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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 This clause has been replaced by 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 

• 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) To accurately 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) To align 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. 

https://www.mpi.govt.nz/document-vault/1751
https://www.mpi.govt.nz/document-vault/1751
https://www.mpi.govt.nz/document-vault/1178
https://www.mpi.govt.nz/document-vault/1933
https://www.mpi.govt.nz/document-vault/1779
https://www.mpi.govt.nz/document-vault/1779
https://mpi.govt.nz/document-vault/1958
https://mpi.govt.nz/document-vault/1958
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2.4 Defining Overseas Official Control in Schedule 2 
(1) Submitters interpreted Overseas Official Control in a way that is different to the intent of the IHS. 
(2) 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.” 

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

products. 
(2) 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) To facilitate 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 

4.1.1 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 

4.2.1 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/. 

4.2.2 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. 

4.2.3 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. 

4.2.4 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. 

http://www.mpi.govt.nz/importing/overview/import-health-standards/equivalence-decisions-and-reporting/
http://www.mpi.govt.nz/importing/overview/import-health-standards/equivalence-decisions-and-reporting/
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4.3 Roger Bray, Braesby Farm 

4.3.1 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. 

4.3.2 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.” 

4.3.3 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. 

4.3.4 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. 

4.3.5  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] 
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5.2 Russell Berry, Arataki Honey Ltd 
[Click on document for full text] 
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5.3 Roger Bray, Braesby Farm 
[Click on document for clearer version of text] 
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