Comments to the Flowchart
Make language in Flowchart consistent with language in roadmap. 
1) For the section of setting the context in the roadmap the different issues are presented in bullets. Keep the bullets for consistency and clarity also in the flowchart (Phase I and in Phase II) (bullets are easy to related with bullets). The roadmap does not use check marks, those may have another implications.
2) The word requirements or required gives the impression of something that is mandatory (requisitos in Spanish), and these are points to be considered, also on a case by case basis, so I suggest to change Setting criteria and requirements within the conduct of the risk assessment to: Setting criteria and considerations for conducting a risk assessment. The phrase “within the conduct” sounds confusing to me, and is not part of the text in the roadmap, better to eliminate it for consistency.

3) Many arrows in the flowchart (particularly the ones that I marked under number 3) give the impression of a never ending process. Eliminating some arrows and changing remaining arrows to arrows with dotted lines will be helpful to illustrate that those reiterations are not always needed.
4) Eliminate the box that contains other related issues for the decision making process inside the phase IV. These are articles that are not part of the risk assessment process; hence the flowchart for risk assessment should not include them, neither the roadmap. To leave them in the box generates a lot of confusion, especially because there is an arrow (5) directly to that box that could be interpreted as “now before decision making go to all this articles”. Consider eliminate the whole box and the arrow or re-direct it to the top of Phase IV (see also comment number 8).
6) Eliminate Uncertainly analysis. The roadmap refers to uncertainty analysis in a way that is not described, explained or universally agreed. The term as stated in the flowchart is also confusing because it gives the impression that refers to another additional analysis unrelated to the risk assessment. It would be clearer if we just leave the explanation of what we need to do with uncertainty, as: Identification of types and sources of uncertainty at each step of the risk assessment.

7) The reference to new data that send us steps back, in the form of arrows, is repetitive; I do not think that we need it in two places. With a reference on top of Phase III will be enough.

8) The roadmap refers in several places to the principles of risk assessment stated in Annex III. These principles are taken into account during the whole risk assessment in all its steps.  Hence they should be included in the flowchart sideways to the steps described in phase III. In my experience as a risk evaluator, I have found very useful to recall these principles when conducting risk assessments. This change will be very easy to do by using the place of the box of other issues (not related to risks assessment, that I suggested to eliminate in my comment 4) and list there the principles. 
Since I cannot modify the image of the flow chart directly, I tried to illustrate my comments on the flowchart by associating them to red numbers according to the comment, on different places (see below) and to other tools. (If I did not explain clearly these ideas I will do the suggested modifications if the Secretariat sent me a file of the flowchart in a power point format).
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General Principles for Risk Assessment.


3. Scientifically sound


4. Lack of scientific knowledge…


5. ..Consider the non- LMO..


6. Case by case
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