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) commun1cation from the Comm1ss1on to the Counc1L concern1ng the - '
exam1nat10n for tr1ch1nae 1n p1gmeat 1mported to the Commun1ty from non—member =

e Kl *z
e . s

countries , .- R ”t.

- - i 4 i

: ‘. N ‘ ",,, - . 7

1. when adopttng Dvrect1ve 77/96/EEC of 21 December 1976 on the examunat1on for
,1 tr1ch1nae (tr1ch7neLLa sp1ral1s) upon 1mportat10n from th1rd cnuntr1es of fresh
* meat der1Ved from domest1c sw1ne (OJ No, L 26 of 31 January 19?7) the Counc1L’

dec1ded to enter the fotLow1ng statement 1n the m1nutes of 1ts meet1ng on
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a} ”The Counc1t notes the Comm1ss1on s- 1ntent1on to carry out the necessary
1nvest1gat10ns wvth a. v1ew to present1ng before 31 December 19?7 a report and

~where necessary, proposats concern1ng the" reguLat1ons in- certa1n non~member .
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t -

', countr1es reLat1ng to tr1ch1nos1s ?,: RS- ‘ZT:‘?ﬁ: ‘.ﬁg,.ﬂ—

j The Commtsswon expressed the: 1ntent1on contaxned 1n the’ above statemeht foL—
Low1ng comments made by- the delegat1on of one- Member State dur1ng the exam1n-
_ at1on of “the’ abova ment1oned D1rect1ve by the group of agr1cuLturaL and vet~
: er1nary experts pr1or to 1ts adopt1on by the Councwl . This. detegat1on ralsed
the probLem of the poss1b1L1ty of exempt1ng non-member countr1es under certa1n
cond1t10ns, from the obtvgat1on prOV1ded for 1n the D1rect1ve to subm1t aLL

g pwgmeat to an exam1nat1on for tr1ch1nae or, 4in. certatn cases, to treatment by

i, . _t . . »7‘ . e v .t

freez1ng. R -;'". ?; o N “;; Sl ﬂ',_ S ‘1 R

2. In order to study th1s probtem, the Comm1ssvon organ1zed ‘a meet1ng on 28 Apr1L
197? of the Scwent1f1c Veter1nary Commtttee W1th ‘the” foLLowgng agenda {3'

' ”Counc1L D1rect1ve ??/96/EEC (04 No. L 26 of 31 7. 197?) prov1des that aLL fresh
p1gmeat from non~member countr1es must be" subjected to a- computsory exam1nat1on
for tr1ch1nae CArt1cLe 2) or, 1n certa1n cases, to treatment by freez1ng i

(Artwc[e 3) ‘:3‘- R j t, "j«?: f;};-:ﬁ{'fir;.::%t._~“3[;; : ---,\; gyiiJ'
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The d1SCUston w11l deaL w1th the foLLowvng po1nts-"““-j ';;fi*_-
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R Can a GOUHtPY be cons1dered free from tr1ch1nos1s and in what c1rcumstan¢es°
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If the reply to the above quest1on is in the aff1rmat1ve by what cr1ter1a

- demm "

may a country be conswdered free from tr1ch1nos1s° ’%“1-~ﬁf1:u

Iin- vwew of the answers g1ven to ‘the f1rst two quest1ons, wouLd 1t be pos-

-_svbte under certa1n c1r¢umstances to exempt meat exported to the- Communvty

from a non—member country from the above-mentvoned obtvgat1on°” T

‘,S1nce the d1scuss1on on the varvous pownts was not concLuded, a second
_ meeting was held-on 18 January 1978. Meanwh1te, the proposats from the
: deLegates of the Un1tea K1ngdom, Denmark and the" NetherLands, spec1fy1ng -

the criteria and c1rcumsLances which 1n the1r opinion enabled a country to

,be cons1dered “free from tr1ch1nos1s, were dvstrwbuted to the- other deLegates.,

.:he 0p1n7ons expressed at the meetwng on- 18- January 1978 COHCGPNWHQ the d1fferent

1tems on the agends, .can be summar1zed as foltows o S
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a)

- aff1rm that a country 1s free from tr1ch1nos1s. .

2

. C )‘. .

erst Quest1on -

- N 7

" the’ neqat1ve, g1ven the present state of our knowLedge 1t is 1mposs1bte to

: be poss1bLe to. state that’ a country, wh1Le not be1ng free from tr1ch1nos1s '

In tne form in wh1ch it was put,;thts questvon ‘was unanvmously answered in.

~

However, certawn deLegatvons thought that, given: adequate ep1dem1otog1cat

surveys carr1ed out by the pubL1c heaLth and veterwnary servnces, it should

in the str1ct sense, had such a Low LeveL of 1nfect1on that 1t did not re-:
present a danger “for pubt1c heaLth “and that the measures 1mposed by Counc1L
'D1rect1ve 77/96/EEC couLd therefore,_be moderated 1n respect of.it.”

.

Other deLegattons cons1dered that even' an)extremety Low level of tr1ch1nos1s,‘

>"wh1ch d1d not man1fest 1tseLf by any ct1n1cat symptoms e1ther in man or

amimals, wouLd neverthetess represent a potent1at danger for pubtvc heaLth

"a.r that, 1t wouLd, therefore, not be appropr1ate to - reLax the prov1s1onsj

. Counc1L D1rect1ve 77/96/EEC. f T 3 S

S: .ond Quest1on ‘ '. "f;‘ - :_x, oL R
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"Two 1nterpretat1ons were g1ven to the express1on considered‘free,from“
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tr1ch1nos1s
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r{,f —*Some deLegatwons favoured a str1ct 1nterpretat1on of the express1on to mean
.that there must exist absotutety no - tr1ch1nae on, the territory of the . 2

country in quest1on.- Others thought that the express1on shoutd be 1nter~'.53

LI

N preted more pragmat1caLLy so ‘that in a g1Ven country, a. certa1n LeveL of

L3

1nfect10n (percentage of- subjects who were carr1ers of the paras1te) and
. 1ntens1ty of 1nfestat1on (number of paras1tes per gramme of d1aphragm - 'L
muscLe 1n .an 1nfested an1maL) coutd ex1st prov1ded that these were. suff- -

1c1entLy Low as to present no danger to pubL1c heatth.f

',;: f The supporters of the former 1nterpretat1on were Led LogwcalLy to g1ve a
ff“ ﬂ negatvve repLy to the second quest1on ra1sed the1r answer to the f1rst

3 . . A‘ -,""‘"

Li-‘:' quest1on havung been comptetety negatwve.- . ;‘ ﬁga-{,'k“" vy o7
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On the other hand the supporte;s of a pragmatvc 1nterpretat1on cons1dered La
that cr1ter1a for Levet and-1ntens1ty of 1nfestat1on cou[d be def1ned,,= .
mak1ng 1t pOSSTbLe to f1x a Limit beLow wh1ch a country could be regarded
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for pract1caL purposes as d1sease-free, AR ;; L ‘n'ﬁ ".,g__ Ce T 3-~"
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..3 Th1rd Quest1on '?"u

Here aga1n op1n1ons were d1v1ded .ft~"f :.;f;l '«;',-

'f.?j Some cons1dered that onLy an exam1nat1on for tr1ch1nae us1ng one of the ‘

| '1 methods La1d down by- the EEC.. ins D1rect1ve 7?/96/EEC, carr1ed out on aLL S

' p1gs sLaughtered for export of the1r meat to the EEC, or the cotd treat—'» h
ment descrwbed 1n that D1rect1ve coutd prOV1de adequate guarantees W1th

regard to the protect1on of pub[1c heaLth 1n EEC countr1es,

- R -

b) Others were of the op1n1on that equ1vatent guarantees couLd be obta1ned 1f

o 1nstead of the measures referred to ﬂn a) above, very str1ct per10d1c ;
: ep1derm1mo£og1cat surveys were carr1ed out, the arrangements and cr1ter1a :
for whvch shouLd be def1ned in deta1t by the. EEC, wh1ch shouLd aLso monwtor-—_

-

the conduct of such surveys.‘~~71t;: o ‘:—!jiﬁl : ]“i',"\.?s . L




" to cold treatment. 'nfL:__' ." ; AR o -

.usefutiy beacarrzed out to oeterm1ne whether 1t was poss1bLe to relax. th1s
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The: Commvss1on cons1dered that at th1s stage there should be no' re~

,laxat1on of the obL1gat1on prov1ded for~in Councwt Directive 7?/96/EEC

whereby all p1gmeat exported to a Member State from a non-member country

should be subJected to an examvnat1on for tr1ch1nae or,.1n certa1n cases,
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. The Comm1ss1on was of the op1ﬂ10n that th1s ovagat1on should be maintained

-in order to ensure the pro*ﬁut1on of consumer heaLth. However,'studweq could

A,

]

obL1gat10n wuthout reducvng the guarantees provaded by the exnst1ng ;:ur'ov'aswns‘= .
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