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Japan’s comments on country status for Bovine Spongiform
Encephalopathy

We appreciate the efforts of the Scientific Commission and its ad-hoe group in
evaluating country dossiers and recommending country status for BSE. Considering
that human and animal health risks are the basis for determining BSE status, Japan

hereby submits the following comments:
I. General comments

We thank the Scientific Commission (the Commission) and the Secretariat for
presenting its report in a timely manner and for notifying the schedule of the work in
.advance. We also welcome the Commission, in its report, addressed a number of issues
regarding the country status evaluation. We think it is important for the OIE to
continue to facilitate the understanding of this procedure among member countries and

stakeholders and to secure a further transparency.

Due to the number of countries in the proposal, it is eritical for us to have the grounds
for the judgment and details of consideration of the Commission in advance, in order to
make appropriate comments within the limited period. We believe the risk assessment
reports should, in general, be provided in a readily understandable and useful form for

the experts of member countries.

In light of the above, we request that the Commission should provide, in its report, with
the rationale and data, with which the Commission determined whether the countries
met the requirements in the OIE Code, in order that member countries can give
objective consideration on the proposed BSE status. In particular, we request the

Commission to present the following information:

1) Information relevant to critical factors to estimate BSE risk of the country,
including evaluation of surveillance and feed ban:

@ Surveillance: in addition to the conclusion, the total population examined (the
sum of population examined in all streams) and the number of surveillance points
accumulated;

@ Feed ban: details of the criteria for the evaluation, the impact of the BSE cases

born after feed ban on evaluation of effectiveness of the feed ban, and the date

_.]2._



since which the Commission agreed that an effective feed ban was in place in such
a country; and

@ Rationale for compensation of insufficient factors: in case the proposals made in
spite that the country doesn’t meet some of the requirements for corresponding
categories, details of the rationale on which the Commission determined that such

a country overall met the eriteria for the status.

2) With regard to proposals for “negligible risk” with comments pointing out the
inappropriate definition of streams for surveillance or insufficiency of the data on
implementation of feed ban, we request the Commission to present, with sufflcient
detail, the ground on which the Commission determined such countries overall met

the requirements for negligible risk.
I1. The supplemental information we need for consideration of each proposal

In addition to the information requested in section I, We request the Commission to

present following data and the views of the Commission:

1. All countries
In addition to the conclusion of the evaluation of surveillance results, the total
population examined (the sum of population examined in all streams) and the
number of surveillance points accumulated;

2. Belgium, Czech Republic, Germany, Iceland, Lithuania and Malta

The rationale for the proposal in spite of the inappropriate definition of stream of

surveillance;
3. Al countries

The date on which appropriate level of control and audit of the feed ban started,
the concrete criterion and the rationale for the proposal;

Particularly in United Kingdom, Ireland, Portugal, Netherlands, Poland, Germany,
Luxembourg, Slovak Republic and Spain the view of the Commission on the BSE
affected cattle found in the cattle population born after the feed ban;
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For example, with regard to the evaluation of the status of United Kingdom, the
Commission didn't provide its view on when effective feed ban started but
described that the youngest birth cohort reported as affected by BSE was born in
May 2000. On the other hand, DEFRA’s published data show over 170 cattle which
were born after August 1996, in which the feed ban was started, was affected by
BSE. And the same data show that 12 cattle of the population born after May 2005
were affected by BSE and the latest 3 BSE cases were born in 2002.

. All countries (except Cyprus, Estonia, Hungary, Latvia, Malta, Finland, Sweden,
Norway and Iceland)

In light of Article2.3.13.4, the rationale for the proposal to be controlled risk in
spite of the insufficiency of the information on birth cohort and feed cohort of
confirmed BSE case, including if alive in the countries permanently identified and
their movements controlled, and when slaughtered or at death, completely

destroyed;
Finland and Sweden

In light of Article2.3.13.3, the ratioﬁaie for the proposal to be negligible risk in
spite of the insufficiency of the information on birth cohort and feed cohort of
confirmed BSE case, including if alive in the countries, permanently identified and
their movements controlled, and when slaughtered or at death , completely

destroyed;

Portugal (the Autonomous Regions of the Madeira and Azores Islands)

The rationale for the proposal to be controlled risk in spite of the lack of the
information on the import situation in some regions in the country, in which cases
of BSE have been detected:;

Iceland and Norway

Specific reason with which the Commission determined that a risk of entry of BSE

agent through the imported commodities is negligible, supported by data of import
of MBM and live cattle;
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8. All countries (except Austria, Czech Republic, Greece and Latvia)

The date on which laboratory examination started with rationale for such

judgment;

9. Estonia, Finland, France, Germany, Greece, Iceland, Malta, Netherlands, Norway,
Poland, Portugal, Slovak Republic, Slovenia and Spain

The date on which awareness program started with rationale for such judgment;

and
10. Belgium, Germany, Iceland, Norway, Slovak Republic, and Spain
The rationale for the decrease in risk of recyele and amplification of the BSE agent.

III. Follow up of the previous recognitions

In the “Report of the meeting of the OIE Scientific Commission for animal diseases,
Paris, 26-28 February 2007 (Appendix 1V), where the 12 countries were evaluated, the
Commission requested some countries to submit, as annual update-specific
requirements, “updates on the control and audit of the feed ban provisions and the data
surveillance efforts in 2006”. We support this follow up as our previous comments and

request the Commission to provide information on their update to OTE and its progress.

IV. Risk status suspension clause in the Code chapter (3+d paragraph of the chapter
3.7 of the Report of the Commission)

Japan considers that this should be dealt with in the procedure for official recognition
rather than in the Code, since we should take consistent approach with the procedure
for FMD emergency (Resolution No, XX, adopted by the International Committee of the
OIE on 20 May 2003).

...]5_



