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Novernbcr 15.2001 

FSISDockd Itwm.(Ikclret #01-030N) 
U.S. D.qwtm:nt oEAgricuLure, Food d k t y  and Inspadon Scrvice 
Room 102, CottonAnnex 
Wmshinpon D.C., 20250-3700 

We am mpoding to thc petition filed against the Januay 9,2002 enforscmat date of 
themoishm rule. Below M rbe que¶mns posed and our responae to each. 

Question 1: Did FSIS allow suEiient time to prepaff:for implementation? 

We have nor Isad enoughtime aud the following is why. 

A. This I:; t i  t w u  pat rule, with the guide lines for the fust part of h e  rule publishcd 
&our half the implementationtime had expired.

B. Mer il protocolwas developed and submitted, up to a fifthofthe remainingtime 
was went waiting for a no objection m. 

C. 	 AAer l-hc no objection 1- was received, supplier had to be ordemd to bandle the 
e m  micro t&ing.

D. Runnjng the experiment will take B minimum ofrhree weeks but could take lbur 
or five weeks overholiday weeks to keep o m  holding ssmples over awukend. 

D. A minimum ofa week is required lbr analyzing a d  summarizingthe data and 
determiningthc urvlvoidable amom o f  moisture to achicvc food &y.

E. The plant them has to develop a process conuol program to assure they are mt 
excccding the unavoidable misture level they need to maintain,this WUtake at 

* least a month. 
F. After ab these stepare taken the plent cmthen begin m e a h g  ~etained 

moishve a1 pkaging. To do 80 tebre thispoint would be an exercise in fbtWy.
G. 	 In ordw to accurately predict thc amount ofunavoidablemoisture in a& 

with 95% wnlidence over the year, one year's woRh ofdata collection isrequired 
to tske into awount seasod differences. 

H. W e  have twelve monthsof pkaginp on hand that must h:ued .  
I. 	 It will take t b mmths for ourpackaging supplier to make and proof new pkles 

a d  print new labels. 
J. 	 Placcin:: sickeirs on the packnges prior to receiving new labels i s  not an option 

it rcqiiua mom labor and stick on lakls are notorious f o r  !illin# of�which 
woiikl open the plant up to king out of compliance, and having a recall or boing 
shut d . o w  for ecommic adultnation. 
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Question 2: Is available laboratory space sufficient or insufficient7 

We do rmt have emu& laboratory capacity plus we will heve to purchaac miditionsl 
equipment and add v r m e l .  

A. 	 This plant does not do Salmonclb spp. te&g so this will have to be sent out. 
The CorpDnrte lab estimated the time requid for SalnmnellaWing ofat least six 
months. 

B. 	 T h i s  plant lab knot equipped with adyingaven, thiswill have to be purchapd
and wc will have to hite and eainpeople to pert3mdxy matm determmtiom.. 

Cr At prsscnt we handle 16 E.Coli samples a day and with the probcol we will d d  
.SO more E.Coli samples per day. 

Question 3: Is there additbnsl information regardii the time to produce new laWs 
Which should lx considered? 

Yest h e  is additional ;nformation to be considered. 

A. Packnging changes are at least a two phase pmces, meking ofnew plates, and 
then printing and delivery ofnew labels. 

B. %re is a limited amount oflabel d m g  capschy. 

Question 4: Would postponement be fair or unfair to mnpne, and ifno how? 

Postponement would bc most fnirto evmyonc. 

A, By not p~stponingthe rub would effectively shut down tho puUry industry. 
Elimjnating aM i c e  ofproteins the consumer can purchase. 

B. This would drive the-price ofother proteins up, again nffening the consumer's 
budget.

C. All ofthe allied industries would likewise be affected,such as truakhg, 
advctising and government due to the tax IZVEINE lost through the job red~Aian~ 
causcc! by shutting the induslry down. 

Question 5:  Would postpomzment atrfft the ulnsurners and, if so. how7 

Poaponemnf would ha the hirest action to the consum. 

A. They will be able to continue to d e ohices for their pmteih 
B. The effect on rhe consumer's budget would be minimized. 
C. The consumer would be able to continue to make informd decisionb a d  

on tbc industries p t  level ofperhmmce, q d t y  and V&C. . Tymm Roods, Inr. P-0.Bo¶ -7 A W . AL 35950 
25643914375 FN: ~56-Rqi-8001 m.tymn.Fom 
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Finally. the industry iatcnds to comply wbh the rule and provide the comum~r“h 
rctahcd wster information To do this, industry must h a v e  time to develop new 
pracedms. collect a d  d y z e  data and then print packagi  material as r~qultd. 
lndustry realiz4 tbat many ofits products rmaia little to no water, d e b a d  breed d 
for example. I f  industry is not allowd time to collect data for labeling ofall parts,but 
instead f’orccd to labcl all itmu with tkBaDuot ofmoisture rersimd in wble birds, 
would he n huge injustice. Thi~is beEause whole birds are the easien to collect data on, 
but represent less than 1O?A ofall products =Id. T U  pramice would drive ~r rme  
companies out ofbusiness;.while ecanomiurlly impacting all poultry companies. 

z c 2 L i i  
Ricky Walkcr David Dahlke 
Tysun Foods T p nFoods 
Complex Manager Quality Assurance Manager 
Albertville, AL P-559 Albcmiue, AL P-559 




