TESTING OF THE GUIDANCE ON RISK ASSESSMENT OF LIVING MODIFIED ORGANISM S

Caribbean Training Course on Risk Assessment of L M Os, Belize City, Belize, 26-30 September 2011

PARTICIPANT 1

OVERALL EVALUATION

VI Poor Neutral Good VI
poor good

Please indicate the level of agreement you atteliateach of the questions in the left column.

Q5. How do you evaluate the level of consistency of the
Guidance with the Cartagena Protocol on Biosafety, ] ] ] X ]
particularly with its Article 15 and Annex I11?

Q6.  How do you evaluate the useful ness of the Guidance

as atool to assist countriesin conducting and reviewing risk

assessments of LMOsin ascientifically sound and case-by- ] Ol ] Ol X
case manner?

Q7.  How do you evaluate the usefulness of the Guidance

as atool to assist countries in conducting and reviewing risk

assessments of LM Os introduced into various receiving ] ] ] ] 3
environments?

PART |: ROADMAP FOR RISK ASSESSMENT OF LIVING MODIFIED ORGANISM S

Please answer each of the questions in the lefinaolwith “yes” or “no” and add comments if needed.

Q8.  Doesthe Roadmap provide useful guidance X Yes
for conducting risk assessments of LMOsin Comments: <Type here>
accordance with the Protocol ? L1 No
Q9.  Isthe Roadmap useful to risk assessors who DJ Yes .
have limited experience with LMO risk assessment? ] No Comments: <Type here>

10. Isthe Roadmap organized in alogic and D Yes
gructur ed manner? ap org 9 Comments: <Type here>

! O No

Q1L Isthe.Roadmap user-.frlendly takmg.' ntq . D Yes Comments. The inclusion of the annex "Use of
account that risk assessment is a complex scientific Terms' would be useful in this recard
and multidisciplinary activity? L1 No egard.
Q12. Isthe Roadmap applicableto all types of DJ Yes Comments. More examples of non-plant LMOs
LMOs (e.g. plants, animals, microorganisms)? ] No could be given, however.

Q13. Isthe Roadmap applicable to all types of

introductions into the environment (e.g. small- and DJ Yes Comments. However, it appears to be skewed
large-scale releases, placing on the ] No towards rel eases as opposed to the latter.
market/commercialisation)?




Q14. Isthereany other issue or concept that you 0 Yes

Comments: <Type here>

would like to see included in the Roadmap? X No

Q15. Doesthe flowchart provide a useful graphic X Yes Comments: It could be based more on summaries
representation of the risk assessment process as and less reliant on words since reference can be
described in the Roadmap? LI No made to the specificsin the document itself.

PARTICIPANT 2

OVERALL EVALUATION

Very
poor

Very

Poor Neutral Good good

Please indicate the level of agreement you atteliateach of the questions in the left column.

Q5. How do you evaluate the level of consistency of the
Guidance with the Cartagena Protocol on Biosafety,
particularly with its Article 15 and Annex I11?

H [ X H

Q6.  How do you evaluate the useful ness of the Guidance
as atool to assist countriesin conducting and reviewing risk

assessments of LMOsin ascientifically sound and case-by- ] ] 3 L] L]
case manner?

Q7.  How do you evaluate the usefulness of the Guidance

as atool to assist countries in conducting and reviewing risk

assessments of LM Os introduced into various receiving D |:| |:| |Z| |:|

environments?

PART |: ROADMAP FOR RISK ASSESSMENT OF LIVING MODIFIED ORGANISM S

Please answer each of the questions in the lefinaolwith “yes” or “no” and add comments if needed.

Q8.  Doesthe Roadmap provide useful guidance X Yes
for conducting risk assessments of LMOsin Comments: <Type here>
accordance with the Protocol ? L1 No
Q9. Isthe Roadmap useful to risk assessors who DJ Yes .
have limited experience with LMO risk assessment? ] No Comments: <Type here>
Q10. Isthe Roadmap organized in alogic and [ Yes Comments: It islogical however the structure could
structured manner? ] No be improved.
Q11. Isthe Roadmap user-friendly taking into X Yes
account that risk assessment is a complex scientific Comments: But it could be improved.
and multidisciplinary activity? L1 No
Q12. Isthe Roadmap applicableto all types of [ Yes Comments. There is some lack of info on the use of
LMOs (e.g. plants, animals, microorganisms)? X No itinrelation to animals.
Q13. Isthe Roadmap applicable to all types of
introductions into the environment (e.g. small- and DJ Yes .
X Comments: <Type here>
large-scale releases, placing on the ] No

market/commercialisation)?




Q14. Isthereany other issue or concept that you 0 Yes

Comments: <Type here>

would like to see included in the Roadmap? ] No

Q15. Doesthe flowchart provide a useful graphic X Yes

representation of the risk assessment process as Comments: It is however too wordy.
described in the Roadmap? LI No

PARTICIPANT 3

OVERALL EVALUATION

Very
poor

Very

Poor Neutral Good good

Please indicate the level of agreement you atteliateach of the questions in the left column.

Q5. How do you evaluate the level of consistency of the
Guidance with the Cartagena Protocol on Biosafety,
particularly with its Article 15 and Annex I11?

[

H [ H X

Q6.  How do you evaluate the usefulness of the Guidance
as atool to assist countries in conducting and reviewing risk
assessments of LMOs in ascientifically sound and case-by-
case manner?

Q7.  How do you evaluate the useful ness of the Guidance
as atool to assist countriesin conducting and reviewing risk
assessments of LM Os introduced into various receiving
environments?

[

H [ X H

PART |: ROADMAP FOR RISK ASSESSMENT OF LIVING MODIFIED ORGANISM S

Please answer each of the questions in the lefinaolwith “yes” or “no” and add comments if needed.

Q8.  Doesthe Roadmap provide useful guidance X Yes
for conducting risk assessments of LMOsin Comments: <Type here>
accordance with the Protocol ? L1 No
Comments. The Roadmap is extremely useful,
however it may be of limited use to assessors with
ok 25565 X Yes limited experience or knowledge. We had the benefit
(hga?v_e ’ n|] i (tage esog?gqna::% l\jvsi?fhu:_tl\a g S:T SSOr's v(\alst(; of the workshop, which combined, made sense of the
P ASESS ’ L1 No process. For assessors with even asmaller
knowledge basis, it should be very useful and self-
explanatory to alarge extent.
10. Isthe Roadmap organized in alogic and D Yes
gructur ed manner? 01y 9 Comments: <Type here>
! O No
Q11. Isthe Roadmap user-friendly taking into X Yes
account that risk assessment is a complex scientific Comments: <Type here>
and multidisciplinary activity? L1 No
Q12. Isthe Roadmap applicable to all types of DJ Yes

LMOs (e.g. plants, animals, microorganisms)? ] No

Comments: <Type here>




Q13. Isthe Roadmap applicableto all types of

. . . X ) |z Yes
introductions into the enylronment (e.g. small- and Comments: <Type here>
large-scale releases, placing on the ] No
market/commercialisation)?

; [Yes
Q14 .Isthere any other issue or concept that you Comments: <Type here>
would like to see included in the Roadmap? X No
Q15. Doesthe flowchart provide a useful graphic X Yes
representation of the risk assessment process as Comments: <Type here>
described in the Roadmap? I No

PARTICIPANT 4

OVERALL EVALUATION

Y Poor Neutral Good vy
poor good
Please indicate the level of agreement you atteliateach of the questions in the left column.
Q5. How do you evaluate the level of consistency of the
Guidance with the Cartagena Protocol on Biosafety, ] ] ] ] X
particularly with its Article 15 and Annex I11?
Q6.  How do you evaluate the useful ness of the Guidance
as atool to assist countriesin conducting and reviewing risk
assessments of LMOsin a scientifically sound and case-by- ] ] ] X ]
case manner?
Q7.  How do you evaluate the usefulness of the Guidance
as atool to assist countriesin conducting and reviewing risk
assessments of LM Os introduced into various receiving ] ] ] ] X

environments?

PART |: ROADMAP FOR RISK ASSESSMENT OF LIVING MODIFIED ORGANISM S

Please answer each of the questions in the lefinaolwith “yes” or “no” and add comments if needed.

Q8.  Doesthe Roadmap provide useful guidance X Yes
for conducting risk assessments of LMOsin Comments: <Type here>
accordance with the Protocol ? L1 No
Q9. Isthe Roadmap useful to risk assessors who DJ Yes .
have limited experience with LMO risk assessment? ] No Comments: <Type here>
Q10. Isthe Roadmap organized in alogic and DJ Yes .
sructured manner? CNo Comments: <Type here>
Q11. Isthe Roadmap user-friendly taking into X Yes
account that risk assessment is a complex scientific Comments: <Type here>
and multidisciplinary activity? [INo
. Comments: More emphasis is placed on plants and
Q12. Isthe Roadmap applicable to all types of [ Yes .
LMOs (e.g. plants, animals, microorganisms)? more need_s to be placed or it needs to be extended to
X No include animals.




Q13. Isthe Roadmap applicableto all types of

. . . X ) D Yes
introductions into the enylronment (e.g. small- and Comments: <Type here>
large-scale releases, placing on the X No
market/commercialisation)?

; [Yes
Q14 .Isthere any other issue or concept that you Comments: <Type here>
would like to see included in the Roadmap? X No
Q15. Doesthe flowchart provide a useful graphic X Yes
representation of the risk assessment process as Comments: <Type here>
described in the Roadmap? I No

PARTICIPANT 5

OVERALL EVALUATION

Y Poor Neutral Good vy
poor good
Please indicate the level of agreement you attetiateach of the questions in the left column.
Q5. How do you evaluate the level of consistency of the
Guidance with the Cartagena Protocol on Biosafety, ] ] ] X ]
particularly with its Article 15 and Annex I11?
Q6.  How do you evaluate the useful ness of the Guidance
as atool to assist countriesin conducting and reviewing risk
assessments of LMOs in ascientifically sound and case-by- ] Ol ] X ]
case manner?
Q7.  How do you evaluate the usefulness of the Guidance
as atool to assist countries in conducting and reviewing risk
assessments of LM Os introduced into various receiving ] L] ] X ]

environments?

PART |: ROADMAP FOR RISK ASSESSMENT OF LIVING MODIFIED ORGANISM S

Please answer each of the questions in the lefinaolwith “yes” or “no” and add comments if needed.

8.  Doesthe Roadmap provide useful guidance . } .
%, conducting risk ap 2nts of LMOs i% D Yes Comments: It provides alogical and sequencial
accordance with the Protocol ? L1 No 3pproach to the process.
Q9. Isthe Roadmap useful to risk assessors who DJ Yes .
have limited experience with LMO risk assessment? ] No Comments: <Type here>

i2ed in alodi X Yes

Q10. Ie(sjthe Roag)map organized in alogic and Comments: | think it does.
structured manner? ] No

11. Isthe Roadmap user-friendly taking into L
Sccount that risk assejspment isa cor}r;plex s?:i entific b ves Com.ments .The map helpsto simplify acomplex
and multidisciplinary activity? L1 No task into asimple process.
Q12. Isthe Roadmap applicable to all types of DJ Yes Comments: With some minor variations to non-plant

LMOs (e.g. plants, animals, microorganisms)? ] No LMOs.




Q13. Isthe Roadmap applicableto all types of

. . . X ) |z Yes

introductions into the envi ronment (e.g. small- and Comments: <Type here>

large-scale releases, placing on the ] No

market/commercialisation)?

Q14. Isthereany other issue or concept that you D] Yes Comments: Where examples are made, it should also
would like to see included in the Roadmap? ] No include the non-plant LMOs.

Q15. Do_&the flowghart provide a useful graphic DJ Yes Comments: But alittle too heavy with wording in the
representation of the risk assessment process as boxes.

described in the Roadmap? I No

PARTICIPANT 6

OVERALL EVALUATION

Y Poor Neutral Good vy
poor good
Please indicate the level of agreement you attetiateach of the questions in the left column.
Q5. How do you evaluate the level of consistency of the
Guidance with the Cartagena Protocol on Biosafety, ] ] ] ] X
particularly with its Article 15 and Annex I11?
Q6.  How do you evaluate the useful ness of the Guidance
as atool to assist countriesin conducting and reviewing risk
assessments of LMOs in ascientifically sound and case-by- ] Ol ] L] X
case manner?
Q7.  How do you evaluate the usefulness of the Guidance
as atool to assist countries in conducting and reviewing risk
assessments of LM Os introduced into various receiving ] L] ] L] X

environments?

PART |: ROADMAP FOR RISK ASSESSMENT OF LIVING MODIFIED ORGANISM S

Please answer each of the questions in the lefinaolwith “yes” or “no” and add comments if needed.

Q8.  Doesthe Roadmap provide useful guidance X Yes

for conducting risk assessments of LMOsin Comments: <Type here>

accordance with the Protocol ? L1 No

Q9. Isthe Roadmap useful to risk assessors who DJ Yes .

have limited experience with LMO risk assessment? ] No Comments: <Type here>
10. Isthe Roadmap organized in alogic and D Yes

gructur ed manner? 01y 9 Comments: <Type here>

! O No

Q11. Isthe Roadmap user-friendly taking into X Yes

account that risk assessment is a complex scientific Comments: <Type here>

and multidisciplinary activity? L1 No

Q12. Isthe Roadmap applicable to all types of [ Yes

LMOs (e.g. plants, animals, microorganisms)? X No Comments: <Type here>




Q13. Isthe Roadmap applicableto all types of

introductions into the environment (e.g. small- and DJ Yes Comments: <Tvoe here>
large-scale releases, placing on the ] No yp
market/commercialisation)?
Q14. Isthere any other issue or concept that you [ Yes .
would like to see included in the Roadmap? 5 No Comments: <Type here>
Comments: Too much writing in the text boxes
Q15. Does the flowchart provide a useful graphic [ Yes distracting from the representativeness of the graphic
representation of the risk assessment process as flow.
described in the Roadmap? B No The depiction of overarching issuesin the flowchart

does not depict its "overarchedness' adequately.

PARTICIPANT 7

OVERALL EVALUATION

b Poor Neutral Good vy
poor good
Please indicate the level of agreement you attetiateach of the questions in the left column.
Q5. How do you evaluate the level of consistency of the
Guidance with the Cartagena Protocol on Biosafety, ] ] ] X ]
particularly with its Article 15 and Annex I11?
Q6.  How do you evaluate the usefulness of the Guidance
as atool to assist countries in conducting and reviewing risk
assessments of LMOs in ascientifically sound and case-by- ] Ol ] X ]
case manner?
Q7.  How do you evaluate the useful ness of the Guidance
as atool to assist countriesin conducting and reviewing risk
assessments of LM Os introduced into various receiving ] ] ] X ]

environments?

PART |: ROADMAP FOR RISK ASSESSMENT OF LIVING MODIFIED ORGANISM S

Please answer each of the questions in the lefinaolwith “yes” or “no” and add comments if needed.

Q8.  Doesthe Roadmap provide useful guidance X Yes

for conducting risk assessments of LMOsin Comments: <Type here>

accordance with the Protocol ? L1 No
Comments: The Roadmap is only useful for risk
assessors that have a certain amount of experience
with the used wording in the Protocol and in this

Q9.  Isthe Roadmap useful to risk assessors who [ Yes particulat type of risk assessment.

have limited experience with LMO risk assessment? X No For persons of mostly developing countries likein
the Caribbean this Roadmap can be understood after
first introducing the concepts of risk assessment of
LMOs through training.

Q10. Isthe Roadmap organized in alogic and < Yes Comments: <Type here>

structured manner?




[ No

Q11. Isthe Roadmap user-friendly taking into X Yes
account that risk assessment is acomplex scientific Comments: <Type here>
and multidisciplinary activity? LI No
Comments. The applicability of this Roadmap is
Q12. Isthe Roadmap applicableto all types of D] Yes highly dependent on experiences that have already
LMOs (e.g. plants, animals, microorganisms)? ] No been acquired through earlier risk assessments on
LMOs.
Q13. Isthe Roadmap applicableto all types of Comments: The applicability of this Roadmap is
introductions into the environment (e.g. small- and DJ Yes highly dependent on experiences that have already
large-scale releases, placing on the ] No been acquired through earlier risk assessments on
market/commercialisation)? LMOs.
Q14. Isthereany other issue or concept that you [ Yes .
would like to see included in the Roadmap? 5 No Comments: <Type here>
Comments: The text under the headingsin my
Q15. Does the flowchart provide a useful graphic [ Yes opinion is too much and adds no firther value to the
representation of the risk assessment process as chart.
described in the Roadmap? X No

All relevant text isin the Guidance and does not
need repeating in the chart.




