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Docket #03-025N

and Industry Econc
terms of reduced debilitating injuries. - Further evidencing FSIS preconcelved
conclusions.




It is carefully stated within the referenced PRIA that reducing Calcium and Iron,
both vital nutrients within meat, is a consumer economic benefit and it is
therefore excluded from the Economic Analysis Calculations. When in reality it is a
severe and perhaps fatal blow to Advanced Meat Recovery that will cost the
American Consumer and Industry Billions of Food Dollars.

The aforementioned fallacy, as is the carefully coined FSIS phrase “consumer risk”,
demonstrates FSIS’s predilection for a predetermined result, thereby defeating the

intent of Executive Order 12866 and good government practices.

Further, this PRIA is a concoction of stochastic and non stochastic statistical
modeling coupled with anecdote , assumptions and riddled with preconceived
opinion—how can this be considered a serious economic evaluation when compared
to sound, accurate financial facts presented in an accepted accounting format that is
easily understood i.e., the Sparks Analysis of both 1999 and 2002. Both of which
were ignored by FSIS bureaucrats who had their marching orders.
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AND LAW WITHIN 45 DAYS FROM DATE OF MAY 7,
2004.

1. Remove all Non-Food Safety issues from this Interim Final Rule including but
not limited to:

** Amendment modifying the definition of meat as it relates to the AMR
Process.

**Calcium & iron limitation & the iron protein ratio.

**Remove all references alluding to a relationship between Skull processing
and AMR.

**mmediately separate Pork from any intended Beef regulatlon

**Separate all SRM issues from AMR issues in both Rule Making and Economic

Analysis.
**Propose and Pubhsh a New AMR Rule and Economlc Analysns incorp
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--Comments submitted by IBP, Swift (formerly Con Agra)
and Excel Corporation.

In conclusion, it is time for USDA-FSIS to implement our Presidents directive--“it’s in
our best interests that we make decisions based on sound science” President Bush
April 30, 2004—as opposed to being an Agency relying on pseudo science and voo

doo economics; thus negatively impacting the consuming public, industry and our
international trading partners.
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