Template for comments - Draft ISPMs for country consultation, 2006
Draft ISPM - revision of ISPM No. 2: pest risk analysis
Please use this table for sending country comments to the IPPC Secretariat (ippc@fao.org). See instructions on how to use this template at the end of the table. Following these will greatly facilitate the compilation of comments and the work of the Standards Committee
Please make sure that the cell "country name" is filled for each row of comments and contains the name of the country submitting the comments
	1. Section
	2. Country
	3. Type of comment
	4. Location
	5. Proposed rewording
	6. Explanation

	General comments
	
	
	
	
	

	Specific comments
	Dominica
	
	1.2.5
	
	Concern with consistency in approach to PRA as it relates to the cartegena Protocol

	TITLE OF THE DRAFT
	
	
	
	
	

	INTRODUCTION
	
	
	
	
	

	SCOPE 
	
	
	
	
	

	REFERENCES 
	
	
	
	
	

	DEFINITIONS 
	Dominica
	Technical
	Pg. 3 revised term
	Should include ‘environmental impact’
	This term is found in several sections of the document for example sec. 1 PRA stage 1 initiation. This also coincide with the definition in the glossary of terms.

	OUTLINE OF REQUIREMENTS 
	
	
	
	
	

	BACKGROUND
	
	
	
	
	

	REQUIREMENTS
	
	
	
	
	

	1.   PRA Stage 1: Initiation
	
	
	
	
	

	1.1  Initiation points 
	
	
	
	
	

	1.1.1  Identification of a pathway 
	
	
	
	
	

	1.1.2  Identification of a pest
	Dominica
	Technical
	1st para pg. 7

	Should read ‘the need for a new or revised PRA on a potential or specific recognised pest may arise in situations such as when’
Add potential pests as another bullet point

(Add this as another sentence at the end of the 1st sentence on pg. 7)
	These are some pests that there is uncertainty as to whether or not that they are pests. If it is included in the list then it should be identified. When there is a potential for an organism to be a pest then a PRA should be initiated.
In case where an organism is likely to be potential pests then a PRA should be initiated. 

	1.1.3  Review of phytosanitary policies 
	
	
	
	
	

	1.1.4  Identification of an organism 
	
	
	
	
	

	1.2  Determination of an organism as a pest 
	Dominica
	Technical
	Pg. 7 sec 1.2 last para last sent.
Pg. 8 3rd para
	Consistent injury and in the case of pathogens to be transmissible 
The list should include 

-potential for dispersion and spread.

-The rate of reproduction

-environmental factors or conditions (the ability of the pests to express differently under different environmental condition


	If the organism have not been fully named or described, then to be determined as a pest it should at least have been shown to produce consistent injury and in case pathogen to be transmissible.
Pests behave differently under various environmental conditions.



	1.2.1  Plants as pests
	Dominica
	Technical
	2nd para. 
	Add ballast water
	

	1.2.2  Beneficial organisms
	
	
	
	
	

	1.2.3  Organisms new to science or for which only minimal information is available
	
	
	
	
	

	1.2.4  Intentional import of organisms of possible phytosanitary concern
	
	
	
	
	

	1.2.5  Living modified organisms
	Dominica
	Technical
	2nd to last para 2nd sent.
	Remove ‘may need to’  to ‘should’
	This is supported by the statement on pg. 10 2nd para. Sentence should read ‘however there genotype characteristics should be considered when assessing the pest list of LMOs.

	1.3  Identification of the PRA area
	Dominica
	Technical
Editorial
	Pg. 10 
1st para 2nd sent.
	It needs to be clear and defined for clarity. 
Add ‘of the importing country for clarification’ 
	It now reads where information may be gathered from a wider geographical area, the analysis of establishment, spread and economic impact should relate only to the defined PRA of importing country.

	1.4  Previous pest risk analyses
	
	
	
	
	

	1.5   Conclusion of initiation 
	Dominica
	Technical
	Pg. 10 last para. 1st bullet
	Delete the bracket section (or being considered for official control) on the first bullet with the bracket, 
	The bracketed section does not conform with the definition of quarantine pests

	2.   Summary of PRA Stages 2 and 3
	
	
	
	
	

	2.1   Linked standards
	
	
	
	
	

	2.2  Summary of PRA Stage 2: Pest risk assessment
	
	
	
	
	

	2.3  Summary of PRA Stage 3: Pest risk management
	
	
	
	
	

	3.   Aspects Common to All PRA Stages
	
	
	
	
	

	3.1  Uncertainty
	
	
	
	
	

	3.2  Information gathering
	
	
	
	
	

	3.3  Documentation
	
	
	
	
	

	3.4  Risk communication
	Dominica
	Technical
	Pg 13
	This section needs to be expanded on
	The  importance of  this  section is such that it should be stated separately  as stage 4

	3.5   Consistency in PRA
	
	
	
	
	

	APPENDIX 1 Pest risk analysis flow chart
	
	
	
	
	


