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1 Introduction

The draft Import Health Standard: Returned New Zealand Animal Products was notified for consultation from 20
July 2016 to 19 September 2016.

The Ministry for Primary Industries (MPI) received submissions from the following:
1. Roger Bray, Braesby Farm 19 September 2016

2. Russell Berry, Arataki Honey Ltd. 19 September 2016
3. Russell Berry, New Zealand Beekeeping Incorporated 19 September 2016

This document summarises the issues raised in the submissions, and presents the MPI response to each.

1.1 Acronyms Used in the Document

MPI Ministry for Primary Industries
IHS Import Health Standard
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2 Summary of Amendments

As a result of comments made, the following is a summary of amendments to be made to the draft Import Health
Standard: Returned New Zealand Animal Products.

2.1 Application

(1)  Clause 1.1 (2) in the consultation draft IHS, “This IHS does not apply to importers of New Zealand animal
products that meet the requirements of another IHS”, created confusion. This clause has been replaced by
the following guidance information.

Guidance for 1.1

o  Certain Returned New Zealand Animal Products may be given biosecurity clearance if they
meet the requirements of another IHS. Some of the other IHSs under which biosecurity
clearance may be given are:

a) Import Health Standard: Specified Foods for Human Consumption Containing Animal
Products, EDIPROIC.ALL, 30 June 2015

b) Import Health Standard for Biological Products (including Samples), BIOPRODIC.ALL, 5
November 2015

c) Import Health Standard for Microorganisms from All Countries, MICROIC.ALL, 31
January 2010

d) Import Health Standard for Marine Fisheries Products for Human Consumption from All
Countries, FISMARIC.ALL, 6 October 2008

e) Import Health Standard for Shelf-Stable Petfoods containing Animal Products,
PETFODIC.ALL, 3 November 2014

2.2 Requirements for Returned New Zealand Animal Products

(1)  The IHS intends to set out import requirements for Returned New Zealand Animal Products that have
been under Overseas Official Control while they are overseas. For products that have lost their packaging
integrity, they must be treated or disposed of.

(2)  Toaccurately reflect this intent, clause 1.5 in the consultation draft IHS has been amended as below.

From:
(1) Returned New Zealand animal products must either meet a) or b):

a) Have been under official control while overseas and not been tampered with, reprocessed,
manufactured, or repackaged.

b) Have been treated in accordance with Schedule 3.

To:
(1) Returned New Zealand Animal Products must have been under Overseas Official Control while
overseas.

(2) Where packaging integrity has been lost, the animal products must be treated or disposed of in
accordance with Schedule 3.

2.3 Formatting changes

(1)  Toalign with MPI internal requirements, Part 2: Specified Requirements has been created. Clause 1.5 in
the draft consultation IHS has been moved to the newly created Part 2 of the provisional IHS.
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Defining Overseas Official Control in Schedule 2
Submitters interpreted Overseas Official Control in a way that is different to the intent of the IHS.

To remove misinterpretation, MPI has added a definition for Overseas Official Control in Schedule 2, that
is, “For the purpose of this IHS, New Zealand animal products are deemed to be under Overseas Official
Control until overseas customs and biosecurity clearance are given.”

Treatment options for bee products in Schedule 3

Clauses (3) and (4) in Schedule 3 provide treatment options for returned New Zealand origin bee
products.

MPI agrees with the submitters that treatment options provided in clauses (3) and (4) should be available
for treating returned New Zealand bee products other than honey as there are no approved treatment
options for honey.

Copies of all external stakeholder submissions in their entirety are presented in Appendix 1.
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3 Internal Submissions

The Animal Imports Team invited several MPI groups to review the IHS. Internal submissions from the Food
Assurance Team and Verification Services Technical Team were received during the consultation period. The
recommendations as a result of these submissions are included in this document.

3.1 Adding rendering as a disposal option to Schedule 3
(1)  MPI Verification Services anticipates New Zealand rendering operators to register as a transitional facility
operator capable of carrying out biosecurity disposal. Rendering has been added as a disposal option.

3.2 Packaging integrity guidance information

(1)  Tofacilitate MPI staff responsible for clearing returned goods at the border guidance information on the
meaning of packaging integrity has been included in the newly created Part 2: Specified Requirements
section of the IHS.
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4 Review of Submissions

4.1 Russell Berry, New Zealand Beekeeping Incorporated

411

Treatment options for returned New Zealand origin bee products

The submitter is concerned about the proposed heat and radiation treatment options provided in clauses
(3) and (4) in Schedule 3 of the IHS.

MPI Response:

MPI agrees that treatment options provided in clauses (3) and (4) should not be available for treating
returned New Zealand origin honey, given that there are no approved treatment options for this product.
However, the treatments will remain in place for returned New Zealand origin processed bee products,
of the types that are eligible for import under the IHS: BEEPROIC.ALL.

4.2 Russel Berry, Arataki Honey Ltd

421

422

4.2.3

424

Equivalence
“We will not find ‘equivalence’ acceptable unless approved by the Beekeeping Industry.”

MPI Response:

Under the World Trade Organisation (WTO) Agreement on Sanitary and Phytosanitary (SPS) measures,
New Zealand has the obligation to consider alternative measures that provide the same level of animal
and public health protection and that are technically and economically feasible. These decisions are
published on MPI's website: http://www.mpi.govt.nz/importing/overview/import-health-
standards/equivalence-decisions-and-reporting/.

Provision for clearing returned products under other IHSs unclear

Regarding clause 1.1 (2) in the consultation draft IHS, “This IHS does not apply to importers of New
Zealand animal products that meet the requirements of another IHS”, the submitter stated that “this is
very vague and we cannot accept it.”

MPI Response:
Clause 1.1 (2) in the consultation draft IHS has been replaced by guidance information.

Treatment options for returned New Zealand origin bee products

The submitter is concerned about the proposed heat and radiation treatment options provided in clauses
(3) and (4) in Schedule 3 of the IHS.

MPI Response:
Please see MPI response in Section 4.1.1 of this document.

Definition of Official Control

“We are concerned about your definition of ‘official control’. Once it has been released from Customs,
we are concerned that your definition of official control, may not meet our requirements of keeping new
beekeeping diseases and viruses out of New Zealand.”

MPI Response:

For the purpose of the IHS, New Zealand animal products are under Overseas Official Control while they
are overseas until overseas customs and biosecurity clearance are given. To remove misinterpretation
of the definition of official control, MPI has added a definition for Overseas Official Control.

Please note that proposed requirements for returned New Zealand origin animal products in the
consultation draft IHS are higher than existing requirements.
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4.3 Roger Bray, Braesby Farm

43.1

432

433

434

4.3.5

Provision for Equivalence and Import Permits
The submitter is concerned about the credibility of Equivalence decisions.

MPI Response:
Please see MPI response in Section 4.2.2 of this document.

Registered to be an food importer under the Food Act 2014

“This IHS relates to the Return of Product, where exporters, or those registered as supplying exporters,
of animal products may not be importers of animal products and should not have to register as importers
in order that product they may have previously exported is able to be returned to New Zealand.”

MPI Response:

This is a Food Act 2014 requirement. Section 112 of the Food Act 2014 states that, “For every
consignment of food imported for sale into New Zealand, there must be a person who is a New Zealand
resident and who is registered as an importer under this Act.”

Only products held under official control should be clearedClause 1.5

Regarding clause 1.5 in the consultation draft IHS, “In order that there is a guard against product
substitution or other forms of fraudulent activities we submit that only product that has been held under
official control should be eligible for return to NZ.”

MPI Response:

MPI agrees with the submitter that only returned New Zealand animal products that have been under
Overseas Official Control are eligible for biosecurity clearance. To clarify in the IHS, MPI has added a
definition for Overseas Official Control in Schedule 2.

Please see MPI response in Section 4.2.4 of this document.

Treatment options for returned New Zealand origin bee products

The submitter is concerned about the proposed heat and radiation treatment options provided in clauses
(3) and (4) in Schedule 3 of the IHS.

MPI Response:
Please see MPI response in Section 4.1.1 of this document.

Supporting documentation

“We do not support a new import document to be produced under 1.4 on the basis if there is no proof of
origin or the integrity of the ‘official control’ the product should not be eligible for return/import into NZ.”

MPI Response:

The requirement of official documentation issued by the overseas Competent Authority has been
assessed to be appropriate for the risk profile associated with returned New Zealand origin animal
products.

Please see MPI response in Section 4.3.3 of this document.
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5 Appendix 1: Copies of Submissions

5.1 Russell Berry, New Zealand Beekeeping Incorporated
[Click on document for clearer text]

I arimal. imposts@Empignyt n?
SUBMISSION ON DRAFT IHS FOR RETLRMED NEVY ZEALAND ANINAL PRODUCTS [(RETURNAPALL)
Dzar Animezl Imparts Taa i,

Mewe Zoa 2nd Beskasp ng Inc. is the tastest grone ng beskeeping arganisatiar conseracd pelimarily akeut the
alatainabi ity of heskeepirg n Mew fealand and reprossols rmanly commerciz| beekeepes.

Mows Zerlznd Beskaening is concerned aooul aspecls o7 Lhe oroposaed new import health stasczed for tha
Feturned Mew Zealond A-imal Prodozs, nparticulas, and wa are conzeraed slinar the aropased Reat 2nd
radistion treatman: provided tarin clzuses (30 znd (4 of soheduls three. This desment regime s lifed
clivertly “rom the [now revoeked] ineorl Hzalth Standard for the I mporestion inte Mew Fezland o Spacitied
Boe Prodocks from Australs, and the THS for specited processed beo produacts, The Ausarelian mport healtn
staaciard eicl not susvive & ezl chalenge Treon Lhe seckocping indastry. More imperta-tly, the treatment
rog e dosignaed anl o preve s toney importsa from ezstern Australizn states fom ntrcducig Curaoean
faulrond iama Mew Pezland, ancwas devised on'y w b Lhal orgunism inomisc. It tock no acceunt of the risk
pazed by ulber now orgasisms; itis the threat posed by orhar organizms net conslideres duripg the 2004 <k
ara sz whick 1as continued to prevant the sswe of & ww 13 gueorring Susbrslizn beo products.

Mew Zealand Baekeering doss not azcent that this treatrmenl resine s kel Lo be ol ective ovar in tha case
=f Furapean feulbrnad, but while tacre alsa remaing scientific uncertzinty about the etfectiveness of heat
Lreatmerbwich repacl Lo uther lersign organisys — for examale sracli Acute Baralysls Yirds — Bae weaing
Mew Zealand saamits that 2 far panee sobust treatmert rog me would be aoprepriste, Tne sreatmeart ragme
will apaly anlywnzre affic sl contrel of Lhe oreduct bas been losz, orwhere the product has sammeaow Dech
Lamoered with, reprocessed, manutzctured o soparkagoe, and IS subrritiod thal in Lhose circums Larces
stroag ard oFectiee procaalions gie eoessary.

e sazpactiu by subm ta Bartar and safer realmen L regime can ba found in the revoked Auserzlizn [H3, Thas
ducument provided (=arl ©, of 1.2.3) that are of the approved treatments for american faulareod was for
the product to e seated to 17050 fre 24 hacrs, This trealaan, meaire — which will kill 20y pessiblz
dathagen - apoears far more appropriale where co ool of Mew Zra anit prad .ot has aoen ast, 19 any cuent,
g wen Lhe rarge of argan'sms which may staerwise be intraduced, end the aroerlaoly Cal remzing zboat
“he eftectivenzas of aezl ealmenl wilh respoel Lo some, itis submitted that 7 regime desigres wits
resporl Lo sny o turopean foulbrood s inapprapriate, atleastic tie absence of 2 fevw ris= anahvsiz, #nd
“urthar resrarch o this isaue

“aurs tatabally

s, oy

Russel Serry
Mrasidarl
New Zealand Beekeaping Incorporated.

19 Saptember, 2015,

MOW ZCALAMD GLCKZCFING IMCORPOBATEDR | Lf 170 Fowles C-ossing Road, B2 2, Ashi_ron 7771

Frra’l: into@a» nocksep ~poc nz
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5.2 Russell Berry, Arataki Honey Ltd
[Click on document for full text]

Taeastors:

Ruszail Barry ko § Exoail: pussellParataki-boney-roloroa.es nx
J Wainlapu siale Highway 5

o A " :
Ma':k mery I Teleplwme +64 {077 }%‘h Gitl
Chris Mechau Fax +64 {07] 366 6959
Pustul Adddress: BD 3, Rotorwa 20073

Arataki Hﬂne}' Lilni‘[ed Mew Fealand

Rotorug Dvision
sperzuirws in - Pollinativn = oeen Bee and Bee Exports = Honey Productina = Par:king & Tistribotlon

Visit our now web page www.aratakihoneyrotorua.co.nz

SUBMISSION OMN DRAFT IHS FOR RETURNED MEW ZEALAND AMNIM AL PRODUCTS (RETURNAP.ALL]

From:  Aussell Rerry, Director: AZATAX BOMEY LTD

Frone: 073666111
Address; 248 55 5, R03, Rotorua
Email:  russell@sraiakibonsyrotorus.co n:

Wee gre particularly concerned about 8 'umber of issuas inthe Return of Naw F=a’znd Animal Products
document. For examplz Schedule 3 Treatmant Bea Products (31 04] regarding varlous heat treatments and Lmes
and gamma ~adiation.

Schedule 3 Trzatmant
Bee Froducts (3] "Garrra radiabicn wilk L5kSy for oredocts nat intended for fumen cansumptan”,

af
k)
Cl
dl
e}

(A} “& heat traatment in which the hes prodiccts have reached 2 case torseralare af:

51 deg Cfora minimum of 54 hours

all deg € for a minimum of 10 hours

fideg Cfar a minimur of 1 haur ane 43 minates
A0 ceg CTor a minimum ot 22 minuzas

%] dep C “or 2 minirum ot 3 mingtes ¥

Thers bas been no informatian provided that proves thess haat treatments will work, Wea do not accept this HS,
unless yau provide ta us acceptable aeer rev ewsd informalion Lhat proves that these hest treatmznts consistently
waork, both in oee diseases and wiruses.

W reguast Hie relesse of opdated mesearch, if any, 1 suppart the safety of products treated to toe level, as 2kave,
inchidad inthe Impart Healty stzrdard, Retorned Mew Z2aland Animal Products.

Thereis also cancern on page 3, o the use of “equivalense’, We would not find “equivale ce’ sceeptable unias:s
approyed by the Deekeeping Induslry.

Bart 1 Reguiremants:
1.1 Applicatian

(21 "This IH% dues rol apply w importzrs of New Zealand animzl products that meet the ~equirements of
another IHS. " This s very vague anc we canaok acrept it

1.5 Regdirements for Return Mew Zealaad Animal Products
(11 Aeturnzed NE Animal Braclucts must either mesla) or bl
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Qe “Hes been uacer fiticia contralwhile seressas anc nov tamoecsd with, rearseessed, manoaried,
o wErkad

3] “Have Lean Lestzd naccorda-cowth Sincdaie 3% Wi oo pc bedows fhat e ess yol o of adidiziorzl
erenl reseascl, that Schedule 3 5 rufficiers fn Sl arecant cnare |sw raquirements of | Toorts int Kew
Tamzrd.

wiE are alsa caacer e slhout v debivten nl fabicisl oneral, Do L bas Boeoiekzuzsd Teee Cos e, e
arz cenezees that o delinbon of offic:] coatral, say net meaet cur reciize ~ents of taeaing new
neclkrzning diseases an vireses out ot Maw Zea =i,

teazt wnn Fnd s ZotrsissTon Leneliciad e oo Glving Lie *Rolos sed B Sealasad Bedal Procigss’
cecwmetl, Thank ceu St oppassuety of makeg this suaesinn,

LEEH S

e

il — .
eﬁﬁ«"# Lo W .,_.;;_...._—-—/,-

Ruserll Bernp

Director: ARATAKIHOMEY L0
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5.3 Roger Bray, Braesby Farm

[Click on document for clearer version of text]

Subinlssion on lmport Health Standard: Beturned NZ Anlmal Products - RETURNAFLALL

[Fls s abimissicn b Trem Sraesky fap o parbasialog het vperales o cominzicisl sechesping cpomslon,
procasses bee producks, exoorting 25 well as saaplying boney to the NI Domestic market.

Oyarylew

There has been a raview o pracedwres regarding anfmal prosducts that may read o be reteped to the W
supplicr. Iinurder Lhsl P2 Biowsou Ly ricks are rmanaged, WP zra consultting onthe miai-nem entry
reaquirerne s for the retu~ ot goads to N2

We supporl Lhe process of allewing forthe return of goeds procuced in N2 that heve been expartec
provizling there is sane regui atory canmrsl o mataie the Tz it status ol el a0ty 0 s o Loes),

The propesa: s Lo providz Far goeds te be rotumcd subject to san-e Feted conirats iteaniised in the propesed
Irnaort Hearth Standard (1451, QLr subimissiom cammeannts o9 asaects we e e shalil be cons derad fol
the accepktznce of the IHS.

Concerns
1. Equivaleace.

Tae 15 arcwvicles for the Chisd Tacnica: CfTear [(CF0) La approes messtres Bl mey be ©pplieo
16 maregs Lads sogated wilh Lhe imaorlalon of previously exported pocds, diterent tram
those proncsed inthe IH5. tappears the ZTO has discraticn on binsecunty mamtras rmesalres
repardless of soy seionUlie evivesce aTeeine advice reparding the suitaeility of suck measurzs as
an =tective control.

W egides 128 oo aukrepale fer IHS Lo oo ammended iznc sebjecl bo public scrutinyg
rather tihaa a ~el'anca af the sbilisy of the CTD to prov’de tor soch ranco s meazures.

I mpovteys to ba registerad,

The d scusalaon dzanent staies cpg, &1 hnaorers of leos inlended % by rnan consurption raust
pe registerad.

The arirmal Proshag s At 159% -egjulies B e Lo Le segistered, Suppiicss o poodusls Tor
humar: consum ption sre elso regisiered with Risk Mznzgemant Plans (RRP[ Tais 125 relates 1o
ths Tty of Produss, whare ekped s, o Ibose regislersd as suppiying expsriers, o animnal
arcd.cks may rotER impnrers of aninsa’ procucts and sha'd aet have ta register as opnar ars
in erdor that proecus dhoy ney bave provicuasly ceporledis able to bz returned b Mew Zaslanel.
Administerirs the rezurn ot product wia =n impomers Registration may alsn provide g
sprpurlunily Tur mizappeoprialian rslher than fallowing the retern predac procass releventta
tl-e axpart dacumantation.

& Impeort permits.,

Part 1, secion 1.4 provides impors permits to loe issued if the CTC -as approved ar aqialert,
risk mitigatinn nreamyre, e sclmilf there sawaled lig o seedd Tor wlleaulive @k niligaiion
ineasares snad sl fsk miigativn maasuies skavid e saproved inthe HE process,
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4. Criteria for the retum of animal graducis.

It is praarsad Tha seturn of NF animal peadurts eust et
a; that prode ct Fas kren held undes - atfcial contro! A0 nos besn tarspensd with,
eprergssed, o aaufacined of sepokoged or
ol have been treamec in accardance wizh Schadele 5.

I vigwr that the aution ) does amaunt ta soive Tann af reprorassing ar manufactsring we
seggesl iachusor of Lhis prowision is neither necessary nor desirable.

11 cleler Lhat there i a gusid againsi product sulellulion o slher forms of fizedulenl aclivilias
we subnit that anly arodu et that has been hald under offic’al canteal shzalil be ellg Ble Var
reivra bo NE.

5. Supporbog documentation

i same snes M2 sl arncdyets cre expacied Vhat are not sukject toal G’ docurne 1 adior
Fawwewes wi suarril hers needs Lo be sorne decumentation ta show the goads hzyve baen
sebijact bo controls that woule arevent any product tampering that could take o acs with
untort-ollcd geods. It docs zppear exports to those countrias that do not require etficial
ASSURANCE TR QU governiment Azencies, would either mes? with the tnpirting standdaros nf
therasz cnunlrics with usy noewornplying goods refuscd sriqy oz thz bordzr, or be zronted entry
inTo the country berausa it is deered rat to be g risk tnthe impoasag country, Therssore o
Toorres <al “ailivial cooirol of Lhe arooyst cisle in Basl poods ara held 5t tha border necsusa entry
is cleniecl.

wkilst vorne rolinee b beon pluccd sooconbainer seals being 1ol inkad: for -cturning soads it is
possibla that there zre-miasltiple consignmeants in a sortainer a9d 2ane goads will be zllowad
anlry whils 2 alhos poody may be refused  The soniginer seal will thor bo breken te allow antrye to
zor.e pocds.

W e ppaet Chere o to ke samee documeenlation thal crsures the piodus: acing returnad is
tha same proguci tnat was previeusly axported Trom MZ.

e clo el sipoard o iesy ompar L docuaenl Lo be proouced under 23 on the besis T therois 0o
arcof of nrigin cr Zhe integrity of b= 'oificizl caniral® e procac skonld nod he 2himbkls foe
:n‘l'.lrrl,-"irr'p:.:rl inLu P,

& Bigzecurity Clearance.

I Ts propasoed ot 2 Blosesuzity Sesranos be given il goods maelw'Lh Cha iocuiresaends ol cha
arcphsad {H5, however 1.5 states the reguiemsinm fror retermeae ondmal peocaces qgee eqthor

al  bevsnunder cilea! conliol while overseas anc nawe ol seen larpe:ed wiik.
reprnsessed, manutact ored, o repackagerd oF
b,  have bacn Liealed in geeerdance with Schedula 3.

W o pet aesg Rl TE treatieeat telbads itdicale ] in Scredue § oz be'rr apaeiatie ior goods
that mav have bean a.:side ofticial toniral and tharetore mzy have een tampered wish,
vepracesiad, manlfebuied, S repackoged,
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Echedule 2 pravides for—

a. Eammairradiation for products not intended for hursan cansuam ption - we winnder b
e wd eols wisuld b cersumed. Hirradizted bee products were to be destirecd far
anl nalconsumpiian then thera is awvery fmitacd use as hee preduets ace geherally only
stilable oy (eed “or bees, not atber anima s Fkoly to be founc ‘v NZ. T 2xpose MNZ bzes
v iimpantad] praduct Soadiract 1amradntan into eebades 15 conloaed Laoarry
pracautionery appraach to bioscrurity prozection -ar cur beas.

k. & haat treatmnent in winica bee products have reached a corete viperatere ranging from
B e 0O far perlacds of time e nrleg Teeom Sag howrs 205 i Ces, NP Eaee noi
pravidad suttiziznk informstion that ha neat treatments are adeg2ate o pravear s
tranamsslar ofdisenges and witdzes Lhal miay be present ins oy pradust that rzay hawe
bazon Lempered w'ch. Indeac the-e has baen a lac's of consiste ncy with the snmetimes

quated haat rest'r e lernperal s and Limespans for zroatmr onts differing en cocasions.

o e suknil goedrs Bl are relwined o M Lhat cannok meet the requirements of
1.5 [1] a! awus: 28 marapad in accardainca with arly one aazia0 - cinerstinng.

Conglugion.

I suzrsilling bo the proposal 2o allsw the ret. rreof B2 procusos that have been exgorten, we consider thars
ara real Fisks of seodyeT subag g kamy sendd Teod “oud aswagioles wilk, iy aredus thai has woved fror
olllelfzl conwrel. Thare is a varislion of value w'th Mew Zealand haney camparad @ lorey from ather
countrize. Whilst we do nat need to state raasans why tha varinilan esisln hes e gl be considerazle
firancis| scvanlzee 0 producd substizution of zenuine ME zrip'n henay with cheaper hensy andd thys
trsudulently marketing a producs that nos aesn raaripolzbad . Fapn el e maaipalation sbain coeald invalve
W7 preduct being remaoved from the packaging in a forzizn country aad seitl sold as a 'premviun?’ produe o
At countey. Then tha b packagiog i utilzes fartae o batiutnar o f e haaoer Tatelgr bee prods L and
teebarrred Loy ME undee Uve propased changes ‘o the IHS “or roturned arimsl products. The ‘returnad’ produc:
ie 'imparted” inta N 2rd scld en the domestic market S0 conslderaine price advartage veer locally
provused boee producls, For ceample Lbe axpert ot heney ic buli crums {339 kg) weuls make this type of
traudulent aztivity a Gist'net aoszisilite with additicnal prafits fo teae e beed Ses Turon el ading,

Thez warled of rode: nel oney piovides peuple access o goods from other aroas but importanshy estaslistes a
Tinancial incentles tornve goads for oo t— sawtip Ze6ds Fam e e valuzd producer gie selling to &
censutner lhal fs prepared be oww a Figh value.

We seek, thrnuzh this subnussian, teoans e tant ther s o o st By Thal nisreorcseator or raudulens
iype ol activity would be pessiblz by thz provision of a returned prodo ot approval.

Recommengation

e cecornmand Lhaz MFlallows for che reto-n 2 Y2 Froduct but takas the narasssny staas nutiic e in ki
subirniasicn to provent the bnaetison of product Vwl bos moved oot of officia cantrel.

Thank wou far cons 'darimg this seLrission.

LRET Uik
Zraesky Farm
Aohlieton,

septembar ZC1E
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