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REPORT OF THE MEETING 

OF THE OIE SCIENTIFIC COMMISSION FOR ANIMAL DISEASES 

Paris, 18 - 20 September 2007 

_______ 

A meeting of the OIE Scientific Commission for Animal Diseases was held at the OIE Headquarters in Paris, 
France from 18 to 20 September 2007. Dr. Gideon Brückner, Head of the Scientific and Technical Department 
welcomed the participants on behalf of Dr Bernard Vallat, Director General of the OIE and introduced the agenda 
of the meeting.  

The meeting was chaired by Prof. Vincenzo Caporale, President of the Scientific Commission and Dr. Preben 
Willeberg was rapporteur. 

The Commission approved the provisional agenda but it was agreed to address points 1, 3 and 7 on the agenda on 
the first day due to the possible absence of the chairman on the second day. The Commission expressed its 
appreciation of the Central Bureau’s effort in sending working documents in advance with clarification of issues 
that needed to be addressed. It was agreed that reports of ad hoc Groups falling under jurisdiction will also be 
circulated after the meeting of ad hoc Groups to members of the Commission for their notification..  

The agenda and the list of participants are attached as Appendices I and II. 

1. Report of the Meeting of the Bureau of the Scientific Commission for Animal Diseases, 
26 May 2007  

The Commission reviewed the May meeting report of the Bureau and discussed several issues which were 
addressed at the 75th General Session that might be incorporated into the future work programme. Added to 
the working program for 2007/2008 were the ad hoc Groups for Wildlife disease surveillance, Vector-borne 
diseases/climatic changes, Crimean Congo Haemorrhagic Fever and Swine vesicular disease.  

1.1. Handbook for animal disease surveillance  

Noting that surveillance for vector-borne diseases and surveillance on wildlife are indispensable 
elements for the handbook for animal disease surveillance, it was agreed that the work should start after 
receiving the reports of the ad hoc Group meetings of these issues currently planned in November 2007 
and January 2008 respectively. The Commission recalled the successful arrangement for the 
development of the ‘Handbook on Import Risk Analysis for Animal and Animal Products’, and agreed to 
commence the work with a meeting to discuss the outline of the handbook content, possibly at one of the 
OIE Collaborating Centers for Epidemiology in Teramo (Italy), inviting representatives from all three 
collaborating centres (Teramo, Ft. Collins, Copenhagen). The Commission considered that participation 
of other experts would be helpful and welcomed. Possible contributors/authors for the intended 
handbook will also be invited. 
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With regard to the status of various OIE publications, the Commission discussed the difference between 
scientific articles and policy related documents, such as ‘guidelines’ and ‘recommendations’. The 
Commission considered that if guidelines or recommendations are published under the name of the OIE 
or jointly under the names of the OIE and other international organisations, such work should be 
reviewed and approved by one of the appropriate Specialist Commissions, e.g. the Scientific 
Commission in the case of scientific topic, before publication. Regarding the intended publication of an 
information booklet on bluetongue control in Northern Europe, the President of the Commission 
expressed his willingness to have a peer review process from OIE experts and content reflecting the 
situation of the disease in the whole of Europe      

1.2. Networks for OIE Reference Laboratories for specific diseases 

The chairman reported the discussions on FMD reference laboratory network with the laboratories 
involved during his visits to the laboratories in Botswana and South Africa and discussions with 
PANAFTOSA. The chairman was requested by the Central Bureau to include visits to FAO, EUFMD 
and UK for inclusion in the report. A preliminary report will be submitted by the chairman to the 
Director General. He also reported the progress on the development of a network for bluetongue, and 
expressed his view that the bluetongue network could be used as a template for future disease specific 
networks. The Commission agreed that a network’s secretariat should not be fixed to any single 
laboratory and, where not rotating among member laboratories, be the OIE Central Bureau. The 
Commission also agreed that information system of the networks should be developed within the OIE 
information system and that the networks should not exclude national laboratories wishing to join the 
network. 

The Commission also discussed the requirements and status of OIE reference laboratories. While 
recognising that this is a matter for the Biological Standard Commission, the Commission felt that 
reference laboratories should strictly respect OIE safety standards so as to avoid any biosecurity 
problems. It also noted that not only reference laboratories, but also national laboratories interacting with 
laboratories abroad should be reminded of the importance of respecting safety standards. The 
Commission further agreed that the title of the reference laboratories should be unified. 

1.3. FMD mission to South America – December 2007 

Dr Brückner briefed the Commission on a follow-up mission to South America on FMD planned for 8 to 
14 December 2007. It was noted that the chairman will visit PANAFTOSA in October in accordance 
with the request of the Director General to investigate the FMD reference laboratories network.  

2. Work plan and activities  

The Commission reviewed the work plan prepared in July 2006 and noted that all issues listed have already 
been taken up.  

Dr Brückner reminded the Commission about the following issues recently addressed/readdressed and the 
Commission agreed to add these issues into its work plan as proposed by the Central Bureau: 

– Surveillance for wildlife diseases: an ad hoc Group meeting will be convened in January 2008; 

– Surveillance for vector-borne diseases and climatic changes: an ad hoc Group meeting will be 
convened in November 2007; 

– Surveillance guidelines for bovine brucellosis: a new ad hoc Group will be convened to finalise draft 
guidelines and review the current Terrestrial Code chapter following comments from Member 
Countries and the Terrestrial Code Commission;  

– Various BSE issues (atypical scrapie/BSE, review of Code Chapter, Appendices on surveillance and 
risk assessment, and status evaluation questionnaire): an ad hoc Group to discuss various BSE issues 
will be convened in November 2007; 

– Reconstitution of ad hoc Groups on vaccine and vaccine banks/NSP tests – FMD: The Director 
General will be requested to convene a new ad hoc Group to deal with all scientific issues on FMD in 
addition to the existing ad hoc Group for country status evaluation. It was agreed that the existing ad 
hoc Group on vaccines and vaccine banks be disbanded. 
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– Ad hoc Group on Swine vesicular disease: it was decided to add the formulation of such an ad hoc 
Group on the future work programme of the Commission to carry out the review of the chapter 
requested by a Member Country;  

– Development of Code chapter on small hive beetle: considering the lack of response by experts to 
two drafts prepared by Member Countries, the Terrestrial Code Commission would be requested by 
the Scientific Commission to prepare a new draft chapter based on those inputs. 

3. Reports of ad hoc Groups 

3.1. Ad hoc Group on Epidemiology with invited experts on Avian influenza and Newcastle disease 

The Commission reviewed the report (Appendix III) and recommendations of the meeting of the ad hoc 
Group that met at OIE Headquarters from18 to 19 June 2007. 

The Commission agreed on the recommendation to specify Newcastle disease to be notified as 
"Newcastle disease: all vNDV isolates in all birds." However, the Commission is of the view that such 
specification should be clarified in each disease chapter or the surveillance guidelines, and not in Chapter 
2.1.1. on criteria for listing diseases. In the latter only the name of the disease that should be listed must 
be cited. 

The Commission agreed on the recommendation regarding the use throughout the Code of “laboratory 
which is approved” instead of “approved laboratory”. This issue will be referred to the Terrestrial Code 
Commission. 

The Commission agreed on the recommendation on defining “clinical surveillance” in App 3.8.1.and 
expressed its view that definitions should be adopted from relevant dictionaries on epidemiology if 
available.  

The Commission disagreed with the ad hoc Group on the recommendation to the Terrestrial Code 
Commission to define the meaning of “incubation period” which is much longer than actual incubation 
period which is observed throughout the Code. The Commission is of the view that the introductory 
wording, “for the purpose of this Code,” makes clear that such phrase does not mean the scientific 
incubation period. 

The Commission endorsed the revisions made by the ad hoc Group to Chapter 2.7.12, the draft chapter 
on 2.7.13, Appendix 3.8.9. and draft Appendix 3.8.X.  These revisions will be referred to the Terrestrial 
Code Commission with a note that the current definition of ”poultry” might need to be reconsidered, as it 
is impractical for veterinary services to manage the distinction between back-yard flocks for production 
purposes and those for hobby use. 

The Commission did not support the ad hoc Group’s view that it would be difficult to add AI and/or ND 
to the disease list for OIE official country status recognition. The reason stated by the ad hoc Group, the 
importance of wild birds in the epidemiology, seems to contradict to what the Code stipulates for 
freedom in poultry population. Although the Commission believes that the OIE should recognise official 
disease status for as many diseases as possible, the Commission considers that a decision on this aspect 
also has political implications.  

3.2. Ad hoc Group on Antigen and vaccine banks 

The Commission took note of the report and recommendations of the meeting of the ad hoc Group that 
met at OIE Headquarters from 15 to 16 February 2007. 

The Commission reviewed the report and recalled its suggestion for termination of this ad hoc Group and 
reorganising two ad hoc groups on FMD - one for scientific related issues and another for recognising 
country freedom which has already been added to the working plan of the Commission. 

It was noted that activities proposed by this ad hoc Group will be included in the report of the President 
to the Director General on a proposed policy for disease specific reference laboratory networks. 
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3.3. Ad hoc Group on Bluetongue Network 

The Commission reviewed the report (Appendix IV) and recommendations of the meeting of the ad hoc 
Group that met at Civitella del Tronto, Italy from 12 to 14 March 2007 and endorsed the report. 

The Commission agreed that the network should be open to all interested laboratories and collaborating 
centres involved in bluetongue. It was noted that the next meeting will be held in March / April 2008.  

3.4. Ad hoc Group on Epidemiology  

The Commission reviewed the report (Appendix V) and recommendations of the meeting of the ad hoc 
Group that met at OIE Headquarters from10 to 22 June 2007. 

The Commission fully supported the ad hoc Group’s reconfirmation of its view on “buffer zone” to be 
not obligatory and requested that the Terrestrial Code Commission be informed of the view of the 
Commission.  

The Commission endorsed the revisions to Chapter 2.2.10 proposed by the ad hoc Group, with certain 
modifications in the first paragraphs of Articles 2.2.10.3, 2.2.10.4, and 2.2.10.5 regarding the 
indispensability of “buffer zone or physical / geographical barriers” to make them consistent with the 
discussion of the ad hoc Group (i.e. “should be separated by buffer zone’ was replaced by ‘may be 
separated by buffer zone’). The Commission also endorsed revised definitions of “surveillance” and 
“monitoring” and a new definition of “herd” proposed by the ad hoc Group. These will be referred to the 
Terrestrial Code Commission. 

The Commission supported the view of the ad hoc Group on the application of “compartment” to vector-
borne diseases. It believes that there is no scientific reason to doubt the possibility of vector proof 
establishments as virus proof establishments are possible.  

The Commission discussed the two possible pathways to go in respect of disease-free certification - not 
only in respect of CSF but also other OIE listed diseases where wild animals play a role in the 
epidemiology of the disease i.e. to either focus declaring a country, zone and compartment free of disease 
in domestic animals even if the disease is in wildlife (such as for AI), or require freedom in wildlife 
before a country, zone or compartment could be certified free. The situation would also differ depending 
whether a disease is endemic in wildlife or whether it occurs only incidentally in wildlife. The 
Commission agreed that this concept needed to be further discussed as it also has political implications 
over and above the scientific justification. It was suggested that the concept of disease freedom in 
domestic animals but not in wildlife should be tested and proposed for discussion as it is currently related 
to CSF. 

3.5. Ad hoc Group on Epidemiology  

The Commission reviewed the report (Appendix VI) and recommendations of the meeting of the ad hoc 
Group that met at OIE Headquarters from 5 to 7 September 2007. 

The Commission endorsed comments made by the ad hoc Group concerning comments from Member 
Countries on Chapter 1.3.5. and the draft Appendix on surveillance guidelines. These will be referred to 
the Terrestrial Code Commission. 

Noting that the ad hoc Group considers it necessary to ask expert opinion for certain issues in the revised 
Chapter on CBPP, the Commission decided to refer the text back to the ad hoc Group on CBPP country 
status evaluation for consideration. For the same reason, Appendix 3.8.2. ‘Guidelines for the surveillance 
of rinderpest’ will also be referred back to the ad hoc Group on Rinderpest country status evaluation. 

As to developing general guidelines on the application of epidemiological modelling, it was agreed that 
Dr Willeberg will prepare a draft for the next Commission meeting in February.  

The Commission discussed the proposal by the ad hoc Group on the fast track procedure to regain  
disease free or infection free status following the establishment of a containment zone i.e. the ad hoc 
Group recommended that on receipt of the relevant information from the Member Country which 
establishes the containment zone, the Central Bureau sends information to reference laboratories and/or 
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members of the ad hoc Group on FMD country status evaluation for electronic consultation; if necessary, 
the Central Bureau may convene a meeting at the expense of the applicant Member Country; the OIE 
reply (positive/negative) will be sent to the Member Country within 14 days (10 working days) in the 
case of FMD. The Commission however, suggested that on receipt of an application a special meeting of 
the Bureau of the Commission will be convened and if necessary, expert opinion will be sought. Due to 
the need to have an expedited process the application would therefore not be referred to an ad hoc Group 
but dealt with directly by the Bureau of the Commission. The Director General is requested to advise on 
the covering of the additional costs that might emanate from such an expedited procedure. 

The Commission reiterated that status recognition in general should become effective sooner than under 
the current procedure: if there is no objection received from Member Countries within 60 days after 
sending the draft resolution, the proposed status should become effective.  The Commission considers 
that a resolution to this effect should be proposed at the General Session in May 2008. 

3.6. Ad hoc Group on listing diseases 

The Commission reviewed the report and recommendations of the meeting of the ad hoc Group that met 
at OIE Headquarters from 3 to 4 September 2007 

The Commission agreed with the ad hoc Group on the diseases to be added to the list of notifiable 
diseases.  

3.7. Ad hoc Group for Country Evaluation for BSE risk (joint report July and September) 

The Commission reviewed the joint report (Appendix VII) and recommendations of the meetings of the 
ad hoc Group that met at OIE Headquarters from16 to 20 July and 12 to 14 September 2007 

The Commission expressed its appreciation of the hard work done by the ad hoc Group and Dr Lea 
Knopf, and endorsed the report including the proposed status for each applicant Member. The 
Commission believed that documents in the dossier submitted by applicant Members should, with the 
exception of legislation, not be accepted unless written in one of the OIE’s three official languages and 
adhering to the prescribed format of the BSE Questionnaire. 

The Commission considers that there should be a risk status suspension clause in the Code Chapter: if a 
country with negligible risk status finds a case, the status should be suspended until evidence to support 
its status in accordance with the requirements of the Code is supplied to the OIE. The Terrestrial Code 
Commission will be requested to consider insertion of text to this effect in the current Terrestrial Code 
Chapter. 

4. Requests for scientific information 

Requested by the Terrestrial Code Commission, the Commission examined scientific information 
collected by the Central Bureau on the following issues. The opinions of the Commission together with 
information collected will be referred to the Terrestrial Code Commission for possible amendments to 
the relevant Terrestrial Code chapters.  

4.1. Inactivation of FMD virus 

The Commission examined information on inactivation of FMD virus received from FMD experts 
responding to the request of the OIE Central Bureau. The Commission agreed with the conditions 
required for casing proposed by an expert based on a scientific paper (Wijnker, J.J. et al. Removal of 
foot-and –mouth disease virus infectivity in salted natural casings by minor adaptation of standardised 
industrial procedure: International Journal of Food Microbiology, 2006) 

“For animal casings of small ruminants and pigs, the presentation of international 
veterinary certificate attesting that these products have been processed to ensure the 
destruction of the FMD virus in conformity with the following (combined) procedures: 
salting for at least 30 days, either with dray salt (NaCl) or with saturated brine (Aw < 
0.80), and kept at room temperature during this entire period.”  
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Although the expert commented that the conditions could be extrapolated to cattle based on the similarity 
of virus tropism between cattle and small ruminants, considering that the original experiment was 
performed using casings of small ruminants, the Commission considered that at this point the conditions 
should be applied only to small ruminants and pigs and the application to cattle should be placed under 
study. 

4.2. Inactivation of Newcastle disease virus 

The Commission reviewed information received from experts on NDV inactivation as well as on AI 
virus inactivation. The Commission is of the view that the requirements in Appendix 3.6.5. should be 
reconsidered by the Code Commission in view of this new scientific opinion.  

4.3. Safety of semen with regard to equine influenza 

The Commission noted that all responded experts were unaware of any evidence which indicated that 
equine influenza virus could be transmitted via semen. Therefore, the Commission considers that the 
‘under study’ of Article 2.5.5.4 could be lifted.  

4.4. Country rabies status and bat lyssavirus (Australian Bat Lyssavirus vs. European Bat Lyssavirus) 

Based on the agreed opinion of experts, the Commission considers that Australian bat lyssavirus should 
be treated equally in the Code as is currently the case with European bat lyssavirus.  

4.5. Use of the lactoperoxidase system to inactivate pathogens in milk/dairy products 

The Central Bureau reported that there is no information available for the consideration by the 
Commission but took note that the International Dairy Federation (IDF) has publicly stated their 
objection for using lactoperoxidase as an antiviral or antibacterial inactivation.  

5. Official disease free status matters 

5.1. Administrative procedures for recovery of free status for diseases other than FMD 

Addressed at agenda item 3 e). 

5.2. Administrative procedure for recognition of containment zones “fast track” 

Addressed at agenda item 3 e). 

5.3. Administrative procedures for reconfirmation of a given disease status 

The Commission noted that the Terrestrial Code Commission is preparing text to be added to relevant 
disease Chapters as requirements for annual status reconfirmation equivalent to that adopted during the 
75th General Session in May 2007 for the Terrestrial Code chapter on FMD.  

The Commission agreed that more information than the current simple notification saying “no change” 
should be required for annual confirmation to maintain the given status, while it would be neither 
necessary nor practical to request and re-examine a dossier for each country being listed free of disease: a 
short list of questions in support of the requirements of the relevant Terrestrial Code chapter need to be 
confirmed annually by Delegates. The Commission requested that the Director General inform Delegates 
through a general circular on their obligations in this regard.  

6. Issues referred to Scientific Commission by the Code Commission 

On request of the Terrestrial Code Commission, the Commission reviewed Member Country comments 
on several chapters. Detailed comments will be referred to the Terrestrial Code Commission. 
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6.1. Member Country comments on Chapter on Chapter 2.3.3. (bovine tuberculosis) 

While the Commission decided that the request to recognise tests other than the tuberculin test will be 
referred to the Biological Standard Commission, it reiterated that care should be taken to ensure that new 
proposed tests alternative to the intradermal tuberculin test deliver the same level of confidence as is the 
case in cattle. 

In response to the request to the comment to make the Chapter applicable to wild life, the Commission 
expressed the view that it would require validated test for such species. Therefore, this issue will be 
referred to the Biological Standards Commission. Similarly, addition of farmed deer and related 
modifications such as developing conditions for antler velvet would be agreeable only if the tuberculin 
test is effective to use in deer. 

The Commission agreed with a commenting Member Country that it should be made clear in Article 
2.3.3.2. that point 3 is to obtain freedom, point 4 is to maintain freedom: a country that wants to maintain 
freedom could implement abattoir surveillance without the need for additional TB testing of live animals. 
However the conditions to maintain free status is a general problem, e.g. how long a country needs to 
continue active surveillance after declaring freedom and this should be discussed within the 
epidemiology ad hoc Group in relation to all diseases, and in relation to historical freedom. 

Regarding a comment on lowering the disease prevalence required for surveillance in point 4 of Article 
2.3.3.2., the Commission questioned if a country can achieve 0.0% prevalence.  

Regarding a comment to add new requirement of no clinical signs requirement to Article 2.3.3.5., the 
Commission agreed to such addition for consistency while believing that scientifically it does not make 
sense.  

6.2. Member Country comments on draft Chapter 2.6.7 (classical swine fever).  

The Commission did not agree to a proposal to incorporate the situation with possible infection in wild 
pig population to the free status even with additional conditions proposed. It believes that a country with 
wild pig population which does not satisfy conditions stipulated in vii) and viii) should rather consider 
the establishment of compartment for a disease free situation.  

A request to clarify the phrase of ‘validated means’ appears several times such as in point 2 ii) of Article 
2.6.7.4. was agreed and replaced by ‘means validated to OIE standards’. 

A proposed revision of point 2 ii) of Article 2.6.7.4. regarding the distinction between vaccinated and 
infected pigs will be referred to the Biological Standards Commission.  

The Commission did not agree to a request for additional point in Article 2.6.7.6. requiring virological 
and serological test, as it is already covered and implied in par 2 of the Article.  

The Commission agreed to the modification proposed in point 1 c) of Article 2.6.7.11. which refers to 
the possibility of distinction between vaccinated and infected pigs.  

The Commission did not agree to remove ‘since birth’ from point 2 of Article 2.6.7.12, while adding 
conditions of the source of animal was agreed.  

The role of wild boars in country or zone free status needs to be clarified. Not much scientific evidence 
exists to make a choice – for AI it could be argued that the role of migrating birds supports the exclusion 
of wild animal status in determining the status of country or zone, while in FMD and CSF migration it 
may be less important than the status of the resident wild animal populations.  

Risk assessment may indicate that in general the infection status of the relevant susceptible wild animal 
populations historically has made the domestic animal populations more exposed, than in countries or 
zones, where the wild animal populations have been free from the infections. 
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The science here is however not supportive in all instances in which case it might be necessary to revert 
to risk management experience or conventional wisdom to decide on the issue. 

6.2. Member Country comments on draft Appendix 3.8.8. (surveillance of classical swine fever) 

A comment on the use of the RT-PCR test in addition for CSF will be referred to the Biological 
Standards Commission. 

The modifications proposed for point 2 of Article 3.8.8.3. were agreed: the Commission considered that 
the reference to differential laboratory diagnosis for clinically similar diseases is important. 

The Commission considered that a comment regarding free status and wild pig situation on point 1 of 
Article 3.8.8.5. as well as a comment regarding surveillance in wild pig on point 2 of Article 3.8.8.6. 
require further clarification.  

7. Combined meeting with Terrestrial Animal Health Standards Commission (20 September 
2007) 

The two Commissions conducted fruitful discussions on aspects reflected in the report and referred 
reciprocally between the two Commissions for opinion. 

The Scientific Commission in addition to the issues already covered in the report raised the difficulty 
experienced by a member Country to conduct surveillance to declare a country free from Equine Influenza in 
accordance with Article 2.5.5.2 of the Terrestrial Code. The Article describes specific levels of confidence 
and prevalence rates which are not consistent with Appendix 3.8.1 of the Code in which reference to specific 
levels of confidence and prevalence rates have been deleted to give countries more freedom to plan a 
surveillance strategy as dictated by the ruling circumstances. It was agreed between the two Commissions that 
the matter would be referred to the ad hoc Group on Epidemiology for an additional opinion.  

It was agreed that the two Commissions will exchange issues for discussion and comments prior to the next 
meeting in February 2008. 

_______________ 
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Appendix I 

MEETING OF THE 

OIE SCIENTIFIC COMMISSION FOR ANIMAL DISEASES 

Paris, 18 - 20 September 2007 

______ 

Agenda 

1. Report of the Meeting of the Bureau of the Scientific Commission for Animal Diseases, 26 May 2007  

 Handbook for animal disease surveillance 
 Networks for OIE Reference Laboratories for specific diseases 
 FMD mission to South America – December 2007 

2. Work plan and activities  

a) Review of the work plan prepared in July 2006 

b) Issues recently addressed/readdressed 

 Surveillance for wildlife diseases 

 Surveillance for vector-borne diseases and climatic changes 

 Surveillance guidelines for bovine brucellosis   

 Various BSE issues (Atypical scrapie/BSE, review of Code Chapter, Appendices on surveillance 
and risk assessment, and status evaluation questionnaire)  

 Reconstitution of ad hoc Groups on vaccine and vaccine banks/NSP tests – FMD 

 Ad hoc Group on Swine vesicular disease 

 Development of Code chapter on small hive beetle 

3. Reports of ad hoc Groups 

a) Ad hoc Group on Epidemiology with invited experts on AI & NCD 

 Revised draft Ch 2.7.13 on ND 

 Modification of Art 2.1.1.6. (disease list for notification) re ND to be notified  

 Suggestions on Ch 2.7.12. on AI (introduction of historical perspective, removal of surveillance 
requirement, removal of the concept of free establishment, etc. mainly for consistency between 
two chapters) 

 Revised draft App 3.8.X on ND surveillance 

 Revised draft App 3.8.9. on AI surveillance (incl. introduction of “Surveillance in wild birds” in 
Article 3.8.9.3.) 

 Recommendation of the use of “ laboratory which is approved” instead of “approved laboratory” 
throughout the Code 

 Recommendation of defining “clinical surveillance” in App 3.8.1. 

 Recommendation of defining “incubation period” 

b) Ad hoc Group on Antigen and vaccine banks 

 Ad hoc Group’s recommendations on the report of the workshop on vaccine banks held in Pirbright 
in May 2006 
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c) Ad hoc Group on Bluetongue Network 

 Date of next meeting 

d) Ad hoc Group on Epidemiology  (June) 

 Revised draft Ch.2.2.10 

 Proposed definitions of “surveillance”, “monitoring” and “herd” 

 Reconfirmation of its view on “buffer zone”  

 Free from CSF and the existence of wild life (how to harmonise this concept among various 
chapters) 

 Compartment for vector borne diseases 

e) Ad hoc Group on Epidemiology  (September) 

 General guidelines on the application of epidemiological modelling 

 Revised CBPP Code Chapter, surveillance guidelines and status evaluation questionnaire 

 Addressed Member Country comments on the draft Guidelines Appendix 3.x.x. and Chapter 1.3.5. 
on zoning and compartmentalisation 

 Proposals for a fast track procedure to regain free disease or infection free status following the 
establishment of a containment zone 

f) Ad hoc Group on listing diseases 

g) Ad hoc Group for Country Evaluation for BSE risk (joint report July and September) 

 Approval of recommendations of Ad hoc Group for BSE status of applicant countries 

 Progress of epidemiological situation BSE and achievement of required surveillance points, 
especially in a small cattle population 

 Resolution XXIV, 72nd General Session (Competence of SCAD evaluation recovery of status 
dossiers)  

4. Requests for scientific information 

a) Inactivation of FMD virus 
b) Inactivation of Newcastle disease virus 
c) Safety of  semen with regard to equine influenza 
d) Country rabies status and bat lyssavirus (Australian Bat Lyssavirus vs. European Bat Lyssavirus) 
e) Use of the lactoperoxidase system to inactivate pathogens in milk/dairy products 

5. Official disease free status matters 

a) Administrative procedures for recovery of free status other than FMD  
b) Administrative procedure for recognition of containment zones “fast track” 

6. Issues referred to Scientific Commission by Code Commission 

a) Member comments on Chapter on Bovine TB 
b) Member comments on XXX (to be confirmed) 
c) Others 

7. Combined meeting with Code Commission (20 September 2007) 

8. Other issues 

_______________ 
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Appendix II 

MEETING OF THE 

OIE SCIENTIFIC COMMISSION FOR ANIMAL DISEASES 

Paris, 18 - 20 September 2007 

_____ 

List of participants 

MEMBERS 
Prof. Vincenzo Caporale (President) 
Director 
Istituto Zooprofilattico Sperimentale 
dell’Abruzzo e del Molise ‘G. Caporale’ 
Via Campo Boario 
64100 Teramo 
ITALY 
Tel: (39.0861) 33 22 33 
Fax: (39.0861) 33 22 51 
direttore@izs.it 
 
Dr Alejandro Schudel (Vice-President) 
Urraca 1366 
C.P. 7167 Carilo 
Partido de Pinamar 
Provincia de Buenos Aires 
ARGENTINA 
Tel.: (54-22) 5457 1563 
Fax: (54-22) 5457 1563 
alejandro.schudel@gmail.com 
 

Dr Preben Willeberg (Secretary General) 
Center for Animal Disease Modelling and 
Surveillance 
School of Veterinary Medicine 
University of Calfornia Davis 
California 95616 
USA 
Tel: (1-530) 297 4621 
Fax: (1-530) 297 4618 
pwilleberg@ucdavis.edu 
 
 

Prof. Dr Salah Hammami 
Director General 
National Institute of Veterinary Research 
20 rue Djebel Lakhdar 
La Rabta 1006 
Tunis 
TUNISIA 
Tel: (216-71) 561 070/ 562 602 / 564 321 
Fax: (216-71) 569 692 
hammami.salah@iresa.agrinet.tn 

Dr Kenichi Sakamoto 
Chief of Exotic Diseases Research Team 
National Institute of Animal Health (NIAH) 
6-20-1, Josui-honcho, Kodaira 
187 0022 Tokyo 
JAPAN 
Tel: (81-423) 21 14 41 
Fax: (81-423) 25 51 22 
skenichi@affrc.go.jp 
 

OIE CENTRAL BUREAU 
Dr Bernard Vallat 
Director General 
12 rue de Prony 
75017 Paris 
FRANCE 
Tel: 33 - (0)1 44 15 18 88 
Fax: 33 - (0)1 42 67 09 87 
oie@oie.int 
 
Dr Gideon Brückner 
Head, Scientific and Technical Department 
g.bruckner@oie.int 
 

Dr Tomoko Ishibashi 
Deputy Head, Scientific and Technical Department 
t.ishibashi@oie.int 
 
Dr Lea Knopf 
Recognition of countries’ animal disease status 
Scientific and Technical Department 
l.knopf@oie.int 
 
Dr Christianne Bruschke 
Project Officer, Scientific and Technical Department 
c.bruschke@oie.int 
 

 
_______________ 
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Original: English 
  June 2007 

MEETING OF THE 

OIE AD HOC GROUP ON EPIDEMIOLOGY WITH INVITED EXPERTS 

FROM AD HOC GROUPS ON NEWCASTLE DISEASE, AVIAN INFLUENZA 

AND WORKING GROUP ON WILDLIFE DISEASES 

Paris, 18 – 19 June 2007 

______ 

1. Introduction 

Dr Vallat welcomed the group and thanked all the participants for their continuous support to the OIE. 
Dr Vallat stressed that the aim of the Terrestrial Animal Health Code is primarily to assure sanitary safety of 
international trade of animals and animal products as well as providing surveillance guidelines to Member 
Countries. In a meeting of the ad hoc group Newcastle disease virus (NDV) in 2006 the NDV chapter was 
updated based on the latest scientific information and guidelines for surveillance of the disease were 
developed. The new standards and surveillance guidelines were developed in parallel with the avian influenza 
standards and guidelines and this combined group was convened to evaluate whether both chapters and 
surveillance guidelines are consistent and compatible with each other. Dr Vallat explained the terms of 
reference and stressed the need for the group: 

1. To look at the strategy and consistency between the surveillance Chapters for AI and ND. In particular the 
need to link the requirements for surveillance is important as countries don’t want to duplicate work.  

2. To look at the use of ND vaccines in this context. 

3. To give the OIE some feedback on the possibility of extending the formal recognition by the OIE to other 
diseases such as AI and ND; is this feasible or practical? 

4. To see if and how the leaflet on the check list for AI compartmentalisation can better incorporated into the 
more formal OIE documentation. 

Dr Vallat emphasized the expected outcome of this group and wished the group much success with its work. 

2. Newcastle disease Chapter 

The group firstly reviewed the draft Newcastle disease (ND) Chapter 2.7.13 and compared it with the avian 
influenza (AI) Chapter 2.7.12 agreed at the 2007 AGS. The differences between the two can be explained 
partly as a result of the changes later introduced into the AI chapter which obviously could not be taken into 
account during the ND working group (WG) meeting held on October 2006 and January 2007. However, in 
addition, that group wanted to try to ensure that virulent ND was notified in all birds but that this did not cause 
unnecessary trade resections. The approach in the Terrestrial Code for the introductions should be consistent 
throughout the Terrestrial Code so the group agreed that this should be harmonised by the Terrestrial Animal 
Health Code Commission (TAHCC). 

The group looked at the definitions of poultry in the 2 Chapters and it appeared although the wording was 
different there was little change in substance apart from the fact that fighting cocks were not mentioned but 
were covered by the word fowl but the definition of fowl is not present in the Terrestrial Code. More 
importantly backyard poultry used for any purpose, i.e. just kept as pets, is not covered by the AI definition. 
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For ND: "Poultry is defined as ‘all domesticated birds used for the production of meat or eggs for 
consumption, for the production of other commercial products, for restocking supplies of game, or for 
breeding these categories of birds'. All backyard and game fowl regardless of use will be defined as poultry. 

Birds that are kept in captivity for any reason other than those defined as poultry, including those that are kept 
for shows, races, exhibitions, competitions, or sale is not considered to be poultry." 

For AI: "Poultry is defined as 'all domesticated birds, including backyard poultry, used for the production of 
meat or eggs for consumption, for the production of other commercial products, for restocking supplies of 
game, or for breeding these categories of birds, as well as fighting cocks used for any purpose'. 

Birds that are kept in captivity for any reason other than those reasons referred to in the preceding paragraph, 
including those that are kept for shows, races, exhibitions, competitions, breeding or selling these categories of 
birds as well as pet birds, are not considered to be poultry." 

According to the group the word fowl should not be used. There was extensive discussion how to achieve 
consistency between the two. The OIE was clear that similar definitions would be highly preferable. 

It was highlighted that there is a difference in the approach taken in developed countries and less developed 
countries concerning hobby birds. They can act as important sentinels but if controls are too heavy the owners 
will not report disease however what is the level of risk in these cases?   

There was a proposal to modify the definition of AI in relation to the reference to International trade i.e. to 
delete it and replace the reference to "poultry" with the word "birds" but this would have to be considered in 
Article 2.1.1.3 concerning the notification requirements. 

There was extensive discussion on these definitions and it was eventually agreed to use the AI definition of 
poultry for ND as a working solution. 

The introduction of the definition of poultry and the differences as regards notifications for specific species 
laid in Chapter 2.1.1.3 (e.g. for AI) needs to reviewed and agreed by the TAHCC in order to have consistent 
approach throughout the Terrestrial Code. 

The group discussed the terminology of vNDV as this appeared to be superfluous. It was argued that it could 
be simplified by simply referring to the definition or description in Article 2.7.13.1 and then one could just 
refer to ND virus (NDV). However, it was highlighted that this may not be possible as it would not be clearer 
in general terms as most countries were used to the current differentiation between virulent strains and the 
non-virulent ones. In case that any isolate must be typed and its pathogenicity determined. This has to be 
reflected in the surveillance guidelines. The group also discussed the necessity to delete the word notifiable 
from the AI Chapter in any case there was no need to include in the ND Chapter. However, it is clear that 
there only two distinctions for the virus in the ND Chapter (virulent and non-virulent) whereas there are 3 
distinctions in the AI Chapter. The word notifiable in the AI Chapter seems to have now been widely 
accepted. 

The group eventually after a long discussion decided to follow the AI Chapter as closely as possible but this 
would also mean that the disease notification Chapter 2.1.3 concerning ND would have to be amended in the 
disease list for notification as follows: "Newcastle disease: all vNDV isolates in all birds." 

The group agreed to introduce the notion of potential factors concerning the occurrence of the disease and 
historical perspective rather than risk assessment and the requirements concerning surveillance are no longer 
required as they are detailed in the surveillance guidelines. The AI chapter should be amended accordingly. 
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In point 6 of Article 2.7.12.1 there is a reference to a free establishment the group queried why this could not 
be changed to compartment. It would seem that the only usage would be in Article 2.7.12.8 concerning the 
import from an HPNAI free country, zone or compartment, Veterinary Authorities for day-old live poultry 
where the establishment refers to a hatchery. The present wording appears confusing and the group 
recommends that "establishments" should be replaced by "compartments" in all cases since a compartment can 
be one or more establishments. 

The order of the points was made consistent throughout the Articles e.g. transport condition was put as a last 
point in all cases. Also the group recommended that the wording appropriately sanitized containers concerning 
the transport requirements in each commodity section be added in the AI Chapter. The group also felt that for 
eggs for human consumption and poultry egg products the requirement for new packaging or appropriately 
sanitised packaging should be added in the AI Chapter. The commodity of hatching eggs from birds other than 
poultry in Article 2.7.13.9 is not in the AI Chapter and should be included there. There was some discussion 
on the applicability of vNDV to birds other than poultry but this is solved by the definition of ND in Article 
2.7.13.1. 

The possibility of certifying that the egg products came from "free flocks" (rather than only processing to 
destroy the virus) was introduced as has been done for egg products in the AI Chapter. The group felt that the 
layout and wording for the specific commodities where it refers to "regardless of the ND status" (which has 
been used only for AI) could be misinterpreted. The Articles were amended and deleted appropriately. This 
should be reviewed in the AI Chapter. 

There was some discussion on adding or keeping a requirement for ante and post mortem inspection and 
whether this should be included or not for all the commodities. The purpose should be clear: is it for animal 
health or for food safety purposes or both? Here appears a difference between AI and ND since the former 
does have human health risks whereas the latter has not. In addition if the treatment of the product was 
considered safe did it matter if the poultry were infected. The general consensus was to introduce ante and 
post-mortem inspection for commodities for human consumption but not for others. This is consistent with the 
other chapters. 

In Article 2.7.13.19 the wording "meat and other products from birds other than poultry" should be changed to 
"products from birds not covered by the other Articles" as when one refers to meat this is already covered in 
the definition of poultry. The same should be done in the AI Chapter. 

3. Avian Influenza and Newcastle Disease Surveillance Guidelines 

The group reviewed these surveillance guidelines. There was a discussion on the need for surveillance in 
wildlife since it is expensive capturing wild birds and not always clear what it achieves. Outcomes could be 
useful in anticipating possible outbreaks in poultry but is not very sensitive. Passive surveillance i.e. looking at 
dead birds could give some early indication and is more targeted and much cheaper. However it will always 
still be needed to demonstrate that poultry flocks are free. If wild life surveillance is carried out, it needs to 
have clear objectives. The reason countries are carrying out surveillance in wild birds is basically for public 
health and consumer interest. Any possible contact between wild birds and poultry must be considered as a 
risk and the greater the contacts the greater the risk whether the wild birds are surveyed or not. The present 
wording in the guidelines concerning surveillance of wild life is sufficiently flexible to cater for a variety of 
scenarios. 

It was agreed to add in Article 3.8.x.1 a reference to the definition of poultry in Chapter 2.7.13 and to delete 
the reference to low virulence. 

It was agreed to reword part of Article 3.8.x.2 so as to avoid using the word application which infers that an 
application for freedom needs to be submitted to the OIE. Member country status for ND or AI is not currently 
recognized by the OIE. The same situation pertains to the AI surveillance guidelines which need to be 
amended accordingly. 
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The group discussed surveillance when vaccination is carried out extensively and acknowledged that in 
vaccinated populations sentinels can be useful as virus isolation in these populations may be difficult. 

In point 5 of Article 3.8.x.3 it was agreed that sentinels should not be used in broiler flocks. The paragraph 
was reworded to reflect this. In addition in point 4 of the same Chapter it was clarified that in the light of 
systematic vaccination serological surveillance was pointless. 

An AI outbreak in wildlife should not have any consequences on trade according to the Terrestrial Code. This 
does not mean that surveillance in wild life is not important, what is important is that it does not affect the 
status of the country for trade. In the case of FMD, disease in wild life will at the moment affect the status of 
the country. There was extensive discussion on the necessity and or extent of wild life surveillance needed for 
ND.  

The group recommended that a paragraph in Article 3.8.9.3 headed "Surveillance in wild birds" should be 
included in the AI surveillance guidelines as follows:  

"In countries where resources are limited, the primary need of surveillance is to focus on poultry. If for risk 
assessment or other scientific purposes a surveillance programme is carried out amongst wild birds, the 
objective of the surveillance shall be clearly defined. Detection of infection especially through targeted sick or 
dead wild birds, can alert the veterinary services on the possible exposure of free ranging poultry. Early 
detection of infection can be enhanced if an awareness programme directed to organisations and individuals in 
close contact with wild populations is in place.” 

An abbreviated version (due to the decreased risk) was added to the ND guidelines on surveillance.  

After the end of the second paragraph the following wording should be added: "Detection of infection 
especially through surveillance targeting sick or dead wild birds, can alert the veterinary services on the 
possible exposure of free ranging poultry. Early detection of infection can be enhanced if an awareness 
programme directed to organisations and individuals in close contact with wild populations is in place". 

There was some discussion on the use of the term ‘approved laboratories’ which is not defined in the 
Terrestrial Code (Chapter 1.1.1); however, approved and laboratory are. They can be used together instead so 
the wording "laboratory which is approved" could be used but this is rather cumbersome. However it was felt 
there was an advantage in laying down in the Terrestrial Code a definition for approved laboratory or 
clarifying further as the definition refers to approval but only for diagnostic test in relation to International 
trade. This should be looked at for the other Chapters and Appendices as well. 

The group discussed what is meant by acceptable level of confidence and it was agreed that this was too vague 
and should be deleted. In addition the first sentence of the second paragraph of Article 3.8.x.3 was deleted 
because of the group’s discussion on 1) whether a country could be free of disease as opposed to absence of 
infection and 2) the in exactitude of the wording vis-à-vis "all poultry" which is incorrect as there is no need to 
include pigeons. 

The group suggests that the general principles and surveillance guideline Appendix 3.8.1 should be reviewed 
in particular not just for countries seeking recognition of freedom but also for those just wishing to introduce 
or improve their surveillance. This concept was introduced into the introduction of the ND guidelines. The 
group discussed the problem of self-declaration for those diseases e.g. ND and AI (i.e. not the 4 diseases given 
a formal status by the OIE) for those countries wanting to demonstrate this to its trading partners. To make 
this clearer a short text was introduced into the Appendix but this should be done in a horizontal manner 
throughout. The group felt that throughout the Terrestrial Code the words "freedom from disease" and/or 
"absence of infection" should be standardised and more consistently used. 

There was discussion on what was meant by clinical surveillance. This is not in the general surveillance 
guidelines (Appendix 3.8.1) whereas it is extensively used in the surveillance appendices for the specific 
diseases. The group recommends that it should be included in the general Appendix. 

As the wording under the heading serological surveillance in 4 (b) of unintentional vaccination was unclear it 
was amended to make an additional point c) "exposure to vaccine virus". 
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Sentinel birds should be immunologically naive when they are initially used. However, if they are placed with 
poultry which have been vaccinated with a live vaccine then these sentinels may develop low titres from 
exposure to the live vaccine. The interpretation of results of serological testing of these sentinels needs careful 
consideration. 

As the references to status and regaining of status are already covered in Articles 2.7.13.2 and 3 it was deleted 
from the draft surveillance Appendix. 

Article 3.8.x.4 in section 2 was amended to avoid repetition and to ensure clarity. 

The group discussed if it was necessary to basically repeat the requirements for regaining freedom when this 
was laid down in the Chapter. However as there was some further explanation it was decided to add the 
amended last Article as a point 3 to the previous one (Article 3.8.x.4 concerning documentation of ND free 
status). The consistency of the use of ND and vND was resolved in the guidelines. 

The group discussed the need to add references to tests and their interpretation of the results as found in the AI 
guidelines however the Manual is much simpler for ND the addition of such references would not give any 
added value to the text. 

In addition the incubation period laid down appears to be roughly 3 times the period specified in the technical 
sheets for each disease. Either this should be changed to reflect the actual time period or a different wording 
should be used and the group recommends the TAHCC to reflect on this as it is extremely important for 
International trade purposes and possible SPS conflicts. 

4. Possibility of granting OIE AI/ND free status to a country 

The group discussed the possibility of the OIE giving or being able to give a status of freedom from ND to a 
country. The problem is that for ND there is less knowledge of the situation in wild birds however it has been 
reported. One can not ignore the situation in wild birds but it is no where near the same problem as for AI. 
There needs to be more consistency in the Chapters in particular concerning the effect of disease in wildlife on 
the status of the country or zone. There is a significant difference between the approach in the AI and FMD 
chapter concerning wildlife status.  

Although countries should be encouraged to move towards freedom for the disease in poultry it was felt that it 
was very difficult to have a workable way for OIE to establish freedom for ND and AI because of the lack of 
stability vis-à-vis wild birds and for other reasons such as illegal movements (easier to illegally move birds 
than bovines), many sectors, different types of husbandry e.g. backyard flocks and biosecurity problems, 
number of animals, differences in expression of the disease between different species and vaccination 
problems in some species (lack of immune response) and in particular for AI the ease of global spread of the 
disease i.e. there are many reasons why it would be difficult for the OIE to manage the status of freedom for 
AI and ND. 

The group understands that it is increasingly difficult for the OIE to recognise countries or zones free of 
diseases and therefore recommends that the OIE does not extend their disease recognition status to include AI 
or ND. Instead the OIE should encourage its member countries to use the concept of compartmentalisation. 

5. Check list for AI compartmentalisation 

The group discussed to handle the checklist to give it more visibility as many countries expected this but to 
incorporate it into the Terrestrial Code could be difficult and be a lengthy procedure. The group suggested 
that at the moment it should not be included in the Terrestrial Code but should be more visible by a direct link 
from the proposed Appendix on guidelines for compartmentalisation and the OIE should try to get some 
feedback from member countries to possibly improve the document. In the future rather than disease by 
disease may need a commodity approach. 

_______________ 
 

 
…/Appendices 
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Appendix I 

MEETING OF THE 

OIE AD HOC GROUP ON EPIDEMIOLOGY WITH INVITED EXPERTS 

FROM AD HOC GROUPS ON NEWCASTLE DISEASE, AVIAN INFLUENZA 

AND WORKING GROUP ON WILDLIFE DISEASES 

Paris, 18 – 19 June 2007 

______ 

Agenda 

1. Adoption of agenda and appointment of rapporteur 

2. Approval of terms of reference for the meeting 

3. Review of the revisions on the chapter and surveillance guidelines and vaccination strategies for avian 
influenza and Newcastle disease  

____________ 
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Appendix II 
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OIE AD HOC GROUP ON EPIDEMIOLOGY WITH INVITED EXPERTS 

FROM AD HOC GROUPS ON NEWCASTLE DISEASE, AVIAN INFLUENZA 

AND WORKING GROUP ON WILDLIFE DISEASES 

Paris, 18 – 19 June 2007 

______ 
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Via Campo Boario, 64100 Teramo 
ITALY 
Tel.: (39-0861) 33.22.33 
Fax: (39-0861) 33.22.51 
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OIE Collaborating Centre 
Istituto Zooprofilattico Sperimentale dell'Abruzzo e 
del Molise "G. Caporale" 
Via Campo Boario, 64100 Teramo 
ITALY 
Tel: (39 0861) 33 21 
Fax (39 0861) 33 22 51 
a.giovannini@izs.it 
 
Prof. Arnon Shimshony 
Tabenkin st 37a 
Tel-Aviv 69353 
ISRAEL 
Tel.: (972-3) 648.15.15 
Fax: (972-3) 644.55.81 
ashimsh@agri.huji.ac.il 
 

Dr Preben Willeberg 
(Invited but could not attend) 
Chief Veterinary Officier, Danish Veterinary and 
Food Administration, Ministry of Food, Agriculture 
and Fisheries, Morkhoj Bygade 19 
DK-2860 Soborg, DENMARK 
Tel.: (45) 33.95.60.00 / 33.95.61.15 
Fax: (45) 39.67.52.48 / 33.95.60.01 
pw@fvst.dk 
 
Dr Howard Batho 
European Commission, Health and Consumer 
Protection Dir.-Gen. 
Directorate E - Food Safety 
E2 - Animal health and welfare, zootechnics 
Rue Froissart 3rd Floor, room 76 
B-1049 Bruxelles 
BELGIUM 
Tel.: (32-2) 296.29.59 
Fax: (32-2) 295.31.44 
Howard.Batho@cec.eu.int 
 

Dr José Naranjo 
Foot and Mouth Disease Center / PAHO-WHO 
Av Presidente Kennedy, 7778 Sao Bento 
Duque de Caxias, Rio de Janeiro 
CEP 25040-000, BRAZIL 
Tel.: (55-21) 36.61.90.00 
Fax: (55-21) 36.61.90.01 
jnaranjo@panaftosa.ops-oms.org 
 
Dr Cristóbal Zepeda Sein 
Coordinator of International Activities, Centers for 
Epidemiology and Animal Health 
OIE Collaborating Center for Animal Disease, 
Surveillance Systems and Risk Analysis 
USDA-APHIS-VS-CEAH 
2150 Centre Ave, Building B 
Fort Collins, CO 80526-8117 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 
Tel.: (1-970) 217.85.87 
Fax: (1-970) 472.26.68 
cristobal.zepeda@aphis.usda.gov 
 

INVITED EXPERTS (from 18 to 19 June) 
Dr Ian Brown 
(Invited but could not attend) 
VLA Weybridge, Veterinary Laboratories Agency, 
New Haw, Addlestone 
Surrey KT15 3NB, UNITED KINGDOM 
Tel: (44-1932) 35 73 39 
Fax: (44-1932) 35 72 39 
i.h.brown@vla.defra.gsi.gov.uk 
 
Dr David Allwright 
Eikenhof Poultry Farms 
P O Box 1373 
Durbanville 7551 
SOUTH AFRICA 
Tel.: (27-21) 975 0150 
Fax: (27-21) 975 0153 
vetico@yahoo.com 
 

Dr Marc Artois 
Ecole Nationale Vétérinaire de Lyon 
Unité SPV, santé publique vétérinaire 
1, avenue Bourgelat, 69280 Marcy l'Etoile 
FRANCE 
Tel: (33-4) 78 87 27 74 
Fax: (33-4) 78 87 27 74 
m.artois@vet-lyon.fr 
 

Dr Stefano Marangon 
Istituto Zooprofilattico Sperimentale 
delle Venezie 
Viale Dell” Universita 10 
35020 Legnaro, Padova, ITALY 
Tel: (39.049) 808 43 91 
Fax: (39.049) 883 00 46 
smarangon@izsvenezie.it 
 

OIE CENTRAL BUREAU 
Dr Bernard Vallat 
Director General 
12 rue de Prony - 75017 Paris 
FRANCE 
Tel: 33 - (0)1 44.15.18.88 
Fax: 33 - (0)1 42.67.09.87 
oie@oie.int 

Dr Gideon Brückner 
Head, Scientific and Technical Dept 
g.bruckner@oie.int 
 
Dr Tomoko Ishibashi 
Deputy Head, Scientific and Technical Dept 
t.ishibashi@oie.int 
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Department 
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Appendix IV 

Original: English 
March 2007 

REPORT OF THE MEETING  

OF THE OIE AD HOC GROUP ON BLUETONGUE REFERENCE LABORATORY NETWORKS 

Civitella del Tronto, Teramo Italy,  12 – 14 March 2007 

_______ 

Following the recommendation of the meeting of the ad hoc Group on Bluetongue at OIE headquarters in Paris on 
20 October 2006, the OIE has decided to establish a network of OIE bluetongue Reference Laboratories. A first 
meeting of the network was held in Civitella del Tronto, Teramo (Italy), from 12 to 14 March 2007. 
Representatives of the five OIE Bluetongue Reference Laboratories, three OIE Collaborating Centres, ad hoc 
Group on Bluetongue and OIE Central Bureau, participated to the meeting and agreed on the network’s terms of 
references reported in the Annex I. 

Dr Gideon Brückner, Head of the Scientific and Technical Department welcomed the participants on behalf of Dr 
Bernard Vallat, Director General of the OIE and explained the purpose of the meeting. He emphasised the support 
of the OIE for the establishment of such network of experts and indicated that the outcome of the meeting could 
also serve as a model for the establishment of networks between OIE Reference Laboratories for other OIE listed 
diseases.  

The meeting was chaired by Prof Vincenzo Caporale, President of the OIE Scientific Commission for Animal 
Diseases.  

The agenda of the meeting and list of participants are presented in Appendices I and II respectively. 

1. Terms of reference of a network of OIE Bluetongue Reference Laboratories 

The terms of reference (Appendix III) were introduced by Prof. Caporale and discussed in length. 

It was agreed that the implementation of a worldwide network of OIE Bluetongue (BT) Reference 
Laboratories contributes to improve the knowledge of BT epidemiological situation and supports the 
development of a wider global BT surveillance network. The network will also be an asset of the OIE-WAHIS 
system as it can provide additional data and analysis increasing the efficacy of the system as a tool for 
international animal disease control. 

These initiatives will facilitate international trade of animal and the improvement of BT control measures. The 
Group agreed that the following objectives are inherent to the implementation of the proposed network:  

• To make available and exchange diagnostic material, harmonize, standardize and validate diagnostic 
tests including those for the BTV genomic sequencing and contributing to a worldwide data bank on 
BTV genomic mapping as well as vector characterization; 

• To assist national reference laboratories in relation to BT diagnosis, BTV and vectors identification; 

• To provide expertise and training to OIE and OIE Member Countries in relation to BT diagnosis, 
surveillance and control; 

• To provide entomological expertise and training to OIE and OIE Member Countries in relation to 
Culicoides identification and surveillance; 
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• To collect, analyse and disseminate epidemiological information under the auspices of the OIE 
headquarters on BT global occurrence and spread as well as on BTV typing and genetic characterization 
and on BT vectors presence and abundance. This also will be used to complement OIE WAHIS and 
WAHID mechanisms. 

2. Overview of activities related to bluetongue currently conducted at OIE Reference and 
related national laboratories 

Presentations were made by representatives from the Onderstepoort Veterinary Institute (South Africa);  the 
Diagnostic Virology Laboratory, NVSL, Ames, Iowa, USA; the Intituto Zooprofilattico Sperimentale 
dell’Abruzzo e del Molise ‘G.Caporale’, Teramo, Italy; the CSIRO, Australian Animal health Laboratory 
(AAHL), Geelong, Victoria, Australia; the Insitute for Animal Health, Pirbright Laboratory, Surrey, United 
Kingdom; CIRAD-EMVT, Montferriez sur Lez, Montpellier, France; Prof A Shimsony, Israel and Kyushu 
Research Station, Chuzan, Kagoshima, Japan. 

The presentations were supplemented by a presentation on the surveillance network for bluetongue in the 
Eastern and Balkan Regions initiated by the OIE reference Laboratory at Teramo, Italy. 

3. Discussions on future collaboration and management of the network 

The Group discussed in detail the working plan for the implementation of a web-based network of OIE 
Bluetongue reference Laboratories, the integration of collected data on virus circulation, vector distribution 
and ecology within the WAHIS and the integration of existing databases on BTV isolates and their generic 
characterisation within the WAHIS.  

It was recommended and agreed that in respect of the availability of diagnostic reference materials, biological 
reference products and other reagents that: 

• Participating laboratories would advise each other of their reference strains and antisera– provenance, 
passage history, amounts available, list of new field isolates and antisera and to validate if there are any 
changes compared to the old South African reference strains. This was identified as a future collaborative 
program.  

• A protocol for maintenance of reference strains shall be developed and agreed, both for wild type virus 
and reagent virus. 

• Each laboratory will be responsible for producing a volume of standard virus and standard reference 
antiserum for 5 viral serotypes. 

• A protocol for antiserum production should be developed and agreed upon. 

• International standardization of Culicoides speciation should be developed, together with standard 
reference specimens and information material for vector species. 

In respect of the need to harmonise diagnostic protocols it was agreed that: 

• Participating laboratories would advise each other of their diagnostic strategy and test methods for virus 
isolation, C-ELISA, RT-PCR, vector collections and catch analysis.  

• Explore the possibility of virology and serology ring trials to ensure harmonization between OIE 
bluetongue Reference Laboratories.  

• Reference laboratories should be involved in the supply of proficiency testing to client laboratories, 
including development of proficiency testing for molecular diagnostics. 

• The use of OIE guidelines and templates for test validation should be encouraged and that reference 
Laboratories should help to maintain panels of test materials for test validation. 
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It was agreed that the OIE Reference Laboratory at Teramo would take responsibility for managing the 
network and the website for the first period of 3 years.  

Following the meeting the technical specifications for the OIE Bluetongue Reference Laboratories Network 
(OIE-BT-LabNet) was finalised in collaboration with OIE (Appendix III). 

The next meeting of the ad hoc Group will be in March 2008. 

_______________ 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

…/Appendices 
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Appendix I 

MEETING OF THE 

AD HOC GROUP ON BLUETONGUE 

ESTABLISHMENT OF A NETWORK OF OIE BLUETONGUE REFERENCE LABORATORIES 

Civitella del Tronto, Italy 12-14 March 2007 

_____ 

Agenda 

Monday, 12 March 2007 
 
 
Morning 
 

1. Welcome (Caporale) 

2. Objectives of the meeting. Presentation of the proposed terms of reference of the network of OIE 
Bluetongue Reference Laboratories (Caporale) 

3. Presentation of OIE-WAHIS system with particular reference to the information and applications relevant 
for the network (Petrini) 

Afternoon 
4. Presentation of activities performed by OIE Bluetongue Reference Laboratories and resources available 

Chair: Gideon Bruckner 

a. Onderstepoort Veterinary Institute, Onderstepoort , South Africa 
b. Diagnostic Virology Laboratory, National Veterinary Services Laboratories, Ames, Iowa, United 

States of America 
c. Istituto Zooprofilattico Sperimentale dell'Abruzzo e del Molise 'G. Caporale', Teramo, Italy 
d. CSIRO, Australian Animal Health Laboratory (AAHL), Geelong, Victoria, Australia 
e. Institute for Animal Health, Pirbright Laboratory, Pirbright, Surrey, United Kingdom 
f. Prof. A. Shimshony, Israel. Ad hoc OIE group on bluetongue 
g. CIRAD-EMVT, Montferriez sur Lez, Montpellier, France 
h. Kyushu Research Station, Chuzan, Kagoshima, Japan 

 

Tuesday, 13 March 2007 
 
Morning 
 

1. Presentation of the surveillance network for Bluetongue in the Eastern and Balkan Regions (Calistri) 

2. Working plan for the implementation of the web-based network of OIE Bluetongue Reference 
Laboratories (part I): 
Chairs: Vincenzo Caporale / Donna Johnson 

a. ToRs objectives #1 

1. To collect, analyse and disseminate epidemiological information under the auspices of the 
OIE headquarters on BT global occurrence and spread as well as on BTV typing and genetic 
characterization and on BT vectors presence and abundance. 
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In particular the following topics shall be discussed: 

i. Implementation of databases on virus circulation and vector distribution 
ii. Implementation of databases on antigenic and genetic characterization of BTV 

iii. Role of environment in the BT diffusion 
iv. Establishment of a GIS based system for collection and representation of all the above 

information 
 

3. Conclusions 
 
Afternoon 
 

4. Working plan for the implementation of the web-based network of OIE Bluetongue Reference 
Laboratories (part II): 
Chairs: Geltrude H. Gerdes / Giovanni Savini / Renaud Lancelot 

a. ToRs objectives #4. and #5. 

4. To make available and exchange diagnostic material, harmonize, standardize and validate 
diagnostic tests including those for the BTV genomic sequencing and contributing to a 
worldwide date bank on BTV genomic mapping as well as vector chracterization. 

5. To assist national reference laboratories in relation to BT diagnosis, BTV and vectors 
identification. 

In particular the following topics shall be discussed: 

i. Availability of diagnostic reference materials, biological reference products and other 
reagents 

ii. Development of diagnostic protocols 
iii. Tests validation 

5. Conclusions 

6. Visit to the Istituto Zooprofilattico Sperimentale dell'Abruzzo e del Molise 'G. Caporale' - TERAMO 
 
 
Wednesday, 14 March 2007 
 
Morning 
 

7. Training and expertise: 
Chairs: Chris Oura / Peter Daniels 

a. ToRs objectives #2 and #3. 
 

2. To provide expertise and training to OIE and OIE Member Countries in relation to BT 
diagnosis, surveillance and control. 
3. To provide entomological expertise and training to OIE and OIE Member Countries in 
relation to Culicoides identification and surveillance. 

 
In particular the following topics shall be discussed: 

i. The list of BT experts and their field of expertise 
ii. Web access to document resources (ppt presentations, publications,  etc.) 

iii. Development of discussion forum on BT 

8. Conclusions  

9. Future activities and collaborative projects (Bruckner / Caporale) 

10. General Conclusions and Recommendations (Bruckner / Caporale) 

_______________ 
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Appendix II 

MEETING OF THE 

AD HOC GROUP ON BLUETONGUE 

ESTABLISHMENT OF A NETWORK OF OIE BLUETONGUE REFERENCE LABORATORIES 

Civitella del Tronto, Italy 12-14 March 2007 

_____ 

List of Participants 

OIE Central Bureau  

Gideon Bruckner  
World Organisation for Animal Health, OIE 
Head, Scientific and Technical Department 
12 rue de Prony 
75017 Paris 
France 
Tel: 33.(0)1 44 15 18 88 Fax: 33.(0)1 42 67 09 87 
E-mail: oie@oie.int 

Antonio Petrini  
World Organisation for Animal Health, OIE 
Animal Health Information Department 
12 rue de Prony 
75017 Paris 
France 
Tel: 33.(0)1 44 15 18 88 Fax: 33.(0)1 42 67 09 87 
E-mail: a.petrini@oie.int 

OIE Ad hoc Group on Bluetongue  

Arnon Shimshony  
Tabenkin st 37a 
Tel-Aviv 69353 
ISRAEL 
E-mail: ashimsh@agri.huji.ac.il 

Makoto Yamakawa  
Athropod-born viruses Research Centre, National Institute of 
Animal Health 
Kyushu Research Station 
2702,Chuzan,Kagoshima 891-0105,  
JAPAN 
Tel (81.99) 268.2078 Fax (81.99) 268.3088 
E-mail yamato@affrc.go.jp 

OIE Bluetongue Reference Laboratories  

Geltrude H. Gerdes  
Onderstepoort Veterinary Institute 
Private Bag X05, Onderstepoort 0110 
SOUTH AFRICA 
Tel: (27.12) 529.91.14 Fax: (27.12) 529.94.18 
Email: oneillm@arc.agric.za  

Donna Johnson  
Diagnostic Virology Laboratory, National Veterinary Services 
Laboratories 
P.O. Box 844, Ames, IA 50010 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 
Tel: (1.515) 663.75.51 Fax: (1.515) 663.73.48 
Email: Donna.J.Johnson@aphis.usda.gov 

Giovanni  Savini  
Istituto Zooprofilattico Sperimentale dell'Abruzzo e del 
Molise 'G. Caporale' 
Via Campo Boario, 64100 Teramo 
ITALY 
Tel: (39.0861) 33.24.40 Fax: (39.0861) 33.22.51 
Email: g.savini@izs.it  

Peter Daniels  
CSIRO, Australian Animal Health Laboratory (AAHL) 
5 Portarlington Road, Private Bag 24, Geelong 3220, Victoria 
AUSTRALIA 
Tel: (61.3) 52.27.50.00 Fax: (61.3) 52.27.55.55 
Email: peter.daniels@csiro.au  

Chris Oura  
Institute for Animal Health, Pirbright Laboratory 
Ash Road, Pirbright, Woking, Surrey GU24 ONF 
UNITED KINGDOM 
Tel: (44.1483) 23.24.41 Fax: (44.1483) 23.24.48 
Email: philip.mellor@bbsrc.ac.uk 
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OIE Collaborating Centres  

Renaud Lancelot 
Diagnosis, Epidemiology and Control of Animal Diseases in 
Tropical Regions 
CIRAD/EMVT 
Campus international de Baillarguet, TA 30/B 
Montferriez-sur-Lez - B.P. 5035 
34398 Montpellier Cedex 5 
FRANCE 
Tel: 33 (0)4 67.59.37.11 Fax: 33 (0)4 67.59.37.95 
E-mail: renaud.lancelot@cirad.fr 

Vincenzo Caporale  
Veterinary Training, Epidemiology, Food Safety and Animal 
Welfare 
Istituto Zooprofilattico Sperimentale dell’Abruzzo e del 
Molise ‘G. Caporale’ 
Via Campo Boario 
64100 Teramo 
ITALY 
Tel: (39.0861) 33.22.79 Fax: (39.0861) 33.22.51 
E-mail: caporale@izs.it 

Rossella Lelli  
Veterinary Training, Epidemiology, Food Safety and Animal 
Welfare 
Istituto Zooprofilattico Sperimentale dell’Abruzzo e del 
Molise ‘G. Caporale’ 
Via Campo Boario 
64100 Teramo  
ITALY 
Ph.: 39 .(0)861 332216 Fax: 39 .(0)861 332251  
E-mail: r.lelli@izs.it 

Annamaria Conte  
Veterinary Training, Epidemiology, Food Safety and Animal 
Welfare 
Istituto Zooprofilattico Sperimentale dell’Abruzzo e del 
Molise ‘G. Caporale’ 
Via Campo Boario 
64100 – Teramo  
ITALY 
Ph.: 39.(0)861 332245 Fax:  39.(0)861 332251  
E-mail: a.conte@izs.it 

Paolo Calistri 
Veterinary Training, Epidemiology, Food Safety and Animal 
Welfare 
Istituto Zooprofilattico Sperimentale dell’Abruzzo e del 
Molise ‘G. Caporale’ 
Via Campo Boario 
64100 Teramo  
ITALY  
Tel.: 39.(0)861 332242 Fax: 39.(0)861 332251  
E-mail: p.calistri@izs.it 

Armando Giovannini  
Veterinary Training, Epidemiology, Food Safety and Animal 
Welfare 
Istituto Zooprofilattico Sperimentale dell’Abruzzo e del 
Molise ‘G. Caporale’ 
Via Campo Boario 
64100 Teramo  
ITALY 
Tel.: 39.(0)861 332244 Fax: 39.(0)861 332251 
E-mail: a.giovannini@izs.it 

Maria Goffredo  
Veterinary Training, Epidemiology, Food Safety and Animal 
Welfare 
Istituto Zooprofilattico Sperimentale dell’Abruzzo e del 
Molise ‘G. Caporale’ 
Via Campo Boario 
64100 Teramo  
ITALY 
Tel.: 39 .(0)861 332409 Fax: 39 .(0)861 332251  
E-mail: m.goffredo@izs.it 
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1. Introduction 

Following the recommendation of the meeting of the ad hoc Group on Bluetongue at OIE headquarters in Paris on 
20 October 2006, the OIE has decided to establish a network of OIE bluetongue Reference Laboratories. A first 
meeting of the network was held in Civitella del Tronto, Teramo (Italy), from 12 to 14 March 2007. 
Representatives of the five OIE Bluetongue Reference Laboratories, three OIE Collaborating Centres, ad hoc 
Group on Bluetongue and OIE Central Bureau, participated to the meeting and agreed on the network’s terms of 
references reported in the Annex I. 

The network of OIE Bluetongue Reference Laboratories is going to be an asset of the OIE’s world animal health 
information system (WAHIS) and world animal health information database (WAHID). It will provide additional 
information to improve the knowledge of the bluetongue (BT) epidemiological situation and to increase the efficacy 
of WAHIS as a tool for international animal disease control. 

A web-based system for the network shall be developed to share and make available laboratory and epidemiological 
information, including BTV strain genetic characterization (sequences). The web-based system (referred as “OIE-
BT-LabNet” in the rest of the document), strictly linked to WAHIS and WAHID, will work as reference point for 
retrieving and exchanging relevant data on BT epidemiological situation. It will include a GIS approach to facilitate 
the representation of BTV and vectors global distribution. It will be handed by a Secretariat under the supervision 
of the OIE Central Bureau. The Istituto Zooprofilattico Sperimentale dell'Abruzzo e del Molise 'G. Caporale' 
(IZSA&M) will manage the Secretariat for the first two years.  

The IZSA&M has already developed a BT surveillance network in the framework of the project “Cooperation for 
implementing a surveillance network for bluetongue in the Balkan region (East-BTNet)” (http://www.east-
btnet.izs.it/index.htm) in collaboration with the Veterinary Services and National Veterinary Institutes of: Albania, 
Bosnia-Herzegovina, Bulgaria, Croatia, Cyprus, the Former Yugoslavia Republic of Macedonia, Kosovo, Malta, 
Romania, Serbia and Montenegro, Slovenia and Turkey. Therefore, the already existing GIS systems for BT data 
collection and analysis (e.g. East-BTNet) shall be used as reference for the development of the new OIE-BT-
LabNet system. 

Furthermore, the IZSA&M has been appointed by the European Commission to establish an European web-based 
surveillance network to collect, store, and analyse BT surveillance data (EU-BTNET). This European network shall 
collect and make available all relevant epidemiological information on BT occurrence and surveillance in EU, in 
order to facilitate intra-community trade of live animals belonging to species susceptible to bluetongue infection. 

IZSA&M, therefore, will guarantee the coherence between the two systems (OIE-BT-LabNet and EU-BTNET), 
thus to facilitate the automatic exchange of data between OIE and EU in the early future. In particular, EU-BTNET 
is structured to collect and store data deriving from both EU animal diseases notification system (ADNS) and 
WAHIS, and common standards for data registration have been defined within EU-BTNET. It will enhance a better 
communication between the two international systems, giving the possibility to automatically transfer data on BT, 
and other diseases, outbreaks from ADNS to WAHIS, avoiding double notifications and data typing by EU 
Member States. 

The main technical specification of the OIE-BT-LabNet system are presented in the present document, with an 
exhaustive description of the following aspects: 

 structure of OIE-BT-LabNet system, 
 data inputs and outputs, 
 rules for accessing to the system. 

2. Components of the system 

The OIE-BT-LabNet website will be developed under oie.int domain. It is proposed to create a dedicated sub-
domain with the following address: www.btlab.oie.int. All website contents shall be subjected to OIE Central 
Bureau approval and must follow the OIE rules for the graphic layouts on the web. 

The main components of OIE-BT-LabNet system are as follows: 

a) Members area. It will be constituted by a forum area and by a documents repository for the exchange of 
technical and scientific documents among network’s participant. 

b) Informative area. It will be open for public access and it will contain informative material for OIE Member 
Countries and general public. 
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c) Epidemiological area. It will be the core of the OIE-BT-LabNet system, where data regarding BTV 
occurrence, BTV surveillance and control activities as well as BTV strains, including their genetic 
sequence, will be made available. 

2.1. Members area 

The access to this area is reserved to the members of the network, and, therefore, username and password will be 
required to get access to the area. Two main sections are included in this restricted area: 

 Discussion forum. In this section, users via a web-based message system can share ideas, questions and 
problems on BT. Users can read all messages sent to the forum. Discussion groups can be created for 
specific topics. 

 Documents repository. A database for storing and exchanging documents among network members will be 
instituted. Each document will be indexed through the use of a set of keywords for its quick retrieval. The 
documents archive will collect: 

o scientific and technical papers produced by the participants or any other valuable papers, 

o laboratory protocols and other technical documents related to reagents, biological and reference 
strains production and storing, 

o training and informative material (videos, presentations, leaflets, reports, guidelines, posters, 
etc.). 

2.2. Informative area 

The informative area will make available for the general public and OIE Member Countries the following 
information: 

 List of diagnostic and technical assistance services offered by the OIE bluetongue reference laboratories, 
contact details and procedures to be followed to access to these services. Clear instructions will be 
presented on where diagnostic and biological materials are available and how they can be ordered. 

 Leaflets, guidelines and other informative documents approved by OIE Central Bureau for public 
diffusion. The annual report to be prepared by the participants to the network will be also made available, 
after OIE Central Bureau approval. 

 Bluetongue “Latest News” service, through which the registered subscribers will be weekly informed 
about the recent news on bluetongue published on the web (in English, Spanish or French) by e-mail or a 
RSS feed service. 

 Links to web pages of interest and to official documents published and made available on the internet by 
other Institutions. 

2.3. Epidemiological area 

2.3.1. General description 

The conceptual framework of the epidemiological area of the system is shown in Figure 1. In particular, three main 
modules will be developed: 

 BTV occurrence. It collects data on BTV outbreaks and BTV serotypes distribution. 

 BTV surveillance/control. It collects information regarding the serological and entomological surveillance 
activities and vaccinations carried out in the Countries. 

 BTV strains. It collects data on BTV strains isolated and, when available, on their genetic sequences. 

The WAHIS will be the central node of the system (see Figure 1), where all epidemiological data are stored. In fact, 
the information regarding BTV occurrence, entomological and serological surveillance activities as well as on 
vaccinations will be officially provided by OIE Member Countries official delegates through specific forms in 
WAHID system. After the validation process foreseen by OIE rules, all this information will be made openly and 
publicly available into the epidemiological area of OIE-BT-LabNet system. 
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Regarding the data on BTV strains, they can be hardly provided by the OIE’s delegates, given the particular 
technical nature of this type of information. On the contrary, OIE BT Reference Laboratories and National 
Reference Laboratories may provide such information and derive valuable benefits from the tools for strains 
comparison and phylogenetic analysis. Therefore, OIE and national reference laboratories will provide, through the 
OIE-BT-LabNet system, the data regarding isolated BTV strains and their genetic sequence. The access to these 
data will be restricted to registered users only, given the un-official nature of this information. 
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Figure 1.: Conceptual framework of the epidemiological area of the OIE-BT-LabNet system. 

2.3.2. BTV occurrence module 

Data on BTV outbreaks and BTV occurrence (aggregated data for administrative divisions/countries, and for time 
period) are displayed in the BTV occurrence module. 

The geographical distribution of BT infection will be presented according to the outbreaks localization, when the 
information for each single outbreak and its geographical coordinates will be available (Figure 2). 

The geographical distribution of BTV serotypes will be presented also through thematic maps, aggregating 
outbreaks information by administrative divisions/countries and time period (monthly, six-monthly). Data derived 
from WAHIS’six-monthly reports will be also shown through this type of maps (Figure 3). 

Outbreaks distributionOutbreaks distributionOutbreaks distribution

 
Figure 2.: Geographical representation of outbreaks distribution. 
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At least the following data shall be collected from the WAHIS for outbreaks representation: 

 Disease code 

 Nature of Diagnosis 

 First administrative division affected 

 Year 

 Reason for notification 

 Report date 

 Serial number of outbreak (if any, optional) 

 Serotype (it can be a number in the range 1 to 24, or “provisionally unknown” in the case typing tests are 
ongoing) 

 Latitude 

 Longitude 

 Date of start of the event 

 Date of confirmation of event 

 Outbreak status 

 Epidemiological Unit type 

 For each Species 

o No. of susceptible animals in the outbreak 

o No. of cases 

o No. of deaths 

o No. of destroyed 

o No. of slaughtered 

 Control measures applied 

 Source of infection 

 Laboratory(ies) 

 List of diagnostic tests used by laboratory(ies) 

Serotypes distributionSerotypes distribution

 
Figure 3.: Geographical representation of BTV serotypes distribution. 
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The information regarding the serotype involved and the geographical coordinates of the outbreak are particularly 
important for maps creation. 

The occurrence of BT infection will be presented and summarised by maps, tables and graphs: 

 Maps. Several tools will be available for retrieving and inquiring data (query options, selections, identify tools) 
and to create buffers. 

 Tables. The number of outbreaks will be summarised in tables, according to the serotypes involved, animal 
species and countries affected. 

 Graphs. The weekly distribution of the number of outbreaks will be presented through graphs, according to the 
serotypes involved, animal species and country affected. 

2.3.3. BTV surveillance/control module 

Information regarding the serological/entomological surveillance activities and vaccinations carried out in the 
countries will be displayed within the BTV surveillance/control module. 

The geographical distribution of Culicoides vectors will be presented for each catching site. Whereas, the 
geographical distribution of the serological/virological surveillance activities and their results, will be visualised 
through thematic maps, aggregating such information by administrative divisions/countries and time period 
(monthly, six-monthly). 

Geographical representation of vaccination activities (both in term of absolute number of vaccinated animals and as 
percentage of vaccinated population) will be shown through thematic maps, in which data is aggregated by 
administrative divisions/countries and time period (six-monthly). 

The following data on serological/virological surveillance shall be collected (* mandatory): 

 Disease code* 

 Administrative division* 

 Animal species tested* 

 Type of surveillance system scheme* (“sentinel system” and/or “periodical survey”) 

 Type of diagnostic tests performed* (ELISA, Serum-neutralisation, PCR, virus isolation) 

 Year* 

 Month* 

 Number of tested animals * 

 Number of positive animals * 

 Serotype serologically or virologically determined (data to be provided in case of positive results to serum-
neutralization or virus isolation tests) 

The following data on entomological surveillance shall be collected (* mandatory): 

 Administrative division* 

 Site unique id* (an unique code for each trapping site) 

 Catch date* 

 Latitude* 

 Longitude* 

 Total number of Culicoides spp. collected 

 Number of Culicoides of a given species or complex collected1 

                                                 
1 A comprehensive list of Culicoides species and/or complexes is prepared in order to permit the registration of 

the number insects collected for each Culicoides species and/or complex. 
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The following data on vaccination activities shall be collected (* mandatory): 

 Disease code* 

 Year* 

 Period of reference* (Jan-Jun / Jul-Dec) 

 Type of vaccine and serotype combination* 

 Animal species vaccinated* 

 Type of vaccination campaign * (“vaccination of young animals” or “mass vaccination”) 

 Total number of animals under the programme* 

 Number of vaccinated animal by first administrative division/in the country* 

 
The information regarding surveillance and control activities will be presented in maps and summarised in tables. 
 

2.3.4. BTV strains module 

The information regarding isolated BTV strains and their genetic sequences will be made available through a 
dedicated section of the OIE-BT-LabNet website. For exceptional events in relation with bluetongue, results of 
BTV strains information will be related to the data of laboratory results stored in WAHIS database. Applications for 
reporting strains data and to build phylogenetic trees shall be developed. 

_______________ 

…/Annex 
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ANNEX I 

OIE Bluetongue Reference Laboratories Network 

Terms of reference 

PURPOSE 

The implementation of a worldwide network of OIE Bluetongue (BT) Reference Laboratories contributes to 
improve the knowledge of BT epidemiological situation and supports the development of a wider global BT 
surveillance network.  

The network will be an asset of the OIE-WAHIS system as it can provide additional data and analysis increasing 
the efficacy of the system as a tool for international animal disease control.   

These initiatives will facilitate international trade of animal and the improvement of BT control measures. 

OBJECTIVES  

1. To make available and exchange diagnostic material, harmonize, standardize and validate diagnostic tests 
including those for the BTV genomic sequencing and contributing to a worldwide data bank on BTV genomic 
mapping as well as vector characterization; 

2. To assist national reference laboratories in relation to BT diagnosis, BTV and vectors identification; 

3. To provide expertise and training to OIE and OIE Member Countries in relation to BT diagnosis, surveillance 
and control; 

4. To provide entomological expertise and training to OIE and OIE Member Countries in relation to Culicoides 
identification and surveillance; 

5. To collect, analyse and disseminate epidemiological information under the auspices of the OIE headquarters 
on BT global occurrence and spread as well as on BTV typing and genetic characterization and on BT vectors 
presence and abundance. This also will be used to complement OIE WAHIS and WAHID mechanisms. 

 
MEMBERSHIP 
 
OIE Bluetongue Reference Laboratories 

Onderstepoort Veterinary Institute 
Private Bag X05, Onderstepoort 0110, SOUTH AFRICA 
Tel: (27.12) 529.91.14 Fax: (27.12) 529.94.18 
Email: oneillm@arc.agric.za  
 
Diagnostic Virology Laboratory, National Veterinary Services Laboratories 
P.O. Box 844, Ames, IA 50010, UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 
Tel: (1.515) 663.75.51 Fax: (1.515) 663.73.48 
Email: eileen.n.ostlund@aphis.usda.gov  
 
Istituto Zooprofilattico Sperimentale dell'Abruzzo e del Molise 'G. Caporale' 
Via Campo Boario, 64100 Teramo, ITALY 
Tel: (39.0861) 33.24.40 Fax: (39.0861) 33.22.51 
Email: g.savini@izs.it  
 
CSIRO, Australian Animal Health Laboratory (AAHL) 
5 Portarlington Road, Private Bag 24, Geelong 3220, Victoria, AUSTRALIA 
Tel: (61.3) 52.27.50.00 Fax: (61.3) 52.27.55.55 
Email: peter.daniels@csiro.au  
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Institute for Animal Health, Pirbright Laboratory 
Ash Road, Pirbright, Woking, Surrey GU24 ONF, UNITED KINGDOM 
Tel: (44.1483) 23.24.41 Fax: (44.1483) 23.24.48 
Email: philip.mellor@bbsrc.ac.uk 
 
OIE Collaborating Centres 

Diagnosis, Epidemiology and Control of Animal Diseases in Tropical Regions 
CIRAD/EMVT 
Campus international de Baillarguet, TA 30/B 
Montferriez-sur-Lez - B.P. 5035 
34398 Montpellier Cedex 5, FRANCE 
Tel: 33 (0)4 67.59.37.11 
Fax: 33 (0)4 67.59.37.95 
E-mail: emmanuel.camus@cirad.fr 
 
Animal Disease Surveillance Systems and Risk Analysis 
Centers for Epidemiology and Animal Health 
USDA-APHIS-VS-CEAH 
2150 Centre Avenue, Building B 
Fort Collins, Colorado 80526-8117, UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 
Tel: (1.970) 494.70.01 
Fax: (1.970) 472.26.68 
E-mail: cristobal.zepeda@aphis.usda.gov 
http://www.aphis.usda.gov/vs/ceah/ceahpage.htm 
 
Veterinary Training, Epidemiology, Food Safety and Animal Welfare 
Istituto Zooprofilattico Sperimentale dell’Abruzzo e del Molise ‘G. Caporale’ 
Via Campo Boario 
64100 Teramo, ITALY 
Tel: (39.0861) 33.22.79 
Fax: (39.0861) 33.22.51 
E-mail: caporale@izs.it 
 
OIE Ad hoc group on bluetongue 

James MacLachlan 
Department of Pathology, Microbiology and Immunology 
School of Veterinary Medicine 
University of California 
Davis, California 95616-8739, USA 
 
Makoto Yamakawa 
Arthropod-borne viruses Research Centre, National Institute of Animal Health 
Kyushu Research Station 
2702, Chuzan, Kagoshima 891-0105, JAPAN 
Tel: (81.99) 268.2078 
Fax: (81.99) 268.3088 
e-mail: yamato@affrc.go.jp 
 
Arnon Shimshony 
Tabenkin st 37a 
Tel-Aviv 69353, ISRAEL 
e-mail: ashimsh@agri.huji.ac.il 

The network will be expanded, as far as possible, to include Bluetongue National Reference Laboratories and other 
highly competent laboratories so as to create the widest possible worldwide network. 
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ACTIVITIES 

The network will: 

1. Collect, characterise (antigenically and genetically), store BT viruses representing the global diversity of 
strains; 

2. Exchange and diagnostic reference materials and related information; 

3. Facilitate training and scientific exchange on BT surveillance and control activities. 

4. Maintain a database of BT and Culicoides experts and their field of expertise.  

5. Develop diagnostic protocols for BTV and Culicoides surveillance. 

6. Support national reference laboratories, distributing biological reference products and any other reagents used 
in BT diagnosis and control. 

7. Provide information to the OIE through the worldwide web-based BT information network integrated with the 
OIE-WAHIS under the auspices of the OIE headquarters. 

8. Provide OIE with an annual report on the situation of BT worldwide and activities performed by the 
participants to the network. 

9. Identify research requirements and where appropriate develop joint research projects. 

10. Encourage twinning projects with laboratories in developing countries  

COORDINATION 

Secretariat 

A secretariat is needed to organize the periodical meetings (at least one annual meeting must be held) and to 
establish and maintain the web-based network system (see below). The Istituto Zooprofilattico Sperimentale 
dell'Abruzzo e del Molise 'G. Caporale' (IZSAM) will manage the Secretariat for the first two years. It will rotate 
every two years. 

Web-based network system 

A web-based system for the network must be developed to share and make available laboratory and 
epidemiological information including BTV strain genetic characterization (sequences). The web-based system 
shall collect all relevant data produced by the participants to the network and it will work as reference point for 
retrieving and exchanging relevant data on BT epidemiological situation. It will include a GIS approach to 
facilitate the representation of BTV and vectors global distribution. It will be handed by Secretariat in 
collaboration with OIE Central Bureau. 

STEERING COMMITTEE 

It is proposed that a Steering Committee should be established and be composed by the OIE Central Bureau and of 
each OIE BT Reference laboratories and participating Collaborating Centres. 

The terms of reference for the steering committee should comprise: 

1. Decide on work programs  

2. Review priorities, organisational relationships and progress of the Network. 

3. Seek funding for Network activities. 

4. Resolve disagreements between network members. 

_______________ 
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Appendix V 

Original: English 
June 2007 

MEETING OF THE OIE AD HOC GROUP ON EPIDEMIOLOGY 

Paris, 20 - 22 June 2007 

______ 

The meeting of the OIE ad hoc Group on Epidemiology of the Scientific Commission for Animal Diseases was 
held at OIE Headquarters, Paris from 20-22 June 2007. The meeting was chaired by Professor Vincenzo Caporale, 
President of the Scientific Commission. Dr Cristobal Zepeda and Dr Howard Batho acted as rapporteurs.  

The agenda and list of participants are presented as Appendices I and II, respectively. 

Dr Bernard Vallat, Director General of the OIE, welcomed the group and thanked all the participants for their 
support to the OIE. He explained the terms of reference and stressed the need for the group:  

• To review the definition of containment zone with regard to numbers of outbreaks with specific reference 
to foot and mouth disease (FMD) with the priority to finalise the Terrestrial Code  chapter. 

• To review country comments on the revised version of Chapter 1.3.5. on zoning and 
compartmentalisation.  It should be considered that when it is possible to have a compartment for avian 
influenza i.e. bird proof. why not for bluetongue and African horse sickness i.e. insect proof?  

• To discuss compartmentalisation: Can countries be declared free if disease is present in wildlife? There is 
a need for consistency in the approach of the Terrestrial Code for avian influenza, classical swine fever 
and FMD.  

• To review the proposed changes in the Terrestrial Code chapter, surveillance guidelines and 
questionnaire for the evaluation of country status for contagious bovine pleuropneumonia (CBPP).  The 
Group should consider the documentation from an ad hoc Group on CBPP which met in October 2006. 

• To look at the consistency of time frames for BSE surveillance in the questionnaire and the disease 
specific Code chapter and Appendices.   

• To propose a definition of herd for inclusion in the Terrestrial Code 

• To review the current definitions for surveillance and monitoring. 

• To consider guidelines for surveillance in wildlife and vector borne diseases. 

Following the introductory remarks by Dr Vallat, there was a general discussion on compartmentalisation. The 
Group considered it as a very important concept for all Member Countries and questioned if all diseases should be 
encompassed in this concept. Credibility of a compartment system was identified as of critical importance and it 
might be advisable to start with so called “easier diseases” than vector borne diseases but  scientifically there should 
be no reason why compartmentalisation could not cover all diseases.  It was reiterated that AI centres and 
Quarantine stations as currently defined in the Terrestrial Code, are in fact compartments.  More detailed 
discussion was however required to be undertaken by the Group on this concept.  
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1. Review of definition of containment zone with regard to numbers of outbreaks in particular 
concerning FMD 

In considering if stamping out should be necessarily applied in a containment zone, the Group concluded that 
the general application of the concept of a containment zone should be that a country can regain its status 
when it has been demonstrated that the outbreaks within the containment zone have been controlled. This can 
be achieved either by stamping out or other means including vaccination.  

The criteria to define a limited incursion were reviewed to clarify the stability of the situation. The need to 
have animal identification of the susceptible population in the containment zone and the need to demonstrate 
stability by reference to the incubation period of the disease (in this case FMD) was added. The Group 
concluded that some limits in the size and extent of the outbreaks should be included and the results of the 
epidemiological enquiries and the linkage to clustering were therefore incorporated to help defining the 
containment zone.  

Clustering is defined as follows: means a closely grouped series of events or cases of disease or other health 
related phenomena with well defined distribution patterns in relation to time or place or both [ref: A 
dictionary of epidemiology (4th edition) edited by John M. Last].  

The Group recommended that this proposed definition should be added to the Terrestrial Code Chapter 1.1.1 
on General Definitions.  

As it was not always possible to identify the sources of outbreaks, it should therefore not in itself be a limiting 
factor in the establishment of containment zones.  

The Group agreed that the concept of containment zone should be included in Chapter 1.3.5 (zoning and 
compartmentalisation) for application to diseases other than only FMD even though as with 
compartmentalisation, the application of a containment zone may not be applicable to all diseases.  

The Group recommended that the OIE should develop an administrative procedure by which a country 
declaring a containment zone can have a “fast track” recognition of this disease-free status.  

2. Surveillance and monitoring (definitions) 

In discussing the current definitions for surveillance and monitoring, the Group concluded that the main 
difference was the action or possible action that might be taken and perhaps the periodicity.  The team 
examined 2 scenarios which might help shed light on this and concluded that monitoring is used to establish a 
baseline on disease occurrence without any specific action linked while surveillance necessarily implies an 
action upon a positive finding.  

Monitoring  is currently defined in Chapter 1.1.1 as: “means the continuous investigation of a given 
population or subpopulation, and its environment, to detect changes in the prevalence of a disease or 
characteristics of a pathogenic agent”.  

The Group recommended that it should be changed to “means the intermittent performance and analysis of 
routine measurements, aimed at changes in the environment or health status of the population" [ref A 
dictionary of epidemiology (4th edition) edited by John M. Last] to be consistent with the decision below on 
surveillance.  

Surveillance is currently defined in Chapter 1.1.1 as: “means the investigation of a given population or 
subpopulation to detect the presence of a pathogenic agent or disease; the frequency and type of surveillance 
will be determined by the epidemiology of the pathogenic agent or disease, and the desired outputs”.  

In Appendix 3.8.1 of the Terrestrial Code, surveillance is defined as : “means the systematic ongoing 
collection, collation, and analysis of data, and the timely dissemination of information to those who need to 
know so that action can be taken”.  

The Group recommended that the definition in Appendix 3.8.1 should replace the one in the definition 
Chapter 1.1.1 
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3. Definition of herd 

The Group recommended that the definition in the Meriam-Webster online dictionary “a number of animals of 
one kind kept together under human control or a congregation of gregarious wild animals” should be inserted 
into the Terrestrial Code (Article 1.1.1) but the definition of a herd really means an epidemiological unit and 
therefore this should be added.  

The Group therefore recommends the following definition for inclusion in Chapter 1.1.1:  

“Herd - means a number of animals of one kind kept together under human control or a congregation of 
gregarious wild animals. For the purposes of the Code a herd or flock is usually regarded as an 
epidemiological unit”.  

4. Buffer zone 

The Group re-examined this concept and could not find any reason to change its opinion and 
recommendations for the FMD Chapter as noted in the report of the ad hoc Group on Epidemiology held from 
5-8 September 2006. 

The modifications to the FMD chapter adopted in the last General Session include:  

Susceptible animals in the FMD free country where vaccination is practised [or not practised] should be 
separated from neighbouring infected countries by a buffer zone or by physical/geographical barriers, and 
animal health measures that effectively prevent the entry of the virus should be implemented.  

The need to have a buffer zone between infected and non-infected and free countries should be kept optional. 
The group reiterated that as a result of these changes to Articles 2.2.10.4 and 2.2.10.5 (which did not take 
account of the recommendations of the ad hoc Group) for the declaration of freedom from FMD for 2008, all 
the countries and zones bordering countries or zones not declared free must give proof of having a buffer zone 
(or physical or geographical barrier).  This also seems to apply when the neighbouring country is vaccinating.   
This implies that the FMD free health status of countries and zone neighbouring infected and/or vaccinating 
countries should therefore be reviewed.  

5. Classical swine fever (CSF) 

The Group discussed whether a country can be declared free if the infection is present in wildlife. The 
example of CSF in wild boars was used as the CSF chapter requires the application of zoning and/or 
compartmentalization to manage the infection in wild boars, but a country could still be declared free. This 
same status is not granted in the case of FMD. For AI, countries can be free in poultry, while wild birds are 
infected.  

The Group concluded that there is no coherence based on science in many of the Chapters on this concept e.g. 
FMD, AI, CSF, tuberculosis and bovine Brucellosis. 

There are differences between CSF and AI in the wild population as all wild bird populations are the natural 
reservoirs of AI and therefore it is not possible to grant freedom of disease in the wild birds.  However a 
country could be considered free in the domestic poultry. 

In addition if the concept of freedom in domestic populations with infection in wild populations were to be 
extended to other diseases, then if this was applied to FMD for example, then it would be logical to say that a 
country could be free in its domestic population even if the disease was present in the wild game population.   

A harmonized approach for future application would require prior endorsement by the International 
Committee as there are many significant practical implications.  
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6. Bluetongue and African horse sickness (AHS) - compartmentalisation 

The Group agreed that the critical issue is whether it is possible to have absolute safe insect proofing. The 
Group considered whether it was in practice more difficult to ensure an establishment is virus proof than 
vector proof i.e. comparing the situation with avian influenza and bluetongue. The requirements of the 
Chapters concerning bluetongue, AHS, semen collection and quarantine centres were evaluated to establish a 
baseline reference. In Article 2.2.13.8 (bluetongue) protection from Culicoides for 60 days (not just in a 
quarantine station) is required thus implying the use of compartmentalisation.  However, in Article 2.5.14.8 
(AHS) dealing with an AHS infected country or zone, there is only a reference to the use of a quarantine 
station which is equivalent to a compartment according to the definition of a quarantine station. 

The same measures that can be applied to enable the export from countries not free from AHS or BT 
according to these 2 articles, ensures protection from vectors during a prescribed pre-export period. This can 
be applied in other approved and supervised facilities (compartments) which are vector proof in relation to the 
susceptible animals for either of these diseases. 

7. Contagious bovine pleuropneumonia (CBPP) 

The Chapter, the surveillance guidelines and the questionnaire should be based on the revised Rinderpest 
documents. The Group will consider it at its next meeting and suggested that an expert on CBPP be invited to 
attend the meeting. 

8. Future work 

Surveillance in wildlife  

The Group discussed two possibilities to either add surveillance guidelines on wildlife to the general 
surveillance Appendix 3.8.1. or to have a specific Appendix on wildlife surveillance. It might also be 
considered to add a section in each of the Appendices for the specific disease although this may need to be 
expanded to other diseases.  In order to proceed with this work at least one wildlife expert should be included 
into the Group for that purpose. 

Surveillance for vector borne diseases 

Discussions postponed to the next meeting. 

Ad hoc Group on climatic changes 

Discussions postponed to the next meeting The Group agreed that this topic needs the input of a variety of 
different experts covering climate, insects veterinary and other areas. A brainstorming group with experts 
would be useful with the inclusion of inputs from WHO and FAO. 

Epidemiological modelling 

Discussions postponed to the next meeting. 

_______________ 
 

 

 

…/Appendices 
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Appendix I 

MEETING OF THE OIE AD HOC GROUP ON EPIDEMIOLOGY 

Paris, 20 – 22 June 2007 
_____ 

Agenda 

1. Adoption of agenda and appointment of rapporteur 

2. Containment zone: 

a. Review definition in respect to numbers of outbreaks 

b. Application of stamping-out procedures 

c. Application of the concept to other diseases 

3. Definition of the terms “surveillance” and “monitoring” 

4. Definition of “herd” 

5 The definition/application of buffer zones as related to the Terrestrial Code chapter FMD 

6 Compartmentalisation: Including or excluding the presence of wildlife vectors e.g. approach in 
accordance to FMD or avian influenza chapters of the Terrestrial Code  

7 Compartmentalisation for bluetongue and African horse sickness 

8. Review of the revisions on the Chapter, surveillance guidelines and questionnaire for the evaluation of 
country status for CBPP 

9. Future working schedule and priority issues for ad hoc Group: 

a. Surveillance in wildlife 

b. Surveillance for vector borne diseases 

c. Ad hoc Group on climatic changes 

d. Epidemiological modelling 

_______________ 
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Appendix II 

MEETING OF THE OIE AD HOC GROUP ON EPIDEMIOLOGY WITH INVITED EXPERTS 
MEETING OF THE OIE AD HOC GROUP ON EPIDEMIOLOGY 

Paris, 20 – 22 June 2007 

_____ 

List of participants 

MEMBERS 

Prof. Vincenzo Caporale 
(President of the OIE Scientific Commission 
for Animal Diseases) 
Director, Istituto Zooprofilattico Sperimentale 
dell’Abruzzo e del Molise ‘G. Caporale’ 
Via Campo Boario, 64100 Teramo 
ITALY 
Tel.: (39-0861) 33.22.33 
Fax: (39-0861) 33.22.51 
direttore@izs.it 
 
Dr Armando Giovannini 
(Invited but could not attend) 
OIE Collaborating Centre 
Istituto Zooprofilattico Sperimentale 
dell'Abruzzo e del Molise "G. Caporale" 
Via Campo Boario, 64100 Teramo 
ITALY 
Tel: (39 0861) 33 21 
Fax (39 0861) 33 22 51 
a.giovannini@izs.it 
 
Prof. Arnon Shimshony 
Tabenkin st 37a 
Tel-Aviv 69353 
ISRAEL 
Tel.: (972-3) 648.15.15 
Fax: (972-3) 644.55.81 
ashimsh@agri.huji.ac.il 
 

Dr Preben Willeberg 
(Invited but could not attend) 
Chief Veterinary Officier, Danish Veterinary 
and Food Administration, Ministry of Food, 
Agriculture and Fisheries, Morkhoj Bygade 19 
DK-2860 Soborg, DENMARK 
Tel.: (45) 33.95.60.00 / 33.95.61.15 
Fax: (45) 39.67.52.48 / 33.95.60.01 
pw@fvst.dk 
 
Dr Howard Batho 
European Commission, Health and Consumer 
Protection Dir.-Gen. 
Directorate E - Food Safety 
E2 - Animal health and welfare, zootechnics 
Rue Froissart 3rd Floor, room 76 
B-1049 Bruxelles 
BELGIUM 
Tel.: (32-2) 296.29.59 
Fax: (32-2) 295.31.44 
Howard.Batho@ec.europa.eu 
 

Dr José Naranjo 
Foot and Mouth Disease Center / PAHO-
WHO 
Av Presidente Kennedy, 7778 Sao Bento 
Duque de Caxias, Rio de Janeiro 
CEP 25040-000, BRAZIL 
Tel.: (55-21) 36.61.90.00 
Fax: (55-21) 36.61.90.01 
jnaranjo@panaftosa.ops-oms.org 
 
Dr Cristóbal Zepeda Sein 
Coordinator of International Activities, 
Centers for Epidemiology and Animal Health 
OIE Collaborating Center for Animal Disease, 
Surveillance Systems and Risk Analysis 
USDA-APHIS-VS-CEAH 
2150 Centre Ave, Building B 
Fort Collins, CO 80526-8117 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 
Tel.: (1-970) 494.72.94 
Fax: (1-970) 472.26.68 
cristobal.zepeda@aphis.usda.gov 
 

INVITED EXPERTS 
Dr Alejandro Thiermann President, OIE Terrestrial Animal Health 

Standards Commission 
a.thiermann@oie.int 
 

OIE CENTRAL BUREAU 

Dr Bernard Vallat 
Director General 
12 rue de Prony - 75017 Paris 
FRANCE 
Tel: 33 - (0)1 44.15.18.88 
Fax: 33 - (0)1 42.67.09.87 
oie@oie.int 
 

Dr Gideon Brückner 
Head, Scientific and Technical Dept 
g.bruckner@oie.int 
 
Dr Tomoko Ishibashi 
Deputy Head 
Scientific and Technical Dept 
t.ishibashi@oie.int 
 

Dr Christianne Bruschke 
Project Officer, Scientific and Technical 
Department 
c.bruschke@oie.int 
 
Dr Lea Knopf 
Recognition of countries’ animal disease 
status 
Scientific and Technical Department 
l.knopf@oie.int 
 

 
___________________ 
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Appendix VI 

Original: English 
September 2007 

MEETING OF THE OIE AD HOC GROUP ON EPIDEMIOLOGY 

Paris, 5-7 September 2007 

______ 

The meeting of the OIE ad hoc Group on Epidemiology of the Scientific Commission for Animal Diseases was 
held at OIE Headquarters, Paris from 5-7 September 2007. The meeting was chaired partly by Prof Arnon 
Shimshony and partly by Professor Vincenzo Caporale, President of the Scientific Commission. Dr Cristobal 
Zepeda and Dr Howard Batho acted as rapporteurs. 

The agenda and list of participants are presented as Appendices I and II, respectively. 

Dr Lea Knopf of the OIE, welcomed the group and thanked all the participants for their support to the OIE. She 
explained the agenda and the need for the group to look at a number of important issues. 

Following the introductory remarks by Dr Lea Knopf, there was a short discussion firstly in relation to the 
containment zone to the recent 2 FMD outbreaks in the UK concerning the actual implementation of this principle 
by the OIE concerning the time frame for its introduction, secondly the rinderpest surveillance guidelines and 
thirdly concerning revisions of the CBPP. 

1. Review of the rinderpest surveillance guidelines (Appendix 3.8.2, Terrestrial Code edition 
2007) for consistency with other disease-specific surveillance Appendices (e.g. FMD) 

The group agreed to use the same formats for rinderpest as had been used for the revised FMD with specific 
amendments as needed. However, the group requested that the section on interpretation of tests in wildlife and 
in cattle should be referred back to the experts in rinderpest ad hoc Group for updating.  This should be 
included in the Article 3.8.2.7 headed “the use and interpretation of serological test.”   

The group noted that the term Veterinary para-professionals appears to be not sufficiently well defined as 
some countries with community animal health workers are not including these under this definition.  The 
group recommends that the definition of Veterinary para-professionals is changed as follows: 

“means a person who, for the purposes of the Terrestrial Code, is authorised by the veterinary 
statutory body to carry out certain designated tasks (dependent upon the category of veterinary para-
professional, such as community-based animal health workers, animal health assistants, vaccinators 
and veterinary assistants etc. in a country, and delegated to them under the responsibility and 
direction of a veterinarian. The tasks authorized for each category of veterinary para-professional 
should be defined by the veterinary statutory body depending on qualifications and training, and 
according to need”. 

The group suggested the following paragraph: 

“where the sampling frame is known, herds shall be selected for examination by the use of random 
number tables. Otherwise, samples of herds can be selected by taking the nearest herd to a randomly 
selected /generated map reference, provided that the herds are evenly distributed. Failing this, any 
herd(s) within a fixed radius of randomly selected map references should be sampled to avoid bias. It 
must be compulsory for any selected herd to be examined or tested as required”    
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is added to the general surveillance guidelines in Article 3.8.1.4. under the point concerning random surveys 
in section 4.  If this is not done then this wording should be added in each of the Appendices for the specific 
surveillance guidelines.  

In order to be more consistent parts of the rinderpest surveillance guidelines were deleted as they have nothing 
to do with surveillance but lay down procedures for obtaining or renewing freedom. 

In addition Chapter 2.2.12 should be amended to bring it into line with other Chapters e.g. Chapter 2.2.10 on 
FMD to include the requirement that to be retained on the OIE list concerning the official status of the country 
requires that the certain information in relation to provision of a declaration for continued freedom of disease 
etc as laid down in Article 2.2.10.2. points 2 and 3a. 

The group discussed whether the rinderpest questionnaire should be referred to or even become part of the 
Code.  At the moment no reference is made to the questionnaire as it is not compulsory and this appears to 
have led to some confusion in certain member countries. The group recommended that either a reference be 
inserted to strongly recommend member countries to use the rinderpest questionnaire for their applications to 
the OIE or the questionnaire (in fact all questionnaires) are recommended to the International Committee to be 
inserted in the Code. 

The group proposes that in Article 2.7.12.3 point one referring to the time delay for regaining free status be 
included in the following Articles 2.2.10 8 point 1 (a) (for FMD) and 2.2.12.3 point 1 (for rinderpest).  This is 
required to clarify the time periods for carrying out the surveillance required when a country is trying to regain 
its freedom.  

The group proposed to replace Article 3.8.7.6 concerning FMD with the revised Article 3.8.2.6 concerning 
rinderpest regarding countries or zones re-applying for freedom following an outbreak. The reason for this is 
to be consistent with the approach in the FMD Article so there is no need to maintain the text concerning the 
different strategies as this is laid down in the FMD Chapter and has no relevance to the FMD surveillance 
Appendix. 

The group agreed to replace paragraph 5.2 in the rinderpest questionnaire with the similar paragraph 5.2 in the 
FMD questionnaire thereby removing the references to the figures for probability and prevalence levels which 
bring this Appendix into line with the other ones on surveillance. 

The group was very surprised that there is currently no possibility for zoning in Chapter 2.2.12 as, if  
rinderpest did appear again, then the whole country would then lose its status.  This could be 
counterproductive and is not in line with other Chapters of the Code. As zoning is not addressed in this 
Chapter, the group had no alternative but to delete all references to zoning in the proposed draft surveillance 
Appendix. However, the group strongly recommends that the re-introduction of the concept of zoning for 
rinderpest be reviewed. 

The group noted that ocular and nasal swabs commonly used for rinderpest sampling for virus isolation are not 
mentioned in the OIE Diagnostic Manual.  The group recommends that this gap be addressed as soon as 
possible. 

The group felt that the detailed information on ageing although important should not be included in the 
surveillance Appendix but should be moved to the questionnaire  

The modifications proposed for the rinderpest questionnaire, are presented in Appendix III. 

2. Review of the revisions on the chapter, surveillance guidelines and questionnaire for the 
evaluation of country status for CBPP based on revised rinderpest documents 

The group first looked at the revised Chapter and it was agreed that substantial changes were needed to bring 
it into line with other similar revised Chapters; in particular requirements for freedom etc. must be in the 
Chapter and not the Appendix. The group also applied similar principles to the CBPP surveillance guidelines 
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as has been done for FMD. Therefore, the group took as the basis for its work on CBPP the rinderpest Chapter 
(2.2.12) and the FMD guidelines for surveillance (Appendix 3.8.7) taking into account the new draft CBPP 
Chapter and Appendix on guidelines for surveillance from the ad hoc Group for evaluation of country status 
meeting with respect to CBPP, held 16-17 October 2006.  

The group recommended that the definition or rather the interpretation of the incubation period be looked at. 
The present time periods specified throughout the Code, e.g 6 months for CBPP, bear no relationship the 
actual incubation periods specified in other scientific documentation.  If it is intended to mean risk period then 
that should be specified. 

The group felt it was important to try to simplify the CBPP disease status to have just one i.e. only freedom 
from infection as had been done for rinderpest irrespective of the work already done by the ad hoc Group.  
Therefore references to absence of disease were removed.   

The EPI group proposed that the draft be sent back to the CBPP group to review 3 main points  

• To provide a case definition 

• To look at the need to include semen in the list of products for which trade rules may be required, 
however, for embryos, the semen used must comply with certain CBPP conditions. 

• To interpret the diagnostic tests in the surveillance guidelines. 

In addition the CBPP group should be kindly invited to check the rest of the draft Chapter. 

The group was not able in the time available to amend the CBPP surveillance guidelines and this was 
postponed to the next meeting.  The group will also take into account any feedback from the CBPP group. 

3. Proposals for a fast track procedure to regain free disease or infection free status following 
the establishment of a containment zone 

The group discussed the possibilities for a fast track procedure which should be agreed by SCAD, however the 
group was of the opinion that as soon as a country was able to comply with the requirements for a containment 
zone it should submit the detailed responses as required by Article 2.2.10 points 1-5 to the OIE.  It must be 
highlighted that this must be a fast track procedure with an OIE reply (positive or negative) within 14 days (10 
working days).  

Therefore, there could then be an electronic consultation of the members of the ad hoc Group on disease status 
with perhaps input from the ad hoc Group on Epidemiology group and the relevant OIE Reference laboratory.  
If there was a negative response then an emergency meeting should be convened involving all parties 
including the country concerned to further asses the information and request any additional information as 
needed. This must be done within the time frame referred to above. It is very important that the OIE is able to 
respond urgently to such requests otherwise the need for a containment zone can be questioned.  It should be 
highlighted that there are important economic consequences for the member country if this is not achieved.  

The group discussed what was meant by a limited outbreak and agreed that this was dependant on the situation 
which could vary enormously taking into account spatial (including animal density and animal movements) 
and time factors and the number of outbreaks.   Therefore each situation must be judged on its merits 
notwithstanding the number of outbreaks provided that points 1-5 of Article 2.2.10.6 are met. However the 
group agreed that the requirement whereby the origin of the outbreak must be known (see point 1c of this 
Article) should be amended as follows: 

1. c) “the likely source of the infection has been identified” 

This is because usually it is not possible to be 100% sure of the origin of the infection. 
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The group strongly recommends that the OIE Central Bureau prepares consolidated guidelines for all its 
procedures.  As it appears that, for example, references to the procedures for gaining or regaining country 
status is spread over a number of resolutions over a number of years,  These should be brought together into 
one document and made available on the website for practical and transparency reasons.  There may be other 
areas where this could be done as well.  

The group discussed the problem when a country could not introduce a containment zone but could amend its 
zoning to take account of the new epidemiological situation. The group would agree that a re-zoning would be 
possible if sufficient and appropriate information was provided by the member country. Then the country 
could apply to the OIE to amend its zoning using the normal OIE procedures and the Scientific Commission is 
able to approve this status without the approval of the International Committee according to Resolution No 
XXI of May 2003. 

4. Review of Member Country comments on the draft Guidelines Appendix 3.x.x. and Chapter 
1.3.5. on zoning and compartmentalisation 

The group discussed the comments received from a number of member countries.  Specific comments were 
given by the group to all the comments received by the OIE. 

The group stressed the importance of the responsibilities of the veterinary services concerning 
compartmentalisation. The group highlighted the importance of following Chapter 1.1.2 in all matters relating 
to the compartment concerning certification and that this was reflected in the meaning of direct control in 
Article 3.x.x.8.  The group felt that there was no need to amend this point. 

The group agreed that the concept of the containment zone should be incorporated in this Chapter and that it 
should be further examined to see if it was practical to have different sections for zoning and 
compartmentalisation. From a preliminary review there appears to be some merit in pursuing such an 
approach.  This should be included in the agenda of the next meeting of the Group. 

As some comments were submitted concerning the AI check list for compartmentalisation the group felt that 
this check list should be reviewed by the group.  This should be added to the agenda of the next meeting of the 
Group. 

The Group noted with satisfaction that the OIE had already replaced Veterinary Administration with 
Veterinary Authority throughout the text. 

The Group agreed that the compartment should be agreed on a disease by disease basis but this did not 
necessarily mean that 2 or more separate dossiers for approval had to be put forward as long as all the disease 
were covered adequately in the submission to the Veterinary Authority. 

The Group understood the difficulties expressed by certain comments concerning the surveillance around the 
establishment(s) comprising a compartment and any additional cost in this respect should be borne by the 
compartment as it is their own interests.  However, any agreed increased surveillance should be by agreement 
and not mandatory and if this is not possible then other additional biosecurity measures may be needed 
depending on the situation.  It should be up to each member country based on their own situation to handle 
this aspect bearing in mind that any additional surveillance will be probably be helpful in improving the 
animal health situation in the country. 

The detailed response to Member Country comments and recommendations will be referred to the Scientific 
Commission for further consideration. 

Epidemiological modelling 

• Postponed to the next meeting so an appropriately qualified expert could join the Group.  

5. Future working schedule and priority issues for the ad hoc Group: 

• Guidelines for animal disease control and contingency planning 

6. Finalisation and adoption of draft report 

_______________ 
…/Appendice 



AHG-Epidemiology/Sept. 2007 Appendix VI (contd.) 

Scientific Commission/September 2007 49 

Appendix I 

MEETING OF THE 

OIE AD HOC GROUP ON EPIDEMIOLOGY 

Paris, 4 – 7 September 2007 
_____ 

Agenda 

1. Adoption of agenda and appointment of rapporteur 

2. Review of the rinderpest surveillance guidelines (Appendix 3.8.2, Terrestrial Code edition 2007) for 
consistency with other disease-specific surveillance appendices (e.g. FMD) 

3. Review of the revisions on the chapter, surveillance guidelines and questionnaire for the evaluation of country 
status for CBPP based on revised rinderpest documents 

4. Proposals for a fast track procedure to regain free disease or infection free status following the establishment 
of a containment zone 

5. Review of Member Country comments on the draft Guidelines Appendix 3.x.x. and Chapter 1.3.5. on zoning 
and compartmentalisation 

6. Epidemiological modelling 

7. Future working schedule and priority issues for ad hoc Group: 

8. Guidelines for animal disease control and contingency planning 

9. Finalisation and adoption of draft report 

____________ 
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Appendix II 

MEETING OF THE 
OIE AD HOC GROUP ON EPIDEMIOLOGY WITH INVITED EXPERTS 

Paris, 4 – 7 September 2007 
______ 

List of participants 

MEMBERS 

Prof. Vincenzo Caporale  
 (President of the OIE Scientific Commission for 
Animal Diseases) 
Director, Istituto Zooprofilattico Sperimentale 
dell’Abruzzo e del Molise ‘G. Caporale’ 
Via Campo Boario, 64100 Teramo 
ITALY 
Tel.: (39-0861) 33.22.33 
Fax: (39-0861) 33.22.51 
direttore@izs.it 
 
Dr Armando Giovannini 
(Invited but could not attend) 
OIE Collaborating Centre, Istituto Zooprofilattico 
Sperimentale dell'Abruzzo e del Molise "G. 
Caporale", Via Campo Boario, 64100 Teramo 
ITALY 
Tel: (39 0861) 33 21 
Fax (39 0861) 33 22 51 
a.giovannini@izs.it 
 
Prof. Arnon Shimshony 
Tabenkin st 37a 
Tel-Aviv 69353 
ISRAEL 
Tel.: (972-3) 648.15.15 
Fax: (972-3) 644.55.81 
ashimsh@agri.huji.ac.il 

Dr Preben Willeberg 
(Invited but could not attend) 
Chief Veterinary Officier, Danish Veterinary and 
Food Administration, Ministry of Food, Agriculture 
and Fisheries, Morkhoj Bygade 19 
DK-2860 Soborg, DENMARK 
Tel.: (45) 33.95.60.00 / 33.95.61.15 
Fax: (45) 39.67.52.48 / 33.95.60.01 
pw@fvst.dk 
 
Dr Howard Batho 
European Commission, Health and Consumer 
Protection Dir.-Gen. 
Directorate E - Food Safety 
D1 - Animal health and the committees 
Rue Froissart 3rd Floor, room 76 
B-1049 Bruxelles 
BELGIUM 
Tel.: (32-2) 296.29.59 
Fax: (32-2) 295.31.44 
Howard.Batho@ec.europa.eu 
 

Dr José Naranjo 
Foot and Mouth Disease Center / PAHO-WHO 
Av Presidente Kennedy 
7778 Sao Bento 
Duque de Caxias, Rio de Janeiro 
CEP 25040-000, BRAZIL 
Tel.: (55-21) 36.61.90.24 
Fax: (55-21) 36.61.90.01 
jnaranjo@panaftosa.ops-oms.org 
 
Dr Cristóbal Zepeda Sein 
Coordinator of International Activities,  
Centers for Epidemiology and Animal Health 
OIE Collaborating Center for Animal Disease, 
Surveillance Systems and Risk Analysis 
USDA-APHIS-VS-CEAH 
2150 Centre Ave, Building B 
Fort Collins, CO 80526-8117 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 
Tel.: (1-970) 217.85.87 
Fax: (1-970) 472.26.68 
cristobal.zepeda@aphis.usda.gov 
 

INVITED EXPERTS (from 4 to 7 September) 

Dr Jeffrey C. Mariner 
Senior Epidemiologist 
International Livestock Research Institute 
PO Box 30709 
Nairobi 00100 
KENYA 
Tel: +254 20 422 3432 
Fax: +254 20 422 3001 
j.mariner@cgiar.org 
 

Dr Archie G. Norval 
(Invited but could not attend) 
PO Box 915 
Mariental 
NAMIBIA 
Tel:  
Fax:  
archie@mweb.com.na 
heavy mails to vet service : 
bamhare@mawrd.na 

OIE CENTRAL BUREAU 

Dr Bernard Vallat 
Director General 
12 rue de Prony 
75017 Paris 
FRANCE 
Tel: 33 - (0)1 44 15 18 88 
Fax: 33 - (0)1 42 67 09 87 
oie@oie.int 
 

Dr Gideon Brückner 
Head, Scientific and Technical Department  
g.bruckner@oie.int 
 
Dr Tomoko Ishibashi 
Deputy Head, Scientific and Technical Department 
t.ishibashi@oie.int 
 
Dr Lea Knopf 
Recognition of countries’ animal disease status 
Scientific and Technical Department 
l.knopf@oie.int 

______________ 
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Appendix III 

RINDERPEST INFECTION FREE COUNTRY 

Report of Country which applies for recognition of status, under Chapter 2.2.12 and Appendix 
3.8.2 of the Terrestrial Animal Health Code, as a rinderpest infection free country  

Please address concisely the following topics. National regulations laws 
and Veterinary Administration directives may be referred to and annexed as appropriate 

1. Introduction 

1.1. Geographical factors. Provide a general description of the country including physical, geographical and 
other factors that are relevant to rinderpest dissemination, countries sharing common borders and other 
countries that although may not be adjacent share a link for the potential introduction of disease. 
Provide a map identifying the factors above. 

1.2. Livestock industry. Provide a general description of the livestock industry in the country. 

2. Veterinary system 

2.1. Legislation. Provide a list and summary of all relevant veterinary legislation in relation to rinderpest.  

2.2. Veterinary Services. Provide documentation on the compliance of the Veterinary Service of the country 
with the provisions of Chapters 1.3.3. and 1.3.4. of the Terrestrial Code and I.1.2 of the Terrestrial 
Manual and describe how the veterinary services supervise and control all rinderpest related activities. 
Provide maps and tables wherever possible. 

2.3. Role of farmers, industry and other relevant groups in rinderpest surveillance and control (include a 
description of training and awareness programs on rinderpest) 

2.4. Role of private veterinary profession in rinderpest surveillance and control 

3. Rinderpest eradication 

3.1. History. Provide a description of the rinderpest history in the country, date of first detection, origin of 
infection, date of eradication, lineage(s) present. 

3.2. Strategy. Describe how rinderpest was controlled and eradicated (e.g. stamping-out, modified 
stamping-out, zoning), provide timeframe for eradication 

3.3. Vaccines and vaccination. Was rinderpest vaccine ever used? If so, when was the last vaccination 
carried out? What species were vaccinated? Has heterologous vaccine been used in cattle, buffalo or 
yak? 

3.4. Legislation, organisation and implementation of the rinderpest eradication campaign. Provide a 
description of the organizational structure at the different levels. Indicate if detailed operational 
guidelines exist and give a brief summary. 

3.5. Animal identification and movement control. Are susceptible animals identified (individually or at a 
group level)? Provide a description of the methods of animal identification, herd registration and 
traceability. How are animal movements controlled in the country? Provide evidence on the 
effectiveness of animal identification and movement controls. 
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4. Rinderpest diagnosis 

Provide evidence that a system is in place for the rapid confirmation of a suspected outbreak i.e. that the 
provisions in Chapters I.1.2 and 2.2.12.4.2 of the Terrestrial Manual are applied. In particular, the following 
points should be addressed: 

4.1. Is rinderpest laboratory diagnosis carried out in the country? If so, provide a list of approved laboratories. 
If not, provide the name(s) of and the arrangements with the laboratory(ies) samples are sent to. 

4.2. Provide an overview of the rinderpest approved laboratories, in particular to address the following points: 

4.2.1. Procedures for the official accreditation of laboratories. Give details of internal quality 
management systems, e.g. Good Laboratory Practice, ISO etc. that exist in, or planned for, the 
laboratory system.  

4.2.2. Give details of participation in inter-laboratory validation tests (ring tests).  

4.2.3. Is live virus handled? 

4.2.4. Biosecurity measures applied 

4.2.5. Details of the type of tests undertaken  

5. Rinderpest surveillance 

Provide documentary evidence that surveillance for rinderpest in the country complies with the provisions of 
Appendix 3.8.2. of the Terrestrial Code and Chapter 2.2.12.2 of the Terrestrial Manual. In particular, the 
following points should be addressed: 

5.1. Clinical suspicion. What are the criteria for raising a suspicion of rinderpest? What is the procedure to 
notify (by whom and to whom) and what penalties are involved for failure to report? Provide a summary 
table indicating, for the past two years, the number of suspect cases, the number of samples tested for 
rinderpest virus, species, type of sample, testing method(s) and results (including differential diagnosis). 
In particular, provide evidence of compliance with the provisions of paragraph 3.5. of Appendix 3.8.2 of 
the Terrestrial Code. 

5.2. Serological surveillance. Are serological surveys conducted? If so, provide detailed information on the 
survey design in accordance with paragraph 3 to 5 of Appendix 3.8.2 of the Terrestrial Code,1 (annual 
sample sizes shall be sufficient to provide 95% probability of detecting evidence of rinderpest if present 
at a prevalence of 1% of herds or other sampling units and 5% within herds or other sampling units). 
How frequently are they conducted? Are wildlife susceptible species included in serological surveys? If 
not, explain the rationale. Provide a summary table indicating, for the past two years, the number of 
samples tested for rinderpest virus, species, type of sample, testing method(s) and results (including 
differential diagnosis). Provide details on follow up actions taken on all suspicious and positive results. 

5.3. Livestock demographics and economics. What is the susceptible animal population by species and 
production systems? How many herds, flocks, etc., of each susceptible species are in the country? How 
are they distributed (e.g., herd density, etc.)? Provide tables and maps as appropriate. 

                                                 
1 Accounts of the ages for eruption of the incisor teeth vary markedly and are clearly dependent on species, breed, nutritional 

status and nature of the feed. 

Therefore, for the purposes of serosurveillance, it should be noted that: 
a) cattle having only one pair of erupted permanent central incisor teeth are aged between 21 and 36 months (Asian 

buffalos 24-48 months); 
b) cattle having only two pairs of erupted permanent central incisor teeth are aged between 30 and 48 months (Asian 

buffalos 48-60 months). 
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5.4. Wildlife demographics. What susceptible species are present in the country? Provide estimates of 
population sizes and geographic distribution. What are the measures in place to prevent contact between 
domestic and wildlife susceptible species? 

5.5. Slaughterhouses and markets. Where are the major livestock marketing or collection centers? What are 
the patterns of livestock movement within the country? How are the animals transported and handled 
during these transactions. 

6. Rinderpest prevention 

6.1. Coordination with neighbouring countries. Are there any relevant factors about the adjacent countries 
that should be taken into account (e.g., size, distance from adjacent border to affected herds or animals)? 
Describe coordination, collaboration and information sharing activities with neighbouring countries. 

6.2. Import control procedures 

From what countries or zones does the country authorize the import of susceptible animals or their 
products? What criteria are applied to approve such countries or zones? What controls are applied on 
entry of such animals and products, and subsequent internal movement? What import conditions and test 
procedures are required? Are imported animals of susceptible species required to undergo a quarantine or 
isolation period? If so, for how long and where? Are import permits and health certificates required? 
What other procedures are used? Provide summary statistics of imports of susceptible animals and their 
products for the past two years, specifying country or zone of origin, species and volume. 

6.2.1. Provide a map with the number and location of ports, airports and land crossings. Is the 
official service responsible for import controls part of the official services, or is it an 
independent body? If it is an independent body, describe its management structure, staffing 
levels and resources, and its accountability to the central veterinary services. Describe the 
communication systems between the central authorities and the border inspection posts, and 
between border inspection posts. 

6.2.2. Describe the regulations, procedures, type and frequency of checks at the point of entry into 
the country and/or their final destination, concerning the import and follow up of the 
following: 

a) animals 
b) genetic material (semen and embryos) 
c) animal products  
d) veterinary medicinal products (i.e. biologics) 

6.2.3. Describe the action available under legislation, and actually taken, when an illegal import is 
detected. Provide information on detected illegal imports. 

7. Control measures and contingency planning 

7.1. Give details of any written guidelines, including contingency plans, available to the official services for 
dealing with suspected or confirmed outbreaks of rinderpest. 

7.2. Is quarantine imposed on premises with suspicious cases, pending final diagnosis? What other 
procedures are followed regarding suspicious cases? 

7.3. In the event of a rinderpest outbreak: 

7.3.1 indicate the sampling and testing procedures used to identify and confirm presence of the 
causative agent. 

7.3.2 describe the actions taken to control the disease situation in and around any holdings found to 
be infected with rinderpest, 
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7.3.3 indicate the control and/or eradication procedures (e.g. vaccination, stamping out, partial 
slaughter/vaccination etc) that would be taken, 

7.3.4 describe the procedures used to confirm that an outbreak has been successfully 
controlled/eradicated, including any restrictions on restocking, 

7.3.5 Give details of any compensation payments made available to farmers etc when animals are 
slaughtered for disease control/eradication purposes. 

8. Compliance with the Terrestrial Code 

8.1. The Delegate of the country must submit documentary evidence that the provisions of Article 2.2.12.2 or 
3.8.1.6 (historical freedom) have been properly implemented and supervised. 

9. Recovery of status 

Countries applying for recovery of status should comply with the provisions of Article 2.2.12.3 of the 
Terrestrial Code and provide detailed information as specified in sections 3.1, 3.2, 3.3 and 5.2 of this report. 
Information in relation to other sections need only be supplied if relevant. 

_______________ 
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Appendix VII 

Original: English 
September 2007 

OIE AD HOC GROUP FOR EVALUATION OF COUNTRY STATUS  

FOR BOVINE SPONGIFORM ENCEPHALOPATHY IN ACCORDANCE 

WITH THE TERRESTRIAL ANIMAL HEALTH CODE  

Paris, 16–20 July and 12–14 September 2007  

_______ 

A.-  Joint Meeting Report  

In two sessions, the meeting of the Ad hoc Group for evaluation of country submissions as complying with the 2007 
bovine spongiform encephalopathy (BSE) Chapter of the OIE Terrestrial Animal Health Code (the Terrestrial 
Code) for recognition as ‘negligible BSE risk’ or ‘controlled BSE risk’ status was held at OIE headquarters from 16 
to 20 July 2007 and 12 to 14 September 2007. The agenda and list of participants are provided as Appendices I and 
II, respectively. Dr. M. Nunn, due to other commitments, has resigned from the group. A replacement will be 
sought, bearing in mind the need to ensure geographical representation in the evaluative process. Prof. V. Caporale, 
President of the OIE Scientific Commission for Animal Diseases, chaired part of the first session, the balance of 
which and the second session being chaired by Dr. J. Kellar. Drs. K. Van Dyck and J. Kellar shared rapporteur 
responsibilities. 

The OIE Director General, Dr B. Vallat welcomed the Group and briefly reiterated the evolution of the OIE’s 
involvement in standards for BSE and its dedication of Dr. L. Knopf to that process under the direction of Dr. G. 
Brückner. He acknowledged the considerable workload and restrictive time lines this represented for the OIE and 
the Ad hoc Group. He outlined the process whereby the recommendations of this Group would be considered and 
endorsed by the Scientific Commission for Animal Diseases (SCAD) at its meeting the week of September 17 
2007, followed by 60 days for comment by Delegates of Member countries, and then comment and adoption by the 
International Committee at the General Session in May 2008. 

Dr G. Brückner, Head of the OIE Technical and Scientific Department, welcomed the Group and stressed the need 
for consistency of approach in assessing dossiers submitted for evaluation of BSE status against the BSE chapter of 
the 2007 Terrestrial Code. He described the greater lead time now being given member countries for comments 
regarding proposed BSE assessments. Further to that development, he announced an ensuing September 2007 
Administrative Commission discussion on the potential interim use of status designations pending statutory May 
votes of the International Commission.  

At the time of the September 2007 session, he noted that a delegation had arrived from Paraguay and asked that the 
Group meet with it during the course of that session. Although the Paraguayan submission had arrived too late for 
assessment in the current round, the Group’s cursory assessment would permit an exchange of questions face to 
face to facilitate Paraguay’s provision of additional documentation which might be required in a January 2008 
review. 

Consistent with guidance from Prof. Caporale during preceding sessions, the group compared and contrasted all of 
the dossiers received before making formal evaluations against the BSE Chapter of the 2007 Terrestrial Code. Dr. 
Vallat and Prof. Caporale stressed the need for strict confidentiality concerning the deliberations of the Group, 
noting that all dossiers remained confidential as did the discussions, the Ad hoc Group’s notes, and any preliminary 
evaluations and recommendations (which could not be finalised until after consideration by SCAD and final 
adoption by the International Committee at the General Session in May 2008. During consideration of the dossiers, 
to avoid any actual or perceived conflict of interest, members whose own countries were being evaluated withdrew 
themselves from assessment of those respective submissions. 
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This report, like its predecessor, includes a section on technical comments, clearly differentiated from the 
evaluations made against the BSE chapter of the 2007 Terrestrial Code. The Ad hoc Group continues to experience 
challenges in evaluating the country dossiers. It has retained the technical reference to highlight to the Scientific 
Commission and the International Committee a number of technical issues and concerns underlying those 
challenges. The Group is encouraged in this regard by the OIE’s scheduling in November 2007 of an Ad hoc Group 
on these and related subject matter concerning the BSE chapter of the Terrestrial Code. 

1. Technical comments 

1.1. Evaluation of BSE status in the context of broader considerations 

The Group continues to evaluate BSE status in the context of broader considerations, particularly the 
influence of other Chapters of the Code. It noted that in considering the recommendations of the Group’s 
October 2005 meeting, SCAD had taken into account interpretations arising from, in particular, the Code 
Chapters on surveillance, risk analysis, and evaluation of veterinary services. 

The Group continues to acknowledge that SCAD’s consideration of this broader context (and related 
guidance to SCAD by the Director General) reflects SCAD’s desire for flexibility in interpretation of the 
Code and related documents ― taking into account the experience, expertise and judgement of its own 
members and those of its Ad hoc Groups. As witnessed in SCAD’s interpretation of 2005 country 
submissions, this position reflects the complexity of the work undertaken and the inadequacy of 
following what would otherwise be an automatic ‘checklist’ approach. 

The Group reaffirmed, as in its preceding sessions of November 2006 and January 2007, that if the 
process detected an apparent inconsistency between any part of the Code Chapter on BSE, the risk 
assessment guidelines and the questionnaire on BSE status, the Chapter would rule. It was agreed that if 
any apparent inconsistency were detected, the Group would, through its chair, formally advise SCAD 
and propose a possible means to resolve the situation. 

1.2. Dossier allocations among Group members 

The Group noted that the system of allocating – electronically, in advance of the meeting - specific 
dossiers for detailed review and presentation by particular members of the Group continues to work well 
except in the unfortunately repetitive circumstances in which members cannot attend one or more of the 
conjoint sessions. Despite this latter reality, as demonstrated by the absence of two experts during the 
September 2007 session, The Group continues to pursue the ideal that two members review each dossier 
in parallel, each member bringing different skills and experience that ensure a more thorough review and 
preliminary evaluation than if only one member were so assigned.  

It was also noted that in some cases, particularly with any country that had provided abbreviated 
information for evaluation to confirm a BSE status that had previously been evaluated and endorsed, 
reference needed to be made to previous dossiers from that country. New members of the Group who had 
not been involved in evaluating the initial dossier from such a country did not always have information 
sufficient to support an evaluation to confirm a country’s previously endorsed status.  

The OIE Secretariat has thus made available, for reference at each meeting of the Group, hard and 
electronic copies of previous dossiers and related correspondence for each country being evaluated.  

1.3. Importance of ensuring that dossiers adhere to format of BSE status questionnaire 

The Group noted that the evaluation of BSE status against the requirements of the Code was greatly 
facilitated when dossiers presented information exactly as requested and in the format of the 
questionnaire. Dossiers received during the current round of submissions represented a markedly 
improved adherence to the OIE standard, reflecting the clarity of the initial guidance and the benefit 
derived from reminders provided to submittors following the preceding round of evaluations. The Group 
continues to caution that dossiers which do not comply with the questionnaire format might omit 
information that would increase the likelihood of a favourable evaluation.  
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1.4. Importance of submitting dossiers electronically and on time 

The Group reiterated, as during its preceding sessions, the concerns of its Chairman regarding evaluation 
inefficiencies caused by tardy submissions. The pre-meeting assignment of dossiers among members is 
dependent upon both their scheduled arrival and their receipt in electronic format. The Group noted that 
the early distribution of dossiers before meetings helped to ensure that members were well prepared and 
that the face-to-face meetings were efficient. Having voluminous dossiers in electronic format 
(particularly as Adobe .pdf files) greatly facilitates their distribution to members. The Group thanks the 
OIE Secretariat for advances achieved in this crucial area. 

1.5. Transition to the new evaluative process  

Both the Group and submittors continue to display evidence of a smooth transition to BSE status 
evaluation based on the 2007 Code and the associated questionnaire template. Technical points raised in 
this report, as in its last iteration, are considered administrative in nature as opposed to reflecting on the 
process itself. The greater definition and objectivity in terms of information sought regarding key BSE 
program elements and the guidance received from SCAD and Dr. B. Vallat since 2005 has facilitated the 
transition.  

1.6. Responding to incomplete dossiers 

In the continuing spirit of flexibility which governs the current evaluative process, the Group sought 
additional information and clarification from submittors when dossiers were considered incomplete upon 
initial review. Where applicable, questions were directed in writing to Delegates except for one occasion 
on which representatives were on hand to receive the enquiries directly.   

As an adjunct to the above process, the Group agreed to continue to accept other relevant information 
(e.g. from GBR, Eurostat, FAO) when available and advisable to supplement – but not replace – that 
included in otherwise incomplete dossiers. It also agreed that it should specifically cite the source of any 
additional information used and note this in its report to the relevant Delegate whenever this is done. 
During the current session, this recourse was generally limited to the determination of the size of national 
cattle populations 24 months and older. 

1.7. The appropriate period for the risk assessment 

The Ad hoc Group reiterates its noting of an apparent inconsistency between the risk assessment 
guidelines and the questionnaire on recognition of BSE status with regard to the period to be scrutinized 
for imports of both animals and MBM. Seven and eight years, respectively, are specified in the 
questionnaire but not in the risk assessment guidelines. The Ad hoc Group notes that the Code itself does 
not limit the time period.  

In deference to the Code and reflecting on the world experience in the demographics of animal and 
MBM movements from infected countries in the 1990s, the Ad hoc Group recommends that the period in 
the questionnaire be specified as a minimum of 14 years, reflecting about twice the 95th percentile of the 
estimated incubation period, about three times the average incubation period, and a reasonable average 
maximum lifetime for cattle. 

As in former sessions, the recommended modification does not negatively impact submissions received. 

1.8. Assessment of feed ban effectiveness  

The Group continued to explore the interpretation of what constitutes an appropriate level of control and 
audit, especially in countries in which BSE had occurred, irrespective of the minimal number - or year of 
birth - of cases. The Group continued to approach this issue in the spirit of flexibility advocated by 
SCAD as alluded to earlier in this report. As in prior sessions, within each submission, feed ban findings 
were judged on their own merit and in conjunction with those of the associated risk assessment and 
surveillance applications.  
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To ensure consistency in evaluation among countries, a table was developed wherein summary 
information from all current submissions was compared and contrasted while reflecting on the process in 
respect of countries submitted during the November 2006 and January 2007 sessions. The Group 
dedicated considerable time to discussion of the subject, particularly in respect of countries qualifying for 
recognition as being of “negligible BSE risk”.  

As in its previous report, the Group reminds countries that feed testing programs predicated on detection 
of only elevated thresholds of contamination (0.5% or 1.0 %), while sensitive to deliberate violations, are 
unlikely to detect inadvertent cross-contamination. 

Since the inception of the BSE Chapter, risk assessment and surveillance results have served as the key 
points of reference in assessment of the underlying BSE prevalence of a country. The November 2006 
and January 2007 assessment process marked the first time that detailed surveillance findings – on an age 
cohort basis facilitated by the BSurvE model – were reviewed in terms of the additional contribution that 
they might also make towards gauging the apparent effectiveness of a feed ban. Consideration of 
surveillance and risk assessment results were again employed in the currently reported sessions to ensure 
that the overarching concept of mitigation commensurate with risk was not lost upon those conducting 
evaluations pursuant to the Code and the 2005 guidance of the SCAD alluded to earlier in this document. 

1.9. Assessment of surveillance adequacy 

As in previously reported sessions, assessment of several countries showed that they clearly merited an 
evaluation of better than ‘undetermined BSE risk’, although their surveillance programs – while 
approaching - had not yet accumulated the target number of surveillance points formally required for 
designation as “controlled BSE risk”. In acknowledgement of the evolution in surveillance guidance in 
the Code over time; the conservative allotment of surveillance credits in Table 2 of Appendix 3.8.4; as 
well as the particular challenge facing countries with smaller cattle populations, the Group approached 
this issue in the spirit of flexibility advocated by SCAD as alluded to earlier in this report.  

For countries with a cattle population of close to one million adult animals, a comprehensive testing 
program and surveillance points approaching but not having reached the required allotment, the Group 
reviewed the statistical surveillance trend and extrapolated to determine whether the allotment would 
have been achieved by moving the seven year window of assessment forward to encompass 2001 - 2007 
calendar years in lieu of 2000 - 2006. The Group noted the fact in the assessments so affected. 

For a limited number of countries with a very small cattle population – a perennial assessment challenge 
- surveillance targets were established by way of a linear extrapolation from the mid-point of the lowest 
population range in Table 1 of Appendix 3.8.4 to the sizes of the adult cattle populations of those 
submittors. While the Group recognized that the sigmoidal nature of the statistical curve underlying the 
relationships in Table 1 might not fully support the extrapolation, it nevertheless applied the process in 
the recognition that, were such countries able to apply the underlying BSurvE model in its entirety to 
their populations, in all probability they would have attained a higher cumulative points score. The latter 
observation flows from the fact that the abridging process of Table 2 of Appendix 3.8.4 allots points in 
accordance with the lowest qualifying age within each age range described. 

International commerce under the WTO and facilitated by the OIE has fostered a significant commercial 
migration of cattle among countries, for not only immediate slaughter but also breeding purposes and 
eventual attrition at ages key to BSE surveillance. While BSE surveillance points may be accrued by 
countries which immediately or eventually harvest such imports, the scientifically defensible attribution 
of the associated BSurvE points is to only the geography in which the tested animals resided during their 
respective “windows of vulnerability” to BSE infection. 

While the loss of such points is not an issue for countries of large populations and robust testing 
programs, it could negatively impact the submissions of others, particularly in the case of smaller 
national cattle herds. One country evaluated to date exported two of every three slaughter animals, for 
example. The Group reminds member countries that merit might exist in pursuing the domestic 
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attribution of BSE points gathered from indigenous animals harvested elsewhere.  The process carries a 
significant responsibility, in that the Group will only acknowledge those BSurvE points harvested 
beyond a submittor’s borders if it has been demonstrated that they represent indigenous animals whose 
windows of vulnerability to BSE infection encompassed their period of domestic residence.   

To encourage countries to strive to improve their surveillance and progress towards a higher BSE status, 
the Group commits to the following draft paragraph adopted in the previously reported sessions. The 
Group recommends that it be included in evaluation reports provided to Delegates of countries that have 
not yet met the target number of surveillance points but that are clearly striving to implement 
surveillance and risk mitigation measures to improve their BSE status: 

A review of your dossier indicates that the trend in the number of surveillance points 
described is approaching the target number for designation as [Controlled BSE Risk OR 
Negligible BSE Risk] for the size of your country’s adult cattle population in accordance 
with the surveillance requirements specified in Appendix 3.8.4. Designation of your country 
as [Controlled BSE Risk OR Negligible BSE Risk] took into consideration this trend, in the 
light of the risk assessment and mitigation measures undertaken, despite the fact that you 
have not yet attained the target number of surveillance points formally required. For OIE to 
confirm this positive trend is continuing [OR that the target has been attained] you are 
reminded that you should ensure that your annual report includes specific details of your 
annual surveillance. These details should be provided in the format of Table 3.6 in Section 3 
of the questionnaire on recognition of BSE status. 

1.10.  Ongoing surveillance requirements 

As initially noted in its previous report from the November 2006 and January 2007 sessions, the Group 
continues to support – in respect of ongoing surveillance requirements - the following draft paragraph for 
inclusion, where relevant, in reports to Delegates: 

A review of your dossier indicates that you have met the surveillance requirements for 
designation as [Controlled BSE Risk OR Negligible BSE Risk] for the size of your country’s 
adult cattle population in accordance with the surveillance requirements specified in 
Appendix 3.8.4. The retention of such status depends in part on the continuing accumulation 
of surveillance points.  

To continue to designate the status of a country as Negligible BSE Risk, in reference to 
Appendix 3.8.4, the continuing surveillance requirement becomes that of level B. To 
continue to designate the status of a country as Controlled BSE Risk, in reference to 
Appendix 3.8.4, once seven years of surveillance has been undertaken at level A, the 
continuing surveillance requirement may be reduced to that required under level B 
(provided all other indicators remain positive).  

In both instances, to continue to conform with the requirements of Appendix 3.8.4, ongoing 
annual surveillance must continue to include all clinical cases and at least three of the four 
prescribed subpopulations must continue to be sampled. It is expected that surveillance in 
each succeeding year will contribute no less than one-seventh of the number of surveillance 
points required for designation as [Negligible BSE Risk, OR Controlled BSE Risk with 
Surveillance Level B].  

1.10. Assessment self-critique 

The experience of having processed approximately 40 submissions has permitted the Group to identify a 
number of areas worthy of revision in respect of the questionnaire or the underlying Code provisions 
upon which it is founded. These are brought to the attention of the SCAD for requested guidance which 
includes in part the November Ad hoc Group of experts alluded to earlier in this report. 

The questionnaire refers only to controls in establishments using material of bovine origin. In order to 
assess the control over the implementation of the feed ban, it should encompass all establishments. 
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The adult cattle population not requested but required for each assessment against Table 1 of Appendix 
3.8.4, should be incorporated in the questionnaire. 

In support of circumstances where the aggregation of surveillance points serves as the singular obstacle 
for classification advancement in accordance with the Terrestrial Code and in particular in respect of 
interpretations against the requirements of Appendix 3.8.4, it would assist the Group if the Epidemiology  
Ad hoc Group or the BSE Surveillance  Ad hoc Group could undertake to define the relationship between 
the points allocations of Table 2 of that Appendix and those which would accrue in a full BSurvE 
application to the same circumstance, assuming a nominal age distribution curve for the surveyed 
population.  

A review is requested of the evaluative process whereby a country, due to insufficient surveillance 
points, might by default be assigned an undetermined risk status clearly not applicable in light of the 
composite of other circumstances.  

2. Country Evaluations 

As in its deliberations of November 2006 and January 2007, the Group employed a matrix restricted to 
internal purposes, incorporating the key parameters which described the BSE program of each submittor and 
observations made in respect of each.  

The Ad hoc Group assessed the country dossiers of Norway, Iceland and the Member States of the EU. The 
dossier of Paraguay was rescheduled, with guidance to the submittor, for the January 2008 session as a result 
of its late receipt and the Group’s heavy workload.  

The distribution of dossiers among individual assessors led to a marked variability in the degree of 
information displayed to the Group in plenary discussion for comparison across all submissions. Towards 
achievement of a level of reporting uniformity which fairly portrayed the status of all submittors, the Group 
agreed upon a number of generic statements which abridge but reflect in each instance the underlying detailed 
assessment process. In so doing it sought to strike a balance which allowed member countries to see the basis 
on which decisions were made without inundation by peripheral facts. 

Consistent with other sessions, minimal discussion was required for the bulk of submissions which clearly 
gravitated towards the centre of the broad category of “controlled BSE risk”. Those resident at its extremes 
commanded much more time and, at the risk of redundancy, reiteration for consideration by the SCAD, 
following considerable discussion regarding ascertainment of feed ban adequacy, a series of commitments the 
Group felt guided by in its deliberations. They encompassed a pledge of fairness to all submissions; equivalent 
treatment of all, in both current and retrospective application as indicated by circumstances; adherence to 
precedents; guidance to submittors of incomplete dossiers and review of responsive revisions received within 
practicable time limits. 

At both polar extremes, the Group pursued in depth, further to the preceding commitments, both assistance to 
the submittors and consensus as to their status. In respect of the latter, regarding Finland and Sweden and in 
contrast to most discussions, while the majority favoured assignment of a status (“negligible BSE risk”), 
consensus could not be reached around underlying feed ban adequacy. 

The Group’s determinations yielded decisions generally of “negligible BSE risk” or “controlled BSE risk”. 
For those submissions in which the Group employed its discretion to interpret circumstances generally but not 
specifically covered by the assessment process, it included statements to indicate the fact in its report. 
Reference to the determination that surveillance credits accumulation by the end of calendar year 2007 will 
have met a surveillance goal is an example. This the Group considered as having assigned “controlled BSE 
risk with conditions requiring specific attention at the time of annual updates on status retention”. 

In response to questions regarding its role in assessment of updates received from countries generally or in 
response to the conditions described immediately above, the Group was advised that its guidance would be 
sought in instances in which the submitted information could impact upon status retention. The SCAD would 
otherwise process the updates in the manner of those submitted in respect of a number of other diseases. 
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For a number of countries, the information provided was inadequate for the Group to decide upon any of the 
preceding options. In consultation with Dr. G. Brückner, it was decided that the Group would report such 
situations as beyond determination and that Countries not meeting the negligible nor controlled risk status will 
not be submitted for the 60 days commenting period nor will they be presented at the International Committee 
in May 2008.  

The country of Taipei China had been assigned the status of “controlled BSE risk” during evaluations 
conducted in November 2006 and January 2007. In response to a request for a reassessment of its status during 
the current sessions, the Group assisted the OIE in preparation of a letter requesting updated information in 
respect of key parameters. Until receipt of new information, the Group maintains its former designation. 

B.-  Country Evaluation Reports 
1. AUSTRIA 

The submission from Austria sought assessment against the requirements for recognition as complying with 
the 2007 Terrestrial Code. Austria submitted a dossier conformed fully with the guidelines circulated for 
countries wishing to make a formal submission for evaluation of their BSE status against the requirements of 
the 2007 Terrestrial Code.  

Austria provided a description of its national Veterinary Services with particular reference to the allocation of 
legislation and organization in prospect of BSE prevention, detection and control.  

a) Section 1: Risk Assessment — Article 2.3.13.2 point 1 

Risk assessment for introduction of the BSE agent 

Although MBM imports during the interval of interest have been documented as taking the form of pet 
food, approximately 18,000 bovines were imported, mostly from European Union (EU) Member States - 
principally Germany - with a minority from third countries. No information was given on importations of 
products of bovine origin beyond the meat and bone meal (MBM). 

The Ad hoc Group considered that the conclusion of the release assessment was that there is a risk that the 
BSE agent entered Austria through one or more of the imported commodities from BSE-affected countries. 

Risk of recycling and amplification of the BSE agent 

Risk mitigation measures in Austria, from the Austrian Animal Materials Act and passage of BSE-specific 
national control measures in 1990 through to adoption of EU directives since accession in 1995, have 
generally paralleled those of the EU.  

The Ad hoc Group considered that the conclusion of the exposure assessment was that there is a decreasing 
risk of recycling and amplification of the BSE agent if it were present in the country’s cattle population. 

b) Surveillance according to Appendix 3.8.4. 

Surveillance streams as advocated by the OIE guidelines have been employed in the aggregation of a 
points’ total which, year by year, has been increasing to the point that, by incorporating 2007 among the 
seven years of documentation for review, will meet the requirements for an adult cattle population of the 
size described. 

The Ad hoc Group noted that the surveillance undertaken will meet by December 31, 2007 the minimum 
requirements of type A surveillance according to Article 3.8.4.3 of the Appendix 3.8.4 on surveillance for 
BSE in the 2007 Terrestrial Code.  
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c) Other requirements — Article 2.3.13.2 points 2–5: 

Awareness programme 

Evidence and documentation was provided to confirm a longstanding (1990) and broadly based training in 
the veterinary, agricultural and other sectors, including reference to the number of individuals addressed. 

The Ad hoc Group concluded that the awareness programme meets the requirements of the 2007 
Terrestrial Code.  

Compulsory notification and investigation 

Judicial incentives for compliance and notification were documented. Since 2001, EU-recognized ID and 
electronic database systems and herd registries have assisted. 

The Ad hoc Group noted that BSE has been declared a notifiable disease under relevant legislation since 
1991 and concluded that the system for compulsory notification and investigation meets the requirements 
of the 2007 Terrestrial Code. 

BSE monitoring and surveillance system 

Testing has taken place since 1990/1991 on a passive, clinical basis, progressing actively since in concert 
with EU provisions. 

Laboratory examination 

Since rapid testing started in 2001, National Veterinary Services labs have performed TSE testing 
employing rapid tests in accordance with EU guidance protocol. Laboratory procedures are qualified in 
accordance with EU standards. 

The Ad hoc Group concluded that the arrangements for laboratory examination meet the requirements of 
the 2007 Terrestrial Code. 

Appropriate level of control and audit of the feed ban 

The Ad hoc Group noted that the appropriate legislation, control and audit of the proper implementation of 
the feed ban are in force.  

d) BSE history in the country: 

Of the six animals diagnosed with BSE, the youngest birth cohort affected was June 2000.  

e) Compliance with Conditions for ‘negligible / ’Controlled BSE risk’ Status - Article 2.3.13.3 / Article 
2.3.13.4 

Based on the information provided, it is the recommendation of the Ad hoc Group that Austria be regarded 
as having met the requirements for recognition as complying with the 2007 BSE Chapter of the Terrestrial 
Code as ’Controlled BSE risk’ . 

f) Conclusions 

recommended status 

The BSE Ad hoc Group recommends ‘Controlled BSE risk’ 

SCAD message to country 

 Status 

Controlled BSE risk 
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 annual update, specific requirements 

Please provide continuing evidence that the Type A surveillance target has been met before transition 
to the Type B approach mentioned in the dossier. 

 specific comments with regard to the submitted dossier 

Transparent documentation closely adhered to the template provided, with ample reference material 
included. 

2. BELGIUM 

The submission from Belgium sought assessment against the requirements for recognition as complying with 
the 2007 Terrestrial Code. Belgium submitted a dossier conformed fully with the guidelines circulated for 
countries wishing to make a formal submission for evaluation of their BSE status against the requirements of 
the 2007 Terrestrial Code. 

Belgium provided a description of its national Veterinary Services with particular reference to the allocation 
of legislation and organization in prospect of BSE prevention, detection and control.  

a) Section 1: Risk Assessment — Article 2.3.13.2 point 1 

Risk assessment for introduction of the BSE agent 

During the interval 1999-2006, documentation related to the period 1999-2004 indicates the importation of 
more than 100,000 tons of MBM from third countries only, many of which represent countries at risk. The 
dossier provides raw information about MBM importation within the EU. It seems that a large amount of 
MBM has been introduced in Belgium during this period. Animal importation (more than 300,000 bovines 
in 1999-2004) has been overwhelmingly from other EU countries, and relatively little from third countries. 
Animal by- products were imported from several countries. 

Risk assessment for introduction of the BSE agent: The Ad hoc Group considered that the conclusion of 
the release assessment was that there is a risk that the BSE agent entered the Belgium through one or more 
of the imported commodities from BSE-affected countries. 

Risk of recycling and amplification of the BSE agent 

An appropriate level of controls and inspections concerning collection, elimination and destruction of 
carcasses and risk-specified materials (SRM) results in an adequate system to reduce the risk of recycling 
and amplification of BSE.  

The Ad hoc Group considered that the conclusion of the exposure assessment was that there is a decreasing 
risk of recycling and amplification of the BSE agent if it were present in the country’s cattle population. 

b) Surveillance according to Appendix 3.8.4. 

The Ad hoc Group noted that the surveillance undertaken meets the minimum requirements of type A 
surveillance according to Article 3.8.4.3 of the Appendix 3.8.4 on surveillance for BSE in the 2007 
Terrestrial Code.  

c) Other requirements — Article 2.3.13.2 points 2–5: 

Awareness programme 

Since 1995, all staff was involved over time. The Ad hoc Group concluded that the awareness programme 
meets the requirements of the 2007 Terrestrial Code.  

Compulsory notification and investigation 

The Ad hoc Group noted that BSE has been declared a notifiable disease under relevant legislation since 
1990 and concluded that the system for compulsory notification and investigation meets the requirements 
of the 2007 Terrestrial Code. 
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BSE monitoring and surveillance system 

Belgium includes as “suspect animals” both animals exhibiting “behavioral or clinical signs consistent 
with BSE,” as well as “non-ambulatory, recumbent.” Belgium also includes five additional categories of 
animals under the “suspect” classification.  

Laboratory examination 

The Ad hoc Group concluded that the arrangements for laboratory examination meet the requirements of 
the 2007 Terrestrial Code. 

Appropriate level of control and audit of the feed ban 

Belgium presents good information in this area and demonstrates that appropriate controls are in place 
concerning the feed ban. There is also a good registration system for cross-contamination at feed mills.  

The Ad hoc Group noted that the appropriate legislation, control and audit of the proper implementation of 
the feed ban are in force.  

d) BSE history in the country: 

The youngest birth cohort reported as affected by BSE was November 1998. 

e) Compliance with Conditions for ‘negligible / ’Controlled BSE risk’ Status - Article 2.3.13.3 / Article 
2.3.13.4 

Based on the information provided, it is the recommendation of the Ad hoc Group that Belgium be 
regarded as having met the requirements for recognition as complying with the 2007 BSE Chapter of the 
Terrestrial Code as ‘’Controlled BSE risk”. 

f) Conclusions 

recommended status 

The BSE Ad hoc Group recommends ‘Controlled BSE risk’ 

SCAD message to country 

 -Status 

Controlled BSE risk 

 Annual update, specific requirements 

 Specific comments with regard to the submitted dossier 

While several questions on the questionnaire seem to have been bundled up and summarized, the 
required information has been, by and large, presented. All tables have been placed in Annexes, not 
in the questionnaire itself, which was somewhat cumbersome, but in the final analysis the information 
is available. The Delegate of Belgium is invited, in future annual updates to OIE, to follow closely 
the format recommended by OIE in the guidelines circulated for countries wishing to make a formal 
submission for evaluation of their BSE status against the requirements of the Terrestrial Code 2007. 

3. CYPRUS 

The submission from Cyprus sought generic assessment against the requirements for recognition as complying 
with the 2007 Terrestrial Code. Cyprus submitted a dossier which conforming generally with the guidelines 
circulated for countries wishing to make a formal submission for evaluation of their BSE status against the 
requirements of the 2007 Terrestrial Code.  

Cyprus provided a description of its national Veterinary Services with particular reference to the allocation of 
legislation and organization in respect of BSE prevention, detection and control.  
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a) Section 1: Risk Assessment — Article 2.3.13.2 point 1 

Risk assessment for introduction of the BSE agent 

Imports of MBM, of limited numbers of cattle and of products of bovine origin have occurred during the 
interval of interest, with documentation of MBM origin, composition and destination except for missing 
records which relate to the statutory limitation on their retention. Documentation supports the longstanding 
risk mitigating position adopted by Cyprus in respect of these commodities. 

The Ad hoc Group considered that the conclusion of the release assessment was that there is a risk that the 
BSE agent entered Cyprus through one or more of the imported commodities from BSE-affected countries. 

Risk of recycling and amplification of the BSE agent 

Documentation made frequent reference to the evolution within Cyprus, before and upon its accession to 
the EU, of all those controls are internationally accepted as significant in mitigating the recycling and 
amplification of BSE. These are regarded as further supported by the fact that the traditional feeding of 
bovines in Cyprus, as well as government intervention in several related areas, has created a commercial 
and social environment, pre-dating the interval of interest, which de-emphasized the use of MBM. 

The Ad hoc Group considered that the conclusion of the exposure assessment was that there is a decreasing 
risk of recycling and amplification of the BSE agent if it were present in the country’s cattle population. 

b) Surveillance according to Appendix 3.8.4. 

The Ad hoc Group noted that the surveillance undertaken meets the minimum requirements of type A 
surveillance according to Article 3.8.4.3 of the Appendix 3.8.4 on surveillance for BSE in the 2007 
Terrestrial Code.  

c) Other requirements — Article 2.3.13.2 points 2–5: 

Awareness programme 

Evidence and documentation was provided to confirm a longstanding (since 1991) and broadly based 
(inspectors, practitioners, producers, industry and trade personnel, slaughterhouse and rendering) 
programme through all communications modes. The related contingency program has been updated 
periodically since 2003. 

The Ad hoc Group concluded that the awareness programme meets the requirements of the 2007 
Terrestrial Code.  

Compulsory notification and investigation 

Monetary and judicial incentives support compliance and notification. Since its 2001 initiation, the 
currently EU-recognized ID and electronic database system and herd registries have supported this 
process.  

The Ad hoc Group noted that BSE has been declared a notifiable disease under relevant legislation since 
1990 and concluded that the system for compulsory notification and investigation meets the requirements 
of the 2007 Terrestrial Code. 

BSE monitoring and surveillance system 

Testing within the recommended surveillance streams is further supported by the fact that 30 to 100% of 
herds are inspected by cooperative agreement with the National Veterinary Services annually as part of a 
general health program. 

Laboratory examination 

The Ad hoc Group concluded that the arrangements for laboratory examination meet the requirements of 
the 2007 Terrestrial Code. 
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Appropriate level of control and audit of the feed ban 

The Ad hoc Group noted that the appropriate legislation, control and audit of the proper implementation of 
the feed ban are in force.  

d) BSE history in the country: 

BSE has not been reported in Cyprus.  

e) Compliance with Conditions for ‘negligible / ’Controlled BSE risk’ Status - Article 2.3.13.3 / Article 
2.3.13.4 

Based on the information provided, it is the recommendation of the Ad hoc Group that Cyprus be regarded 
as having met the requirements for recognition as complying with the 2007 BSE Chapter of the Terrestrial 
Code as ’Controlled BSE risk’ . 

f) Conclusions 

recommended status 

The Ad hoc Group recommend ‘Controlled BSE risk’. 

SCAD message to country 

 Status 

Controlled BSE risk 

 annual update, specific requirements 

 specific comments with regard to the submitted dossier 

The transparent documentation adhered to the requested format, with reference material included, but 
requiring a degree of searching for key elements not portrayed fully in line with sections delineated. 

4. CZECH REPUBLIC 

The submission from the Czech Republic sought generic assessment against the requirements for recognition 
as complying with the 2007 Terrestrial Code. The Czech Republic submitted a dossier which conforming 
generally with the guidelines circulated for countries wishing to make a formal submission for evaluation of 
their BSE status against the requirements of the 2007 Terrestrial Code.  

The Czech Republic provided a description of its national Veterinary Services with particular reference to the 
allocation of legislation and organization in respect of BSE prevention, detection and control.  

a) Section 1: Risk Assessment — Article 2.3.13.2 point 1 

Risk assessment for introduction of the BSE agent 

A large amount of MBM was imported from BSE-risk countries, mainly Germany, Italy and Austria. Data 
are available since 1999. No information is available concerning species composition of the imported 
MBM.  

Cattle imports originated from BSE-risk countries, mainly Poland and Slovakia. Most of those imported 
from the EU were young cattle for immediate slaughter. 

Fresh, chilled or frozen meat and cattle offal (SRM removed) were imported from 1999 to September 
2006. 

The Ad hoc Group considered that the conclusion of the release assessment was that there is a risk that the 
BSE agent entered the Czech Republic through one or more of the imported commodities from BSE-
affected countries. 
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Risk of recycling and amplification of the BSE agent 

A ruminant to ruminant feed ban came into force in 1991, which was extended in 1996, a mammalian to 
ruminant feed ban came into force in 2001.  

In 1996, rendering parameters (133C, 20’ 3 bar <50 mm) were introduced and SRM was removed and 
disposed of since 2000. 

The Ad hoc Group considered that the conclusion of the exposure assessment was that there was a 
decreasing risk of recycling and amplification of the BSE agent if it were present in the country’s cattle 
population. 

b) Surveillance according to Appendix 3.8.4. 

Total cattle population was 1,389,629 in 2006. Total points exceeded 350,000, including only 1 clinical 
suspect.  

The Ad hoc Group noted that the surveillance undertaken meets the minimum requirements of type A 
surveillance according to Article 3.8.4.3. of Appendix 3.8.4 on surveillance for BSE in the 2007 
Terrestrial Code. 

c) Other requirements — Article 2.3.13.2 points 2–5  

Awareness programme 

Information about BSE was distributed starting from 1991 onwards. The awareness programme with the 
EU legislation complies in 2001. Farmers, authorized private veterinarians, official veterinarians and 
veterinary auxiliaries are involved in the programme. The Ad hoc Group concluded that the awareness 
programme meets the requirements of the 2007 Terrestrial Code.  

Compulsory notification and identification 

The Ad hoc Group noted that BSE has been declared a notifiable disease under relevant legislation since 
1999 and concluded that the system for compulsory notification and investigation meets the requirements 
of the 2007 Terrestrial Code. 

Laboratory examination 

Laboratory diagnosis has been performed since 1996, and SVI operates laboratory test approved by EU 
since 2002. The Ad hoc Group concluded that the arrangements for laboratory examination meet the 
requirements of the 2007 Terrestrial Code. 

Appropriate level of control and audit of the feed ban 

Control of feed by microscopy started in 1999, infractions were low (1-7) and found constantly even in 
2006. The Ad hoc Group noted that for the control of the proper implementation of the feed ban an 
increasing number of samples have been examined. 

The Ad hoc Group noted that the appropriate legislation, control and audit of the proper implementation of 
the feed ban are in force.  

d) BSE history in the country: 

The youngest BSE case was born in January 2001 

e) Compliance with Conditions for ‘controlled BSE risk’ Status - Article 2.3.13.4 

Based on the information provided, it is the recommendation of the Ad hoc Group that the Czech Republic 
be regarded as having met the requirements for recognition as complying with the 2007 BSE Chapter of 
the Terrestrial Code as ’Controlled BSE risk’. 
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f) Conclusions 

Recommended status 

The Ad hoc Group recommends ‘Controlled BSE risk’. 

SCAD message to country 

 Status 

‘Controlled BSE risk’ 

 annual update, specific requirements 

The Ad hoc Group requests that the Czech Republic review its categorization of tested animals by 
surveillance stream to ensure that the update presents a clear and defensible representation of the 
BSE surveillance programme (particularly in regard to the ratios among routine slaughter, 
casualty slaughter and fallen stock)  

 specific comments with regard to the submitted dossier 

The Ad hoc Group notes a disturbing relationship regarding the relative proportions of BSE 
surveillance samples represented by casualty slaughter and fallen stock. The values deviate markedly 
from both, the world experience in terms of animal mortality rates and the European experience in 
terms of surveillance application. 

5. DENMARK 

The submission from Denmark sought particular status assessment for controlled risk against the requirements 
for recognition as complying with the 2007 Terrestrial Code. Denmark submitted a dossier conformed fully 
with the guidelines circulated for countries wishing to make a formal submission for evaluation of their BSE 
status against the requirements of the 2007 Terrestrial Code.  

Denmark provided a description of its national Veterinary Services with particular reference to the allocation 
of legislation and organization in prospect of BSE prevention, detection and control.  

a) Section 1: Risk Assessment — Article 2.3.13.2 point 1 

Risk assessment for introduction of the BSE agent 

MBM-imports into Denmark have been forbidden since 1933 and only allowed by derogation. Some 
poultry meal was imported from BSE-risk countries. 

Cattle have been imported from several BSE-risk European countries, mainly from the Netherlands and 
Germany. Cattle imported from the UK before 1990, were in 1996 traced back and treated specially. 

The Ad hoc Group considered that the conclusion of the release assessment was that there is a risk that the 
BSE agent entered Denmark through one or more of the imported commodities from BSE-affected 
countries. 

Risk of recycling and amplification of the BSE agent 

A ruminant to ruminant feed ban came into force in 1990, which was enhanced in 1994 to a mammalian to 
ruminant ban and in 2001 to a total feed ban. Effective rendering parameters were introduced in 1997. In 
February 2000 SRM in feed was banned. 

The Ad hoc Group considered that the conclusion of the exposure assessment was that there is a decreasing 
risk of recycling and amplification of the BSE agent if it were present in the country’s cattle population. 
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b) Surveillance according to Appendix 3.8.4. 

With 740,000 adult cattle, the number of surveillance points collected significantly exceeds the number 
needed for Type A surveillance.  

The Ad hoc Group noted that the surveillance undertaken meets the minimum requirements of type A 
surveillance according to Article 3.8.4.3 of the Appendix 3.8.4 on surveillance for BSE in the 2007 
Terrestrial Code.  

c) Other requirements — Article 2.3.13.2 points 2–5: 

Awareness programme 

First information about BSE was distributed in 1988; since then regular information has been shared.  

The Ad hoc Group concluded that the awareness programme meets the requirements of the 2007 
Terrestrial Code.  

Compulsory notification and investigation 

The Ad hoc Group noted that BSE has been declared a notifiable disease under relevant legislation since 
1990 and concluded that the system for compulsory notification and investigation meets the requirements 
of the 2007 Terrestrial Code. 

Laboratory examination 

The Ad hoc Group concluded that the arrangements for laboratory examination meet the requirements of 
the 2007 Terrestrial Code. 

Appropriate level of control and audit of the feed ban 

An increasing number of samples have been examined since 1994 in the control of the proper 
implementation of the feed ban. In most cases only traces of MBM were found.  

The Ad hoc Group noted that the appropriate legislation, control and audit of the proper implementation of 
the feed ban are in force.  

d) BSE history in the country: 

The youngest birth cohort reported as affected by BSE was March 1999.  

e) Compliance with Conditions for ’Controlled BSE risk’ Status - Article 2.3.13.4 

Based on the information provided, it is the recommendation of the Ad hoc Group that Denmark be 
regarded as having met the requirements for recognition as complying with the 2007 BSE Chapter of the 
Terrestrial Code as ’Controlled BSE risk’ . 

f) Conclusions 

recommended status 

The Ad hoc Group recommends ‘Controlled BSE risk’. 

SCAD message to country 

 Status 

‘controlled BSE risk’. 

 annual update, specific requirements 

 specific comments with regard to the submitted dossier 
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6. ESTONIA 

The submission from Estonia sought assessment against the requirements for recognition as complying with 
the 2007 Terrestrial Code. Estonia submitted a dossier which conforming generally with the guidelines 
circulated for countries wishing to make a formal submission for evaluation of their BSE status against the 
requirements of the 2007 Terrestrial Code.  

Estonia provided a description of its national Veterinary Services with particular reference to the allocation of 
legislation and organization in prospect of BSE prevention, detection and control.  

a) Section 1: Risk Assessment — Article 2.3.13.2 point 1 

Risk assessment for introduction of the BSE agent 

MBM has been imported from Norway, Belgium and Sweden in 1999 and 2000. There was no importation 
of MBM after 2000. Animals have been imported from countries at risk, in the period 1989 – 2007 from 
EU countries. 

The Ad hoc Group considered that the conclusion of the release assessment was that there is a risk that the 
BSE agent entered Estonia through one or more of the imported commodities from BSE-affected 
countries. 

Risk of recycling and amplification of the BSE agent 

Estonia has a traditional extensive feeding practice for cattle, with low milk production and limited use of 
concentrates and animal protein. The ban on ruminant-to-ruminant animal protein feeding came into force 
in 2001. Other regulations concerning specified risk materials for animal feed came into force in 2000, and 
are in line with EU regulations from 2002 onwards. Until 30 June 2003 MBM was allowed in feeding non-
ruminants. Currently MBM is only used as feed in fur-animal farms.  

The Ad hoc Group considered that the conclusion of the exposure assessment was that there is a decreasing 
risk of recycling and amplification of the BSE agent if it were present in the country’s cattle population. 

b) Surveillance according to Appendix 3.8.4. 

The Ad hoc Group noted that the surveillance undertaken meets the minimum requirements of type A 
surveillance according to Article 3.8.4.3 of the Appendix 3.8.4 on surveillance for BSE in the 2007 
Terrestrial Code.  

c) Other requirements — Article 2.3.13.2 points 2–5: 

Awareness programme 

The Ad hoc Group concluded that the awareness programme meets the requirements of the 2007 
Terrestrial Code.  

Compulsory notification and investigation 

The Ad hoc Group noted that BSE has been declared a notifiable disease under relevant legislation since 
2000 and concluded that the system for compulsory notification and investigation meets the requirements 
of the 2007 Terrestrial Code. 

BSE monitoring and surveillance system 

Passive surveillance started from 1999, changing into active surveillance in year 2001, when rapid tests 
were introduced. 

Laboratory examination 

The Ad hoc Group concluded that the arrangements for laboratory examination meet the requirements of 
the 2007 Terrestrial Code. 
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Appropriate level of control and audit of the feed ban 

The annual inspection program includes four yearly inspections for commercial feed producers. In 
addition, intermediaries and farms are inspected by veterinary county centers. 

The Ad hoc Group noted that the appropriate legislation, control and audit of the proper implementation of 
the feed ban are in force.  

d) BSE history in the country: 

BSE has never been diagnosed in Estonia. 

e) Compliance with Conditions for ’Controlled BSE risk’ Status - Article 2.3.13.4 

Based on the information provided, it is the recommendation of the Ad hoc Group that Estonia be regarded 
as having met the requirements for recognition as complying with the 2007 BSE Chapter of the Terrestrial 
Code as ’Controlled BSE risk’ . 

f) Conclusions 

recommended status 

The Ad hoc Group recommends ‘Controlled BSE risk’ 

SCAD message to country 

 Status 

Controlled BSE risk 

 annual update, specific requirements 

 specific comments with regard to the submitted dossier 

Estonia is invited, in future annual updates to OIE, to follow closely the format recommended by OIE 
in the guidelines circulated for countries wishing to make a formal submission for evaluation of their 
BSE status against the requirements of the Terrestrial Code. 

7. FINLAND 

The submission from Finland sought a negligible BSE risk status assessment against the requirements for 
recognition as complying with the 2007 Terrestrial Code. Finland submitted a dossier which conformed fully 
with the guidelines circulated for countries wishing to make a formal submission for evaluation of their BSE 
status against the requirements of the 2007 Terrestrial Code.  

a) Section 1: Risk Assessment — Article 2.3.13.2 point 1 

Risk assessment for introduction of the BSE agent 

In 1999-2000 at total of 23,013 tons of meat meal from the Netherlands, Sweden and Norway as well as 
1,286 tons of MBM from Norway were imported to Finland to be used in pig or poultry feed (until the 
beginning of 2001) and in the feed for fur animals and pets. The import of MBM was prohibited in 2001 
and no MBM has been imported to Finland since.  

The Ad hoc Group considered that the conclusion of the release assessment was that the risk can not be 
considered negligible that the BSE agent entered Finland through one or more of the imported 
commodities from BSE-affected countries prior to the year 2001. 
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Risk of recycling and amplification of the BSE agent 

The use of MBM in ruminant feed has been prohibited since 1996. Since January 2001 there has been a 
total prohibition to use processed animal proteins in the feeding of all farmed animals. From 1 April 1997 
processing standards of 133°C, 20 min, 3 bars were applied in Finland. 

The Ad hoc Group considered that the conclusion of the exposure assessment was that there is a decreasing 
risk of recycling and amplification of the BSE agent if it were present in the country’s cattle population. 

b) Surveillance according to Appendix 3.8.4. 

The Ad hoc Group noted that the surveillance undertaken meets the minimum requirements of the type A 
and B surveillance according to Article 3.8.4.3 of the Appendix 3.8.4 on surveillance for BSE in the 2007 
Terrestrial Code. The targets set out in Appendix 3.8.4. were achieved in 2003. 

c) Other requirements — Article 2.3.13.2 points 2–5: 

Awareness programme 

The Ad hoc Group concluded that the awareness programme meets the requirements of the 2007 
Terrestrial Code.  

Compulsory notification and investigation 

The Ad hoc Group noted that BSE has been declared a notifiable disease under relevant legislation since 
1990 and concluded that the system for compulsory notification and investigation meets the requirements 
of the 2007 Terrestrial Code. 

BSE monitoring and surveillance system 

Examination of animals showing clinical signs of BSE started in 1998 (start of active surveillance). A total 
of 433 clinical suspects were examined for BSE in 1988-2000. In line with EU provisions surveillance was 
enhanced in January 2001. 

Laboratory examination 

The Ad hoc Group concluded that the arrangements for laboratory examination meet the requirements of 
the 2007 Terrestrial Code. 

Appropriate level of control and audit of the feed ban 

The Ad hoc Group noted that the appropriate legislation, control and audit of the proper implementation of 
the feed ban are in force.  

d) BSE history in the country: 

The youngest birth cohort reported as affected by BSE was February 1995.  

e) Compliance with Conditions for ‘negligible BSE risk’ Status - Article 2.3.13.3  

The only indigenous BSE case was born more than 11 years ago. The criteria in points 2 to 4 of Article 
2.3.13.2 have been complied with for at least 7 years and it has been demonstrated through an appropriate 
level of control and audit that for at least 8 years neither MBM nor greaves has been fed to ruminants. 

f) Conclusions 

Recommended status 

The Ad hoc Group recommends ‘Negligible BSE risk’. 
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SCAD message to country 

 Status 

' negligible BSE risk'.  

 annual update, specific requirements 

In order to assess the compliance with surveillance requirements according to Appendix 3.8.4, 
Finland is invited to provide annually the surveillance results of the preceding year.  

 specific comments with regard to the submitted dossier 

The dossier complied with the template of the Questionnaire for BSE Status recognition and all 
information was accessible 

8. FRANCE 

The submission from France sought generic status assessment against the requirements for recognition as 
complying with the 2007 Terrestrial Code. France submitted a dossier conformed fully with the guidelines 
circulated for countries wishing to make a formal submission for evaluation of their BSE status against the 
requirements of the 2007 Terrestrial Code.  

France provided a description of its national Veterinary Services with particular reference to the allocation of 
legislation and organization in prospect of BSE prevention, detection and control.  

a) Section 1: Risk Assessment — Article 2.3.13.2 point 1 

Risk assessment for introduction of the BSE agent 

Taking into account the origin and trade conditions applicable, the risk for the introduction of the BSE 
agent since 1999 is considered low.  

The Ad hoc Group considered that the conclusion of the release assessment was that there is a risk that the 
BSE agent entered France through one or more of the imported commodities from BSE-affected countries 
prior to 1999. 

Risk of recycling and amplification of the BSE agent 

Since 1990 the feeding of MBM to ruminants has been prohibited by law. This interdiction has been 
modified over the years. Since 1998 standard processing, according to EU regulations, has been in place 
and applied to all animal proteins destined for feeding purposes. Since 1996 no SRM importations have 
been allowed due to the national rule on the removal of SRM.  

The Ad hoc Group considered that the conclusion of the exposure assessment was that there is a decreasing 
risk of recycling and amplification of the BSE agent if it were present in the country’s cattle population. 

b) Surveillance according to Appendix 3.8.4. 

The Ad hoc Group noted that the surveillance undertaken meets the minimum requirements of type A 
surveillance according to Article 3.8.4.3 of the Appendix 3.8.4 on surveillance for BSE in the 2007 
Terrestrial Code.  

c)  Other requirements — Article 2.3.13.2 points 2–5: 

Awareness programme 

The Ad hoc Group concluded that the awareness programme meets the requirements of the 2007 
Terrestrial Code.  
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Compulsory notification and investigation 

The Ad hoc Group noted that BSE has been declared a notifiable disease under relevant legislation since 
1990 and concluded that the system for compulsory notification and investigation meets the requirements 
of the 2007 Terrestrial Code. 

BSE monitoring and surveillance system 

Since 1990 there has been a passive surveillance programme in place. From 1998 to 2000 an active 
monitoring programme was introduced based on a sample size and directed at regions with a high cattle 
population. From 2001 this surveillance was enhanced as a harmonised measure within the EU.  

Laboratory examination 

The Ad hoc Group concluded that the arrangements for laboratory examination meet the requirements of 
the 2007 Terrestrial Code. 

Appropriate level of control and audit of the feed ban 

The Ad hoc Group noted that the appropriate legislation, control and audit of the proper implementation of 
the feed ban are in force.  

d) BSE history in the country: 

The youngest birth cohort reported as affected by BSE was January 2001.  

e) Compliance with Conditions for ’Controlled BSE risk’ Status - Article 2.3.13.4 

Based on the information provided, it is the recommendation of the Ad hoc Group that France be regarded 
as having met the requirements for recognition as complying with the 2007 BSE Chapter of the Terrestrial 
Code as ’Controlled BSE risk’ . 

f) Conclusions 

Recommended status 

The Ad hoc Group recommends ' Controlled BSE risk'.  

SCAD message to country 

 Status 

'Controlled BSE risk'. 

 annual update, specific requirements 

 specific comments with regard to the submitted dossier 

The dossier complied with the template of the Questionnaire for BSE Status recognition and all 
information was accessible 

9. GERMANY  

The submission from Germany sought assessment against the requirements for recognition as complying with 
the 2007 Terrestrial Code. Germany submitted a dossier which conforming generally with the guidelines 
circulated for countries wishing to make a formal submission for evaluation of their BSE status against the 
requirements of the 2007 Terrestrial Code.  

Germany provided a description of its national Veterinary Services with particular reference to the allocation 
of legislation and organization in respect of BSE prevention, detection and control.  
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a) Section 1: Risk Assessment — Article 2.3.13.2 point 1 

Risk assessment for introduction of the BSE agent 

The Ad hoc Group considered that the conclusion of the release assessment was that there is a risk that the 
BSE agent entered Germany through one or more of the imported commodities from BSE-affected 
countries. 

Risk of recycling and amplification of the BSE agent 

The Ad hoc Group considered that the conclusion of the exposure assessment was that there is a decreasing 
risk of recycling and amplification of the BSE agent if it were present in the country’s cattle population. 

b) Surveillance according to Appendix 3.8.4. 

The Ad hoc Group noted that the surveillance undertaken meets the minimum requirements of type A 
surveillance according to Article 3.8.4.3 of the Appendix 3.8.4 on surveillance for BSE in the 2007 
Terrestrial Code.  

c) Other requirements — Article 2.3.13.2 points 2–5: 

Awareness programme 

The Ad hoc Group concluded that the awareness programme meets the requirements of the 2007 
Terrestrial Code.  

Compulsory notification and investigation 

The Ad hoc Group noted that BSE has been declared a notifiable disease under relevant legislation since 
1990 and concluded that the system for compulsory notification and investigation meets the requirements 
of the 2007 Terrestrial Code. 

BSE monitoring and surveillance system 

Since 1991 there has been a passive surveillance programme in place. Since 1999 there has been an active 
monitoring programme consistent with OIE guidelines. From 2001 this surveillance was stepped up in 
accordance with harmonized measures within the EU.  

Laboratory examination 

The Ad hoc Group concluded that the arrangements for laboratory examination meet the requirements of 
the 2007 Terrestrial Code. 

Appropriate level of control and audit of the feed ban 

The Ad hoc Group noted that the appropriate legislation, control and audit of the proper implementation of 
the feed ban are in force.  

d) BSE history in the country: 

The youngest birth cohort reported as affected by BSE was May 2001.  

e) Compliance with Conditions for ‘Controlled BSE risk’ Status - Article 2.3.13.4 

Based on the information provided, it is the recommendation of the Ad hoc Group that Germany be 
regarded as having met the requirements for recognition as complying with the 2007 BSE Chapter of the 
Terrestrial Code as ‘Controlled BSE risk’ . 
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f) Conclusions 

recommended status 

The Ad hoc Group recommends ‘Controlled BSE risk’ 

SCAD message to country 

 Status 

' Controlled BSE risk'. 

 annual update, specific requirements 

 specific comments with regard to the submitted dossier 

Germany is invited, in the annual updates to OIE, to follow closely the format recommended by OIE 
in the guidelines circulated for countries wishing to make a formal submission for evaluation of their 
BSE status against the requirements of the Terrestrial Code 2007. The Ad hoc Group reminds 
Germany of the need to ensure that the assignment of OIE surveillance points adheres strictly to the 
appropriate surveillance streams. In the current submission the Ad hoc Group noted an apparent 
major expansion in the assignment of animals to the clinical suspect stream. The Ad hoc Group notes 
similarly that Germany exceeds the surveillance points’ requirements for type A surveillance 
irrespective of this issue. 

10. GREECE 

The submission from Greece sought assessment against the requirements for recognition as complying with 
the 2007 Terrestrial Code. Greece submitted a dossier which conforming generally with the guidelines 
circulated for countries wishing to make a formal submission for evaluation of their BSE status against the 
requirements of the 2007 Terrestrial Code.  

Greece provided a description of its national Veterinary Services with particular reference to the allocation of 
legislation and organization in prospect of BSE prevention, detection and control.  

a) Section 1: Risk Assessment — Article 2.3.13.2 point 1 

Risk assessment for introduction of the BSE agent 

MBM imports totalled 37,839 tons, mainly from Germany, Italy and Denmark from 1999 until 2004. 

Cattle importation into Greece in the period 1999 –2006 originated mainly from the EU (16 countries) as 
well as other European countries, and from other countries or territories which are not clearly specified. 
The annual total imports varied between 76,640 (1999) and 82,667 (2006) head of cattle, with a total of 
323,052 from BSE affected countries (15% breeding heifers and cows). 

The Ad hoc Group considered that the conclusion of the release assessment was that there is a risk that the 
BSE agent entered Greece through one or more of the imported commodities from BSE-affected countries. 

Risk of recycling and amplification of the BSE agent 

Cattle production in Greece is mainly based upon extensive farming practices, and according to the dossier 
no MBM has been fed to cattle during the past 8 years. Greece also has a very large private sector 
production of pigs and poultry. In December 1994 a ban on feeding ruminants with ruminant proteins was 
implemented. Rendering controls in effect since 1997 comply with EU legislation.  

Based on the information provided the Ad hoc Group considered that the conclusion of the exposure 
assessment was that there is a declining risk of recycling and amplification of the BSE agent if it were 
present in the country’s cattle population. 
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b) Surveillance according to Appendix 3.8.4. 

Greece has a cattle population of about 350,000 adult animals (E.U.-2005), requiring the attainment of 
60,000 surveillance points in accordance with a type A application. With the data provided for six years 
(2001-2006) and including all the clinical suspects tested for BSE, Greece reaches approximately 51.000 
surveillance points. The Ad hoc Group noted that by December 31st 2007 the surveillance undertaken will 
meet the minimum requirements of type A surveillance according to Article 3.8.4.3 of the Appendix 3.8.4 
on surveillance for BSE in the 2007 Terrestrial Code.  

c) Other requirements — Article 2.3.13.2 points 2–5: 

Awareness programme 

The Ad hoc Group concluded that the awareness programme meets the requirements of the 2007 
Terrestrial Code.  

Compulsory notification and investigation 

The Ad hoc Group noted that BSE has been declared a notifiable disease under relevant legislation since 
1992 and concluded that the system for compulsory notification and investigation meets the requirements 
of the 2007 Terrestrial Code. 

BSE monitoring and surveillance system 

Passive surveillance oriented towards identification of cattle showing clinical symptoms suggestive of the 
disease and proper follow-up investigation of such suspect cases with a view to confirm or rule out BSE 
was carried out in the period 1997 until 2000, progressing actively since in concert with EU regulations. 

Laboratory examination 

The Ad hoc Group concluded that the arrangements for laboratory examination meet the requirements of 
the 2007 Terrestrial Code. Approved rapid tests are being used en active monitoring since 2001. 

Appropriate level of control and audit of the feed ban 

The control and audit of the proper implementation of the feed ban on animals is focused on renderers, 
feed mills, storage facilities and farms, but the information in terms of infractions was not sufficiently 
detailed. 

The Ad hoc Group noted that the appropriate legislation, control and audit of the proper implementation of 
the feed ban are in force.  

d) BSE history in the country: 

One BSE case, born November 1996, was detected in 2001.  

Uncertainty regarding the national origin of this animal has precluded the application of controls to the 
birth and feed cohorts in accordance with the chapter 2.3.13. of the Terrestrial Code 

e) Compliance with Conditions for ‘negligible / ’Controlled BSE risk’ Status - Article 2.3.13.3 / Article 
2.3.13.4 

Based on the information provided above, it is the recommendation of the Ad hoc Group that Greece be 
regarded as having met the requirements for recognition as complying with the 2007 BSE Chapter of the 
Terrestrial Code as ‘Controlled BSE risk’ . 
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f) Conclusions 

recommended status 

The Ad hoc Group recommends ‘Controlled BSE risk’ 

SCAD message to country 

 Status 

Controlled BSE risk 

 annual update, specific requirements 

Greece is invited to provide updates and further information on particularly the following issues: 
control and audit of the feed ban provisions and more specific data on surveillance efforts (especially 
on clinical suspects) and the surveillance tables, which should be prepared in accordance with 
Appendix 3.8.4.  

 specific comments with regard to the submitted dossier 

The Ad hoc Group notes that even if Greece’s cattle production is mainly extensive, and the dossier 
permits a general conclusion regarding the existing situation, future reports should include greater 
detail in respect of surveillance and feed ban controls. Greece is invited, in the annual updates to OIE, 
to follow closely the format recommended by OIE in the guidelines circulated for countries wishing 
to make a formal submission for evaluation of their BSE status against the requirements of the 
Terrestrial Code 2007. 

11. HUNGARY 

The submission from Hungary sought assessment against the requirements for recognition as complying with 
the 2007 Terrestrial Code. Hungary submitted a dossier which conforming generally with the guidelines 
circulated for countries wishing to make a formal submission for evaluation of their BSE status against the 
requirements of the 2007 Terrestrial Code.  

a) Section 1: Risk Assessment — Article 2.3.13.2 point 1 

Risk assessment for introduction of the BSE agent 

Import of MBM and other sources of animal proteins occurred from European and extra-European infected 
countries at least until 2004.  

Hungary during 2000-2006 imported more than 92,000 cattle animals from European countries including 
BSE infected ones. Approximately 25,000 of the imported cattle are still in the country, while 51884 have 
been re-exported and the remaining were slaughtered or died. 

Various other products of animal origin (beef, offal, etc.) were imported, but a full evaluation of the risk 
posed by these imports is impossible because many names were provided in Hungarian without a 
translation into one of the OIE official languages. 

The Ad hoc Group considered that the conclusion of the release assessment was that there is a risk that the 
BSE agent entered Hungary through one or more of the imported commodities from BSE-affected 
countries. 

Risk of recycling and amplification of the BSE agent 

Since 1990 the production of feedstuff for ruminants containing ruminant proteins has been prohibited. 
Since 1997 the feeding of mammalian proteins to ruminants has been forbidden. In 2001 animal proteins 
(excluding milk and milk powder) were restricted from ruminant nutrition and in July 2003 from nutrition 
of all farmed animals. In 2001, MBM originating from dead animals or from slaughtered ruminants was 
excluded from the feeding of farmed animals. Since April 2001 imported MBM has been restricted to pet-
food production. 
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Animal by-products have been inactivated at 133°/20´/3 bar since 1997. SRM removal has been in place 
since April 2001.  

The Ad hoc Group considered that the conclusion of the exposure assessment was that there is a decreasing 
risk of recycling and amplification of the BSE agent if it were present in the country’s cattle population. 

b) Surveillance according to Appendix 3.8.4. 

All relevant categories are considered in the active surveillance, which started in 2001. A total of 101,907 
surveillance points was reached. Hungary needs to conduct a type A surveillance and has an adult cattle 
population about 350,000 animals. 

The Ad hoc Group noted that the surveillance undertaken meets the minimum requirements of type A 
surveillance according to Article 3.8.4.3 of the Appendix 3.8.4 on surveillance for BSE in the 2007 
Terrestrial Code.  

c) Other requirements — Article 2.3.13.2 points 2–5  

Awareness programme 

Awareness program and scientific/expert seminars started in 1991. Training seminars for field 
veterinarians started in 1996. Since October 2001, all county animal health and food control stations have 
organized training for the veterinarians, farmers and workers in the cattle farms and abattoirs. 

Compulsory notification and identification 

Neurological signs in ruminants are also notifiable as rabies suspects and, since 1989, these animals were 
investigated for TSEs. The Ad hoc Group noted that BSE has been declared a notifiable disease under 
relevant legislation since 1995 and concluded that the system for compulsory notification and investigation 
meets the requirements of the 2007 Terrestrial Code. 

BSE monitoring and surveillance system 

Before 2001 BSE surveillance was only of the passive type. Surveillance started in 1989 (before BSE 
became compulsorily notifiable in the country) by means of the histopathologic investigation of the brains 
of animals reported with nervous symptoms, and irrespective of any other existing diagnosis. In 1995 the 
disease became notifiable. 

The active surveillance, started in March 2001, included all the surveillance streams considered in the OIE 
Terrestrial Code. 

Laboratory examination 

Laboratory examination is performed at the Veterinary Diagnostic Directorate (the National Reference 
Laboratory) and its two regional labs. Tests employed (Rapid tests, Histopathology, IHC, Westernblot) are 
in accordance with the OIE Terrestrial Manual.  

The Ad hoc Group concluded that the arrangements for laboratory examination meet the requirements of 
the 2007 Terrestrial Code. 

Appropriate level of control and audit of the feed ban 

All existing renderers and feed-mills are inspected several times a year, at least since 1999 (first year for 
which data are provided). Laboratory tests are applied to investigate cross-contamination (ELISA before 
31st December 2002, microscopic method thereafter). In a few cases (mainly in case of imported fishmeal) 
cross-contamination was detected.  

The Ad hoc Group noted that the appropriate legislation, control and audit of the proper implementation of 
the feed ban are in force. 
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d) BSE history in the Country 

No case of BSE has been detected in Hungary. 

e) Compliance with Conditions for ‘BSE ‘controlled risk’ Status - Article 2.3.13.4 

Based on the information provided, it is the recommendation of the Ad hoc Group that Hungary be 
regarded as having met the requirements for recognition as complying with the 2007 BSE Chapter of the 
Terrestrial Code as ’Controlled BSE risk’. 

f) Conclusions 

recommended status 

The Ad hoc Group recommends ‘Controlled BSE risk’ 

SCAD message to country 

 Status 

‘Controlled BSE risk’ 

 annual update, specific requirements 

 specific comments with regard to the submitted dossier 

12. ICELAND  

The submission from Iceland sought generic assessment against the requirements for recognition as complying 
with the 2007 Terrestrial Code. Iceland submitted a dossier conformed fully with the guidelines circulated for 
countries wishing to make a formal submission for evaluation of their BSE status against the requirements of 
the 2007 Terrestrial Code.  

Iceland did not provide a detailed description of its national Veterinary Services.  

a) Section 1: Risk Assessment — Article 2.3.13.2 point 1 

Risk assessment for introduction of the BSE agent 

The Ad hoc Group considered that the conclusion of the release assessment was that there is a negligible 
risk that the BSE agent entered Iceland through imported commodities.  

Risk of recycling and amplification of the BSE agent 

The Ad hoc Group considered that the conclusion of the exposure assessment was that there is a negligible 
risk of recycling and amplification of the BSE agent if it were present in the country’s cattle population. 

b) Surveillance according to Appendix 3.8.4. 

The Ad hoc Group found it necessary to extrapolate from Table 1 in Appendix 3.8.4 of the Terrestrial 
Code in order to accommodate the small size (25’000 cattle over 24 month) of the Icelandic cattle 
population. The Ad hoc Group noted that the surveillance undertaken by Iceland will meet by December 
31, 2007 the minimum requirements of type B surveillance according to the Ad hoc Group’s extrapolation 
from Table 1 of the Appendix 3.8.4 on surveillance for BSE in the 2007 Terrestrial Code. 

c) Other requirements — Article 2.3.13.2 points 2–5: 

Awareness programme 

The Ad hoc Group concluded that the awareness programme meets the requirements of the 2007 
Terrestrial Code.  
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Compulsory notification and investigation 

The Ad hoc Group noted that BSE has been declared a notifiable disease under relevant legislation since 
1993 and concluded that the system for compulsory notification and investigation meets the requirements 
of the 2007 Terrestrial Code. 

BSE monitoring and surveillance system 

The Ad hoc Group noted that the on-farm surveillance conducted in Iceland is a reflection of the free 
provision by the Official Veterinary Services of diagnostic field investigations to all farms. Despite this 
provision, the Ad hoc Group notes the virtual absence of fallen stock and emergency slaughter surveillance 
stream entries. 

Laboratory examination 

The Ad hoc Group concluded that the arrangements for laboratory examination meet the requirements of 
the 2007 Terrestrial Code. 

Appropriate level of control and audit of the feed ban 

The Ad hoc Group noted that the appropriate legislation, control and audit of the proper implementation of 
the feed ban are in force.  

d) BSE history in the country: 

No BSE case has been diagnosed in Iceland 

e) Compliance with Conditions for ‘negligible BSE risk’ Status - Article 2.3.13.3 

Based on the information provided, it is the recommendation of the Ad hoc Group that Iceland be regarded 
as having met the requirements for recognition as complying with the 2007 BSE Chapter of the Terrestrial 
Code as ‘Negligible BSE risk’. 

f) Conclusions 

recommended status 

The Ad hoc Group recommends ‘negligible BSE risk’ 

SCAD message to country 

 Status 

‘negligible BSE risk’ 

 annual update, specific requirements 

The Ad hoc Group reminds Iceland of the necessity to sample at least three surveillance streams in 
accordance with the provisions of Appendix 3.8.4. of the Terrestrial Code. 

 specific comments with regard to the submitted dossier 

The Ad hoc Group invites Iceland to review and report on the assignment of cattle by surveillance 
stream. The Ad hoc Group makes particular reference to the practice of identifying suspect animals 
on farm but sampling them at slaughterhouses. The Ad hoc Group questions whether the virtual 
absence of emergency slaughter and fallen stock reflects a misclassification of such animals as 
healthy slaughter. The Ad hoc Group requests that Iceland submit by mid-December the results of 
surveillance conducted in 2007.  
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13. IRELAND 

The submission from Ireland sought generic assessment against the requirements for recognition as complying 
with the 2007 Terrestrial Code. Ireland submitted a dossier conformed fully with the guidelines circulated for 
countries wishing to make a formal submission for evaluation of their BSE status against the requirements of 
the 2007 Terrestrial Code.  

Ireland provided a description of its national Veterinary Services with particular reference to the allocation of 
legislation and organization in respect of BSE prevention, detection and control.  

a) Section 1: Risk Assessment — Article 2.3.13.2 point 1 

Risk assessment for introduction of the BSE agent 

Risk of introduction was very low during the last eight years. Nevertheless, the Ad hoc Group considered 
that the conclusion of the release assessment was that there is a risk that the BSE agent entered Ireland 
through one or more of the imported commodities from BSE-affected countries. 

Risk of recycling and amplification of the BSE agent 

Ireland had many BSE cases in the past, but now the risk of recycling and amplification is minimised by 
the adoption of EU legislation. SRM are removed since 1997; since 2000 all positive animals are 
incinerated. A ruminant to ruminant feed ban is in force since 1990, extended to a mammalian protein ban 
to all farmed animals in 2001.  

The Ad hoc Group considered that the conclusion of the exposure assessment was that there is a decreasing 
risk of recycling and amplification of the BSE agent if it were present in the country’s cattle population. 

b) Surveillance according to Appendix 3.8.4. 

The Ad hoc Group noted that the surveillance undertaken meets the minimum requirements of type A 
surveillance according to Article 3.8.4.3 of the Appendix 3.8.4 on surveillance for BSE in the 2007 
Terrestrial Code. The type A surveillance target was reached in 2001. All surveillance streams foreseen by 
the Terrestrial Code are represented. 

c) Other requirements — Article 2.3.13.2 points 2–5  

Awareness programme 

A program has been in place since 1996. Targets of training are: farmers, veterinarians and meat plant staff 
that are likely to deal with BSE suspects. The Ad hoc Group concluded that the awareness programme 
meets the requirements of the 2007 Terrestrial Code.  

Compulsory notification and investigation 

The Ad hoc Group noted that BSE has been declared a notifiable disease under relevant legislation since 
1989 and concluded that the system for compulsory notification and investigation meets the requirements 
of the 2007 Terrestrial Code. 

BSE monitoring and surveillance system 

Until 2000 surveillance was only passive. Active surveillance has been in place since the availability of 
rapid tests in 2000. All fallen stock >24 months old, all risk categories >24 months old and all animals >30 
months old slaughtered for human consumption are tested using rapid tests. 

Laboratory examination 

Rapid tests are performed in approved private laboratories. Approval and auditing are done by the National 
Reference Laboratory. Rapid tests performed are those approved by the European Commission. The Ad 
hoc Group concluded that the arrangements for laboratory examination meet the requirements of the 2007 
Terrestrial Code. 
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Appropriate level of control and audit of the feed ban 

Weekly inspections are performed in Cat. 1 rendering plants, and risk based inspections (with sampling) of 
feed-mills, farms producing concentrate feedstuff, and importers. Industry applies a voluntary testing of all 
imported lots withholding the lot pending the laboratory results. Positive lots are destroyed. The Ad hoc 
Group noted that the appropriate legislation, control and audit of the proper implementation of the feed ban 
are in force.  

d) BSE history in the country: 

A total number of 1,597 cases were recorded since 1989, with a peak in 2002. The youngest BSE case was 
born in September 2001. 

e) Compliance with Conditions for ‘BSE negligible risk’ Status - Article 2.3.13.3 OR ‘controlled risk’ 
Status - Article 2.3.13.4 

Based on the information provided, it is the recommendation of the Ad hoc Group that Ireland be regarded 
as having met the requirements for recognition as complying with the 2007 BSE Chapter of the Terrestrial 
Code as ’Controlled BSE risk’ . 

f) Conclusions 

Recommended status 

The Ad hoc Group recommends ‘Controlled BSE risk’ 

SCAD message to country 

 Status 

‘Controlled BSE risk’ 

 annual update, specific requirements 

 specific comments with regard to the submitted dossier 

The dossier complied fully with the template of the Questionnaire for BSE Status recognition and all 
information was easily accessible 

14. ITALY 

The submission from Italy sought assessment against the requirements for recognition as complying with the 
2007 Terrestrial Code. Italy submitted a dossier which conformed fully with the guidelines circulated for 
countries wishing to make a formal submission for evaluation of their BSE status against the requirements of 
the 2007 Terrestrial Code.  

Italy provided a description of its national Veterinary Services with particular reference to the allocation of 
legislation and organization in respect of BSE prevention, detection and control.  

a) Section 1: Risk Assessment — Article 2.3.13.2 point 1 

Risk assessment for introduction of the BSE agent 

Imports of MBM, cattle and bovine products have occurred in the time intervals of concern, well 
documented, from multiple nations within and beyond the EU, with guidance provided as to the limitations 
of coding MBM content and nature when shipments represented intra-Community commerce. MBM 
volumes, sources and destinations were provided but composition was unavailable. Documentation in 
respect of all commodities included the provisions applied to intra-Community sources (e.g.plant 
certification based for MBM) and third nation sources (e.g. certification of MBM to EU standards, 
inspection on arrival with redirection to alternate disposal if circumstances warrant). 
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The Ad hoc Group considered that the conclusion of the release assessment was that there is a risk that the 
BSE agent entered Italy through one or more of the imported commodities from BSE-affected countries. 

Risk of recycling and amplification of the BSE agent 

Documentation described the integration of the imported products, with considerable volumes from 
France, with appropriate EU-directed controls, into the domestic production and consumption streams. The 
description included summary information on renderers and feed mill examinations employing visual 
inspections and microscopy, with reference to the appropriate response to violations, revealing a generally 
positive trend in contamination reduction and adherence to regulations. Additional statistical, analytical 
material provided further evidence of the influence of these trends on the underlying prevalence of BSE. 

The Ad hoc Group considered that the conclusion of the exposure assessment was that there is a decreasing 
risk of recycling and amplification of the BSE agent if it were present in the country’s cattle population. 

b) Surveillance according to Appendix 3.8.4. 

Italy was particularly forthcoming in its provision of statistical facts and analyses regarding its active and 
passive surveillance program facets. 

The Ad hoc Group noted that the surveillance undertaken meets the minimum requirements of type A 
surveillance according to Article 3.8.4.3 of the Appendix 3.8.4 on surveillance for BSE in the 2007 
Terrestrial Code.  

c) Other requirements — Article 2.3.13.2 points 2–5: 

Awareness programme 

Evidence and documentation of the curriculum, methods and target audience was provided to confirm an 
awareness program officially launched in 2000 in concert with EU directives but in evolution nationally 
since the emergence of the BSE issue.  

The Ad hoc Group concluded that the awareness programme meets the requirements of the 2007 
Terrestrial Code.  

Compulsory notification and investigation 

EU-recognized ID and electronic database system and herd registries support investigations. 

The Ad hoc Group noted that BSE has been declared a notifiable disease under relevant legislation since 
1990 and concluded that the system for compulsory notification and investigation meets the requirements 
of the 2007 Terrestrial Code. 

BSE monitoring and surveillance system 

In its well-documented application to all surveillance streams, incorporating volumes well above those 
required, the BSE monitoring and surveillance system meets the requirements of the 2007 Terrestrial 
Code. 

Laboratory examination 

The laboratory system and methodology have been fully compliant with OIE and EU guidance and 
directives, throughout the surveillance interval. 

The Ad hoc Group concluded that the arrangements for laboratory examination meet the requirements of 
the 2007 Terrestrial Code. 
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Appropriate level of control and audit of the feed ban 

The documentation referred to earlier and the prelude to the questionnaire provide legislative, 
organizational and statistical evidence of inspections and testing indicative of control and audit of the feed 
ban. 

The Ad hoc Group noted that the appropriate legislation, control and audit of the proper implementation of 
the feed ban are in force.  

d) BSE history in the country: 

A fully detailed description was provided of all salient information surrounding positive cases and their 
disposition. 

The youngest birth cohort reported as affected by BSE was January 2001.  

e) Compliance with Conditions for ‘negligible / ’Controlled BSE risk’ Status - Article 2.3.13.3 / Article 
2.3.13.4 

Based on the information provided, it is the recommendation of the Ad hoc Group that Italy be regarded as 
having met the requirements for recognition as complying with the 2007 BSE Chapter of the Terrestrial 
Code as ’Controlled BSE risk’ . 

f) Conclusions 

recommended status 

The Ad hoc Group recommends ‘Controlled BSE risk’. 

SCAD message to country 

 Status 

Controlled BSE risk 

 annual update, specific requirements 

 specific comments with regard to the submitted dossier 

The Ad hoc Group regrets that Italy did not present feed control statistics in format of tables 1.5.4 and 
1.5.5. Although some of the detail regarding individual plant controls was absent, the generally 
transparent, abundant and analytical documentation compensated in other areas which facilitated 
assessment. 

15. LATVIA 

The submission from Latvia sought assessment against the requirements for recognition as complying with the 
2007 Terrestrial Code. Latvia submitted a dossier which conformed fully with the guidelines circulated for 
countries wishing to make a formal submission for evaluation of their BSE status against the requirements of 
the 2007 Terrestrial Code.  

a) Section 1: Risk Assessment — Article 2.3.13.2 point 1 

Risk assessment for introduction of the BSE agent 

MBM was imported from BSE-risk countries in the past 8 years. There was no information about species 
composition of MBM, which was however certified as efficiently rendered. Most was MBM imported for 
pet food and fur feeding. 

Cattle were imported from BSE-risk countries in the past 7 years, mainly from Estonia and Lithuania 
dedicated to immediate slaughter and for breeding from several European countries. 
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Based on the information provided regarding importation of considerable quantities of commodities (meat 
offal) from BSE-affected countries, the Ad hoc Group considered that the conclusion of the release 
assessment was that there is a risk that the BSE agent could have entered the country. 

Risk of recycling and amplification of the BSE agent 

A ruminant to ruminant feed ban came into force in 1990, which was enhanced in 2001 to a mammalian to 
farm animal ban. In 2001 EU endorsed rendering parameters were introduced. 

Since 2004, SRM has not been used in feed. 

The Ad hoc Group considered that the conclusion of the exposure assessment was that there was a 
decreasing risk of recycling and amplification of the BSE agent if it were present in the country’s cattle 
population.  

b) Surveillance according to Appendix 3.8.4. 

The Ad hoc Group noted that the surveillance undertaken meets the minimum requirements of type A 
surveillance according to Article 3.8.4.3. of Appendix 3.8.4. on surveillance for BSE in the 2007 
Terrestrial Code.  

c) Other requirements — Article 2.3.13.2 points 2–4  

Awareness programme 

First information about BSE was distributed in 1990, since 1993 regular seminars have been held. More 
intensive information has been made available since 2000. 

The Ad hoc Group concluded that the awareness programme meets the requirements of the 2007 
Terrestrial Code.  

Compulsory notification and identification 

The Ad hoc Group noted that BSE has been declared a notifiable disease under relevant legislation since 
1990 (USSR) and 1992 (Latvia) respectively and concluded that the system for compulsory notification 
and investigation meets the requirements of the 2007 Terrestrial Code. BSE monitoring and surveillance 
system 

Laboratory examination 

National diagnostic centre (reference laboratory) used histopathology (1997-2001), in 2001 rapid tests 
were introduced. 

The Ad hoc Group noted that the arrangements for laboratory examination meet the minimum 
requirements of the 2007 Terrestrial Code.  

BSE monitoring and surveillance 

No BSE case has been reported in Latvia 

Appropriate level of control and audit of the feed ban 

The Ad hoc Group noted that the appropriate legislation, control and audit of the proper implementation of 
the feed ban are in force. 

d) Compliance with Conditions for ‘BSE negligible risk’ Status - Article 2.3.13.3 OR ‘controlled risk’ 
Status - Article 2.3.13.4 

Taking into account the outcome of the risk assessment and the information provided on other 
requirements, it is the recommendation of the Ad hoc Group that Latvia be regarded as having met the 
requirements for recognition as complying with the 2007 BSE Chapter of the Terrestrial Code as 
‘Controlled BSE risk’. 
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e) Conclusions 

recommended status 

The Ad hoc Group recommends Latvia as ‘Controlled BSE risk’ 

SCAD message to country 

 Status 

‘controlled BSE risk’ 

 annual update, specific requirements 

 specific comments with regard to the submitted dossier 

16. LITHUANIA 

The submission from Lithuania sought assessment against the requirements for recognition as complying with 
the 2007 Terrestrial Code. Lithuania submitted a dossier which conformed fully with the guidelines circulated 
for countries wishing to make a formal submission for evaluation of their BSE status against the requirements 
of the 2007 Terrestrial Code.  

Lithuania provided a description of its national Veterinary Services with particular reference to the allocation 
of legislation and organization in prospect of BSE prevention, detection and control.  

a) Section 1: Risk Assessment — Article 2.3.13.2 point 1 

Risk assessment for introduction of the BSE agent 

Sources, composition and destination were documented for some but not all of the thousands of tons of 
MBM imported during the last eight years under provisions described as paralleling those of the EU before 
their formal adoption upon Lithuania’s accession in 2004. Cattle imports, including those from Eastern 
Europe, were based on the absence of recognized BSE in the preceding five years and targeted measures 
aimed at preventing entry of animals of UK lineage. Importations of casings, beef and offal reflected 
similar origins and controls.  

The Ad hoc Group considered that the conclusion of the release assessment was that there is a risk that the 
BSE agent entered Lithuania through one or more of the imported commodities from BSE-affected 
countries. 

Risk of recycling and amplification of the BSE agent 

The control of the entry of imported and domestic commodities into the feed chain, the exposure of 
domestic stock to feedstuffs bearing MBM of ruminant and mammalian origin, as well as the regulatory 
and diagnostic approaches to renderers and feed mills generally parallelled those of the EU from the early 
1990s through to their adoption in 2004 upon Lithuania’s accession.  

The Ad hoc Group considered that the conclusion of the exposure assessment was that there is a decreasing 
risk of recycling and amplification of the BSE agent if it were present in the country’s cattle population. 

b) Surveillance according to Appendix 3.8.4. 

Notwithstanding adherence to EU directives and OIE guidance, the reliance upon rabies-negative clinical 
suspects, the continuing overwhelming source of surveillance points, leaves the majority of surveillance 
accumulation subject to the underlying distribution of rabies specimen harvest in respect of geographical 
representation. Surveillance information on clinical suspects was deficient in total in this respect. 
Notwithstanding conformity to EU and OIE-guided distribution by clinical stream, the number of clinical 
suspects by 2004 exceeded by two to three times that absolute level which might be anticipated for an 
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adult population of the size reported in the country’s submission, suggesting a potential lack of specificity 
in the clinical stream allocation. The relative increase over time suggested the same aberration. Subject to 
the preceding comments, the points exceed those required in type A surveillance in the adult population 
size identified in the submission. 

The Ad hoc Group noted that the surveillance undertaken meets the minimum requirements of type A 
surveillance according to Article 3.8.4.3 of Appendix 3.8.4 on surveillance for BSE in the 2007 Terrestrial 
Code.  

c) Other requirements — Article 2.3.13.2 points 2–5: 

Awareness programme 

Evidence and documentation of curriculum and target audience was provided to confirm an awareness 
program officially launched in 2000, following EU standards since, if not preceding, accession to 
membership in 2004. The contingency program was documented, it has been updated periodically since 
2003. 

The Ad hoc Group concluded that the awareness programme meets the requirements of the 2007 
Terrestrial Code.  

Compulsory notification and investigation 

Generic reference (2003) was made to monetary and judicial incentives for compliance and notification of 
outbreaks of all diseases, without specific BSE provisions. 

The Ad hoc Group noted that BSE has been declared a notifiable disease under relevant legislation since 
1992 and concluded that the system for compulsory notification and investigation meets the requirements 
of the 2007 Terrestrial Code. 

BSE monitoring and surveillance system 

Initiated in 2000, amended in 2002 and fully EU-compliant by accession in 2004, the system employs age 
selection for testing by reference to a national database which has incorporated bovine passports since 
2000. 

Laboratory examination 

At the ISO-accredited National Veterinary Services laboratory, EU-approved protocols for passive 
surveillance have been followed since 1998, including progression in 2001 to active surveillance 
employing rapid tests, all the preceding based on OIE guidance. 

The Ad hoc Group concluded that the arrangements for laboratory examination meet the requirements of 
the 2007 Terrestrial Code. 

Appropriate level of control and audit of the feed ban 

The Ad hoc Group noted that the appropriate legislation, control and audit of the proper implementation of 
the feed ban are in force.  

d) BSE history in the country 

No birth cohort has been reported affected by BSE.  

e) Compliance with Conditions for ’Controlled BSE risk’ Status - Article 2.3.13.4 

Based on the information provided, it is the recommendation of the Ad hoc Group that Lithuania be 
regarded as having met the requirements for recognition as complying with the 2007 BSE Chapter of the 
Terrestrial Code as ’Controlled BSE risk’ . 
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f) Conclusions  

recommended status 

The Ad hoc Group recommends Latvia as ‘Controlled BSE risk’ 

SCAD message to country 

 Status 

Controlled BSE risk 

 annual update, specific requirements 

The Ad hoc Group requests that the accuracy of allocation of specimens to the clinical suspect stream 
be reviewed. 

 specific comments with regard to the submitted dossier 

Although details on clinical surveillance suspects were incomplete in several areas, generally 
transparent documentation, which adhered to the template, otherwise facilitated assessment. 

17. LUXEMBOURG 

The submission from Luxembourg sought assessment against the requirements for recognition as complying 
with the 2007 Terrestrial Code. Luxembourg submitted a dossier which conforming generally with the 
guidelines circulated for countries wishing to make a formal submission for evaluation of their BSE status 
against the requirements of the 2007 Terrestrial Code.  

a) Section 1: Risk Assessment — Article 2.3.13.2 point 1 

Risk assessment for introduction of the BSE agent. 

Taking into account that no MBM, greaves or products of bovine origin have been imported at least since 
1999, the BSE agent only could have entered with the importation of potentially infected live cattle. 
During this period of time 30051 cattle have been imported from different EU Member States countries 
and two cattle from Canada  

The Ad hoc Group considered that the conclusion of the release assessment was that there is a risk that the 
BSE agent entered Luxembourg through one or more of the imported commodities from BSE-affected 
countries. 

Risk of recycling and amplification of the BSE agent 

There are no rendering plants or feed mill plants processing bovine material.  

MBM has not been used since 1990 for ruminants. The use of mammalian protein was banned in 1994 and 
the use of processed animal proteins in feeds in 2001.  

The Ad hoc Group considered that the conclusion of the exposure assessment was that there is a decreasing 
risk of recycling and amplification of the BSE agent if it were present in the country’s cattle population 

b) Surveillance according to Appendix 3.8.4. 

The Ad hoc Group noted that the surveillance undertaken meets the minimum requirements of type A 
surveillance according to Article 3.8.4.3 of the Appendix 3.8.4 on surveillance for BSE in the 2007 
Terrestrial Code.  
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c) Other requirements — Article 2.3.13.2 points 2–5  

Awareness programme 

The awareness programme, in place since 1997 and reinforced in 2000-2001, meets the requirements of 
the 2007 Terrestrial Code. 

Compulsory notification and identification 

BSE has been declared a notifiable disease under relevant legislation since September1990 and the Ad hoc 
Group has concluded that the system for compulsory notification and identification meets the requirements 
of the 2007 Terrestrial Code. 

BSE monitoring and surveillance system 

The surveillance programme complies with the guidelines in Appendix 3.8.4. of the 2007 Terrestrial Code.  

Laboratory examination 

Two laboratories are authorised for rapid tests and the Belgian National Reference Laboratory (CERVA) 
acts as National Reference Laboratory for Luxembourg. The Ad hoc Group concluded that the 
arrangements for laboratory examination meet the requirements of the 2007 Terrestrial Code. 

Appropriate level of control and audit of the feed ban 

Controls to detect possible frauds are carried out: 10% feed mills, 40% farmers and 50% feed dealers. 517 
tests have been conducted in feed during the last 8 years, with 50 positives results. The last positive test of 
feed occurred in 2001.  

The Ad hoc Group noted that the appropriate legislation, control and audit of the proper implementation of 
the feed ban are in force. 

d) BSE history in the country: 

Three BSE cases have been detected in Luxembourg; the youngest BSE case was born in November 2001. 

e) Compliance with Conditions for ‘controlled BSE risk’ Status - Article 2.3.13.4 

Taking into account the outcome of the risk assessment, the surveillance and the information provided on 
other requirements, it is the recommendation of the Ad hoc Group that Luxembourg be regarded as 
meeting the requirements for recognition as complying with the 2007 Terrestrial Code as ‘Controlled BSE 
Risk’ 

f) Conclusions 

recommended status 

The Ad hoc Group recommends Luxembourg as ‘Controlled BSE risk’ 

SCAD message to country 

 Status 

‘Controlled BSE risk’ 

 annual update, specific requirements 

 specific comments with regard to the submitted dossier 
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18. MALTA 

The submission from Malta sought assessment against the requirements for recognition as complying with the 
2007 Terrestrial Code. Malta submitted a dossier conformed fully with the guidelines circulated for countries 
wishing to make a formal submission for evaluation of their BSE status against the requirements of the 2007 
Terrestrial Code.  

Malta provided a description of its national Veterinary Services with particular reference to the allocation of 
legislation and organization in respect of BSE prevention, detection and control.  

a) Section 1: Risk Assessment — Article 2.3.13.2 point 1 

Risk assessment for introduction of the BSE agent 

The Ad hoc Group considered that the conclusion of the release assessment was that the risk can not be 
considered negligible and that the BSE agent could have entered Malta through one or more of the 
imported commodities from BSE-affected countries.  

Risk of recycling and amplification of the BSE agent 

The Ad hoc Group considered that the conclusion of the exposure assessment was that there is a decreasing 
risk of recycling and amplification of the BSE agent if it were present in the country’s cattle population. 

Carcasses of fallen stock and SRM have been incinerated under the control of the Veterinary services, 
there has been no rendering and MBM has not been fed to ruminants within the past 8 years.  

b) Surveillance according to Appendix 3.8.4. 

The Ad hoc Group found it necessary to extrapolate from table 1 in Appendix 3.8.4 of the Terrestrial Code 
in order to accommodate the small size (8700 cattle over 24 months) of the Maltese cattle population.  

The Ad hoc Group noted that the surveillance undertaken by Malta will meet by December 31, 2007 the 
minimum requirements of type A surveillance according to the Ad hoc Group’s extrapolation from Table 1 
of the Appendix 3.8.4 on surveillance for BSE in the 2007 Terrestrial Code. 

c) Other requirements — Article 2.3.13.2 points 2–5: 

Awareness programme 

The Ad hoc Group concluded that the awareness programme meets the requirements of the 2007 
Terrestrial Code. 

Compulsory notification and investigation  

The Ad hoc Group noted that BSE has been declared a notifiable disease under relevant legislation since 
February 2004 and concluded that the system for compulsory notification and investigation meets the 
requirements of the 2007 Terrestrial Code. 

BSE monitoring and surveillance system 

The Ad hoc Group noted that surveillance point accumulation in Malta included all but the clinical stream, 
raising the question as to the minimal number of such animals in this small population and whether 
adequate attention has been paid to that facet of the surveillance programme. The Ad hoc Group noted that 
the distribution by age within the fallen stock and casualty slaughter stream was assigned to the youngest 
age category of table 2 of Appendix 3.8.4. of the Terrestrial Code. The Ad hoc Group questioned whether 
this reflected the absence of knowledge of the individual ages of the tested animals. 
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Laboratory examination 

The Ad hoc Group concluded that the arrangements for laboratory examination meet the requirements of 
the 2007 Terrestrial Code. 

Appropriate level of control and audit of the feed ban 

The Ad hoc Group noted that the appropriate legislation, control and audit of the proper implementation of 
the feed ban are in force.  

d) BSE history in the country: 

No cases of BSE were reported in Malta 

e) Compliance with Conditions for ’Controlled BSE risk’ Status - Article 2.3.13.4 

Based on the information provided, it is the recommendation of the Ad hoc Group that Malta be regarded 
as having met the requirements for recognition as complying with the 2007 BSE Chapter of the Terrestrial 
Code as ’Controlled BSE risk’ . 

f) Conclusions 

recommended status 

The Ad hoc Group recommends ’Controlled BSE risk’ 

SCAD message to country 

 Status 

’Controlled BSE risk’ 

 annual update, specific requirements 

 specific comments with regard to the submitted dossier 

The Ad hoc Group suggests that Malta might gain surveillance advantage through the application of 
increasing resources to passive surveillance and the accurate recording of the ages of tested animals. 
Malta should submit by mid-December the results of surveillance conducted in 2007.  

19. The NETHERLANDS 

The submission from The Netherlands sought assessment against the requirements for recognition as 
complying with the 2007 Terrestrial Code. The Netherlands submitted a dossier conformed fully with the 
guidelines circulated for countries wishing to make a formal submission for evaluation of their BSE status 
against the requirements of the 2007 Terrestrial Code.  

The Netherlands provided a description of its national Veterinary Services with particular reference to the 
allocation of legislation and organization in prospect of BSE prevention, detection and control.  

a) Section 1: Risk Assessment — Article 2.3.13.2 point 1 

Risk assessment for introduction of the BSE agent 

MBM imports have taken place but decreased considerably since 2000. Imports were mainly from 
Germany, Belgium, Ireland and France, as well as Australia and New Zealand. 2,918 million bovine 
animals were imported between 1999-2005, mainly from other EU Member States for veal production 
(slaughtered at 6 -12 months of age). 246,940 bovine animals were imported for immediate slaughter.  

Taking into account the origin and trade conditions applicable, the risk for the introduction of the BSE 
agent since 1999 is considered low.  
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The Ad hoc Group considered that the conclusion of the release assessment was that there is a risk that the 
BSE agent entered The Netherlands through one or more of the imported commodities from BSE-affected 
countries. 

Risk of recycling and amplification of the BSE agent 

Rendering practices (four parameters) based on EU regulations have been in place since the early 1990's 
with a legal basis since 1997. A ruminant to ruminant feed ban has been in place since 1989. This feed ban 
was extended to a mammalian feed ban to ruminants in 1994. From 1 January 2001 a total feed ban has 
been in place for all farmed animals. Since 1997 SRM has been removed from the food and feed chains. 
The list has evolved over the following years with full harmonisation with EU rules since 2000. 

The Ad hoc Group considered that the conclusion of the exposure assessment was that there is a decreasing 
risk of recycling and amplification of the BSE agent if it were present in the country’s cattle population. 

b) Surveillance according to Appendix 3.8.4. 

The Ad hoc Group noted that the surveillance undertaken meets the minimum requirements of type A 
surveillance according to Article 3.8.4.3 of the Appendix 3.8.4 on surveillance for BSE in the 2007 
Terrestrial Code.  

c) Other requirements — Article 2.3.13.2 points 2–5: 

Awareness programme 

The Ad hoc Group concluded that the awareness programme meets the requirements of the 2007 
Terrestrial Code.  

Compulsory notification and investigation 

The Ad hoc Group noted that BSE has been declared a notifiable disease under relevant legislation since 
1990 and concluded that the system for compulsory notification and investigation meets the requirements 
of the 2007 Terrestrial Code. 

BSE monitoring and surveillance system 

During the interval of 1990 to 2000, tests were conducted only on cattle showing clinical signs. This 
passive surveillance approach was enhanced to an active surveillance programme in January 2001, fully 
harmonized with EU regulations and requirements of the Terrestrial Code. 

Laboratory examination 

The Ad hoc Group concluded that the arrangements for laboratory examination meet the requirements of 
the 2007 Terrestrial Code. 

Appropriate level of control and audit of the feed ban 

The Ad hoc Group noted that the appropriate legislation, control and audit of the proper implementation of 
the feed ban are in force.  

d) BSE history in the country: 

The youngest birth cohort reported as affected by BSE was February 2001.  

e) Compliance with Conditions for ’Controlled BSE risk’ Status - Article 2.3.13.4 

Based on the information provided, it is the recommendation of the Ad hoc Group that The Netherlands be 
regarded as having met the requirements for recognition as complying with the 2007 BSE Chapter of the 
Terrestrial Code as ’Controlled BSE risk’ . 
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f) Conclusions 

Recommended status 

The Ad hoc Group recommends 'Controlled BSE risk' 

SCAD message to country 

 Status 

' Controlled BSE risk'.  

 annual update, specific requirements 

 specific comments with regard to the submitted dossier 

20. NORWAY  

The submission from Norway sought assessment against the requirements for recognition as negligible BSE 
risk as complying with the 2007 Terrestrial Code. Norway submitted a dossier conformed fully with the 
guidelines circulated for countries wishing to make a formal submission for evaluation of their BSE status 
against the requirements of the 2007 Terrestrial Code.  

Norway provided a description of its national Veterinary Services with particular reference to the allocation of 
legislation and organization in respect of BSE prevention, detection and control.  

a) Section 1: Risk Assessment — Article 2.3.13.2 point 1 

Risk assessment for introduction of the BSE agent 

The Ad hoc Group considered that the conclusion of the release assessment was that there is a negligible 
risk that the BSE agent entered Norway through one or more of the imported commodities from BSE-
affected countries. 

Risk of recycling and amplification of the BSE agent 

The Ad hoc Group considered that the conclusion of the exposure assessment was that there is a decreasing 
risk of recycling and amplification of the BSE agent if it were present in the country’s cattle population. 

b) Surveillance according to Appendix 3.8.4. 

The Ad hoc Group noted that the surveillance undertaken meets the minimum requirements of type A 
surveillance according to Article 3.8.4.3 of the Appendix 3.8.4 on surveillance for BSE in the 2007 
Terrestrial Code.  

c) Other requirements — Article 2.3.13.2 points 2–5: 

Awareness programme 

The Ad hoc Group concluded that the awareness programme meets the requirements of the 2007 
Terrestrial Code.  

Compulsory notification and investigation 

The Ad hoc Group noted that BSE has been declared a notifiable disease under relevant legislation since 
1991 and concluded that the system for compulsory notification and investigation meets the requirements 
of the 2007 Terrestrial Code. 

BSE monitoring and surveillance system 

In its well-documented application to all surveillance streams, the BSE monitoring and surveillance system 
meets the requirements of the 2007 Terrestrial Code. 
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Laboratory examination 

The Ad hoc Group concluded that the arrangements for laboratory examination meet the requirements of 
the 2007 Terrestrial Code. 

Appropriate level of control and audit of the feed ban 

The Ad hoc Group noted that the appropriate legislation, control and audit of the proper implementation of 
the feed ban have been in force throughout the last 8 years.  

d) BSE history in the country: 

BSE has not been recorded in Norway. 

e) Compliance with Conditions for ‘negligible BSE risk’ Status - Article 2.3.13.3 

Based on the information provided, it is the recommendation of the Ad hoc Group that Norway be regarded 
as having met the requirements for recognition as complying with the 2007 BSE Chapter of the Terrestrial 
Code as ‘Negligible BSE risk’. 

f) Conclusions 

Recommended status 

The Ad hoc Group recommends negligible BSE risk 

SCAD message to country 

 Status 

negligible BSE risk 

 annual update, specific requirements 

n.a. 

 specific comments with regard to the submitted dossier 

The Ad hoc Group compliments Norway for the thorough and transparent nature of its application 
which complied fully with the template of the Questionnaire for BSE Status recognition.  

21. POLAND 

The submission from Poland sought assessment against the requirements for recognition as complying with 
the 2007 Terrestrial Code. Poland submitted a dossier generally complying with the guidelines circulated for 
countries wishing to make a formal submission for evaluation of their BSE status against the requirements of 
the 2007 Terrestrial Code.  

a) Section 1: Risk Assessment — Article 2.3.13.2 point 1 

Risk assessment for introduction of the BSE agent 

There were imports of MBM from different EU Member States (Belgium, Estonia, United Kingdom, 
Germany, The Netherlands, Italy). On 6 February 2001 the importation and transit of MBM was 
completely prohibited.  

The Ad hoc Group considered that the conclusion of the release assessment was that there is a risk that the 
BSE agent entered Poland through one or more of the imported commodities from BSE-affected countries. 
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Risk of recycling and amplification of the BSE agent 

Since 1999 there has been a ban on using MBM in feed for ruminants. Until 1 November 2001 MBM 
could be used to feed poultry and pigs. Total feed ban provisions for all farmed animals have applied since 
that date. Since 2001 the removal of SRM has been in place.  

The Ad hoc Group considered that the conclusion of the exposure assessment was that there is a decreasing 
risk of recycling and amplification of the BSE agent if it were present in the country’s cattle population. 

b) Surveillance according to Appendix 3.8.4. 

The Ad hoc Group noted that the surveillance undertaken meets the minimum requirements of type A 
surveillance according to Article 3.8.4.3 of the Appendix 3.8.4 on surveillance for BSE in the 2007 
Terrestrial Code.  

c) Other requirements — Article 2.3.13.2 points 2–5: 

Awareness programme 

The Ad hoc Group concluded that the awareness programme meets the requirements of the 2007 
Terrestrial Code.  

Compulsory notification and investigation 

The Ad hoc Group noted that BSE has been declared a notifiable disease under relevant legislation since 
1997 and concluded that the system for compulsory notification and investigation meets the requirements 
of the 2007 Terrestrial Code. 

BSE monitoring and surveillance system 

During the period of 1996 to 2000, tests were conducted only on rabies negative cattle showing persistent 
clinical signs refractory to treatment.  

 In 2001 testing was expanded to all OIE risk groups, incorporating 3% of clinically healthy cattle at 
routine slaughter.  

Since November 2001 testing protocols have adhered to EU regulations and the requirements of the 
Terrestrial Code. 

Laboratory examination 

The Ad hoc Group concluded that the arrangements for laboratory examination meet the requirements of 
the 2007 Terrestrial Code. 

Appropriate level of control and audit of the feed ban 

The Ad hoc Group noted that the appropriate legislation, control and audit of the proper implementation of 
the feed ban are in force.  

d) BSE history in the country: 

The youngest birth cohort reported as affected by BSE was January 2003.  

e) Compliance with Conditions for ’Controlled BSE risk’ Status - Article 2.3.13.4 

Based on the information provided, it is the recommendation of the Ad hoc Group that Poland be regarded 
as having met the requirements for recognition as complying with the 2007 BSE Chapter of the Terrestrial 
Code as ’Controlled BSE risk’ . 
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f) Conclusions 

Recommended status 

The Ad hoc Group recommends ' Controlled BSE risk' 

SCAD message to country 

 Status 

'Controlled BSE risk'. 

 annual update, specific requirements 

 specific comments with regard to the submitted dossier 

22. PORTUGAL 

The submission from Portugal sought assessment against the requirements for recognition as complying with 
the 2007 Terrestrial Code. Portugal submitted a dossier which conforming generally with the guidelines 
circulated for countries wishing to make a formal submission for evaluation of their BSE status against the 
requirements of the 2007 Terrestrial Code.  

Portugal provided a description of its national Veterinary Services with particular reference to the allocation of 
legislation and organization in respect of BSE prevention, detection and control. There are special regulations 
for the Autonomous Regions of the Madeira and Azores Islands. 

a) Section 1: Risk Assessment — Article 2.3.13.2 point 1 

Risk assessment for introduction of the BSE agent 

MBM has not been imported during the past 8 years, except as pet food mainly from third countries of the 
Americas, Asia and Australia. The report provides information concerning importation of products of 
bovine origin from third countries, and some of these imports could be considered risk materials. The 
documentation presented of cattle importation into Portugal during the period of 1998 to 2006 refers only 
to animals imported from Switzerland.  

The Ad hoc Group considered that the conclusion of the release assessment was that there is a risk that the 
BSE agent entered the Portugal through one or more of the imported commodities from BSE-affected 
countries. 

Risk of recycling and amplification of the BSE agent 

In Portugal the use of MBM or products containing MBM were banned from feedstuffs in 1994 (except pet 
food). Bovine SRM of any origin were banned from entering the animal feed at the beginning of 1997. 
Since 2003 a system for the collection of bovine fallen stock has been implemented, correcting a previous 
situation by which the carcasses of fallen stock were buried “in place”.  

The Autonomous Region of the Azores benefits from derogation on the destruction of SRM and 
substances considered unfit for human consumption.  

The Ad hoc Group considered that the conclusion of the exposure assessment was that there is a decreasing 
risk of recycling and amplification of the BSE agent if it were present in the country’s cattle population. 

b) Surveillance according to Appendix 3.8.4. 

The Ad hoc Group noted that the surveillance undertaken meets the minimum requirements of type A 
surveillance according to Article 3.8.4.3 of the Appendix 3.8.4 on surveillance for BSE in the 2007 
Terrestrial Code.  
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c) Other requirements — Article 2.3.13.2 points 2–5: 

Awareness programme 

The Ad hoc Group concluded that the awareness programme meets the requirements of the 2007 
Terrestrial Code.  

Compulsory notification and investigation 

The Ad hoc Group noted that BSE has been declared a notifiable disease under relevant legislation since 
1990 and concluded that the system for compulsory notification and investigation meets the requirements 
of the 2007 Terrestrial Code. 

BSE monitoring and surveillance system 

Surveillance has taken place since 1990 on a passive, clinical basis, progressing to active surveillance in 
concert with EU provisions. 

Laboratory examination 

The Ad hoc Group concluded that the arrangements for laboratory examination meet the requirements of 
the 2007 Terrestrial Code, with good quality control amongst the different laboratories and different 
laboratory techniques. 

Appropriate level of control and audit of the feed ban 

The Ad hoc Group noted that the appropriate legislation, control and audit of the proper implementation of 
the feed ban are in force.  

d) BSE history in the country: 

The first indigenous case was reported in 1994. The number of cases until the end of 2005 totalled 1,002. 
Cases of BSE have been detected in the Azores Autonomous Region since 2002. The youngest birth cohort 
reported as affected by BSE was October 2002.  

e) Compliance with Conditions for ‘negligible / ’Controlled BSE risk’ Status - Article 2.3.13.3 / Article 
2.3.13. 

Based on the information provided, it is the recommendation of the Ad hoc Group that Portugal be 
regarded as having met the requirements for recognition as complying with the 2007 BSE Chapter of the 
Terrestrial Code as ’Controlled BSE risk’ . 

f) Conclusions 

recommended status 

The Ad hoc Group recommends ‘Controlled BSE risk’ 

SCAD message to country 

 Status 

Controlled BSE risk 

 annual update, specific requirements 

Portugal is invited to provide more information needed from the Autonomous Regions of the Madeira 
and Azores Islands and their trade activites. 

 specific comments with regard to the submitted dossier 
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23. SLOVAK REPUBLIC 

The submission from the Slovak Republic sought status assessment against the requirements for recognition as 
complying with the 2007 Terrestrial Code. Slovakia submitted a dossier which conforming generally with the 
guidelines circulated for countries wishing to make a formal submission for evaluation of their BSE status 
against the requirements of the 2007 Terrestrial Code.  

The Slovak Republic did not provide a description of its national Veterinary Services with particular reference 
to the allocation of legislation and organization in prospect of BSE prevention, detection and control.  

a) Section 1: Risk Assessment — Article 2.3.13.2 point 1 

Risk assessment for introduction of the BSE agent 

The Ad hoc Group considered that the conclusion of the release assessment was that there is a risk that the 
BSE agent entered the Slovak Republic through one or more of the imported commodities from BSE-
affected countries. 

Risk of recycling and amplification of the BSE agent 

The Ad hoc Group considered that the conclusion of the exposure assessment was that there is a decreasing 
risk of recycling and amplification of the BSE agent if it were present in the country’s cattle population. 

b) Surveillance according to Appendix 3.8.4. 

The Ad hoc Group noted that the surveillance undertaken meets the minimum requirements of type A 
surveillance for a population of 200,000-400,000 over two years of age, according to Article 3.8.4.3 of the 
Appendix 3.8.4 on surveillance for BSE in the 2007 Terrestrial Code. 

c) Other requirements — Article 2.3.13.2 points 2–5: 

Awareness programme 

The Ad hoc Group concluded that the awareness programme meets the requirements of the 2007 
Terrestrial Code.  

Compulsory notification and investigation 

The Ad hoc Group noted that BSE has been declared a notifiable disease under relevant legislation since 
1993 in the Slovak Republic and was already compulsory since 1991 in Czechoslovakia and concluded 
that the system for compulsory notification and investigation meets the requirements of the 2007 
Terrestrial Code. 

BSE monitoring and surveillance system 

Passive surveillance has been carried out since 1995. Active surveillance has been carried out since 1996 
as a consequence of decisions taken within the EU. 

Laboratory examination 

The Ad hoc Group concluded that the arrangements for laboratory examination meet the requirements of 
the 2007 Terrestrial Code. 

Appropriate level of control and audit of the feed ban 

The Ad hoc Group noted that the appropriate legislation, control and audit of the proper implementation of 
the feed ban are in force.  

d) BSE history in the country: 

The youngest birth cohort reported as affected by BSE was February 2001. Almost 30% of the cases were 
born in 2000 or 2001.  
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e) Compliance with Conditions for ’Controlled BSE risk’ Status - Article 2.3.13.4 

Based on the information provided, it is the recommendation of the Ad hoc Group that Slovak Republic be 
regarded as having met the requirements for recognition as complying with the 2007 BSE Chapter of the 
Terrestrial Code as ’Controlled BSE risk’. 

f) Conclusions 

recommended status 

The Ad hoc Group recommends ’Controlled BSE risk’ 

SCAD message to country 

 Status 

'Controlled BSE risk'. 

 annual update, specific requirements 

The Ad hoc Group requests that Slovakia continue to provide information on the dates of birth of 
possible future BSE cases. 

 specific comments with regard to the submitted dossier 

24. SLOVENIA 

The submission from Slovenia sought assessment against the requirements for recognition as complying with 
the 2007 Terrestrial Code. Slovenia submitted a dossier conformed fully with the guidelines circulated for 
countries wishing to make a formal submission for evaluation of their BSE status against the requirements of 
the 2007 Terrestrial Code.  

Slovenia provided a description of its national Veterinary Services with particular reference to the allocation 
of legislation and organization in prospect of BSE prevention, detection and control.  

a) Section 1: Risk Assessment — Article 2.3.13.2 point 1 

Risk assessment for introduction of the BSE agent 

MBM was imported from BSE-risk countries Germany, Croatia and Slovakia. No information is available 
concerning species composition within the imported MBM.  

Cattle-imports from BSE-risk countries were recorded, mainly Poland and Hungary. Half of the imported 
cattle were for immediate slaughter, the others for breeding. 

The Ad hoc Group considered that the conclusion of the release assessment was that there is a risk that the 
BSE agent entered Slovenia through one or more of the imported commodities from BSE-affected 
countries. 

Risk of recycling and amplification of the BSE agent 

In 1981 efficient rendering parameters were introduced (only 1 rendering plant in the country). A 
mammalian MBM to ruminant feed ban came into force in 1996, which was enhanced in 2001 to a 
mammalian to farm animal ban. Since 2001 SRM in feed has been forbidden. 

The Ad hoc Group considered that the conclusion of the exposure assessment was that there is a decreasing 
risk of recycling and amplification of the BSE agent if it were present in the country’s cattle population. 
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b) Surveillance according to Appendix 3.8.4. 

The Ad hoc Group noted that the surveillance undertaken meets the minimum requirements of type A 
surveillance according to Article 3.8.4.3 of the Appendix 3.8.4 on surveillance for BSE in the 2007 
Terrestrial Code.  

c) Other requirements — Article 2.3.13.2 points 2–5: 

Awareness programme 

Information concerning BSE has been distributed since 1996, with regular updates.  

The Ad hoc Group concluded that the awareness programme meets the requirements of the 2007 
Terrestrial Code.  

Compulsory notification and investigation 

The Ad hoc Group noted that BSE has been declared a notifiable disease under relevant legislation since 
1995 and concluded that the system for compulsory notification and investigation meets the requirements 
of the 2007 Terrestrial Code. 

Laboratory examination 

The Ad hoc Group concluded that the arrangements for laboratory examination meet the requirements of 
the 2007 Terrestrial Code. 

Appropriate level of control and audit of the feed ban 

The Ad hoc Group noted that the appropriate legislation, control and audit of the proper implementation of 
the feed ban are in force.  

d) BSE history in the country: 

The youngest birth cohort reported as affected by BSE was June 2000.  

e) Compliance with Conditions for ’Controlled BSE risk’ Status - Article 2.3.13.4 

Based on the information provided, it is the recommendation of the Ad hoc Group that Slovenia be 
regarded as having met the requirements for recognition as complying with the 2007 BSE Chapter of the 
Terrestrial Code as ’Controlled BSE risk’ . 

f) Conclusions 

recommended status 

The Ad hoc Group recommends ‘Controlled BSE risk’. 

SCAD message to country 

 Status 

‘Controlled BSE risk’. 

 annual update, specific requirements 

 specific comments with regard to the submitted dossier 

25. SPAIN 

The submission from Spain sought assessment against the requirements for recognition as complying with 
the 2007 Terrestrial Code. Spain submitted a dossier conformed fully with the guidelines circulated for 
countries wishing to make a formal submission for evaluation of their BSE status against the requirements 
of the 2007 Terrestrial Code.  

Spain provided a description of its national Veterinary Services with particular reference to the allocation 
of legislation and organization in respect of BSE prevention, detection and control.  
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a) Section 1: Risk Assessment — Article 2.3.13.2 point 1 

Risk assessment for introduction of the BSE agent 

A vigorous and thorough risk assessment has been undertaken, taking into account all known pathways for 
BSE exposure, and in accordance with criteria specified under this article. In the period under study, MBM 
exposure comprised imports mainly from EU countries, smaller quantities from other countries. 

Cattle imports into Spain during the period of 2000 to 2006 originated mainly from the EU as well as other 
European countries, and from other countries. The documents submitted indicate that there has been good 
follow up and traceability concerning these animals.  

The Ad hoc Group considered that the conclusion of the release assessment was that there is a risk that the 
BSE agent entered Spain through one or more of the imported commodities from BSE-affected countries. 

Risk of recycling and amplification of the BSE agent 

The Ad hoc Group considered that the conclusion of the exposure assessment was that there is a decreasing 
risk of recycling and amplification of the BSE agent if it were present in the country’s cattle population. 

b) Surveillance according to Appendix 3.8.4. 

The Ad hoc Group noted that the surveillance undertaken meets the minimum requirements of type A 
surveillance according to Article 3.8.4.3 of the Appendix 3.8.4 on surveillance for BSE in the 2007 
Terrestrial Code.  

c) Other requirements — Article 2.3.13.2 points 2–5: 

Awareness programme 

The Ad hoc Group concluded that the awareness programme meets the requirements of the 2007 
Terrestrial Code.  

Compulsory notification and investigation 

The Ad hoc Group noted that BSE has been declared a notifiable disease under relevant legislation since 
March 1990 and concluded that the system for compulsory notification and investigation meets the 
requirements of the 2007 Terrestrial Code. 

BSE monitoring and surveillance system 

Testing has taken place since 1990 on a passive, clinical basis, progressing actively since in concert with 
EU provisions. 

Laboratory examination 

The Ad hoc Group concluded that the arrangements for laboratory examination meet the requirements of 
the 2007 Terrestrial Code, with good quality control amongst the different laboratories and different 
laboratory technique. 

Appropriate level of control and audit of the feed ban 

The Ad hoc Group noted that the appropriate legislation, control and audit of the proper implementation of 
the feed ban are in force.  

d) BSE history in the country: 

The first case was declared in November 2000. Spain has shown a decreasing number of outbreaks in the 
last 3 years. The youngest birth cohort reported as affected by BSE was January 2002.  
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e) Compliance with Conditions for ‘negligible / ’Controlled BSE risk’ Status - Article 2.3.13.3 / Article 
2.3.13.4 

Based on the information provided, it is the recommendation of the Ad hoc Group that Spain be regarded 
as having met the requirements for recognition as complying with the 2007 BSE Chapter of the Terrestrial 
Code as “Controlled BSE risk’ . 

f) Conclusions 

recommended status 

The Ad hoc Group recommends ‘Controlled BSE risk’ 

SCAD message to country 

 Status 

Controlled BSE risk 

 annual update, specific requirements 

 specific comments with regard to the submitted dossier 

26. SWEDEN 

The submission from Sweden sought assessment against the requirements for recognition as complying with 
the 2007 Terrestrial Code. Sweden submitted a dossier conformed fully with the guidelines circulated for 
countries wishing to make a formal submission for evaluation of their BSE status against the requirements of 
the 2007 Terrestrial Code.  

a) Section 1: Risk Assessment — Article 2.3.13.2 point 1 

Risk assessment for introduction of the BSE agent 

Imports of MBM, live cattle and biologics of bovine origin were documented for the interval of interest 
from EU Member States and other countries of low BSE risk. In response to a 2004 GBR assessment, 
Sweden had conducted an in depth investigation of imported commodities and provided this detailed 
evidence of their composition and disposition to the Ad hoc Group. 

The Ad hoc Group considered that the conclusion of the release assessment was that there is a risk that the 
BSE agent entered Sweden through one or more of the imported commodities from BSE-affected 
countries. 

Risk of recycling and amplification of the BSE agent 

The dossier documented adherence to EU directives in respect of imported and domestic commodities, 
including a risk assessment based on approved EU methodology which indicated the negligible risk to the 
feed system represented by imports during the interval of interest. Of historical, epidemiological 
significance, in advance of BSE-directed provisions, was the application since the 1980s of an animal 
welfare-based provision that excluded fallen stock from feedstuffs.  

The Ad hoc Group considered that the conclusion of the exposure assessment was that there is a decreasing 
risk of recycling and amplification of the BSE agent if it were present in the country’s cattle population. 

b) Surveillance according to Appendix 3.8.4. 

The dossier employed a BSurvE model examination of surveillance undertaken across all surveillance 
streams. 

The Ad hoc Group noted that the surveillance undertaken meets the minimum requirements of type A 
surveillance according to Article 3.8.4.3 of the Appendix 3.8.4 on surveillance for BSE in the 2007 
Terrestrial Code.  
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c) Other requirements — Article 2.3.13.2 points 2–5: 

Awareness programme 

Evidence and documentation was provided to confirm a longstanding (since 1994) and broadly based 
training in the veterinary, agricultural and service sectors, including examples of the materials applied and 
reference to the occupational breadth of the sectors addressed. 

The Ad hoc Group concluded that the awareness programme meets the requirements of the 2007 
Terrestrial Code.  

Compulsory notification and investigation 

BSE is notifiable, with judicial incentives in place in respect of both compliance and notification. Since 
accession to the EU in 1995, all associated directives have been adopted. The national identification plan 
in effect is that characteristic of the EU directives in that regard, with individual universal tagging, herd 
registries and an electronic central database referable in respect of selecting testing candidates at slaughter 
or in other surveillance streams. 

The Ad hoc Group noted that BSE has been declared a notifiable disease under relevant legislation since 
1990 and concluded that the system for compulsory notification and investigation meets the requirements 
of the 2007 Terrestrial Code. 

BSE monitoring and surveillance system 

In its well-documented application to all surveillance streams, the BSE monitoring and surveillance system 
meets the requirements of the 2007 Terrestrial Code. 

Laboratory examination 

The Ad hoc Group concluded that the arrangements for laboratory examination meet the requirements of 
the 2007 Terrestrial Code. 

Appropriate level of control and audit of the feed ban 

Documentation was provided that described compliance with the EU-mandated level of control and audit 
which has resulted in a continuous improvement in the feed ban throughout Sweden’s membership since 
1995 in the EU, along a path parallel to that of other EU member countries.  

The Ad hoc Group noted that the appropriate legislation, control and audit of the proper implementation of 
the feed ban are in force.  

d) BSE history in the country: 

The only birth cohort reported as affected by BSE was 1994, in the form of a single animal born that year.  

e) Compliance with Conditions for ‘negligible / ’Controlled BSE risk’ Status - Article 2.3.13.3 / Article 
2.3.13.4 

Based on the information provided, it is the recommendation of the Ad hoc Group that Sweden be regarded 
as having met the requirements for recognition as complying with the 2007 BSE Chapter of the Terrestrial 
Code as ‘Negligible BSE risk’. 

f) Conclusions 

recommended status 

Negligible BSE risk. 
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SCAD message to country 

 Status 

Negligible BSE risk. 

 annual update, specific requirements 

n.a. 

 specific comments with regard to the submitted dossier 

Review was facilitated by the provision of transparent documentation which closely adhered to the 
assessment template, with ample reference material included. 

27. UNITED KINGDOM 

The submission from the United Kingdom sought assessment against the requirements for recognition as 
complying with the 2007 Terrestrial Code. The United Kingdom submitted a dossier conformed fully with the 
guidelines circulated for countries wishing to make a formal submission for evaluation of their BSE status 
against the requirements of the 2007 Terrestrial Code.  

The United Kingdom provided a description of its national Veterinary Services with particular reference to the 
allocation of legislation and organization in respect of BSE prevention, detection and control.  

a) Section 1: Risk Assessment — Article 2.3.13.2 point 1 

Risk assessment for introduction of the BSE agent 

The United Kingdom imported quantified MBM, cattle and bovine products during the interval of interest 
from multiple countries within and beyond the EU, applying the documented, evolving policies of EU 
member countries in place throughout the time period. While sources and volumes of imported MBM were 
described, as in most countries its composition could often not be determined.  

The Ad hoc Group considered that the conclusion of the release assessment was that there is a risk that the 
BSE agent entered the United Kingdom through one or more of the imported commodities from BSE-
affected countries. 

Risk of recycling and amplification of the BSE agent 

The dossier detailed the application of special measures unique to the United Kingdom’s central role in the 
international disease outbreak and its high domestic prevalence relative to that of other infected countries. 
Documentation also described the evolving, parallel control of indigenous and imported commodities in 
conformity with the EU directives which followed upon those initial measures imposed by the United 
Kingdom itself. The rapidly declining domestic prevalence during the interval of interest raised the relative 
importance of all the preceding measures in mitigating the possible impact of the recognized, growing 
prevalence in external sources. 

The Ad hoc Group considered that the conclusion of the exposure assessment was that there is a decreasing 
risk of recycling and amplification of the BSE agent if it were present in the country’s cattle population. 

b) Surveillance according to Appendix 3.8.4. 

The Ad hoc Group noted that the surveillance undertaken meets the minimum requirements of type A 
surveillance according to Article 3.8.4.3 of the Appendix 3.8.4 on surveillance for BSE in the 2007 
Terrestrial Code.  
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c) Other requirements — Article 2.3.13.2 points 2–5: 

Awareness programme 

Evidence and documentation of curriculum, methods and target audience numbers was provided to 
confirm an awareness program officially launched in the late 1980s, through to and in concert with EU 
directives to the current day in the face of an ever-decreasing percentage of BSE findings among the 
clinical suspect stream. The contingency program and its continuous evolution, in respect of the SEAC 
advisory group and OIE guidance, was documented. 

The Ad hoc Group concluded that the awareness programme meets the requirements of the 2007 
Terrestrial Code.  

Compulsory notification and investigation 

The Ad hoc Group noted that BSE has been declared a notifiable disease under relevant legislation since 
1988 and concluded that the system for compulsory notification and investigation meets the requirements 
of the 2007 Terrestrial Code. 

BSE monitoring and surveillance system 

The system is fully EU and OIE compliant, incorporating measures commensurate with the special 
situation the United Kingdom represents in respect of prevalence and its compartmentalization of the 
disease by date of birth, whereby special mitigative measures are applied to animals born before August, 
1996 by virtue of the greater BSE risk they represent. 

Laboratory examination 

The Ad hoc Group concluded that the arrangements for laboratory examination meet the requirements of 
the 2007 Terrestrial Code. 

Appropriate level of control and audit of the feed ban 

The Ad hoc Group noted that the appropriate legislation, control and audit of the proper implementation of 
the feed ban are in force.  

d) BSE history in the country: 

A comprehensive description was provided of the individual BSE cases encountered during the interval of 
interest. The youngest birth cohort reported as affected by BSE was May 2000.  

e) Compliance with Conditions for ’Controlled BSE risk’ Status - Article 2.3.13.4 

Based on the information provided, it is the recommendation of the Ad hoc Group that the United 
Kingdom be regarded as having met the requirements for recognition as complying with the 2007 BSE 
Chapter of the Terrestrial Code as ’Controlled BSE risk’ . 

f) Conclusions 

recommended status 

The Ad hoc Group recommends ‘Controlled BSE risk’. 

SCAD message to country 

 Status 

‘Controlled BSE risk’ 
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 annual update, specific requirements 

The Ad hoc Group requests that the United Kingdom continue to provide surveillance information of 
the detailed nature included in this report which facilitates the birth cohort-specific evaluations 
instructive in respect of the compartmentalization claimed. 

 specific comments with regard to the submitted dossier 

The transparency of documentation, in particular the provision of the 2006 report to the EU, as well 
as adherence to the questionnaire template facilitated the assessment.  

28. OTHER COUNTRIES 

The Group assessed two additional country dossiers which did not meet the requirements, neither for 
‘negligible BSE risk’ nor for ‘controlled BSE risk’. These dossiers were referred back to the corresponding 
countries. 

___________________ 
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Appendix I 

OIE AD HOC GROUP FOR EVALUATION OF COUNTRY STATUS  

FOR BOVINE SPONGIFORM ENCEPHALOPATHY IN ACCORDANCE 

WITH THE TERRESTRIAL ANIMAL HEALTH CODE  

Paris, 16–20 July 2007 

_______ 

Agenda 

1. Adoption of agenda and appointment of rapporteur(s) 

2. Explanation of the working procedures now applied in the Scientific and Technical Department for the 
evaluation and processing of country applications for BSE. 

3. Review of Country Status Applications for Bovine Spongiform Encephalopathy (EU member countries) 

Austria Finland Latvia Romania 
Belgium France Lithuania Slovak Republic 
Bulgaria Germany Luxembourg Slovenia 
Cyprus Greece Malta* Spain 
Czech Republic Hungary Netherlands Sweden 
Denmark Ireland Poland United Kingdom 
Estonia Italy Portugal  

* received 04 July 

4. Future working programme for 2007/2008 

- Current Terrestrial Code chapters for BSE and scrapie in view of alleged atypical BSE and atypical 
scrapie, evaluation of scientific justification 

- Additional applications for BSE risk country classification 

5. Other matters 

a) For information: Commenting letters of Korea, China, Taipei China and Japan on BSE country 
classifications recommended by the ad hoc Group. 

b) Format of report of ad hoc Group and the need to dispatch report without unnecessary delay to Member 
Countries. 

c) Proposal of International Committee for submission of Scientific Commission decisions to Member 
Countries during the year and need for expedited procedures. 

6. Adoption of draft report 
____________ 
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OIE AD HOC GROUP FOR EVALUATION OF COUNTRY STATUS  

FOR BOVINE SPONGIFORM ENCEPHALOPATHY IN ACCORDANCE 

WITH THE TERRESTRIAL ANIMAL HEALTH CODE  

Paris, 12–14 September 2007 

_______ 

Agenda 

1. Adoption of agenda and appointment of rapporteur(s) 

2. Review of preliminary evaluated Country Status Applications for BSE (EU Member States) taking into 
account additional information submitted by Member Countries 

3. Review of new Country Status Applications for BSE risk evaluation 

- Norway (received) 
- Iceland (received) 
- Paraguay (announced) 

4. Re-assessment of China Taipei’s Country Status Applications for BSE 

5. Future working programme for 2008 

- Additional applications for BSE risk country classification 

6. Other matters 

7. Finalization and adoption of the joint draft report (July and September meeting) 

____________ 
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Appendix II 

OIE AD HOC GROUP FOR EVALUATION OF COUNTRY STATUS  
FOR BOVINE SPONGIFORM ENCEPHALOPATHY IN ACCORDANCE 

WITH THE TERRESTRIAL ANIMAL HEALTH CODE  

Paris, 16–20 July 2007 

_______ 

List of participants 

MEMBERS 
Prof. Vincenzo Caporale 
(President of the OIE Scientific Commission 
for Animal Diseases) 
Director, Istituto Zooprofilattico Sperimentale 
dell’Abruzzo e del Molise ‘G. Caporale’ 
Via Campo Boario 
64100 Teramo 
ITALY 
Tel: (39.0861) 33 22 33 
Fax: (39.0861) 33 22 51 
direttore@izs.it 
 
Prof. Hassan Abdel Aziz Aidaros 
Professor of Hygiene and Preventive Medicine 
Regional Animal Health Center for Middle 
East, 5 Mossadak Street 
12311 Dokki-Cairo 
EGYPT 
Tel: 9613 502 178 / 20212 218 51 66 
haidaros@netscape.net 
Hassan.aidaros@fao.org 
 
Dr Dagmar Heim 
Coordination TSE 
Office Vétérinaire Fédéral 
Schwarzenburgstrasse 161 
Case Postale 3003 
Bern, SWITZERLAND 
Tel: (41-31) 324 99 93 
Fax: (41-31) 323 85 94 
dagmar.heim@bvet.admin.ch 
 

Dr John A. Kellar 
TSE Policy Coordinator 
Animal Products Directorate 
Canadian Food Inspection Agency 
3851 Fallowfield Road 
Room C305 
OTTAWA K2H 8P9 
CANADA 
Tel: (1.613) 228 66 90 (54 07) 
Fax: (1.613) 228 66 75  
jkellar@inspection.gc.ca 
 
Dr Shigeki Yamamoto 
Director 
National Institute of Health Sciences 
Division of Biomedical Food Research 
1-18-1, Kamiyoga, Setagaya-ku 
Tokyo 158-8501 
JAPAN 
Tel:  81 3 3700 9357 
Fax: 81 3 3700 6406 
syamamoto@nihs.go.jp 
 
Dr. Rodolfo C. Rivero 
National Coordinator TSE 
Ministry of Livestock, Agriculture & Fisheries. 
Director Norwest Regional Laboratory 
Veterinary Laboratorios Directorate “Miguel 
C. Rubino” - C.C. 57037 - C.P. 6000 
Paysandù - URUGUAY 
Tel (598) 72 25229-27871 
Fax (598) 72 27614 
dilavepd@adinet.com.uy  or 
rodolfor@adinet.com.uy 
 

Dr M.J. Nunn 
(Invited but could not attend) 
Manager (Animal Health Science) 
Office of the Chief Veterinary Officer 
Australian Government Department of 
Agriculture, Fisheries and Forestry 
GPO Box 858, Canberra ACT 2601 
AUSTRALIA 
Tel: (61-2) 6272 4036 
Fax: (61-2) 6272 3150 
mike.nunn@daff.gov.au 
 
Dr Koen Van Dyck 
Head of Section TSE 
European Commission 
Health & Consumer Protection Directorate 
General, Food Safety: production and 
distribution chain, Biological risks : TSE  
Office B 232 - 04/74 B - 1049 Brussels  
BELGIUM 
Tel: (32 2) 298 43 34 
Fax: (32 2) 296 90 62 
koen.van-dyck@ec.europa.eu 
 

OTHER PARTICIPANTS 
Dr Armando Giovannini 
OIE Collaborating Centre 
Istituto Zooprofilattico Sperimentale dell'Abruzzo e  
del Molise "G. Caporale"  
Via Campo Boario, 64100 Teramo 
ITALY 
Tel: (39 0861) 33 21 
Fax (39 0861) 33 22 51 
a.giovannini@izs.it 

Dr Concepción Gómez Tejedor Ortiz 
Directora, Laboratorio Central de Veterinaria 
Ctra de /algete Km 8 
28110 Algete 
Madrid 
SPAIN 
Tel: (34 913) 47 92 77 
Fax: (34 916) 29 05 98 
cgomezte@mapya.es 

OIE CENTRAL BUREAU 
Dr Bernard Vallat 
Director General 
12 rue de Prony 
75017 Paris 
FRANCE 
Tel: 33 - (0)1 44 15 18 88 
Fax: 33 - (0)1 42 67 09 87 
oie@oie.int 

Dr Gideon Brückner 
Head, Scientific and Technical Department 
g.bruckner@oie.int 

Dr Tomoko Ishibashi 
Deputy Head 
Scientific and Technical Dept 
t.ishibashi@oie.int 
 

Dr Christianne Bruschke 
Project Officer, Scientific and Technical 
Department 
c.bruschke@oie.int 
 
Dr Lea Knopf 
Officer in charge of the recognition of 
countries’ animal disease status, Scientific 
and Technical Department 
l.knopf@oie.int 

_______________ 
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