




we appreci the ~pp~~ity to present this statement regarding the Food and 

Drug Admi~istr~t~~n9s regulations on animal feeding that were established to prevent the 

ovine spu~gif~~ encephalopathy @SE) in the United States. 

ike Ma~e~ba, President of Ag Innovations LLC in Madisun, WL As 

~u~s~t~ts to the Food, Feed, and Industrial Agricultural industry, our main focus is to 
work with client Companies to effectively manage their coprodUcts to greater value, b&b 

e~~~~~cal~y and environmentally. ~a~~~i~i~g feed and food sa$ety is paramount in the 
~l~~lrne~t of our res~~~si~~~~ties. As an active member of the Feed Industry, I cxzrentfy 
serve on Board of Directors, chair the Feed Trade Rules S~b~~~~~ee, and serve 0x1 
the Feed Industry Committee, of the ~at~u~a~ Grain and Feed Association. X recently 
served as a member af the Liquid Feed Committee of the AFTA. During my 26 years in 
the Food and Feed Industry, 1 have most recently spent over eleven years at IKrafi Foods, 
North America as Meager of Byproducts and Feed ingredients. Prior to Krafi X managed 

~~gred~e~t purchasing for Ralston Purina Company in their Petfoad and Grain Divisions 
for nealy ten years. 

To start out, it is import to reiterate that t.here has not been a single case of BSE 
feed in the Unite States. Due to active surveilfance by FDA and USDA and strong 
i~d~s~ support by the feed m~~fact~ers, fivestwk producers, meat processors, 

tr~sp~~atiQ~ i~d~s~, food manufacturers and urveyors, veterinarians, and trade 
s, the science based reg~lat~~~s currently in farce have facilitated the goal of I 

keeping BSE f?om entering our ccnmtry. 

The FDA shQ~~d e commended for their leadership in the preventive of BSE and for 
being the linchpin in txle protection of our food and feed supply. The establishment and 

e~~rceme~t of the three firewalls- the import ban, the pr~h~b~ti~~ on feeding specified 

m alian proteins to ruminants, and an aggressive inspection and surveillance system- 
has provided a sound strategy in that effort.. 

We strongly believe that the F A must continue to base its position on sound science as 



e move forward. As new scientific info~ation is confirmed, the strategy should be 

adjus to accommodate it. It is vitally i~po~~t that the FDA maintains its high 

st~d~ds and the reputation as the lead agency in food safety in the United States and the 
entire world. I3ec of that leadership and the support of the entire food ind~s~, the 

public will continue to enjoy the safest food supply possible. To continue in those efforts, 
we reco nd that the FDA should maintain the program of direct inspection. By 

providing the necessary resources and enlisting the support of the State Feed Control 
Agencies to inspect feed facilities and transportation concerns the regulatory task can be 

oux view that affidavits of compliance, and bonified third p 
inspections, as APPI has undertaken, are affective measures as long as there is definite 
periodic inspection by FDA or their State designate. Tu allow certification 
independent arms of org~i~ations, t&e the place of FDA driven inspection wbuld 
~d~~in~ the confidence and suppwt of the Food Industry and the public at large, and 

d damage the reputation that the FDA currently enjoys. These latter ce~i~~ations, 
while certainly providing augmentation to c any best management practices, are 

viewed by much of the food industry as not independent enough, an as possibly anti- 
competitive in nature due to their ax&. The entire Food and Feed industry must be unified 

e FDA in the BSE revention effort. A strong science 
credibility to the Food And Feed industry in the global economy as well. 

In response to the questions that were posed FDA in the Federal Register on 
~ctQbe~ 5,200 1, we have the following responses. 

Question 1, 
To ~prove compliance with the rule we recommend that the FDA the State 

Agencies forge a strong inspection and compliance program that is iven by a tracking 

system Tom initial source to the ultimate user. By using the trace-forward approach, a 

geted i~s~ecti~~ program caxl be implemented in an effective ad efficient manner to 

est deliver the necess feed safety. It is vitally importmt that ade 

provi by congress to carryout the strategies to meet full compliance with the rule! 

Question 2, 



Regarding present rule and its o ectives, we believe that the current rule is 

ctory as wit-en. 

The issue of dedicated facilities should be left to the individual companies to ’ 
decide, based on their ability to manage the process. As a recommended 
m~agement practice, separate facilities, or fully separate systems would be preferred, 

but eision should rest with the indivi business. To require separate 
e ~ti-~~rnpetit~v~ and could be financially detr~rn~~ta~ for some 

concerns. 

Question 5, 
The tr~sp~~ati~~ method should be feft up tu the shipper and receiver to 

est m~ageme~t practices are employed tu comply with the rule. To restrict 
s~pments to dedicated conveyances w&d be extremely costly, and lead to ~e~ess~ 
~ver~a~a~ity, anblur significant delays in service. 

We do not believe that the FDA should change or revoke any of the exe 
event rule nor should the agency add to the fist of prohibitive materi 

is co elling sciencz;-based evidence tc, do so. 

uestion 10, 
The record-keeping requirement is satisfactory at one year, provided a complete 

trace-back process is in place. 

Questions I 1 &I 2, 
Reg~d~g labeling, the protein-containing feed label should not be required to fist 

mammal that the feed is from, nor include in the caution statement tie 

rimes of specific species of animals that it should be restricted re is 


