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COMPILED MEMBER COMMENTS
2008-007: Draft Specification on International movement of grain 
	Com.# no. 
	Para.# no. 
	Comment type 
	Comment 
	Explanation 
	Country 

	[1] 
	G 
	Editorial 
	Mexico fully supports the development of a standard for ISPM regarding International Movement of Grain, because we are an importer country of grains worried about all the phytosanitary problems (principally weeds of quarantine interest)  that are associated with  these importations and that the industry of our country paid for the implementation of phytosanitary measures to mitigate the pest risk.  It should be noted that some countries do not want to develop an ISPM because there are many best practices manuals, but the experience has demonstrated a low effectiveness to minimize the presence of quarantine pests. There are thousands of shipments of grain for the purposes of human food, animal feed or for the processing with high levels of quarantine pests, that could be spread during transportation and handling. This also results in problems for some countries during trade negotiations when these pretend to export to another countries. 
	We believed that an ISPM on grains will be necessary to help countries to mitigate the risk associated with importations. As example, there are many countries that pays high costs for cleaning shipments with special machines and lose time reconditioning those shipments affected with pests, additional to the real costs of the importation and that in some cases the exporting countries do not want to implement measures in origin to mitigate the phytosanitary risk. By other hand, Mexico as grain exported country also could be affected by introduced pests in imported shipments that affect their exportations. For these reasons, Mexico fully supports the development of an ISPM on grains to provide some guidance for all NPPO´s about the phytosanitary measures applied to prevent the introduction of quarantine pests and all these phytosanitary measures will apply in general to importing and exporting countries. 
	Mexico 

	[2] 
	G 
	Substantive 
	the number of issues covered by this draft specification is large and possibly unworkable.
It may be better to address different issues in separate standards
	
	Australia 

	[3] 
	G 
	Substantive 
	We do not agree with the development of a new standard on grain and continue to believe that the most  useful form for this guidance would be a best practices manual (as an example, see FAO guide to phytosanitary standards for foresters) for the following reasons:
-Most countries seeking this kind of guidance are looking for operational and technical guidelines.
-Primary guidance for harmonization already exists in ISPMs. 
-The tasks related to phytosanitary measures are too specific and prescriptive for an ISPM. Given the  enormous variability associated with types of grain, pest complexes and phytosanitary measures it will be  challenging if not impossible to reach consensus. This would result in a level of generality in the ISPM that would limit the standard's usefulness to its intended audience. A best management practices guide which could provide a wide range of pest risk assessment options, phytosanitary measures and industry practices for each type of grain commodity would be the most useful format for this guidance.    
	An ISPM on grain is not the best approach for providing guidance on international movement of grain because an ISPM would duplicate the primary guidance for harmonization found in existing ISPMs and it would not be able to provide the level of practical and operational guidance desired by members, especially those in developing countries. We agree with OEWG recommendation that it would be preferable to start with a best management practices document and then consider if an ISPM is necesary afterwards. 
	United States of America 

	[4] 
	2 
	Substantive 
	Date of this document
2012-04-29

Document category
Draft specification for an ISPM

Current document stage
Approved for MC to OCS

Origin
2008-03 CPM-5

Major stages
2008-03 CPM-5 added topic International movement of grain (2008-007)

2011-12 open-ended workshop to collect, consider and discuss information on phytosanitary issues related to the international movement of grainreview draft
2012-04 SC reviewed draft and approved for MC

 


	The workshop did not review a draft specification as was suggested by the original language. 
	CBD 

	[5] 
	4 
	Substantive 
	International movement of grain. Pest risk management of grain
	More in line with what is stated in the text. It clarifies 
	Costa Rica 

	[6] 
	6 
	Editorial 
	The international trade in grain for the purposes of human consumption food, animal feed or further processing (for example, milling, oilseed crushing, fractionation, biofuel production) is important to the economies of both grain exporting and grain importing countries. A stable grain trade is critical to feed an expanding world population. Phytosanitary measures applied to the movement of grain to decrease the risk of introduction and spread of quarantine pests into new geographical areas should be technically justified and be the least trade restrictive.
	revised text is clearer 
	Canada 

	[7] 
	6 
	Substantive 
	The international trade in grain for the purposes of human food, animal feed or further processing (for example, milling, oilseed crushing, fractionation, biofuel production) is important to the economies of both grain exporting and grain importing countries. A stable grain trade is critical to feed an expanding world population. Phytosanitary measures applied to the movement of grain to decrease the risk of introduction and spread of quarantine pests into new geographical areas should be technically justified and be the least trade restrictive.
	Paragraph 7 sets out the reasons for the standard more clearly and comprehensively than does paragraph 6. Furthermore, paragraph 6 is somewhat repetitive of paragraph 7. For these reasons, paragraph 6 is unnecessary and should be deleted. 
	CBD 

	[8] 
	6 
	Technical 
	The international trade in grain for the purposes of human food, animal feed or further processing (for example, milling, oilseed crushing, fractionation, biofuel production) is important to the economies of both grain exporting and grain importing countries. A stable grain trade is critical to feed an expanding world population. Phytosanitary measures applied to the movement of grain to decrease the risk of introduction and spread of quarantine pests into new geographical areas should be technically justified and be the least trade restrictive.
	It is not clear to what this term refers to. In addition it is not relevant from a phytosanitary point of view 
	Uruguay 

	[9] 
	6 
	Technical 
	The international trade in grain for the purposes of human food, animal feed or further processing (for example, milling, oilseed crushing, fractionation, biofuel production) is important to the economies of both grain exporting and grain importing countries. A stable grain trade is critical to feed an expanding world population. Phytosanitary measures applied to the movement of grain to decrease the risk of introduction and spread of quarantine pests into new geographical areas should be technically justified and be the least trade restrictive.
	
	United States of America 

	[10] 
	7 
	Editorial 
	There is currently no international guidance in adopted ISPMs that focuses specifically on phytosanitary measures for the international movement of grain. This has resulted in a lack of harmonized approaches for managing the pest risks associated with grain. Many national organizations and trading partners have developed guidelines, quality standards or specifications applicable to the international movement of grain. While many of these rules are focused solely on grain quality or food safety1, it is important that national plant protection organizations (NPPOs) do not confuse grain quality or food safetythese measures with phytosanitary measures applied to prevent the introduction of quarantine pests. Guidance is needed on the assessment of pest risks related to grain as a pathway for quarantine pests, and on technically justified phytosanitary measures to manage such pest risks. Exporting and importing countries, in particular developing countries, may benefit from such guidance. Phytosanitary measures applied prior to export and at the time of import can be effective in pest risk mitigation and thereby help to improve food security, but international guidance is needed to ensure such measures are technically justified, commensurate with the level of risk, and the least trade restrictive.
	
	CBD 

	[11] 
	7 
	Editorial 
	There is currently no international guidance in adopted ISPMs that focuses specifically on phytosanitary measures for the international movement of grain. This has resulted in a lack of harmonized approaches for managing the pest risks associated with grain. Many national organizations and trading partners have developed guidelines, quality standards or specifications applicable to the international movement of grain. While many of these rules are focused solely on quality or food safety1, it is important that national plant protection organizations (NPPOs) do not confuse grain quality or food safety measures with phytosanitary measures applied to prevent the introduction of quarantine pests. Guidance is needed on the assessment of pest risks related to grain as a pathway for quarantine pests, and on technically justified phytosanitary measures to manage such pest risks. Exporting and importing countries, in particular developing countries, may benefit from such guidance. Phytosanitary measures applied prior to export and at the time of import can be effective in pest risk mitigation and thereby help to improve food security, but Iinternational guidance is needed to ensure such measures, whether applied prior to export or at the time of import, are technically justified, commensurate with the level of risk, and the least trade restrictive.
	1) Text deleted because unnecessary to sense of paragraph. 
	United States of America 

	[12] 
	7 
	Editorial 
	There is currently no international guidance in adopted ISPMs that focuses specifically on phytosanitary measures for the international movement of grain. This has resulted in a lack of harmonized approaches for managing the pest risks associated with grain. Many national organizations and trading partners have developed guidelines, quality standards or specifications applicable to the international movement of grain. While many of these rules are focused solely on quality or food safety1, While many of these rules are focused solely on quality and/or food safety1it is important that national plant protection organizations (NPPOs) do not confuse grain quality or food safety measures with phytosanitary measures applied to prevent the introduction of quarantine pests. Guidance is needed on the assessment of pest risks related to grain as a pathway for quarantine pests, and on technically justified phytosanitary measures to manage such pest risks. Exporting and importing countries, in particular developing countries, may benefit from such guidance. Phytosanitary measures applied prior to export and at the time of import can be effective in pest risk mitigation and thereby help to improve food security, but international guidance is needed to ensure such measures are technically justified, commensurate with the level of risk, and the least trade restrictive.
	the rules may be based on both quality and food safety 
	Ghana 

	[13] 
	7 
	Substantive 
	There is currently no international guidance in adopted ISPMs that focuses specifically on phytosanitary measures for the international movement of grain. This has resulted in a lack of harmonized approaches for managing the pest risks associated with grain. Many national organizations and trading partners have developed guidelines, quality standards or specifications applicable to the international movement of grain. While many of these rules are focused solely on quality or food safety1, it is important that national plant protection organizations (NPPOs) do not confuse grain quality or food safety measures with phytosanitary measures applied to prevent the introduction of quarantine pests. Guidance is needed on the assessment of pest risks related to grain as a pathway for quarantine pests, and on technically justified phytosanitary measures to manage such pest risks. Exporting and importing countries, in particular developing countries, may benefit from such guidance. Phytosanitary measures applied prior to export and at the time of import can be effective in pest risk mitigation and thereby help to improve food security and the conservation and sustainable use of biodiversity, but international guidance is needed to ensure such measures are technically justified, commensurate with the level of risk, and the least trade restrictive.
	This insertion is further to the IPPC's Strategic Framework for 2012-2019. 
	CBD 

	[14] 
	7 
	Substantive 
	There is currently no international guidance in adopted ISPMs that focuses specifically on phytosanitary measures for the international movement of grain. This has resulted in a lack of harmonized approaches for managing the pest risks associated with grain. Many national organizations and trading partners have developed guidelines, quality standards or specifications applicable to the international movement of grain. While many of these rules are focused solely on quality or food safety1, it is important that national plant protection organizations (NPPOs) do not confuse grain quality or food safety measures with phytosanitary measures applied to prevent the introduction of quarantine pests. Guidance is needed on the assessment of pest risks related to grain as a pathway for quarantine pests, and on technically justified phytosanitary measures to manage such pest risks. Exporting and importing countries, in particular developing countries, may benefit from such guidance. Phytosanitary measures applied prior to export, during transfer, on arrival, and during handling and processing and at the time of import can be effective in pest risk mitigation and thereby help to improve food security, but international guidance is needed to ensure such measures are technically justified, commensurate with the level of risk, and the least trade restrictive.
	Phytosanitary measure can be applied during transfer, handling and processing. 
	Japan 

	[15] 
	7 
	Substantive 
	There is currently no international guidance in adopted ISPMs that focuses specifically on phytosanitary measures for the international movement of grain. This has resulted in a lack of harmonized approaches for managing the pest risks associated with grain. Many national organizations and trading partners have developed guidelines, quality standards or specifications applicable to the international movement of grain. While many of these rules are focused solely on quality or food safety1, it is important that national plant protection organizations (NPPOs) do not confuse grain quality or food safety measures with phytosanitary measures applied to prevent the introduction of quarantine pests. Guidance is needed on the assessment of pest risks related to grain as a pathway for quarantine pests, and on technically justified phytosanitary measures to manage such pest risks. Exporting and importing countries, in particular developing countries, may benefit from such guidance. Phytosanitary measures applied prior to export and at the time of import can be effective in pest risk mitigation and thereby help to improve food security, but international guidance is needed to ensure such measures are technically justified, commensurate with the level of risk, and the least trade restrictive.
	Consider removing the sentence, the NPPO should have very clear related to phytosanitary measures and not confused with other types of measures. This is a basic principle in the IPPC 
	Costa Rica 

	[16] 
	7 
	Substantive 
	There is currently no international guidance in adopted ISPMs that focuses specifically on phytosanitary measures for the international movement of grain. Several ISPMs exist that provide guidance for managing risk, including risk associated with the
 international movement of grain (including ISPMs 2, 11, 32, 4, 22, 29, 6, 8, 9, 14, 17, 18, 19, 7) This has resulted in a lack of harmonized approaches for managing the pest risks associated with grain. Many national organizations and trading partners have developed guidelines, quality specifications includingstandards grade standards or specifications applicable to the international movement of grain which reflect an assessment of risk based on ISPMs. While many of these rules are focused solely on quality or food safety1, Iit is important that national plant protection organizations (NPPOs) do not confuse grain quality or food safety measures with phytosanitary measures applied to prevent the introduction of quarantine pests.  It is also important to recognize that quality measures can sometimes have a phytosanitary 
impact. ISPM 11 provides guidance on assessment of pest risks, but additional guidance is Guidance is needed on the assessment of pest risks related to grain as a pathway for quarantine pests, and on criteria for selecting technically justified phytosanitary measures to manage such pest risks  may be useful. Exporting and importing countries, in particular developing countries, may benefit from such guidance. Phytosanitary measures applied prior to export and at the time of import can be effective in pest risk mitigation and thereby help to improve food security, but international guidance is needed to ensure such measures are technically justified, commensurate with the level of risk, and the least trade restrictive.
	1) First sentence is deleted because it is misleading. ISPMs exist that do explicitly mention grain and many others are applicable to grain. 2) It is important to acknowledge that quality specifications can have phytosanitary impact.. 3) It is important to acknowledge the primary guidance for harmonization of PRA in existing standards, eg, ISPM 11. 4) ISPM should provide guidance on how to select and evaluate technically justified measures, should not aim to develop a list of approved standards. 
	United States of America 

	[17] 
	7 
	Substantive 
	There is currently no international guidance in adopted ISPMs that focuses specifically on phytosanitary measures for the international movement of grain. This has resulted in a lack of harmonized approaches for managing the pest risks associated with grain. Many national organizations and trading partners have developed guidelines, quality standards or specifications applicable to the international movement of grain. While many of these rules are focused solely on quality or food safety1, it is important that national plant protection organizations (NPPOs) do not confuse grain quality or food safety measures with phytosanitary measures applied to prevent the introduction of quarantine pests. Guidance is needed on the assessment of pest risks related to grain as a pathway for quarantine pests, and on technically justified phytosanitary measures to manage such pest risks. Exporting and importing countries, in particular developing countries, may benefit from such guidance. Phytosanitary measures applied prior to export and at the time of import can be effective in pest risk mitigation and thereby help to improve food security, but international guidance is needed to ensure such measures are technically justified, commensurate with the level of risk, and the least trade restrictive.
	The proposed standard would benefit all trading partners (developed, developing and least developed economies), there is therefore no need to single out developing countries 
	Ghana 

	[18] 
	9 
	Editorial 
	The standard should apply to consignments of grain2 moved internationally and provide guidance to assist NPPOs to identify, assess and manage the pest risks associated with the international movement of grain as a pathway. The standard may also facilitate the international movement and trade of grain through harmonized guidance and criteria for phytosanitary import requirements. The standard should identify and describe specific phytosanitary measures that could be used to reduce pest risk prior to export, on arrival, and during handling and processing. The standard would does not apply to seed3 and does not consider issues related to living modified organisms (LMOs) that are not pests. This standard will help minimize the global spread of pests of plants via the movement of grain pathway.
	More correct wording. 
	EPPO, Azerbaijan, Bosnia and Herzegovina

	[19] 
	9 
	Editorial 
	The standard should apply to consignments of grain2 moved internationally and provide guidance to assist NPPOs to identify, assess and manage the pest risks associated with the international movement of grain as a pathway. The standard may also facilitate the international movement and trade of grain through harmonized guidance and criteria for phytosanitary import requirements. The standard should identify and describe specific phytosanitary measures that could be used to reduce pest risk prior to export, on arrival, and during handling and processing. The standard would not apply to seed3   and does not consider issues related to living modified organisms (LMOs) that are not pests. LMOs are considered only to the extent they are already addressed in ISPM 11. This standard will help minimize the global spread of pests of plants via the grain pathway.
	1) Global change to "international movement of grain" for consistency 2) Clarification of limitations for including LMOs in this ISPM. 3) Not necessary. 
	United States of America 

	[20] 
	9 
	Substantive 
	The standard should apply to consignments of grain2moved internationally and provide guidance to assist NPPOs to identify, assess and manage the pest risks associated with the international movement of grain as a pathway. The standard may also facilitate the international movement and trade of grain through harmonized guidance and criteria for phytosanitary import requirements. The standard should identify and describe specific phytosanitary measures that could be used to reduce pest risk prior to export, on arrival, and during handling and processing. The standard would not apply to seed3and does not consider issues related to living modified organisms (LMOs) that are not pests. This standard will help minimize the global spread of pests of plants via the grain pathway.
	
	Indonesia 

	[21] 
	9 
	Substantive 
	The standard should apply to consignments of grain2 moved internationally and provide guidance to assist NPPOs to identify, assess and manage the pest risks associated with the international movement of grain as a pathway. The standard may also facilitate the international movement and trade of grain through harmonized guidance and criteria for phytosanitary import requirements. The standard should identify and describe specific phytosanitary measures that could be used to reduce pest risk prior to export, on arrival, and during handling and processing. The standard would not apply to seed3 and does not consider issues related to living modified organisms (LMOs) that are not deeemed to be pests. This standard will help minimize the global spread of pests of plants via the grain pathway.
	Whether or not LMOs are deemed to be pests is established through an assessment on a case-by-case basis. 
	CBD 

	[22] 
	9 
	Substantive 
	The standard should apply to consignments of grain2 moved internationally and provide guidance to assist NPPOs to identify, assess and manage the pest risks associated with the international movement of grain as a pathway. The standard may also facilitate the international movement and trade of grain through harmonized guidance and criteria for phytosanitary import requirements. The standard should identify and describe specific phytosanitary measures that could be used to reduce pest risk prior to export, on arrival, and during handling and processing. The standard would not apply to seed3 and does not consider issues related to living modified organisms (LMOs) that are not pests. This standard will help minimize the global spread of pests of plants via the grain pathway.
	Delete as the standard should not focus on risk assessment but on the application of harmonised measures 
	Australia 

	[23] 
	9 
	Substantive 
	The standard should apply to consignments of grain2 moved internationally and provide guidance to assist NPPOs to identify, assess and manage the pest risks associated with the international movement of grain as a pathway. The standard may also facilitate the international movement and trade of grain through harmonized guidance and criteria for phytosanitary import requirements. The standard should identify and describe specific phytosanitary measures that could be used to reduce pest risk prior to export, during transfer, on arrival, and during handling and processing. The standard would not apply to seed3 and does not consider issues related to living modified organisms (LMOs) that are not pests. This standard will help minimize the global spread of pests of plants via the grain pathway.
	Phytosanitary measure can be applied during transfer. 
	Japan 

	[24] 
	9 
	Substantive 
	The standard should apply to consignments of grain2 moved internationally and provide guidance to assist NPPOs to identify, assess and manage the pest risks associated with the international movement of grain as a pathway. The standard may also facilitate the international movement and trade of grain through harmonized guidance and criteria for the establishment of phytosanitary import requirements. The standard should identify and describe specific phytosanitary measures that could be used to reduce pest risk prior to export, on arrival, and during handling and processing. The standard would not apply to seed3 and does not consider issues related to living modified organisms (LMOs) that are not pests. This standard will help minimize the global spread of pests of plants via the grain pathway.
	The standard should not define phytosanitary import requirements, but harmonized guidance and criteria for the establishment of this phytosanitary import requirements. 
	Argentina 

	[25] 
	9 
	Substantive 
	The standard should apply to consignments of grain2 moved internationally and provide guidance to assist NPPOs to identify, assess and manage the pest risks associated with the international movement of grain as a pathway. The standard may also facilitate the international movement and trade of grain through harmonized guidance and criteria for phytosanitary import requirements to facilitate the internacional movement and trade of grain. The standard should also identify and describe specific phytosanitary measures that could be used to reduce pest risk prior to export, on arrival, and during handling and processing. The standard would not apply to seed3 and does not consider issues related to living modified organisms (LMOs) that are not pests. This standard will help minimize the global spread of pests of plants via the grain pathway.

 
	ISPM 11 provides the mechanisms for the pest risk analysis, this standard should focus on providing an orientation specifies the measure 
	Costa Rica 

	[26] 
	9 
	Substantive 
	The standard should apply to consignments of grain2 moved internationally and complement guidance provided in ISPM 11 guidance to assist NPPOs to identify, assess and manage the pest risks associated with the international movement of grain. as a pathway. The standard may also facilitate the safe international movement and trade of grain by helping members to identify appropriate risk management options. through harmonized guidance and criteria for phytosanitary import requirements. The standard should provide criteria and guidance to members to identify and describe specific phytosanitary measures that could be used to reduce pest risk prior to export, on arrival, and during handling and processing. The standard would not apply to seed3 and does not consider issues related to living modified organisms (LMOs) that are not pests. This standard will help minimize the global spread of pests of plants via the grain pathway.
	1) It is important to acknowledge the primary guidance for harmonization of PRA process in existing standard ISPM 11. 2) Focus of the standard should be on harmonized criteria that members can use to identify and evaluate measures, not on specific measures. 
	United States of America 

	[27] 
	9 
	Substantive 
	The standard should apply to consignments of grain2 moved internationally and provide guidance to assist NPPOs to identify, assess and manage the pest risks associated with the international movement of grain as a pathway. The standard may also facilitate the international movement and trade of grain through harmonized guidance and criteria for phytosanitary import requirements. The standard should identify and describe specific phytosanitary measures that could be used to reduce pest risk prior to export, on arrival, and during handling and processing. The standard would not apply to seed3 and does not consider issues related to living modified organisms (LMOs) that are not pests. This standard will help minimize the global spread of pests of plants via the grain pathway.
	There is another international organizations as WTO that attends this issues of trade. 
	Mexico 

	[28] 
	9 
	Substantive 
	The standard should apply to consignments of grain2 moved internationally and provide guidance to assist NPPOs to identify, assess and manage the pest risks associated with the international movement of grain as a pathway. The standard may also facilitate the international movement and trade of grain through harmonized guidance and criteria for the establishment of phytosanitary import requirements. The standard should identify and describe specific phytosanitary measures that could be used to reduce pest risk prior to export, on arrival, and during handling and processing. The standard would not apply to seed3 and does not consider issues related to living modified organisms (LMOs) that are not pests. This standard will help minimize the global spread of pests of plants via the grain pathway.
	The standard should not define phytosanitary import requirements, but harmonized guidance and criteria for the establishment of this phytosanitary import requirements. 
	Brazil 

	[29] 
	9 
	Technical 
	The standard should apply to consignments of grain2 moved internationally and provide guidance to assist NPPOs to identify, assess and manage the pest risks associated with the international movement of grain as a pathway. The standard may also facilitate the international movement and trade of grain through harmonized guidance and criteria for the establishment of phytosanitary import requirements. The standard should identify and describe specific phytosanitary measures that could be used to reduce pest risk prior to export, on arrival, and during handling and processing. The standard would not apply to seed3 and does not consider issues related to living modified organisms (LMOs) that are not quarantine pests. This standard will help minimize the global spread of pests of plants via the grain pathway.
	1) The standard will provide guidance for the establishment of phytosanitary import requirements 2) For consistency 
	Uruguay 

	[30] 
	9 
	Technical 
	The standard should apply to consignments of grain2 moved internationally and provide guidance to assist NPPOs to identify, assess and manage the pest risks associated with the international movement of grain as a pathway. The standard may also facilitate the international movement and trade of grain through harmonized guidance and criteria for phytosanitary import requirements. The standard should identify and describe specific phytosanitary measures that could be used to reduce pest risk prior to export, on arrival, and during handling and processing. The standard would not apply to seed3 and does not consider issues related to living modified organisms (LMOs) that are not quarantine pests. This standard will help minimize the global spread of pests of plants via the grain pathway.
	For consistency 
	Argentina 

	[31] 
	9 
	Technical 
	The standard should apply to consignments of grain2 moved internationally and provide guidance to assist NPPOs to identify, assess and manage the pest risks associated with the international movement of grain as a pathway. The standard may also facilitate the international movement and trade of grain through harmonized guidance and criteria for phytosanitary import requirements. The standard should identify and describe specific phytosanitary measures that could be used to reduce pest risk prior to export, on arrival, and during handling and processing. The standard would not apply to seed3 and does not consider issues related to living modified organisms (LMOs) that are not quarantine pests. This standard will help minimize the global spread of pests of plants via the grain pathway.
	For consistency 
	Brazil 

	[32] 
	11 
	Editorial 
	The expert drafting group should undertake the following tasks:

The expert working group should review information to identify and analyse existing international guidance such as standards or industry guidelines and practices dealing with the international movement of grain in order to provide guidance to NPPOs as to:
	Better understanding 
	Mexico 

	[33] 
	11 
	Substantive 
	The expert drafting group should undertake the following tasks:

1) Consider if operational guidance on international movement of grain requested by members could be
 most usefully provided in a best management practices document similar to the FAO guide to 
phytosanitary  standards for foresters) and make recommendations to CPM.
2) Consider if primary harmonization guidance on diversion from intended use, that is applicable to all 
replicable commodities (ie, potatoes, grain, others) and not just grain should be developed in the form
 of a stand-alone ISPM or an Annex to an existing standard and make recommendations to CPM.     
	The question of whether an ISPM or some other kind of guidance (technical manual, best management practices, Annex to existing ISPM) was not agreed upon at the OEWG on International Movement of Grain, and was discussed at length during CPM. The EWG should explicitly consider options other than an ISPM and make recommendations to CPM. Diversion from intended use affects other commodities that are replicable. There is no ISPM that provides broad harmonized guidance on diversion. EWG should make recommendations about whether to develop a separate standard on diversion or include as an appendix to this standard or other standard. 
	United States of America 

	[34] 
	12 
	Editorial 
	1. Identify and analyse existing international guidance such as standards or industry guidelines and practices 1. dealing with the international movement of grain and consider the extent to which these are relevant to the development and application of phytosanitary measures under the provisions of the IPPC. 
	Typo 
	EPPO, Azerbaijan, Bosnia and Herzegovina

	[35] 
	12 
	Editorial 
	1. Identify and analyse existing international guidance such as standards, or industry guidelines and practices 1. dealing with the international movement of grain and consider the extent to which these are relevant to the development and application of phytosanitary measures under the provisions of the IPPC. 
	
	CBD 

	[36] 
	12 
	Editorial 
	1. Identify and analyse existing international guidance such as standards or industry guidelines and practices (eg. development of commercial contract specifications) 1. dealing with the international movement of grain and consider the extent to which these are relevant to the development and application of phytosanitary measures under the provisions of the IPPC.
	provides additional guidance for the expert working group who will be tasked wiith the development of an ISPM on the international movement of grain 
	Canada 

	[37] 
	12 
	Editorial 
	1. Identify and analyse existing international guidance such as standards or industry guidelines and practices 1. dealing with the international movement of grain and consider the extent to which these are relevant to the development and application of phytosanitary measures under the provisions of the IPPC. 
	delete 
	Australia 

	[38] 
	12 
	Editorial 
	1. Identify and analyse existing international guidance such as standards or industry guidelines and practices 1. dealing with the international movement of grain and consider the extent to which these are relevant to the development and application of phytosanitary measures under the provisions of the IPPC. 
	Obvious error 
	Uruguay 

	[39] 
	12 
	Editorial 
	1. Identify and analyse existing international guidance such as standards or industry guidelines and practices 1. dealing with the international movement of grain and consider the extent to which these address phytosanitary issues and  are relevant to the development and application of phytosanitary measures under the provisions of the IPPC.
	Typo Clarification 
	United States of America 

	[40] 
	12 
	Editorial 
	1. Identify and analyse existing international guidance such as standards or industry guidelines and practices 1. dealing with the international movement of grain and consider the extent to which these are relevant to the development and application of phytosanitary measures under the provisions of the IPPC.

 

1. Identify and analyse existing international guidance such as standards or industry guidelines and practices dealing with the international movement of grain and consider the extent to which these are relevant to the development and application of phytosanitary measures under the provisions of the IPPC
	For clarity 
	Ghana 

	[41] 
	12 
	Editorial 
	1. Identify and analyse existing international guidance such as standards or industry guidelines and practices 1. dealing with the international movement of grain and consider the extent to which these are relevant to the development and application of phytosanitary measures under the provisions of the IPPC. 
	Better understanding. To move paragraph 12 to paragraph 11 as is the same idea and shorten the sentence. 
	Mexico 

	[42] 
	12 
	Editorial 
	1. Identify and analyse existing international guidance such as standards or industry guidelines and practices 1. dealing with the international movement of grain and consider the extent to which these are relevant to the development and application of phytosanitary measures under the provisions of the IPPC. 
	It is a mistyping. 
	Brazil 

	[43] 
	12 
	Substantive 
	1. Identify and analyse existing international guidance such as standards or industry guidelines and practices 1. dealing with the international movement of grain and consider the extent to which these are relevant to the development and application of phytosanitary measures under the provisions of the IPPC.
	
	United States of America 

	[44] 
	13 
	Editorial 
	2. Provide guidance for determining the potential for grain moving in international trade to be a pathway for the introduction and spread of quarantine pests. Such guidance may be used in a pest risk analysis (PRA) conducted in accordance with ISPM 2:2007 (Framework for pest risk analysis) and ISPM 11:2004 (Pest risk analysis for quarantine pests including analysis of environmental risks and living modified organisms). Pest risk should, as appropriate, be specified for the intended use and pest group (e.g. clarification of risks of insects versus viruses). Guidance may also be provided on the difference in pest risk associated with the movement of grain versus the movement of seed, risk of from pests that are already globally widespread (characteristics of cosmopolitan pests versus quarantine pests) and the ability of pests associated with grain produced in temperate regions to establish in tropical regions and vice versa.
	
	EPPO, Azerbaijan, Bosnia and Herzegovina

	[45] 
	13 
	Editorial 
	2. Provide guidance for determining the potential for grain moving in international trade to be a pathway for the introduction and spread of quarantine pests. Such guidance may be used in a pest risk analysis (PRA) conducted in accordance with ISPM 2:2007 (Framework for pest risk analysis) and ISPM 11:2004 (Pest risk analysis for quarantine pests including analysis of environmental risks and living modified organisms). Pest risk should, as appropriate, be specified for the intended use and pest group (e.g. distinguising clarification of risks of insects versus viruses). Guidance may also be provided on the difference in pest risk associated with the movement of grain versus the movement of seed, risk of pests that are already globally widespread (characteristics of cosmopolitan pests versus quarantine pests) and the ability of pests associated with grain produced in temperate regions to establish in tropical regions and vice versa.
	The intent here is related to making a distinction of the risk associated with insects versus viruses rather than clarifying such risk 
	Canada 

	[46] 
	13 
	Editorial 
	2. According with ISPM 2:2007 and ISPM 11: 2004 to pProvide guidance for determining the potential for grain moving in international trade to be a pathway for the introduction and spread of quarantine pests. Such guidance may be used in a pest risk analysis (PRA) conducted in accordance with ISPM 2:2007 (Framework for pest risk analysis) and ISPM 11:2004 (Pest risk analysis for quarantine pests including analysis of environmental risks and living modified organisms). Pest risk should, as appropriate, be specified for the intended use and pest group (e.g. clarification of risks of insects versus viruses). Guidance may also be provided on the difference in pest risk associated with the movement of grain versus the movement of seed., risk of pests that are already globally widespread (characteristics of cosmopolitan pests versus quarantine pests) and the ability of pests associated with grain produced in temperate regions to establish in tropical regions and vice versa.
	Better understanding 
	Mexico 

	[47] 
	13 
	Substantive 
	2. Provide guidance for determining the potential for grain moving in international trade to be a pathway for the introduction and spread of quarantine pests. Such guidance may be used in a pest risk analysis (PRA) conducted in accordance with ISPM 2:2007 (Framework for pest risk analysis) and ISPM 11:2004 (Pest risk analysis for quarantine pests including analysis of environmental risks and living modified organisms). Pest risk should, as appropriate, be specified for the intended use and pest group (e.g. clarification of risks of insects versus viruses). Guidance may also be provided on the difference in pest risk associated with the movement of grain versus the movement of seed, risk of pests that are already globally widespread (characteristics of cosmopolitan pests versus quarantine pests) and the ability of pests associated with grain produced in temperate regions to establish in tropical regions and vice versa.
	Task of expert working group set up standard for trade facilitation through harmonization 
	Indonesia 

	[48] 
	13 
	Substantive 
	2. Provide guidance for determining the potential for grain moving in international trade to be a pathway for the introduction and spread of quarantine pests. Such guidance may be used in a pest risk analysis (PRA) conducted in accordance with ISPM 2:2007 (Framework for pest risk analysis) and ISPM 11:2004 (Pest risk analysis for quarantine pests including analysis of environmental risks and living modified organisms) or provide direct guidance to NPPOs on existing phytosanitary measures to avoid the need for a PRA. Pest risk should, as appropriate, be specified for the intended use and pest group (e.g. clarification of risks of insects versus viruses, contamination such as by weed seeds). Guidance may also be provided on the difference in pest risk associated with the movement of grain versus the movement of seed, risk of pests that are already globally widespread (characteristics of cosmopolitan pests versus quarantine pests, although resistant biotypes need to be considered) and the ability of pests associated with grain produced in temperate regions to establish in tropical regions and vice versa. 
	To reduce the need for unnecessary PRAs. To cover contamination issues and the different strains of cosmopolitan pests which may have resistance to pesticides, etc. 
	Australia 

	[49] 
	13 
	Substantive 
	2. Provide guidance for determining the potential for grain moving in international trade to be a pathway for the introduction and spread of quarantine pests. Such guidance may be used in a pest risk analysis (PRA) conducted in accordance with ISPM 2:2007 (Framework for pest risk analysis) and ISPM 11:2004 (Pest risk analysis for quarantine pests including analysis of environmental risks and living modified organisms). Pest risk should, as appropriate, be specified for the intended use and pest group: (e.g. clarification of risks of insects versus viruses).
-- relative risk should be considered for the intended versus the unintended use
-- and for different pest types
 Guidance may also be provided on the difference in 
-- pest risk associated with the movement of grain versus the movement of other commodities seed, ----- risk of pests that are already globally widespread (characteristics of  quarantine pests versus cosmopolitan pests and storage pests versus quarantine pests) and the

--likelihood of establishment of quarantine pests (for example ability of pests associated with grain produced in temperate regions to establish in tropical regions and vice versa).
	1) Assumptions and justification underlying the relative risk for intended and unintended uses and for different pest types should be explicit and transparent. 2) According to scope "seed" is not considered in this ISPM. 3) Status of storage pests is frequently an issue in international movement of grain and guidance is necessary 
	United States of America 

	[50] 
	13 
	Technical 
	2. Provide guidance for determining the potential for grain moving in international trade to be a pathway for the introduction and spread of quarantine pests. Such guidance may be used inprior to a pest risk analysis (PRA) conducted in accordance with ISPM 2:2007 (Framework for pest risk analysis) and ISPM 11:2004 (Pest risk analysis for quarantine pests including analysis of environmental risks and living modified organisms). Pest risk should take into account, as appropriate, be specified for the intended use and the type of pest group (e.g. clarification of risks of insects versus viruses). Guidance may also be provided on the difference in pest risk associated with the movement of grain versus the movement of seed, risk of pests that are already globally widespread (characteristics of cosmopolitan pests versus quarantine pests) and the ability of pests associated with grain produced in temperate regions to establish in tropical regions and vice versa.
	It would seem more appropriate to use this guidance as a first step prior to conducting a pest risk analysis. The term "specified" does not seem appropriate in the context of risk. "Pest group" may be too broad. 
	CBD 

	[51] 
	13 
	Technical 
	2. Provide guidance for determining the potential for grain moving in international trade to be a pathway for the introduction and spread of quarantine pests. Such guidance may be used in a pest risk analysis (PRA) conducted in accordance with ISPM 2:2007 (Framework for pest risk analysis) and ISPM 11:2004 (Pest risk analysis for quarantine pests including analysis of environmental risks and living modified organisms). Pest risk should, as appropriate, be specified for the intended use and pest group (e.g. clarification of risks of insects versus viruses). Guidance may also be provided on the difference in pest risk associated with the movement of grain versus the movement of seed, risk of pests that are already globally widespread (characteristics of cosmopolitan pests versus quarantine pests) and the ability of pests associated with grain produced in temperate regions to establish in tropical regions and vice versa.Regional PRA may be considered especially in the case of East Africa where there is a lot of trade in grain within the region
	
	Rwanda 

	[52] 
	14 
	Substantive 
	3. Provide guidance on the availability of internationally recognised chemical and physical treatments of grain including commenting on commercial availability.
4.  Identify phytosanitary import requirements most commonly used by NPPOs in relation to imported grain. Consider providing guidance on the technical justification of the phytosanitary import requirements.
	Insert new dot point to provide guidance to those NPPOs on appropriate chemical and physical treatements that are applicable. This assists developing countries in accessing readily available treatments 
	Australia 

	[53] 
	14 
	Substantive 
	3. Identify phytosanitary import requirements most commonly used by NPPOs in relation to imported grain. Identify criteria to ensure that Consider providing guidance on the technical justification of the phytosanitary import requirements for grain are technically justified.
	Again, emphasis should be on identifying harmonized criteria to ensure that phytosanitary measures for grain are technically justified. A list of approved phytosanitary measures should not be a part of the standard. Specific measures should be part of a best management practices document or an appendix. 
	United States of America 

	[54] 
	14 
	Translation 
	3. Identify phytosanitary import requirements most commonly used by NPPOs in relation to imported grain. Consider providing guidance on the technical justification of the phytosanitary import requirements.

Import Requirements may include: 
• A Certificate of Origin 
• Quality Certificate
 • A Fumigation Certificate
 • An Importation Permit 
• Physical Inspection 
• A Phytosanitary Certificate
	
	Rwanda 

	[55] 
	15 
	Editorial 
	4. Identify and provide guidance on appropriate phytosanitary measures and their limitations, including for example:
	Improved editorial rearrangement. 
	EPPO, Azerbaijan, Bosnia and Herzegovina

	[56] 
	15 
	Editorial 
	4. Identify and provide guidance on appropriate phytosanitary measures technically justified: and their limitations (those related to treatments (climatic factors), appropriate verification procedures, specific conditions for grain production, transportation, handling and trade, in particular: :
	According with the Convention Text the phytosanitary measures should be technically justified, transparent and should not be applied in such a way as to constitute either a means of arbitrary or unjustified discrimination or a disguised restriction, particularly on international trade. Better wording. 
	Mexico 

	[57] 
	15 
	Substantive 
	4. Identify and Pprovide guidance on identifying and evaluating appropriate phytosanitary measures and their limitations: including the use of compliance agreements between trading partners.
	Measures have to be commensurate with risk and technically justified. Appropriate focus for a standard is provision of guidance on how to identify measures. 
	United States of America 

	[58] 
	15 
	Technical 
	4. Identify and provide guidance on appropriate phytosanitary measures and their limitations:

Phytosanitary measures may include Fumigation with Phostoxin this is quite efficient but it does not kill all the pests especially The Khapra Beetle and the Larger Grain Borer in maize for example and this may be a problem when exporting to areas that consider these pests as quarantine pests.
	
	Rwanda 

	[59] 
	16 
	Editorial 
	a. considering climatic factors (including those related to treatments)

b. considering appropriate verification procedures

c. considering the specific conditions for grain production, packaging, transportation, handling and trade, in particular:

i. the relevance and limitations of the application of the concepts of pest free area, low pest prevalence and pest free places of production in managing risks related to grain as a pathway of pests and the consideration of taking into account current industry practices and operational limitations, in particular regarding traceability of grain lots

ii. although the complete elimination of pests may not be achievable if grain is produced in an area where a pest is present, the application of multiple risk mitigation measures may reduce the pest risk to a very low level and provide appropriate protection to importing countries

iii. any conditions related to common practices where specific guidance could be included 

d. considering pest risk mitigation measures hereunder providing guidance on:

i. containment of grain during shipping and transfer, secure storage, processing or packaging 

ii. situations at and after import such as the processing of grain at destination (e.g. milling, oilseed crushing, malting, biofuel production, pelleting, or cleaning and packaging/repackaging for retail sale) 

iii. containment and appropriate disposal or treatment of screenings or residues derived from cleaning of the grain prior to processing, packaging or consumption. 
	Improved editorial rearrangement and text simplification. 
	EPPO, Azerbaijan, Bosnia and Herzegovina

	[60] 
	16 
	Editorial 
	a. considering climatic factors (including those related to treatments)

b. considering appropriate verification procedures

c. considering the specific conditions for grain production, transportation, handling and trade, in particular:

i. the relevance and limitations of the application of the concepts of pest free area, low pest prevalence and pest free places of production in managing pest risks related to grain as a pathway of quarantine pests and the consideration of current industry practices and operational limitations, in particular regarding traceability of grain lots

ii. although the complete elimination of pests may not be achievable if grain is produced in an area where a pest is present, the application of multiple risk mitigation measures may reduce the pest risk to a very low level and provide appropriate protection to importing countries

iii. any conditions related to common practices where specific guidance could be included

d. considering pest risk mitigation measures hereunder providing guidance on:

i. containment of grain during shipping and transfer, secure storage, processing or packaging

ii. situations at and after import such as the processing of grain at destination (e.g. milling, oilseed crushing, malting, biofuel production, pelleting, or cleaning and packaging/repackaging for retail sale)

iii. containment and appropriate disposal or treatment of screenings or residues derived from cleaning of the grain prior to processing, packaging or consumption.
	For consistency 
	Argentina 

	[61] 
	16 
	Editorial 
	a. considering climatic factors (including those related to treatments)

b. considering appropriate verification procedures

c. considering the specific conditions for grain production, transportation, handling and trade, in particular:

i. the relevance and limitations of the application of the concepts of pest free area, low pest prevalence and pest free places of production in managing pest risks related to grain as a pathway of quarantine pests and the consideration of current industry practices and operational limitations, in particular regarding traceability of grain lots

ii. although the complete elimination of pests may not be achievable if grain is produced in an area where a pest is present, the application of multiple risk mitigation measures may reduce the pest risk to a very low level and provide appropriate protection to importing countries

iii. any conditions related to common practices where specific guidance could be included

d. considering pest risk mitigation measures hereunder providing guidance on:

i. containment of grain during shipping and transfer, secure storage, processing or packaging

ii. situations at and after import such as the processing of grain at destination (e.g. milling, oilseed crushing, malting, biofuel production, pelleting, or cleaning and packaging/repackaging for retail sale)

iii. containment and appropriate disposal or treatment of screenings or residues derived from cleaning of the grain prior to processing, packaging or consumption.
	For consistency 
	Brazil 

	[62] 
	16 
	Substantive 
	a. considering climatic factors (including those related to treatments)

b. considering appropriate verification procedures

c. considering the specific conditions for grain production, transportation, handling and trade, in particular:

i. the relevance and limitations of the application of the concepts of pest free area, low pest prevalence and pest free places of production in managing risks related to grain as a pathway of pests and the consideration of current industry practices (e.g. mixing lots from different origins) and operational limitations, in particular regarding traceability of grain lots

ii. although the complete elimination of pests may not be achievable if grain is produced in an area where a pest is present, the application of multiple risk mitigation measures may reduce the pest risk to a very low level and provide appropriate protection to importing countries

iii. any conditions related to common practices where specific guidance could be included

d. considering pest risk mitigation measures hereunder providing guidance on:

i. containment of grain during shipping and transfer, secure storage, processing or packaging

ii. situations at and after import such as the processing of grain at destination (e.g. milling, oilseed crushing, malting, biofuel production, pelleting, or cleaning and packaging/repackaging for retail sale)

iii. containment and appropriate disposal or treatment of screenings or residues derived from cleaning of the grain prior to processing, packaging or consumption.
	To clarify the problem of mixture origin. 
	EPPO, Azerbaijan, Bosnia and Herzegovina

	[63] 
	16 
	Substantive 
	a. considering climatic factors (including those related to treatments)

b. considering appropriate verification procedures

c. considering the specific conditions for grain production, transportation, handling and trade, in particular:

i. the relevance and limitations of the application of the concepts of pest free area, low pest prevalence and pest free places of production in managing risks related to grain as a pathway of pests and the consideration of current industry practices and operational limitations, in particular regarding traceability of grain lots

ii. although the complete elimination of pests may not be achievable if grain is produced in an area where a pest is present, the application of multiple risk mitigation measures may reduce the pest risk to a very low level and provide appropriate protection to importing countries

iii. any conditions related to common practices where specific guidance could be included

iv. the possibility of the diversion of grain shipments from their intended use and possible consequences such as the use of grains as seeds
d. considering pest risk mitigation measures hereunder providing guidance on:

i. containment of grain during shipping and transfer, secure storage, processing or packaging

ii. situations at and after import such as the processing of grain at destination (e.g. milling, oilseed crushing, malting, biofuel production, pelleting, or cleaning and packaging/repackaging for retail sale)

iii. containment prior to processing, packaging or consumption and appropriate disposal or treatment of screenings or residues derived from cleaning of the grain prior to processing, packaging or consumption.
	The issue of diversion of grain shipments from intended use should be more than just an element for discussion in paragraph 19. Accordingly, it is proposed to include it here as part of task 4. If this proposal is accepted, the reference to diversion from intended use in paragraph 19 could be deleted. "Appropriate disposal or treatment of screenings or residues" is important not only prior to processing, packaging or consumption, but also at the end of the entire process. 
	CBD 

	[64] 
	16 
	Substantive 
	a. considering climatic factors (including those related to treatments)

b. considering appropriate verification procedures

c. considering the specific conditions for grain production, transportation, handling and trade, in particular:

i. the relevance and limitations of the application of the concepts of pest free area, low pest prevalence and pest free places of production in managing risks related to grain as a pathway of pests and the consideration of current industry practices and operational limitations, in particular regarding traceability of grain lots

ii. although the complete elimination of pests may not be achievable if grain is produced in an area where a pest is present, the application of multiple risk mitigation measures may reduce the pest risk to a very low level and provide appropriate level of protection to importing countries

iii. any conditions related to common practices where specific guidance could be included

d. considering pest risk mitigation measures hereunder providing guidance on:

i. containment of grain during shipping and transfer, secure storage, processing or packaging

ii. situations at and after import such as the processing of grain at destination (e.g. milling, oilseed crushing, malting, biofuel production, pelleting, or cleaning and packaging/repackaging for retail sale)

iii. containment and appropriate disposal or treatment of screenings or residues derived from cleaning of the grain prior to processing, packaging or consumption.

e. Provide specific guidance on the acceptable hygiene requirements for grain transportation 
i   bulk vessels and shipping containers
ii  roads trucks and rail cars
iii bags and sacks
	point c. ii - IPPC/SPS language new point e hygiene during transportation of the grain is extremely important in preventing the movement of pests 
	Australia 

	[65] 
	16 
	Substantive 
	a. considering climatic factors (including those related to treatments)b. considering appropriate verification proceduresc. considering the specific conditions for grain production, transportation, handling and trade, in particular:i. the relevance and limitations of the application of the concepts of pest free area, low pest prevalence and pest free places of production in managing risks related to grain as a pathway of pests and the consideration of current industry practices and operational limitations, in particular regarding traceability of grain lotsii. although the complete elimination of pests may not be achievable if grain is produced in an area where a pest is present, the application of multiple risk mitigation measures may reduce the pest risk to a very low level and provide appropriate protection to importing countriesiii. any conditions related to common practices where specific guidance could be included d. considering pest risk mitigation measures hereunder providing guidance on:i. containment of grain during shipping and transfer, secure storage, processing or packaging ii. situations at and after import such as the processing of grain at destination (e.g. milling, oilseed crushing, malting, biofuel production, pelleting, or cleaning and packaging/repackaging for retail sale) iii. containment and appropriate disposal or treatment of screenings or residues derived from cleaning of the grain prior to processing, packaging or consumption. 
	Consider deleting this list in its entirety. This level of detail suggests that a best management practices document is needed. Level of detail not appropriate to an ISPM. If section is not deleted, consider technical changes suggested below. 
	United States of America 

	[66] 
	16 
	Substantive 
	4. Identify and describe phytosanitary measures and best management practices (e.g., grain production, processing, handling and movement practices, traceability of grain, sampling and inspection (import and export), and grain storage to minimize the risk of introduction of quarantine pests associated with the international movement of grain, including: 
• appropriate verification procedures and the specific conditions for grain production, transportation, handling and trade, climatic factors (including those related to treatments). 
• procedures for loading grain to minimize the movement of pests. 
• procedures and practical methods for cleaning of grains prior to export, prior to import or at import. 
• measures carried out in the area surrounding locations where loading and storage of grain takes place. • inspection prior to export, prior to import or at import. 
• situations at and after import such as the processing of grain at destination (e.g. milling, oilseed crushing, malting, biofuel production, pelleting, or cleaning and packaging/repackaging for retail sale) 
• appropriate safeguarding actions and phytosanitary measures to be taken in case of non-compliance. 
• containment and appropriate disposal or treatment of screenings or residues derived from cleaning of the grain prior to processing, packaging or consumption. Review existing industry practices that may be relevant in helping to reduce pest risks from grain movement in international trade. 
a. considering climatic factors (including those related to treatments)b. considering appropriate verification proceduresc. considering the specific conditions for grain production, transportation, handling and trade, in particular:i. the relevance and limitations of the application of the concepts of pest free area, low pest prevalence and pest free places of production in managing risks related to grain as a pathway of pests and the consideration of current industry practices and operational limitations, in particular regarding traceability of grain lotsii. although the complete elimination of pests may not be achievable if grain is produced in an area where a pest is present, the application of multiple risk mitigation measures may reduce the pest risk to a very low level and provide appropriate protection to importing countriesiii. any conditions related to common practices where specific guidance could be included d. considering pest risk mitigation measures hereunder providing guidance on:i. containment of grain during shipping and transfer, secure storage, processing or packaging ii. situations at and after import such as the processing of grain at destination (e.g. milling, oilseed crushing, malting, biofuel production, pelleting, or cleaning and packaging/repackaging for retail sale) iii. containment and appropriate disposal or treatment of screenings or residues derived from cleaning of the grain prior to processing, packaging or consumption. 
Identify and describe phytosanitary measures and best management practices (e.g., grain production, processing, handling and movement practices, traceability of grain, sampling and inspection (import and export), and grain storage to minimize the risk of introduction of quarantine pests associated with the international movement of grain, including: • appropriate verification procedures and the specific conditions for grain production, transportation, handling and trade, climatic factors (including those related to treatments). • procedures for loading grain to minimize the movement of pests. • procedures and practical methods for cleaning of grains prior to export, prior to import or at import. • measures carried out in the area surrounding locations where loading and storage of grain takes place. • inspection prior to export, prior to import or at import. • situations at and after import such as the processing of grain at destination (e.g. milling, oilseed crushing, malting, biofuel production, pelleting, or cleaning and packaging/repackaging for retail sale) • appropriate safeguarding actions and phytosanitary measures to be taken in case of non-compliance. • containment and appropriate disposal or treatment of screenings or residues derived from cleaning of the grain prior to processing, packaging or consumption. Review existing industry practices that may be relevant in helping to reduce pest risks from grain movement in international trade. 
	Considering delete all this section to be clear what we pretend. The order of the paragraphs is not understood and is confuse and the expert working gruop (EWG) need to have a clear view about the tasks that they need to develop. 
	Mexico 

	[67] 
	16 
	Technical 
	a. considering climatic factors (including those related to treatments)

b. considering appropriate verification procedures

c. considering the specific conditions for grain production, transportation, handling and trade, in particular:

i. the relevance and limitations of the application of the concepts of pest free area, low pest prevalence and pest free places of production in managing risks related to grain as a pathway of pests and the consideration of current industry practices and operational limitations, in particular regarding traceability of grain lots

ii. although the complete elimination of pests may not be achievable if grain is produced in an area where a pest is present, the application of multiple risk mitigation measures may reduce the pest risk to a very low level and provide appropriate protection to importing countries

iii. any conditions related to common practices where specific guidance could be included 

d. considering pest risk mitigation measures hereunder providing guidance on:

i. containment confinement of grain during shipping and transfer, secure storage, processing or packaging 

ii. situations at and after import such as the processing of grain at destination (e.g. milling, oilseed crushing, malting, biofuel production, pelleting, or cleaning and packaging/repackaging for retail sale) 

iii. containment confinement and appropriate disposal or treatment of screenings or residues derived from cleaning of the grain prior to processing, packaging or consumption. 
	New term and definition added to ISPM 5 (Glossary of phytosanitary terms) at CPM 7 (2012): "Confinement (of a regulated article) : Application of phytosanitary measures to a regulated article to prevent the escape of pests" "Containment" doesn't fit here because according to ISPM 5 it is the "Application of phytosanitary measures in and around an infested area to prevent spread of a pest" 
	EPPO, Azerbaijan, Bosnia and Herzegovina

	[68] 
	16 
	Technical 
	a. considering climatic factors (including those related to treatments)

b. considering appropriate verification procedures

c. considering the specific conditions for grain production, transportation, handling and trade, in particular:
i. the relevance and limitations of the application of the concepts of pest free area, low pest prevalence and pest free places of production in managing risks related to grain as a pathway of pests and the consideration of current industry practices and operational limitations, in particular regarding traceability of grain lots

ii. although the complete elimination of pests may not be achievable if grain is produced in an area where a pest is present, the application of multiple risk mitigation measures may reduce the pest risk to a very low level and provide appropriate protection to importing countries while considering the intended use of product. 
iii. any conditions related to common practices where specific guidance could be included

iv. sampling types in relation to the pest of concern
 

d. considering pest risk mitigation measures hereunder providing guidance on:

i. containment of grain during shipping and transfer, secure storage, processing or packaging

ii. situations at and after import such as the processing of grain at destination (e.g. milling, oilseed crushing, malting, biofuel production, pelleting, or cleaning and packaging/repackaging for retail sale)

iii. containment and appropriate disposal or treatment of screenings or residues derived from cleaning of the grain prior to processing, packaging or consumption.
	c. ii. This is an important factor that should be considered by the expert working group c. iii. Provides an additional element that should be considered in assessing the risk 
	Canada 

	[69] 
	16 
	Technical 
	a. considering climatic factors (including those related to treatments)

b. considering appropriate verification procedures

c. considering the specific conditions for grain production, transportation, handling and trade, in particular:

i. the relevance and limitations of the application of the concepts of pest free area, low pest prevalence and pest free places of production in managing pest risks related to grain as a pathway of quarantine pests and the consideration of current industry practices and operational limitations, in particular regarding traceability of grain lots

ii. although the complete elimination of pests may not be achievable if grain is produced in an area where a pest is present, the application of multiplepest risk mitigation measures may reduce the pest risk to a very low level and provide appropriate protection to importing countries

iii. any conditions related to common practices where specific guidance could be included

d. considering pest risk mitigation measures hereunder providing guidance on:

i. containment of grain during shipping and transfer, secure storage, processing or packaging

ii. situations at and after import such as the processing of grain at destination (e.g. milling, oilseed crushing, malting, biofuel production, pelleting, or cleaning and packaging/repackaging for retail sale)

iii. containment and appropriate disposal or treatment of screenings or residues derived from cleaning of the grain prior to processing, packaging or consumption.
	1) For consistency 2) Pest risk mitigation measures involves multiple measures. 
	Uruguay 

	[70] 
	16 
	Technical 
	a. considering climatic factors (including those related to treatments)

b. considering appropriate verification procedures

c. considering the specific conditions for grain production, transportation, handling and trade, in particular:

i. the relevance and limitations of the application of the concepts of pest free area, low pest prevalence and pest free places of production in managing risks related to grain as a pathway of pests and the consideration of current industry practices and operational limitations, in particular regarding traceability of grain lots

ii. although the complete elimination of pests may not be achievable if grain is produced in an area where a pest is present, the application of multiple pest risk mitigation measures may reduce the pest risk to a very low level and provide appropriate protection to importing countries

iii. any conditions related to common practices where specific guidance could be included 

d. considering pest risk mitigation measures hereunder providing guidance on:

i. containment of grain during shipping and transfer, secure storage, processing or packaging 

ii. situations at and after import such as the processing of grain at destination (e.g. milling, oilseed crushing, malting, biofuel production, pelleting, or cleaning and packaging/repackaging for retail sale) 

iii. containment and appropriate disposal or treatment of screenings or residues derived from cleaning of the grain prior to processing, packaging or consumption. 
	Risk mitigation measures involve more than one measure, so it is not necessary to mention "multiple". In addition, it is unclear what "multiple risk mitigation measures" refers to. 
	Argentina 

	[71] 
	16 
	Technical 
	a. considering impact of climatic factors (including those related to treatments) and the need for and efficacy of phytosanitary treatment
b. considering appropriate verification procedures
c. considering the specific conditions for grain production, transportation, handling and trade, in particular:consider the i. the relevance and limitations of the application of the concepts of pest free area, low pest prevalence and pest free places of production in managing risks related to grain as a pathway of pests and the consideration of insomuch as current industry practices and operational limitations allow, in particular regarding traceability  commingling of grain lots

dii. although the complete elimination of pests may not be achievable if grain is produced in an area where a pest is present, the application of multiple risk mitigation measures may reduce the pest risk to a very low level and provide appropriate protection to importing countries

iii. any conditions related to common practices where specific guidance could be included
d. considering pest risk mitigation measures hereunder providing guidance on:

5. Identify and provide guidance on the mitigating effects of industry practices:
i) prior to export: including grain production, harvest methods, post harvest conditioning (including
cleaning and drying) sanitation and pest control practices, storage conditions, commercial grade or 
specification standards
ii post export:  i. containment of grain during shipping and transfer, secure storage, processing or packaging

iii upon import: . situations at and after import such as the including the processing of grain at destination (e.g. milling, oilseed crushing, malting, biofuel production, pelleting, or cleaning and packaging/repackaging for retail sale)

iiiiv. post processing: including. containment and appropriate disposal or treatment of screenings or residues derived from cleaning of the grain prior to processing, packaging or consumption.
	A Should consider impact of climatic factors not climatic factors themselves. Unclear statement of including treatments. Changes made to improve clarity. B. Deleted because meaning unclear C. Make distinction between industry practices that mitigate pest risk and phytosanitary measures taken by NPPOs. To provide clearer organization of concepts presented in 4 & 5, we have reorganized to emphasize the sequence and role of industry practices. Traceability is generally unavailable in commerce as the integrity or identity of particular lots is lost as grain moves through the marketing chain. The degree of commingling is a concept more reflective of industry practices. 
	United States of America 

	[72] 
	16 
	Technical 
	a. considering climatic factors (including those related to treatments and limits of survival and climatic adaptation of pest )

b. considering appropriate verification procedures

c. considering the specific conditions for grain production, transportation, handling and trade, in particular:

i. the relevance and limitations of the application of the concepts of pest free area, low pest prevalence and pest free places of production in managing risks related to grain as a pathway of pests and the consideration of current industry practices and operational limitations, in particular regarding traceability of grain lots

ii. although the complete elimination of pests may not be achievable if grain is produced in an area where a pest is present, the application of multiple risk mitigation measures may reduce the pest risk to a very low level and provide appropriate protection to importing countries

iii. any conditions related to common practices where specific guidance could be included 

d. considering pest risk mitigation measures hereunder providing guidance on:

i. containment of grain during shipping and transfer, secure storage, processing or packaging 

ii. situations at and after import such as the processing of grain at destination (e.g. milling, oilseed crushing, malting, biofuel production, pelleting, or cleaning and packaging/repackaging for retail sale) 

iii. containment and appropriate disposal or treatment of screenings or residues derived from cleaning of the grain prior to processing, packaging or consumption. 
	The limits of survival and climatic adaptation of pest should be considered in relation to the changing climate conditions as a result of global warming. 
	Ghana 

	[73] 
	16 
	Technical 
	a. considering climatic factors (including those related to treatments)

b. considering appropriate verification procedures

c. considering the specific conditions for grain production, transportation, handling and trade, in particular:

i. the relevance and limitations of the application of the concepts of pest free area, low pest prevalence and pest free places of production in managing risks related to grain as a pathway of pests and the consideration of current industry practices and operational limitations, in particular regarding traceability of grain lots

ii. although the complete elimination of pests may not be achievable if grain is produced in an area where a pest is present, the application of multiple risk mitigation  phytosanitary measures may reduce the pest risk to a very low level and provide appropriate protection to importing countries

iii. any conditions related to common practices where specific guidance could be included 

d. considering pest risk mitigation measures hereunder providing guidance on:

i. containment of grain during shipping and transfer, secure storage, processing or packaging 

ii. situations at and after import such as the processing of grain at destination (e.g. milling, oilseed crushing, malting, biofuel production, pelleting, or cleaning and packaging/repackaging for retail sale) 

iii. containment and appropriate disposal or treatment of screenings or residues derived from cleaning of the grain prior to processing, packaging or consumption. 
	C.ii. For consistency with ISPM 5 
	Brazil 

	[74] 
	16 
	Technical 
	a. considering climatic factors (including those related to treatments)Some storage facilities are not well aerated and this may lead to poor movement of the chemical within the consignment.
b. considering appropriate verification proceduresSufficient aeration in the storage facility; Use of bags that can ensure penetration of the chemical to the grain; Use of valid chemicals; Type of bags used to package the grain should be well defined.
c. considering the specific conditions for grain production, transportation, handling and trade, in particular:Different types of grain must not be mixed together; The container carrying the grain must be water-proof; The grain must be threshed that is it should not be transported on the cob to minimize pest damage; storage standards must be observed like Moisture content and purity of the grain; the bags must be well labelled. Treatment of grain with appropriate chemicals (environmentally friendly). Application times must be observed to avoid poisoning of humans or animals and these must be recorded in the Fumigation Certificate.
i. the relevance and limitations of the application of the concepts of pest free area, low pest prevalence and pest free places of production in managing risks related to grain as a pathway of pests and the consideration of current industry practices and operational limitations, in particular regarding traceability of grain lots

ii. although the complete elimination of pests may not be achievable if grain is produced in an area where a pest is present, the application of multiple risk mitigation measures may reduce the pest risk to a very low level and provide appropriate protection to importing countries

iii. any conditions related to common practices where specific guidance could be included

d. considering pest risk mitigation measures hereunder providing guidance on:

i. containment of grain during shipping and transfer, secure storage, processing or packaging

ii. situations at and after import such as the processing of grain at destination (e.g. milling, oilseed crushing, malting, biofuel production, pelleting, or cleaning and packaging/repackaging for retail sale)Waste should be properly disposed of to avoid re-emergence of pests. If by-products is also produced for trade this should be well packed. The mill should be exclusively for the threshing/processing of one type of grain to avoid cross infestation of pests. 
iii. containment and appropriate disposal or treatment of screenings or residues derived from cleaning of the grain prior to processing, packaging or consumption.These must be properly collected and disposed of to ensure no re-infestation
	
	Rwanda 

	[75] 
	17 
	Editorial 
	5. Consider the production, harvest, post-harvest storage, sanitation and pest control practices, cleaning to commercial grade or specification standards prior to export and describe the risk mitigation provided by such measures and quality standards throughout the grain procurement, handling, storage and export system. Related specific guidance may be included if possible and useful.
	
	United States of America 

	[76] 
	17 
	Substantive 
	5. Consider the production, harvest, post-harvest storage, sanitation and pest control practices, cleaning to commercial grade or specification standards prior to export and describe the risk mitigation provided by such measures and quality standards throughout the grain procurement, handling, storage and export system. Related specific guidance may be included if possible and useful.
	These concepts have been captured in the proposed reorganization of block number 16. 
	United States of America 

	[77] 
	17 
	Substantive 
	5. Consider the production, harvest, post-harvest storage, sanitation and pest control practices, cleaning to commercial grade or specification standards prior to export and describe the pest risk mitigation provided by such measures and quality standards throughout the grain procurement, handling, storage and export system. Related specific guidance may be included if possible and useful.
	The pest risk mitigation is part of the content of the standard. 
	Mexico 

	[78] 
	17 
	Technical 
	5. Consider the production, harvest, post-harvest storage, sanitation and pest control practices, cleaning to commercial grade or specification standards prior to export and describe the pest risk mitigation provided by such measures and quality standards throughout the grain procurement, handling, storage and export system. Related specific guidance may be included if possible and useful.
	To clarify. 
	Brazil 

	[79] 
	18 
	Substantive 
	6. Provide guidance with respect to factors that countries should consider when assessing the pest risk associated with grain as a pathway and developing phytosanitary measures taking into account results achieved in work on the tasks 2, 3, 4 and 5. 
	This task refers to previous tasks that we have proposed to delete. . 
	United States of America 

	[80] 
	19 
	Editorial 
	7. Discuss the need for guidance in specific appendices or annexes related to the following specific concerns:
· (guidance on sampling or inspection protocols for pest detection (e.g. appropriate to the consignment size and packaging);, 

· diversion of grain shipments from intended use;
· , grain shipments intended for food aid;
· , risk mitigation for in-transit and trans-shipped grain, 

· risk mitigation of pests; and 

· soil presencet at low levels.), which may be provided in specific annexes or appendixes, and consider whether to include such guidance or to recommend inclusion at a later stage, if appropriate.
The group should consider whether to include such guidance at the initial stage of standard development or at a later stage. 
	Improved editorial arrangement and wording. 
	EPPO, Azerbaijan, Bosnia and Herzegovina

	[81] 
	19 
	Editorial 
	7. Discuss the need for guidance related to specific concerns (guidance on sampling or inspection protocols for pest detection (e.g. appropriate to the consignment size and packaging), diversion of grain shipments from intended use, grain shipments intended for food aid, pest risk mitigation for in-transit and trans-shipped grain, risk mitigation of pests and soil present at  associated to low levels of soil in the consignment), which may be provided in specific annexes or appendixes, and consider whether to include such guidance or to recommend inclusion at a later stage, if appropriate.
	To clarify. 
	Brazil 

	[82] 
	19 
	Substantive 
	7.Provide guidance  Discuss the need for guidance related tofor two specific concerns raised in the OEWG: 1)  (guidance oncriteria for developing sampling or inspection protocols for pest detection (e.g. appropriate to the consignment size and packaging), 2) diversion of grain shipments from intended use.  Recommend appropriate format for this guidance. ,
Discuss the need for criteria for evaluating  grain shipments intended for food aid, risk mitigation for in-transit and trans-shipped grain, risk mitigation of pests. and soil present at low levels.), which may be provided in specific annexes or appendixes, and consider whether to include such guidance or to recommend inclusion at a later stage, if appropriate. Recommend appropiate format for this guidance.
	OEWG participants specificially requested that guidance be developed on criteria for developing harmonized sampling protocols and diversion from intended use. These issues are frequently problematic and should be addressed. EWG should make recommendations about whether the appropriate place to address sampling is in a BMP document, an annex or appendix to ISPM 31. Diversion from intended use affects other commodities that are replicable. There is no ISPM that provides broad harmonized guidance on diversion. EWG should make recommendations about whether to develop a separate standard on diversion or include as an appendix to this standard or other standard. In the case of the US no distinction is made between food aid shipments and commercial shipments with respect to phytosanitary inspection and certification. Soil as a contaminant is a quality issue. 
	United States of America 

	[83] 
	19 
	Technical 
	7. Discuss the need for guidance related to specific concerns (guidance on sampling or inspection protocols for pest detection (e.g. appropriate to the consignment size and packaging), diversion of grain shipments from intended use, grain shipments intended for food aid, risk mitigation for in-transit and trans-shipped grain, risk mitigation of pests and soil present at low levels), which may be provided in specific annexes or appendixes, and consider whether to include such guidance or to recommend inclusion at a later stage, if appropriate.. An efficient sampling technique can be discussed
	
	Rwanda 

	[84] 
	20 
	Editorial 
	8. Consider whether the ISPM could affect in a specific way (positively or negatively) the protectionconservation and sustainable use of biodiversity and the environment. If this is the case, the impact should be identified, addressed and clarified in the draft ISPM.
	This change is to make the language consistent with the proposed insertion in para. 7. 
	CBD 

	[85] 
	21 
	Substantive 
	9. Consider implementation of the standard by contracting parties including potential operational and technical implementation issues and recommend, if appropiate, the development of supple.mentary material to aid implementation by contracng parties 
	Talking about implementation in paragraph 21, is not clear if the Secretariat intended the development of materials to aid implementation of contracting parties or, Is this only a recommendation from the IPPC Secretariat, that the NPPO implement the standard as soon as possible?? 
	Mexico 

	[86] 
	22 
	Editorial 
	10. Recommend, whereif appropriate, the development of supplementary material to aid implementation by contracting parties. 
	clarifies the intent 
	Canada 

	[87] 
	22 
	Substantive 
	10. Recommend, if appropriate, the development of supplementary material to aid implementation by contracting parties. 
	To delete as is included in paragraph 21. 
	Mexico 

	[88] 
	30 
	Substantive 
	An expert working group (EWG) of fiveeigth  to seven ten phytosanitary experts with expertise in one or more of the following areas: the development or implementation of phytosanitary measures to manage pest risk associated with the international movement of grain; pest risk analysis; grain inspection, testing or storage; knowledge of existing international guidance relating to the international movement of grain or other plant products.
	For all the tasks to develop, will be necessary to include a sufficient number of experts in the field to complete the information. 
	Mexico 

	[89] 
	30 
	Technical 
	An expert working group (EWG) of eightfive to tenseven phytosanitary experts with expertise in one or more of the following areas: the development or implementation of phytosanitary measures to manage pest risk associated with the international movement of grain; pest risk analysis; grain inspection, testing or storage; knowledge of existing international guidance relating to the international movement of grain or other plant products..
	This is a very broad topic and sufficient participants with expertise in many different aspects of grain movement should be involved in drafting standard. 
	United States of America 

	[90] 
	31 
	Substantive 
	In addition to those experts, twoone to threewo experts from grain producing, trading, handling or processing industry or international organizations may be invited to attend the relevant parts of the EWG meeting(s) as invited experts.
	This is a very broad topic and a sufficient number of industry or international organization representatives should be involved as invited experts. 
	United States of America 

	[91] 
	31 
	Substantive 
	In addition to those experts, one to two experts (one from an importing country of grains and another one  from an exporting country of grains)  from grain producing, trading, handling or processing industry or international organizations may be invited to attend the relevant parts of the EWG meeting(s) as invited experts.
	Inviting two experts, one from an importing country of grains and another one from an exporting country of grains, will permit equilibrium between the partners. 
	Mexico 

	[92] 
	38 
	Substantive 
	Footnote 1 For example, grade specifications, end use quality standards, freedom from or tolerances for living modified organisms (LMOs), tolerances for extraneous material, and tolerances for stored product pests.
	Not all countries consider tolerances for LMOs to be a quality or food safety issue so including this as an example here is misleading. Furthermore, if this standard does not consider issues related to LMOs that are not pests (as indicated in para. 9) then including this example here is also misleading. 
	CBD 

	[93] 
	38 
	Technical 
	Footnote 1 For example, grade specifications, end use quality standards, freedom from or tolerances for living modified organisms (LMOs), tolerances for extraneous material, and tolerances for stored product pests that dot not meet the definition of a quarantine pest .
	Certain pests of stored product (ex. Trogoderma granarium) could be categorized as quarantine pests and as such NPPOs can take phytosanitary measures to prevent their entry into the territory 
	Canada 
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