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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-Aoc 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 comment

We appreciate the efforts of the OIE in making the Code Commission’s reports available on its
website to increase transparency of its standard setting procedure. Recognizing the significance of
the OIE’s official recognition for member countries, we are of the opinion that the OIE should also
strive to further enhance transparency of the procedure for official recognition and to promote
understanding of member countries and related stakeholders.

With regard to the evaluation for BSE status, we request the Commission:

1)that the Commission should provide in its reports in sufficient detail the rationale and data
with which the Commission determines whether an individual country meets the requirements
stipulated in the OIE Code; and

2)that the rationale and critical data on which a decision is based should be clearly described in
the report whether or not decision criteria have been established.
Particularly, when the Commission recommends that a country be regarded as having met the
requirements for recognition as ‘Controlled BSE Risk’ with a comment that there is a need to
enhance feed ban to prevent cross-contamination, the report should mention why it is
determined that the compliance is “demonstrated through an appropriate level of control and
audit” as in Article 2.3.14.4.

I1. Specific comments on individual countries
1. United States

1)We strongly support the comments of the Commission in the section of Conclusions that the
United States is recommended to carefully consider excluding specific risk materials in animal
feed since the absence of prohibition on the use of specific risk material for animal feed allows
the risk of recycling and amplification of the BSE agent in the country.

2)Considering that continuous surveillance is required for maintaining the designated status, we
agree that it is necessary for the United States to provide the data on surveillance, in addition
to updates on the control and audit of feed ban provisions.

3)We encourage the United States to enhance feed ban as recommended by the Commission as
soon as possible. It is necessary for the United States to continuously report its updates on the
control and audit of feed ban provisions and data on the surveillance to OIE.


ppaa142
-6-


4)We would like to request the Commission to review the above mentioned report in 3) at the
earliest opportunity after it is received from the United States and provide details of
discussions in the relevant Commission report.

. Canada

1)We support the comments of the Commission in the section of Conclusions that Canada is
recommended to carefully consider sampling and testing within the framework of control and
audit of the implementation of feed ban rule that specific risk material will be banned from
animal feed from July 2007.

2)Considering that continuous surveillance is required for maintaining the designated status, we
agree that it is necessary for Canada to provide the data on surveillance, in addition to updates
on the control and audit of feed ban provisions.

3)It is necessary for Canada to continuously report its updates on the control and audit of feed
ban provisions and data on the surveillance to OIE.

4)We would like to request the Commission to review the above mentioned report in 3) at the
earliest opportunity after it is received from Canada and provide details of discussions in the
relevant Commission report.

. Taipei-China, Brazil and Chile

1)Because the target number formally required has not been attained, although the number of
surveillance points has been increasing, we agree that these countries should report
surveillance details to confirm the trend in the accumulation of surveillance points.

2)The surveillance points target stipulated in the Code is a minimum requirement for recognition
of BSE status. Flexibility on this requirement should be allowed only in the limited periods
such as 3 years after the adoption of the new surveillance point system.

3)We request the Commission to review the above mentioned report in 1) at the earliest
opportunity after it is received from these countries and provide details of discussions in the
relevant Commission report.
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