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Reaction of the EU before March 199¢
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Reaction of the EU after March 1996
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Reaction of the EU after March 1996

(@
Countries without reported BSE cases

banned imports from countries
with reported BSE cases

L~

§beef from countries with BSE-cases is not safe%
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Reaction of the EU after March 1996
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1997: GBR initiated
2000: First GBR-reports published
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Country categories (GBR)

GBRII:
Highly unlikely

GBRII:
Unlikely but not excluded

GBRI11:

Likely but not confirmed
or

confirmed at alower level

GBR1V:
Confirmed at a higher level
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Argentina, Australia (1), Botswana, Brazil, Chile
El Salvador, Iceland, Namibia, New Caledonia,
New Zealand, Nicaragua, Panama, Paraguay,
Singapore, Swaziland, Uruguay, Vanuatu

Colombia, Costa Rica, India, Kenya, Mauritius,
Nigeria, Norway (1), Pakistan, Sweden (I1)

Albania, Andorra, Austria, Belarus, Belgium,
Bulgaria, Croatia, Denmark, Canada (11), Cyprus
Czech Republic, Estonia, Finland, Former

Y ugoslav Republic of Macedonia, France,
Germany, Greece, Hungary, Ireland, Isradl, Italy
Latvia, Lithuania, Luxembourg, Malta, Mexico,
Poland, The Netherlands, Romania, San Marino,
Slovak Republic, Slovenia, South Africa, Spain,
Switzerland, Turkey, USA (1)

United Kingdom, Portugal
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Country categories (GBR)
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Reaction of countries without
reported BSE cases
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Reaction of the EU in 2000/2001

(© )
Introduction rapid tests for monitoring
—> Countries which claimed
for years to be BSE-free
had the first cases
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CRISIS Communication not logica
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Reaction of the EU in 2000/2001

o )
2000/2001
SRM ban
Systematic active survelllance
Ban of all MBM to farm animals

J

J All bovine animals > 24 months \
emergency slaughter
Signs at ante mortem
fallen stock (died/killed)
suspected of being infected of BSE

> 30 months subject to normal slaughter for human consumption
“for consumer confidence” 9
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member states of the EU from 1989 - 2003

Number of BSE cases in the 15 original
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Efficiency of testing EU 2003

costs/case
clinical suspects (€70/ sample)
Nno of tests 2578
Nno of positives 306
rate of positives: 1 of 8 € 589
emergency and signs ante mortem
Nno of tests 264312
Nno of positives 358
rate of positives: 1 of 738 € 51°681
dead and killed (on farm)
Nno of tests 1031458
Nno of positives 425
rate of positives: 1 of 2427 € 169887
culling
Nno of tests 24966
Nno of positives 10 ‘
rate of positives: 1 of 2497 € 174 762
healthy
slaughter
Nno of tests 8716481
Nno of positives 265

rate of positives: 1 of 32892 € 2,3 Million
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EU 2003

€70/ )
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Most Important measures concerning

feed

Processing
parameters MBM
133/3/20

Ban of feeding MBM
to ruminants

UK 1990 CH 1993 UK 1988
CH 1996 EU 1996 CH 1990
EU 2000 EU 1994

Control of cross contamination
Ban of feeding MBM to all farm animals

(dedicated lines)
IK 1996

H 2001
U 2001 3




UK 1990 CH 1993 UK 1988
CH 1996 EU 1996 CH 1990
EU 2000 EU 1994

K 1996 ( D
H 2001
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cCurrent status

e Use of animal proteins under safe
conditions

e SRM-removal has to be controlled

« Consumers often expect that negative
testing = animal not infected
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'Infection
of the calf

BSE-Infection

Cow with BSE.
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No detection of BSE possible

Average incubation time: 4-6 years

Detection of
BSE agent
In brainstem

L possible —
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Conclusion

Targeted surveillance in risk populations
most efficient

The major amount of cases in most
countries Is born after a ban of mammalian
MBM to cattle

The crucial measures to protect consumers
Is the SRM ban for food

Consumers expect science based
measures proportional to the risk
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