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Proposal No. 03-204
Identification of Wet Stored Shellstock

NSSP Guide Section 1l Model Ordinance
Chapter X. General Requirements for Dealers
@ .05 Shellstock Identification B. Tags (2)

.05B. (2) The dealers tag...

(@) The dealer’s name...

(b) The dealer’s certification...

(c) The original shellstock ...

(d) The date of harvest...

(e) Ifdepurated ...

(f) The most precise...

(9) When the shellstock has been transported from the original area
and wet stored in another approved growing area within the
same state for at least two weeks, the dealer will:

(i)  use the date shellstock was harvested from the last growing
area as the harvest date;
(ii) identify the last growing area as the harvest location.

£} () When the shellstock has been transported across state lines...

) (i) The type and quantity ...

& (1) The following statement...

& (K) All shellstock intended...

There is no guidance in the Model Ordinance on tagging shellstock that is moved
from one growing area to another within the same state. After 2 weeks in a growing
area, the shellstock would have the characteristics of the new growing area and the
product should be tagged appropriately. This will facilitate product recall and trace
backs in the event of human illnesses.

None

Recommended referral of Proposal 03-204 to the appropriate committee as
determined by the Conference Chairman.

Adopted recommendation of 2003 Task Force I1.

Concurred with Conference Action.

Recommended adoption of Proposal 03-204 with the following change to (g):

(i) use the date shellstock was harvested from the last most recent growing area as
the harvest date;

(i) identify the last most recent growing area as the harvest location.

Recommended referral of Proposal 03-204 to appropriate committee as determined by
the Conference Chairman.

Adopted recommendation of 2005 Task Force II.
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Action by
USFDA

Action by 2007
Traceability/PHP
Committees

Action by 2007
Task Force 11

Action by 2007
General Assembly

Action by
USFDA

2011 NOTE:

Action by 2011
Task Force 11

Action by 2011
General Assembly

Action by FDA
February 26, 2012

Action by 2013
Task Force 11

Action by 2013
General Assembly

Action by FDA
May 5, 2014

Proposal No. 03-204

Concurred with Conference action.

Recommended no action on Proposal 03-204. Rationale — No scientific information
has been provided to support the suggestion that shellstock harvested and wet stored
for a specified period of time in a site other than the original harvest site takes on the
characteristics of the wet storage area.

Recommended referral of Proposal 03-204 back to the Post Harvest Processing
Committee with direction to address confusion over whether activity is wet storage,
relay, or transplanting under aquaculture and to secure whatever science is available
relative to length of time in growing area to take on new characteristics of that
growing area.

Adopted recommendation of 2007 Task Force II.

December 20, 2007

Concurred with Conference action.

The only pending action associated with this proposal will be a report from FDA.
The report will be shared with the membership when available.

Recommended no action on Proposal 03-204.
Rationale: No additional information has been provided on this proposal.

Adopted recommendation of 2011 Task Force Il on Proposal 03-204.

Concurred with Conference action on Proposal 03-204.
Recommended no action on Proposal 03-204.
Rationale: No additional information is available.

Adopted recommendation of Task Force Il on Proposal 03-204.

Concurred with Conference action on Proposal 03-204.
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