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
	
	
	
	
	

	TITLE OF THE DRAFT
	
	
	
	
	

	INTRODUCTION
	
	
	
	
	

	SCOPE 
	New Zealand
	Subst
	
	Delete the last two sentences
	Not necessary. This is a scope not an abstract.

	REFERENCES 
	
	
	
	
	

	DEFINITIONS 
	
	
	
	
	

	OUTLINE OF REQUIREMENTS 
	
	
	
	
	

	BACKGROUND
	New Zealand
	Edit
	in 1st para

3rd para and 4th last sentences
4th para 2nd sent
	Change “injury” to “consequences” 
… change are to may be ….

…spreading and causing injury to plants in unintended habitats.
	Injury not used in definition.
Std is a guideline.

Clearer

	REQUIREMENTS
	
	
	
	
	

	1.   PRA Stage 1: Initiation
	New Zealand
	Edit
	1st four dashpoints
last dashpoint
	Move the verbs to after the first nouns
A request to determine if a ….
	Better English
Use language of 1.2

	1.1  Initiation points 
	
	
	
	
	

	1.1.1  Identification of a pathway 
	New Zealand
	Edit
	1st dashpoint
	As above
	As above

	1.1.2  Identification of a pest
	
	
	
	
	

	1.1.3  Review of phytosanitary policies 
	New Zealand
	Edit
	2nd dashpoint
	Move verb as above
	

	1.1.4  Identification of an organism 
	New Zealand
	Edit
	All dashpoints
	Move verbs as above
	

	1.2  Determination of an organism as a pest 
	
	
	
	
	

	1.2.1  Plants as pests
	New Zealand
	Subs
	1.2.1 3rd para
	Question – is there a global understanding of what “natural range” means??
	Maybe this needs a definition

	1.2.2  Beneficial organisms
	New Zealand
	Edit
	2nd para 2nd sentence
	..or monitoring the release of beneficial organisms…
	Clarity

	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
	New Zealand
	Edit +
	Last para 1st sentence
	….donor organism, the vector, the nature of the genetic modification, and the genetic sequence and its insertion site in the recipient genome.
	Clearer

	1.3  Identification of the PRA area
	New Zealand
	edit
	Title
Para 2
	Defining the PRA area
Change “identified” to “defined”
	Consistency with 1. and next line (of 1.3)
As above

	1.4  Previous pest risk analyses
	
	
	
	
	

	1.5   Conclusion of initiation 
	New Zealand
	edit
	Para 1 sent 1
	Use defined
	As above

	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
	New Zealand
	Edit
	3.3 3rd par last line
4th para 3rd dashpoint
	Replace “even” with “only”
Replace “evidence of injuriousness” with “ability to cause injury”
	Better English

	3.3  Documentation
	
	
	
	
	

	3.4  Risk communication
	New Zealand
	Edit
	1st para 3rd line
	“…understand the risk situation but is meant to reconcile…”
	Less clumsy

	3.5   Consistency in PRA
	New Zealand
	Edit
	1st para last dashpoint
	Replace “equivalent” with similar or comparable
	Do not think that the specific meaning of equivalent is needed in this context.

	APPENDIX 1 Pest risk analysis flow chart
	
	
	
	
	


