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The USA appreciates the tremendous effort by the Commissions and the ad hoc group in drafting this revision of the chapter and concurs with the countries of the Region of the Americas and supports the adoption of this chapter as currently drafted, with the inclusion of the proposed text referred in the third paragraph below and in the accompanying text in Articles 10.4.2.ter and 10.4.22..
In particular, the USA concurs with the countries of  the Region of the Americas and supports:
· the proposed changes to the definition of the term “poultry”
· the changes to the notification criteria for Avian Influenza; and 
· the recommendations on trade of poultry commodities as written. 
In addition, the United States concurs with the countries of the Region of the Americas and encourages the Commissions to continue to harmonize the Code, both between Chapters and within the same Chapter, taking as an example the recommendations on avoiding contact with any source of virus when the goods come from infected countries or areas mentioned in Articles 10.4.12. and 10.4.14. to 10.4.17bis and as opposed to the absence of this same recommendation in Article 10.4.1bis of safe commodities.
CHAPTER 10.4.

INFECTION WITH HIGH PATHOGENICITY AVIAN INFLUENZA VIRUSES
Article 10.4.2ter.
Establishment of a containment zone within a country or zone free from high pathogenicity avian influenza
In the event of outbreaks of high pathogenicity avian influenza within a previously free country or zone, a containment zone, which includes all epidemiologically linked outbreaks, may be established for the purpose of minimising the impact on the rest of the country or zone.
The establishment and recognition of a containment zone free from high pathogenicity avian influenza should follow the relevant requirements of this chapter and the principles laid down in Chapter 4.4. Zoning and Compartmentalization, specifically Article 4.4.7.
RATIONALE: For consistency with the proposed change to Article 15.2.4. and is further suggested for all pertinent disease chapters to promote consistent language and avoid unintended discrepencies. 
In addition to the requirements for the establishment of a containment zone outlined in Article 4.4.7., the surveillance programme should take into account the density of poultry production, types of poultry, local management practices (including inter-premises movement patterns of poultry, people and equipment), relevant biosecurity, the presence and potential role of birds other than poultry, including wild birds, and the proximity of poultry establishments to permanent and seasonal water bodies.
The free status of the areas outside the containment zone is suspended while the containment zone is being established. It may be reinstated, irrespective of the provisions of Article 10.4.2quater., once the containment zone is clearly established. It should be demonstrated that commodities for international trade have originated from outside the containment zone or comply with the relevant articles of this chapter.
RATIONALE: Removing this sentence is consistent with revisions to Article 15.2.4., and promotes harmonization across the various disease-specific chapters. Conversely, if this provision is deemed important enough to apply to multiple disease-specific chapters, perhaps it should be inserted in Article 4.4.7.
In the event of an occurrence of a case of high pathogenicity avian influenza that, as described in Article 4.4.7 point 7, is not epidemiologically related to the outbreak for which the containment zone was established, the free status of the country or zone is suspended while a new containment zone is being established.
RATIONALE: Inclusion of provisions for occurrence of non-epidemiologically related cases is necessary for diseases such as HPAI, where there may be repeated point-source introductions from wildlife.
Article 10.4.22.
Surveillance for demonstrating freedom from infection with high pathogenicity avian influenza 
1.	A Member Country declaring freedom of the entire country, a zone or a compartment from high pathogenicity avian influenza in poultry should provide evidence of an effective surveillance programme.
Transparency in the application of different methodologies is essential to ensure consistency in decision-making, ease of understanding, fairness and rationality. The assumptions made, the uncertainties, and the effect of these on the interpretation of the results, should be documented.
The design of the surveillance programme will depend on the epidemiological circumstances and it should be planned and implemented in accordance with this chapter and Article 1.4.6. This requires the availability of demographic data on the poultry population and the support of a laboratory able to undertake identification of infection with avian influenza viruses through virus detection and antibody tests. 
The surveillance programme should demonstrate absence of infection with high pathogenicity avian influenza viruses during the preceding 12 months in susceptible poultry populations (vaccinated and non-vaccinated).
The design of the sampling strategy should include an epidemiologically appropriate design prevalence. The design prevalence and desired level of confidence in the results will determine the sample size. The Member Country should justify the choice of design prevalence and confidence level used on the basis of the stated objectives of the surveillance and the epidemiological situation.
The sampling strategy may be risk-based if scientific evidence is available, and provided, for the quantification of risk factors. Specific risks could include those linked to the types of production, possible direct or indirect contact with wild birds, multi-age flocks, local trade patterns including live bird markets, use of possibly contaminated surface water, the presence of more than one species at the establishment and poor biosecurity in place.
RATIONALE: The USA has significant concerns with the added clause “provided that they have no direct or indirect contact with poultry or poultry facilities”, particularly the reference to “indirect contact” and recommend deletion of this from paragraph. “Indirect contact” may be interpreted in a variety of ways, and such ambiguity can lead to unnecessary restrictions which are detrimental to international trade.
Data from different surveillance activities can be included to increase the sensitivity of the surveillance system. If this is to be done, data from structured (e.g. surveys and active surveillance) and non-structured (e.g. passive surveillance) sources should be combined  and the sensitivity of each activity should be quantified in order to be able to quantify the sensitivity of the overall surveillance system.
The surveillance programme should include surveillance for high pathogenicity avian influenza viruses in birds other than poultry, including wild birds, and monitoring of low pathogenicity avian influenza viruses in poultry, in order to ensure that biosecurity and control measures are fit for purpose. 
Documentation of freedom from infection with high pathogenicity avian influenza should provide details of the poultry population, the occurrence of suspected cases and how they were investigated and dealt with. This should include the results of laboratory testing and the biosecurity and control measures to which the animals concerned were subjected during the investigation. 
2.	Additional requirements for countries, zones or compartments that practise vaccination
Vaccination to prevent the transmission of high pathogenicity avian influenza virus may be part of a disease control programme. The level of flock immunity required to prevent transmission depends on the flock size, composition (e.g. species) and density of the susceptible poultry population. Based on the epidemiology of avian influenza in the country, zone or compartment, a decision may be reached to vaccinate only certain species or other poultry subpopulations.
In all vaccinated flocks tests should be performed to ensure the absence of virus circulation. The tests should be repeated at a frequency that is proportionate to the risk in the country, zone or compartment. The use of sentinel poultry may provide further confidence in the absence of virus circulation.
Member Countries seeking the demonstration of freedom from high pathogenicity avian influenza in vaccinated population should refer to the chapter on avian influenza (infection with avian influenza viruses) in the Terrestrial Manual.
Evidence to show the effectiveness of the vaccination programme should also be provided. 


3.	Additional requirements for recovery of free status
In addition to the conditions described in the point above, a Member Country declaring that it has regained country, zone or compartment freedom after an outbreak of high pathogenicity avian influenza in poultry should show evidence of an active surveillance programme, depending on the epidemiological circumstances of the outbreak, to demonstrate the absence of the infection. This will require surveillance incorporating virus detection and antibody tests. The Member Country should report the results of an active surveillance programme in which the susceptible poultry population undergoes regular clinical examination and active surveillance planned and implemented according to the general conditions and methods described in these recommendations. The surveillance samples should be representative of poultry populations at risk. The use of sentinel birds may facilitate the interpretation of surveillance results. 
Populations under this surveillance programme should include: 
a)	establishments in the proximity of the outbreaks;
b)	establishments epidemiologically linked to the outbreaks; 
c)	poultry used to re-populate affected establishments; 
d)	any establishments where preventive depopulation has been carried out.
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