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Draft ISPM: guidelines for consignments in transit

COMMENTS OF Norway
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

	1. Section
	2. Country
	3. Type of comment
	4. Location
	5. Proposed rewording
	6. Explanation

	DEFINITIONS 
	NO
	SUBSTANTIAL
	Consignment in transit
	A consignment passing through but not destined for the territory of a country.
	‘Official’ within the IPPC context implies ‘established, authorized or performed by a NPPO’. 
For many consignments in transit such procedures are not required. "Official procedures" implies that measures are in place. This draft ISPM (section 1.1, 1st sentence, 4th para), and IPPC Art.VII.4 make it explicit that measures need not be in place for consignments in transit.

	BACKGROUND
	NO
	TECHNICAL
	3rd para
	Add: ‘Consignments in transit constitute a potential pathway for the introduction and/or spread of pests to the country of transit.
[moved from section 1.2 1st sentence plus addition]
	This ‘motivating statement’ is better placed in background than somewhere in the middle of Risk analysis section.

‘..to the country of transit’ is to maintain explicitly that this standard focuses on the rights of the transit country 

	BACKGROUND
	NO
	TECHNICAL
	5th para, 1st sentence
	Add: ‘…to the country of transit’ at the end of sentence.
	To maintain explicitly that this standard focuses on the rights of the transit country (and nothing else, other wise confusion is created once again)

	BACKGROUND
	NO
	TECHNICAL
	Para 5, sentence 2
	This may for instance be the case when consignments are transported open rather than enclosed, or when they do not pass directly through the country but are held for a period of storage, or are split up, combined or repackaged, or if the type of transport changes (e.g. from ship to railway)

	It is just another example that should be assessed.

	BACKGROUND
	NO
	SUBSTANTIAL
TECHNICAL
	Para 6, sentence 1
	It should be noted that the term ‘transit’ is not only used for  phytosanitary purposes but also the standard procedure for moving goods under customs control.
..
	1. Transit is not necessarily a phytosanitary procedure. 
2. To underline that customs have their own procedures, independent from any phytosanitary procedures.

	BACKGROUND
	NO
	EDITORIAL
	Footnote 2 on page bottom
	1
	Wrongly refers to footnote 2

	1.2 Risk assessment
	NO
	SUBSTANTIAL
	New para 3

Add para from section 1.3 and reword
	In case the NPPO, through risk assessment, has identified phytosanitary risks, pest risk management options can be considered. 
	1. Better location.
2. Pest risk management is foremost about comparing management options.
3. Some consignments may not be permitted to move at all.  


	1.3 Risk management
	NO
	TECHNICAL
	
	Delete the sentence
	Wrong location

	1.3.2 Transit with phytosanitary measures in addition to Customs control
	NO
	 TECHNICAL
	 Replace first indent

	
- verification of consignment identity
	Clarity

	1.3.2 Transit with phytosanitary measures in addition to Customs control
	NO
	TECHNICAL
	Delete indent 3 and replace with new sentence at the end of 2nd para.
	The country of transit may require a declaration on a phytosanitary certificate, certifying that these requirements are fulfilled. This declaration should either be on the phytosanitary certificate addressed to the importing country (see ISPM 12, section 2), or in cases where the importing country has no such requirements, on a phytosanitary certificate addressed to the country or countries of transit.
	There is necessity to give more details on the phytosanitary certificate requirements. 

	5. Minimal Impact
	NO
	TECHNICAL
	Title 
	Change to ‘Non-discrimination’ 
	What is described in the para is the concept on Non Discrimination and not minimal impact (see ISPM 1).

	7. Documentation
	NO
	SUBSTANTIAL
	
	7. Documentation 
Any  transit system should be adequately described and documented. 

	1-A transit system may not need to be developed (see section 2).

2- Communication is covered in a new section 8. 

	
	NO
	SUBSTANTIAL
	Add new section
	8. International Liaison
Phytosanitary requirements, restrictions, and prohibitions for consignments in transit should be published and transmitted to any contracting party or parties that may be directly affected by such measures. (See IPPC Art. VII.2b)
	In line with IPPC Art. VII.2b concerning transparency for publishing and transmitting phytosanitary requirements.


