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The National Renderers Association (NRA) is the international trade association for the 
industry that safely and efficiently recycles animal and poultry by-products into valuable 
ingredients for livestock, pet food and chemical and cosmetic industries. The NRA 
represents 43 member companies operating more than MO rendering plants. 

The NRA is very familiar with the-, issues wt: are discussing here today. Since the first 
case of BSE was reported in 1986, and through all of the stages of this situation, we have 
been proactive and worked closely with the FDA and other government departments as 
well as affiliated industries to promote and produce safe feed and food. In fact, I believe 
that the support of the NRA and North American Rendering Industry (NARf) was 
instrumental in the success of the surveillance program as well as the original rule itself. 

There are 17 questions we have been asked to respond to, but I would just like to 
comment publicly on a few of them. Written comments from the North American 
Rendering Industry will be submitted before November 21,200l. 

The main question is, what additional enforcement activities, if any, regarding the present 
rule are needed to provide adequate public health controls ? Are there any suggestions fur 
ways to improve compliance with the rule? 

The NRA believes that the current rule provides adequate protection of public heahh and 
has accomplished its intended goals as laid out in 1997. We realize that there have been 
concerns expressed with certain aspects of the rule, but feel that these concerns can be 
addressed by providing proper resources for inspections and data management. 



ave been very few operational non-compliance events since the rule has been 
implemented. The majority of non-compliance issues have come from incorrect 
inspection interpretation or incorrect data entry compilation. In fact, the recent APPI 
third party certification program has shown a 98% compliance with the rule in the 
rendering industry. The other 2% have not been determined non-compliant, but rather 
have not undergone third party certification. 

The NRA strongly supports and would participate in any effort to attain 100% 
compliance of the rendering industry. We would not be opposed to licensing of 
rendering facilities as it relates to compliance with the rule if this would help with 
enforcement, so long as this does not become a bureaucratic nightmare. If anyone is not 
complying with the rule, appropriate action needs to be taken by the agency. 

Much time and effort went into development of the final rule in 1997. It was felt very 
strongly at that time that appropriate controls had been implemented to protect public 
health in the U.S. The rule was based on scientific risk assessment and was deemed to 
satisfy the risk at t 

It must also be remembered that the rule at that time was touted as a firewall for the meat 
industry. We all know that the U.S. really has many firewalls in place relative to BSE: 
the ban on imports since 1989, the surveillance program which exceeds OIE 
recommendations, the mammalian feed ban of 1997 and third party certification. 

We are at the lowest level of risk that we have ever been as a country. There is no need 
to reopen the rule, but rather we must strive for 100% inspection and compliance with the 
current rule. 

The NRA strongly supports appropriate restrictions on the importation of feed and animal 
products. These restrictions should be based on risk analysis and on a country’s BSE 
incidence, The U.S. could accomplish this by establishing a category classification as 
practiced in other parts of the world. The resulting import restrictions and policies would 
be based on this systematic classification category. 

Coordination of programs and appropriate financial resources must be put in place to 
lish this initiative. 

The NRA thanks you for the opportunity to address these issues. We are committed to 
protecting public ealth and continue to be available to work with the FDA. As stated 

er, our common goal is to attain 100% compliance. 

Thank you. 
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