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l3 -12 
Food and Drug Adm~~strati~~ 
7500 ~t~d~sh Place 
Rockville, MD 20855 

This ~pp~~u~ty to offer comments for the Food and Drug Adm~n~stra~~~n’s su~icitati~~ 
of inf~rmat~~~ ~ertain~g to its animal feeding regulation as referenced in the Federal 
Register October 5, 2 1 (Volume 66, Number EM) is very much appreciated. The 

nts are being made on behalf of the Fats and Proteins Research ~oundati~~~ Inc. 
. FPRF is organized to serve the rendering and i& associated industries. The 

render~g function is that of recycling the co-products resu~t~g from food animal 
~r~du~t~~n. The rendering and its ancilfary suppart ~dustry has ecologically, 
~~n~rn~~a~y and via the most biosecure procedure processed he mm than 50 bil.lion 

quads of inedible animal tissue generated annually into products of value for a variety of 
useful purposes. Rendering represents the collection of animal raw material from 
slaughters packifig, processing, food preparation and fallen atimaf sites for transport tcr 

s ~untru~ed facilities, heated to a temperature higher t n required fur s~~~za~~~~~ 
also removes moisture. The fat is extracted from t t&-n. The fat and protein 

e then used as animal feed ingredients or other industrial uses. 

d fard are used in alf food groups to include akery products and cooking 
dibfe animal by-products are utilized as irn~~~~t energy and protein 

~~rn~~~ents fc?tr animal nutrition, a multitude of industrial uses th in part indudes 
b~Qd~ese~, biofuels, fertilizers, soap, rubber and plastics.. This i ortant recyf%.n.g 
~u~~ti~~ currently is accomplished by a~pr~x~mate~y 260 North American facilities. 

Protetis Research Fuu~dat~~n, Inc. was organized in 1962 to serve the 
ture industry. FPRF’s purpose is to provide an ~nstitut~~~~ which will direct 

d manage a research process that results in an enhanced current usage and the 



development of new uses for rendered animal products. FP is a nonprofit, non- 
ng orga~~ation as defined in fO f -C Illinois statutes, Ap xbately 1QQ industry 
ers vo~u~t~ly support and contribute in a cooperative effort to focus research 

resources to the ~d~v~dual research projects. Qver a hundred and twenty-five projects 
have been assigned and completed since 1494. All researchers are strongly encouraged to 

lish the results in respected peer reviewed journals, with nearly 90% of the projects 
resulting in being pub~ish~ for public knowledge usage. 

ough there are seventeen specific questions posed in the October 200 f do~ument~ 
se comments will not address each question directly but such will supplied within 

the written comment period to folluw. The 2 KFR., ~~~~2~Q (Federal Register, June 5, 
1997) regulation has functioned within its objectives to prevent the establishment or 
amplification of the infectious agent of bovine spong~form ~n~epba~opathy (BSE) in the 
U.S. cattle population. Thus in a composite review of the questions there is little need to 
duplicate the process initiated in 1996 and resulting in a June 5, 1997 prohibition of 

d animal proteins in ruminant feed. The specifics of that prohibition ~lcor~ra~ed 
t scientific ~furmatio~ available but interpreted it by ~nst~~g a degree of 

pre~aution~y principle as added safety knowing of the BSE-free status in the U.S. as 
validated by extensive testing. 

The int~~~s~v~ compi~ance program ac~ompanyi~~g the estab~ishrn~~~ of the rule has now 
p~eme~ted with the development and implementation of third party cer@cation 
s. Of importance are those of APPf (Cook and Thurber) directed at the rend~r~g 

industry and the Facility Certification Institute at the feed manufa~tu~g industry. Both 
have resulted in validation of facilities that produce a very high percentage of all animal 
proteins and feed manufzturers producing a significant tonnage of mixed feeds. These 
and other voluntary actions have been taken to insure compliance with government 
regulations while d~monstrat~g an active commitment to feed/food safety and 
a~irna~pub~~~ health. 

S~rve~l~a~~e ~~tiatives and numerous associative regulations vitiated in 1986 and 
enhanced t~oughout this subsequent fifteen year period have provided no evidence that 
an e~anced risk for the emergence of BSE has been ahered, This foundation has been 
p~omot~g the research attentiun to the identified priorities established by the agency and 
reforested in the August f997 regulation. Among those were (1) ~a~t~vatio~ of the 
causative agent (2) tr~s~ission among inter and intra species (3) diagnosis with 

hasis on proclinical procedures (4) detection procedures for ~div~dual species protein 
in meat and ingredie~ts~feed and (5) epidemiology of the respective TSE”s. 

the recognition of fragmentary research contributions filling a few voids, in 
osite most of the outlined priorities remain, without conclusive answers, These 

priorities were essentially restated in the summary comments resulting from a 
ARS BSE Workshup held March 15, 2001. There is not sufficient scientific 

evidence to alter the regulatory plan established, initiated and validated fur compliance as 
outlined in the final rule of August 1997. 




