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SusAN ComBs, COMMISSIONER August 13, 2004

TEXAS DEPARTMENT

OF AGRICULTURE Butt Pritchett, D.V.M.

PO. Box 12847 Centcr for Veterinary Medicine (HFV-220)
ALSTIN, TEXAS 78711 Food and Drug Administration

(512) 463-7476 7500 Standish Place

Fat (512) 463-1104 Rockville, Maryland 20855

For tHE HEARING | : .
1.800-735.2985 (v0r) RE: July 14, 2004, Foderal Register, Part IIL, Department of Health and Hurnan

1-800-735-2989 (rop) Sezvices, Food and Drug Adrninisttation, 21 CFR Pazt 589. Federal
WHW,Agr SLaIC. X Us Measures To Mitigatc BSE Risks: Considerations for Futther Action;
Proposed Rule

Dear Dr. Pritchett;

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments regarding the exclusion of
gpecified risk materials (SRMs) ftom animal feed.

Fitst, lct me state that I support efforts to sttengthen methods to protect not only
our livestock industty from a potential outbreak of bovine spongiform
encephalopathy (BSE) but also efforts to pratect U.S. citizens from exposute to the
BSE agent believed to cause variant Crentzfeldt-Jakob disease. It is vety important
that we provide consumects confidence in our food supply. I support the current
scientifically based ruminant feed ban that has been in place since 1997, prohibiting
the usc of most mammalian protein in feeds for ruminant animals. However, I have
concerns with this proposed rule’s prohibition of non-ambulatory cattlc and dead
stock SRMs from all animal feed including pet food without the scientific basis for
such a change.

The Advanced Notice of Proposed Rulemaking asks many questions rclating to the
economic and environmental impact of provisions of the proposed rule. I would
like to addrcss these questions, as scveral important agticultural industries in Texas
will be grearly impacted by this rule. Additionally there are numerous envitonmental
issues that nced to be considered.

Economically, Texas and many other states will losc a valuable industry if SRMs
cannot be manufactured into animal feed such as pet food. The pet food industry is
a rapidly growitg and successfu) industry, In Texas alone, there are 85
manufactuters creating over 165,000 tons of feed per year. These industries create
jobs and add significantly to our economy. Although many matufacturers are
currently working to soutce ingredients from suppliets that remove SRMs, there are
significant costs. The requirement for dedicated facilities, cquipment, storage, and
transportation will be hamnful to not enly the pet food industry, bur tendetets and
packing houses as well. The temoval of SRMs from animal feed will have a

Making Texas the nation’s significant economic impact on the beef industry, food recycling industty, and
leader in agricullure while poultry and potk producers, without scientific justification.
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As the largest cattle producing state in the nation, my primary environmental concetn relates to the
disposal of the large amounts of SRMs that will result from this action. Itis estimated that SRMs in
cattle unider 30 months of age weigh 20 pounds per head. In Texas, there are four major packing
houses proccssing approximately 100,000 head per week, plus many small and very small facilities.
Frotm these four facilities only, this equals 2,000,000 pounds per week and 104,000,000 pounds of
SRMs per year that tnust be disposed of. Also, approximately 18,000 hicad of cattle over 30 months
of age are slaughtcred weekly at these packing houses with 60 pounds of SRMs per head, This equals
another 1,080,000 pounds per week and 56,160,000 pounds pet yeat to dispose of from these four
packing houses alone. Carcasses from dead stock are also used in animal feed ingredients. This
category will add another 153,000,000 pounds pet year of SRMs to be disposed.

[ am specifically concerned with states’ compliance with certain environmental laws in regard to
disposal. In Texas, the SRMs would be classified as “spccial waste” and disposal is depeodent on the
capacity of the individual landfills. There are no landfills in the state cuttently available to accept ot
accommodate large volumes of materials like SRMs. Sasitary and environimental problems will arise
from this lazge amount of waste with no disposal options. Addidonally, if this type of landfill
capacity and facilities wetre available, the costs of transposting and disposing of the materials would
be cost-prokibitive.

Currently, SRM disposal is being conducted ¢fficicntly and without cost to states or the federal
government through private entetprise by manvfacturing it into anitnal feed. If FDA completely
prohibits the usc of SRMs from all anitnal feed including pet food, I am concetned SRM disposal will
not be conducted efficlently and will excate significant environmental and econofmic problems for
both states and the federal government who will bave the ultimate responsibility to dispose of SRM
tnatetial.

In closing, I strongly urge FDA to basc any decision on sound science and consider thotoughly the
negative effects a completc ban of SRMs in animal feed will have before implementing this rule. The
results of the expanided BSE surveillince program should also be included in the basis for any
decision tegatding SRM removal. [f implementation of this rule is deetned necessary, approptiate
steps should be taken to ensute SRM disposal does not create adverse or financial hardships for
states or out cattle, pet food and meat industrics. Please do not hesitate to contact me if I can
provide further information.

Corunissioner

SC/mle

cc: The Honotable Ann M. Veneman, USDA Sectetary
Texas Congtessional Delegation



