
i 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

CAMEROON BIOSECURITY PROJECT 

Development and Institution of a National Monitoring  
and Control System (Framework) for Living Modified Organisms (LMOs)  

and Invasive Alien Species (IAS) 
 

REVIEW OF BIOSECURITY AGENCIES, GUIDELINES AND PROCEDURES 

 

 
This report has been produced with the support of UNEP/ GEF and the Government of 

Cameroon via the Ministry of Environment, Protection of Nature and Sustainable 
Development. 

 

 

Under the Supervision of: 

 

The Biosecurity Project Coordination Unit (MINEPDED) 

 

& 

Project Component 1 Taskforce (MINEPDED) 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

March, 2016

MINRESI 



i 
 

TABLE OF CONTENTS 
 

TABLE OF CONTENTS .................................................................................................................. i 

LIST OF TABLES .......................................................................................................................... iii 

ACRONYMS AND ABBREVIATIONS ....................................................................................... iv 

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT .............................................................................................................. vi 

DISCLAIMER ................................................................................................................................ vii 

PREFERRED WAY TO CITE THIS PUBLICATION ............................................................ viii 

CONTACT ....................................................................................................................................... ix 

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY ............................................................................................................. ix 

INTRODUCTION ............................................................................................................................ 1 

CHAPTER I:  OVERVIEW OF BIOSECURITY ........................................................................ 6 

I. ELEMENTS OF CONTEXT ..................................................................................................... 6 

II.   DEFINITION ......................................................................................................................... 7 

III.  BIOSECURITY SYSTEM FOR CAMEROON .................................................................... 8 

IV. METHODOLOGY ................................................................................................................. 9 

CHAPTER II:  THE PRESENT LEGAL AND INSTITUTIONAL FRAMEWORK ............. 11 

I. THE INSTITUTIONS AND THEIR VARIOUS MANNDATES .......................................... 11 

II.   SECTOR LEGISLATION AND REGULATIONS ............................................................. 34 

CHAPTER III: REVIEW OF THE BIOSECURITY SECTORS, LAWS, EXECUTING 

GUIDELINES, COMPLIANCE TO INTERNATIONAL GUIDE LINES, STANDARDS, 

STRENGTHS, WEAKNESS, GAPS AND COMPLIANCE, NON-COMPLIANCE ......... 40 

I.  REVIEW OF THE BIOSECURITY SECTORS .................................................................... 41 

I.1 Synopsis of sectoral texts .................................................................................................... 41 

I.1.1 the normative framework of the prevention of biotechnological risks ....................... 41 

I.1.1.1 Law No. 2003/006 of 21 April 2003 to lay down safety regulations governing 

modern biotechnology in Cameroon and its Texts of Application ........................... 42 

I.1.1.2 complementary texts ........................................................................................... 45 

I.1.2 the normative framework relating to food safety and animal health...................... 47 

I.1.2.1 the normative framework relating to food safety ................................................ 47 

I.1.2.2 animal health ....................................................................................................... 49 

I.1.3 the normative framework relating to plant protection and invasive alien species ...... 51 

I.1.3.1 the normative arsenal relating to plant protection ............................................... 51 

I.1.3.2 the normative framework relating to invasive alien species ............................... 52 

I.2. INSTITUTIONNAL ANALYSIS: MANDATES OF EACH MINISTRY ON 

BIOSECURITY ACTIVITIES .............................................................................................. 56 

I.2.1   Food safety ..................................................................................................................... 56 

I.2.1.1   Ministry of Mines, Industry and Technological Development .............................. 56 

I.2.1.2   Ministry of Trade ................................................................................................... 57 

I.2.1.3 Ministry of Public Health ......................................................................................... 57 

I.2.1.4 Ministry of Livestock, Fisheries and Animal Industries .......................................... 57 

I.2.2 Animal health ................................................................................................................... 58 

I.2.2.1 Ministry of Livestock, Fisheries and Animal Industries (Sanitary and veterinary 

Inspection, Animal Quarantine & Certification Service). .............................................. 58 

I.2.3   Plant Health .................................................................................................................... 58 

I.2.4 Environmental Protection ................................................................................................. 59 



ii 
 

II. THE ISSUE OF COMPLIANCE WITH THE INTERNATIONAL FRAMEWORK IN 

BIOSECURITY ..................................................................................................................... 60 

I.1 International context ............................................................................................................ 60 

II.2 Analysis of the major international instruments relevant to biosecurity ............................ 60 

II.2.1   Sanitary and Phytosanitary Obligations ................................................................... 61 

II.2.2   Analysis of other international instruments relevant to biosecurity......................... 62 

II.2.3 Analysis of other international instruments relevant to biosecurity .......................... 67 

II.2.4   Plant health .............................................................................................................. 68 

II.2.4 Animal health ............................................................................................................. 70 

II.2.5 Food and international framework ............................................................................. 71 

II.2.6   Invasive alien species and biodiversity .................................................................... 72 

II.3.  INTERNATIONAL STANDARDS FOR BIOSECURITY MEASURES ........................ 73 

II.4   ANALYSIS TO SEE IF THERE IS GAPS USING PLANT PROTECTION AS AN 

EXAMPLE ............................................................................................................................. 78 

CHAPTER IV:   DISCUSSIONS, CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS ............. 82 

I. SECTORS ..................................................................................................................................... 82 

I.1. FOOD SAFETY ................................................................................................................... 82 

I.2.  PLANT HEALTH................................................................................................................ 83 

I.3. ANIMAL HEALTH ............................................................................................................. 84 

I.4. INVASIVE ALIEN SPECIES .............................................................................................. 84 

I.5. BIOSAFETY ........................................................................................................................ 85 

II. RECOMMENDATIONS FOR THE IMPLEMENTATION OF BIOSECURITY SYSTEM FOR 

CAMEROON .............................................................................................................................. 85 

III    CONCLUSION ........................................................................................................................ 90 

REFERENCES ................................................................................................................................. 91 

ANNEXES ....................................................................................................................................... 93 

 

 

 

 

  



iii 
 

LIST OF TABLES 

 

Table 1 : Institutions and their various mandates .................................................................................. 13 

Table 2 : SWOT table on the main observations of the biosecurity legal framework ........................... 54 

 

  



iv 
 

ACRONYMS AND ABBREVIATIONS 

 

BWC Biological Weapons Convention 

CITES Convention on International Trade of Endangered wild fauna and flora species 

IPPC International Plant Protection Convention  

ISPM International Standards for Phytosanitary Measures 

MINCOMMERCE Ministry of Trade 

MINEPDED Ministry of Environment, Protection of Nature and Sustainable Development  

ONPV Organisation Nationale pour la Protection des Végétaux 

PCU Project Coordination Unit 

RGDIP Revue Générale de Droit et de Jurisprudence 

SODECOTON Société de Développement du Coton 

SFDI Société Française pour le Droit International 

USA United States of America 

DNA  Deoxyribonucleic Acid 

MEA Multilateral Environmental Agreement 

ANOR Standards and Quality Agency 

CBD Convention on Biological Diversity  

CIE Interministerial Committee of Environment 

CNB  National Biosecurity Committee 

CNCEDD  National Consultative Commission on Environment  

CNCOSAC National Committee on Codex Alimentarius and Food Safety  

CNP  National Phytosanitary Council 

IAS Invasive and Alien Species 

FAO United Nations Food and Agriculture Organization 

FASA Faculty of Agriculture and Agronomical Sciences 

IPPC International Convention for Plant Protection 

IRAD Institut de Recherches Agronomiques et de Développement 

IRD Institut de Recherches en Développement 

ISO International Standardisation Organization 

IUCN International Union for Conservation of Nature 

LANACOME Laboratoire national de contrôle des médicaments et d’expertises 

MINADER Ministry of Agriculture and Rural Development 

MINATD Ministry of Territorial Administration and Decentralization 

MINEE Ministry of Water Resources and Energy 

MINEF Ministry of Environment and Forestry 

MINEPIA Ministry Livestock, Fisheries and Animal Industries 

MINESUP Ministry of Higher Education 

MINFI Ministry of Finance 

MINFOF  Ministry of Forestry and Wildlife 

MINMIDT  Ministry of Industry, Mines and  Technological Development 

MINRESI  Ministry of Scientific Research and Innovation 

MINSANTE  Ministry of Public Health 

NEA National Executing Agency 



v 
 

NIMP  Normes Internationales pour les Mesures Phytosanitaires 

GMO Genetically Modified Organism 

OIE Organisation Internationale des Epizooties 

WHO World Health Organization 

NGO Non Governmental Organization 

ONR National Risks Observatory 

UNO United Nations Organization 

LMO Living Modified Organism 

UNEP United Nations Environment Programme 

PSFE  Forest Environment Sector Programme (FESP) 

UNESCO  United Nations Educational Scientific and Cultural Organization 

WWF World Wildlife Fund 

 



vi 
 

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT 

This activity was conducted as UNEP/GEF Project N0 GFL/3651- Development and 

Institution of a National Monitoring and Control System (Framework) for Living Modified 

Organisms (LMOs) and Invasive Alien Species (IAS), commonly referred to as Cameroon 

Biosecurity Project. The National Executing Agency is the Ministry of Environment, 

Protection of Nature and Sustainable Development (MINEPDED). This Report has been 

prepared for MINEPDED. 

We also acknowledge the funding support of the Global Environmental Facility (GEF), 

the technical and supervisory support of the Ministry of Environment, Protection of Nature 

and Sustainable Development (MINEPDED) and the United Nations Environment 

Programme (UNEP) 

 

The consultants Drs   Ayodele Maria and Kenfack Jean do hereby show appreciation to 

Mr. Wouamane Mbele, Project coordinator and his team made up of Mr. Declan Ambe 

Project administrative Assistant and Mr. Ngong Clouvis J. Project Financial Assistant all of 

MINEPDED for their tireless efforts  in organizing meetings with  the consultants to provide 

all necessary information required for the  successful completion of the assignment. To the 

Members of Component 1 Taskforce, Souop Daniel, Alice Ndikontar, Dr. Vitalis Chepnda, 

Estelle Carille Mawal A Mbassa, Patrice Kuitekam. 

To the members of the Task force of other Components, Ndongo Barthelemy, Pedhom 

Christine, Wagnoun Valentin, Nyasse Barthelemy, Natang Priscilla and Iroume Roger Noel, 

for their useful discussions on the itemized plan of activities   for implementation. Thanks to 

Dr. Mbah David project technical adviser for taking time off to throw more light on some 

areas of biosafety and implementation possibilities. Dr. John Mauremootoo the PTA for his 

advice  and directives for the implementing the project as designed Mrs GALEGA Prudence 

TANGHAM, Technical Adviser N°1,  Ministry of Environment, Protection of Nature and 

Sustainable Development  for her technical advice and information on project implementation 

and vital information that should feature in the project document. 

The consultants will like especially to express extra gratitudes  to Mr. Alex Owusu-

Biney  the Portfolio Manager (Biosafety), GEF Coordination Division of Environmental 

Policy Implementation United Nations Environment Programme (UNEP) for  his contribution  

towards the production of the report through his important suggestions and also sparing his 

valuable time to edit the report to make it complete. 

To all other persons who assisted the consultants in various ways to make the 

assignment successful, we say thank you immensely 

 



vii 
 

DISCLAIMER 

The information contained in this publication was, to the best of the authors’ 

knowledge, correct at the time of publication. Images used have not been independently 

verified so there is the possibility of error. The opinions expressed in this publication do not 

necessarily reflect those of UNEP, MINEPDED or the organisations represented in the 

Component One Task Team. UNEP, MINEPDED or the organisations represented in 

Component 1 Task Teal are not responsible for the information provided in this document. 

These organisations do not make any warrant of any kind; expressed or implied, including, 

but not limited to, warranties of accuracy, reliability, completeness, or content of such 

information in this document. 

Under no circumstances shall UNEP, MINEPDED or the organisations represented in 

Component 1 Task Team be responsible for any loss, damage or liability or expense incurred 

or suffered which is claimed to have resulted from the use of or reliance upon the information 

contained in this document, including, but not limited to, any fault error, mistake, omission or 

defect. Under no circumstances shall these organisations be liable for any direct, indirect, 

incidental, special, punitive or consequential damages. 

 

  



viii 
 

PREFERRED WAY TO CITE THIS PUBLICATION 

MINEPDED, 2015. Report on the Review of Biosecurity Agencies, Guidelines and 
Procedures. Consultant Report prepared under the UNEP/GEF Cameroon Biosecurity Project 
“Development and Institution of a National Monitoring and Control System (Framework) for 
Living Modified Organisms (LMOs) and Invasive Alien Species (IAS)” as part of Cameroon 
Biosecurity Project. 
  



ix 
 

CONTACT DETAILS 

1. AUTHORS 

 

Dr Ayodele Maria International Institute of Tropical Agriculture 

      Ibadan, Nigeria 

International Consultant 

                 Tel: 00234 8034 989 117 

      Mail: m.ayodele@cgiar.org 

      Skype: mayodele6 

 

Dr Jean Kenfack Ministry of Environment, Protection of Nature    

and Sustainable Development, Cameroon 

National Consultant 

Tel: (237) 6 99 93 66 98/ 222 23 68 82 

Email: jekenfac@yahoo.fr 

 

 

2. PROJECT COORDINATION UNIT 

No NAME POSITION INSTITUTION CONTACTS 

1 
Mr. WOUAMANE 

MBELE 

Project 

coordinator 
MINEPDED 

699 51 31 17                  

wouamane@yahoo.fr 

2 
Mr. DECLAN 

AMBE 

Project 

Technical 

&Administrative 

Assistant 

MINEPDED 
677 02 22 85                  

declanambe@yahoo.co.uk 

3 
Mr. NGONG 

CLOUVIS J. 

Project 

Financial 

Assistant 

MINEPDED 
675 95 92 97           

clouvisjohnbang@yahoo.com 

 

 

3. PROJECT TECHNICAL ADVISERS 

No NAME POSITION INSTITUTION CONTACTS 

1 Dr. JOHN 

MAUREMOOTOO 

PTA UNITED 

KINGDOM 

Mobile; (+44(0) 784 621 

9689 



x 
 

jmauremootoo@gmail.com 

2 
Dr. DAVID A. MBAH 

PTA  CAMEROON 677 83 91 41      

dambah@yahoo.co.uk 

 

 

4. TASK TEAM COMPONENT  

COMPONENT COMPONENT TEAM POSITION INSTITUTION CONTACTS 

1 SOUOP Daniel Agric. Engineer MINADER 
699 81 60 43/22 13 43 /25 
danielsouop@yahoo.fr  

2 
 NDIKONTAR 
Alice 

Senior Plant Health 
Officer 

MINADER 
677 56 12 40 
ndikontarali@yahoo.co.uk 

3 
Dr. CHEPNDA 
Vitalis 

Sub 
Director/Permanent 
Secretary of the 
Zoonosis Project 

MINEPIA 
699 00 37 22 
drchepnda@yahoo.co.uk 

4 
MAWAL A 
MBASSA Estelle 

 Studies Assistant 
n°2/DAJ 

MINEPDED 
677 48 96 34        

estelle-mawal@gmail.com 

5 KUITEKAM Patrice Staff Member MINADER 
675 47 79 93 
kuitekam@yahoo.fr 

 

5. TRANSLATION TEAM 

Translated into English and French by the following:  

1- Nkadmvi Emmanuel Nchamukong, Senior Conference Translator, Head of Translation 

Unit/MINEPDED, Tél.: 677 50 15 69,  

E-mail: nchamukong@yahoo.com; 
 

2- Gouet Gouet Joseph, Senior Translator, Tél.: 677 86 20 90; 

E-mail: josembombo@yahoo.com; 
 

3- Seppi Samou Nathalie, Senior Translator/Interpreter Tél.: 675 63 59 42 

E-mail: sasena@yahoo.fr.  

  



xi 
 

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

Globalization of trade in agricultural products brings opportunities and risks. On the one 

hand, it generates wealth in countries exporting their produce to foreign markets and brings 

that produce to the tables of consumers in faraway lands. On the other hand, it opens new 

pathways for pests and diseases that can damage natural resources with accompanying 

economic and environmental consequences. In order to capture those opportunities and 

manage those risks, there is an increasing recognition of the need to integrate and improve 

coordination of regulatory activities designed to protect human, animal and plant life and 

health and the environment. Interest in biosecurity comes in response to these needs. It 

attempts to draw together the policy and regulatory frameworks for risk assessment and risk 

management across the sectors of food safety, animal life and health, (including fisheries) 

environmental protection and plant life and health. biosecurity aims to manage biological 

risks in these three sectors while protecting biodiversity and contributing to its sustainable 

use. In essence, biosecurity balances enthusiasm for international trade and travel with the 

need to protect against risks. Transparent and efficient controls in these sectors need not 

create unnecessary barriers to international trade; rather they facilitate it. 

Biosecurity is considered to be an interdisciplinary activity that covers a wide range of 

subjects and approaches. As biosecurity works towards the integration of animal health, plant 

health, environmental health and food safety in order to streamline risk assessment and risk 

management practices, the division of responsibilities among national agricultural and 

environmental regulatory authorities comes under scrutiny. Controls and authorities for 

biosecurity matters tend to be scattered over a variety of ministries, such as the ministries of 

agriculture, livestock, health, finance, environment, commerce and industry. 

 The objective of a biosecurity system is to draw together all the relevant regulatory 

authorities under one system or to create a coordinating mechanism to streamline approaches 

to manage biological risks with the underlying principle being to establish an approach based 

on risk analysis. To implement the necessary coordination, Cameroon is determined to 

undertake a review of the existing national legal biosecurity frameworks and functions 

embedded in various ministries. This will aid in implementing any of the proposed 

frameworks that Cameroon could adopt to set-up an effective biosecurity framework without 

rivalries and overlaps. 

This study involves the review of biosecurity agencies, guidelines and procedures and 

recommends a framework/system that could be implemented in Cameroon. Biosecurity 

requires the adoption of a set of attitudes and behaviour by people to reduce risk in all 

activities involving domestic, human, animal, and plant health, environmental protection, 

LMOs and invasive alien species. Biosecurity must be practical and sustainable for all – for 

producers, for traders, for intermediaries and service providers and for all those pursuing 

activities that could contain the seed of risk. Designing feasible framework/ legislation for 

biosecurity will require working with all key stakeholders to ensure that this happens and that 

those who will have to implement the measures accept the need to do so and see the benefits 

in doing so. 
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 The review of related biosecurity utilised documents obtained from different 

Departments, Ministries and other stakeholders, it was observed that the legal document for 

Cameroon lacks specific or harmonised law for biosecurity, however there are relevant plant, 

animal and food safety laws and laws related to biotechnology embedded in several Ministries 

Departments and Services, In general, the institutional set up of the biosecurity examined, 

lack coordination and harmonisation for effective implementation of a biosecurity approach. 

Most of the sectors fall within the legal mandates of several ministries. 

Biosecurity is considered to be an interdisciplinary activity that covers a wide range of 

subjects and approaches. It is an approach used for the reduction of the risk of negative 

impacts acquired through the opening of new pathways for the international exchange of 

goods which might be accompanied by pests and diseases that can damage natural resources 

resulting in economic and environmental hazards on animal and human health and food 

safety. As biosecurity works towards the integration of animal health, plant health, 

environmental health and food safety as practiced in some countries, it is mandatory to 

streamline risk assessment and risk management practices of all the sectors. In the case of 

Cameroon, it was observed that the controls and authorities for biosecurity matters tend to be 

scattered over a variety of ministries, such as the ministries of agriculture, livestock, health, 

finance, environment, commerce and industry.  

The objective of this Biosecurity System was to draw together all the relevant regulatory 

authorities under one system or to create coordinating mechanisms to streamline approaches 

to manage biological risks with the underlying principle being to establish an approach based 

on risk analysis. To implement the necessary coordination, Cameroon decided to carry out an 

overview of the existing national legal biosecurity frameworks and functions embedded in 

various ministries. The information obtained assisted in proposing a framework that 

Cameroon could adopt to set-up an effective Biosecurity framework without rivalries and 

overlaps. 

The present study therefore involved the review of biosecurity agencies, control 

guidelines and procedures and recommendation of a framework/system   that could be 

implemented in Cameroon. 

Biosecurity requires the adoption of a set of attitudes and behaviours by people to 

reduce risk in all activities involving domestic, human, animal, plant health, environmental 

protection, LMOs and invasive alien species (IAS). Biosecurity must be practical and 

sustainable for all including –producers, traders, intermediaries, service providers and for all 

users involved in activities that could contain some elements of risk. Designing a feasible 

framework/ legislation for biosecurity, calls for a cordial working relationship with all 

stakeholder ministries, private organisations, and Government agencies who will have to 

implement the measures to facilitate acceptability and see the benefits of implementation. 

This report therefore summarises the findings of the biosecurity system in Cameroon 
with information drawn from various documents, and papers that were supplied to the 
consultants by government officials, scientists, experts, researchers and other stakeholders. 
Interviews were also conducted to obtain information from other users and some collaborative 
agencies. 
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  The summaries here were based from the following areas; 
 
 Overview of Biosecurity Control Activities and Cross-cutting issues, 
Terms of reference, Methodology and the objectives of the study 

 
Overview and Cross-cutting issues 
 

The result of the review of the existing biosecurity system in Cameroon, it was observed 
that, across all sectors (i.e. plant health, animal health, food safety, GMOs, Invasive Alien 
Species, the environment, and society), the current arrangements were being handled by 
different ministries, Departments and institutions with no coordination or reference to other 
ministries carrying out the same responsibility.  

The review identified areas of deficiency, overlaps, gaps and weaknesses and provided 
information on the type of biosecurity systems that would substantially improve the current 
arrangements if made functional 
 
 
Overview of legal and regulatory texts 
 

In Cameroon, Biosecurity issues are not the responsibility of one ministry, department 
or agency of the country. Instead, several bodies have responsibility for, or are engaged in 
activities in this area. All these biosecurity sectors: Food Safety, Animal Health, Plant Health 
Environment Protection and Biosafety: are all covered by decrees thereby giving the 
ministries in charge legal instruments of implementation 

Laws, non-compliance and conflicts   

The current institutional arrangements for biosecurity in Cameroon, have been observed 

to have conflicts in the mandates of the various institutions involved in biosecurity activities. 

Also from the results of the review, it was observed that some of the laws covering some 

biosecurity operations are obsolete not upgraded to meet up international obligations e.g. 

(some of the IPPC ISPM’s). In addition, Cameroon has no legislation nor laws concerning 

invasive alien species (IAS). Despite the fact that IAS have been known to be highly 

problematic and have become a risk to the agricultural economy of the countries wherever 

they established and spread. They are also known to pose severe threats to biodiversity and 

the environment. 

The main objective of this Component 1 of the project, is to produce a comprehensive 

report on the current policy, regulatory and institutional biosecurity framework and a 

document outlining possible options for improved cross-sectoral planning and coordination of 

biosecurity operationsin Cameroon which is in compliance with international guidelines and 

standards 

Acknowledging therefore the challenges facing the uncoordinated sectorial activities of 

Cameroon’s biosecurity system, the country requested and obtained some assistance/ funding 

to carry out a review of the existing biosecurity capability.  
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In addition, the consultants delivered a draft report on the results of the review to the task 
force of the component. The report presented the roles and responsibilities of Biosecurity 
system in Cameroon with recommendations on the best biosecurity system to be adopted by 
the country 

The methodology used for this study consisted mostly of literature review and on 

consultation with the key stakeholders by the National and International Consultants. Most of 

the key stakeholders were selected by the Consultants with reference to the Terms of 

reference and with the support of the PCU (Biosecurity Project Coordination Unit), taking 

into consideration the need to cover all the sectors of biosecurity (food safety, plant health, 

animal health, biosafety, invasive species). 

At the end of the review of the mandates and functions of the various institutions 

responsible for biosecurity operations and the analysis of the legal framework covering the 

subject areas of biosecurity: the outcome of the analysis of the overview results, demonstrated 

the weakness, gaps and strengths of the existing legal framework and implementation tools. 

The result of the analysis enabled the consultants to consider possible biosecurity 

systems that could be adopted for Cameroon as:  

At the institutional level, three options can be explored, namely: 
 Option 1: Place biosecurity under the watchful eye of a sectoral ministry; 
 Option 2: Create a Ministry in charge of biosecurity; 
 Option 3: Create an Agency or Authority in charge of Biosecurity. 

 
At the legislative level, there are two options for the Government, namely: 

 Option 1: adopt a text which deals with a comprehensive vision and addresses 
biosecurity issue in an integrated manner in all its aspects; 

 Option 2: Revise the sectoral legislations to better take into account biosecurity 
concerns. 
 
 
Conclusion 
 

- The review showed that the existing legal documents lack specific or harmonised laws 

for biosecurity, however there are some relevant plant, animal and food safety laws 

related to biotechnology embedded in the decrees in several Ministries, Departments 

and Services, In general, the institutional setup of the biosecurity operations examined, 

lacked coordination and harmonisation for effective implementation of any biosecurity 

approach.  

- With the advent of new technology and other forces responsible for the increased pace 
of globalisation; biosecurity risks are changing due to the expansion in movement of 
humans, livestock, animal products; increased volume and range of plants/plant 
products traded; increased international movement and distribution of plant species; 
and increased changes in ecosystems. The location of Cameroon in West and Central 
Africa, the suitability of Cameroon’s diverse climatic conditions for pest and disease 
establishment means that Cameroon will be a front-line country for combating new 
biosecurity incursions.  
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- Also, regional and international trade, movement of goods continuous climate 

changing conditions increases the level of biosecurity risk for Cameroon. In this 

context, the country requires an efficient biosecurity framework that will not only 

protect the agricultural economy and the prevention of environmental hazards in the 

country but also cater for those of her trading partners, collaborators and the CEMAC 

countries  

 

Recommendations 

Therefore, acknowledging the challenges facing Cameroun biosecurity activities 
scattered in different ministries resulting in: 

- Overlap of responsibilities 
- Multiple approaches to the same issue 
- Repetition of same functions 
- Inadequate trained personnel in the different institutions 
- Lack or inappropriate tools and infrastructure 
- Outdated legislation 
- Non-compliance to international standards and obligation 

The Consultants hereby recommend that, for an efficient harmonised and workable 

biosecurity system, Cameroon should adopt: 

The creation of a new body (Biosecurity National Authority) at a higher level, to 

exercise an oversight and coordinating role over all sectors concerned with biosecurity. The 

use of the proposed coordinating framework presented at the end of the report should be 

presented to all stakeholders for discussions and validation before implementation and 

adoption.   

 

 

 

 


