
Report of the Committee on International Standards 
Chair:  William Hartmann, MN 

Vice Chairs:  Mo Salman, CO; Linda Glaser, MN 
 

Stan Bruntz, CO; Jeein Chung, MN; John Clifford, DC; Karen Conyngham, TX; Michael David, MD; Ron 
DeHaven, IL; Larry Elsken, IA; Conrad Estrada, VA; Anna Claire Fagre, CO; John Fischer, GA; Mallory 
Gaines, DC; Jane Galyon, IA; Cyril Gay, MD; Paul Gibbs, FL; Gail Golab, IL; Keith Haffer, SD; Percy 
Hawkes, UT; Rick Hill, IA; Donald Hoenig, ME; Annette Jones, CA; Susan Keller, ND; Bruce King, UT; 
Elizabeth Lautner, IA; Randall Levings, IA; Linda Logan, TX; Kevin Maher, IA; Bret Marsh, IN; Shirley 
McKenzie, NC; Sara McReynolds, ND; Emily Meredith, VA; Jamie Ng, NY; Kenneth Olson, IL; Elizabeth 
Parker, TX; John Ragan, MD; Herbert Richards, HI; James Roth, IA; David Scarfe, IL; Katherine 
Schuhmacher, NY; Sheryl Shaw, WI; Heather Simmons, TX; Kathryn Simmons, DC; Jonathan Sleeman, 
WI; Matthew Stone, NZ; Manoel Tamassia, NJ; Susan Tellez, TX; Peter Timoney, KY; Steve Weber, CO; 
Richard Willer, HI; Mary Anne Williams, TX; Nora Wineland, MO. 

 
The Committee met on October 26, 2015 at the Rhode Island Convention Center in Providence, 

Rhode Island from 1:00-6:00pm.  There were 14 members and 18 guests present.  
 

Time-Specific Presentation. 
 
The Impact of Trade Negotiations on Ag Trade; and the Impact of Ag Trade on Trade Negotiation.* 
Ms. Sharon Bomer Lauritsen, US Trade Representative.   
 Summary: 

As import duties have declined over the past twenty years due to bilateral and multilateral trade 
negotiations, countries increasingly have turned to sanitary and phytosanitary (SPS) measures to 
protect their farmers.   In addition, the negotiation of the World Trade Organization’s trade 
agreement on SPS measures in the mid-1990s was the advent for the first set of rules that 
countries should abide by when developing and implementing SPS measures.  As a result of 
these concurrent events, SPS issues and the resolution of SPS barriers “based on science” has 
come to forefront of the agriculture industry’s and U.S. government’s work in international trade to 
help maintain and open export markets for U.S. food and agricultural goods.  The just completed 
Trans-Pacific Partnership negotiations will add to the body of work on SPS rules governing 
international trade, which will result in even greater demand for alignment and coordination 
between U.S. government, industry and animal health professionals to support the scientific basis 
of animal health standards to advance trade in animal products. 

 
*This Powerpoint presentation will be posted to the USAHA website. 
 

 
Presentations & Reports 
 
USDA/APHIS/Veterinary Services Report of OIE’s 83rd General Session  
Dr. Michael David, National Director, International Animal Health Standards, USDA APHIS VS 

The World Organization for Animal Health 
Summary of the 83rd General Session^ 
 

^The complete text of this Summary Report is Addendum 1.of this report.   
 

 
Setting Food Safety Standards for International Trade: Codex Alimentarius and the Impact of Pre-
Harvest Animal Health Status. + 
Mary Frances Lowe, U.S. Codex Office  

Summary/Abstract: 
Codex Alimentarius, the joint food standards program of the UN Food and Agriculture 
Organization and the World Health Organization, has a dual mandate to establish internationally 
harmonized, science-based standards that (1) protect consumer health and (2) promote fair 



practices in the food trade. Codex works through specialized committees to develop its standards 
based on risk analysis principles and relies on independent, international scientific expert review 
panels assembled by FAO and WHO for the risk assessments that undergird its work.  Because 
Codex standards are based on science and risk assessment, the World Trade Organization 
Agreement on the Application of Sanitary and Phytosanitary Measures (WTO SPS Agreement) 
specifically recognizes Codex as the international standards-setting organization for food safety.  
The United States participates actively in all Codex committees, hosts/chairs three committees 
(the Committees on Food Hygiene, Residues of Veterinary Drugs in Foods, and Processed Fruits 
and Vegetables), and provides substantial expertise and financial support for scientific reviews.  
The United States benefits from Codex as both a major food importer and as a major agricultural 
exporter because Codex standards help ensure the safety of imported foods for American 
consumers and open markets to American producers of safe  agricultural exports.  
 
Food safety depends on a “farm to fork,” coordinated effort involving producers, processors, 
retailers and ultimately, the consumer.  Codex influences key parts of this continuum through its 
development of voluntary standards, guidelines and codes of practice for use by governments 
and industry.  Increasingly, Codex is also cooperating closely with the World Organization for 
Animal Health (OIE), which establishes international guidelines for producing healthy animals: a 
healthy animal is a prerequisite for the maintenance of high standards of food safety and quality.  
Examples include recent work in the Committee on Food Hygiene on control of Trichinella in meat 
of Suidae and Taenia saginata in beef, and ongoing work on control of nontyphoidal Salmonella 
in beef and pork.  OIE also has responsibility for animal welfare issues, which are at times raised 
in the context of the development of Codex standards.  Codex and OIE must work closely 
together at the interface between animal and food to ensure that there are no gaps and that their 
standards are consistent, while respecting the different mandates and expertise of the two 
organizations.   
 

+This Powerpoint presentation will be posted to the USAHA website. 
 
 

Overview of the Global Animal Health and Food Safety Program at the University of Minnesota 
Dr. Andres Perez, University of Minnesota Endowed Chair of Global Animal Health and Food Safety 

Summary 
The University of Minnesota Center for Animal Health and Food Safety, CAHFS, 
(http://www.cahfs.umn.edu/) is an OIE collaborative center for capacity building and training of 
veterinary services. The Endowed Chair of Global Animal Health and Food Safety (GIFS) works 
in close collaboration with CAHFS in the promotion of animal health and food safety related 
activities at national and global scales. Dr. Perez, the new GIFS, summarized the features of the 
recently launched Global Food Access Challenge Program. The program includes four initiatives, 
namely (1) Professional Development on Animal and Public Health, Food Safety, and Primary 
Production; (2) identification of strategic external collaborations; (3) Veterinary Services capacity 
building; and (4) Visibility and outreach.  
 
Opportunities for the USAHA Committee on International Standards are related with (1) activities 
on research, educational, and outreach on animal health and food safety; and (2) facilitate 
communication and contact with countries and experts overseas. Dr. Perez may be contacted for 
information, brainstorming, and exchange of ideas at aperez@umn.edu. 

 
 
FAO Global Emergency Response Planning 
Dr. Edgardo Arza, Senior International Animal Health Liaison, NIES, USDA APHIS VS 
 

Dr. Arza recently returned from a temporary assignment in Rome at the FAO, the Food and 
Agricultural Organization of the United Nations.  He worked in FAO’s Crisis Management Center 
for Animal Health or “CMC-AH” with a mandate to provide rapid response to transboundary 
animal diseases and emerging animal disease threats. He presented on the role of the CMC-AH, 

http://www.cahfs.umn.edu/
mailto:aperez@umn.edu


and its connection to agricultural trade.  The efforts of the CMC-AH reduce the risk of 
transboundary diseases impacting the United States. 
 
Since 2006, the CMC-AH has conducted 80 missions in 43 countries.  The purpose of those 
missions has been to help control diseases where they can have a devastating impact on animal 
productivity and production, trade, human health, and consequently on the economic 
development, livelihoods and food and nutrition security of populations. The vast majority of those 
populations affected by emergency situations rely on agriculture for their livelihood. Most of these 
people are subsistence farmers, herders, foresters or fishers and when a crisis strikes, they often 
lose not only standing crops, but also their limited productive assets. In short, when affected by a 
disaster or a conflict, these populations are no longer able to sustain themselves and become 
highly vulnerable. And while primarily impactful on local populations, these disease events also 
put the U.S. at risk when we engage in international trade of animals and animal products from 
these regions. 
 
The Crisis Management Centre for Animal Health (CMC-AH) is a joint arm of FAO’s Animal 
Production and Health and Emergency and Rehabilitation Divisions. Established in partnership 
with the World Organisation for Animal Health (OIE), the CMC-AH deploys rapid response 
missions to countries to help assess epidemiologic situations, diagnose outbreaks of animal 
diseases, and set up immediate measures to prevent or stop disease spread.  

• Tracking and planning 
The CMC-AH monitors animal health crises and anticipates responses using disease 
intelligence from the Global Early Warning System or “GLEWS”. The Centre continually 
plans for deployment and works with partners worldwide to rapidly mobilize teams of 
experts. Multi-sectorial teams are created for the specific mission according to the 
situation and the specific objectives of the mission.  There may be disease control 
experts, veterinary epidemiologists, laboratory experts, emergency management experts, 
risk communication experts, value chain experts, wildlife experts, and others. 
• Deployment 
Once deployed, mission teams provide affected countries with targeted expertise to 
control epidemiological situations or outbreaks. Where needed, the CMC-AH also assists 
with mobilizing new resources. 
• Transition 
The consequences of animal disease emergencies can continue well after outbreaks 
occur and the CMC-AH works with other FAO units to support governments to transition 
from emergency assistance to medium- and longer-term action plans for disease control. 
 
 

With a global network of veterinary and operations experts within FAO and partner organization, 
the CMC-AH is able to rapidly mobilize and deploy response teams to any region of the world, 
primarily in the developing world. On site, the CMC-AH works side-by-side with community-based 
animal health workers to improve livestock health. The Centre works closely with GLEWS and the 
Emergency Prevention System (“EMPRES”) to continuously track and analyze the animal 
disease situation worldwide, and operates in constant collaboration with the OIE and World 
Health Organization (WHO) to complement FAO’s technical expertise at every step of the 
response. 
In an effort to better prepare its member countries in responding to animal health emergencies, 
the FAO has published the manual, “Good Emergency Management Practice: the essentials,” 
also known as the “GEMP manual”. The manual represents the Organization’s accumulated 
knowledge on best practices in preparing for and managing animal health disease outbreaks in 
an emergency situation. To date, the manual has been translated into Spanish, French, Arabic, 
Chinese and Russian, in an effort to reach as wide an audience as possible. So far, the CMC-AH 
has held 16 GEMP workshops with a total of more than 500 participants from 47 different 
countries. During these workshops, participants, mainly veterinary and animal health officials, 
gather and discuss emergency preparedness and contingency planning in the event of a disease 
outbreak. 



With regard to Avian Influenza, over 1.7 million chickens died or were culled as a result of the 
disease in five countries affected by H5N1 HPAI in West Africa in the past year. Although there 
has been no reported human illness due to the H5N1 strain in West Africa to date, it is imperative 
that preventive measures continue to be taken in order to reduce the risk of the AI virus 
transmission from poultry-to-humans, with the potential for human fatalities as has occurred in 
parts of Asia and Egypt. Through the CMC-AH’s missions in western Africa, they have learned 
that HPAI has a high impact on food insecurity, causes a disruption of the poultry value chain, 
that there are risk misconceptions on how to prevent HPAI, and there is a lack of HPAI 
preparedness.  
All of this leads me to conclude that the U.S. investment in the CMC-AH at FAO, the sword in 
front of the shield, has and will continue to be a valuable tool to protect American agriculture. 

 
 
Committee Business: 
The primary discussion of the Committee was consideration of merging this Committee with the 
Import/Export Committee (see Recommendation below).There were no resolutions proposed before the 
committee.  The Chair reported he is retiring next year and will not continue to serve as chair for this 
Committee.  He recommended Linda Glaser serve as the chair and with Committee approval would 
propose her name to the USAHA president.  The Committee approved. 
 
Recommendation: The chair would request the Executive Committee explore combining the 
Import/Export Committee with this Committee even considering a trial combined Committee meeting.   
 
 
 
Addendum 1. USDA/APHIS/Veterinary Services Report of OIE’s 83rd General Session  
 
The World Organization for Animal Health 
Summary of the 83rd General Session 
USAHA – Providence, Rhode Island - 2015 
 
Michael J. David 
National Director 
International Animal Health Standards Services 
National Import Export Services 
USDA, APHIS, Veterinary Services 
 
Introduction 
The 83rd General Session of the World Organization for Animal Health (OIE) was held May 24-May 29, 2015, in 
Paris, France. The delegations from over 151 of the 180 OIE Member countries and territories, as well as observers 
from 34 regional and international organizations attended the meeting. There were over 900 registered attendees. 
The OIE has been recognized by the World Trade Organization (WTO) as the standard-setting body for animal 
health. The OIE develops and establishes the health standards for the safe trade of animals and animal products and 
makes recommendations for the overall well-being of animals.   
  
The President of the World Assembly, Dr. Karin Schwabenbauer, welcomed the OIE delegates, invited ministers, 
representatives from international organizations and other guests to the 83rd General Session. Dr. Schwabenbauer 
noted the progress she has seen during her three years as President, and highlighted the continued important role the 
OIE has in animal welfare, antimicrobial resistance, and assisting with the control of such diseases as rabies, peste 
des petits ruminants (PPR), foot-and-mouth disease (FMD) and classical swine fever (CSF). The 6th Strategic Plan 
of the OIE, whose four pillars – solidarity, standards development, transparency, and scientific rigor – will help 
guide the organization’s work during the next 5 years, particularly with the challenges presented by an ever growing 
population, increased globalization, and climate change. 
 
Three OIE meritorious medals and one gold medal were awarded during the opening ceremonies.  The recipients 
were recognized for their life time contributions to the OIE and to animal health and welfare. One of the meritorious 



medals was awarded to Dr. Temple Grandin for her significant contributions which have improved the welfare of 
livestock handled during slaughter and transportation.   Finally, the World Veterinary Association granted their 
Veterinary Day Award jointly to the College of Veterinarians of Costa Rica and the Costa Rican National Animal 
Health Service. 
 
The Delegation from the United States 
The Members of the US delegation attending the 83rd General Session were: 

• Dr. John Clifford, OIE Delegate and Deputy Administrator, United States Department of Agriculture 
(USDA), Animal and Plant Health Inspection Service (APHIS), Veterinary Services (VS) 

• Dr. Michael David, Director, National Import Export Services (NIES), International Animal Health 
Standards Services, USDA, APHIS, VS  

• Dr. Mark Davidson, Associate Deputy Administrator, NIES, USDA, APHIS, VS 
• Dr. Joyce Bowling, Director, Import-Export Animals, NIES, USDA, APHIS, VS 
• Dr. Karen Sliter, Regional Manager, APHIS, International Services, Brussels, Belgium 

 
Representatives attending from other US government agencies were: 

• Dr. Bettye Walters, International Programs, Center for Veterinary Medicine, US Food and Drug 
Administration 

 
The following academic, association and industry representatives accompanied the US delegation: 

• Dr. Tom Baldwin, President-elect, American Association of Veterinary Laboratory Diagnosticians 
• Dr. David Schmidt, President-elect, US Animal Health Association 
• Dr. Paul Sundberg, Vice-President of Science and Technology, National Pork Board 
• Dr. Elizabeth Parker, Chief Veterinarian, Institute for Infectious Animal Diseases 
• Dr. Kathy Simmons, Chief Veterinarian, National Cattlemen’s and Beef Association 
• Dr. Liz Wagstrom, Chief Veterinarian, National Pork Producer’s Council 
• Dr. Beth Sabin, Associate Director, International and Diversity Initiatives, American Veterinary Medical 

Association 
• Dr. Jamie Jonker, Vice-President, Scientific and Regulatory Affairs, National Milk Producers Federation 
• Dr. Shelly McKee, Director of Technical Services, USA Poultry and Egg Export Council 
• Dr. Willie Reed, Dean, School of Veterinary Medicine, Purdue University 

 
 
 
Technical Items 
The technical items presented at this year’s General Session were: 
 

1) The use of information technology in animal health management, disease reporting, surveillance, and 
emergency response. (Presented by Dr. Tammy Beckham) 

This presentation was based on responses to an OIE questionnaire/survey sent out to all the Member country 
delegates. The results of the survey indicated that while Member countries have the availability of new 
technologies, particularly mobile devices, these are being underutilized in animal health. Countries give high 
priority to technologies for data management and access, with lower priority given to point-of-care testing, and 
remote sensing or collection. The results also showed that resource and data limitations were affecting the 
implementation of these technologies as well as the access of the data generated from their use. 
 

World Animal Health Situation 
The OIE Animal Health Information Department presented the most significant animal health events occurring 
during 2014 and early 2015. The Web-based system for disease notification — or WAHIS — provides the 
mechanism for reporting animal disease events. All OIE animal health information is available through the OIE 
database known as the WAHID (World Animal Health Information Database).  The Head of the Information 
Department presented information on the following four terrestrial animal diseases which were identified as 
priorities by the delegates during last year’s session:  
 

• Foot-and-mouth disease (FMD)   



• Brucellosis 
• Tuberculosis 
• Highly pathogenic avian influenza (HPAI) 

a. During 2014 and early 2015, 35 countries reported HPAI involving seven different subtypes. 
 
In addition, Dr. John Clifford gave an update on the HPAI situation in the United States. He presented information 
on the source of the virus, its changes, and current thinking on its epidemiology, particularly in states of the 
Midwest. The information he presented was appreciated and well received. 
 
Specialist Commission Reports 
A. Scientific Commission for Animal Diseases (SCAD) – The SCAD addresses technical issues, and makes 

science based recommendations to the Terrestrial Animal Health Standards (Code) Commission for improving 
and updating the various Code Chapters.  The President of the SCAD summarized the activities of the 
Commission during the previous year. These included: 

a. Overseeing and directing the work of 21 different expert ad hoc groups; 
b. Amending and finalizing the chapters on:  

• FMD, particularly with respect to time for recovery of full freedom following a “contained” 
outbreak. 

• BSE, making a clear distinction between classical and atypical BSE, and clarifying that it is 
only the classical form for which status is granted, and that findings of atypical BSE do not 
affect status;  

• Glanders; 
• Tuberculosis, and  
• Antimicrobial resistance (AMR; two chapters). 

c. Continuing to work on the new Code Chapter on PRRS. 
d. Publishing the Animal Health Surveillance Guide. 
e. Updating the chapter on the “Criteria for Listing a Disease.” 
f. Conducting missions (site visits) to India and South Africa to ascertain the maintenance of granted 

FMD status and document compliance with the requirements outlined in the Code.  
g. Identifying the need for a new chapter on vaccination and vaccine strategies, to provide clarity in its 

application and in the definition of terms (eg, systemic vaccination, emergency vaccination, ring 
vaccination, strategic vaccination, routine vaccination, and vaccination to live). 

h. Approving five laboratories, including the US Foreign Animal Disease Diagnostic Laboratory at Plum 
Island, as “holding facilities” of Rinderpest virus containing material (See Resolution No. 25). 

i. Updating a fact sheet on Ebola. 
j. Developing a Model Certificate for use by High Health High Performance horses. 
k. Launching the global initiative to control and eradicate PPR by 2030 during the Global Conference on 

PPR in Ivory Coast. 
l. Instituting a web based tool for re-confirming a Member country’s granted disease status. 

 
 
 
Evaluation of country submissions for FMD, contagious bovine pleuropneumonia (CBPP), African 
horse sickness (AHS), Peste des petits ruminants (PPR), BSE and Classical Swine Fever (CSF) status: 

The following additional countries/zones received official status recognition: 
1. Free of FMD where vaccination is not practiced 

a. Added certain zones in Botswana and Kazakhstan 
b. The Philippines  

2. Free of FMD with vaccination 
a. Continental Ecuador. 

3. Free of CBPP: France. 
4. BSE  

a. Upgraded status from controlled to negligible risk: Switzerland, Lichtenstein, 
the Czech Republic, Cyprus, France and Ireland. 

b. Controlled risk: N/A 



5. Free of AHS: Added Morocco to the list of free countries. 
6. Free of PPR: Added Mexico, the Czech Republic, Namibia, and Swaziland to the list of 

free countries. 
7. Free of CSF: 23 Countries were granted their freedom status without vaccination, and 

some zones in Brazil were granted freedom status without vaccination. 
 
B. Terrestrial Animal Health Standards Commission (Code Commission) – The President of the Code 

Commission presented various Code chapters for adoption. Code chapters are sent to Member delegates on at 
least two separate occasions during the course of the year for review and comment. This year, 22 Terrestrial 
Animal Code chapters were amended and/or rewritten and presented for adoption. Most of the chapters were 
adopted with little or no discussion. Code chapters which stimulated some discussion before being adopted 
(either as is or slightly amended) include some additional information in the listing below:   

a. Glossary – the EU opposed the proposed definition of Stamping Out – particularly the phrase “in whole 
or in part”, because they believed that it might lead to misinterpretation and confusion. Other countries 
felt the definition needed to be broader. The President of the Code Commission agreed that the words 
“in whole or in part” could be removed but also invited members to re-submit additional comments for 
consideration during the next Code Commission meeting in September.  

b. User’s Guide; 
c. Evaluation of Veterinary Services (Chapter 3.2); 
d. Collection and Processing of in vivo derived embryos from livestock and horses (Chapter 4.7.); 
e. General Obligations Related to Certification (Chapter 5.1); 
f. Certification Procedures (Chapter 5.2); 
g. Prevention, detection and control of Salmonella in poultry (Chapter 6.5); 
h. Animal Welfare and Dairy Cattle Production Systems (Chapter 7.X) - this is a new chapter.  While 

delegates supported the chapter, the United States intervened to remind the OIE when developing 
recommendations to any welfare chapters that such recommendations be “outcome based” rather than 
prescriptive.  The United States then gave two examples where the recommendations of the chapter 
appeared to be too prescriptive – (related to pen space and feeding colostrum) and informed the OIE that 
additional comments would be submitted prior to the Code Commission’s meeting in September. 

i. Animal Welfare and Broiler Productions Systems (Chapter 7.10); 
j. Slaughter of Animals (Chapter 7.5) – The United States intervened to support the recognition that, in 

water-bath stunning of poultry during the slaughter process, a satisfactory stun depends on the 
management of several parameters besides electrical current and frequency. The United States 
supported the new text that moves the emphasis from these few parameters to monitoring the welfare 
outcomes of the whole stunning process, and asked that the word “minimum” be removed from the 
tables listing the stun amperages to make it consistent with the actual recommended text. However, the 
European Union strongly opposed the change, and, together with the Region of Africa, who indicated 
that they needed “more time” to evaluate the recommended changes, the proposed changes were not 
adopted, and the chapter remained as is.  The President of the Code Commission invited Members to 
submit additional comments to address the stunning issues. 

k. Infection with Epizootic Hemorrhagic Disease Virus (Chapter 8.X) – this is a new chapter which 
was adopted with very little discussion.  It closely parallels the existing chapter on Bluetongue; 

l. Infection with Bluetongue Virus (Chapter 8.3) – the updates to this chapter were adopted; however, 
the case definition was slightly amended by removing the words “including naturally transmitted 
vaccine strains”, until it could be further studies by the pertinent ad hoc Group. 

m. Infection with Taenia solium (Chapter 15.X) – this is a new chapter that was adopted. The United 
States intervened by requesting reconsideration of setting the arbitrary limit (cut off points) of “20” or 
more cystecerci detections in a carcass before disposing of the carcass. The United States also asked the 
OIE for the technical information that prompted the OIE to change the processing requirements (thermal 
cooking) of meat to inactivate cystecerci from 60 C to 80 C. The existing studies, although now old, did 
show that 60 C was the appropriate and sufficient temperature to inactivate the cystecerci. The United 
States indicated to the OIE that additional comments on the above items would be submitted to the 
Code Commission prior to their meeting in September. 

n. Infection with Foot-and-Mouth disease virus (Chapter 8.7) – this chapter received significant 
revisions, which for the most part were supported by the delegates. The delegate of Canada, however, 
intervened on behalf of the Quadrilateral countries, encouraged the pertinent Commissions to continue 



revising the FMD chapter.  Specifically, the Quads requested that the Ad hoc Group further consider 
ways of incorporating the Quads proposal of allowing for the establishment of a containment zone 
during an outbreak while still providing acceptable levels of protection to importing countries. Allowing 
for the option of establishing a Containment Zone during an outbreak in circumstances where an 
outbreak can be limited to a specific and confined geographic area will help minimize depopulation 
while continuing to facilitate trade. The Quads countries also strongly encouraged the Commissions to 
find acceptable ways for a country that follows a vaccinate-to-live policy to regain their FMD free status 
in 3 months. 

o. Infection with Rift Valley Fever virus (Chapter 8.13); 
p. Infection with Brucella abortus, melitensis and suis (Chapter 8.X this chapter was adopted last year 

and received only minor corrections for this General Session. However, just as the United States did last 
year, Australia intervened because of continued concern related to the format of the chapter – 
combining all Brucella species into one chapter. As separate Chapters, they speak to species-specific 
Brucella organism for the traditional host species.  As a combined Chapter, this is lost each time the 
term « Brucella » is used throughout the Code Chapter. If the chapter will not be split back into three 
separate chapters for each Brucella spp, Australia offered to provide some additional language to the 
Code Commission before its next meeting to help reduce any confusion that might be caused by 
consolidating the chapter; 

q. Infection with Avian Influenza Viruses (Chapter 10.4); 
r. High Health Status Horse Subpopulation (Chapter 4.16) – this is chapter that was adopted as a new 

chapter in 2014. It presented the concept of “higher health status” horses, which, by being closely 
monitored and tested for certain diseases they should be able to move in and out of countries where they 
may compete with greater ease that they would otherwise. 

s. Bovine Spongiform Encephalopathy (Chapter 11.4) – this chapter was updated to recognize the 
distinction between “classical BSE” and “atypical BSE.” New Zealand, on behalf of the Quads 
countries (New Zealand, Australia, United States, and Canada), made an intervention. Specifically, the 
Quads are concerned that once again changes to a current Terrestrial Animal Health Code chapter are 
being proposed for adoption without Member Countries being given the appropriate opportunity to 
consider the changes carefully and offer comment to the Terrestrial Animal Health Standards 
Commission. While acknowledging that there may be occasions when changes to Code chapters must 
be made with urgency, this was not such an occasion. The Quads recognized the need to make a 
distinction between the occurrence of a case of “classical” BSE and a case of “atypical” BSE, and 
welcomed the recognition that a case of “atypical” BSE, an uncommon, spontaneously occurring 
condition, should not negatively affect a country’s BSE risk status. However, the changes proposed 
have broader implications. With the normal cycle of Member Country comments on proposed changes, 
countries would have time to recognise the implications for surveillance and information gathering 
systems and be prepared when the changes are adopted after the normal process of consultation and 
comment. The Quads also pointed to another problem with rushing this revised text through. A very 
important distinction is made between “classical” and “atypical” BSE. However, nowhere in the Code 
or Manual is there a case definition for either condition. Before the Code recommends different 
responses to these two conditions, the OIE Member Countries should be provided with definitive case 
definitions so as to avoid ambiguity and dispute over BSE status. Since the occurrence of “atypical” 
BSE has been recognised for several years now, the Quads suggested that there was no need for urgency 
to make changes to the Code and the normal cycle of Member Countries’ scrutiny, comment and 
consultation should be followed. The EU, however, did have an urgency to get these changes through 
(likely because they have been detecting “atypical” cases of BSE and did not want these to influence 
their status, since the Code does not currently make such a distinction).  A compromise was reached by 
not adopting the proposed changes, but adding a short sentence at the end of the introductory paragraph 
of the chapter which reads: “For the purpose of official BSE status recognition, BSE excludes ‘atypical 
BSE’ as it is a condition believed to occur spontaneously in all cattle populations at a very low rate.” 
Countries can now review the proposed changes and submit any comments before the next meeting of 
the Code Commission in September 2015. 

t. Harmonization of National Antimicrobial Resistance Surveillance and Monitoring Programs 
(Chapter 6.7); 

u. Risk Analysis for Antimicrobial Resistance Arising from the Use of Antimicrobial Agents in 
Animals (Chapter 6.10). 



 
The new and updated chapters became effective at the closing of this 83rd General Session (May 29, 2015). 

 
C. Aquatic Animal Health Standards Commission (AAHSC) – The President of the Commission presented the 

updated aquatic code chapters for adoption and summarized the activities of the Commission for 2014. Chapters 
were updated based on identified errors, new science, and needs. All chapters that were distributed for adoption 
were approved and adopted.  The User’s Guide, Chapter 5.1 (General Obligations Related to Certification), 
Chapter 6.5 (Risk Analysis for AMR Arising from the Use of Antimicrobial Agents in Aquatic Animals) 
received some minor revisions based on some of the interventions made on the floor of the session.  In addition, 
four chapters in the Manual for the Diagnosis of Aquatic Diseases were revised and adopted. 

 
Finally, Australia made an intervention requesting the OIE consider providing the Aquatic Animal Health 
Standards Commission with additional resources to help with the ever increasing workload of the Commission. 
Australia suggested that the OIE consider establishing a separate commission to address the Manual issues (like 
they have on the Terrestrial side), or at the very least, convening an ad hoc Group to assist with these issues. 

 
D. Biological Standards (Laboratory) Commission – The Vice-President of the Laboratory Commission 

reported on the Commission’s activities for 2014. The Commission has concentrated on monitoring the 
activities of current OIE Reference Laboratories worldwide, reviewing applications for additional disease-
specific reference laboratories and collaborating centers, coordinating and approving specific twining projects, 
reviewing and updating various chapters in the Manual of Diagnostic Tests and Vaccines (18 Manual chapters 
and a Glossary were updated this year), and providing technical expertise and guidance to the Terrestrial 
Animal Health Standards Commission.  

a. The Commission is also involved with: 
• Reviewing the applications to register diagnostic test kits; 
• Overseeing the work of the ad hoc Group on High Throughput Genetic Sequencing, 

Bioinformatics and Computational Genomics; 
• In conjunction with other Specialist Commissions, working to harmonize overlapping issues 

where possible. 
 

b. New Reference Laboratories were approved for: 
• FMD (France) 
• Tularemia (Hungary) 
• Equine rhinopneumonitis (Ireland) 
• BSE and Scrapie (Spain) 

The Lab Commission is now placing greater rigor and scrutiny before approving applications for OIE Reference 
Laboratories.  Criteria that is now required include being ISO 17025 certified or its equivalent and being well 
published in the area/disease of request. 
 
A resolution was passed to have the OIE develop standards for HTGS-BCG, and to establish a platform for the 
collection and management of partial and complete genomic sequences to integrate the reporting of genomic 
sequence data into the WAHIS. Another resolution was passed that officially registers BOVIGAM® as a validated 
diagnostic kit fit for purpose. 
 
Elections 
This is an election year at the OIE. Elections were held for all positions on the Specialist Commissions and the 
Council (all these positions have a three year term).  In addition, an election to choose the Director General was held 
(5 year term). 
 
Director General: Dr. Monique Eloit. She is the first woman to be elected as Director General at the OIE.  She 
currently serves as Deputy Director General, and will take over as DG on January 1, 2016. 
 
Specialist Commissions (each commission has a president, two vice-presidents and three members). 
Commission President VP-1 VP-2 Member Member Member 
Terrestrial Bonbon McDiarmid Funes Okita Hammami Hyman 



Animals (France) (NZ) (Argentina) (Japan) (Tunisia) (Ivory Coast) 
Aquatic 
Animals 

Ernst 
(Australia) 

Gallardo 
(Chile) 

Peeler 
(UK) 

Constantine 
(Canada) 

Barson 
(Zimbabwe) 

Mohamed Din 
(Malaysia) 

Biological 
Standards 

Schmitt 
(USA) 

Berthe 
(France) 

Chen 
(China) 

El Harrak 
(Morocco) 

Fooks 
(UK) 

Daniels 
(Australia) 

Scientific Bruckner 
(South 
Africa) 

DeClercq 
 (Belgium) 

Hammond 
(Australia) 

Dungu 
(Congo) 

Montano 
(Mexico) 

Bellini 
(Italy) 

 
Election of the Presidency and Council Members of the Assembly  
President:   Bothe Michael Modisane (South Africa) 
Vice-President:   Mark Schipp (Australia) 
Members: 

• African Region  Nicholas Kauta (Uganda) 
• Americas Region  Joaquin Delgadillo (Mexico) 

    Hugo Federico Idoyaga (Paraguay) 
• Asia, Far East, Oceana Toshiro Kawashima (Japan) 
• Europe Region  Evgeny Nepolonov (Russia) 
• Middle East Region Hadi Mohsin Al lawati (Oman) 

 
Regional Commission Meeting for the Americas 
The Delegates of the Regional Commission for the Americas met on May 25, 2015. The activities during the past 
year were summarized. Twenty one of the 30 Member countries of the Region for the Americas were represented. 
Dr. Guilherme Marquez, CVO from Brazil and President of the Regional Commission of the Americas, chaired the 
session.   In addition to summarizing the activities of the Regional Commission, technical topics for both the 85th 
General Session and the 23rd Regional Conference were identified and recommended for consideration by the 
Assembly.  
 
The next bi-annual Regional Commission Conference for the Americas will be hosted by Bolivia in the town of 
Santa Cruz in November, 2016.   
Evaluation of the Specialist Commissions – to strengthen the desired technical expertise of the OIE’s activities, 
the Assembly of Delegates adopted a Resolution which establishes a performance committee to evaluate the four 
Specialist Commissions. Thus, the performance of these commissions will be regularly evaluated based on criteria 
yet to be developed. Specialist Commission Members who either do not contribute, or are not technically competent, 
may be asked to leave. 
 
Next General Session of the OIE World Assembly: May 22 – 27, 2016. 
 


