
Cktf3ber 4, 2001 

SD ANIMAL INDUSTRY 
411 South Fat Street 
Pierre, South Dakota 575Q~-45~3 
h~~e:(6~5)773-332~ 

Fax: (605) 773-5459 

Sirs: 

In writing proposed reg~iat~o~s on import tolerances for imputed food products of animal origin, please 
consider: 

The ~rn~o~~~g country must be subject to a risk assessment completed 
personnel and found to have safeguards equivaient to the U.S. for: 

(I) feed additive ingredients usage 
(2) biologic usage 
(3) plant pesticide usage 
(4) any other chemical, physical, or biologic usage 
(5) extra label usage including specific prohibited drugs identical to U.S. 

Labeling as to the country of origin fur valid and effective traceback 
Adequate e~fo~~erne~t for residue violatians 

If such regulations are not in effect, we place the safety of consumers in serious jeopardy and erode 
confidence in our food supply. 

It seems ironic that in the same FDA p~b~i~at~o~ and on the same date and page, an article appears 
documenting a jail sentence for a U.S. producer for residue violations adjacent to the article seeking 
comments on a proposal to finally establish even a ‘“tolerance” for drugs that are unapproved new animal 
drugs in the U.S. but are used in countries irn~u~~~g meat atid animal products to the U.S. 

Such drugs shuu~d have “zero” tolerance until such time as FDA has ap roved and establjshed tolerance 
in the US, This means product should not be allowed for import until the above ~o~djtio~s have been 
met. 

Thank you sincerely, 

-“J--xl p..J?-d--- 
Sam D. ~o~~a~d, D.V,M. 
State Veterinarian and Executive Secretary 
South Dakota Animal Industry Board 
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