UNION EURQPEENNE

25, 05, 2004

Brugelles, le
[H2004) 520721 YT

Objet: Réunion de . Ja Commission des animaux aguatiques — 5-9 jamvier
2004

Monsieur le Directeur général,

Nous vous prions de bien vouloir trouver en annexe les commentaires de I'Union
Européenne sur le rapport de la Commission des normes sanitaires pour les anjmaux
aquatiques de I'Office International des Epizooties, en vue de fa préparation de la
Session pénérale de 2004 du mois de mai.

Si cela §’avere nécessaire, nous vous saurions également gré de bien vouloir prendre
en compte ces commentaires lors de la réunion de la Commission des normes
sanitaires pour les animaux aquatiques, prévue en juillet 2004,

Nous tenons également 4 vous remercier pour |'sxcellente coflaboration entre nos
services et vous vous prions d'agréer, Monsieur le Directeur uénéral, Uexpression de
nos sentiments distingués.

LY
7& L
Paddy Rogan Jaana Husu-Kaltio
Chef de service vétérinaire de I’ Irlande Directeur Général adjoint
Annexc: 1
Copie: Tous les directeurs/chefs de service vétédnaire de la Communauté/chels

de service vétérinaire des pays candidats.

Dr. B, Vallat
Dirceteur général OIE
12 Rue de Prony
F-75017 PARIS
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REPORT OF THE MEETING
OF THE OIE AQUATIC ANIMAL HEALTH STANDAR

Paris, 5-9 January 2004 1

The OIE Agquatic Animal Health Standards Commission (in brief, Aquatic Animals
Commission) met at the OIE headquarters from 5 to Q,\,La}\‘nuary 2004. The meeting was chaired
by Dr Eva-Maria Bernoth, President of the Commi@sion;i&ﬁa Dr Ricardo Enriquez, Secretary
General, acted as Rapporteur. The Commission w&é&s weleomed by Dr Bernard Vallat, Director
General of the OIE, who pointed out the need't retfforce harmonisation between approaches
in the Terrestrial Animal Health Code (Tffréﬁm%ﬁgéde) and the Aquatic Animal Health Code
(Aquatic Code). He mentioned two main topid§ in this context: the revision of the disease
listing and notification criteria, and thig,redyctioh of adverse effects on trade of commodities
without increasing risk. He also mgfitioned,the success of the report on the Technical Item on
aquatic animal health issues giVensby Dr Bernoth at the Conference of the Regional
Commission for Asia, the Fzg#ﬁaﬁ? &g}d Oceania in Nouméa, New Caladonia, in November
2003, and that he would supporti$imilar presentations on aquatic animal health by Members
of the Aquatic Animals Cgmx;gsﬁj(gn at Conferences of the other Regional Commissions.

The Agenda and List ofi%ﬁants are given at Appendices I and II, respectively.

1. Member Count%ﬁa&%gments on the report of the previcus meeting (October 2003)

Communityﬁ;o‘f‘ﬁﬁ@%

The Comgmuinity ag’preciates that the OIE AAC has taken the comments submitted by the Community
. M e - A . .

into consideration.” However, some principle comments of importance to the Community seem not to have
been:icceptedyand the Community therefore forwards them again in the relevant Appendixes.

-
The Commission considered the Member Country comments in detail. Most comments

relate to the appendices and responses are given below. Some general comments were
also received.

OFFICE INTERNATIONAL
DES EPIZDOTIES

ustralia made a general comment that the Commission should consider developing a
stiategy for countries to establish and justify freedom of, and protection from, diseases
12 u.00t listedn the Aquatic Code. The Commission discussed this proposal and noted that

750 {l;érérao;é eneral principles outlined in Part 1 and Part 5 of the Aquatic Code and Chapter

paris fRAnhce
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1.1.4. in the Manual of Diagnostic Tests for Aquatic Animals (Aquatic Manual) that
Member Countries should follow for all diseases.

The United States of America (USA) proposed that the term ‘basic disease security
conditions’ be replaced by ‘basic biosecurity requirements’. The Commission accepted to
replace ‘disease security’ with ‘biosecurity’ but decided to retain the term ‘conditions
because it better reflects the intent of the definition. The Commission acknowledges»

the meaning of biosecurity is evolving and will keep the matter under review.
P

Australia queried whether the occurrence of polymerase chain reaction (PCRl signals in
the absence of any other signs of infection is sufficient to meet the deﬁnmqn ofinfection
and consequently of disease. The Commission agreed that this mattez;us“of some concern.
In the Commission’s view, a PCR signal alone does not provide conﬂrgnaffop of the
presence of viable and transmissible agents. For the purpose of geclaranpn of freedom
from infection, the new template for chapters in the Aquatic Mg{m LWILI clarify the use
of PCR in the context of presumptive and confirmatory dlagnosm (see item 3.1.2.).
Comments from the European Union (EU) on the definitigh qﬁcrustéceans ledtoa
review and revision of several definitions (see ppendlx.Hl‘**i" n yﬁxch Member Countries

Y ““h
are invited to send comments by 23 April 2004). B
Tha BIJ commented an Article 1 §2 2 {Annendix Vhirssardino the movement of

AAie DA CORLLISIILA Ui ALLIY 1. 2.£.4. AAPPUIRLIA V1) hpg Mallp HIL ALUOVLALIL O

aquatic animals or eggs or gametes from an infected aquaculture establishment or zone.
The Commission agreed that a commodity-based approach to the risk of movement
would clarify this issue (see item 2.4 belov\g .
The EU also queried the justification for th@dg}emn of point 3 of Article 1.5.5.1
(Appendix VII). The Commission’s reason fog removal of this pomt is that the Aquatic
Code makes reference only to the aquatlc amrnal health situation in the exporting country
(see Guide to the use of the Aquat; Amm I Health Code, Section A. Introduction, item
3). .

Comments were received from the USA on the reverse-transcription PCR diagnostic test
for spring viraemia of caer(SVC) Dile to the highly technical nature of the comments,
the Commission referreagfthe‘ﬁtim to the OIE Reference Laboratory for SVC. A revised
description of the test {§ presented at Appendix XI, on which Member Countries are
invited to send compments by 23 April 2004).

Australia had pou;%.rg out a lack of clarity on the timing and frequency of testing for
targeted survelllanpe Theé Commission agreed that disease-specific testing and
surveillance, equlrements for declaration of freedom will be developed for the next
edition of theA uatlc Manual.

2. Planning the seventh edition of the Aquatic Animal Health Code
Commun%ey posntfpn
&

In general th Commumty are satisfied with, and can support the amendments proposed by the OIE AAC
priayided, tj;g OIE takes the comments from the Community into account. The Community disagrees with
the Q;E AAC in some principle points and some minor technical comments are given. These
dlsagreements and comments are specified in the different Appendices.

2.1. Revision of the relative contents of the Aquatic Code and Aquatic Manual

It was brought to the Commission’s attention that the contents and nature of information in the
Aquatic Code and Aquatic Manual are not always consistent with those for the terrestrial standards.
To date, the Aquatic Animals Comumission’s approach has been to include principles of aquatic animal
health management in the Aquatic Code while technical procedures, such as diagnostic methods and
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details on surveillance, disinfection etc., were included in the Aquatic Manual How to better
harmonise the relative contents of the aquatic and terrestrial documents will be discussed at a joint
meeting between the two Commissions in January 2005.

2.2. Revision of the disease listing and notification criteria

Tha Comrmssmn received comments from a few Member Countnes on the disease hsung and,‘

criteria (see ppendlx 1Y, on which Member Countries are invited to send commer
2004). The amended set of criteria will be submitted for adoption by the Intemanon
the General Session in May 2004,

The EU proposed that in criterion 1 ‘significant’ should be changed to ‘5% fthe value .of production
in that area’. The Commission did not accept this suggestion because for sgmglndqsmes, e.g. pearl
oyster or tuna farming, 5% of the value of production would be too greata 1685 wkule in others, e.g.
shrimp farming, greater than 5% production loss is common. The Cbmn;lsm nconsiders that any
figure would be arbitrary and not reflect the specifics of the host™ seqies; ctilture system and the
disease in question. However, the Commission agreed some amqumcnfs 20 the wording to refine the
criterion {see Appendix IV).

s . -
The EU also proposed to qualify criterion 6 to add the requrq:emen;fthat ‘the disease is difficult to
contain at a farm level without exceptional control measuges’. The Commission did not feel that this
comment was relevant to criterion 6, which relates to internatiotiab'spread of a disease.

Prof. Hill, Vice-President of the Aquatic Animals';gmonnnis.gion, will meet with the Ad hoc Group on
Animal Disease Notification convened by the OIE AnimalHealth Information Department to facilitate
consistency between the approaches takeng "Byathe “OIE Terrestrial Animal Health Standards
Commission (Code Commission) and the, Aquans;’.t\mmals Commission. New Zealand had suggested
that the aquatic animal disease listing and’ rlotlﬁcatlon criteria should more clearly stem from the OIE
risk analysis guidelines. This issue wjlFbe brought‘ to the attention of the Ad hoc Group.

2.3. Revision of the list of diseases; ev’fq% of qgmes of crustacean diseases
&
3.7
The Community would relteg:aie 1§§ preyious remarks on the listing criteria and the disease list. The
Community could approve the. !istmg criteria as indicated in Appendix IV of this report provided the
comments given in the specific Appendlx has been taken into account. These criteria should be used on
new diseases proposed for llstm b; the OIE, which the Community expect be adopted in the General
Session in 2005. The Ca mum;y further would like to receive the outcome of the assessments of the
review of the ex1st%ng diseases'listed by the OIE well in advance of the next general session, in order to
give Community ex’ﬁggts the possibility to study the assessments done by the OIE Ad Hoc groups. Within
the context of l&g[gg} ey, the Community weuld invite the OIE to consider a further specification of some
of the listed dlseas%s, limiting the listed diseases/pathogens to certain strains. Seme diseases like IPN and

VHS ye “to their impact on saimonids. At the same time, different strains of these viruses are
found nagura]]y oégcurrmg in marine fish, and may not be considered virulent to the economic important

Spemes*’é%%% s

Community position %5?8

The EU and Australia questioned the inconsistency in the naming of diseases of
molluscs, crustaceans and fish, respectively. They proposed to have a uniform
approach to the naming the different discases. The Commission reminds Member
Countries that recent changes to the names of mollusc diseases resulted from a
revision of the taxonomy of the causative agents. Therefore, the mollusc diseases
were renamed ‘Infection with PATHOGEN NAME’ for clarity and to reflect the
most recent taxonomic position. These changes have been incorporated into the sixth
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edition of the Aquatic Code, and will be adopted in the fifth edition of the Aquatic
Manual. Regarding the naming of fish and crustacean diseases, the Commission is
not aware of such major taxonomic changes. Moreover there does not appear to be
confusion with regard to most of the currently used disease names. Where exceptions
exist, these will be addressed on a case by case basis (see below for epizootic
haematopoietic necrosis [EHN] as an example).
The Commission received comments from several Member Countries on the revised lis
Some concern was expressed at the lack of transparency in the reasoning behind th_;e@ Y
judgement on which criteria were met by the individual diseases. Other Membeij Count@:s had
provided, as requested, supporting evidence to justify retaining certain diseases,on’the list;that the
Commission had initially proposed to remove. The Commission agreed it wouldli“mfirg Fan
in the process by providing documented, scientific justification for any changgi‘ to é&g Tist,
Loy
These documents will be prepared by the Commission with the asg}'gsmﬁce of @gt‘i Ad hoc Group
following the format developed for this purpose for terrestrial animal dis These documents will
be prepared on the basis of the amended set of listing and notification criteria pending their adoption
at the General Session in 2004 (see item 2.2). @

The Reference Laboratory for epizootic haematopoietic necrq:,;is‘ Eféj\{)zfointed out that an error had
occurred in the October 2003 report regarding the causative agepts of EHN. The correct advice by the
Reference Laboratory is that European sheatfish virusi(ESVYjand European catfish virus (ECV)
cannot be separated at this point in time, and that a split of the'EHN chapter should be into EHN and
ESV/ECV. Furthermore, the Reference Laboratory advised that the recognition of ESV/ECV and
EHNYV as two distinct species has now been accé“g;gd by the Intemational Committee for Taxenomy
of Viruses. The Commission noted this and wjll henc fp%h refer to ESV/ECV and EHNV as different
disease agents. % ﬁ_af"

L
2.4. New finfish, mollusc and crustacean glisé‘és& ch%pters, based on new drafts
}p,j:%? rc%

3 ¥ i . .
Comments from Member Countriesion the draft disease chapters were considered.
&

oy, gy

The USA queried the choice of ZS;j%a'???éf() years and 2 years for obtaining disease-free status as
arbitrary time periods anddxgugggsted that measures, such as generation lengths or other scientifically
validated periods of timg bé&used instead. The Commission is aware that these figures are arbitrary,
but notes that they w te th«)hs'égkas an interim measure consistent with the Terrestrial Code until
aquatic animal diseaéééfggciﬁc periods of time can be defined (see below). The Commission draws
Member Countrigs. attention to Aquatic Manual Chapter 1.1.4 Requirements for surveillance for
international recbgni

of freedom from infection,

Several Membe#’@g»ugf?ies (Chile, EU, Norway, USA) objected to the proposed removal of disease
free aquakylture establishments as a distinct category. The intent of that proposal had been to include
disea%% £re¢i€§%uaculmre establishments in the concept and requirements of disease free zones.
Accéptj@g’“ﬁt'h"e"iltility of the specific identification of an aquaculture establishment as a management
upits: rtain diseases, the Commission discussed this concern with the President of the Code
#Commision. In the Terrestrial Code, some disease chapters currently make reference to herds, flocks
e fa H, where appropriate for the disease. For the future, the Code Commission is proposing to
‘%%%féﬁqc,thc concept of compartments, which would cover a variety of establishments under a common
__“bip security management system. Compartmentalisation applies to a population when management
.. "Criteria are applied, while zoning applies when a population is defined on a geographical basis. A
, compartment may comprise one or more aquaculture establishments. The Code Commission will
" develop separate requirements for each disease for which the application of zoning or
compartmentalisation is appropriate. The Aquatic Animals Commission concluded that this approach
could be usefully applied to the aquatic animal sector and resolve concerns by those Member
Countries that wished to see aquaculture establishments reincorporated. A modified definition for
compartment for inclusion in the Aquatic Code is proposed (see Appendix III, on which Member
Countries are invited to send comments by 23 April 2004).

5

The President of the Code Commission reiterated the comment made by the Director General, i.e. to
introduce into the disease chapters of the 4quatic and Terrestrial Codes the concept of identifying
those commodities that can be traded safely - regardless of animal health status in the exporting
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country — and grading levels of risk for other commodities. This would bring moere balance to the
chapters by moving the focus from achieving free status to facilitating the trade in safe commodities.
It also reflects the wide variety of traded commodities. Previously, the Commission had explored the
concept of susceptible, carrier and vector species in order to address the different levels of risks in
trade in aquatic animals. The Commission is of the view that following the ccmmodlty -based
approach would adequately address these different risk levels. g

The Commission has introduced the concepts of compartment and commodities into the
templates for chapters for fish, molluscs and crustaceans (see Appendices V to VII, on, whwh Meémber
Countries are invited to send comments by 23 April 2004; NB: these draft chapters are to demgnstrate
the newly introduced concepts of compartmentalisation and commodities. Member 6 unmes should
focus their comments on the applicability of these concepts. If the final templat;s (#e:including
amendments made on the basis of Member Country comments) are adopted by ‘thie, International
Committee in May 2004, the Commission will convene Ad hoc Groups of e; perts:» “elaborate the
individual disease chapters. For purposes of clarity, marked drafts as well as consol§¢§ated versions of
these three documents are provided). In addition, the adoption of this & 8

¢pt would address some of
the points made by some Member Countries regarding susceptlblc ca‘ and vettor species.

o
Introducing the concepts of compartmentalisation and conunqdmes ,requu'ed modification of several
definitions (see Appendix III).

2.5. New model aquatic animal health certificates

Australia had commented that aquatic animal health certificates based on the model certificates in the
Aquatzc Code could be forged. The Commission acknowledges that forgery of health certificates is a
growing problem and will bring this issuc to the attgghon of the Ad hoc Group for model health
certificates (see item 4.4.). g,

ity

Chile suggested certain changes regardmg tg,odelé aquatic animal health certificates for dead fish. The
Commission agreed that a commod;ty “based' Qproach to the risk of movement would clarify this
issue (see item 2.4 above). 3}\ —“
i ’u
The Commission noted the c?}nments
i

rccelved from the EU and Norway and will refer them to the Ad
hoc Group (see item 4.4.). 5

gy

.

#
The Commission would like™ ‘draw attention to the fact that new model aquatic animal health
certificates will only be reqmred%nce new disease chapters for the Aquatic Code have been adopted
by the Intcmauona,! Qomzmttee at the General Session. As explained in item 2.4 above, at the General
Session in 200455%«3 fni:matlona] Committee will be asked to adopt only the template for new disease
chapters (one eg(ample each for fish, mollusc and crustacean diseases). This means that the seventh
edition (2004) ot;#hegﬂquanc Code will not contain new disease chapters. The Commission will
resume WQ k on the model certificates after May 2004 in parallel with the new disease chapters in
preparanon fqg the eighth edition (2005) of the Aguatic Code taking into consideration the conclusions
of the‘;ﬁd‘hoeaﬁroup (see item 4.4.). The changes proposed in Appendix X111 of the October 2003
report are therefore withdrawn. Some of the changes previously proposed in the June 2003 report,
:6n the®other hand, will be submitted for adoption by the International Committee at this year's
iGeneral :Session, because these changes will bring the model health certificates into line with the
%wog}wg of the disease chapters in the current sixth (2003) edition and the pending seventh (2004)
edition of the dquaric Code. These proposed amendments are presented at Appendix VIII, on which
N fember Countries are invited to send comments by 23 April 2004).

@*

i

2.6. New Appendix on General recommendations on disinfection

The Commission completed the new draft Appendix 5.2.1. General recommendations on disinfection
of the Aquatic Code. This document is appended to this report at Appendix IX, on which Member
Countries are invited to send comments by 23 April 2004. The Commission also suggested to move
the current Appendix 5.2.1. Disinfection of fish eggs to the Aquatic Manual by incorporating it into
Chapter 1.1.5., which will then be titled ‘Methods for inactivation of pathogens’. For consistency, the
title of Section 5.2. in the Aquatic Code will be changed from ‘Destruction of pathogens’ to
‘Inactivation of pathogens’.
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2.7. Revision of chapter on measures concerning international transport of aquatic animal disease
agents and pathelogical material

Although the tevised chapter had been prepared, the Commission was advised of ongoing
deliberations for revision of the International Air Transport Association regulations and therefore
decided to postpone proposal of the amended chapter for comment. k

sl
3. Planning the fifth edition of the Manual of Diagnostic Tests for Aquatic Ammals

Community comments

e
In general the Community is satisfied with and can support the amendments pmposed hy tﬁe OIE AAC
prowded the OIE takes the comments mto account. The Commumty dlsagree

specified in the different Appendixes.

3.1. Revision of the relative contents of the Aquatic Codg and Aquanc Manual
See item 2.1 above

3.2. New template for disease chapters (to prg{xlde lpformatlon underpinning the
Aquatic Code chapters, summary tahle ,on**’d;agnostlc methods, and disease-
specific requirements for sampling a) siirveillance)
in the past, some Member Countries had expressed concern that for certain diseases, the Aquatic
Manual focuses on pathogen 1dent1ﬁc3u9n for, dxsease diagnosis, whilst for others, the whole range of
diagnostic approaches (including chmcal pa%thotogxcal histopathological and pathogen identification
techniques) is presented. They had also sugggsted that summary tables of diagnostic methods (such as
currently provided for some dlseqses), ;shoitfd be a standard item in each disease chapter. With the
adoption of the new Aquati ’ManuaL Chapter 1.1.4 (Requirements for surveillance for international
recognition of freedom from mfs&tmn) by the International Committee in May 2003, there is now also
the need to provide dis ase—spemﬁc information to underpin sampling and surveillance schemes and
consequentiy the pro\hsmps for, declaration of freedom from listed diseases. The Commission
therefore prepared a néw draft template for disease chapters for the Aquatic Manual (see Appendix X,
on which Mem?r (Bogn{ngs are invited to send comments by 23 April 2004).

i

3.3. Revision of A,guatze Manual chapter on disinfection

See 1tem2 6 e
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4. Joint meeting with the Central Bureau/Terrestrial Animal Health Standards Commission

The Aquatic Animals Commission was joined by Dr David Wilson, Head of the International Trade

Department, Dr Alejandro Thiermann, President of the OIE Terrestrial Animal Health Standards

Commission, and Dr Karim Ben Jebara, Head, Animal Health Information Department.

4.1. Update on implementation of new disease list (target date January 2005),
Dr Ben Jebara informed the Commission that the Ad hoc Group on Ammal Dlsease
Notification has drafted new criteria for listing a terrestrial animal dlsea I
Terrestrial Code, taking into consideration the criteria for aquatlc ammal diséases
already adopted by the International Committee in May 2003. THe Aguatrc Animals
Commission agreed to be represented at the next meeting of th1¥Gfroup§schcduled
for February 2004, to facilitate further harmonisation betwr;;en aquatw and terrestrial
listing and notification criteria. The new criteria for hstlng grrestrlal animal disease
are to be presented to the International Committee in May 2004, Following adoption,
both Commissions will advance in applying the new “:rltena tg the currently listed
aquatic and terrestrial animal diseases. f*u*% ¥

4.2. OIE Working Group on Animal Welfare i qﬁ%
Dr Wilson informed the Commission that the Globat Conference on Animal Welfare,
to be held in February 2004, is expected to attract 450 participants. Professor Tore
Hastein, Member of the OIE Working Groty ﬁmmal Welfare, will present an
overview of aquatic animal welfare. g, %'%)

4.3. Development of guiding principles fog the listing of closely related disease agents
Dr Wilson informed the CommissiSy, thagthls issue is not currently a problem for
terrestrial agents, but it will be, a&dresseq, when the Code Commission revises
chapters on the basis of dlsease or pathogen.

4.4. Continuing work on harmogﬁrsauonfof horizontal chapters in both Aquatic and

)gr?

Terrestrial Codes ¥ -

The Commission compared the“genexjj chapters and appendlces including the meodel certificates, of
both Codes and identified those 1tems suitable for harmonisation. These will be some of the topics for
a ]omt meeting between the two Commissions in January 2005. An Ad hoc Group will be formed to
review the model health cemﬁcates

§ k.
5. OIE Aquatic animal disease information system

s.1. Dlsease reportmg

For fﬁ;s“"agenda item, the Aquatic Animals Commission was joined again by Dr

K_arl Ren Jebara, Head, Animal Health Information Department.

Dr Ben J ebara informed the Commission about the plans to improve disease

re;pm;mg to the OIE. This includes the development of new standardised forms for

electromc disease reporting. The Commission welcomed the initiative and would

%m@'ﬁ“w provide comments on the draft new accompanying Manual for Aquatic Animal

", Disease Reporting to the OIE. The purpose of this Manual is to assist Member

Countries in accurate and timely disease reporting.
The Commission fully supports the Department of Animal Health Information’s
initiative to harmonise regionally produced disease information with that collated by
the Central Bureau in order to make better use of the information sent by the Member
Countries.
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6. The role and activities of the OIE in the field of aquatic animals

6.1. Presentations at international meetings and workshops

6.1.1. Asia Regional Advisory Group for Aquatic Animal Health, Bangkok,
Thailand, 10-12 November 2003
Dr Bernoth represented the Aquatic Animals Commission at the above-nam
presented her report. The Commission agreed that these meetings are ver;
exchange of information on aquatic animal disease occurrences and xstreamllnmg of
approaches to aquatlc ammal health. It remams important for OIE tg, engage IIL aquanc

!.1

organisations such as NACA',

6.1.2. International Symposium on Veterinary Epldemmlogy and. Economlcs
(ISVEE 10, Viiia del Mar, Chile, 17-21 Novemller 2003)
Dr Enriquez represented the Aquatic Animals Commission at symposium and presented
his mission report. The Commission appreciated the;’, iirunatlve'gf the ISVEE Organising
Commities to attach more importance to aquatic ammaf disease epidemiology. ISVEE
proposes expanding the aquatic component at the t1;1"' Sxmposxum to be held in Cairns,
Australia, 2006, through a 3-day satellite mectnmxié wv'* E

%MW%

6.1.3. 23" Conference of the OIE Regional Commission for Asia, the Far East
and Oceania, Noumea, New Caledonia, 25-28 November 2003
Dr Bernoth attended the OIE Regional Cot e as a speaker on a Technical Item. The
Conference endorsed a set of recommendagons%cat include action items for OIE as well as
for Member Countries, and that are a; at’mproving cooperation between veterinary and
fisheries authorities, better ennggemenn of Member Countries with the OIE, and improved
disease reporting, Notably, 5}16 recsﬁmglcndanons suggest the nomination by Delegates of an
‘aquatic national focal pou;; as a e rallel recipient of Aquatic Animals Commission reports,
with the aim to significantl improv dissemination of these reports to relevant experts within
Member Countries. Thi tirn=will hopefully improve engagement of Member Countries
with the OIE rcgm’dmg aff texts for the Aquatic Code and Aquatic Manual. Another
recommendation &ggggsts the Director General remind Delegates of their responsibility for
aquatic ammal dxsease reporting to the OIE. Furthermore, some discrete steps are

‘ r&hexghten awareness of aquatic animal health issues within Member

By,
6.2. Future lntergatlonal meetings and workshops

6.2.1. Futuré gonferences of the OIE Regional Commissions
Fallowmg the success of the President’s participation at the Regional Conference for Asia,
el»Ear East and Oceania (see item 6.1.3) and the Director General’s view that the
Cbmmfssmn s participation at other Regional Commission Conferences would be useful for
@b’.fw‘ Taising awareness of aquatic animal health issues and improving disease reporting, the
"% Cofmission reviewed the OIE Regional Commissions’ Conference schedule. The
»Comrrussnon proposes that Prof. Donald Lightner attend the 17th Conference of the OIE
.&% P Reglonal Commission for the Americas, to be held in Panama 16-19 March 2004, to give a

&

p o presentation on the activities of the Aquatic Animals Commission and the importance of
) G aquatic animal production in the region. The Commission further proposes that Prof. Hill
T, attend the 21% Conference of the OIE Regional Commission for Europe, to be held in Avila,

Spain, 28 September — 1 October 2004, to give similar presentations.

! NACA: Network of Aquaculture Centers in Asia-Pacific
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For the 16™ Conference of the OLE Regional Commussion for Africa, to be held in Khartoum,
Sudan, in January 2005, the Aquatic Animals Commission has proposed to the Director
General that there should be a Technical Item on aquatic animal health similar to that
presented in New Caledonia (see item 6.1.3). This Item would be presented by Prof. Eli
Katunguka-Rwakishaya.

2,
iy

6.2.2. Aquaculture Biosecurity: Approaches to the Prevention, Control, and

1k,

Eradication of Aquatic Animal Disease (Special Session of World ‘
Aquaculture Society Triennial Conference, ‘Aquaculture 2004’), I-Ia aii,
1-5 March 2004 v

The President of the Commission will represent the Aquatic Animals Cq, sion at this
Conference. Profs Hill and Lightner will also attend, and contribute, tmmcfe mg awareness
of the work of the Aquatic Animals Commission.

7. OIE Reference Laboratory activities

&
7.1. Updating the list of OIE Reference Laboratorles &
The Commission recommends acceptance of the follo%mg t\;{a new applications for
OIE Reference Laboratory status: by,

Infectious salmon anaemia

iRjec on 4}

Atlantic Veterinary College, Department of Pathology and Microbiology, Faculty of
Veterinary Medicine, University of Prince’ Edwarg Island, 550 University Avenue,
Charlottetown, Prince Edward Island,z@Lé{iP&;Canada Tel.: (1-902) 566.09.67;
Fax: (1-902) 566.08.51; E-mail: kiben & Dus perts
Designated Reference Expert: Dr Fredert k Kibenge

White spot disease and Penaey. monodan-type baculovirus

Department & Institute of ;oology, ﬁanonal Taiwan University, 1, Sec. 4, Roosevelt
Rd., Taipei China. Tel: 8869 123°63.02.31/22.62, Fax: (+886-2) 23.63.68.37; E-
mail: gracelow@ccmsg}tu edu.tw
Designated Reference Exgert Dr Grace Lo
The Commission had ;ecelved a resignation from the Dr Jo-Ann Leong from one of
the two Reference oratories for infectious haematopoietic necrosis in the USA.
Recognising ;hat there' is thus a need for a replacement Reference Laboratory, the
Commission’ gvould welcome applications from OIE Member Countries.
The Comm1ssmn,had also received a request from Dr Donald Lightner of the OIE
Referende, Jaboratory for Crustacean Pathogens that the title of the laboratory be
charj eda:tohgtter reflect his sphere of competence. The Commission agreed that the
labqratory should now be the ‘OIE Reference Laboratory for Taura syndrome, White
gspot disease, Infectious hypodermal and haematopoietic necrosis, Tetrahedral
cu13v1r051s and Spherical baculovirosis’. This change has been made to the list of
[EReference Laboratories on the OIE Web site.

ié’ﬁy ‘other business
«-’%3
8.1. Cooperation and partnership with other international and regional
organisations

8.1.1. . Cooperation between veterinary and fisheries authorities

The Commission is pleased to note that there are encouraging signs of
Improving cooperation between veterinary and fisheries authorities. Through
the recommendations prepared at the Conference of the Regional
Commission for Asia, the Far East and Oceania (see item 6.1.3), a number of
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initiatives have been identified to improve cooperation between veterinary
and fisheries authorities, especially in those Member Countries where the
veterinary authority does not have official responsibility for aquatic animal
health. For example, fisheries authorities could be invited to attend OIE-
sponsored conferences or workshops that have an aquatic theme, and Member
Countries themselves could request their veterinary services to 1mpro.¥e the
communication and cooperation with fisheries authorities, especia
regarding disease reporting and disease emergency responses.
The Commission suggested that the national coordinators already actlvq in
the NACA aquatic animal health programme could be candldates for:the
aquatic national focal points suggested in the recommendatlon ﬁ'om the OIE
Regional Conference (see item 6.1.3). §
8.1.2. FAO’, NACA, SEAFDEC® and other mternatmnal orgamsatlons

Community comment

mamtam disease freedom in areas where dlseases are absent.

5,
oy
The Commission considered thq re\(ig. fdocument entitled ‘Surveillance and
Zoning for Aquatic AmmaLD1séasés which is the output of the FAO/DFO
Canada*/OIE Expert Con§1}ltat'qn7 on Surveillance and Zonation for
Responsible Movemenrof Lly%e "Aquatic Animals: A Framework for
Reducing the Risk of T’gans—Bgundary Spread of Aquatic Animal Diseases,
which was held ftpnﬁ‘lﬁ "t5:#8 October 2002 in Rome, Italy, and was pleased
to note that the gcom\g;nents made on the previous version had all been
addressed. Due tqthe time lapse since the expert consultation, the contents of
the report ¢ do not now reflect the current OIE Standards on surveillance and
monltonng hich have changed in the interim. It is suggested that they
shoulgfbe referred to by means of footnotes and appendices, etc. Subject to
theseifinal amendments, the Commission is pleased to endorse the report.
8.1.3. Emergency Preparedness and Response to Aquatic Animal Diseases in
Asna, a Workshop to be held in Jakarta, Indonesia, in August 2004
Wm ﬂgllat had received a letter from the FAO Fisheries Department inviting
the OIE to co-sponsor and co-organise a Workshop on Emergency
reparedness and Response to Aquatic Animal Diseases in Asia, to be held
yin Jakarta, Indonesia, in August 2004, The Workshop is intended to assist
%" Indonesia and countries in the Asian region in identifying actions to reduce
the impact of koi herpesvirus on aquaculture and smalf scale fisheries and in
strengthening preparedness and response to serious aquatic animal disease
emergencies. The Commission welcomes this initiative in principle, however
it feels that the time frame is too short and the focus and topic are too narrow
to warrant a co-sponsoring and co-organising role for the OIE.

FAQ: Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations
SEAFDEC: South-East Asia Fisheries Development Centre
DFO: Federal Department of Fisheries and Oceans (Canada)
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The Commission feels strongly that there is a need for such initiatives, as
suggested by FAQ, but that this is a global issue and OIE, in partnership with
other international organisations, should organise a global conference on
aquatic animal disease emergencies. This conference should have invited
speakers from the terrestrial animal sectors in order to share their
experiences and be briefed on their current programmes.
8.1.4. Mollusc Diseases Training - Phase I11

In response to the lack of information and knowledge on mollusc'
the Asian region, FAO and NACA initiated in 1999 a three-tier reglonal
programme on mollusc health management. OIE has contnbuted t6:this

"""" trag,mng
expert to the first two phases, which took place at SEAFDEG”(IIQHO
Philippines, November 1999) and University of Queensland (Brisbane,
Australia, December 2002). The Phase I is plann f01:52004 and will be
hosted by the National Fisheries Research and Deve ment Institute, Pusan,
Korea (Rep of). Activities during this third apd last phase will include
training in level I1I diagnostics (immunoassays, CR,;transmlssmn electron
microscopy) for mollusc diseases, mter—cahbrahon ‘exercises and

presentation of country-specific survey Tésults; NACA has requested that

OIE contribute to Phase IIl as it did to Phases I and II. The Commission
acknowledges improvements in th%gltuatlon already obtained in the frame of
this programme and supports the ‘mltratwe
8.1.5. International Symposmm on’ “"ﬁﬂerpeswrus Disease Control, Japan,
March 2004 . B
Dr Vallat had received %le{te ﬁ'cg)m the Regional Representation for Asia
and the Pacific, regarding an I&tematlonal Symposium on Koi Herpesvirus
Disease Centrol, to he fleld in:Japan, in March 2004. The letter included a
request for pamc;patwr;by the Aquatic Animals Commission, and Dr Vallat
sought advice ﬁom the Commission on this issue. Due to the short notice and
other comnutments none of the Commission Members is available to
the Symposmm Prof. Hill informed the meeting that an
orkshop on koi herpesvirus disease will be held in London,
United Klngdpm (UK), in February 2004. The Commission awaits the
outco%e of both meetings with interest.
8.2. Amphlblan dlsease issues

Community comment.g
Ry

The Commgn;;y"welcomes the work done so far by the OIE on amphibian diseases, and looks forward to
receive proposa suon ‘the future of amphibian diseases within the framework of the OIE.

4
%]

i

T

Lt ‘g

%ﬂ Prof. Hill reported on continuing efforts to obtain data on international trade in

™ farmed and wild amphibians. A search of the literature had provided information on
diseases of wild and farmed amphibians and its link to population declines in various
countries. Some of the viral pathogens infect both amphibians and fish, including
omamental fish species, such that either host type can be a vector for disease of the
othet. This potential risk of international spread of disease has been recognised by
the European Commission, which is planning to fund research to assess the risk to
the EU. The findings of this research will provide further information for the Aquatic
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Animals Commission to consider whether it is time to include amphibian disease
within its remit.
8.3 Freshwater crayfish disease issues

Community comment

The Community would welcome a future atlas on crayfish diseases.

,,,,,

attention paid to the disease risks associated with intemational traderin freshwater
crayfish. He also deplored the lack of knowledge of crayfish pat!?ology and
suggested that a histology/pathology atlas would contribute fo 1mpr0vmg this
situation. He noted that a similar atlas had previously been:Co- hed by the OIE
on the histology and cytology of marine bivalve mollusgs The ‘Commission
acknowledges this concern about lack of skills and kuowledge "f crayfish pathology,
but feels that rather than respondmg to individual rqquests 1ht,gwould be more
appropriate to develop a generic policy for conmderatlon ‘af such proposals.

8.4 Status of Aquatic Animals Commission Internet, actlvmes
Prof. Hill reported that the Commission’s web pages are being continually updated,
particularly with regard to providing 1nforg13tlon on new disease developments. He
has been informed by Ms Caroline Malotaux: that,the Commission’s web pages are in
the process of being re-designed by thé*f}e&tcagl’“Bureau to make them consistent with
the design of the main OIE web 51te§ The;newly designed pages will be submitted to
the Commission for comments ggfore emg made live.

8.5 Second OIE/FAO/IAEA Co sultan S Meetmg on ‘OIE Validation and
Certification of Diagnostic Aspays {pr Infectious Animal Diseases’ - Specific
procedures for OIE to galldate tid approve diagnostic tests, organised by the
OIE Collaborating Centre for ELISA and Molecular Techniques in Animal
Disease Diagnosis, }AEA, Vienna, Austria, 9-12 December 2003
The Commission poted that:this meeting had taken place. The principles outlined at
this meeting will be phcablc to aquatic animal diseases. The Commission awaits
the final repan"b

8.6 OIE Strateg;gs Plan'*for 2005-2010
The Cogimlssmn noted the draft of the fourth OIE Strategic Plan 2005-2010. When
revising 1t§nwork plan for the coming years, the Commission will take into account
the pghcygggctlons of the Strategic Plan. The draft fourth OIE Strategic Plan 2005-
2019, will be presented to the International Committee for adoption in May 2005.

8.7; 3Rev1e of Aquatic Animals Commission work plan for 2004

. The Commission reviewed its work plan for 2004, which is presented at Appendix
", XTFfor information.
“»8.8.:Dates of next meetings
"%, The Bureau of the Commission will hold a meeting in July 2004 to discuss the outcomes of the

™ General Session. The next full meeting of the Aquatic Animals Commission will be from 20 to
25 January 2005.

.../Appendices
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Appendix

MEETING OF THE OIE AQUATIC ANIMAL HEALTH STANDARDS COMMISSION
Paris, 5-9 January 2004

Provisional Agenda

1. Member Country comments on the report of the previous meeting (October 2003)™

2,  Planning of seventh edition of the Aquatic Animal Health Code
2.1.  Revision of the relative contents of the Aquatic Code and Aquatic M’aﬁuag} ‘
2.2.  Revision of disease listing and notification criteria -

2.3.  Revision of the list of diseases; review of names of crustacea

5
6.  New Appendix on General recommendations on disinfection
7

Revision of chapter on measures concerning m‘gmanonal transport of aquatic animal disease agents
and pathological material r
lcgg;& »5‘ £

3. Planning of fifth edition of the Manual of Dlagna tl’c T ests for Aquatic Animals
3.1.  Revision of the relative contents of Q@Aquailc Code and Aquatic Manual

3.2. New template for disease chapterg {to pmv1de information underpinning the Aquatic Code chapters,
summary tables on diagnost methods and disease-specific requirements for sampling and
surveillance) # E iy

3.3. Revision of Aquattc Jg{gnugl chapters on disinfection of fish and of mollusc aquaculture

establishments

oy

4. Joint meeting with the Ce trat Burean/Terrestrial Animal Health Standards Commission
P 3
4.1. Update oni leme%r%i%tlon of new disease lists (target date January 2005)
4.2. OIE Workmg G;gua §n Animal Welfare
4.3. Developn;snt of guiding principles for the listing of closely related disease agents

'!‘work on harmonisation of horizontal chapters in both Aguatic and
&T er st:;;al Codes

5. OjZE Aqua?ilc animal disease information system

"isease reporting

The fole and activities of the OIE in the field of aquatic animals

e

6.1.  Presentations at international meetings and workshops

6.1.1. Asia Regional Advisory Group for Aquatic Animal Health, Bangkok, Thailand, 10-
12 November 2003

6.1.2. International Symposium on Veterinary Epidemiolegy and Economics (ISVEE 10, Vifia del
Mar, Chile, 17-21 November 2003)

6.1.3. 23" Conference of the OIE Regional Commission for Asia, the Far East and Oceania, Noumea,
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6.2.

New Caledonia, 25-28 November 2003

Future international meetings and workshops
6.2.1. Future Conferences of OIE Regional Commissions

6.2.2. Aquaculture Biosecurity: Approaches to the Prevention, Control, and Eradication of Aquatic
Animal Disease (Special Session of World Agquaculture Society Triennial Conference,
‘Aquaculture 2004”), Hawaii, 1-5 March 2004

7.  Annual reports of OIE Reference Laboratory activities

7.1. Updating the list of OIE Reference Laboratories

8.  Any other business

8.1

8.2
8.3.
8.4.
8.5.

8.6.
8.7.
8.8.

Cooperation and partnership with other international and regional organisations
8.1.1. Cooperation between veterinary and fisheries authorities
8.1.2. FAO®, NACA®, SEAFDEC’ and other international organisations

8.1.3. Emergency Preparedness and Response to Aquatic Animal Diseases in Asia, a Workshop to be
held in Jakarta, Indonesia, in August 2004

8.1.4. Mollusc Diseases Training - Phase III

8.1.5. International Symposium on Koi Herpesvirus Disease Control, Japan, March 2004

Amphibian disease issues
Freshwater crayfish disease issues
Status of Aquatic Animals Commission Internet activities

Secend OIE/FAO/IAEA Consultants Meeting on ‘OIE Validation and Certification of Diagnostic
Assays for Infectious Animal Diseases’ — Specific procedures for OIE to validate and approve
diagnostic tests, organised by the OIE Collaborating Cenire for ELISA and Molecular Techniques in
Animal Disease Diagnosis, IAEA, Vienna, Austria, 9-12 December 2003

OIE Strategic Plan for 2005-2010
Review of Aquatic Animals Commission work plan for 2004

Dates of next meetings

3
6
7

FAO: Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations
NACA: Network of Aquaculture Centers in Asia-Pacific
SEAFDEC: South-East Asia Fisheries Development Centre
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Appendix II

MEETING OF THE OIE AQUATIC ANIMAL HEALTH STANDARDS COMMISSION
Paris, 5-9 January 2004

List of participants

MEMBERS OF THE COMMISSION

Sl
Dr Eva-Maria Bernoth (President) Prof. Barry Hill (Vice-President) Dr Rica dé;o En
Office of the Chief Veterinary Officer, CEFAS — Weymouth Laboratory (Secretary, Ge’ﬁe"r‘?z ¢
Department of Agriculture, Fisheries and Barrack Road, The Nothe Patqlogla An;mal/lctlopatologla
Forestry — Australia, GPO Box 858, Weymouth, Dorset DT4 8UB Universidad Alistral de Chile
Canberra ACT 2601, AUSTRALIA UNITED KINGDOM 4§‘C‘as L 567 S;Valdlvm
Tel.: (61-2) 62.72.43.28 Tel.: {44-1305) 20.66.26 CHIL

Fax: (61-2) 62.73.52.37 Fax: (44-1305) 20.66.27 (56%63) 22.11.20

Emall eva-maria.bemoth@daff.gov.au  Email: b.j.hill@cefas.co.uk mgﬁ‘za« Lfal)’é (56-63) 21.85.18
Emall renrique@uach.cl

Dr Franck Berthe Prof. Eli Katunguka-| Rwakigtgaya .
IFREMER, Laboratoire de Génétique et Dean, Faculty of Veterinary Medlggne,
Pathologie, BP 133, 17390 La Makerere University, l’.Dfi Bq;g 7062*
Tremblade, FRANCE Kampala, UGANDA !§g§

Tel.: (33-5) 46.36.98.43 Tel.: (256.41) 55. 46@5 ~*§§§

Fax: (33-5)46.36.37.51 Fax: (256-41)

Email: fberthe@ifremer. fr email: deanv t@vetmcd mak.ac.ug
OTHER PARTICIPANT = _—

Prof. Donald V. Lightner (Crustacean Expe, f) “%N

Aquaculture Pathology Section, Departmenﬁ iaf Vg}érmary
Science & Microbiology, University of Arizona}Building
90, Room 202, Veterinary Science & Mlcroblplogy},
Tucson, AZ 85721, USA o,

Tel.: (1.520) 621. 84.14
Fax: (1-520) 621.48.99

Email: dvi@@u.arizona.edu
OIE CENTRAL BUREAU i
R

Dz Bernard Vallat Dr David Wilson

Director General, Ty, Head, International Trade Dept

12 rue de Prony+ '“”"i% ‘Ll’i% Email: d.wilson@oie.int

75017 Paris ; . ;

FRANCE % Dr Alejandro Thiermann

Tel.: (33- 1‘5«44 1 s, L&ﬁﬁ’ President, Terrestrial Animal Health Standards
Fax: (33 1) 42‘@2 09.87 . Comf'“ss“{" o

Emaikigie@oieiint Email: a.thiermann@oie.int

Dr Alejanidrg Schudel Dr Karim Ben Jebara .

Head, Scientific and Technical Dept Head, Animal Health Information Department,

Email: a schudel@oie.int Email: k.benjebara@oie.int

. . Ms Sara Linnane
Dr Dewan Sibartie o . L .
Deputy Head, Scientific and Technical Dept Scientific Editor, Scientific and Technical Dept

Email: d.sibartie@oie.int Email: s.linnane@oie.int
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Appendix I

SECTION 1.1.

GENERAL DEFINITIONS

CHAPTER 1.1.1.

DEFINITIONS

Community positions

The Community supports the amendments proposed, if the OIE takes the'

1. The Community would propose that the definition of Aquatic ammal& l;:iads
)
means all life stages (including eggr and gametes), of any fish, molluses and crustaceans originating from
aguacwiture establishments, or removed from the wild. Other water- hvmg animals than fish molluscs and
crustaceans are not covered by the Aguatic Code. %‘é‘tg P
ftey, - e
2. The criteria for compartments must be clearly deﬁged Ehe criteria — in addition to what is currently
proposed by the AAC - to be taken inte account ma inglu&% geographical aspects as well and must be
related to the risks associated with each specitic | lsease/mfectlon The Community asks the OIE AAC to
clarify the differences between Compartments a d Zones as the first concept is being intreduced in this
report, and it seems that this concept should, be;ui,g; 'together with the existing zone concept. The
Community understands the concept that cﬁ’mp‘ﬁi‘ ents can be used for areas inside a zone, or to replace

the zone concept where the latter is not ag(pllcable W

The Commumty invites the OIE tqi*sconyder‘@:whether “coastal zones” should in the future be seen in
relation to “compartments” rathery;than “zone”, Continental and/or estuary zomes can be clearly
delimitated geographically and# emdemgologlcally (for example with salinity as a delimitation of
continental/estuary zone for salarts The Community has up till today not seen anyone being able to
clearly comply with the deﬁnit&pn of fcoastal zones. Therefore, the Community invites the OIE AAC to
consider the following tq%ee discaséfree areas:

- Disease tree countr&mmmwng continental areas, estuaries and coastal areas including any wild living
animals, —

- Disease {ree zgnes; cq;nprlsmg water catchment areas (continental zones)

- Disease free cgmpartr?enty comprising

a) a group-of coagiﬁuarms that could be considered as one epidemiological unit due to their geographical
dlstance to other “clusters/groups” of farms, and that they are under a common

b) one or morg: zones (see above) including their estuaries due to the epidemiological link between the
zones through the estuary, or

c) one individual continental aquaculture establishment which could be considered as one epidemiological
unit, as it is not influenced by the animal health status in the sea water/fresh water to which its effluents
drains (i.e. similar to the previous “appreved aquaculture establishment”), or more than one aquaculture
establishments if each farm in the compartment complies with the above criteria but due to extensive
movement of animals in-between must be considered as one epidemiological unit and is under a common
management system.
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It may even be envisaged that a continental zone can constitute a compartment. That would even further
simplify the guidelines and the application of those.

3. The Community consider it necessary to include “compartment” in the definition of “self declaration™.
Furthermore, there is a need to strengthen the obligation of the Member Country to submit the
information to the OIE. Finally it is also important that the OIE not only receive and publish the self-
declaration, but also the documentation justifying such self- declaration as well as the country’s
implementation of the OIE Guidelines. The Community therefore propose that the definition should
read:

means declaration by the Competent Authority of the country concerned that the country, gome or a
compartment of the country is free from a #sted disease based on implementation of the provisions of the
Agnatic Code and Aguatic Manual, The country shall transmit this information (including justification of
the self-declaration and the implementation of the OIE Guidelines) to the OIE Central/ Bureau, which
publish the information

4. The Commugity consider the definition of susceptible species to be inconsistent with the intended
structure of the different disease chapter, especially with the development of new diagnostic tools. Hence,
susceptible species should be limited to those species in which the disease agent is capable of propagation.
Any other species that is suspected to be able to carry the disease agent mechanically is covered in the
proposed template disease chapter 2.1,1,2 point 4 (commodity with unknown risk), ), In the same context,
the current definition of infection (“infection means the presence of a disease agent in the host”’) would
benefit from a review.

The Community therefore propose the definition of infection to read:
Infection — “means the propagation of a disease agent in a host”

Accordingly, the definition of susceptible species would be appropriate provided the definition of infection
is amended as proposed above.

Alternatively, if the OIE AAC do not approve the proposed amendment of the definition of “infection”,
the Community proposes the definition of susceptible species to read:

“Susceptible species means species of aquatic animals in which the disease agent is capable of being
propagated®

5. The community propose to include a separate chapter in the “Aquatic Code” for zoning, and
compartmentalisation, as is the case in the “Terrestrial Code”

Article 1.1.1.1.
For the putpose of this Aguatic Code:*

[Affected establishment

For this report, all the new proposed changes are highlighted: proposed new text is double underlined, proposed defetions
are crossed out. Any text that is not highlighted, but that is marked, is text that was proposed in October 2003, which has
been left as it was presented then: proposed new text is double underlined, proposed deletions are between square brackets
and in a smaller font size. All other text that is neither highlighted nor marked, is text that currently exists in the Aguatic
Codge.
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means any aquaculfure establishment in which a disease included in this Aquatic Cods has been diagnosed.]

Agquatic animal products
means products from aguatic animals (fish, molluscs, crustaceans) whether they are intended for

farming—{eges—gemeter—larvae—ete;—for human consumption, for use in animal feeding or for

pharmaceutical, biological, ot industrial uses.

Agquatic animals
means all life stapes (including egor and gametes), of Yiwe fish, molluscs and crustaceans from
agaacuiture establishments ot agﬂa-ftc—mﬂmak—removed from the wild, for farming purposes or for

telease i mto the aquatlc envlronment - v

Commodity

means aquatic animals, aguatic animal products, squaticanimal-penetie-material feedsrufls; biokgical
products and pathological marerial.
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Susceptible species
means a species of aguatic animal that is capable of being infected by a given disease agent.

Zone
means a portion of one or morte countries comprising an entire catchment atea from the source of 2
waterway to the estuary, more than one catchment atea, part of a catchment area from the source of
a waterway to a barrier, or a part of the coastal area, or an estuary with a precise geographical

delimitation, that consists of a homogeneous hydrological system, Such zomer must be clearly

a CAlCC O 2 Map ol 10 rrziory O 1o OunLry of NeCl D
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. Appendix IV

CHAPTER 1.1.2.

DISEASE LISTING AND NOTIFICATION CRITERIA

Article 1.1.2.1.

Community position

2. The Community believes a further criteria should be added: ;j
"Disease Eradication — The disease is difficult to eradicate once enterzgg; country?

3. In criterion no 2, the words “for economic or other reasons incibi;din”g 3 jlogical concerns” have been
introduced. The Community prepose to delete the words “Ot!l?gii reasens including “ from the sentence,
making the final sentence read: “...for economic or ecological conee ns”. Furthermore the Community
propose to delete the word “strongly" from the first part of the sentence.

4. In criterion 7, the Community propose to include a r}{‘erence {6 the future “custom made surveillance
descriptions” foreseen in the individual disease chaRtera s “sitlined in previous reports from the OIE
AAC. The sentence would then read: “.general surve!’!lance principles outlined in Chapter 1.1.4 of the
Aquatic Manual, and the relevant individual dlsease chap}ters »

A

R

Criterj a fo 4 llstmg an aquatic animat disease
.(:9

£

Diseases proposed for listing {n{f;t meetiall of the relevant parameters set for each of the critetia, namely
A. Consequences, B. Spread anid,C. Diagnosis. Therefore, to be listed, a disezse must have the following
characteristics: 1 ot 2 orﬁ ;atid:4 or; and 6; and 7; and 8.

g.év‘

LNO. Criteria (A;E:) %Basaélyeters that support a listing Explanatory notes
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No. | Criteria (A—C) | Parameters that support a listing Explanatory notes
A. Consequences

1. Where it occurs, the disease has been | Thete is a general pattern that the disease
shown to cause significant production | will lead to losses in susceptible'® species,
losses due to morbidity’ and ee and that morbidity ot mortality ate
mortality or product quality at a related primarily to the agent and not
national or multinational (zonal or management ot environmental factors.
regional) level. The direct economic impact of the

MM. L cff 1 I

2. Or The disease has been shown to, or is Wild aguatic animal populations can be
strongly suspected to, negatively affect |populations that are commercially
wild aquatic animal populations that are | hatvested (wild fishedes) and hetice are
shown to be an asset worth protecting  |an ¢conomic asset. However, the asset
including ecological concerns, MMM&M : ics of

aquatic animal. See-abeve

3 Or The agent is of public health concern.

And
B. Spread

4. Infectious aetiology of the disease is
proven.

5. Ot An infectious agent is strongly Infectious diseases of unknown actiology
associated with the disease, but the can have equally high-risk implications as
aetiology is not yet known. those diseases where the infectious

aetiology is proven. Whilst disease
occurrence data are gathered, research
should be conducted to elucidate the
aetiology of the disease and the results be
made available within a reasonable period
of time.

6. And Potential for international spread, International trade in aguatic animal
including via live animals, their products i 1 i i
and inanimate objects. is likely to develop and, under

international trading practices, the entry
and establishment of the disease is a likely
risk.

? ‘morbidity’ includes, for example, loss of production due to spawning failure

1o

‘susceptible’ is not restricted to “susceptible to clinical disease’ but includes ‘susceptible to subclinical infections®
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No. | Criteria (A—C) | Parameters that support a listing Explanatory notes
7. And Several countries or countries with goes | Free countries/ zomes could still be
[are] may be offiinily declared free of the | protected. Listing of diseases that are
disease based on the [recommendations of | ubiquitous or extremely widespread
the Aquatic Animal Heaith Code and Manual | would render notification unfeasible,
of Diagnostic Tests for Aquatic Animals] however, individual countries that run a
gwmmm control programme on such a disease can
in Chapter 1.1.4 of the Aguatic Manual. | demand its listing provided they have
undertaken a scientific evaluation to
support their request. Examples may be
the protection of broodsteck from
widesptread diseases, ot the protection of
the last remaining free gones from a
widespread disease.
And
C. Diagnosis
8. A repeatable, robust means of A diagnostic test should be widely
detection/diagnosis exists. available and prefetably has undergone a
formal standardisation and validation
process using routine field samples (see
OIE Manual of Diagnostic Tests for Aquatic
Animals).
[1 deleted
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Appendix V

CHAPTER 2.1.1.

EPIZOOTIC HAEMATOPOIETIC NECROSIS

Community position

The Community agrees with the template chapter provided the OIE AAC takes the specifi
the chapter into account. ,gf

Article 2.1.1.1.

EHN virus (EHNV), European sheatfish virus (ESV) and European catfish virus (EC! )] w
(BLNWV
L

[Provisions for recognition of freedom from EHN means that the conditions a % utlnne{d below are met for all of the agents listed
R

above.] iy ::}
Articie 2.1.1,2.
%‘ ﬁ,&
Community comment s
unity en % f"%‘i?

The Community questions the scientific ranonale pehiﬁd the consideration for ensilage as being a “safe
commodity” in a template chapter without anymdlcatye notes in the report. Ensiling may very well be
sufficient for inactivating EHN, but not foné all otligr listed diseases. Nor is there any indication in this
chapter or in any other chapters in the, Co&de orﬁanual on the criteria for ensiling. The Community
agrees in principle that ensilaged fish by-pr ducts may be traded safe in some instances but it should not
be taken as a general rule the ensilage isa safe commodity. The Community invites in this context the
OIE AAC to study the Opmlon of ét EU Scientific Committee on Animal Health and Animal Welfare
issued in February 2003. & "%&
& Qg‘f
Y.

zsx@;

1) w&m Susceptible species ir-whieh-eliteatsigrs-of for EHN[V
mfectlogl,‘grc lmew—te—develep-—&:e redﬁn pctch (Perm ﬂuwafz/u) rambow trout (Oncar/yfni/]m‘ mykzn)
d 74 O 4

dlsg.;ases agents listed in Amcle 2.1.1.1] EHNM can also cause [asymp!omatlc] .Ezt&ﬁlzmcﬂl infection in [their
resgechve susceptible species listed in Article 2.1.1.2] these species,
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[Naturally susceptible species in which clinical signs of ESV infection are knownmto-djevelop are: sheatfish (Silurus gianis).

Naturally susceptible species in which clinical signs of ECV infectii'iq, gre knogp to develop are: catfish (/ctalurus melfas).
Uy,

The disease agents listed in Article 2.1.1.1] can cause Sasylpptemg’at:c infection in their respective susceptible species listed in
" e

. Ay
Article 2.1.1.2 (th t ! ‘5‘3;;%

: i3
. “%b Article 2.1.1.4.

oy, ey
Experimental EHNV infections have beqﬁ}‘repof‘t d.in Macquarie perch (Macquaria australasica), silver perch (Bidyanus
bidyanus), mountain galaxias (Galaxiag olidus), and mosquito fish (Gambusa affinis) and other species belonging to the famity
Poecilidas.] @ Vg

Article 2.1.1.[5]3.

e T
Suspect cases of nat.u_;;;il inféé%;qoﬁwwith [any of the agents listed in Article 2.1.1.1] EHNV in species other than
those listed in Articié[gj 2.1.}.2 [and 2.1.1.3} should be referred immediately to the appropriate OIE

Reference Laboggtory, whiether or not clinical signs are associated with the findings.
£

o i
e Article 2.1.1.[6}4.
Methods for sugveillance, diagnosis and confirmatory identification of the disease agents are provided in
the Az%zg ﬁ{glmgfmal.
. g
g
"y, Article 2.1.1.[7]5.

Community commient

The Community questions whether a country where none of the susceptible species are present need to
have the prescribed basic security conditions in place for 10 years before declaring freedom. The
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Cominunity proposes that a country where none of the susceptible species are present, could declare itself
free of the disease, provided it has the basic security conditions in place for at least 2 years (similar to
what is needed for freedom according to Article 2.1.1.5/2.1.1.6 point 2), and that the evidence of absence of
the susceptible species is made available to its trading partners.

EHN free country

i

A country may declare itself be [considered] pffrimbhy—deshured free from EHN if it meets the coﬁtr tions in
[Articles 2.1.1.8 or 2.1.1.9] point 1) or 2) below.

Articles 2.1.1.10 to 2.1,1.12)] (see Article 2.1.1.6).

[Article 2.1.1.8]

& %&}

1) A counuy where none of the species listed in Article[s] 2.1, é 2"‘{ fz 13] is present or where these
species are present byt there has never been any observed ocﬁgurrenqe of the disease for at least the
past 25 vears despite conditions that are conducive to 1%chmcal expression, as described in Chapter
2.1.1 of the Aguatic Manual, may declare itsclf be—pflteimlly—doninred [considered] free from EHN when

[prescribed biosecurity] W conditions have been in place continuously in the
country for at least the previous [2] 10 years mstmfcgugn_Ls_nQLknm_to_bﬁ_emhh&hed_mﬂd

populations [as follows:

a) EHNis compulsorily notifiable to the Competent Aufflom‘y, mcludmg notification of suspicion; and

b)  an early detection system is in place within th coun}lpa/ enabling the Competent Authority to undertake effective
disease investigation and reporting, |nclud|qg a cass laboratories capable of diagnosing and differentiating
relevant diseases, and training of vela nanans or fish health specialists in detecting and reporting unusual disease
occurrence; and

c) infection is not known to be establ;qhecﬁ in w1|d populahons and

d)  conditions applied to imports to preven,t the ‘introduction of EHN into the country are in piace {see Section 1.4)j.

»‘; 3 4“‘&
g d, 4 i
%
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[Article 2.1.1.9]
OR

2) A country where the last known clinical occurrence was within the past 25 years or where the
infection status prior to fargeted surveillance was [previously] unknown for example becausc of the

absence of conditions conducive to clinical expression,

Manual, may declare itself be-pHiciatly-dectred [considered] free from EHN when:

iy

2) it meets [the prescribed biosecurity] basic biosecurity disease—secmrity conditions [detailed’in” Aricle’2,1.1.8];
i Y

and

b)  zargeted surveilance as described in Chapters 1.1.4 and 2.1.1 of the Aqua;‘y Mgmf has been in
place for at least the past 2 years in aguaculture establishments holding any og the species listed in
Article[s] 2.1.1.2 [and 2.1.1.3] without detection of [the disease agent listed'in Article 2.1.1.1] EHNV. 1f
there are areas of the country in which there are no such aquaculgure gstai)hshments but in
which there are wild populations of any of the species liste Amde[s] 2.1.1.2 fand 2.1.1.3],
those populations must be included in the argered mrvez//am;;f'

:

Article 2.1.1.[10]6.

EHN free zone ot free compartment

A zone ot compartmens free from EHN may be estabhsk;gd within the temtogt of one or more counttles of
mfected or unknown status for EHN and gf . ¢

If a xone of compariment extends ove;:%ore than one countty, it can only be declared an EHN free zoz¢ or
compartment if the conditions, out{;)ned Below apply to all [shared] ateas of the zone or compartment..

[Article 2.1.1.11]

a gone ot compartment where none of the species listed in

Articlefs] 2.F 2 [and 2.1.1.3] is present or where these species are present but there has never been
any obwgd”gggprrence of the disease for at least the past 25 vears despite conditions that are
condygivéx(p its clinical expression, as described in Chapter 2.1.1 of the Aquatic Mannal, may deglare
ttself be-pfinty deshared fconsidered] free from EHN when [prescribed biosecurity] W
Fiaisera) mﬂdmom have been in place continuously in the gone or compartment for at least the previous

*‘%Lzl 10 years and infection is not known to be established in wild populations. [as follows:

EHN is compuisorily notifiable to the Competent Authority, including notification of suspicion; and

an early detection system is in place within the zone enabling the Competent Authority to undertake effective
disease investigation and reporting, including access to laborateries capable of diagnosing and differentiating
relevant diseases, and veterinarians or fish health specialists are trained in detecting and reporting unusual disease
occurrence; and

c) infection is not known to be established in wild populations; and

d) official control measures to prevent the introduction of EHN into the zone are in place.]

[Article 2.1.1.12]
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OR

2) A gone ot compartment where the last known ¢linical occurrence was within the previous 25 years or
where the infection status prior to farpeted surveiilance was [previously unknown for example because

of the absence of conditions conducive to clinical expression,

Aguatic Marual, may declare itself be-{considered] gffersbiv-deriared free from EHN when:
a) it meets [the prescribed biosecurity] basic biosecurity disedse—seemrity conditions [detailed in Artich;Z.‘]

and

b)  targeted surveillance as described in Chapters 1.1.4 and 2.1.1 of the Aguatic quua
place for at least the past 2 years in aguaculture establishments holding any of the speclest listed in
Article[s] 2.1.1.2 fand 2.1.1.3] without detection of [the disease agents listed in Article 2.1, E_I:[NX If

fa2

infected country,
[Article 2.1.1.13.
EHN free aquaculture establishment

An EHN free aquacuiture establishment may be located within an EHN |nfected O%:Jntry or zone or within a country or zene of
unknawn status with respect to EHN if it meets the conditions referred to in Articles 2.1.1.14 or 2.1.1,15. Such EHN free
aquacuiture establishments must be supplied by a contained wate[ source onty {e.g. a spring, well, borehole, rain catchment,
etc.) and be free from stocks of wild fish of the susceptible species’ l|s;ed fl "Articles 2.1.1.2 and 2.1.1.3, and there must be a

natural or artificial barrier that prevents the migration of ﬂslp{ orm ]ower stretches of the waterway into the aquacuiture
establishment or its water supply. £

5@3 2
s

U, L
i,
‘WAmclei‘*T 1.14.

g,

a“

An aquaculture estabiishment where none of the": 3 clisted in Articles 2.1.1.2 and 2.1.1.3 is present or where there has
never been any observed occurrence of ﬂge dfsease espite conditions that are conducive to its clinical expression may be
censidered free from EHN when presgabed b:osgcunty conditions have been in place continucusly in the aquacufture
establishment for at least the prewous 2 years‘%s follows:

1)  EHN is compulsorily noufabke to the Compatent Authority, including notification of suspicion; and

2)  the aquaculture eslabl/shmenr cnmplles with an sarly detection system enabling the Competent Authority to undertake
effective disease mvestlgat n- a'nd reporting, including access to laboratories capable of diagnosing and differentiating
relevant diseases, ang the siaff are trained in detecting and reporting unusual disease occurrence; and

3) official control measg[es to pregent ‘the introduction of EHN into the aquaculture establishment are in place.

- Article 2.1.1.15.

An aquaca.‘.‘u.v shment w

status was prawgusly ‘unkdiown, for e xample because of
censidered tgee fronlrEHN when:

B

in tha neaving
T WIS previou:

i s 25
e absence of conditions conducive to clini

3
I
5
|
2
@
@
o
o
2
3
]
o
@

1) it eets the grescnbed biasecurity conditions detailed in Article 2.1.1.14; and
Q?sggerazfst;rvelllance as described in chapters 1.4 and 2.1.1 in the Aquatic Manuaf has been in place for at least the past
FS without detection of the disease agents listed in Article 2.1.1.1.

targeted surveillance as described in chapters 1.4 and 2.1.1 in the Aquatic Manual has been in place for at least
the past 2 years without detection of the disease agents listed in Article 2.1.1 ,1.]
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Article 2.1.1.16]Z.

Maintenance of free status

A counuy or gone %@m [or aquacuiture establishment] that is [considered] sfficiadly declared free from
EHN following the provisions of [Articles 2.1.1.8, 2.1.1.11 and 2.1.1.14] point 1) of Articles 2.1.1.5 or 2.1.1.6,
respectively, may maintain its status as EHN free provided that [the prescribed biosecurity] basic biosecurity
difeast-seewraty conditions are continuously maintained.

it

A country or gore or compartment [or aquaculture establishment] that is [oonssdered] ﬁ@#@m free from
EHN following the provisions of [Articles 2.1.1.9, 2.1.1.12 and 2.1.1.15]

respectively, may discontinue fargeted surveilfanse and maintain its status as EHNxfreea p oylded that
conditions that are conduclve to chmcal expresslon of EHN .

conditions are not conducive to clinical expression of EHN, targeted mmezflqme will need to be continued,
but at a level commensurate with the degree of risk assessed by the Compfteﬂf Autbany

Article 2.1.1 .[1715;3;%

Community comment
K

The Community does not support the principle that the dise free status should be suspended based on a
suspicion. If this is the requirement, then very few" untn ill notify suspicions. What is important is
that the exporting country immediately after,a susplclon'suspends trade from the farm or pepulation
concerned (i.e. enforces movement restrlctlons), Tl;Le Commumty therefore propose that the words

..should imrmediately suspend the free status "i§ replaced by “.should immediately implement the
necessary containment measures, includiy 14 mov‘gment restrictions, and conduct an investigation ...
Consequently, the first sentenc of the third paragraph should read:
"If the investigation confirms that the,.suspec;edé%reach has taken place, the Competent Authority....

P

Furthermore, after infection ha§" 'h;urred in a disease free compartment (previously an approved
aquaculture establishment) ;and the“investigation concludes that the disease has not spread to other
farmed or wild populatlons‘f t should be possible to reinstate the disease free status after depopulation,
fallowing, and disinfection;: olloyyed by restocking with animals coming from a declared disease free
unt yg1 without having to go through two years of targeted surveillance.

country ot zone QU compartment for aquaculture establishment freedom] has been
the Competent Authority should immediately suspend the free status, implement any necessary
If the investigation confirms that the suspected breach has not taken place, free status may be restored.

If the investigation confirms that the suspected breach has taken place, suspension of free status is
continued. The Competent Authority should carry out an epizootiological investipation to determine the

likelihood of EHN Znfection having occurred disease-entry—and-establishment [and re-establish the conditions in
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Amclesz117t02119 21410 10 2.1.1.12, or211131021115|ffreestatu5|stoberestored] If this investigation

Steps Iead.mg to re-
establishment of free status may requu‘e depopulauon fa//owzng, disinfection and other meagures, as
described in Section 1.6,

Article 2.1.1.[18]9.

Community comment

impoﬂing countyy should ....”

%’;%%
When wmportting live fish mw Or* their sexunal products, the Competent

Authority of the importing country should require [that the consignment be accompanied by| an infernational aguatic
N

animal health certificate issued by the Competent Autbongy of l:he exporting country or a certifying official

approved by the émporting country.

it
This certificare must certify, on the basis of [a sugelllance scheme conducted according to the procedures described
above and detailed in the Agualic Manual, whether, .00 nohgge glam of producnon of the consngnment is a country, zone or
aquaculture establishment offi cnally declared El—QN"fr ]

s

eswuh Modcl Certificate No. 1 ngen in Part 6 of this Aquatn Code.

Community comment W
N
o]
iy
There is 5 FOOI Tor, snmpht" ication of the new template chapter after the introduction of “safe commodity
approagh” (whlch the Community supports) in the relevant disease chapters, as requirements of Article
2.1.1 10, 2.1.1, 11 and 2.1.1.13 are identical, although they deal with susceptible species (2.1.1.10), “ather
specmg: (2‘.1 1'11) and “dead fish” (2.1.1.13). It could be justified to have separate articles only if the

\nts were different.

If the Competent Authority of the exparfmg mum‘gx MW
2.1.1.9, or cannot certify tha 2 ¢ fme
pfeéaeﬂeﬁ—e&heemm}gﬂfﬂeﬂt—as—bemg free from EHN, the zmparfmg muntg/ should assess the risk(s] of

introduction and establishment of EHNV associated with the importation of live fish of the species listed
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mﬂrﬂdﬁ-?»iﬂ ot their sexual Pmdmtf from the exporting country, ox seek assurance from the exporting

Article 2.1.1.[20]12.

When importing dead fish of the species listed in Atticlefs] 2.1.1.2, [and 21 p thez Competent Authority of
the importing country should require that the consignment be accompamed by an, international aguatic animal
health certificate issued by the Compeient Authorily of the exporting u.mrgtpr or aucertifying official approved by

the importing country. % R @ﬁf

This certificate must cettify, on the basis of [a surveillance scheme conqulgted according to the procedures described
above and detailed in the Aquatic Manual, whether or not the place of producﬂon of the consignment is a country, zone or

aquacu!ture establishment offi <:|ally declared EHN free] gmw

y e ’
L %ﬁidlgzjj.[zﬂg.

If the Competent Authority of theg,,jpartmg razmtgy W
M cannot certlfy ha ¢ 2 ¢ 3 éhe-phee&f

associated with the importation w of dead

uneviscerated fish of e [susceptlble] species listed in Article[s] 2.1.1.2 [and 2.1.1.3], including considetration
i i pnor to a declston on whether to authorise an importation. This
i N o o de v )
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Community comment
This article needs revision, as it is inconsistent with the other articles of this chapter.
What is written in the first paragraph is in fact the content of Articles 2.1.1.10, 2.1.1.11 and 2.1. 1,13. In

the second paragraph, two of the peints (1 and 3) have in fact been considered as “safe commodlty” in
Article 2.1.1.2

37’
uneviscerated fish frog popul?nons known 1o be infected with EHINV without the [ful] prior agreement
of the importing count
"C‘q&a o

[1 deleted

Aquatic Animal Health Standards Commission/January 2004 37



Appendix V (contd)

CHAPTER 2.1.1.

EPIZOOTIC HAEMATOPOIETIC NECROSIS

Article 2.1.1.1.
EHN virus (EHNV).

Article 2.1.1.2.

1) For the purpose of this Agaatic Code, susceptible species for EHN are: redfip: perc}t(Perm _ﬂuwatz/u)
rambow trout (Omor/;jﬂrhm mykiss), Macquarte perch (Mafquarta amtralaf a), silver Perch (Bz:fymrm
tnis) ahd other species
n it thesc species.

2

1) Leather made from fish skin;
Ai‘}%;:gﬁ%tv g&:
) Fish by-products, such as flame-dried or sun-dried meals, ind ensilaged fish;

o

¢} Fertilised eggs that have been disinfected ".@Egprdin wto the procedures described in Chapter
1.1.5. of the Aguatic Manual; . * 5‘5
e
d) Processed filets (chilled, smoked or zen) %

:ﬁié’ ‘
€) Dead eviscerated fish (chilled, s dned smokcd ot frozen);
ﬁ
osed tisk, but can be traded safely subject to the conditions
2, as applicable, relating to the EHN status of the fish in the

3) The following other commodtie mq '
prescribed in Articles 2.1.1.9,¢ 9 it 2, 28
exporting country, yone or mmpa 17 mt

a) Dead unevkscetate‘d fis ‘"of the species listed above.
"i?ig;”" "

b} Live fish of "’}tﬁz&%}g;éiés listed above (any life stage, including eyed eggs, fry, fingerlings,
broodstock, tc.),' i

4)  For fish m%dttm of unknown risk e. g. semen, refer to Articles 2.1.1.10, 2.1.1.11, 2.1.1.13 and
2.1.1.1115&1& : .
A,
4 %% Article 2.1.1.3,
! b
Suspe;:i%?xses “of natural infection with EHNYV in species other than those listed in Article 2.1.1.2 should

(bg ccfetred immediately to the appropdate OIE Reference Laboratory, whether or not clinical signs are
assggated with the findings.

Article 2.1.1.4.

Methods for surveillance, diagnosis and confirmatory identification of the disease agents are provided in
the Aquatic Manual,
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Article 2.1.1.5.

EHN free country
A country may declare itself free from EHN if it meets the conditions in point 1) or 2) below.

If a country shares a water catchment area with one or more other countries, it can only dedlare itself an
EHN free country if all the shared water catchment ateas are dec/ared EHN free zones (see Article 211,1.6).

e

1) A country whete notie of the species listed in Article 2.1.1.2 is present or where these s e%e@ re
present but there has never been any observed occurtence of the disease for at least the Past 25 years
despite conditions that are conducive to its clinical expression, as described in Chapt;er 2.1.1 of the
Aguatic Manial, may deciare itself free from EHN when baséc biosecurdty conditionshave been i in place
continuously in the country for at least the previous 10 years and infection i is not k:ng n'o be
established in wild populations . .

OR

2) A country where the last known clinical occurrence was Wlth,}n th ast 25 years or where the
infection status prior to fargeted surveillance was unknown, fonéexample ‘because of the absence of
conditions conducive to clinical expression, as described in (;hap t 2.1,F of the Agwatic Manual, may
declare itself free from EHN when:

5

a) it meets baszc biosecursty conditions ; and S

b)  targeted surveillance as described in Chapters #,1.4 and 2.1.1 of the Aquatic Manual has been in
place for at least the past 2 years in aquam/mr%taﬁ{tfbmmt; holding any of the species listed in
Article 2.1.1.2 without detection of EHN Lf; gre are areas of the country in which there are
no such aquaculture establishments but in \yhxch there are wild populations of any of the species

listed in Atticle 2.1.1.2, those populauo myst be included in the fargeted sarvesllance.
E

A gone or compariment free frdm Ew‘,HN’;nay be established within the rerrifory of one ot mote countries of
infected or unknown status fgg;EHN and declared free by the Competent Authority(ies) of the country(ies)
concerned, if the gome oF mﬂtpqr‘tmgnt meets the conditions referred to in point 1) or 2) below.

&

If a gome or mmpartmn% ‘extends over more than one country, it can only be declared an EHN free gone or

compariment if thﬁ%‘ndld%ﬁé“ outlined below apply to all areas of the gone ot compariment.

1) In a coufj "oﬁjii;known status for EHN, a gone Of compartment where none of the species listed in
Aruc is present or where these species are present but there has never been any observed
o%cur en ;; of the disease for at least the past 25 years despite conditions that are conducive to its
clifiical expression, as described in Chapter 2.1.1 of the Agwatic Manual, may dectare itself free from

L HN :wheén bavic biosecurity conditions have been in place continuously in the gore or compartment for at

o _nggi gthe previous 10 years and infection is not known to be established in wild populations.
‘J)Gz

OR™,

2) A zone ot compartment where the last known clinical occurrence was within the previous 25 years or
where the infection status prior to largeted surveillance was unknown, for example because of the
absence of conditions conducive to clinical expression, as described in Chapter 2.1.1 of the Aguatic
Manual, may declare itself free from EHN when:
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a} it meets basic biosesurity conditions ; and
b)  targeted surveiliance as described in Chapters 1.1.4 and 2.1.1 of the Aguatic Mansal has been in
place for at least the past 2 years in aguaculture establishmenis holding any of the species listed in
Article 2.1.1.2 without detection of EHINV. If there ate areas of the gone or compartment in which

there are no such aguaculiture establishments but in which there are wild populations of any of the
species listed in Article 2.1.1.2, those populations must be included in the argeted surveiljance.

country.

Article 2.1.1.7.

Maintenance of free status

¥
A country or gome or corpariment that is declared free from EHN following? the proyisions of point 1) of
Articles 2.1.1.5 or 2.1.1.6, respectively, may maintain its status as EHN fiee px‘pv;d;d that basic biosecurity
conditions are continuously maintained. g 7

A country or gone or compariment that is declared free from EHNﬁfoqumg the provisions of point 2} of
Articles 2.1.1.5 or 2.1.1.6, respectively, may discontinue argesed mrygz/fan;egand maintain its status as EHN
free provided that conditions that are conducive to clinical gxpression of EHN, as described in Chapter
2.1.1 of the Aguatic Manual, exist and basic bivsecurity conditions are’ cm,tmuously maintained.

However, for declared free gones or compartment in mfect:c:d countries and in all cases whete conditions are
not conducive to clinical expression of EHN, tmgmd mwez//agtce will need to be continued, but at a level
commensurate with the degree of risk assessed by the ggmperentAutbanq

‘*‘t\w

Suspension and restoration of free sggkés%g

If a Competent Authority has teas(p’“ to, beliéve that any of the conditions for maintaining its status as an
EHN free country ot gon or mmpm'ggnent] has been breached, the Comperent Authority should immediately
suspend the free status, unp];‘g;}me%; any pecessary containment measutes and conduct an investigation.

X

.{& 5
If the investigation cogms@ af;&}ge suspected breach has not taken place, free status may be restored.

If the investigation ¢ pﬁrmsq;; hat the suspected breach has taken place, suspension of free status is
continued. The | Cnmpez‘erif%tbmg' should carry out an epizootiological investigation to determine the
likelihood of EHN Mfentwﬂ having occutred. If this investigation concludes that infection has not occurred,
free status quﬁbe"res;gred

If the 'ﬁi%gauon confirms a slgmﬁcant likelihood that #nfection has occurred, the Competent Authority
must dqclare that the free status is lost. In order to restore free status, the conditions in Articles 2.1.1.5 or
2 1"[‘*@ mua;%be complied with again in full. Steps leading to re-establishment of free status may requure
%l"a%on , Jallowing, disinfection and other measures, as described in Section 1.6, as well as goming as

s 11 in Section 1.4.

Article 2.1.1.9.
When importing live fish of the species listed in Article 2.1.1.2, or their sexual products, the Competent

Authority of the importing country should require an international aguatic animal bealth certificate issued by the
Competent Authority of the exporting country or a certifying official approved by the importing country.
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This certificate must certify, on the basis of the procedures described in Articles 2.1.1.5 or 2.1.1.6 (as
applicable), whether or not the place of production of the consignment is a country, gene or compariment
declared free from EHN.
The certificate shall be in accordance with Model Certificate No. 1 given in Part 6 of this Aguartic Code.

This certificate may not be required for commaodities that can be traded safely (see Article 2.1.1.2).

Article 2,1.1.10.

If the Compatent Authority of the exporting country does not provide the certificate referfed to,in
2.1.1.9, or cannot certify that the consignment originates from a country, gome or mmﬁarimmz‘ free from
EHN the importing country should assess the nsk of mtroductlon and estabhshmentggf EHNV associated
az?um, from the
exporting country, or seek assurance from the exporting country that bzmr bzamuny fundztzgrg ite met, prior to
a decision on whether to authotise an importation. The émporting conntry should alsa‘k:onsxder applying risk
management measures. This assessment should be made available to the ex}gortmg CoRBiEy.

Article 2.1.1.11.

When importing live fish of species other than those listed in A"éi e
Competent Anthority of the importing country should assess thme risk” qf mttoducuon and estabhshment of
EHN associated with the importation prior to a decision on Whether to authorise the Jmportar_lon taking
into account, for example, whether there is evidence for or agatnst the presence of EHNV in the place of
otigin. The importing country should also consider applymg nsk . management measures. This assessment
should be made available to the exporting country. %?

Al‘tlgle ZlJ 12.
ity a» ¥

When importing dead fish of the specier Jisted in ?Etclc 2.1.1.2, the Competent Authority of the importing
country should require that the conslgnmggﬁt be;z‘accomparued by an international aquatic animal health
certificate issued by the Competent ﬁm‘ban% St'the excporting country ot a certifying official approved by the
importing couniry. >

5:

This certificate must certify, gpré: %c Bagis of the procedures described in Articles 2.1.1.5 or 2.1.1.6 (as
applicable), whether or no place of production of the consignment is a country, gone ot compartment

declared free from EHN P .gg%

iy,

The certificate shall bé.j rdance with Model Certificate No. 2 given in Part 6 of this .Aquatic Cuds.
This certificate may not éhfe uired for commodities that can be traded safely (see Article 2.1.1.2).

i

T W
) A%%N Article 2.1.1.13,
31 N *

If the 3§ompeleht Authority of the exporting couniry does not provide the certificate referred in Arucle
214,12 i cganot certify that the consignment originates from a countty, zene or compartment free from
EHN “ftgg importing country should assess the tisk of introduction and establishment of EHN associated
5 importation from the exporting country of dead uneviscerated fish of the species listed in Article
2. .gtg% including consideration of applying risk management measures, prior to a decision on whether to
authofise an importation. This assessment should be made available to the exporting country.
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Article 2.1.1.14.

Risk management

If a commodity is not listed as one that can be traded safely (see Article 2.1.1.2), or if the Competent
Authority of the exporting country does not provide the certificate referred to in Articles 2.1.1.9 and 2.1.1.12,

or cannot certify the place of otigin of the consignment as being free from EHN or if the exporting conntry
is infected with EHN, or if the commadity is of unknown risk, the importing country should assess the’ nsk of
introduction and establishment of EHN associated with the unportzmon from the exporiing” mmtia
including consideration of applying risk management measures, prior to a decision on;whether to
authorise an importation. This assessment should be made available to the exporting countyy.

Rather than tefusing such impotts, the impsrting country may opt to manage these risk¥if the.cohsignment
1)  for direct human consumption, ot

holding facilities that ensure isolation from the local envifén
introduction of EHN, or #

_t( and avoid the potential

o

i

i

8 inactivated.

3) has been processed, e.g. cooked, such that EHNV —if prescn
i,

?553;‘\% !&%

Article 2.1.1.15.
.,
The Comperent Authorities of exporting countries should not authonse the exportation of live fish or dead
uneviscerated fish from populations known to be in ceted i ith EHNV without the prior agreement of the
importing counlry.
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"CHAPTER 3.1.5.

these are also valid for this Appendix.

Article 3.1.5.1.

T 1 NS Y S L -
1ne disease ZgCl’l[ 18 Marietiza ﬂ_]nngm.r.

Community comment

eggs and larvae as safe commodities. Furthgunore, there is scnentlﬁc evidence or practical experience that
some species can not transmit the dlseasg and tgnse species should be considered as a safe commedity.
The Community will welcome any pro osals in thls matter with the proper justification well in advance of

)
1) Natorally %;&wggymmphbk species in-whieh-elinteal-signs-ef for infection

with Marmlm rﬂfﬂﬂgﬂﬂ!“ﬂi‘e—kﬂm—t&—éeﬂbp e: Oytrea species, in particular the European flat
oyster (Ostrd higdudis), Australian mud oyster (Ostrea angass), Argenunean ayster (Ostrea pmlcbana) and

Chﬂcamﬂgg qy;gg;* (O.firea abz/erm.r)

&,,w- ‘z;ﬂ% -

M%rtezlta n’fnn(gem can cause [asymptomatic] jubelinical infection in [the] these suscepreble spectes [iisted in

.

4
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Article 3.1.5.4.

Infections with Marteilia spp. of unclear taxonomic affiliation have been descriped the following species: commen edible
cockle (Cerastoderma [Cardium] edule), blue mussel (Mytilus edulis), Madi ranean mussel (Mylilus galloprovincialis), giant

clam (Tridacna maxima) and calico scallop (Argopecten gibbus).]

U,
Amcle 3 1.5. [5]3

ﬁ“’%‘
{ G

e
Marteilia refringens free.country

Article 3.1.5.[7]5.

A country may, dzz&z&us_:lf_be [considered] efficiallydeelaredfree from Marteilia refringens if it meets the
conditions in fArtmIes 31.5.8 or 3.1.5.9) point 1) or 2) or 3) below.

i
Ifa cox:fntry shgres water bodies of coastal areas with one or more othet countries, it can only decare itself
be-declared 2. Manfezlm refringens free country if all the shared coastal areas ate declared Marteilia refringens

free 071%{ (see [Articles 3.1.5.10 to 3.1.5. 12] Article 3.1.5.6).
P
ﬂ‘

e

[Articie 3.1.5.8.]

1) A country where none of the species listed in Article 3.1.5.2 is present [or where there has never been any

observed occurrence of] and where no abnormal mortalities have been caused by infection with Marveilia
refringens [despite conditions that are conducive to its clinical expression] in other species for at least the past
25 years, as described in Chapter 3.1.3 of the Aguatic Manugl, may declare itsell be-pfisialfdeciared
[considered] free from [infection with] Marteilia refringens when [prescribed biosecurity] bauic biosecurity disease
seewrtéy conditions have been in place continuously in the countty for at least the previous [2] 10 years

and infection is not known to be established in wild populations; [as follows:
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1)  infection with Marteilia refringens Is compulsorily notifiable to the Competent Authority, including notification of
suspicion; and

2)  anearly detection system is in place within the country enabling the Competent Authority to undertake effective disease
investigation and reporting, including access to laboratories capable of diagnosing and differentiating relevant infections,
and training of veterinarians or mollusc heaith specialists in detecting and reporting unusual infection occurrence; and

3) infection is not known to be established in wild populations; and

g

i

4) conditions applied to imports to prevent the introduction of Marteilia refringens (e.g. live molluscs.introduced. for
aquaculture purposes or for human consumption) into the country are in place (see Section 1.4).]

*E

iy, %5’;
{;% g?%?z?{'f:
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[Article 3.1.5.9]

3) A country where the last known occutrence was within the previous 25 years or where the infection
status pii i jtlance was [previousty] unknown, for example because of the absence of

conditions conducive to clinical expression of the infection, %m%m
HAguatic Manual, may declare itself free feinlly-dechgred (considered free] from Marteilia refringeny

a) it meets [the prescribed biosecuity] basic biosecurify disemseseewrity conditions [detalled ;n

and

%mn-‘*

by  iargeted surveillance as described in Chapters 1.1.4 and 3.1.3 in the Aqllﬁ“t”Mhﬂﬂd! has been in
place for at least the past 2 years for species listed in Article 3.1.5.2 in az_mam/ture e;tab/ubmm/.r
or wild populations without detection of [the disease agent listed in Amcle 3

Article 3.1.5.[10]8.
Martcilia refringens free zone ot free compartment

A gone ot compariment free from efinfeetionwith Marteiia refri
of one or more countries of infected or unknown starus 0

) — PR U PR S S IS

nge !

, if the gpmu@%&mﬂ_m meets the conditions
referred to in [Articles 3.1.5.11 or 3.1,5,12) MMM@

) 7 o e

If a one of compartment extends over mage than $ne country, it can only be declared a Marteilia refringens
free zone or compartment if the condmo sapptlined below apply to all [shared] areas of the zome or

compariment.

iy,

a gone or compartment where none of the
. ‘5 2 is present [or where there has never been any observed occurrence of] and

me infection with Marteifia refringens in other species
[despite conditions thgsb:‘re /q{onducwe to its clinical expression] for at least the past 25 vears, as described in

may be pfifeinlly declared [considered] free from [infection with]

Marteilia nfnnggm when [prescribed biosecurity] W conditions have been in
place contmuéuﬁy in thc gpne Ot compartment for at least the previous [2] 10 years and infection is not

; [as follows:

[l _d 11] O
species listed in {}r

R
1) mfecnon Mt[EManema refringens is compulsorily notifiable to the Compstent Authority, including notification of
a&g}gsmpwn and

iy

an“eéarly detection system is in place within the zone enabling the Competent Authority to undertake effective disease
ﬂa@"‘lnve.*mgatlon and reporting, including access to laboratories capable of diagnosing and differentiating relevant infections,
j*%g,g{;:nd veterinarians or moliuscs health specialists are trained in detecting and reporting unusual dusease occurrence; and

3) |nfechon is not known to be established in wild populations; and

4)  official control measures to prevent the introduction of Marteilia refringens (e.g. live molluscs introduced for aquaculture
purposes or for human consumption) into the zone are in place]
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[Article 3.1.5.12)) i

i_) A zone ot compariment where the last known occurtence was within the previous 25 yeas o orm
infection status prior to farpeted surveillance was [prewousiy] unknown, for examplﬁ because “of the
including gross signs and abnormal mostality,

absence of conditions conducive to clinical expression,
' , may be gffteiatly declare itself
[considered] free from Marteilia refringens when: i

a) it meets {the prescribed biosecurity] basz biosecurity diseare-seewnity condition [detaned in Article 3.1.5.11];

and ";&% e

st

b)  targeted surveillance as described in Chapters 1.1.4 and 3.1, }m thgr Aguaric Manwal has been in
place for at least the past 2 years for the species hsted dn Atticle 3.1.5.2 in aguaculinre
e.riab/ubmentl or wild populations without detection: ?&f [the dnsqase agent listed in Article 3.1.5.1)

An aquaculture establishment free of infection Wlﬂ’)e Manema e rngens may be located within an Marteilia refringens infected
country or zone or within a country or zone of upknown status ‘with respect to Marteilia refringens if it meets the conditions
referred 1o in Articles 3.1.5.14 or 3.1.5.15. 5, ?

Such aquaculture establishments free of,infecﬂg%;wnt%anema refringens must be supplied by a contained water source
{e.g. a well, borehole, closed reclrculat[on S! stem "atc.) in which the culture system water cannot be contaminated by the
disease agent, and be inaccessible to susceptnble species or potential carriers from the natural environment.

a* Y

An aquaculture estabhshmenf‘wher? nane of the susceptible species listed in Article 3.1.5.2 is present or where there has
never been any observed occurrence of infection with Marteilia refringens despite conditions that are conducive to its clinical
expression may be consmtqred free frpm infection with Marteilia refringens when prescribed biosecurity conditions have been
in place continuously in the aqgacujture establishment for at least the previous 2 years as follows:

Adticle 3.1.5.14.

1)  infection with Ma> ilia refringens is compulsorily notifiable to the Competfent Authority, including notification of
suspicion; =

2) the aguac L(ure estthshment complies with an early detection system enabling the Competent Authority to undertake
effective: q;se“ is¢ Investigation and reporting, including access to laboratories capable of diagnosing and differentiating
relgvant |nfect|ons and the staff are trained in detecting and reperting unusuat disease occurrence; and

3) infection is not known to be established in wild populations; and

[ contro] measures to prevent the introduction of Marteilia refringens into the aquacuiture establishment are in

Article 3.1.5.15.

i - .
An aquacuiture establishment where the last known occurrence of infection with Marteifia refringens was within the previous
25 years or the infection status was previously unknown, for example because of the absence of conditions conducive to clinical
expression, may be considered free from infection with Marteilia refringens when:

1) it meets the prescribed biosecurity conditions detailed in Article 3.1.5.14; and

2}  targeted surveillance as described in chapters 1.4 and 3.1.5 in the Aquatic Manual has been in place for at least the past
2 years without detection of the disease agent listed in Article 3.1.5.1.]

Article 3.1.5.[16]Z.
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Maintenance of free status

A country or zore or compartment [or aquacuiture establishment] that is [considered) pffieindly dec/ared free from
[lnfecilon with] Martetlia refringens followmg the provisions of [Articles 3.1.5.8, 3.1.5.11 and 3.1.5.14] point 1) ot 2)

, may maintain its status [as free from infection with Marteilia refnngens]
provided that [the prescribed biosecurity] Mw conditions are continuously maintained.

A countty or zone Ot compartment [or aquacuiture establishment] that is [considered] &ce from

[mfectnon with] Marteilia refringens foﬂowmg the provisions of [Articles 3.1.5.9, 3.1.5.12 and 3.1.5. 15] M

, may discontinue fargeted surveillance and maintainits statds as free

from [lnfec’uon with] Martezfm refringens provxded that [targefed surveillance is continued at a Ievel oommensurate with

the degree of risk assessed by the Competent Authonty] WWM

Atticle 3.1.5.(17]8.

Suspension and restoration of free status %«.;

If a Competent Authorizy has reason to beheve tha% ani‘;g;ﬁf,;;he condmons for [reoogmtlon of cuuntry zone or
aquacuiture establishment freedom] maintaining its Ma ia_refringen * ) Q118
compartment has been breached, the Comgbzteﬂf%a‘lyt ity should lm.med.tately suspend the free status,
implement any necessary containment rneEsuces an conduct an investigation.

If the investigation confirms that th; susejgc”icd breach has not taken place, free status may be restored.

e "y,
If the investigation confirms tha thd suspectcd breach has taken place, suspeasion of free status is
continued. The Competent A tbanﬁi%bould carry out an epizool:lologlcal mvestlganon to determine the

likelihood of Marteilia mfnngm_g.? i : [and re-establish the
conditions in Am::les 3 15.7.16 3.1 , 3.1.5.10. to 3.1 5 12 or 3.1.5. 13 to 3.1.5.15 if Marteilia refnngens free status is to be

ageoniry ARG CatADHIRMORT HAVE

atus is lo p orde o restore Marteilia

Article 3.1.5.[18]9.

When unpomng live molluscs of [any age group) MM for re-immersion, the
Campetent Authority of the importing country should require that the consignment be accompanied by an
international aguatic animal health certificate issued by the Competent Authority of the eag,bartmg country or a
certafying official approved by the importing country.

This certificate must certify, on the basis of a surveillance scheme conducted according to the procedures

described [above] in Articles 3.1.5.9 or 3.1.5.6 {as applicable), whether or not the place of production of the
consignment is a country, er ome Qr_compartment [or aquaculture establishment] sffictally declared free from
(infection with] Marseilia refringens.
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The certificate shall be in accordance with Model Cettificate No. 3 given in Part 6 of this Aguatic Code.
This certificate may not be required for commodities that can be traded safely (see Article 3.1.5.2)

Article 3.1.5.[19]10.

If the Competent Authority of the expurfmg fwmfg/ w%@
31.5.9 o cannot certify . ¢ ¢ ¢ p-}aee—e£

4 Aricl’ 3 1 5 [20]12.
@gjf
When importing live molluscs of [o;,comme[mal"snze] mﬁw destined for human

consumption, the Competent Am‘borl vof thie importing couniry should require that the consignment be
accompanied by an mzernatwna/ mg@tzr animal health certificate issued by the Competent Authority of the

exporting country ot a certi ﬁznﬁiﬁ' czgl approved by the importing country.

o
This certificate must certifyzon th£e basis of a surveillance scheme conducted according to the procedures
described [above and detailed in t?g\e Aguatic Manual] in Articles 3.1.5.5 or 3.1.5.6 (as applicable), whether or not
the place of production of the consignment is a country, e zone or ozpartment [or aquaculture establishment]
sffteially declured fge fromiMurreilia refringens.

i PH <tk £ H H -
SIRPHONW Afyre-inmetstoti ot

£
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Article 3.1. 5.[21]13.

If the Competent Authority of the exparfmg couniry mw
3.1.5.12, ot cannot certify ] inates from a countr aririent place—ef
production—as-being free from [|nfecl|on wnth] Marteilia rgfnﬂgenJ the tmparfmg cosz(y untry should assess t.he risks
of introduction and establishment of Marieikia refringens associated with the importation [

commermal size destlned for human consumptlon]

Article 3.1. 5.[22]15

The Comperent Authorities of exporting countries should not authorise the exportation of live molluscs from
populations known to be infected with Marteilia refringens without the [full] prior agreement of the importing
country.

{] deleted
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CHAPTER 3.1.5.

INFECTION WITH MARTEILIA REFRINGENS

Article 3.1.5.1.

The disease agent is Martetlia refringens.

Article 3.1.5.2.

1) For the purpose of this Aguatic Code, susceptible ipecies for infection with Mzg ez/m. fﬂngem are: Oitrea
species, in particular the European flat oyster (Ostrea edulis), Australian myd* oyster (Outrea angasi),
Argentinean oyster (Ostrea puelhana) and Chilean flat oyster (Offrg;r hilensis); the Pacific oyster,
Crassostrea gigas, blue mussel, Mytélus edulis and Mediterranean muss:]z.}%Mv, alloprovincialis.

. ’é
Marteilia refringens can cause subclinical infection in these fqu@tib(g%e?n. Hy
- A ‘if 3

2) The following commodities can be traded safely without Mar, z/m r;ﬁzﬂgem related restrictions and
regatdless of the Marteilia refringens status of the; eaioorl}ng cozmtgf, J0He OF compartnent:

a)  Gametes, eggs and larvae;

by Processed non-viable molluscs (cooked, qanne&nwgk@éd or frozen);
Saan s

¢}  Fresh non-viable molluscs of the species lisged abgve, half-shell or off-shell fresh molluscs.

3) The following other sommodities may; pose a nsk, but can be traded safely subject to the conditions
prescribed in Articles 3.1.5.9, or 3.1 g 12, as 5 phcable telating to the Marveilia refringens status of the
molluscs in the experting conuntry, gane o;@&mparfment

a) Live molluscs of the spg?clchhstcd above destined for direct human consumption without any
re-immetsion ot :xgersiog{m holding facilities that avoid the potential introduction of Marteilia

refringens; }gf Y

S Qf the species listed above not destined for direct human consumption.

mﬁ,ﬂ.

'-n%::'ﬁ

b) Live, mbllu
i

4)  For mollusc comm%dztze unknown tisk refer to Articles 3.1.5.10, 3.1.5.11 and 3.1.5.13 and 3.1.5.14

.

Article 3.1.5.3.

T,
Suspect; cases‘rgf natural infection with Marieilia refringens in species other than those listed in Article
3.1.5.2% hould Pe teferred immediately to the appropriate OIE Reference Laboratory, whether or not
clmlc stang;ate associated with the findings.
%@gf%mg’p
iy, Article 3.1.5.4.

Methods for surveillance, diagnosis and confirmatory identification of Marteilia refringens are provided in
the Aguatic Manual.
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Article 3.1.5.5.

Marteilia refringens free country

A country may declare itself free from Marteilia refringens if it meets the conditions in point 1) or “2) or 3)
below. S

If a country shares water bodies of coastal areas with one or more other countries, it can;o ;gg/a’h itself

a Marteilia refringens free country if all the shared coastal areas are declared Marteilia rgfn’@gm free :{oﬂer (see
Atrticle 3.1.5.6). ¢

1) A country where none of the species listed in Article 3.1.5.2 is presen%‘f‘;ngrw}ﬁ%e% no abnormal
mortalities have been caused by infection with Marveilia refringens in other species for at least the past
25 years, as described in Chapter 3.1.3 of the .Agwuatic Manual, may deilare wself free from Marseitia
refringens when basic biosecurity conditions have been in place continuoi gi';thc*:country for at least the
previous 10 years and infection is not known to be established in wrild

OR 5" #

2 }
2) A country where the species listed in Article 3.1.5.2 are f‘)tg;r:s t7but there has never been any
observed occurrence of infection with Marveilia refringeny for at least the past 25 years despite
conditions that are conducive to its clinical expression, includifip’gross signs and abnormal mortality,
as described in Chapter 3.1.3 of the Aguaric Mafual, may dectare itself free from Marteilia refringens
when basic bissecurity conditions have been in place”’&mtinqusly in the country for at least the previous

10 years and infection is not known to be estab hed‘iggmld populations;
T e ﬂﬂi{s— ki
e

OR &
3) A country where the last known occurgggég*‘f Within the previous 25 years or where the infection

status prior to sargeted surveillance was unkngwn for example because of the absence of conditions

conducive to clinical expression of the ‘infecrt?pn, as described in Chapter 3.1.3 of the Agwuatic Manual,

may declare itself free from Mar;;eﬁia;{é Fingens when:

3
, il
a) it meets basic bmﬁgggﬁﬁ conditions; and

géSC:iBed in Chapters 1.1.4 and 3.1.3 in the Agwatic Mannal has been in
Past 2 years for species listed in Article 3.1.5.2 in agwacuiture establishments
ithout detection of Marteilia refringens.

b)  largeted mrvei//amtfés
place for at leas thié
or wild pop??l'a’“tion

Article 3.1.5.6.

S
Marteilia r?fiéh igéns free zone or free compartment

SRy, o,
A zonepr mmp%{tm;nt free from Marveilia refringens may be established within the serrizory of one or more
countricy of infected or unknown status for Marieilia refringens and deciared free by the Competent
Autgg’w(i??)‘%f the country(ies) concerned, if the gome or compartment meets the conditions referred to in

ﬁ;gmahﬁm. 2) or 3) below.

If a zéne or compariment extends over more than one country, it can only be declared a Marteilia refringens
free zone or compariment if the conditions outlined below apply to all areas of the gone or compartment.

1) In a countty of unknown status for Marveilia refringens, a gone ot compartment whete none of the
species listed in Article 3.1.5.2 is present and where no abnormal mortalities have been caused by
infection with Marteilia refringens in other species for at least the past 25 years, as described in Chapter
3.1.3 of the Aguatic Manual, may be declared free from Marteilia refringens when basic bivsecurity
conditions have been in place continuously in the zone or compartment for at least the previous 10 years
and infection is not known to be established in wild populations;
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OR
2) In a country of unknown status for Marreilia refringens, a gone or compariment whete the species listed
in Article 3.1.5.2 are present, but there has not been any observed occurrence of infection with
Marieilia refringens for at least the past 25 years despite conditions that are conducive to its clinical
expression, including gross signs and abnormal mortality, as described in Chapter 3.1.3 of thquuatzf
Manual, may be declared free from Marteilia refringens when basic biosecurity conditions have been in
place continuously in the gone ot compartment for at least the previous 10 years and inféction:i is-Hot
known to be established in wild populations;

OR ,

3y A goneot compariment where the last known occutrence was within the previous 23 yea:s or where the
infection status prior to zargered surveillance was unknown, for example because of the absence of
conditions conducive to clinical expression, including gross signs and abnormal mortahty, of the
infection as described in Chapter 3.1.3 of the Aguatic Manual, may deglare fitself free from Marseilia
refringens when: N N

2) it meets basic biosecurity conditions; and

b)  targeted surveillance as described in Chapters 1.1.4 and’ 1% in tsb Aquatzc Manual has been in
place for at least the past 2 years for the species hsted “in Article 3.1.5.2 in agaacuiture

establishments or wild populations without detectidtiof, M reilia refringens.
éfew

These provisions also apply if the gone or compartment to be declared free hies in an Marteikia refringens-
infected country. L

s %1.

Aglcle 3§1 5.7.
A i d-! ‘J
Maintenance of free status ,,?3‘ % g
A country ot gone or compariment th;lt i ktiez‘fﬂmd»free from Marteilia refringens following the provisions of
point 1) or 2) of Articles 3.1.5.5%or 3 15,0, respectively, may maintain its status provided that basic
biosecurity conditions are connnuouslgtgamtmned

‘},;

A country or zone or comparf, enﬁthat % declared free from Marteitia refringens tollowing the prowsxons of
point 3) of Articles 3. 1Y525 3.1 5.6, tespectively, may discontinue fargeted surveillance and maintain its
status as free from M)arfezlza*fre rmgem provided that conditions that are conducive to clinical exptessxon
including gross signs and abnormal mortality, as described in Chapter 3.1.3 of the Aguatic Manua!, exist
and basic lnamunty mndztna{{{ are continuously maintained.

However, fﬁﬁf%f?ﬁee gones ot compartments in infected countrles and in all cases where conditions are

not condicive taiclinical pvnrp:elnn including oross sions and abnormal mortality 2arseted surveillance will
not conguctye, ! g gross signs and abnormal mortallly, Jargeled surverliance Wit

need tq be contmued but at a level commensutate with the degree of risk assessed by the Comperent
Au;gmy,r w;,
; m@% Article 3.1.5.8.
%,
Suspénsion and restoration of free status

It a Competent Anthority has reason to believe that any of the conditions for maintaining its status as a
Marteilia refringens free country or gome or compartment has been breached, the Competent Authority should
immediately suspend the free status, implement any necessary containment measures and conduct an
investigation.

If the investigation confirms that the suspected breach has not taken place, free status may be restored.
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If the investigation confirms that the suspected breach has taken place, suspension of free status is
continued. The Comperent Authority should catry out an epizootiological investigation to determine the
likelihood of Marteilia refringens infection having occurred. If this investigation concludes that #nfection has
not occurred, free status may be restored.

If the investigation confirms a significant likelihood that infection has occurred, the Competent Akthgﬁg/
must declare that the free status is lost. In order to restore Marteilia refringens free status, the conditions'in
Articles 3.1.5.5 or 3.1.5.6 must be complied with again in full. Steps leading to re- estabhshm ng of free
status may require depopulation, fallowing disinfection and other measures, as described.jn Secuon 1.6, as
well as zoning as described in Section 1.4.

Article 3.1.5.9,

aquatic animal health certificate issued by the Competent Anthority of the ,ggq?a({mg country or a certifying official
approved by the importing couniry.

.

This certificate must certify, on the basis of a surveillance scheme’con ucte according to the procedures
described in Articles 3.1.5.5 or 3.1.5.6 (as applicable), Whether ot not the place of production of the

consionment is 2 country oan
consignment 15 a country, Jone O empariment gecidred fxee Irom .n&u:ual';bu refrangens.

2 or combartzent daclarad Fraa F.-n g . 7 refrinoans

The certificate shall be in accordance with Model Ce:&ﬁcate No. 3 given in Patt 6 of this Aguatic Code.
This certificate may not be required for commodities that can be" traded safely (see Article 3.1.5.2)

i L‘%aag;n *%?’

%
Aﬁﬁ;:le 3%5 10

If the Competent Authority of the e:q)0rt;éﬁ-‘*:;sz;;ntéi%1 does not provide the certificate referred to in Article

3.1.5.9, or cannot certify that the consigdment otiginates from a country, gone or ompartment free from

Marteilia refringens, the importing mtmtg' nguld.vzsscss the risks of introduction and establishment of
Marteilia refringens associated with, ;he mpg tation of live molluscs of the species listed in Article 3.1.5.2
trom the exporiing country, or seel'{ asgurance from the exparting country that basic biosecurity conditions are
met, priot to a decision on w geher'tq authorise an importation. The importing coantry should also consider

o

applying risk management uges. This assessment should be made available to the exporting couniry.

‘E@%%
‘ Aticle 3.1.5.11.
4

When unpomng,»).tve mjﬁuscs of species other than those listed in Article 3.1.5.2, the Competent Authority
of the importing cougiry should assess the risk of introduction and establishment of Marseilia refringens
associated wiﬂ;ﬁ’the importation prior to a decision on whether to authorise the importation, taking into
account, Mfu;kcxaxqplc whether there is evidence for or against the presence of Marteilia refringens in the
place of origit, The importing country should also consider applying risk management measures. This
assgssmgg;:h%éld be made available to the exporzing country.

%i;'%&ggmggﬁgb' Article 3.1. 5.12.

Whe%*importing live molluscs of the species listed in Article 3.1.5.2 destined for human consumption, the
Competent Authority of the importing country should require that the consignment be accompanied by an
tnternational aguatic animal bealth certificate issued by the Competent Aunthority of the exporting country or a
certifying official approved by the importing country.

This certificate must certify, on the basis of a surveillance scheme conducted according to the procedures
described in Articles 3.1.5.5 or 3.1.5.6 (as applicable), whether or not the place of production of the
" consignment is a country, ose ot compartment declared free from Marteilia refringens.
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The certificate shall be in accordance with Model Certificate No. 3 given in Part 6 of this Aguatic Cods.
This certificate may not be required for commodities that can be traded safely (see Article 3.1.5.2).

Article 3.1. 5.13.

If the Competent Autbority of the exporting country does not provide the ceruficate referred to i
3.1.5.12, or cannot cettify that the consignment originates from a country, gome or compartme
Martzilia refringens, the fmporting country should assess the risks of introduction and qstabhsﬁment of
Marteilia refringens associated with the importation from the exporting country of molluics of thc species
listed in Article 3.1.5. 2 mcludmg consideration of applying risk management measures, ptiot to 2  decision

Article 3.1.5.14,

Risk management

If the Comperent Authority of the exporting country does not provid! the certificate referred to in Article
3.1.5.12, or cannot certify the place of production of the co%sigpx};ént s being free from Marteilia
refringens or if exporting country is infected with Marteilia refnngen; the zmpgrtzﬂg country should assess the tisk
of introduction and establishment of Marteilia refringens assogiated with the importation from the exporting
couniry of whole, or parts of, molluscs of the species referzed to t:Atticle 3.1.5.2, including consideration
of applying risk management measutes, prior to a decision on whether to authorise an importation. This
assessment should be made available to the exporting country.

ﬁfg;,}

R

. . . . U A L .
Rather than refusing such imports, the zzporting mﬁ%@;}x&y opt to manage these risks, if the consignment
. =
is: :

;
. : : i T ;
1) for direct human consumpuon withoutany re-ir;;merslon or

2) for storage, during a short penqd efore consumpuon in tanks or holding facilities that ensure
isolation from the local cnvu:o?é;ment %1& avoid the potential introduction of Marteilia refringens, ot

poow
boked, such that Marveitia refringens — if present — is inactvated.

3} has been processed, e.

Article 3.1. 5,15

The Competent Authorif ortmg countries should not authotise the exportat.ton of live molluscs from
populations known to%Lbe mfected with Marteilia refringens without the prior agreement of the mporting
couniry.
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CHAPTER 4.1.2.

WHITE SPOT DISEASE

Community position

The Community agrees with this template chapter provided the OIE AAC takes;

comments given in Appendix V and VI, as these are also valid for this Appendix i
S

Article 4.1.2.1.

, the disease agent of white spot dJsease (WSD) is white spot
syndrome virus (WSSV) in the genus Wbupawm: Synonyms cornmonlg used m};he scientific literature and

officiat documents include: white spot virus (WSV), white spot bacﬂhform Virus (WSBV), penaeid rod-
shaped DNA vitus (PRDV), and other names as listed in Chapter 4.1, 2 of the Aguatic Manual.

Article 4.1.2.2.

s ibs ]

1) For the purpose of this Aqguatic Codekall decapod (Otder Decapoda) crustaceans, whether from
marine, brackish or freshwater sourceg, are pg teritial hosts for WSD. WSD is potentlally lethal to
most commercm]ly cultivated penield' mﬂﬁl’enamdae) shmmps and prawns Iianifctu)_fﬁth_e_r

=8| J d inaiin a ]
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[Article 4.1.2.3.

o
Suspect cases of natural infection with [the agent listed in Article 4.1.2 1] WSSV ‘ih species other than those
[listed]. referred to in Article[s] 4.1.2.2 [and Article 4.1.2.3] should bq freferred] );subnuttcd immediately to the
appropriate OIE Reference Laboratory, whether or not clinical signg aréassociated with the findings.

w%%&w;x;ﬂ
Article 4.1.2.[b)4. B

provided in the Aguatic Manm:l eg?:g% . g;"’
i
A?%cle at2 715
gy %Jf‘ i
WSD free country ﬁ’ ¥
Wy W 7

efistallydelared free from WSD if it meets the conditions in
[Articles 4.1.2.8, or 4.1.2.9] M%m@*

g
F , . ‘

If a country shares a water gesougce (Cgastal zone, gulf, inland farming area, etc.) with one or more other

countries, it can only deglare itself be-eeelared a WSD free countty if all the areas covered by the shared

water tesoutce ate dec/ared freg {am’.r (see Articlels 4.1.2.10t0 4.1.2.12] 4,1,2.0).

;g;%

i

g [Article 4.1.2.8]

i

L A coun%&,w&% none of the species [iisted] zeferred o in Article[s] 4.1.2.2 [and 4.1.2.3] is present or
there has never been any observed occurrence of the disease for

despite conditions that are conducive to its clinical expression, as described
1m§ChaDter>4l 2 of the Aguatic Manual, may declare itself | itself be—pftcially—declared [considered] free from
% SD, aggl;xen [prescribed biosecurity] m;_mw;mndmam have been in place
ntmuously 1n the country for at least the previous 10years and infection is not known to be

. [as follows:

.

1) V'\;’SD is compulsorily notifiable to the Compatent Authority, including notification of suspicion; and

2)  an early detection system is in place within the country enabling the Compstent Authority to undertake effective disease
investigation and reporting, including access to laboratories capable of diagnosing and differentiating relevant diseases,
and training of veterinarians or crustacean heaith specialists in detecting and reporting unusual disease occurrence; and

3} infection is not known to be established in wild populations; and

4)  conditions applied te imports to prevent the introduction of WSD (e.g. with importation of live crustaceans for aquaculture
purposes or commedity products intended for reprocessing prior to marketing, etc.) into the country are in place (see
Section 1.4)]

[Article 4.1.2.9.]

Aquatic Animal Health Standards Commission/January 2004 58



Appendix VII {contd)

>

A country where the last known clinical occurrence was within the previous 25 years or the infection

status prior to fargeted surverllance was [prewously] unknown for example because of the absence of
conditions conducive to clinical expression, 1 ;

declare tself be-pfvimliy-dechared [considered] free from WSD when:

a) it meets [the prescribed biosecurity] basic biorecurity disease—seenrity conditions [detaiie_r e

and

.

b)  ‘targeted surveillance as desctibed in Chapters 1.1.4 and 4.1.2 of the Aqu:aﬁme%nuaf has been in
placc for at least the past 2 years in aguacultnre establichments hold.lng anx,’o? ‘the [susceptible]
species [isted] geferred to in Article[s] 4.1.2.2 [and 4.1.2.3] without detecuon of [the disease agent
listed in Article 4.1.2.1] WSSV, If there are ateas of the countryy: m;whjgh dhere are no such
aguacuitare establishrents but in which there are wild populationg:of any of the [susceptible] species
(isted] referred to in Article[s] 4.1.2.2 [and 4.1.2.3), those pgpu ns must be included in the

targeted surveillance.

Artcle 4.1.2.10)g.

S, )

WSD free zone ot free compartment i

A zone ot compartment free from WSD may be estabhshed vnthg%} the zerritory of one or motre countties of
mfected or unknown status for WSD and MM free by the Competent Autbony(ter) of the

Eareni te—Such: be—et delineated-on-a-map-of-thefenvtoryrof thecountryfiesy
garem-eten—Such—gomes—must-be w.uu, delinen
%
eeﬂeemeé-by—t-h&éo@etmt—:%o@* “;% s

3
i

If a zone or compariment extends Gye xjjmore than one country, it can only be declared a WSD free zome ot
compariment if the conditions qutl.me below apply to all {shared] areas of the zone or mpartment.

\‘Ea

S ’ﬁ%
g \% [Article 4.4.2.11.}

L Ina counuy of wiknown' status for WSD, a gome o wmpariment where none of the species [listed]
referred to in, Artlcle[s] 4.1.2.2 [and 4.1.2.3] is present or where these species are present but there has
not been 1 any ob§erved occurrence of the disease for at least the past 25 vears despite conditions that
are condu ivettesits clinical expression, as described in Chapter 4.1.2 of the Aguatic Manual, may

itself [considered] free from WSD when [prescribed biosecurity] faiic biosecurity disense

m wmf fons have been in place continuously in the go#e or compartment for at least the previous 2

iyea;& |as fo ows
Rarae

‘;1%« &;Ngf} is compulsorily notifiable to the Gompetent Authority, including notification of suspicion; and
a

2 n early detection system is in place within the zone enabling the Competent Authority to undertake effective disease
g‘lnvestlganon and reporting, including access to laboratories capable of diagnosing and differentiating refevant diseases,

and veterinarians or crustacean health specialists are trained in detecting and reporting unusual disease eccurrence; and]

and infection is not known to be established in wild populations, and official control measures to
prevent the introduction of WSD (e.g. with importation of live crustaceans for aquaculture purposes
or commodity products intended for reprocessing priot to marketing, etc.) into the zone or compartment
are in place.

[Articte 4.1.2.12.)

B
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2) A gzome or compartment where the last known clinical occurrence was within the previous 25 years or
the infection status priot to farpeted surveillance was [previously] unknown, for example because of the

absence of conditions conducive to clinical exptession, as described in Chapter 4.1.2 of the Agratic
Marual, may declare itsef be-pficially devdared [considered] free from WSD when: £

i
a) it meets [the prescribed biosecurity] pasic bigrecursty diroase—seenrsty conditions [detalleq in"Article

4.1.2.11]; and

b)  targeted surveiliance as described in Chapters 1.1.4 and 4.1.2 of the Aguarig Z\/fa@al h@s been in
place for at least the past 2 years in aguacultnre establishments holdmg any' & [susceptible]
species [listed] referred to in Article[s] 4.1.2.2 [and 4.1.2.3] without degecuon of [the disease agent
listed in Article 4.1.2.1) WSSV, If there are areas of the gone MMJ* whxch there are no
such aguaculture establishments but in which there are wild populanon; of any “of the [susceptible]
species [isted] referted to in Article[s] 4.1.2.2 [and 4.1.2.3), those. popu[ tiops must be included in
the sargeted surveiliance.

[Articie 4.1.2.13.

%&

WSD free aquaculture establishment L

i

A WSD free aquaculture establishment may be located withil a Smnfected country or zone or within a country or zone of
unknown status with respect to WSD if it mests the ¢g dltlongf'referred to in Articles 4.1.2.14 or 4.1.2.15. Such WSD free
aquaculture establishments must be suppiied by a conléTned water source (e.g. a well, borehole, closed recirculation systern,
efc.) in which the culture system water cannot bg contammated by the disease agent and is inaccessible to susceptible
species or potential carriers from the natural en!nonment

&mrﬁde 41.2.14,

&
An aquaculture establishment where qone of the specnes listed in Articles 4.1.2.2 and 4.1.2.3 is present or where there has
never been any cbhserved occurence ofthg disease despite conditions that are conducive to its clinical expression may be
considered free from WSD when prescnbad bigsecurity conditions have been in place continuously in the aquacuiture
establishment for at least the pre:i;us 2years as follows:

fg.*

1)  WSD is compuisorily qotlﬂablq_hto lhe Competent Authority, including notification of suspicion; and
2)  the aquaculture ssfabhshmentcomphes with an early detection system enabling the Competent Authority to undertake
effective disease |nve§hgal|on and reporting, including access to laboratories capable of diagnosing and differentiating
relevant diseases, and the stafl’ are trained in detecting and reporting unusual disease occurrence; and
3)  official control, %easures t6 prevent the introduction of WSD into the aquaculture establishment are in place.
E
P ‘3 Adticle 4.1.2.15.

An aquaqd ra;%sfabllshment where the last known occurrence of WSD was within the previous 25 years or the infection
status was prewously unknown, for example because of the absence of conditions conducive to clinical expression, may be

uun)luer'ti: free frogn WSD when:

1) itmy ets the prescribed biosecurily conditions detailed in Article 4.1.2.14; and

v“ggg

,J(argeled surveillance as described in chapters 1.4 and 4.1.2 in the Aquatic Manual has been In place for at least the
past 2 years without detection of the disease agent listed in Article 4.1.2.1 ]

Article 4.1.2.[18]Z.

Maintenance of free status

A countty of zone ok compariment for aquaculture establishment] that is [considered] effiteily declared free from

WSD following the provisions of [Articles 4.1.2.8, 4.1.2.11 and 4.,1.2.14] point 1) of Articles 4.1.2.5 or 41.2,6,
respectively, may maintain its status as WSD free provided that [the prescribed biosecurity] faric bosecurity
difease-rerursty conditions are continuously maintained.
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A country or gone oLcompariment for aquaculture establishment] that is [consndered] qﬁ?ﬁa@ declared free from
WSD following the provisions of [Articles 4.1.2.9, 4.1.2.12 and 4.1.2.15]

espectively, may discontinue fargeted surveillance and mainmin its status as WSD free provided that
conditions that are conducive to clinical expression of WSD, Mz@%ﬂ%g
Manual, exist and [the prescribed biosecurity] faric bipsecurity desemse—seonmsity conditions ate antmuously

maintained. !

conditions are not conduc1ve to clinical expression of WSD, targeted surveiliznce il
but at a level commensurate with the degree of risk assessed by the Competent Aurthori

Article 4.1.2.[1718.

Suspension and restoration of free status

been breached, it should immediately suspend the frce status, unplemcnt any necessary contamment
measures and conduct an investigation.

If the investigation confirms that the suspected,} breach ‘s-?ytaken place suspension of free status is
continued. The Competent Authority should carry cut ihzepizootiological investigation to detetmine the

likelihood of WSD jnfection having occurred dise&se—eﬂ-&ry—aﬁd—e&f&bhshme&e [and re-establish the conditions in
Art|cles 4.1.27. t0 4.1.2.9, 4.1.2.10. to 4.1.2.12, or 4 1 2 13 to 4 1 2. 15 if free status is to be restored. Steps Ieadmg to re-

Article 4.1.2.[18]9.

When lmporgn crustaceans of [any life stage] %@M&W: the
Competent A 9971?5/ “5'the imporiing country should require that the consignment be accompanied by an
miematmrm} aqzmm animal health cerlificate issued by the Competent Authority of the exporfing couniry or a
certy _ﬁ/mj official’s gpproved by the importing countyy.

A’
Thl?%erj ﬁafe must certify, on the basis of {a surveillance scheme conducted according ta the procedures described

“aoveand detailed in the Aquatic Manua the procedures described in Articles 4.1.2.5 or 4.1.2.6 (as applicable),

whesher or not the place of production of the consignment is a country, er zone or compartment [or
aquacuiture establishment] offfeiadly declared free from WSD.

The certificate shall be in accordance with Model Certificate No. 4 given in Part 6 of this Aguatic Code.
The certificate may not be required for commodities that can be traded safely (see Article 4.1.2.2).

Articie 4.1.2.(19]10.

If the Competent Authority of the e)gborlmg mym’g/ W
4.1.2.9, ot cannot certify : ¢ 4

pfedue&eﬂ—e%ﬂae—eeﬂs&gmﬁeﬁe—&s—bemg free from WSD the zmportmg mszg/ should assess the risk[s] of
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mngdumgu_andﬁmbhamw associated with the unportanon of live crustaceans of [any lfe

MLW& madzlwzmc_mﬂ prior to a declslon on whether to authonse

an importation. The unportmg countty should also consider applying risk management measufés

""" -3

the mportmg couniry. *%;‘,

This certificare must certify, on the basis of [a surveltlfnce scl]eme conducted according to the procedures descrived
above and detailed in the Aquatic Manual}
whether or not the place of productlon 1s 2 Lﬂﬂﬂfzj/”?e! gone O compariment [or aquaculture establushment]
sffestatly declared free from WSD. ;

i

The cernﬁcate shall be in accordancc Mggcl Ccrttﬁcatc No. 5 given in Part 6 of this Aguatic Code.

: ;% Article 4.1.2.21113.

If the Competent Auﬂmﬂagf“” tﬁ.s expﬂrfmg mfﬂfzy Mw
4.1.2.12, or cannot cel;t.lfy ha c ¢ ¢

pfedaeﬁeﬁ-ef—ﬂ?eeeﬂsigﬂmeﬁi-ﬁ-betﬂg free from WSD the mportmg murrt(y should assess the riskl[s] Qf
introduction and establishmeiit of WSSV associated with the importation from the exporting country of

whole, or parts SE; dead crustaceans

i,

Aquatic Animal Health Standards Commission/January 2004 62



Appendix VII (contd)

£ anehnsting  cocismdanac
L CXPOTIARL (GHRAITE

dead

of ot
without the [full]

[] deleted
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CHAPTER 4.1.2.

WHITE SPOT DISEASE

Article 4.1.2.1.

For the purposes of this Aguatic Code, the disease agent of white spot disease (WSD) is wiute spot
syndrome virus (WSSV) in the genus Wht.rpawmf Synonyms commonly used in the scleqnﬁc literatue and
official documents include: white spot virus (WSV), white spot bacilliform vmu?aWSB\f) penaeid rod-
shaped DNA virus (PRDV), and other names as listed in Chapter 4.1.2 of the A 7

Article 4.1.2.2.

g
1)  For the putpose of this Aquattt Code, all decapod (Order Dgcapoda)* .crustaceans, whether from
marine, brackish or freshwater sources, are potential hosts f'o WSD. WSD is potentially lethal to
most commercially cultivated penaeld (Family Penaeidae) sl%rim 5,2 and prawns. Transfers of other
decapod crustaceans from marine, brackish water or freshwater Séurces to white spot free gones
should be sub]cct to risk analysis when there is evidence ‘Hom .g¥perimental challenge studies that one
of more species in the importing country and exporting country is susceptible to white spot disease.

N
WSSV can cause subclinical infection in these specles%‘
ey,
2)  The following commedities can be traded safely vntﬁout"\VSD related restrictions and regardless of the
WSD status of the excporting country, {arze ot %ﬂpaﬁmenf

r'gy ‘ﬁ

a) Cooked, canned or dried crustaceans fok, dn:ect human consumption;

ﬂam?e dried or sun-dried shrimp meal intended for use in

b) Crustacean by—productsyguc
iy

animal feeds; o
By
S Artemiacysts. @
kT
3) The following othe': mggmyzq'ztm may pose a tisk, but can be traded safely subject to the conditions
prescribed in Ar tles 4. 1;2 9%0r 4.1.2.12, as applicable, relating to the WSD status of the crustaceans

in the exporting cos 11y, {0}]5 or compartment:

he: %

Fooe

a) Peeled daygemed and breaded crustaceans;
b)

ozeQ&\;;hole crustaceans, frozen tails/claws, whether block frozen or individually quick frozen;

\ I ive whole crustaceans.

E ;;icrustacean commodities of unknown risk, refer to Articles 4.1.2.10, 4.1.2.11, 4.1.2.13 and 4.1.2.14.
sy

sﬁf

\%ﬁ? Article 4.1.2.3

Suspect cases of natural infection with WSSV in species other than those referred to in Article 4.1.2.2
should be submitted immediately to the appropriate OIE Reference Laboratory, whether or not clinical
signs are associated with the findings.

Article 4.1.2.4.

Methods for surveillance, diagnosis and confirmatory identification of WSD are provided in the Aguatic
Manual.
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Article 4.1.2.5.

WSD free country

A country may declare itself free from WSD if it meets the conditions in point 1) or 2) below.

If 2 country shares a water resoutce (coastal zone, gulf, inland farming area, etc.) with oneor, :
countries, it can only dec/are itself 2 WSD free country if all the areas covered by the sha’rg‘id watef, resource
are declared free gones (see Article 4.1.2.6). E E

4
T

1) A country where none of the species referred to in Article 4.1.2.2 is‘present’gr where these
species are present but there has never been any observed occurrence of the diseage for at least the
past 25 years despite conditions that are conducive to its clinical expréssion, as described in Chapter
4.1.2 of the Aguatic Manual, may declare itself free from WSD \X{héﬁfi‘é\a@ (iecurity conditions have

been in place continuously in the country for at least the preyious, 10'years and infection is not

known to be established in wild gépul@ﬁon%

-

OR 2 ¥
L e . . .

2) A country where the last known clinical occurrence was Withig, S,L‘e previous 25 years or the infection

status prior to fargeted surveillance was unknown, for example because of the absence of conditions

conducive to clinical expression, as described j:]gﬁgChapter 4.1.2 of the Aguatic Manual, may declare
itself free from WSD when: L 3

a) it meets basic bivsecarity mndiﬁg;f; al
,
b) targeted surveiliance as de§§ﬂbed %i@gﬁ‘aptcrs 1.1.4 and 4.1.2 of the Aguatic Manual has
been in place for at least the past 2 yedts in aquaculture establishments holding any of the species
referred to in Article 4.1.2.2 without detection of WSSV. If there are areas of the country in
which there are no such gq;ujﬁ}[%ra “$itablishments but in which there are wild populations of any
of the species teferredwtg ix}J;Artf%I‘e 4.1.2.2 , those populations must be included in the fargered
surveillance. P
;ifi F }%&
Hy o
Py

p i iy
WSD free zone ot fté%; comp:%rtment

Article 4.1.2.6.

B,
A zone or comparfgent freeéﬁ%vm WSD may be established within the rerrifory of one or more countries of
infected or unknowny status for WSD and declared free by the Competent Anthority(ies) of the country(ies)
concerned, 1f“i;}ii’é‘%b:f&§i’5r compartment meets the conditions referred to in point 1) or 2) below.

Ifa :{ag’é' o?%?@miﬁmﬂt extends over mote than one country, it can only be declared a WSD free zome or

compariment if the conditions outlined below apply to all areas of the zone or compartment.
; e pply k¢
"?’% et

ket

nIn fca%untry of unknown status for WSD, a zone or compartment where none of the species referred to
TheArticle 4.1.2.2 is present or where these species are present but there has not been any observed
occurrence of the disease for at least the past 25 years despite conditions that are conducive to its
clinical expression, as described in Chapter 4.1.2 of the Aquasic Manual, may declared itself free from
WSD when basic biosecurity conditions have been in place continuously in the zone or compartment for at
least the previous 2 yearsand infection is not known to be established in wild populations, and official
control measures to prevent the inttoduction of WSD (e.g. with importation of live crustaceans for
aquaculture purposes or commodity products intended for reprocessing prior to marketing, etc.) into the
gone ot compartment are in place.

e
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OR
2) A zone or compartment where the last known clinical occutrence was within the previous 25 yeats or
the infection status priot to fargefed sarveillance was unknown, for example because of the absence of
conditions conducive to clinical expression, as described in Chapter 4.1.2 of the Agwaric Manial, may
declare itsef free from WSD when:

a) it meets baséc biosecurity conditions ; and

b)  targeted surveillance as described in Chapters 1.1.4 and 4.1.2 of the Aguatig | Marmal az been in
place for at least the past 2 years in agnaculture establishments holding any ¢ of th; sp es referred
to in Article 4.1.2.2 without detection of WSSV. If there are areas of, the X088 Ot compartment in
which there are no such aquam[fum establishments but in which there ar : wild populauons of any
of the species referred to in Article 4.1.2.2 | those populations mii be included in the fargered
surveiliance.

These provisions also apply if the gone or compartment to be‘dedared frge lies in a WSD-infected
country. :

Article 4.1.2.7.

#;

W,
A country ot gone ot compariment that is declared ﬁ;}ge fromi, SD following the provisions of point 1) of
Articles 4.1.2.5 or 4.1.2.6, respectively, may maintain 1t sstﬁ;us as WSD free provided that basic biosecurity
conditions ate continuously maintained. 3@‘ §

A country or gone ot compariment that is éz/area’ ro: from WSD following the provisions of point 2) of
Atrticles 4.1.2.5 or 4.1.2.6, respcctwciy, ma) dlscquue targeted surverllance and maintain its status as WSD
free provided that conditions that ate co{nduc;ge to clinical expression of WSD, as described in Chapter

4.1.2 of the Aguatic Manaal, exist a.nd Im.rm Jg;a.remn ity conditions are continuously maintained.
\

However, for declared free {ome.r or }a ariment in infected countries and in all cases whete conditions are
not conducive to clinical expres§xon oFWSD, targeted surveillance will need to be continued, but at a level

Article 4.1.2.8.

:Q;(}«
Suspension and restoration of free status
S

If a Corm, gpctmé}Au%/gongr has reason to believe that any of the conditions for maintaining its status as a
WSD free country or fome or compartment has been breached, it should immediately suspend the free status,
implemigat any;necessary containment measures and conduct an investigation.

:,If thgn}vesttgatlon confirms that the suspected breach has not taken place, free status may be restored.

If t"lf?é%investigation confirms that the suspected breach has taken place, suspension of free status is
continued. The Competent Authority should carry out an epizootiological investigation to determine the
likelihood of WSD infection having occurred. If this investigation concludes that infection has not occurred,
free status may be restored.

If the investigation confirms a significant likelihood that infecsion has occurred, the Competens Authority
must declare that the free status is lost. In order to restore free status, the conditions in Article 4.1.2.5 or
4.1.2.6 must be complied with again in full. Steps leading to re-establishment of free status may require
depopulation, fallowing, disinfection and other measures as described in Section 1.6, as well as zoning as
described in Section 1.4.
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Article 4.1.2.9.

When importing live crustaceans of the species referred to in Article 4.1.2.1, the Competent Authority of the
tmporting country should require that the consignment be accompanied by an international agnatig.animal
health certificate issued by the Competent Authority of the exporting country or a certifying official aEprove by
the importing coum‘g

This certificate must certify, on the basis of the procedures described in Articles 4.12.5 or §1 26 (as
applicable), whether or not the place of production of the consignment is a country, zan or mmpartmmt
declared free from WSD. =

The certificate shall be in accordance with Model Certificate No. 4 given in Pagt XC 6‘5
The certificate may not be required for cmmodities that can be traded safely (se

Article 4.1.2.10.

o x$“‘lr

If the Competent Authority of the exporting country does not provié g ce fificate referred to in Article
4.1.2.9, or cannot certify that the consignment originates from a¥ ountq, “zome or compariment free from
WSD, the importing country should assess the risk of mttodu;uon and establishment of WSSV associated
with the importation of live crustaceans of the species referred i Arucle 4.1.2.2, from the exporting country

ar seale accuennen oo tho aevbowting nasiwten thot boofn Biooonsimtin: o ditinso i amm of ol o

Of 5SEK assUrance (rom ine exporiing :,unuuj tNat 8asic siosecur Ely conditions are met prior to a decision on
whether to authorise an importation. The unpottmg coungry should also consider applying risk

management measures, This assessment should be made avggable to the exporting country.
e

% £

When importing live crustaceans of specxes othe§ th:m those referred to in Article 4.1.2.2, the Comperent
Authority of the importing country sh%ld“ﬁgq Fthe risk of introduction and establishment of WSD
associated with the importation priér to 3. decision on whether to authorise the unporta'aon taking into
account, for example, whether g.here s evidence for or against the presence of WSSV in the place of
origin. The importing country, shoulf also consider applying risk management measures. This assessment

should be made available to iIghc eagoaﬂmg country.
#

é#vx, .

Article 4.1.2.12.

When importing dead . }gg&gﬁans of the species referred to in Article 4:1.2.2, the Competent Authority of the
importing country’should require that the consignment be accompanied by an international aguatic animal
bealth certificate issu€d by the Comperent Anthority of the exporting country or a certifying official approved by
Ry ?snsm
the importing coUnisy.
A,
This céntificate must certify, on the basis of the procedures described in Articles 4.1.2.5 or 4.1.2.6 (as
apphcam 2 lgether or not the place of production is a country, one ot compariment declared free from
WSDt

TheT cernﬁcate shall be in accordance with Model Cettificate No. 5 given in Part 6 of this .Aquaric Code.
This Certificate may not be required for commodities that can be traded safely (see Article 4.1.2.2).

Article 4.1.2.13.

If the Competent Authority of the exporting country does not provide the certificate referred to in Article
4.1.2.12, or cannot certify that the consignment originates from a country, zone or compartment free from
WSD, the importing country should assess the risk of inttoduction and establishment of WSSV assoctated
with the importation from the exporting country of whole, or parts of, dead crustaceans of the species
referred to in Article 4.1.2.2, including consideration of applying risk management measures, prior to a
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decision on whether to authorise an importation. This assessment should be made available to the
exporting country.

Article 4.1.2.14.

Risk management

If the Competent Authority of the exporting country does not provide the certificate refe;red to 1n Arncle
4.1.2.12, or cannot certify the place of production of the consignment as being free fton} WED or if
exporting country is infected wlth WSSV the importing country should assess the };;s}: o mn:oductlon and

Btz

1) destined directly for human consumption without furthe:;ggg)cé%ging, or

2)  destined for processing in establishients with safe disposal of processing waste in a manner that

ensures isolation from the local envitonment to avéid the Eptentml introduction of WSSV, or
&, L

o

The Competent Aunthorities of exporting Lgtsﬂlﬂw‘ §
crustaceans from populations kno;gm t%be irifected with WSSV without the prior agreement of the
importing country. W,
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Model Certificate No. 1.

Community position Y (,;3'
aky, -
';;r}p{ iy
The Community agrees with the proposed amendments in this Appendix. £

INTERNATIONAL
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Apypendix VIIT (contd)

LIVE FISH AND GAMETES
NOTE: Mark all the relevant items with a cross in the appropriate space.

I. ldentification

Q Cultured stocks QO Wild stocks U Fish O Sperm
Q Ferdlised eggs U Larvae

1) Species
Latn Scientific name:........oceea...

Cotnmon name:............
2) Age (years): 0O Unknown Qo+ Q1+

3) Total Weight (KR issssississssass et senseesssses s

OR
Number (1000}

mep

e,
f;‘fmﬁ = . i

tfdiferentom )
2

4

3) Aquaculture establishment/ Z%;n
INBMEL o cneernreesecssenennsg

Location:.....cccceeecueroree

1) Country:..
2) Zone:...........,“.....‘..‘,

f o
Nature andq’l}denuﬁcauon of means of transport.....
B e

4

Rard

5
o

%%’“3
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V. Declaration

L, the undersigned, certify that the live fish and/or fish larvae, fish gametes, ova and fertilised egps in the
present consignment have as their place of production a: 1 Country, O Zone, O Aquaculture
establishment that has been subjected to an official fish health surveillance scheme according to the
procedures desctibed in the OIE Manual of Diagnostic Tesis for Aquatic Animals and that the Countzy,
Zone or Aquaculture establishment identified in Section I{ is officially recognised as being free from th
athogens causing the diseases listed in the Agwuatic Code, as identified in the table below. E

Country Zone Aducylture
- tabl.islf};?ent

e R
’i\(’"gyeékzksgvzzz 1© No

Yes No

Epizootic haematopoietic necrosis

Infectious haematopoietic necrosis

Oncorfiynchus masox virus disease

Spring viraemia of carp

Vital haemorrhagic septicaemia

Channel catfish virus disease

Viral encephalopathy and retinopathy

Infectious pancreatic necrosis

Infectious salmon anaemia

Epizootic ulcerative syndrome

Bacterial kidney disease
(Renibacterium salmoninarum)

Enteric septicaemia of catfish
(Edwardsiella ictaluri)

Gyrodactylosis (Gyradargy/u.r,»,églaij{:)

Red sea bream iridovical disSasé’

Competent Authontg

Stamp: e

™

%"% ;} Tssued Al
%Q% EZ’@;,_,;

Name and address of Certifying Official:

IMPORTANT NOTE: This certificate must be completed no more than three days prior to shipment.
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Model Certificate No. 2.

INTERNATIONAL AQUAT%%’ \
e

.
HEALTH CERTIFICATE FOR

DEAD UNEVISCERATED FISH
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DEAD UNBEHSCERATED FISH

NOTE: Mark all the relevant items with a cross in the appropriate space.

1. Identification
U Exviscerated O Uneviscerated
O Cultured stocks 0 Wild stocks
1) Species:

Common name:.

2) Age (years):

Location:.. o
Ill. Destinatiory, &
St

1) COUNLITi i besie e
2) OO et e
3) Aquaculture establishment/Zone:

Name:

Location:.........................................,..?

4) Nature and identification of mea%s
Ea’ pees

i

L, the undersigned, certify that the'dead fish and/or fish products in the present consignment have as their
place of production a: A}Countf:%, 0 Zone, Q Aquaculture establishment that has been subjected to an
official fish health surveiﬁggc_ggghame according to the procedures described in the OIE Manual of
Diagnostic Tests fors ﬂuatz’c Afmals and that the Country, Zone or Aquaculture establishment identified in
Section IT is officiallfrecognised as being free from the pathogens causing the diseases listed in the
Aguatic Code, #¢idéntified in the table below.

A 1“ %‘%} Country Zone Aquaculture

L ) establishment

Yes No Yes No Yes No

Efilzootic Haematopoietic necrosis
4 P

" e N
Infectigus haematopotetic necrosis

Oncorhynchus masou virus disease

Spring viraemia of carp

Viral haemorrhagic septicaemia

Channel catfish virus disease I l I | l 1
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Viral encephalopathy and retinopathy

Infectious pancreatic necrosis

Infectious salmon anaemia

Epizootic ulcerative syndrome

Bacterial kidney disease
(Renibacterinm salmoninarum)

Enteric septicaemia of catfish
(Bdwardsiella ictaluri)

Piscirickettsiosis {Piscirickettsia salmonis)

Gyrodactylosis (Gyrodactylus salaris)

Red sea bream iridoviral disease

White sturgeon iridoviral disease

EXPOrtNg COUMIIY it mmneeissco cosemame s reaseease s sssenssassscos
COMPELENE AULROILY: rvvvvursiisvessessmscee s eassssesse v esmsssss s rggaesen o essressas a8 st s ss s

Stamp: ’
Dater ot e seees
Issued at%
Name andfddres;i?of Certifying Officiak:
iy H
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.
INTERNATIONAL AQUATIG ANIMAL
&

HEALTH CER;%gﬁgﬁTE FOR

" % gﬂ’
LIVE MOLLUS%@% ND GAMETES
p .
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LIVE MOLLUSCS AND GAMETES
NOTE: Mark all the relevant items with a cross in the appropriate space.

I. Identification

O Cultured stocks O Wild stocks
1} Species:
Common name:

2) Age: 0 Gametes

Q 0~11 moanths O larvae

3} Total weight (kg):
OR

Number (X1000):........cocvmmrrerncrricins

3} Aquaculture establishment/Zone:

Name:...

Il. Origin oﬁ’consignl’geht (if different from 1)

L e
i e

I AITIE setsneiiscsinessenicsnmsionrssesees sl e sassssssisss coestsbssntscernmsnsasssssssensassantessnsssssasanssess ssesssressmsssssnsssssosesmaresstsnse

IV. Destination
x&‘s
1) Country:..., %@:

D) ZOME: .. itiigns e Hinyscvsersnseesnssessetenssrsesen s et sttt st e ge R e AR bR b s

3) Aquaculrure es;abhshmcnt/ Zone:

N e
S eatons. ..
4) I:?%E:;;c and identification of means of transport:...
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V. Declaration

I, the undersigned, certify that the live molluscs and/or gametes in the present consignment have as theu:
place of hasvest production a: O Country, O Zone, (1 Aquaculture establishment that is subjected to i
official mollusc health surveillance scheme according to the procedures described in the OIE Magmg[
Diagnostic Tests for Aguatic Animals, and that the Country, Zone ot Aquaculture estabhshmeq id
Sections IT and IIT above is/are officially recognised as being free from the pathogens caus;ng thefdlseases
listed in the Aguatic Cods, as identified in the table below. =§E
Country Zone “"‘“Aquacnlture

d esiabhshment

7 Y¢§ No

Yes No

Infection with Bonamia exitiosus

Infection with Bonamia astreae

Infection with Haplosporidium nelsoni

Infection with Marteilia refringens

Infection with Marveilia sydneyi

Infection with Mikrocytor mackini

Infection with Mikrocytos roughleyi

Infection with Perkinsus marinus

Infection with Per&insus olreni/ atlanticus P o

Infection with Candidatus Xenohahous K
californiensis

Exporting counttyins
Competent Authority:...;g.....‘.....v

Stamp: 4
Issued ati....
ﬂgﬁ‘ km% Name and address of Certifying Official:
, %a o
Ty

;173)
SIAIULE ! eencvececrercreneccenmsesms s cseesrem st saeras s

IMPORTANT NOTE: This certificate must be completed no more than three days prior to shipment.
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Model Certificate No. 4.

INTERNATIONAL AQUATI
HEALTH CERTIFIC%@%%FOR

LIVE CRUST;@%CE}ANS
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LIVE CRUSTACEANS

NOTE: Mark all the relevant items with a cross in the appropriaie space.
l. Identification

O Cultured stocks 0 wild stocks
1) Species:
. Scientific name
Common name:.

2) Agee O Femhsed eggs ot nauplu ‘a Postlarvae O Juveniles s) Broodstock

3

(a2

Total weight (kg):..
OR

Number (x1000):..

II. Place o.f harvest production

1) Country s
2) Zonei..en, ettt s b P 2R,

3) Aquaculture establishment/Zone:
Name:.......

L) COUNLLY oottt ensmase e e e
2) ZONCiicccnrerrerncarmrersenrarens
3

-

Aquaculture establishment/Zone:
Name:.......
Location:..

1) COURT eerrremrerreenerrmmsseseressssssmsnsesssginns
2) Zone:...
3

=

Aquacultute estabhshmcnt/ Z}gne
Name:.. o
Locanon‘..

wﬂ. that thao lieva fmsatan o e L.. PR SR 1y ate mla o

!‘%}ﬂ nat tae uve crustaceans in tne Pl[:ﬁcl COiis 51 Tient ave as LllC].l Pldl.c Uf
CI Country, d Zone, O Aquaculture establishment that is subjected to an official
crustaceas heal tP\ surveillance scheme according to the procedures described in the OTE Manwal of
Dzagna;tzégﬂ"ert: forAqﬂafz: Animals, and that the Country, Zone, or Aquaculture establishment identified
in Sectign?“ﬂ and 111 above is/are officially recognised as being free from the pathogens causing the

d1$eases hstgd in the Aquatic Code, as identified in the table below.

W}%‘%g:h o Country Zone Aquaculture establishment

iy
Yes No Yes No Yes No

Taura syndrome

White spot disease
Yellowhead disease
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Tetrahedral baculovirosis
{Baculovirus penaei)

Sphetical baculovitosis (Peraens monodon-
type baculovitus) o

Infectious hypodermal and
haematopoietic necrosis

Crayfish plague (Aphanomyces astacs)

Spawner-isolated mortality virus disease

EXPOrtNg COUNTIY it sises sttt s st s seares st

Competent ANHOLIY i

Stamp:

IMPORTANT NOTE: This pmgqmz}gyfﬁ :
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His,

INTERNATIONAL AQUAT;@%ﬁ%;MAL

it

HEALTH CERTIFICATE) FOR
By

DEAD CRUSTBACEANS
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DEAD CRUSTACEANS
NOTE: Mark all the relevant items wath a cross in the appropriale space.

1. Identification
QO Cultured stocks U Wild stocks
1) Species:

Common name:..........
2) Quantity (total weight, kg): rrn

OR

INTIBEE (K LO00) r1-vvvre0ersereeessessesassessssosesssessessesses e sssssesssessessesesseve s sssser el
3) { Head on animals U Head off animals O Peeled animals G,
U Block frozen O Individually quick frozen Q Other processmg Tiig

1. Place of harves] production

3) Agquaculture establishment/Zone:
Name:...
Location:

£ O . e
2) Zoneﬁ%ﬁ-v %&f

%\; ;#u%:
3) Aquaculture establishment/Zone: ‘%5% k
Name rmnsismsssiesiens . SO

LOCatON: ererrevervmerensennvers

1) Countryi.........
2) ZoNeliiiissr i

3) Company:......cc.......

éif*‘”";",%s ’ig

4) Nature and idenﬁﬁca&;on of means of transport:...

“ ﬁg%&!ﬁ? L

%
% V. Declaration

I, the undersigned;: t;;gt,i,g that the dead crustaceans in the present consignment have as their place of
hasvest production,a: U Country, U Zone, U Aquaculture cstabhshment that is subjected to an official
crustaceaxf heaI&Fsutweleance scheme according to the procedures described in the OIE Manwa/ of
Dmgnamé Tests ﬁmAquatermmal_r and that the Country, Zone, or Aquaculture establishment identified
in Sectlpns 1I.and IIT above is/are officially recognised as being free from the pathogens causing the

dise cases | hsf% ed in the Aguatic Code, as identified in the table below, and that the crustaceans have not been
sub]cgtcd t6-emergency harvest due to the suspicion or the confirmation of the presence of the diseases
identified in the table below.

Country Zone Aquaculture establishment

Yes No Yes No Yes No

Taura syndrome
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White spot disease
Yellowhead disease

Tetrahedral baculovirosis
(Bacwlovirus penaed)

Spherical baculovirosis (Penaesxs monodon-
type baculovirus)

Infectious hypodermal and
haematopoietic nectosis

Crayfish plague (Aphanomyces astacs)

Spawner-isolated mortality virus disease

Exporting county.......cccoovnreceniann.

Competent AUHOLIEY v sressses st sssssssssanes

Stamp:

Datei i im Witey

Issued at

Name and address

%ﬁm&%ﬁ R

H,
e,

S
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APPENDIX 5.2.1.

GENERAL RECOMMENDATIONS ON DISINFECTION

Community position iy

The Community agrees with the introduction of this general chapter on disinfection in the Code.,

Article 5.2.2.1.
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1denr1f'ed nqkq Dmeaqed aguatic ammalq mnrrahrv ﬂmd; and tissues (viscera hl(md fucus, faeceq

ST,

AR e

%iwmﬂsx

g
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Appendix X

Aquatic Manual disease chapter template

Community position

The Community agrees with the general approach taken in the new template disease chapter provnded
the concepts of “safe commodities”, “commodities that may pose a risk” and commod'tlesf ith ugknown
risk” are included. i

1. Case definition

(Please start this chapter with a simple definition of the disease)

& Ty,
“For the purpose of this chapter, DISEASE NAME is considered to'bg l‘f e L NFE GTTON WITH
PATHOGEN NAME.” % ‘f%%g
N !

(Information on some of the following items is required f%t the design of surveillance programmes as
descnbed in Chapter 1.1.4 of the Aquatw Manual. Informatlon Oé},bther items is needed to provlde details
N

There is no need to split the sections a) to d) i into sqbsquons to address each item. Also, it ts
zcknowlcdged that it will not be possible to Btovlde = and reference — scientific data on each of these
items for each disease; some aspects will be Well cov%red while there will be a dearth of information on
othets. Authors may wish to draw attentig tq mcagrwhcte there is a significant lack of information).

a) Agent factors
.
L]
“’g
. Stability of th}e ageng
. Life cycle (E«;;;g F
b) Host factots%
*ﬁ
. Susceg{.{bi}#gost species
. f Suscg tible stages of the host
”@Ec {es or sub-population predilection (probability of detection)
J@;fgzagymj@;[’ arget organs and infected tissue
55'*;%} Persistent infection with lifelong carriers

. Vectors

c) Disease pattern

. Transmission mechanisms
. Prevalence
. Geographical distrabution
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. Mortality and morbidity

. Economic and/or production impact of the disease

d) Control and ptevention

. Vaccination
J Chemotherapy
. Immunostimulation

. Resistance breeding

. Restocking with resistant species

. Blocking agents

. General husbandty practices
3. Diagnostic methods
(Please provide a description of diagnostic methods.
The diagnostic methods should include the entire gambij f a dlsease investigation in a population o an
individual animal, ie. provxde descriptions of the dlinical, tological etc picture, and not simply the agent

detection methods. In previous editions of the Aqt{ a««a/ this information was often captured in the
introduction.

a) Field diagnostic methods

(This includes observation of the ammal and its environment, and gross clinical examinations)

s

. Clinical signs gf ' A
g

b) Clinical methodga””' '%)& e

;:

(This includes mcthods that fo;:us on the effects of the pathological agent on the host, rather than on
agent detection) % iy

. Gross Ba,;:hology
LI ,&%%% al chern.lstry

Wet mounts

Smears

Fixed sections

. Electron microscopy/ cytopathology

Aquatic Animals Health Standards Commission/January 2004 88



Appendix X (contd)

c) Agent detection and identification methods

(This includes methods that detect, possibly isclate and amplify, and identify the agent. For each method,
information on the items in the text box on the right hand side should be provided. This information is
required to allow the reader to follow the technique, but also to provide the necessary data — eigs
specificity and sensitivity — that ate required for the development of a sampling and surveillane
programme.)

. Direct detection methods
a. Microscopic methods
o Wet mounts
o Smeats
o Fixed sections
b. Agentisolation and identification
o Cell culture/artificial media
o Antibody-based antigen detection methoqu‘FAT ELISA, ....)
o Molecular techniques (7 c"-‘xg. )
o Agent purification
. Indirect detection methods

© Serological methods %‘

sy '&5‘1
4. Rating of tests against pums.éﬁ_ojfﬁ_tme@ e
(This information is needed to detef = Samples to be taken B2
patticular method may be highly suj1 a
certain age group, but the same met] = Technical procedute large
numbers of clinically health a;@afs
. » Positive/negative controls
Purposé
Method 1 > g’h T = Levels of validation
£t e
Method 2 %}Q;@g i =  Specificity and sensitivity
% |
?% " Reference ‘Gold’ standard
5. Corrobof ?lve"dtagnosnc cti]
(Please ﬁne%baigd on the inform = Interpretation of results and a
(-nnfrmpd cages nF disease. This infol
mve;;tlgﬁt} 2 &pecmlly In cases Wi => Availability of test (from Reference
surveillance 6f healthy populations Laboratories, commercial sources or easily pe
.,ab&gpencg g£ any other evidence of in synthesised)

The définitions of ¢ suspect’ and ‘confirmed’ will most likely be a combination of positive results from a
range of different methods as described under 3.

For example, a certain level of mortality at the right time of the year (see under 2b), in susceptible animals
(see under 2a.), together with matching clinical signs (see under 3a), liver lesions and histopathology (see
under 3b) could be sufficient for suspicion of DISEASE X. Several combinations may be possible. A
confirmed case could be defined where in addition to the above, the agent has been detected. However,
detection of viable agents without any disease signs could also constitute a confirmed case. The defimitions
may differ between different species and may depend on whether case is outside the known
geographical/host range.)
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Appendix X (contd)

a) Definition of suspect case

b) Definition of confirmed case

6. Prescribed diagnostic/detection methods to declare freedom

REFERENCES

(Please provide a list key references that confirm the mformano;ym th hapter and references that
provide useful additional information. References should be to docu;g oS th@t are readily accessible.)
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Appendix XI

PROTOCOL FOR THE PROPOSED NEW CONFIRMATORY TEST
FOR SPRING VIRAEMIA OF CARP

Community position ) e

The Community supports the proposal, as long it is intended for confirmative purposes onIy.

gt

1.2.2 Confirmatory identification methods
Polymerase chain reaction &

The genome of spring viraemia of carp virus (SVCV) consists of a single strand BERNA of approxlmately
11 kb, with negative polarity. Amphﬁcanon of a 714 bp fragment ofﬁSVCVrcDNA is performed using
primers derived from sequences of the region coding for the glycopro;em gepe: 5-TCT-TGG-AGC-
CAA-ATA-GCT-CAR*-R*TC-3" (SVCVF1) and 5-AGA-TGGL AT GGA CCC-CAA-TAC-ATH*
ACN*CAY*-3 SVC R2), using 2 modificaion of seeesding te the method of Stone ef af, (2003).

Total RNA" is extracted from 100 pl of viral supernatant from mfected EPC cells using—theTrizel
Reagent™ and dissolved in 40 pl molecular biology gradé watersceotding te : et-Strommen-2

Stene (1997} y

For cDNA synthesis, a reverse transcription reaction is ‘Eerformed at 37°C for 1 hour in a 20 ul volume
consisting of 1 x M-MLV RT teaction buffet QQQ,U%Tns pH 8.3, 75 mM KCL 10 mM DTT, 3 mM
MgCly) containing 1 mM dNTP, 100 pmol §VCV R2 pnmer 20 units M-MLV reverse transcriptase

(Promega, Southampton UK) MWQ@Q and 1/10 of the total RNA extracted
above. Polymerase chain reaction (PCR) ls‘perférmed in a 50 pl reaction volume 1 x PCR buffer (50 mM
KCl, 10 mM Tris/HCI, pH 9.0, and&Q"l"/q&Trltqn X-100) containing 2.5 mM MgCl,, 200 uM dNTDs,

50 pmol each of the SVCV R4 and SVCV F1 primers, 1.25 units ofMj@LWM,
Epsom, UK) or equivalent Taq IﬁN}\ polymerase and 2.5 Wl reverse transcription reaction mix. The
reaction mix is overlaid with rmn oil and subjected to 35 tempetature cycles of: 1 minute at 95°C,

1 minute at 55°C and 1 intite: at 2;C followed by a final extension step of 10 minutes at 72°C.
Amplified DNA (714 bp is analysed by agarose gel electrophoresis

If the cytopathic effects it J:ultuﬁ are not extensive it is possible that a product will not be generated using
a single round of aq-;\?hﬁcanon To avoid such problems use the semi-nested assay using primers:
5-TCT-TGG-AGC- -ATA-GCT-CAR*-R*¥TC-3 (SVCVF1) and

5-CTG- GGGW N*-CCT-CAA-AGY*-TGY*-3 (SVC R4) according to Stone e /. (2003). The
second rouudéof PCR is performed in a 50 pl reaction volume 1 x PCR buffer (50 mM KCl, 10 mM
Tns/HCng 9. (T%and 0.1% Triton X-100) containing 2.5 mM MgCl,, 200 uM dN'TPs, 50 pmol each of

the SYCViIR2 R&’ nd SVCV F1 primers, 1.25 units of

Mma—hmt Taq DNA polymerase, and 2.5 ul of the first round product. The reaction mix is overlaid
withitieraboil and subjected to 35 temperature cycles of: 1 minute at 95°C, 1 minute at 55°C and
1 mintige at 72°C followed by a final extension step of 10 minutes at 72°C. Amplified DNA (606 bp) is

analysed by agarose gel electrophoresis
All amplified products are confirmed as SVCV in origin by cloning'” and sequencing, and the SVCV

subtype {la-1d) is identified using a BLAST search (hutp://www.ebi.ac.uk/blastall/index.html) or by
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Appendix X (contd)

the glycoprotem of SVCV (Bjorklund er 4/. 1996; Genbank accession no. U18101), and the veslcuIat
stomatitis vitus (VSV) Ncw]ersey (Gallione & Rose 1983; Genbank accession no. V01214)'and PI!Y
strains (Genbank accession no. D26175). Primers were then designed to anneal to the reglons encod.mg
the conserved amino acids using the published sequence for SVCV (Bjorklund ¢f @/ 1996) asa skeleton
and mtroducmg degenerate bases at the 37 termini to allow for potential differences in codo u‘§agc The
appropriate IUB codes have been used where appropriate. 5;?’“ g
REFERENCES Tyt
- ﬁ’s{ir@% .,a*,‘;v’ﬁ}

genes; g:ag gene ]uncuons of

s
i, w

GALLIONE CJ. & ROSE J.K. (1983) Nucleotlde sequence ofa ciogle odmg*the entire glycoprotein
from the Ncw]crscy scrotypc of vesicular stomatms vlrus J- Viroliy 4 162—-16

PF & WAY K (2002). Nucleotldc scquence analysis, &F: tbc §coprotem gene of putative sprmg vitaemia
of carp viruses and pike fry thabdovirus 1solatemeveals‘ four distinct piscine vesiculovitus genogroups. Dis
Aguat. Org, 53, 203-210, R
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Appendix XII

Community comment

The Community would propose to include in the work plan the need to identify “safe commodities” in the
different disease chapters.

Aquatic Animals Commission Work Plan for 2004

Update Aquatic Animal Health Code

¢ Revise the list of diseases in the Aquatic Code

« Revise all disease chapters in the Aquatic Code, in line with requirements for surveillance
for recognition of freedom from infection

* Harmonise horizontal chapters with those in the Terrestrial Code

o Draft new Aquatic Code Chapter on disposal of aquatic animal waste

o Develop guiding principles for the listing of closely related disease agents

¢ Harmonise the naming principles for diseases of fish, molluscs and crustaceans

Update Manual of Diagnostic Tests for Aquatic Animals

s Revise the specific Aquatic Manual Chapters on disinfection of fish and of mollusc
aquaculture establishments

s Revise Aquatic Manual Chapter 1.1.4 (Requirements for surveillance for international
recognition of freedom from infection) in line with changes made to the Aquatic Cede

» Develop a new template for disease chapters for future editions of the Aquatic Manual to
be used by authors, including specific requirements for monitoring and surveillance

e Ask authors for preparation of updates of disease chapters for the fifth edition of the
Agquatic Manual

Meetings

» Aquaculture Biosecurity: Approaches to the Prevention, Control, and Eradication of
Aquatic Animal Disease (Special Session of World Aquaculture Socicty Triennial
Conference, ‘Aquaculture 2004’), Hawaii, 3-5 March 2004

e OIE Global Conference on Aquatic Animal Disease Emergencies (target date: end of
2005)

e Meetings of OIE Regional Commissions

Other issues

e Evaluate Member Countries’ comments on proposed changes to the Aquatic Code and
Aquatic Manual and make appropriate changes in time for submission to the OIE
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International Committee for adoption

¢ Enhance the Commission’s web pages

¢ Develop criteria for identification of appropriate OIE-sponsored publications in the field
of aquatic animal health

o Consider new candidates for OIE Reference Laboratories for listed diseases

¢ Evaluate annual reports (2003) of OIE Reference Laboratories and Collaborating Centre
for aquatic animal diseases

o Ask diagnostic chapter authors to update disease cards for listed diseases
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