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The Wisconsin Dcparhnent of Agriculture, Trade and Consumer Protection (DATCP) monitors the health 
of Wisconsin’s domestic nni.mals, regulates animal import’s sn.d movements to prevent the spread of 
disease; licenses animal nnarkets, dca,tcrs, and truckers to protect animal health and contml diseases. 
IXTCP itwcstigatcs animal discaae ou.tbreaks to determine the nature. SOLITCC and spread of the disease. 
The department also licenses ma,nufactu,rers and distributors of animl feed, assuring that animal feed 
(including pet food) is umdultemtcd, or is not m i,&a,ndcd, Compliance with OUT ,fced reguldtons is done 
through product samphg and facility inspections. DATCP food and meat in.spectors regularly mspect 
processing facilitlcs and sample food and meat products 

DATCR agrees with FDA on the need for the de clynn.ge; to fu,tiher strengthen existing safcgrlards dcsimed to 
help prcven,t the spread ofbovinc spongifom encephalopathy (,BSB) m  U.S. cattle. WC also ,zpprecia,ls how FDA, 
has considcrcd mput from our agency and other gro~~ps nationwide through previous rulemaking. 

DA733 supports the remova. tkr~ the ah-d food and reed cha,in of the cattle origin materr,afs spccihd 
in the proposal. Many of Wisconsin feed manufacturers volun,tarily discontinued USC of animal protein 
products in ruminant feed prior to the ban in 1997. Our feed indusm is so closely connected. to our do@’ 
and l ivestock industries that manufacturers h.ave readily complied with the rcgulatlons because tlx risk of 
jeopardizing our dairy and livestock inclustrics is too great. However, DATCP has several concerns abort 
the impact of the proposed rule change on our state rendering and meal: processing csr’ablishmcnts. 

Wisconsin. has IG licensed dead nnima.1 collectors. These bu.sincsses collect dead amm~ls from the 
producer’s pxcmiaes and dclivcr ~.hcm to either nn animal food processing plant or a rendering plant, 
Wisconsin also has over ZOO state-inspected meat sleughtcring operations and GO custom meat 
cstabtishmcnts that will have to remove the brain and spinal cord from the cattle tha.t they process. NJ 
establi.shments will be required to segcgate bra,ins and spinal cord:, from other waste mntaial. 

In addition we h-m 8 rendering cornpanics and 17 animal food processors. ‘l’hcsc bu!?inesses will have to 
~SSLIK that the products that lhey produce are free of brain. and spinal cord &F well. Ciarificstion from 
FDA is needed on what type of assurance is necessary aad who is responsib1.e for the a,ssurance. 

Depending on how it is implemented, the rule ma,y make pick up of dead animals COST prohibit& for ~~OCIIWXS, 
which coul,d threaten the environment and, potentially. public health. Feltmen would netid to bury dead animals 
or bring them. to a landfill that would accept the animals. Any animal disea,sc outbreak would cause la,ndfiills not 
to accept any dead animals due to public con,cem. FurP~r, the estimated cost ofbrin\sing a dead animal tn lanclfill 
is %?2.50 per 1000 11x. Other options. such, as incinerators and, digcstcrs, are expenaivc a,rxl not widely available, 
Without my QX of m~rlcct for their &ad stock, producers will bc inclined to put them aside and let them 
decompose, presenting other public hea.lth and environmental issues. 

Th,ere would be little eccmomi,c incentive for rendering companies to deal. with dead animals. Right now 
dead animal collectors and renderers cha,rgc farmers approxi,mntely $50.00 to pick up d.cad ammnls on the 
fa.rm. Projected costs under the proposed rules would hc to charge at least $85.00 per n.nimal, to cover the 
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Rendemd product is made up of approximately one-tl>ird En,t. while the rcnmining rcndcrcd product is 
made up of other non far product. what is going to be done with the non fat pot-lion? Jt could be used as 
fertilizer. a,lthou$~ there rrt~y IX concerns about the f%ilizcr spreading tb,e BSE priori. 

The new rule would, impose other potentia,l problems on zendcters aad others, such as: 

l Assurances firm customers thar SRM moteAa1 wou.ld actua.ll,y bc removed. lfthc asswmes 
aren’t provided 710 pick I,~I service would be given to customers. 

l The need for separate pick up vehicles to handle S.RM material. 

- Av&~ble space at rendering companies to conduct sorling ofraw products. 

= It’s unclear mJctcr the rule whether it would require meat establishments to hrwe separate barrels 
and possibly a separa.te room for storage and removal of SRM’s. We would npprcciate 
clarification on this matier from FDA. 

If the rule is enacted, increased inspections oversight would be necessary to ensure compliance to ~TISUII= the 
prohibitccl matctial is being removed, especially with regard to cust.om sla,ughter and other anima.1 pxoccssors not 
inspected by USDA or equivalent authorities. It is vcty difficult to rcmovc spjnal cords out of dead animals, 
especially in the v4nt.e~ time when the carcasses are Bozen , However, the rule does not ~ppca~ to include 
e,ddjtional rcsoulzes For rnorc inspectors. While this is a federal regulation, mosr cornplian,ce inspections fall ELI 
state pers01lrlc1. 

Another polentinl compliance Lsue invol,ves the lack of specific record keeping rcquiremcnts I.&CT the FDA rule 
proposa.1. Record lcccping will be the main. f,ocus of inspections. hut: n,o new record keeping requirements ~erc 
given by FDA. It is exlaemely di*Fficult to tcsr feed, for illcgml materials tobr a variety ofreasons. FDA would. 
avoid future risks by clarifying feect industry rcquiwmcnts concerning separation and segregation of product 
under the new NIC. 

Cmerally, any FDA rule: change should: 

l Promote harmonization with other countries’ rutes and regulations, particularly our border neighbors. It 
makes litl.lc sense to put our domcbti,c feed and livestock induslrics in an unfaav economic position by 
overburdening them with regulations while our trading patiers play by diff&e!nt sets of rules. 

- Bc backed up$y sound science. With al,l the regul,atoxy sa,fcguards implemented up to thi,s point, rhe 
actual public he&h risk from a domestic RSE GISE is extremely low. 11.‘~ im,pomnt that our policies 
rcflcct thig fO& OS OLIN agencies work in parmership to maintain faith in the sa.fety of Amcfican melt 
products, both domestically and intcmationally. 

WC thank JXNI Tar the oFrportunity to make these comments and will a.ppeci,ate your thoughtful, 
consideration of them, 

Sincerely. 

I Secretary 


