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      I am writing in response to the Egg Safety Action Plan , released Dec. 10, 1999.  I have been a poultry veterinarian for 27 years, working presently in a diagnostic laboratory but have worked for a feed company and  a primary layer-breeder firm.  I have admired the successful efforts of the NPIP over the years for its cooperative efforts of federal, state, and local poultry industry.  I would have hoped that the Egg Safety Action Plan would have been as science based.  I see the following weaknesses in the Plan.

1. The Plan concentrates on egg-associated SE, but the measurement of success is on the reduction of SE.  This needs clarification because of the 45 SE outbreaks(1998)  only 15 were egg-associated.  

2. As my involvement is at the producer level, I am unaware that federal agencies communicate well with producers, in being able to tell them sure-fire methods of SE-free farms.  In my opinion, monitoring only tells you that it is there.  It may or may not increase producer liability.  Would it not be better to insist on proven rodent control methods, NPIP chicks, SE vaccinated pullets, no molting,  safe egg handling, refrigeration of product  or  pasteurization of all product?  Monitoring should be an internal activity without agency involvement.  In offering a choice, give them the relative cost figures of each approach. 

3. One serious weakness in the past has been federal regulation of handling shell eggs and the regulation on refrigeration.  The reinstatement of 45 degrees was a long time in coming back.   

4. Rodent control and Salmonella monitoring for institutional and commercial kitchens has not gotten the attention that an SE reduction plan should get.  

5. Who pays for all the testing required from producer to consumer?

6. I would hope that you could get cooperation but I think your plan aims more at production and offers little reassurance to the consumer that an overall SE reduction program is taking place nationwide.

Respectfully,

Tom Bryan
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