.e. clear definition/instruction on whether applicable only to non-porous and hard surfaces. Inanimate objects excluded

(if this is the case).

Proposal 2: Testing standards

testing:

This would be an appropriate method.

Agree that the guidance should be extended to cover additional organisms - particularly viruses given the current pandemic. However, if the test method is not

modifiable to allow for additional organisms, then clear guidance should be provided to ensure no residual claims are made against any other organism that are

not covered by the method.

To do not agree that the guidance should cover periods of greater than 24 hours. 24 hour residual claim should be the maximum.

Beyond 24 hours, it is impossible to translate laboratory conditions to 'real world' scenarios where it is unknown how much contact a surface is going to have

within any given time period. For instance, a disinfectant applied to surface within the home is likely to have less contact (i.e. abrasions) than a disinfectant

applied to surface in high traffic, public areas. This factor can have a big impact on the residual efficacy on a given surface.

Furthermore, it potentially creates increased risk from a broader public health perspective where users of the disinfectant are provided with a false sense of

security that the surface is 'protected" for xx of days, and thus, neglect the recommended hygiene practices of regular cleaning and disinfecting.

If a surface has more abrasions or touches than that which the test method accounted for, it's likely the residual efficacy is reduced.

Proposal 3: Acceptance criteria

acceptance:

To prevent confusion and to ensure this is aligned with the current instructions for disinfectant testing, the log kill rate should be dependent upon the organism.

E.g. min. 4-log reduction for viruses (of the test method extends to other organisms.

Proposal 4: Limitations on claimed residual activity period

limitations:

Please refer to Proposal 2. 24 hours should be the maximum.

Proposal 5: Restricting residual activity claims to specific organisms



specific organisms:

The residual claims should only be extended to other organisms if the test method allows for it. Where the test method is not modifiable, the TGA instructions

should clearly define which organisms the residual claims can be applied to.

Residual claims should also be considered specific' and therefore require TGA oversight.

Proposal 6: Allowing residual activity claims

allowing claims:

The new testing requirements should apply to ALL listings - new listings and current listing - to ensure there is a level playing field for sponsors. It is unfair for

some sponsors to be capitalising on less stringent testing requirements due to lack of clear guidance while new sponsors have to adhere to stricter guidelines.
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