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1. INTRODUCTION 

The audit took place in Canada from December 7 through December 17, 2001. 

An opening mceting was held on December 7,2004, in Ottawa, Canada, with the Central 
Competent Authority (CCA). At this meeting, the lead auditor confirmed the objectikes 
and scope of the audit and confinned the itineraries of the auditors. 

Each auditor Lvas accompanied during the entire audit by representatives from the CCA, 
the Canadian Food Inspection Agency. 

2. OBJECTIVES OF THE AUDIT 

This audit was an enforcement audit. There were hvo objectives of the audit. The first 
objective was to evaluate CFIA implementation of FSIS interim rules for Bovine 
Spongiform Encephalopathy (BSE). The second objective was to evaluate CFIA controls 
on the use of hormone implants in veal calves. 

In pursuit of the objectives, the following sites were visited: the headquarters offices of 
the CCA, three Area Offices, seven Regional Offices, and 15 slaughter establishments 
that were certified to export product to the United States. 

Competent Authority Visits I I
1 

Competent Authority Central 1 

Area Offices 3 Supervise Regional 
Offices 

Regional Offices 7 Supervise- 1 ~s;ablishments 
Beef Slaughter Establishments 6 1 
Veal Calf Slaughter Establishments 4 

11 Beef and Veal Calf Slaughter Establishments 

3. PROTOCOL 

This on-site audit was conducted in two parts. One part involved visits with 
headquarters, area, and regional officials to evaluate Canada's implementation of FSIS' 
interim rules for Bovine Spongifornl Encephalopathy (BSE) and to evaluate CFIA 
controls on the use of hormone implants in veal calves. The second part involved on-site 
visits to 15 beef andior veal calf slaughter establishments. 



At the opening meeting, the lead auditor explained that the headquarters of the CCA, 
.kea Offices, Regional Offices and the establishments ~vould be audited against h.0 

standards. 

1. For BSE-Instructions issued by CFIA on January 12,2004 titled Interim BSE 
Measures-Export to the USA. 

2. For veal calf hormone implants-Instructions issued by CFIA on May 21,2004 
and Technical Advisory Letter issued by CFIA on June 4,2004. 

Each establishment was evaluated using either a checklist titled BSE Controls and the 
Handling of SRMs in beef slaughter establishments or a checklist titled itnplarzt Usage iiz 
Non-Ruminating Calves in veal calf slaughter establishments. In five establishments 
where both beef and veal calf slaughter was occurring, both checklists were used. 

4. LEGAL BASIS FOR THE AUDIT 

The audit was undertaken under the specific provisions of United States laws and 
regulations, in particular: 

The Federal Meat Inspection Act (21 U.S.C. 601 et seq.). 
The Federal Meat Inspection Regulations (9 CFR Parts 301 to end). 

5. SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS AUDITS 

This was an enforcement audit. However, the scope of the audit was limited to a review 
of BSE measures in place and controls over hornlone implants in veal calves. There is no 
audit history for Canada regarding these two issues. 

6. MAIN FINDINGS 

6.1 Government Oversight 

The Canadian Food Inspection Agency is the CCA for Canada's meat inspection system 
and the CFIA has the ultimate control over the production of food products derived from 
animals. Canada is divided into four areas of administration and field operations. The 
Atlantic, Ontario, and Quebec Areas each have four Regional Offices. The Western Area 
has six Regional Offices. 

New or revised official instructions and guidelines are issued by CFIA headquarters in 
Ottawa, Ontario. These instructions and guidelines are provided by electronic mail. 
facsimile, and hard copy to the Directors of each of the Area Offices. The Directors of 
the Area Offices then forward the instructions to the Regional Offices within their 
jurisdiction. Regional Veterinary Officers and Inspection Program Managers then are 
responsible for providing the new or revised infonnation to the Veterinarian-in-Charge at 
each establishment. 



The auditors found that instructions regarding the BSE interim rules and the prohibition 
on veal calf honnone implants had been inunediatcly and effectively disseminated to 
Area Offices, Regional Offices, and the Veterinarian-in-Charge at affected 
establishments. 

6.1.1 Ultimate Control and Supervision 

CFIA has ultimate control and supervision of all establishments certified for export to the 
United States. 

6.1.2 Assignment of Competent, Qualified Inspectors 

CFIA has assigned competent, qualified inspectors in establishments certified for export 
to the United States. 

6.1.3 Authority and Responsibility to Enforce the Laws 

CFIA has the authority and responsibility of enforcing applicable laws and regulations. 

6.1.4 Adequate Administrative and Technical Support 

CFIA has adequate administrative and technical ability to carry out its responsibilities 

6.2 Headquarters Audit 

The auditors conducted a review of inspection system documents at headquarters, at three 
Area Offices, and seven Regional Offices. The records review focused primarily on the 
following documents: 

Laws and implementation documents such as regulations, notices, directives and 
guidelines regarding BSE and the use of hormone implants in veal calves. 

Instructions issued by CFIA on January 12,2004, titled Interim BSE 
Measures-Export to the USA 
Instructions issued by CFIA on May 2 1,2004 and Technical Advisoly Letter 
dated June 4,2004 

Supervisory visits to establishments that were certified to export to the United 
States. 

No concerns arose as a result the examination of these documents at headquarters and at 
the other locations. 

7. ESTABLISHMENT AUDITS 

The FSIS auditors visited a total of 15 establishrneuts. Six were beef slaughter 
establishments, four were veal calf slaughter establishments, and five were both beef and 



veal calf slaughter establishn~cnts. S o  establishment \\as delisted by CFIA and no 
establishment received a Notice of Intent to Delist from CFIA. 

8. SLAUGHTER'PROCESSING CONTROLS 

The first risk area that the FSIS auditors reviewed for the enforcement audit was 
Slaughter/Processing Controls. The controls include the implementation of FSIS' interim 
rules for BSE and controls over the use of hormone implants in veal calves. Controls on 
ante-mortem inspection pl-ocedures, ante-mortem disposition, humane handling and 
humane slaughter, post-mortem inspection procedures, and post-mortem disposition were 
also reviewed. 

8.1 Humane Handling and Slaughter 

No deficiencies were noted 

8.2 Implementation of BSE Requirements 

Except as noted below, it was found that CFIA has effectively and correctly implemented 
FSIS' BSE requirements. 

In one establishment, the HACCP plan had not been validated. 
In one establishment, SRMs were not addressed in the hazard analysis and the 
HACCP plan had not been reassessed. 
In one establishment, SRMs were not addressed in the hazard analysis, there were 
no procedures or controls regarding condemnation for central nenrous system 
disorders, there were no procedures regarding segregation of the small intestine, 
and inedible product was stored in the same cooler as edible product. 

None of the deficiencies had been documented as non-compliances by the applicable 
Veterinarian-in-Charge. 

8.3 Hormone Implants in Veal Calves 

Except as noted below, it was found that CFIA has effectively aud correctly implemented 
the FSIS' requirements for veal calf homione implants. 

In one establishment, hormone implants were not addressed in the hazard analysis 
and the HACCP plan had not been reassessed. This deficiency had not been 
documcnted as a non-compliance by the Veterinarian-in-Charge. 

9. SANITATION CONTROLS 

These controls were not reviewed during this audit. 

10. ANIMAL DISEASE CONTROLS 



The second area that the FSIS auditors reviewed for the enforcement audit was Animal 
Disease Controls. The controls include the measures taken by CFIA to determine the age 
of cattle that are presented for slaughter. The age of each animal presented for slaughter 
is detennined by CFIA inspection officials using dentition . No deficiencies u-ere noted. 

1 1. RESIDUE CONTROLS 

These controls were not reviewed during this audit 

12. ENFORCEMENT CONTROLS 

The third risk area that the FSIS audltors reviewed for the enforcement audit was 
Enforcement Controls. These controls include the enforcement of inspection 
requirements for BSE and requirements for honnone implants in veal calves. 

The following deficiencies were noted regarding BSE controls 

In one establishment, the HACCP plan had not been validated. 
In one establishment, SRMs were not addressed in the hazard analysis and the 
HACCP plan had not been reassessed. 
In one establishment, SRMs were not addressed in the hazard analysis, there were 
no procedures or controls regarding condenmation for central nervous system 
disorders, there mere no procedures regarding segregation of the small intestine, 
and inedible product was stored in the same cooler as edible product. 

The following deficiencies were noted regarding controls over the hormone implants in 
veal calves. 

In one establishment, hormone implants were not addressed in the hazard analysis 
and the HACCP plan had not been reassessed. This deficiency had not been 
documented as a non-compliance by the Veterinarian-in-Charge. 

13. CLOSING MEETING 

A closing meeting was held on December 17,2001 in Ottawa, Canada, with the CCA. At 
this meeting, the preliminary audit findings were presented to inspection officials. 

The CCA understood and accepted the findings. 

I 

Nancy Goodwin -1 

Lead Aud~tor ~, 



14. ATTACHMENTS 

Individual Foreign Establishment Audit Fonns 
Foreign Country Response to Draft Final Audit Report 



- ,  . . . 
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:fie USA 2 t  ih; :in; of audit. Cznadkn rilles were spplied. The esiablishrnert 
s rni lern~inted:he US requireinsnt 'when aporoval \',as granted after the 
mscection !!sit. 
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?stablishments involved in veal calf slaughter. Questions only apply to veal calf slaughter - 
processing. 
Has the VIC received guidance from Area and/or Regional Offices 
since June 2004 reqardinq Use of Hormonal Growth Promotants in 

Final checklist-CANADA 
12121'04 

IMPLANT USAGE IN NON-RUMINATING CALVES 

- - 
Veal Calves? 

FEr 

Ask to see written guidance documents. (Reference document 
is Technical Advisory Letter dated 6-4-2004). 
Ask i f  any additional guidance has been received since the 
Technical Advisory Letter. If so, ask for an explanation of what 
is new in  the instructions. 

- 

YES or NO 

Has the operator implemented a HACCP-based system or control 
program for HGP implant use? 

Ask to  see the HACCP or other control program 
[for HACCP plans] has the operator identified the proper 
CCPs for the hazard associated with HGP use? 

Are inspectors able to list characteristic signs of hormone implant 
usage (e.g.: "beads on a string" in ear; incision scars on ear; 
missingldamaged ears; atrophied testicles; ~ n u ~ m l l y  heavy muscle 
development)? 

Ask the VIC and others responsible to describe characteristics. 

If a veterinary inspector is unable to determine implant use, but has 
reasonable grounds to believe that growth promotants were used, is 
the carcass condemned? [e.g. calf has missing ear@), ear@) with incision(s) 
'odicating recent surgery, or mutilated ear(.), and there is no explanatory 
jocumentation from the producer or operator.] 

Has this situation occurred? Was the carcass%ondemned? W 
there documentation on condemnation? 

goes the VIC ensure that the establishment removes the hide of all 
teal carcasses as part of the dressing procedures? 

4sk if HACCP plan or other program has been amended to  
include this requirement. 

4re carcasses inspected for improperly placed implants? 

4sk for any instructions that have been issued on inspecting 
:arcasses for improperly placed implants. 

Technical Advisory 
letter dated6-7-04 

NONE 

YES 
HACCP CCP 

COMPANY EMPLOYEE 
INSPECT 10% OF CATTLE - 

DURING A/MORTEM 

YES 

YES 

YES 

NEVER 

YES 

NO 

YES 

TECHNICAL ADVISORY 
LETTER 



Final checklist--CANADA 
12/2/04 

IMPLANT USAGE IN NON-RUMINATING CALVES 

EST. # 431 
YES or NO 

processing. 
For establishments involved in veal calf slaughter. Questions only apply to veal calf slaughter 

ld 
T Has the VIC received guidance from Area andlor Regional Offices 

since June 2004 regarding Use of Hormonal Growth Promotants in 
Veal Calves? 

Ask to see written guidance documents. (Reference document 
is Technical Advisory Letter dated 6-4-2004). 
Ask if any additional guidance has been received since the 
Technical Advisory Letter. If so, ask for an explanation of what 
i s  new in  the instructions. 

VERIFICATIONS - 

Are ins~ectors able to list characteristic sians of hormone imdant I YES 

YES 

Technical Advisory 
letter dated6-7-04 

NONE 

Has the operator implemented a HACCP-based system or control 
program for HGP implant use? 

Ask to  see the HACCP or other control program 
[for HACCP plans] has the operator identified the proper 
CCPs for the hazard associated with HGP use? 

usage leg.: "beads on a string" in ear; inssion scars on ear;' 
missing/darnaged ears; atrophied testicles; unusually heavy muscle 
development)? 

Ask the VIC and others responsible to describe characteristics. 

NO 

NO HAZARD ANALYSIS 
CONDUCTED AND NO HACCP 

PLAN DEVELOPED 
PROTOCOL HAS INCLUDED 
IMPLANTS BUT THERE WAS 

NO RECORDS FOR 
MONITORING AND 

YES 

If a veterinary inspector is unable to determine implant use, but has 
reasonable grounds to believe that growth promotants were used, is 
the carcass condemned? [e.g. calf has missing ear(s), ear@) with incision(s) 
'ndicating recent surgery, or mutilated ear@), and there is no explanatory 
locumentation from the producer or operator.] . 
Has this situation occurred? Was the carcass condemned? Is 
there documentation on condemnation? 

.- 
YES 

NEVER 

Does the VIC ensure that the establishment removes the hide of all 
deal carcasses as part of the dressing procedures? 

-- 

YES -- 

9sk i f  HACCP plan o r  other program has been amended to  
'nclude this requirement. 

\re carcasses inspected for improperly placed implants? 

4sk for any instructions that have been issued o n  inspecting 
:arcasses for improperly placed implants. 

NO 
NO HAZARD ANALYSIS AND 
COMPLETE HACCP PLAN FOF 

IMPLANTS 
CARCASSES ARE INSPECTEE 

FOR IMPLANTS 

- 
YES 

TECHNICAL ADVISORY 
LETTER 



Final checklist-CANADA 

processing. 
Has the VIC received guidance from Area andlor Regional Offices 
since June 2004 regarding Use of Hormonal Growth Promotants in 
Veal Calves? 

12/2/04 

IMPLANT USAGE IN NON-RUMINATING CALVES 

Ask to see written guidance documents. (Reference document 
is Technical Advisory Letter dated 6-4-2004). 
Ask If any additional guidance has been received since the 
Technical Advisory Letter. If so, ask for an explanation of what 
is new in  the instructions. 

€st. # 376 

Has the operator implemented a HACCP-based system or control 
program for HGP implant use? 

YES or NO 

Ask t o  see the HACCP or other control program 
[for HACCP plans] has the operator identified the proper 
CCPs for the hazard associated with HGP use? 

For establishments involved in veal calf slaughter. Questions only apply to veal calf slaughter 

Are inspectors able to list characteristic signs of hormone implant 
usage (e.g.: "beads on a string" in ear; incision scars on ear; 
missingldamaged ears; atrophied testicles; unusually heavy muscle 
development)? 

Ask the VIC and others responsible to describe characteristics. 

If a veterinary inspector is unable to determine implant use, but has 
reasonable grounds to believe that growth promotants were used, is 
the carcass condemned? [e.g. calf has missing ear@), ear($ with incision(s) 
indicating recent surgery, or mutilated ear@), and there is no explanatory 
documentation from the producer or operator.] 

Has this situation occurred? Was the carcass condemned? Is 
there documentation on condemnation? 

Does the VIC ensure that the establishment removes the hide of all 
veal carcasses as part of the dressing procedures? 

Ask i f  HACCP plan or other program has been amended to  
include this requirement. 

Are carcasses inspected for improperly placed implants? 

Ask for any instructions that have been issued on inspecting 
carcasses for improperly placed implants. 

T e c h n i c a l  A d v i s o r y  
l e t t e r  dated 6 - 4 - 0 4  

YES 

COMPANY EMPLOYEE 
INSPECT 1 0 0 %  OF CATTLE 

DURING A/MORTEM 

YES 

YES 

CONDEMNED 

NEVER 

YES 
YES 

YES 

TECHNICAL ADVISORY 
LETTER FROM C F I A  DATED 

6-7-04  



Final checklist-CANADA 
12/2/03 

IMPLANT USAGE IN NON-RUMINA TlNG CALVES 

I -- 

Lor establishments involved in veal calf slaughter. Questions only apply to veal calf slaughter 

Est. # 96 

processing. 
Has the VIC received guidance from Area andlor Regional Offices 
since June 2004 reaardina Use of Hormonal Growth Promotants in 

YES or NO 

- - 
Veal Calves? 

Ask to see written guidance documents. (Reference document 
is Technical Advisory Letter dated 6-4-2004). 
Ask i f  any additional guidance has been received since the 
Technical Advisory Letter. If so, ask for an explanation of what 
i s  new in the instructions. 

Has the operator implemented a HACCP-based system or control 
program for HGP implant use? 

Ask t o  see the HACCP or other control program 
[for HACCP plans] has the operator identified the proper 
CCPs for the hazard associated with HGP use? 

Are inspectors able to list characteristic signs of hormone implant 
usage (e.g.: "beads on a string" in ear; incision scars on ear; 
missingldamaged ears; atrophied testicles; unusually heavy muscle 
development)? 

Ask the VIC and others responsible to describe characteristics. 

If a veterinary inspector is unable to determine implant use, but has 
reasonable grounds to believe that growth promotants were used, is 
the carcass condemned? [e.g. calf has missing ear@), earls) with incision(s) 
indicating recent surgery, or mutilated ear(s), and there is no explanatory 
documentation from the producer or operator.] 

Has this situation occurred? Was the carcass condemned? Is 
there documentation on condemnation? 

Does the VIC ensure that the establishment removes the hide of all 
veal carcasses as part of the dressing procedures? 

Ask if HACCP plan or other program has been amended to  
include this requirement. 

Are carcasses inspected for improperly placed implants? 

Ask for any instructions that have been issued on inspecting 
carcasses for improperly placed implants. 

YES 

T e c h n i c a l  A d v i s o r y  
l e t t e r  dated6-7-04 

YES 

COMPANY EMPLOYEE 
INSPECT 1 0 %  O F  CATTLE 

DURING A/MORTEM 
CCP 

YES 

YES 

AFTER 1 
- 

-5-05 WILL BE 
CONDEMNED 

NEVER 

CCP FOR IMPLANTS 

- 
YES ANTE AND POST 

MORTEM EXAMINATION 

TECHNICAL ADVISORY 
LETTER FROM C F I A  DATED 

6-7-04 



IMPLANT USAGE IN NON-RUMINATING CALVES 

I YES or NO 
I -- 

For establishments involved in veal calf slaughter. Questions onty apply to veal calf slaughter 

Ask to see written guidance documents. (Reference document 
is Technical Advisory Letter dated 6-4-2004). 
Ask i f  any additional guidance has been received since the 
Technical Advisory Letter. If so, ask for an explanation of what 
is new i n  the instructions. 

Has the operator implemented a HACCP-based system or control 
program for HGP implant use? 

Ask to  see the HACCP or other control program 
[for HACCP plans] has the operator identified the proper 
CCPs for the hazard associated with HGP use? 

Are inspectors able to list characteristic signs of hormone implant 
usage (e.g.: "beads on a string" in ear; incision scars on ear; 
missingldamaged ears; atrophied testicles; unusually heavy muscle 
development)? 

Ask the VIC and others responsible to describe characteristics. 

If a veterinary inspector is unable to determine implant use, but has 
reasonable grounds to believe that growth promotants were used, is 
the carcass condemned? [e.g. calf has missing ear(s), ear(s) with incision(s) 
indicating recent surgery, or mutilated ear@), and there is no explanatory 
documentation from the producer or operator.] 

Has this situation occurred? Was the carcass condemned? Is 
there documentation on condemnation? 

Does the VIC ensure that the establishment removes the hide of all 
veal carcasses as part of the dressing procedures? 

Ask if HACCP plan or other program has been amended to  
include this requirement. 

Are carcasses inspected for improperly placed implants? 

Ask for any instructions that have been issued on inspecting 
carcasses for improperly placed implants. 

Y e s  

- 
Y e s ,  but has  n o t  
occurred 

Y e s  

yes  



processing. 
Has the VIC received auidance from Area andlor Reaional Offices 

IMPLANT USAGE IN NON-RUMINATING CALVES 

since June 2004 rega;ding Use of Hormonal ~rowthhomotants in 
Veal Calves? 

- 

!st.# ( 1  

Ask to see written guidance documents. (Reference document 
is Technical Advisory Letter dated 6-4-2004). 
Ask if any additional guidance has been received since the 
Technical Advisory Letter. If so, ask for an explanation of what 
is new in the instructions. 

YES or NO 

Has the operator implemented a HACCP-based system or control 
program for HGP implant use? 

'or establishments involved in veal calf slaughter. Questions only apply to veal calf slaughter 

Ask to  see the HACCP or other control program 
[for HACCP plans] has the operator identified the proper 
CCPs for the hazard associated with HGP use? 

Are inspectors able to list characteristic signs of hormone implant 
usage (e.g.: "beads on a string" in ear; incision scars on ear; 
missingldamaged ears; atrophied testicles; unusually heavy muscle 
development)? 

Ask the VIC and others responsible to describe characteristics. 

If a veterinary inspector is unable to determine implant use, but has 
reasonable grounds to believe that growth promotants were used, is 
the carcass condemned? [e.g. calf has missing ear(s), earjs) with incisionjs) 
indicating recent surgery, or mutilated earjs), and there is no explanatory 
documentation from the producer or operator.] 

Has this situation occurred? Was the carcass condemned? Is 
there documentation on condemnation? 

Does the VIC ensure that the establishment removes the hide of all 
veal carcasses as part of the dressing procedures? 

Ask if HACCP plan or other program has been amended to  
include this requirement. 

Are carcasses inspected for improperly placed implants? 

Ask for any instructions that have been issued on inspecting 
carcasses for improperly placed implants. 

Yes 

Yes 

Yes 

Yes s t a t e d  it would 
be condemned, b u t  
has  no t  occurred.  

Yes 

N A 

Yes 

Yes 



IMPLANT USAGE IN NON-RUMINATING CALVES 

YES or NO 

For establishments involved in veal calf slaughter. Questions only apply to veal calf slaughter 
pocessing. 
Has the VIC received guidance from Area and/or Regional Offices 
since June 2004 regarding Use of Hormonal Growth Promotants in 
Veal Calves? 

Ask to  see written guidance documents. (Reference document 
is Technical Advisory Letter dated 6-4-2004). 
Ask i f  any additional guidance has been received since the 
Technical Advisory Letter. If so, ask for an explanation of what 
is new in the instructions. 

Has the operator implemented a HACCP-based system or control 
program for HGP implant use? 

Ask to see the HACCP or other control program 
[for HACCP plans] has the operator identified the proper 
CCPs for the hazard associated with HGP use? 

Are inspectors able to list characteristic signs of hormone implant 
usage (e.g.: "beads on a string" in ear; incision scars on ear; 
missingldamaged ears; atrophied testicles; unusually heavy muscle 
development)? 

Ask the VIC and others responsible to describe characteristics. 

If a veterinary inspector is unable to determine implant use, but has 
reasonable grounds to believe that growth promotants were used, is 
the carcass condemned? [e.g. calf has missing ear(s), earls) with incisionjs) 
indicating recent surgery, or mutilated ear($, and there is no explanatory 
documentation from the producer or operator] 

Has this situation occurred? Was the carcass condemned? Is 
there documentation on condemnation? 

Does the VIC ensure that the establishment removes the hide of all 
veal carcasses as part of the dressing procedures? 

Ask i f  HACCP plan or other program has been amended to 
include this requirement. 

4re carcasses inspected for improperly placed implants? 

9sk for  any instructions that have been issued on inspecting 
:arcasses for improperly placed implants. 

Yes 

Yes 

Yes 

Yes 

NO 

Yes 

Yes 

Yes 

- 
Yes 



Final Checklist-Canada 12-2-04 

IMPLANT USAGE IN NON-RUMINA TlNG CALVES 

I 

For establishments involved in veal calf slaughter. Questions only apply to veal calf slaughter 

Est. # 136 

processing. 
Has the VIC received guidance from Area and/or Regional Offices 
since June 2004 regarding Use of Hormonal Growth Promotants in 
Veal Calves? 

YES or NO 

Ask to  see written guidance documents. (Reference document 
i s  Technical Advisory Letter dated 6-4-2004). 
Ask i f  any additional guidance has been received since the 
Technical Advisory Letter. If so, ask for an explanation of what 
is new in  the instructions. 

Has the operator implemented a HACCP-based system or control 
program for HGP implant use? 

Ask to  see the HACCP or other control program 
[for HACCP plans] has the operator identified the proper 
CCPs for the hazard associated with HGP use? 

Are inspectors able to list characteristic signs of hormone implant 
usage (e.g.: "beads on a string" in ear; incision scars on ear; 
missing/damaged ears; atrophied testicles; unusually heavy muscle 
development)? 

Ask the VIC and others responsible to describe characteristics. 

If a veterinary inspector is unable to determine implant use, but has 
reasonable grounds to believe that growth promotants were used, is 
the carcass condemned? [e.g. calf has missing ear(s), ear@) with incision(s) 
indicating recent surgery, or mutilated ear@), and there is no explanatory 
documentation from the producer or operator.] 

Has this situation occurred? Was the carcass condemned? Is 
there documentation on condemnation? 

Does the VIC ensure that the establishment removes the hide of all 
veal carcasses as part of the dressing procedures? 

Ask i f  HACCP plan or other program has been amended to  
include this requirement. 

Are carcasses inspected for improperly placed implants? 

Ask for any instructions that have been issued on inspecting 
carcasses for improperly placed implants. 

Technical Advisory 
Letter (TAL) 

Directive 41 
(date Nov. 16,041 

Y - HACCP plan CCP ( 4B )  
documented on plant 
hormonal drive record. 
Prerequisite Program - 
an in plant 
verification at 
slaughter 

Described all clinical 
signs without looking 
at the TAL 

Has never occurred. 

Y and is a step in the 
HACCP system flow 
diagram. 
N/A it was instated in 
HACCP plan prior to TAL 

Y - During final rail 
inspection 

See question #1 



Final checklist--CANADA 
12/2/04 

BSE CONTROLS AND THE HANDLING OF SRMs 

ESTABLISHMENT NUMBER -506 

Ask to see written ~ p e c t i o n ~ c e d u r e ~ a n d  
instructions from ~ r e a  and ~ e ~ i o n a l  offices 
describing requirements for BSE controls and SRM 
handling (instructions since December 2003). Ask to 
see HACCP plans, SSOP, or other pre-requisite 
programs regarding BSE and SRMs. 

OBSERVE, OBSERVE, OBSERVE all steps, if at all 
possible. 
Does the Veterinarian-In-Charge (VIC) know which 
tissues are SRMs? [SRMs are: in all cattle, the 
tonsils and distal ileum and, in cattle 30 months of 
age and older, also the brain skull, eyes, trigeminal 
ganglia, spinal cord, vertebral column (excluding the 
vertebrae of the tail, transverse processes of thoracic 
& lumbar vertebrae and the wings of the sacrum), 
and dorsal root ganglia.] 

Ask the VIC what SRMs are. 
Are traditional T-bone or porterhouse steaks or bone- 
in rib roasts exported to the U.S.? 

If YES: are controls implemented to ensure 
that only cattle younger than 30 months of 
age are used for these products? Ask to  see 
control procedures and documentation. 

o Do written procedures/documentation 
demonstrate only cattle < 30 months 
are used for these products? 

- - .- 
PROGRAM DESIGN . ~ 

. . 

- . . - . -. . - 
Has the VIC verified that the establishment has re- 
assessed its hazard analysis to determine what 
steps, if any, are necessary to ensure that its 
products are free of SRMs? 
f YES, ask how the VIC verified the reassessment. 

If NO: has the VIC determined the deficiency 
and issued a NOID? Ask if this has 
happened and ask to see the NOlD that 
was issued and the CAs that were taken. 

Yes (Y) o r  No (N) 
or Not Applicable (NI 

Y 
CFlA has in place a Mull 
Commodity Activity 
Program (MCA). 

Est. addresses BSEISRI 
in the HACCP plan and 1 
prerequisite programs. 

The VIC identified them 
without hesitation or 
document in hand. 

NIA 

MCA and CFlA annual 
national assessment 
program. that is 
documented and on file 
Or any time changes ocl 



BSE CONTROLS AND THE HANDLING OF SRMs 

condemned? Ask the VIC &hat CNS 
symptoms he is looking for. [CNS 
symptoms include changes in temperament, 
such as nervousness or aggression, 
abnormal posture, lack of coordination and 
difficulty rising.] 

s How does the VIC ensure condemnation of 
such animals? 

Does the plant have documentation to  
show that animals with CNS symptoms ar 
condemned? Ask to see such 
documentation. 

Does the VIC ensure that non-ambulatory cattle are 
excluded from any possibility of being used for U.S.- 
eligible product? 

Ask to see instructions with regard to  non- 
ambulatory cattle. 
Has the VIC verified that captive bolt stunners which 
deliberately inject compressed air (air injection 
stunning) into the cranium at the end of the 
penetration cycle are not used to stun cattle? 

Observe stunnina to  ensure air iniection stunnin 
is not used in cattle. 
Has the establishment implemented procedures 
designed to identify the cattle to be slaughtered that 
are 30 months of age and older? 

Ask to see the procedures. 
[If the est. has determined, in its hazard analysis, th; 
all catNe will be considered 30 months or older, i t  is 
not necessary for the est. to have evidence about t h ~  
oroof of the age of the cattle.] 

Is appropriate documentation accepted by the VIC fc 
cattle to be considered less than 30 months of age? 
[Acceptable: birth certificate, cattle passport, or othe, 
oositive ID presented with the animal when it  arrives 
for slaughter.] 

Ask to view sample of accepted documentation. 

Reply was - yes 

VIC identified clinical sig 
without Aid 

CFlA has written protocc 
This has never occurred 
this Est. 

See bullet above. 

See foot note 

Rifle is used for stunnin( 
heads are condemned v 
exception of tongue per 
HACCP & prerequisite 
program. 
Y 
Est. written protocol to 
address specified risk 
material. 

HACCP plan & prerequi 
program 

Detention Only 



BSE CONTROLS AND THE HANDLING OF SRMs 


Has the est. adopted procedures designed to ensurc Y Blue Ink on vertebral 
that all SRMs are properly disposed of in a manner column & one rail space 
that will prevent cross-contamination with edible separation <30 M do not 
product? touch > 30 M animals in the 

cooler. HACCP plan &
Ask to see written procedures. prerequisite programs 

Has the est. adopted control procedures designed 
either: 

1. to NOT allow bone-in beef from cattle 30 
months or older into the est., or 

2. to ensure that such product (e.g., vertebral 
columns for AMR) is handled in an appropriate 
manner (ensuring that SRMS are removed and 
discarded)? 

Has the est. implemented verification procedures to 
ensure that the control procedures are followed? 

Ask to see written procedures. 

In a processing est., has management adequately 
addressed how it will segregate the skulls and 
prohibited sections of vertebral columns from cattle CClA (Tag) National ID Tag 
30 months or older? 

HACCP plan & prerequisite
Ask to see written procedures. Droarams 

If product containing SRMs is shipped to other ests. 
does the shipping est. have documented procedure: 
to ensure that the SRMs are removed in the receivir 
est.? 

If applicable, ask to see written procedures for 
shippinglreceiving product containing SRMs. 

(10) Monitoring of CCP's is performed once daily but no documentation to support the 
adequacy of specified frequency. 

(12) They have not had a non-ambulatory animal. The animals are driven or walk to the 
anti-mortern pens straight to slaughter. The holding pens are off premises. 



Final checklist--CANADA 
12/2/04 

BSE CONTROLS AND THE HANDLING OF SRMs 
-- 

ESTABLISHMENT NUMBER 4 0 1  

- . . . . . . - 
BAGKGROU.ND I N F ' o , R @ ~ N C  ., , 

- .  
~ s k t o  see wrirten iisoection ~rocedures an0 
instructions from ~ r e a  and ~& iona l  ofices 
describing requirements for BSE controls and SRM 
handling (instructions since December 2003). Ask t c  
see HACCP plans, SSOP, or other pre-requisite 
programs regarding BSE and SRMs. 

OBSERVE, OBSERVE, OBSERVE all steps, if at all 
possible. 
Does the Veterinarian-In-Charge (VIC) know which 
tissues are SRMs? [SRMs are: in all cattle, the 
tonsils and distal ileum and, in cattle 30 months of 
age and older, also the brain skull, eyes, trigeminal 
ganglia, spinal cord, vertebral column (excluding the 
vertebrae of the tail, transverse processes of thoracic 
& lumbar vertebrae and the wings of the sacrum), 
and dorsal root ganglia.] 

Ask the VIC what SRMs are. 
Are traditional T-bone or porterhouse steaks or bone- 
in rib roasts exported to the U.S.? 

If YES: are controls implemented to ensure 
that only cattle younger than 30 months of 
age are used for these products? Ask to see 
control procedures and documentation. 

o Do written proceduresldocumentation 
demonstrate only cattle < 30 months 
are used for these products? 

- .- - .- - 
PROGRXM:DESIGN. . . . . .  

. . . -  
Has the VIC verified that theestablishment has re- 
assessed its hazard analysis to determine what 
steps, if any, are necessary to ensure that its 
products are free of SRMs? 

If YES, ask how the VIC verified the 
reassessment. 

if NO: has the ViC determined the deficiency 
and issued a NOID? Ask i f  this has 
happened and ask to see the NOlD that 
was issued and the CAs that were taken. 

Yes (Y) o r  No (N: 
or Not Applicable (I 

N -Sides Only but not 
since being delisted 

Observing changes in 
witten HACCP plan, S 
m d  prerequisite progri 
3bservation of the 
mplernentation of the 
arograms 

- 

,.&&gP 2..?&4 
C&@. ,?.2sL& 

the 
SOP 
3m. 

- 



BSE CONTROLS AND THE HANDLING OF SRMs 

Are all animals with CNS symptoms 
condemned? Ask the VIC what CNS 
symptoms he is looking for. [CNS 
symptoms include changes in temperament, 
such as nervousness or aggression, 
abnormal posture, lack of coordination and 
difficulty rising.] 
How does the VIC ensure condemnation of 
such animals? 

Does the plant have documentation to 
show that animals with CNS symptoms are 
condemned? Ask to see such 
documentation. 

3oes the VIC ensure that non-ambulatory cattle are 
?xcluded from any possibility of being used for US.- 
Aigible product? 

9sk to see instructions with regard to  non- - 
ambulatory cattle. 
{as the VIC verified that captive bolt stunners which 
jeliberately inject compressed air (air injection 
stunning) into the cranium at the end of the 
~enetration cycle are not used to stun cattle? 

3bsewe stunning to ensure air injection stunning 
s not used in cattle. 
i a s  the establishment implemented procedures 
iesigned to identify the cattle to be slaughtered that 
3re 30 months of age and older? 

4sk to see the procedures. 
7f the est. has determined, in its hazard analysis, that 
311 cattle will be considered 30 months or older, it is 
lot  necessary for the est. to have evidence about the 
>roof of the age of the cattle.] 

s appropriate documentation accepted by the VIC for 
:attle to be considered less than 30 months of age? 
Acceptable: birth certificate, cattle passport, or other 
~ositive ID presented with the animal when it  arrives 
br slaughter.] 

4sk to view sample of accepted documentation. 

CClA (Tag) National ID 
& Condemned Tag thal 
stays with the animal tc 
render and a certificate 
faxed to the render 
Y 

See note at the end 

Hazard Analysis 
> 30 month 

Y 

At this time detention o 



BSE CONTROLS AND THE HANDLING OF SRMs 


Has the estT adopted procedures designed to ensure 
that all SRMs are properly disposed of in a manner 
that will prevent cross-contamination with edible 
product? 

Ask to see written procedures. 

NIA 
either: 

1. to NOT allow bone-in beef from cattle 30 
months or older into the est., or 

2. to ensure that such product (e.g., vertebral 
columns for AMR) is handled in an appropriate 
manner (ensuring that SRMS are removed and 
discarded)? 

Has the est. implemented verification procedures to 
ensure that the control procedures are followed? 

Ask to  see written procedures. 

In a processing est., has management adequately NIA 
addressed how it will segregate the skulls and 
prohibited sections of vertebral columns from cattle 
30 months or older? 

Ask to  see written procedures. 

If product containing SRMs is shipped to other ests., NO 
does the shipping est. have documented procedures Outlined in the written 
to ensure that the SRMs are removed in the receivinc procedures they notify 
est.? receiving Est. with the 

number shipped and tl 
If applicable, ask to  see written procedures for plant inspector shippinglreceiving product containing SRMs. 

112) Per establishment's written program non-ambulatory cattle applied to cattle > 30 
months. I was informed the Dr. ~hideler that all non-ambulatory cattle at this 
establishment are condemned because all cattle are considered > 30 months. Also 
CFlA has changed the ruling to include all non-ambulatory cattle as condemned it is just 
now beginning to beinstituted in the plants. 



Final check l i s t4ANADA 

BSE CONTROLS AND THE HANDLING OF SRMs 

ESTABLISHMENT NUMBER -038 

. . - . . . - - 
BACKGROUND ~NFORMATION . . 

.. - . . .- 

Ask to see written inspection procedures and 
instructions from Area and Regional offices 
describing requirements for BSE controls and SRM 
handling (instructions since December 2003). Ask to 
see HACCP plans, SSOP, or other pre-requisite 
programs regarding BSE and SRMs. 

OBSERVE, OBSERVE, OBSERVE all steps, if at all 
possible. 
Does the Veterinarian-In-Charge (VIC) know which 
tissues are SRMs? [SRMs are: in all cattle, the 
tonsils and distal ileum and, in cattle 30 months of 
age and older, also the brain skull, eyes, trigeminal 
ganglia, spinal cord, vertebral column (excluding the 
vertebrae of the tail, transverse processes of thoracic 
& lumbar vertebrae and the wings o f  the sacrum), 
snd dorsal root ganglia.] 

Ask the VIC what SRMs are. 
4re traditional T-bone or porterhouse steaks or bone- 
n rib roasts exported to the U.S.? 

If YES: are controls implemented to ensure 
that only cattle younger than 30 months of 
age are used for these products? Ask to see 
control procedures and documentation. 

o Do written procedures/documentation 
demonstrate only cattle < 30 months 
are used for these products? 

-- 
PROG-M DESIGN p. 

- . . . - - . . . 
i a s  the VIC verified that the establishment has re- 
ssessed its hazard analysis to determine what 

Yes (Y) o r  No (N) 
or Not Applicable (NA) 

HACCP & Prerequisite 
programs observed. 

Referenced CFIA Manual 
identified in question #I 

steps, if any, are necessary to ensure that its 
xoducts are free of SRMs? 

f YES, ask how the VIC verified the 
.eassessment. 

If NO: has the VIC determined the deficiency 
and issued a NOID? Ask if this has 
happened and ask to see the NOlD that 
was issued and the CAs that were taken. 

Y 
Annex N (CFIA Manual) 
Annex ZED or Z (CFIA 
Manual of Procedures for 
exporting product to U.S.) 

NIA 

Only boneless meat from 
animals ~ 3 0  months of 
age (UTM) exported to U.S. 

CFIA Audit of specified Risk 
Material 
Tyson Beef QA form 
Addressed all parts of CA* 
See foot note below 



BSE CONTROLS AND THE HANDLING OF SRMs ?. 

1 11 Are all animals with CNS sv&oms I Y Regardless of AgeBSE 1 
condemned? Ask the VIC ;hat CNS 
symptoms he is looking for. [CNS 
symptoms include changes in temperament, 
such as nervousness oiaggression, 
abnormal posture, lack of coordination and 
difficulty rising.] 
How does the VIC ensure condemnation of 
such animals? 

Does the plant have documentation to 
show that animals with CNS symptoms are 
condemned? Ask to see such 

surveillance program 

Denaturing &Condemnation 
Tags 

Anti-mortem Pen Cards 
Identification system. 

CFlA Log 1438 

12 

13 

Ask to  see the procedures. 
[If the est. has determined, in its hazard analysis, that 
all cattle will be considered 30 months or older, i t  is 
not necessary for the est. to have evidence about the 
proof of the age of the cattle.] N/A 

14 

positive ID presented with the animal when it arrives 
for slaughter.] 

documentation. 
Does the VIC ensure that non-ambulatory cattle are 
excluded from any possibility of being used for U.S.- 
eligible product? 

Ask to  see instructions with regard to  non- 
ambulatory cattle. 
Has the VIC verified that captive bolt stunners which 
deliberately inject compressed air (air injection 
stunning) into the cranium at the end of the 
penetration cycle are not used to stun cattle? 

Observe stunning to ensure air injection stunning 
is not used in cattle. 
Has the establishment implemented procedures 
designed to identify the cattle to be slaughtered that 
are 30 months of age and older? 100% surveillance of 

detention 

Y condemned on anti- 
modem 
AnnexZ-1 . 
Tyson-Beef Food Safety 
QA system program 

N/A 

Air Injection not permitted in 
Canada 

Monitoring CCP see foot 
note 7 below 

NIA 

/~sk to view sample of accepted documentation. I 



BSE CONTROLS AND THE HANDLING OF SRMs 

Has the est. adopted procedures designed to ensure 
that all SRMs are properly disposed of in a manner Enclosed onsite renderin 
that will prevent cross-contamination with edible Prerequisite Program 
product? (A2.5.3 Documented onc 

Ask to see written procedures. 
per shift) 

NIA 
either: 

1. to NOT allow bone-in beef from cattle 30 
months or older into the est., or 

2. to ensure that such product (e.g., vertebral 
columns for AMR) is handled in an appropriate 
manner (ensuring that SRMS are removed and 
discarded)? 

Has the est. implemented verification procedures to 
ensure that the control procedures are followed? 

Ask to see written procedures. 

In a processing est., has management adequately Y* see foot note 
addressed how it will segregate the skulls and 
prohibited sections of vertebral columns from cattle Dedicated equipment 
30 months or older? through out the system 

used for animals >30 
Ask to see written procedures. months of age (Slaughte 

Processin . 
If product containing SRMs is shipped to other ests., * j g L i 
does the shipping est. have documented procedures 
to ensure that the SRMs are removed in the receivin 
est.? 

If applicable, ask to see written procedures for 
shippinglreceiving product containing SRMs. 

(4) Establishment #038 mirrors 9 CFR part 417. Therefore CA's take at this 
establishment follow what is outlined in 9 CFR Part 417.3 (a). This establishment is 
under Tyson corporation USA and the corporate head quarters develops all the HACCP 
and prerequisite programs within their corporation. 

(7) CCP SL 7 B (Detention) is monitored every 10 min. by trained employee QA 
verification is once per week direct observation and records review daily. 
CCP SL 8 B Spinal Cord Removal is monitored twice per shift by trained employee QA 
verification is once per week direct observation and records review daily. 
CCP VM 4 B the removal of tonsils monitored once per hour on animals <30 months and 
twice per shift on animals >30 months QA verification is once per week direct 
observation and records review daily. 
CCP NG 5 B monitor 10 carcass for age verification per shift at the entrance of 
fabrication (identification system: tagging, marking (triangle 3), blue back etc) QA 
verification is once per week direct observation and records review daily. 



Final checklist-CANADA 

BSE CONTROLS AND THE HANDLING OF SRMs 

ESTABLISHMENT NUMBER 0 9 3 -  Yes (Y) or No (N) 
or Not Applicable (NF 

- - - -. . . 
BACKGROUND INEORMATION 

-. . .. . - . - - . - 
As6 to see written ins~ecr on ~rocedures and 
instructions from ~ r e a  and ~ e ~ i o n a l  offices 
describing requirements for BSE controls and SRM 
handling (instructions since December 2003). Ask to 
see HACCP plans, SSOP, or other pre-requisite 
programs regarding BSE and SRMs. 

OBSERVE, OBSERVE, OBSERVE all steps, if at all 
possible. 
Does the Veterinarian-In-Charae (VIC) know which - ~ , 
tissues are SRMs? [SRMs are: in all cattle, the 
tonsils and distal ileum and, in cattle 30 months of 
age and older, also the brain skull, eyes, trigeminal 
ganglia, spinal cord, vertebral column (excluding the 
vertebrae of the tail, transverse processes of thoracic 
& lumbar vertebrae and the wings of the sacrum), 
and dorsal root ganglia.] 

Ask the VIC what SRMs are. 
Are traditional T-bone or porterhouse steaks or bone- 
in rib roasts exported to the US.? 

If YES: are controls implemented to ensure 
that only cattle younger than 30 months of 
age are used for these products? Ask to see 
control procedures and documentation. 

o Do written proceduresldocumentation 
demonstrate only cattle < 30 months 
are used for these products? 

- .. 
PROEM-DE~N 

- .  . . - . . -. -- 
Has the VIC veFified that the establ'shment has re- 
assessed its hazard analysis to determine what 
steps, if any, are necessary to ensure that its 
products are free of SRMs? 

If YES, ask how the VIC verified the 
reassessment. 

If NO: has the VIC determined the deficiency 
and issued a NOID? Ask if this has 
happened and ask to see the NOlD that 
was issued and the CAs that were taken. 

Annex N CFlA manual 
ZED - Manual of 
Procedures for exporting 
BNL Beef to U.S. 
Observed: HACCP plan, 
SSOP & prerequisite 
programs as related to B 
& SRMs 
Y 

Without question the VIC 
was very knowledgeable 
and was able to identify 
SRMs 

NIA Only Boneless Beef 
exported to the US.  

Audit Check List 
Monthly Audit 1427 
(Form)FSEP Audit Repo 
NIA 



i ~ ~ ~ 

BSE CONTROLS AND THE HANDLING OF SRMs 

ANTE-MO.RTEMa'!STWN.NlNG. "~ ~ . . . 1 ~ .  
~, .. . ~. 

Are all animals with CNS symptoms 
condemned? Ask the VIC what CNS 
symptoms he is looking for. [CNS 
symptoms include changes in temperament, 
such as nervousness or aggression, 
abnormal posture, lack of coordination and 
difficulty rising.] 
How does the VIC ensure condemnation of 
such animals? 

Does the plant have documentation to 
show that animals with CNS symptoms are 
condemned? Ask to see such 
documentation. 

Does the VIC ensure that non-ambulatory cattle are 
excluded from any possibility of being used for US.- 
eligible product? 

~ ~ , .~ ., .:. ~. 
. ~ . ~ ~~ 

~. . . ~ . , . . , ~  
~. . , 

. . -. .. . ~ 

. .  ,~ . . 
~ ~ ~ 

~, -~ ~~ ~ . .  . 

W I C  identified the clinical 
Signs & symptoms of CNS 

CFlA anti-mortem card 
Form , 738 

Y - Protocol for Downers & 
Dead on Arrival (D.O.A.) 

Y 

CFlA Manual 

Ask to  see instructions with regard to non- 
ambulatory cattle. 
Has the VIC verified that ca~tive bolt stunners which 

Observe stunning to ensure air injection stunning I 1 

Annex ZED Z-1 

No air iniection stunnincl 
deliberately inject compress'ed air (air injection 
stunning) into the cranium at the end of the 
penetration cycle are not used to stun cattle? 

- 
per CFlA 

is not used in  cattle. 
Has the establishment implemented procedures 
designed to identify the cattle to be slaughtered that 
are 30 months of age and older? 

I 1 . 
- I performed after cattle <30 1 

Y* (see foot note) 
Through detention 
In ~ l a n t  ID svstem 

Ask to  see the procedures. 
[If the est has determined, in its hazard analysis, that 
all cattle will be considered 30 months or older, i t  is 
not necessary for the est. to have evidence about the 
 roof of the aae of the cattle.1 

separate equipment used 
on animals >30 months 
Locking rail system & 
Rail 
~30monthsProcessing is 

15 

/ Ask to view sample of accepted documentation. 1 

[Acceptable: birth certificate, cattle passport or other 
positive ID presented with the animal when it  arrives 
for slaughter.] 

Is appropriate documentation accepted by the VIC for 
cattle to be considered less than 30 months of age? 

CF~A ~ ~ ~ ~ l ~ t~~~~~t~ 
Detention only 

months 
N/A 



BSE CONTROLS AND THE HANDLING OF SRMs 

Has the est. adopted procedures designed to ensure 
that all SRMs are properly disposed of in a manner All SRM's goes directly into 
that will prevent cross-contamination with edible inedible rendering onsite. 
product? 

Ask to see written procedures. 
Edible pet foods are 
denatured. 

. .. .. 
FURTHER PROCESSING 

-... . . .-. 
Has the est. adopted control procedures oesiclnea- -
either: 

1. to NOT allow bone-in beef from cattle 30 Question 1 NIA 
months or older into the est., or Question 2 See Foot Note 

2. to ensure that such product (e.g., vertebral 
columns for AMR) is handled in an appropriate 

(14) below 

manner (ensuring that SRMS are removed and 
discarded)? 

Has the est. implemented verification procedures to Verification procedures are 
ensure that the control procedures are followed? in the prerequisite program 

100% monitoring by 
Ask to see written procedures. production employee 

Verified once pre hour by 
QA. 

In a processing est., has management adequately Y 
addressed how it will segregate the skulls and Written procedures for the 
prohibited sections of vaebral  columns from cattle condemnation for skulls & 
30 months or older? vertebral columns for the 

Ask to see written procedures. specified age group. 
Observed in prerequisite 
program 

If product containing SRMs is shipped to other ests., Y 
does the shipping est. have documented procedures It is the responsibility to the 
to ensure that the SRMs are removed in the receiving receiving establishment per 
est.? Annex N Canadian 

If applicable, ask to see written procedures for Regulations 

shippinglreceiving product containing SRMs. 

(14) Establishment has written protocol in their prerequisite program that all cattle <30 
months of age are processed prior to cattle >30 months. No partial containers of product 
carried over at the end of production from cattle <30 months. Partial containers of 
product derived from animals <30 months of age at the end of the shift will be filled with 
cuts/trimmings from cattle >30 months of age and identified with appropriate markings as 
>30 months of age. The advance meat recovery (AMR) does not operate when animals 
>30 months of age is being processed. 



Final checklist-CANADA 

BSE CONTROLS AND THE HANDLING OF SRMs 

ESTABLISHMENT NUMBER 099 
- (1 210912004) 

BACKGROUND INFORMATION 

Ask to see written inspection procedures and 
instructions from Area and Regional offices 
describing requirements for BSE controls and SRM 
handling (instructions since December 2003). Ask to 
see HACCP plans, SSOP, or other pre-requisite 
programs regarding BSE and SRMs. 

OBSERVE, OBSERVE, OBSERVE all steps, if at all 
possible. 
Does the Veterinarian-In-Charae (VICI know which . , \ ,  
tissues are SRMs? [SRMs are: in all cattle, the 
tonsils and distal ileum and, in cattle 30 months of 
age and older, also the brain skull, eyes, frigeminal 
ganglia, spinal cord, vertebral column (excluding the 
vertebrae of the tail, transverse processes of thoracic 
& lumbar vertebrae and the wings of the sacrum), 
and dorsal root ganglia.] 

Ask the VIC what SRMs are. 
Are traditional T-bone or porterhouse steaks or bone- 
in rib roasts exported to the U.S.? 

If YES: are controls implemented to ensure 
that only cattle younger than 30 months of 
age are used for these products? Ask to see 
control procedures and documentation. 

o Do written procedures/documentation 
demonstrate only cattle < 30 months 
are used for these products? 

PROGRAM DESIGN 

Has the VIC verified that the establishment has re- 
assessed its hazard analysis to determine what 
steps, if any, are necessary to ensure that its 
products are free of SRMs? 

If YES, ask how the VIC verified the 
reassessment. 

If NO: has the VIC determined the deficiency 
and issued a NOID? Ask i f  this has 
happened and ask to see the NOID that 
was issued and the CAs that were taken. 

Yes (Y) or  No (N) 
or Not Applicable (NA 

fes 

fes 

fes 



BSE CONTROLS AND THE HANDLING OF SRMs 

ANTE-MORTEM I STUNNING 

Are all animals with CNS symptoms 
condemned? Ask the VIC what CNS 
symptoms he is looking for. [CNS 
symptoms include changes in temperament, 
such as nervousness or aggression, 
abnormal posture, lack of coordination and 
difficulty rising.] 
How does the VIC ensure condemnation of 
such animals? 

Does the plant have documentation to 
show that animals with CNS symptoms are 
condemned? Ask to see such 
documentation. 

Does the VIC ensure that non-ambulatory cattle are 
excluded from any possibility of being used for U.S.- 
eligible product? 

Ask to  see instructions with regard to non- 
ambulatory cattle. 
Has the VIC verified that captive bolt stunners which 
deliberately inject compressed air (air injection 
stunning) into the cranium at the end of the 
penetration cycle are not used to stun cattle? 

Observe stunning to ensure air injection stunning 
is not used in cattle. 
Has the establishment implemented procedures 
designed to identify the cattle to be slaughtered that 
are 30 months of age and older? 

Ask to  see the procedures. 
[If the est. has determined, in its hazard analysis, that 
all cattle will be considered 30 months or older, i t  is 
not necessary for the est. to have evidence about the 
proof of the age of the cattle.] 

Is appropriate documentation accepted by the VIC for 
cattle to be considered less than 30 months of age? 
[Acceptable: birth certificate, cattle passport, or other 
positive ID presented with the animal when it arrives 
for slaughter.] 

Ask to view sample of accepted documentation. 

r'es 

dentified as a suspect a 
:ondemned. 

{as not occurred 

Yes 

Yes 

N A 

Yes 

Dentition 

NA 



BSE CONTROLS AND THE HANDLING OF SRMs 


Has the est. adoptedprocedures designed to ensure 
that all SRMs are properly disposed of in a manner 
that will prevent cross-contamination with edible 
product? 

Ask to see written procedures. 

FURTHER PROCESSING 

Has the est. adopted control procedures designed 
either: 

1. to NOT allow bone-in beef from cattle 30 
months or older into the est., or 

2. to ensure that such product (e.g.. vertebral 
columns for AMR) is handled in an appropriate 
manner (ensuring that SRMS are removed and 
discarded)? 

Has the est. implemented verification procedures to 
ensure that the control procedures are followed? 

Ask to see written procedures. 

In a processing est., has management adequately 
addressed how it will seareaate the skulls and 
prohibited sections of vgfleiral columns from cattle 
30 months or older? 

Ask t o  see written procedures. 

If product containing SRMs is shipped to other ests., 
does the shipping est. have documented procedures 
to ensure that the SRMs are removed in the receiving 
est.? 

If applicable, ask to see written procedures for 
shippinglreceiving product containing SRMs. 

'JA 




Final checklist-CANADA 

BSE CONTROLS AND THE HANDLING OF SRMs 

ESTABLISHMENT NUMBER -051 
( December 14,2004 

BACKGROUND INFORMATION 

Ask to see written inspection procedures and 
instructions from ~ r e a  and ~ e ~ i o n a i  offices 
describing requirements for BSE controls and SRM 
handling (instructions since December 2003). Ask to 
see HACCP plans, SSOP, or  other pre-requisite 
programs regarding BSE and SRMs. 

OBSERVE. OBSERVE. OBSERVE all steps, if at all . 
possible. 
Does the Veterinarian-In-Charae PAC) know which - .  . 
tissues are SRMs? [SRMs are: in all cattle, the 
tonsils and distal ileum and, in cattle 30 months of 
age and older, also the brain skull, eyes, trigeminal 
ganglia, spinal cord, vertebral column (excluding the 
vertebrae of the tail, transverse processes of thoracic 
& lumbar vertebrae and fhe wings o f  the sacrum), 
and dorsal root ganglia.] 

Ask the VIC what SRMs are. 
Are tradltlonal T-bone or porterhouse steaks or bone- 
~n rrb roasts exported to the U S ? 

If YES: are controls implemented to ensure 
that only cattle younger than 30 months of 
age are used for these products? Ask t o  see 
control procedures and documentation. 

o Do wrrtten proceduresldocumentation 
demonstrate only cattle < 30 months 
are used for these products? 

PROGRAM DESIGN 

Has the VIC verifled that the establishment has re- 
assessed its hazard analysls to determine what 
steps, if any, are necessary to ensure that its 
xoducts are free of SRMs? 

If YES, ask how the VIC verified the 
reassessment. . If NO: has the VIC determined the deficiency 

and issued a NOID? Ask i f  this has 
happened and ask t o  see the NOlD that 
was issued and the CAs that were taken. 

Yes (Y) or  No (N) 
or  Not Applicable (NA) 

t'es 

fes, performed a hands on 
~ d i t .  



5/  
BSE CONTROLS AND THE HANDLING OF SRMs P.' 

ANTE-MORTEM I STUNNING 

Are all animals with CNS symptoms 
condemned? Ask the VIC what CNS 
symptoms he is looking for. [CNS 
symptoms include changes in temperament, 
such as nervousness or aggression, 
abnormal posture, lack of coordination and 
difficulty rising.] 
How does the VIC ensure condemnation of 
such animals? 

Does the plant have documentation to 
show that animals with CNS symptoms are 
condemned? Ask to  see such 
documentation. 

Does the VIC ensure that non-ambulatory cattle are 
sxcluded from any possibility of being used for U.S.- 
sligible product? 

Ask to see instructions with regard to non- 
ambulatory cattle. 
Has the VIC verified that ca~t ive bolt stunners which 
jeliberately inject compress'ed air (air injection 
stunning) into the cranium at the end of the 
3enetration cycle are not used to stun cattle? 

Observe stunning to  ensure air injection stunning 
is not used in  cattle. 
Has the establishment implemented procedures 
jesigned to identify the cattle to be slaughtered that 
are 30 months of age and older? 

Ask to see the procedures. 
rlf the est. has determined, in its hazard analysis, that 
sll cattle will be considered 30 months or older, it is 
?of necessaty for the est. to have evidence about the 
woof of the age of the cattle.] 

Is appropriate documentation accepted by the VIC for 
,attle to be considered less than 30 months of age? 
rAccepfable: birth certificate, cattle passport, or other 
gositive ID presented with the animal when it arrives 
for slaughter.] 

Ask to view sample of accepted documentation. 

Yes 

Yes 

Yes 

Yes 

Yes 



BSE CONTROLS AND THE HANDLING OF SRMs 


Has the est. adopted procedures designed to ensure 
that all SRMs are properly disposed of in a manner 
that will prevent cross-contamination with edible 
product? 

Ask to  see written procedures. 

FURTHER PROCESSING 

Has the est. adopted control procedures designed 
elther: 

1. to NOT allow bone-in beef from cattle 30 
months or older into the est., or 

2. to ensure that such product (e.g., vertebral 
columns for AMR) is handled in an appropriate 
manner (ensuring that SRMS are removed and 
discarded)? 

Has the est. implemented verification procedures to 
ensure that the control procedures are followed? 

Ask to  see written procedures. 

In a processing est., has management adequately 
addressed how it will segregate the skulls and 
prohibited sections of vertebral columns from cattle 
30 months or older? 

Ask to see written procedures. 

If product containing SRMs is shipped to other ests., 
does the shipping est. have documented procedures 
to ensure that the SRMs are removed in the receiving 
est.? 

If applicable, ask to see written procedures for 
shippinglreceiving product containing SRMs. 



BSE CONTROLS AND THE HANDLING OF SRMs 

ESTABLISHMENT NUMBER -011 
(1211 012004) 

BACKGROUND INFORMATION 

Ask to see written inspection procedures and 
instructions from Area and Regional offices 
describing requirements for BSE controls and SRM 
handling (instructions since December 2003). Ask tc 
see HACCP plans, SSOP, or other pre-requisite 
programs regarding BSE and SRMs. 

OBSERVE, OBSERVE, OBSERVE all steps, if at all 
possible. 
Does the Veterinarian-In-Charge (VIC) know which 
tissues are SRMs? [SRMs are: in all cattle, the 
tonsils and distal ileum and, in cattle 30 months of 
age and older, also the brain skull, eyes, trigeminal 
ganglia, spinal cord, vertebral column (excluding the 
vertebrae of the tail, transverse processes of thoracic 
& lumbar vertebrae and the wings o f  the sacrum), 
and dorsal root ganglia.] 

Ask the VIC what SRMs are. 
Are traditional T-bone or porterhouse steaks or bone- 
in rib roasts exported to the U.S.? 

If YES: are controls implemented to ensure 
that only cattle younger than 30 months of 
age are used for these products? Ask to  see 
control procedures and documentation. 

o Do written proceduresldocumentation 
demonstrate only cattle < 30 months 
are used for these products? 

PROGRAM DESIGN 

Has the VIC verified that the establishment has re- 
assessed its hazard analysis to determine what 
steps, if any, are necessary to ensure that its 
products are free of SRMs? 

If YES, ask how the VIC verified the 
reassessment. 

If NO: has the VIC determined the deficiency 
and issued a NOID? Ask i f  this has 
happened and ask to  see the NOlD that 
was issued and the CAs that were taken. 

Yes (Y) or No (N) 
or Not Applicable (N 

Yes 

Yes 

Yes 

Yes 



BSE CONTROLS AND THE HANDLING OF SRMs 


ANTE-MORTEM ISTUNNING 

Are all animals with CNS symptoms 
condemned? Ask the VIC what CNS 
symptoms he is looking for. [CNS 
symptoms include changes in temperament, 
such as neivousness or aggression, 
abnormal posture, lack of coordination and 
difficulty rising.] 
How does the VIC ensure condemnation of 
such animals? 

Does the plant have documentation to  
show that animals with CNS symptoms are 
condemned? Ask to see such 
documentation. 

Ioes the VIC ensure that non-ambulatory cattle are 
?xcluded from any possibility of being used for U.S.- 
?ligible product? 

4sk to see instructions with regard to non- 
ambulatory cattle. 
+as the VIC verified that captive bolt stunners which 
ieliberately inject compressed air (air injection 
;tunning) into the cranium at the end of the 
~enetration cycle are not used to stun cattle? 

3bsewe stunning to ensure air injection stunning 
s not used in  cattle. 
i a s  the establishment implemented procedures 
iesigned to identify the cattle to be slaughtered that 
3re 30 months of age and older? 

4sk to see the procedures. 
'If the est has determined, in its hazard analysis, that 
311 cattle will be considered 30 months or older, i t  is 
7ot necessaty for the est. to have evidence about the 
xoof of the age of the cattle.] 

s appropriate documentation accepted by the VIC for 
:attle to be considered less than 30 months of age? 
'Accepfable: birth certificate, cattle passport, or other 
3ositive ID presented with the animal when it arrives 
for slaughter.] 

ksk to view sample of accepted documentation. 

Yes 

3bserves the 
zondemnation in the 
suspect pen 

Yes 

Yes 

Yes 

Yes 

No 
All age determination of 
animals is done by denti 
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BSE CONTROLS AND THE HANDLING OF SRMs 


Has the est. adopted procedures designed to ensure 
that all SRMs are properly disposed of in a manner 
that will prevent cross-contamination with edible 
product? 

Ask to  see written procedures. 

FURTHER PROCESSING 

Has the est. adopted control procedures designed 
either: 

1. to NOT allow bone-in beef from cattle 30 
months or older into the est., or 

2. to ensure that such product (e.g., vertebral 
columns for AMR) is handled in an appropriate 
manner (ensuring that SRMS are removed and 
discarded)? 

Has the est. implemented verification procedures to 
ensure that the control procedures are followed? 

Ask to see written procedures. 

In a processing est., has management adequately 
addressed how it will segregate the skulls and + 

prohibited sections of vertebral columns from cattle 
30 months or older? 

Ask to see written procedures. 

If product containing SRMs is shipped to other ests., 
does the shipping est. have documented procedures 
to ensure that the SRMs are removed in the receiving 
est.? 

If applicable, ask to see written procedures for 
shippinglreceiving product containing SRMs. 



Final checklist-CANADA 
12/2/04 

BSE CONTROLS AND THE HANDLING OF SRMs 

ESTABLISHMENT NUMBER ~183~(12113/2004) 

Ask to see written inspection procedures and 
instructions from Area and Regional offices 
describing requirements for BSE controls and SRM 
handling (instructions since December 2003). Ask to 
see HACCP plans, SSOP, or other pre-requisite 
programs regarding BSE and SRMs. 

1 OBSERVE, OBSERVE, OBSERVE all steps, if at all 
I possible. 

! I Does the Veterinarian-In-Charge (VIC) know which 
tissues are SRMs? [SRMs areTin'a11 cattle, the 
tonsils and distal ileum and, in cattle 30 months of 
age and older, also the brain skull, eyes, trigeminal 
ganglia, spinal cord, vertebral column (excluding the 
vertebrae of the tail, transverse processes of thoracic 
& lumbar verfebrae and the wings of the sacrum), 
and dorsal root ganglia.] 

1 Ask the VIC what SRMs are. 
3 1 Are traditional T-bone or porterhouse steaks or bone- 

I in rib roasts exported to the U.S.? 
If YES: are controls implemented to ensure 
that only cattle younger than 30 months of 
age are used for these products? Ask to  see 
control procedures and documentation. 

o Do written proceduresldocumentation 
demonstrate only cattle < 30 months 
are used for these products? 

assessed its hazard analysis to determine what 
steps, if any, are necessary to ensure that its 
products are free of SRMs? 

If YES, ask how the VIC verified the 
reassessment. 1 If NO: has the VIC determined the deficiency 

and issued a NOID? Ask if this has 
happened and ask to see the NOlD that 
was issued and the CAs that were taken. 

Yes (Y) o r  No (N) 
or Not Applicable (NA) 

Yes 

Yes 

NA The plant has not 
validated its HACCP plan 



BSE CONTROLS AND THE HANDLING OF SRMs 

ANTE-MORTEM I STUNNING 

Are all animals wlth CNS svmotoms 
condemned? Ask the VIC w'hat CNS 
symptoms he is looking for. [CNS 
symptoms include changes in temperament, 
such as nervousness or aggression, 
abnormal posture, lack of coordination and 
difficulty rising.] 
How does the VIC ensure condemnation of 
such animals? 

Does the plant have documentation to  
show that animals with CNS symptoms are 
condemned? Ask to see such 
documentation. 

Does the VIC ensure that non-ambulatory cattle are 
excluded from any possibility of being used for U.S.- 
eligible product? 

Ask to see instructions with regard to non- - 
ambulatory cattle. 
Has the VIC verified that ca~tive bolt stunners which 
deliberately inject compress'ed air (air injection 
stunning) into the cranium at the end of the 
penetration cycle are not used to stun cattle? 

Observe stunning to ensure air injection stunning 
is not used in  cattle. 
Has the establishment im~lemented ~rocedures 
designed to identify the cattle to be siaughtered that 
are 30 months of age and older? 

Ask to see the procedures. 
[If the est has determined, in its hazard analysis, that 
all cattle will be considered 30 months or older, it is 
not necessaly for the est. to have evidence about fhe 
oroof of the age of the cattle.] 

Is appropriate documentation accepted by the VIC for 
cattle to be considered less than 30 months of age? 
fAcceptable: birth certificate, cattle passport or other 
~ositive ID presented with the animal when it  arrives 
for slaughter.] 

Ask to view sample of accepted documentation. 

Never occurred 

All animals receive ante. 
mortem under traditiona 
inspection 

- 

Yes -Animals are to be 
taken to a research builc 
for Post Mortern inspect1 
and condemned. 

Yes 

Yes 

Yes 

All animals are verified t 
traditional inspection an 
dentition. 
Animal Identification is k 
on all animals owned by 
University 

I 

jing 
ion 

- 

- 

'Y 
d 

;ept 
I the 

- 

-- 



BSE CONTROLS AND THE HANDLING OF SRMs 


Has the est. adopted procedures designed to ensure Yes 
that all SRMs are properly disposed of in a manner 
that will prevent cross-contamination with edible 
product? 

Ask to see written procedures. 

Has the est. adopted control procedures designed 
either: 

1. to NOT allow bone-in beef from cattle 30 
months or older into the est., or 

2. to ensure that such product (e.g., vertebral 
columns for AMR) is handled in an appropriate 
manner (ensuring that SRMS are removed and 
discarded)? 

Has the est. implemented verification procedures to 
ensure that the control procedures are followed? 

Ask to  see written procedures. 

In a processing est., has management adequately 
addressed how it will segregate the skulls and 
prohibited sections of vertebral columns from cattle 
30 months or older? 

Ask to see written procedures. 

If product containing SRMs is shipped to other ests., 
does the shipping est. have documented procedures 
to ensure that the SRMs are removed in the receiving 
est.? 

If applicable, ask to see written procedures for 
shippinglreceiving product containing SRMs. 



Final checklist-CANADA 
1212104 

BSE CONTROLS AND THE HANDLING OF SRMs 

ESTABLISHMENT NUMBER -042 

-- 
B A C K G R O ~ U ~ F O R M A T I O N  

- . - -. . . - . - 
Ask to see writGn insoect;on orocedures and 
instructions from ~ r e a  and ~ e ~ i o n a l  offices 
describing requirements for BSE controls and SRM 
handling (instructions since December 2003). Ask to 
see HACCP plans, SSOP, or other pre-requisite 
programs regarding BSE and SRMs. 

OBSERVE, OBSERVE, OBSERVE all steps, if at all 
possible. 
Does the Veterinarian-In-Charge (VIC) know which 
tissues are SRMs? [SRMs are: in all cattle, the 
tonsils and distal ileum and, in cattle 30 months o f  
age and older, also the brain skull, eyes, trigeminal 
ganglia, spinal cord, vertebral column (excluding the 
vertebrae of the tail, transverse processes of thoracic 
& lumbar vertebrae and the wings of the sacrum), 
and dorsal root ganglia.] 

Ask the VIC what SRMs are. 
Are traditional T-bone or porterhouse steaks or bone- 
in rib roasts exported to the US.? 

If YES: are controls implemented to ensure 
that only cattle younger than 30 months of 
age are used for these products? Ask t o  see 
control procedures and documentation. 

o Do written procedures/documentation 
demonstrate only cattle < 30 months 
are used for these products? 

assessed its hazard analysis to determine what 
steps, if any, are necessary to ensure that its 
products are free of SRMs? 

If YES, ask how the VIC verified the 
reassessment. 

If NO: has the VIC determined the deficiency 
and issued a NOID? Ask if this has 
happened and ask to see the NOlD that 
was issued and the CAs that were taken. 

Yes (Y) or No (N) 
or Not Applicable (NA 

No flow chart, no hazard 
analysis, no critical contrc 
points established and 
monitored or verified 

YES 



BSE CONTROLS AND THE HANDLING OF SRMs 

ANTE-MORTEM I STUNNING 

Are all animals with CNS symptoms 
condemned? Ask the VIC what CNS 
symptoms he is looking for. [CNS 
symptoms include changes in temperament, 
such as nervousness or aggression, 
abnormal posture, lack of coordination and 
difficulty rising.] 
How does the VIC ensure condemnation of 
such animals? 

Does the plant have documentation to 
show that animals with CNS symptoms are 
condemned? Ask to see such 
documentation. 

loes the VIC ensure that non-ambulatory cattle are 
?xcluded from any possibility of being used for U.S.- 
?ligible product? 

4sk to  see instructions with regard to  non- 
mbulatory cattle. 
+as the VIC verified that captive bolt stunners which 
leliberately inject compressed air (air injection 
stunning) into the cranium at the end of the 
~enetration cycle are not used to stun cattle? 

3 b s e ~ e  stunning to  ensure air injection stunning 
s not used in  cattle. 
i a s  the establishment implemented procedures 
lesigned to identify the cattle to be slaughtered that 
3re 30 months of age and older? 

9sk to  see the procedures. 
'lf the est. has determined, in its hazard analysis, that 
311 cattle will be considered 30 months or older, i t  is 
lot  necessary for the est. to have evidence about the 
>roof o f  the age of the cattle.] 

s appropriate documentation accepted by the VIC for 
:attle to be considered less than 30 months of age? 
'Acceptable: birth certificate, cattle passpoi?, or other 
~ositive ID presented with the animal when it  arrives 
'or slaughter.] 

4sk to  view sample of accepted documentation. 

YES 

NONE RECEIVED 

NO WRITTEN POLICY I 
PLANT WAS AVAllABL 

YES 

YES 

NO HAZARD ANALYSI: 
DONE TO ADDRESS 
SPECIFIC SRM'S 

VIC EXAMINS TEETH I 
ADDITION TO B- 
CERTIFICATES 



BSE CONTROLS AND THE HANDLING OF SRMs 


Has the est. adopted procedures designed to ensure 
that all SRMs are properly disposed of in a manner 
that will prevent cross-contamination with edible 
product? 

Ask to see written procedures. 

FURTHER PROCESSING 

Has the est. adopted control procedures designed 
either: 

1. to NOT allow bone-in beef from cattle 30 
months or older into the est., or 

2. to ensure that such product (e.g., vertebral 
columns for AMR) is handled in an appropriate 
manner (ensuring that SRMS are removed and 
discarded)? 

Has the est. implemented ver~fication procedures to 
ensure that the control procedures are followed? 

Ask to see written procedures. 

In a processing est., has management adequately 
addressed how it will segregate the skulls and 
prohibited sections of vertebral columns from cattle 
30 months or older? 

Ask to see written procedures. 

If product containing SRMs is shipped to other ests., 
does the shipping est. have documented procedures 
to ensure that the SRMs are removed in the receiving 
est.? 

If applicable, ask to see written procedures for 
shippinglreceiving product containing SRMs. 

YES 

A CHECK LlST 
ADDRESSED THIS ISSUE 

YES 

CHECK LlST WAS BEING 
USED TO MONITOR AND 
VERIFY THE ACTIVITY 

NIA 

NIA 



Final checklist-CANADA 
12/2/04 

BSE CONTROLS AND THE HANDLING OF SRMs 

ESTABLISHMENT NUMBER -524 

Ask to see written inspection procedures and 
instructions from Area and Regional offices 
describing requirements for BSE controls and SRM 
handling (instructions since December 2003). Ask to  
see HACCP plans, SSOP, or other pre-requisite 
programs regarding BSE and SRMs. 

OBSERVE, OBSERVE, OBSERVE all steps, if at all 
possible. 
Does the Veterinarian-In-Charge (VIC) know which 
tissues are SRMs? [SRMs are: in all cattle, the 
tonsils and distal ileum and, in cattle 30 months of 
age and older, also the brain skull, eyes, trigeminal 
ganglia, spinal cord, vertebral column (excluding the 
vertebrae of the tail, transverse processes of thoracic 
& lumbar vertebrae and the wings of the sacrum), 
and dorsal root ganglia.] 

Ask the VIC what SRMs are. 
Are traditional T-bone or ~orterhouse steaks or bone- 
in rib roasts exported to the U.S.? 

If YES: are controls implemented to ensure 
that only cattle younger than 30 months of 
age are used for these products? Ask to  see 
control procedures and documentation. 

o Do written proceduresldocumentation 
demonstrate only cattle < 30 months 
are used for these products? 

.- 
PROGRAM DESIGN . . ':. ' .  . . .  

. . . . . - . . - . . . . . . - . . . . 
Has the VIC verified that the establishment has re- 
assessed its hazard analysis to determine what 
steps, if any, are necessary to ensure that its 
products are free of SRMs? 

If YES, ask how the VIC verified the 
reassessment. 

If NO: has the VIC determined the deficiency 
and issued a NOID? Ask if this has 
happened and ask to see the NOID that 
was issued and the CAs that were taken. 

Yes (Y) o r  No (N) 
or Not Applicable (N. 

YES 

HACCP PLAN 

CCP FOR SRM'S 

YES 

NO 

NO BEEF EXPORTS TI 
USA 

YES 

CCP IN BONNING 

INITIALLY, NC WAS 
WRITTEN 



BSE CONTROLS AND THE HANDLING OF SRMs 

condemned? Ask the VIC what CNS 
symptoms he is looking for. [CNS 
symptoms include changes in temperament, 
such as nervousness or aggression, 
abnormal posture, lack of coordination and 
difficulty rising.] 
How does the VIC ensure condemnation of 
such animals? 

Does the plant have documentation to  
show that animals with CNS symptoms are 
condemned? Ask to see such 
documentation. 

3oes the VIC ensure that non-ambulatory cattle are 
?xcluded from any possibility of being used for U.S.- 
?ligible product? 

4sk to see instructions with regard to  non- 
ambulatory cattle. 

i a s  the ViC verified that captive bolt stunners which 
ieliberately inject compressed air (air injection 
stunning) into the cranium at the end of the 
~enetration cycle are not used to stun cattle? 

3bserve stunning to  ensure air injection stunning 
s not used in  cattle. 
{as the establishment implemented procedures 
iesigned to identify the cattle to be slaughtered that 
we 30 months of age and older? 

Ask to  see the procedures. 
I f  the est. has determined, in its hazard analysis, that 
311 cattle will be considered 30 months or older, it is 
?of necessary for the est. to have evidence about the 
)roof o f  the age of the cattle.] 

s appropriate documentation accepted by the VIC for 
:attle to be considered less than 30 months of age? 
Acceptable: birth certificate, cattle passport, or other 
~ositive ID presented with the animal when it arrives 
or slaughter.] 

k k  to view sample of accepted documentation. 

YES 

OK 
ANIMAL IS TAGGED ON 
am AND CONDEMNED 

YES HACCP 

YES 

CFlA LETTER OF 
INSTRUCTIONS DATED 
12-04 
YES 

ALL ANIMALS 
SLAUGHTER ARE OVER 
30 MONTHS OF AGE. 

ALL ANIMALS 
SLAUGHTERD ARE OVE 
30 MONTHS OF AGE 



BSE CONTROLS AND THE HANDLING OF SRMs 


Has the est. adopted procedures designed to ensure YES 
that all SRMs are properly disposed of in a manner 
that will prevent cross-contamination with edible 
product? PROTOCOL AND HACCP 

PLAN
Ask to  see written procedures. 
-- . 1 . .  .. -- ..-. 

F U R T ~ RPROCESSING 
- -. - -. . ..... .- .. . . --- ..-
rias the est. ado~ted control oroced~jes aesiqned N/A-
either: 
1. to NOT allow bone-in beef from cattle 30 NIA 

months or older into the est., or 
2. to ensure that such product (e.g., vertebral 

columns for AMR) is handled in an appropriate 
manner (ensuring that SRMS are removed and 
discarded)? 

Has the est. implemented verification procedures to 
ensure that the control procedures are followed? 

Ask to  see written procedures. 
In a processing est., has management adequately NIA 
addressed how it will segregate the skulls and 
prohibited sections of vertebral columns from cattle 
30 months or older? 

Ask to see written procedures. 

If product containing SRMs is shipped to other ests., NIA 
does the shipping est. have documented procedures 
to ensure that the SRMs are removed in the receiving 
est.? 

If applicable, ask to  see written procedures for 
shippinglreceiving product containing SRMs. 



Final checklist-CANADA 

BSE CONTROLS AND THE HANDLING OF SRMs 

ESTABLISHMENT NUMBER -376 

BACKGROUND INFORMATION 

Ask to see written inspection procedures and 
instructions from Area and Regional offices 
describing requirements for BSE controls and SRM 
handling (instructions since December 2003). Ask to 
see HACCP plans, SSOP, or other pre-requisite 
programs regarding BSE and SRMs. 

OBSERVE, OBSERVE, OBSERVE all steps, if at all 
possible. 
Does the Veterinarian-In-Charge (VIC) know which 
tissues are SRMs? [SRMs are: in all cattle, the 
tonsils and distal ileum and, in cattle 30 months of 
age and older, also the brain skull, eyes, trigeminal 
ganglia, spinal cord, vertebral column (excluding the 
vertebrae of the tail, transverse processes of thoracic 
& lumbar vertebrae and the wings o f  the sacrum), 
and dorsal root ganglia.] 

Ask the VIC what SRMs are. 
Are traditional T-bone or porterhouse steaks or bone- 
in rib roasts exported to the U.S.? 

If YES: are controls implemented to ensure 
that only cattle younger than 30 months of 
age are used for these products? Ask to see 
control procedures and documentation. 

o Do written proceduresldocumentation 
demonstrate only cattle < 30 months 
are used for these products? 

assessed its hazard analysis to determine what 
steps, if any, are necessary to ensure that its 
products are free of SRMs? 

If YES, ask how the VIC verified the 
reassessment. 

If NO: has the VIC determined the deficiency 
and issued a NOID? Ask i f  this has 
happened and ask to see the NOlD that 
was issued and the CAs that were taken. 

Yes (Y) o r  No (N) 
or Not Applicable (NA) 

YES 

PROTOCAL HAS A 
COMPLETE LIST OF 
SRM'S 

YES 
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BSE CONTROLS AND THE HANDLING OF SRMs 

ANTE-MORTEM I STUNNING 

Are all animals with CNS symptoms 
condemned? Ask the VIC what CNS 
symptoms he is looking for. [CNS 
symptoms include changes in temperament, 
such as nervousness or aggression, 
abnormal posture, lack of coordination and 
difficulty rising.] 
How does the VIC ensure condemnation of 
such animals? 

Does the plant have documentation to  
show that animals with CNS symptoms are 
condemned? Ask to see such 
documentation. 

Jes the VIC ensure that non-ambulatory cattle are 
:eluded from any possibility of being used for U.S.- 
igible product? 

sk to  see instructions with regard to  non- 
nbulatory cattle. 

3s the VIC verified that captive bolt stunners which 
tliberately inject compressed air (air injection 
unning) into the cranium at the end of the 
?netration cycle are not used to stun cattle? 

bsewe stunning to ensure air injection stunning 
not used in cattle. 
3s the establishment im~lemented ~rocedures 
signed to identify the cattle to be siaughtered that 
e 30 months of age and older? 

jk to see the procedures. 
the est. has determined, in its hazard analysis, that 
'cattle will be considered 30 months or older, if is 
)t necessary for the est. to have evidence about the 
oof of the age of the cattle.] 

appropriate documentation accepted by the VIC for 
ttle to be considered less than 30 months of age? 
cceptable: birth certificate, cattle passport, or other 
sitive ID presented with the animal when it  arrives 
.-slaughter.] 

;k to view sample of accepted documentation. 

YES 

YES 

CFlA LETTER OF 
INSTRUCTIONS DATED 5- 
12-04 
YES 

YES 
CCP 3-B IDENTIFIED 
WITH RED TAG 
DENTAL EXAMINATION 

VIC EXAMINES TEETH 



BSE CONTROLS AND THE HANDLING OF SRMs 


Does the est. clean and sanitize the splitting saw 
after slaughtering cattle 30 months or older before 
using it on younger cattle? 

Has the est. adopted procedures designed to ensure 
that all SRMs are properly disposed of in a manner 
that will prevent cross-contamination with edible 
product? 

Ask to see written procedures. 

FURTHER PROCESSING 

Has the est. adopted control procedures designed 
either: 

1. to NOT allow bone-in beef from cattle 30 
months or older into the est., or 

2. to ensure that such product (e.g., vertebral 
columns for AMR) is handled in an appropriate 
manner (ensuring that SRMS are removed and 
discarded)? 

Has the est. implemented verification procedures to 
ensure that the control procedures are followed? 

Ask to see written procedures. 

In a processing est., has management adequately 
addressed how it will segregate the skulls and 
prohibited sections of vertebral columns from cattle 
30 months or older? 

Ask to  see written procedures. 

If product containing SRMs is shipped to other ests., 
does the shipping est. have documented procedures 
to ensure that the SRMs are removed in the receiving 
est.? 

If applicable, ask to see written procedures for 
shippinglreceiving product containing SRMs. 

YES 

YES 

PROTOCOL FOR 
DISPOSAL OF SRM'S 

YES 

WRITTEN PROCEDURES 
IN PLACE 

YES 

N/A 

YES 

OBSERVED 
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