USA COMMENTS

General Comments: The United States does not have specific suggestions for changes to the language in the proposed
new chapter. Instead, we offer the following comments regarding whether the proposed new chapter is necessary or

appropriate.

The United States notes that the apparent objective of this new chapter isto establish criteriafor determining which
aquatic animal species can becomeinfected by (i.e. are susceptible to) an OI E notifiabl e disease-causing agent
(pathogen), and to guide refinement of disease-specific chaptersin the OIE Aquatic Code and Aquatic Manual. The
proposed new chapter also intendsto clarify that susceptible speciesincludes speciesthat are naturally or
experimentally infected and includes both those that show clinical signs of disease or pathology and those that are
asymptomatic carriers. Furthermore, the proposed new chapter attempts to address susceptibility to infection of
taxonomically closely related host species.

The United States questions the need for this chapter and recommends that the issue be referred back to the Aquatic
Animal Health Standards Commission (AAHSC) or the ad hoc group that drafted the chapter. The United States
recommends that rather than creating a new chapter, which is confusing and somewhat ambiguous, the Ol E consider
revising its current definitions of “Infection” and “ Susceptible Species’ if such revision is needed for Member countries
to better understand these terms.

The United States believes the proposed new chapter is unnecessary becauseit isintuitive and obviousthat if an animal
of agiven species becomes infected with a specific infectious agent (pathogen) through natural or experimental
pathways, then that speciesis susceptible to infection with that agent whether or not it shows overt clinical signsor
pathology. Aswritten, this chapter is ambiguous, uses terms not defined in the Aquatic Code glossary, or usesterms
inconsistently (e.g. susceptible species vs host; pathogen vs aetiolgoical agent). As such, the United States believesthe
proposed new chapter will be confusing for countriesthat seek to useit asan international standard.

The United States believesthe following definitionsin the Aquatic Code Glossary are adequate and accurate. However,
should there be a need, then these definitions could be revised to accomplish the same intent as the proposed new
chapter. Furthermore, if it might clarify issuesrelated to diagnostic testing and tests, the following definitions could be
added to the Definitionslisted in the Aquatic Manual.

Infection—means the presence of a multiplying or otherwise developing or latent pathogenic agent in a host.
Thistermisunderstood to include infestation where the pathogenic agent is a parasite in or on a host.

Susceptible species—means a species of aquatic animal in which infection has been demonstrated by natural
cases or by experimental exposures to the pathogenic agent that mimicsthe natural pathways for infection.
Each disease chapter in the Aquatic Code and the Aquatic Manual containsalist of currently known
susceptible species.

The United States also believes that the current definition of “disease” in the Aquatic Code already addresses the issue
of asymptomatic infected animal:
Disease—meansclinica or non-clinical infection with one or more aetiologica agents.

Furthermore, because the definition of susceptible speciesin the Aquatic Code addresses natural and experimental
infections, it negates the necessity of Article X.X.3 and Article X.X.4 in the proposed new chapter.

The United States has additional and specific concernsregarding Article X.X.7 (“Outcome of the assessment”) and
Article X.X.8 (“Taxonomic relationship of susceptible species’) in the proposed new chapter. Although it may be
hypothesized that closely related species or genera may be infected with the same infectious agents (pathogen or
parasite), there are numerous examplesin veterinary medicine where this does not happen. The United States believes
that, without empirical science-based evidence, it isinappropriate and unjustified to suggest that some species may be
“possible susceptible species’ or to suggest that, aswrittenin Article X.X.8, given “aetiological agents with awide host
range, the taxonomic rel ationship of a speciesto other known susceptible species may be used to assume susceptibility
[and] species can be classified as ‘ possible’ susceptible speciesif they reside in agenusthat includes at |east two
susceptible species and in which thereis no strong evidence of resistance to infection.”













