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DR. DeHAVEN:  We appreciate you all being on at such short notice.  This is a follow-up on our report from yesterday regarding the five Canadian bulls from the probable source herd in Canada.  This is the part of the ongoing investigation in Canada with regard to the one cow that has been found positive for BSE in Canada.  They reported to us on Tuesday of this week that from one of the probable source herds for the infected cow, five animals had moved into Montana, into a ranch there.
As follow-up to that information that we provided yesterday, the initial review of brand inspection records and based on interviews with the Montana rancher, our investigators have determined that 24 bulls were moved off of this farm between 1999 and 2002.  Originally this number was actually reported as 11, but further investigation today has revealed that there were actually 24 bulls from this ranch in Montana that moved off of the farm.
Of the 24, 23 were moved from the farm to stockyards--one stockyard in Montana and two stockyards in South Dakota.  And then the 24th one was slaughtered for personal consumption.  So this would be custom slaughter for home consumption, presumably by the rancher.
It's assumed that the five bulls in question, the five that came from Canada, are included in those 24 animals that have left the farm during that 1999 to 2002 time frame.  As of today, our preliminary trace-back on those 24 animals has been made available by animal health officials in Montana.  The initial results show that between those three years, 1997 and 2002, three bulls were purchased by slaughter facilities in Nebraska; five bulls in Minnesota; two bulls to Texas; and 11 in South Dakota.  One bull went to Wyoming, and trace-outs on that particular animal are still under way.  And of course the 24th one, then, would be the one that was slaughtered for personal consumption.
We're currently working with those states that I mentioned to determine the final status of those animals.
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While this more or less completes the Montana component of the investigation, there's still a lot of investigative work yet to be done.  That work would include follow-up with the slaughter plants to confirm that these animals actually did arrive at those plants and were slaughtered there.  We're also going to continue to work with the Canadian officials and officials in Montana to see if we can't further narrow the field, hopefully to more specifically identify the five animals in question out of the 24 that left the farm, and thereby simplify the investigation.
With that, Operator, let me pause and open it for questions and comments.
MODERATOR:  And please, when you ask a question, please state your name and your publication.  Thanks.
OPERATOR:  The first question comes from Sally Schuff.
QUESTION:  Hi, Dr. DeHaven, this is Sally Schuff.  I'm with Feed Stuffs. Two questions.  Were the Canadian bulls branded with a brand registered in Canada that can be traced?  And if so, do you have brand clearances on the movement of those bulls?
And number two, if the 24 bulls were slaughtered, did they enter the human food chain, the meat?
DR. DeHAVEN:  Thank you for the question.  We do know that the bulls were branded for sure, and that is part of the follow-up investigation.  I was also told that they were registered Angus bulls and therefore there were registration tattoos.  It's with that kind of information, plus any other manmade I.D. that might have been on the animals at the time that they moved through the stockyards and to the slaughter plants, that would hopefully allow us to narrow down--narrow the field, if you will, and out of those 24 animals, better single out the five from Canada.
And I'm sorry, the second part of your question?
QUESTION:  The second question is, I presume if they were slaughtered that the meat went into the human food chain?
DR. DeHAVEN:  It's too early for us to predict that.  And that is really also part of the follow-up, is if we can identify the animals and the day that they were slaughtered, we would have better information in that regard.  So really, that's part of our ongoing investigation.
OPERATOR:  The next question comes from Elizabeth Weise.
QUESTION:  This is Elizabeth Weise with USA Today.  Is there any other thing that might have happened to the bulls after they were slaughtered other than going into the human food chain?  What are the other possibilities?
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DR. DeHAVEN:  They could have been, as the index case, the one positive cow, they could have been condemned at the slaughter plant and the product gone into rendering.  If that were the case, I would remind everyone that our feed ban in the United States would have been in effect and the protein from those animals would then be subject to the feed ban and not fed to other animals.
It's probably a good time for me to emphasize the fact that even if these animals did go into the animal feed or human food chain, which we have no evidence to suggest that one way or the other at this point, we think it's highly unlikely that any of these five animals would have been infected with BSE.
First of all, the Canadian herd from which those animals came, these five bulls, has been depopulated and all of those animals tested negative for BSE, including some 10 birth cohorts.  These would be 10 animals born the same year as the infected cow.
Second, research indicates that a low dosage of infection results in a lot longer incubation period, and as the infected animal in Canada was seven to eight years old, that would suggest that the infected animal received a very low dose of the BSE infectious agent.  Any exposure to BSE by other animals in that herd would presumably be even lower.
Third, in Europe, where animal exposure to BSE has been the greatest, herds that have been affected by BSE typically have a very low prevalence of the disease, a very low infection rate in the herds, and in most cases, no additional positive cows have been found in infected herds.
And as I mentioned, again, if the investigation does reveal that the animals were slaughtered, this would have been after the implementation of our feed ban enforced by the Food and Drug Administration, and thus that would ensure that the animals did not enter into the animal feed chain.
OPERATOR:  The next question comes from Emily Gersema.
QUESTION:  Hi, I'm with the Associated Press.  My name is Emily Gersema.  I'm just wondering if you could just repeat, you know, which of the bulls went where out of the 24?  I'm sorry to ask you to give it again, but--
DR. DeHAVEN:  Sure.  Not a problem.  One of the animals was custom slaughtered for personal consumption.  Three were purchased for slaughter and went to the State of Nebraska.  Five purchased for slaughter and went to Minnesota.  Two to Texas.  And 11 were purchased for slaughter in South Dakota.  One other went to Wyoming, and that is still under investigation to determine where it went.
I would again emphasize that having records that indicate that they were bought by buyers for those slaughter plants and confirming that they were actually slaughtered are two different things.  And so we're--this is preliminary information at this point.
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OPERATOR:  The next question comes from Marc Kaufman.
QUESTION:  Hi, I'm with the Washington Post.  I know that this is not exactly on the subject that you're discussing, but I was wondering if, from the perspective of USDA, that there's any additional insight or understanding of how the Canadian cow did get infected.  That still seems to be a mystery.
DR. DeHAVEN:  And I would hesitate to comment on behalf of the Canadians in that regard.  I don't know that they have any firm theory, certainly no hard evidence about how that cow became infected, but we do know that the most likely source of infection for a cow is through consumption of contaminated feed.  But I would hesitate to make any comment about how this cow in Canada became infected, and really would defer to the Canadians.
QUESTION:  Okay.  But is it not accurate that USDA does have some of its personnel up there as part of the investigation?
DR. DeHAVEN:  We currently have one of our technical experts on-site in Ottawa working closely and coordinating with the Canadian regulatory officials.  There is also a person from the Food and Drug Administration who is there.
OPERATOR:  The next question comes from Don Thomas.
QUESTION:  Hi.  I'm with the Edmonton Journal in Edmonton, Alberta, the province lucky enough to have the mad cow in it.  Could you give me some feeling for how complete you think the Canadian investigation has been to date?  Are there any stones, from your point of view, that have been left unturned?
And part 2, not really related to that, but you indicated that the age of the cow in question was seven to 10 years?  I thought it was six years old.
DR. DeHAVEN:  Let me first comment on the Canadian investigation.  My counterpart in Canada, Dr. Brian Evans, the chief veterinary officer there, has been in continuous communication with me.  There has been a flow information at the technical level and also our secretary of agriculture and the minister of agriculture have spoken many times about the ongoing investigation.  So there certainly has been very good communication at all levels of the government.
I would not comment on the investigation other than from our perspective here.  The flow of information has been very good and would commend the Canadians on what appears to be a very comprehensive, thorough, methodical, and science-based investigation.  I understand they also intend to have three or four internationally recognized experts in BSE come to Canada to do a thorough review and audit of their investigation, which certainly suggests that they have every intention of ensuring that their investigation is as complete as it could possibly be.
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With regard to the age of the animal, since the exact source herd of the infected cow has not yet been determined, I think her exact age is in question.  And I think I said that she was approximately seven to eight years old.  But I think that depends on determination of the exact birth herd, if that is possible, and then birth records from there.
OPERATOR:  The next question comes from Chris Clayton.
QUESTION:  Hi, Doctor.  What is happening at the ranch--
MODERATOR:  Excuse me, could you please state your publication.
QUESTION:  Oh, sorry.  Chris Clayton, the Omaha World-Herald.  And first, I got in on the press conference just a minute or two late, so I don't know who's been actually addressing us.  And secondly, I was curious as to what, if anything, might be happening at the ranch in Montana where these bulls supposedly went to.
DR. DeHAVEN:  Thanks for your question.  I am Dr. Ron DeHaven.  I'm the deputy administrator for the Veterinary Services Unit with the Animal and Plant Health Inspection Service of the U.S. Department of Agriculture.
In terms of what's happening on the ranch at this point, it has been a matter of working with the rancher, going through their records to determine what may be the final disposition of the five bulls that they received from one of the probable source herds in Canada.  So at this point it is a matter of working with that rancher, going through the records to gather this information. 
Because bovine semen--even though these were breeding bulls, bovine semen scientifically is not a threat in terms of a means of transmitting the disease.  And the fact that these bulls are no longer on the ranch, there's no basis for imposing any kind of quarantine or taking any action with regard to the animals that are there on the farm now.  So we're working closely at the state and federal level with the rancher to gather information to help us in tracing out, in doing this investigation.
OPERATOR:  The next question comes from Julie Vorman.
QUESTION:  Hi, Ron.  This is Julie Vorman with Reuters.  I hate to do this to you one more time, but when I go through my list of the animals, I get 23.  I've got three in Nebraska, five in Minnesota, two in Texas, 11 in South Dakota, one in Wyoming, and one custom slaughtered.  And I think that adds up to 23.
DR. DeHAVEN:  Let me go through that again and make sure--you know what?  And I think you're absolutely right, and I think it is 12 in South Dakota, and my error.
QUESTION:  Twelve.  Got it.
-more-

-6-

DR. DeHAVEN:  Twelve to South Dakota.  So just to repeat, and I appreciate you helping with this high-level math--five to Minnesota, two to Texas, 12 to South Dakota, the one in Wyoming, the one for personal consumption.  And three in Nebraska.
QUESTION:  Thank you very much.
DR. DeHAVEN:  No, thank you for the clarification.
OPERATOR:  The next question comes from Chuck Abbott.
QUESTION:  Good morning.  How long do you think it will take to track down the Wyoming animal, since that's the one that still is a question whether it's alive or been sold?
DR. DeHAVEN:  I think we'll have some preliminary information on that, probably not today, but I would certainly expect to have preliminary information tomorrow.  Here again, as with the others, we want to follow up at the slaughter plants to the extent possible and verify that those animals actually were received at the slaughter plants and were slaughtered there.  But to answer your question, I would anticipate we would have that preliminary information tomorrow.
QUESTION:  At this point, I imagine the presumption is all of these have been slaughtered, right?
DR. DeHAVEN:  That certainly is our presumption.  But again, it's a presumption.  And since this was preliminary information, we will clearly follow up and verify that.  To the extent necessary on all of them, to the extent that we can narrow it down to the five bulls that came from Canada, we will do so.
OPERATOR:  The next question comes from Christopher Duerling.
QUESTION:  Yes, hi.  I was wondering--
MODERATOR:  Excuse me, could you please state your publication?

QUESTION:  All right.  Christopher Duerling with Reuters.  I was wondering, based on the current pace that you're making this investigation, which seems to be proceeding relatively quickly, if you have a timetable for when you might have a final resolution to this.
DR. DeHAVEN:  I think it would be premature to do that.  And as you indicate, we're going to pursue this as quickly as we can.  The weekend may slow us down some.  Not that we wouldn't work through the weekend, but some of the businesses that we may need to contact might not have people available, et cetera.  So all I can say is that we will do it as expeditiously as we can, but would hesitate to predict when we might have all of the information that we would need.
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MODERATOR:  We have time for two more questions.
OPERATOR:  The next question comes from Sally Schuff.
QUESTION:  Yes, hi, Dr. DeHaven, this is Sally Schuff from Feed Stuffs again.  Just as a point of clarification, could you give the years that the animals were moved off the ranch?  I have 1997 through 2002.  Is that correct?  No, that--
DR. DeHAVEN:  No, it's ninety--
QUESTION:  Eight.
DR. DeHAVEN:  I'm sorry.  And you're talking moving off of the ranch in Montana.  Yes, '97 through 2002.
QUESTION:  Okay.  And my follow-up question on that is the five bulls that are part of this group of 24, the five Canadian bulls, were they marketed--you know, or is that what you're trying to determine, which years they were marketed; they were not all marketed in one year, they were scattered out amongst the 24 marketings?
DR. DeHAVEN:  Yeah, the rancher was able to provide quickly records in terms of the numbers of bulls that were sold, but wasn't able to correlate those animals with specific or individual animal I.D.  So erring on the conservative side, we are saying that since the animals moved from Canada to Montana sometime around April or May of 1997, and would have all been sent to slaughter, left the farm, by 2002, we're using that five-year window to make sure that we include in that window the five Canadian bulls.
To the extent that we can get additional information, either from export certificates from the Canadian officials, any identification that might have been recovered from the animals at slaughter when we do the trace-outs to the actual slaughter plants, et cetera, to the extent that we can narrow that down to these five animals, we will do so.  Right now we're casting a wide net to make sure that that net would include these five.
MODERATOR:  We have time for one more question.  I also would like to remind everybody, we will have all the numbers, the numbers of the cattle that went to the different states, and the years--all that information will be posted on our website shortly.
OPERATOR:  The next question comes from Don Thomas.
QUESTION:  Yes, Don Thomas from the Edmonton Journal up in Canada.  Just to clarify, is there any reason why your investigation would impede or slow down the completeness of the Canadian investigation, their ability to tell you folks in the States that they're ready to say that they've gone as far as they can go with this?
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DR. DeHAVEN:  Really, the only way I can answer that is to say that we are going to pursue this component of the investigation involving these five bulls in the U.S. as quickly as we possibly can, for our benefit and the Canadians'.  I think that they are working very hard in Canada to gather, similarly, as much information as quickly as they can do so, but as accurately and completely at the same time, just as we are doing here.  So I don't envision that our investigation would affect in any way completion of the overall Canadian investigation.  But really, we will just pursue this as quickly as we can.
MODERATOR:  Thank you.
DR. DeHAVEN:  We appreciate your participation and would just remind everybody that the numbers and the dates that we've quoted will be posted yet this evening on our website, for clarification for those that need it.
Thanks very much for your participation.
[Conclusion of briefing.]
