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DR. EVANS:  Thank you for joining us.  I will bring you up-to-date on our ongoing BSE investigation, and following Dr. Lord's remarks, we will open the floor to questions.
As the moderator has indicated, also on-line joining us is Dr. Ron DeHaven, my counterpart with the United States Department of Agriculture.
I am pleased to report that we have lifted the quarantine on an additional premise--the farm in Alberta, where the BSE-infected cow commingled on pasture.  We are anticipating release on the two Saskatchewan farms in our primary line of inquiry to be completed today.  This brings the number of quarantines currently down to 14, with possible reduction to 12 by the end of the day.  Additional releases are anticipated.
Since my last report yesterday, we have received an additional 180 rapid test results from the second line of inquiry now and 168 results from the additional testing done on the primary line of inquiry.  They have all come back negative.  This brings to approximately 1,400 negative rapid tests performed, and almost 900 confirmatory alternate tests.
Seventeen days have now passed since the single case of BSE was reported in Alberta.  We have launched a thorough and rigorous investigation.  To find answers and to protect public health, we have quarantined 18 premises, of which, as I've indicated, 14 are still under quarantine, with the number progressively dropping.
We have shipped just over 2,000 cattle to be sampled and tested.  We sampled cattle from all 18 locations and conducted rapid diagnostic tests and additional tests for the presence of bovine spongiform encephalopathy.  We have received the rapid diagnostic tests back from nearly all of the animals sampled, and everything, to date, remains negative.  We are confident that the additional tests will also continue in this manner.

We have also been conducting a great deal of detective work of other kinds.  We have been checking shipping manifests, ran inspection records, breed registry reports and, as you are well aware, using all scientific methods possible.  We have been putting every piece of available information on the table and using logic to tie this evidence into a compelling story.
-more-

This weekend, the team of international experts will begin its work to review our investigations.  We have asked them to validate what we have done and provide input into options that the CFIA has developed in concert with Health Canada to currently improve Canada's policies into the future.
Two weeks ago, on May the 26th, I said it may not be possible for us to determine, with absolute certainty, the origin of the animal.  However, we remain committed in our efforts to continue to do so.  One conclusion is very clear from the evidence we have gathered so far.  There is not a significant level of BSE in the Canadian herd in Canada.
The disease, to date, appears to be restricted to one cow.  This is a strong indication that Canada has had appropriate measures in place, but we are always on the outlook for ways to make our systems even stronger.  We will continue our investigation, and we will continue to share with you the information that we find.
Francine?
DR. LORD:  [Speaking in French.]
QUESTION:  We will go to the U.S. representative.  I would like to know if you have any idea when the U.S. ban on the import of Canadian beef could be lifted.
DR. DeHAVEN:  Thank you for that question, and let me start, first, by once again thanking our Canadian colleagues for allowing us to be included on this call.  I also, once again, want to thank the Canadian Food Inspection Agency for their very thorough and methodical investigation and a very good level of communication that has existed during this investigation at all levels between the Canadian officials and those of us on the U.S. side.
In answer to the question, while the investigation is ongoing, while there are still active trace-outs, additional substantive test results yet to come, we think it would be inappropriate for us to evaluate or make any determination about lifting any restrictions that have been put in place.  We are anxiously awaiting additional results on the investigation and, at the appropriate time, then, we will start evaluating any measures that might be appropriate at the time to lift restrictions.
QUESTION:  What do you hear now from your Canadian counterparts?  What indications are there that the ban could indeed be lifted in the near future?
DR. DeHAVEN:  Once again, I would defer to the Canadian officials, as far as when they would anticipate having most or all of the information that might be forthcoming on the investigation and then, at that point, we would start evaluating with regard to any potential lifting of restrictions.
DR. EVANS:  Just to add on, then, to conclude Ron's comment, to say, with the completion yesterday of the removal of the animals from the second line of inquiry, and the arrival of those samples at the laboratory, plus the additional trace-outs from the primary line of inquiry, not the herds themselves, but the additional trace-outs which led us to the bulls in the U.S. and other singleton animals, as I say, those animals are now all under tests, and we expect the test results on those animals, as well as the additional tests that are coming through the system over the coming two or three, four days.
-more-

We should conclude that activity and, as I say, over the same period of time, we will have had the benefit of the review by the international panel of experts to help us consolidate the information, validate what we've done, look at the longer-term proposals, in terms of policy adjustments, and that will form the basis of our representations to international trading partners.
MODERATOR:  [In French.]
QUESTION:  I have a question for Dr. Evans and a follow-up for Dr. DeHaven.
Can you take us through the schedule for the weekend the early days next week, specifically with the international inspectors, what they are looking for, what their role will be.
DR. EVANS:  The inspectors will start arriving tonight, and the balance will be arriving, our counterparts from New Zealand and the U.S, will be arriving early tomorrow.  We expect the team to settle in and to start their deliberations late tomorrow afternoon.  That will involve the review of the epidemiological investigation outline, the report of our EFI team.
QUESTION:  In Ottawa?
DR. EVANS:  I'm sorry?
QUESTION:  Here in Ottawa or out West?
DR. EVANS:  It will be here in Ottawa.  We're bringing our team from Edmonton down to work with them here.  They will undertake to work with the team from Edmonton to look at the full scope of  the investigation, how it was mapped, how it was carried out.
At the same time, after having had that initial exposure, they'll convene as a group to pose any or define their lines of any questions.  We will make available to them all of the people that have been involved in our investigation, either by teleconference or physically available to them, to respond to those questions over the course of the day Sunday.
They'll reconvene with the EFI team later in the day Sunday to start the compilation of their evaluation.  Late Sunday night, we will move into the area of considering the various policy review options of how we would transition from the current active investigation into a process that would be ongoing in Canada to maximize our public health, and animal health and food safety efforts.
The group will then be given some time during the course of the day Monday to consolidate their thoughts, and it's anticipated by later in the day Monday, they'll start to disperse, and we'll work with the moderator or the team leader to conclude that report.
Beyond that point, as I say, once we've had that and had the opportunity to assess, again, we'll revisit any aspects of the investigation that may be warranted or, alternatively, as I say, we'll be building our presentation to share with the rest of the world, both our findings in totality and the findings of the review team.
-more-

QUESTION:  When do you think, if all goes well, that the border would be opened?  And Mr. DeHaven, then I'll sort of put it back in your court, given what you've just described here, where do we go from there?
DR. EVANS:  Well, again, I can't speculate on what the U.S. will have to do, in terms of assessing that information.  I think, to date, there has been concerted efforts by our U.S. colleagues to ensure that products that should not be encumbered within the described restrictions have not been encumbered, and there was, for a brief period of time, there was some delay in certain types of products that--they were never intended to be encumbered, but in terms of the actual operational inspections at the borders, did create some issues.
We're aware that they have also developed a process to deal with products, again, which would not normally be encumbered within the restrictions.  This would be things like poultry meal and fish meal that are of nonruminant origin.  And they have worked hard to put a process in place for producers of those types of products to assure them ongoing market access.
And, as I say, it's my understanding that, based on the definition of our investigation, they'll take that on board and start a review process, perhaps in collaboration with us, that would look at various classes of risk of product. And as I say, I can't presuppose or speculate as to the time frame that they would need to validate whatever, and come back to us, to validate other information during that process.
QUESTION:  Just a quick question of Mr. DeHaven.  Can you give us an update on the American side of the investigation with the five bulls?  We've just heard a couple of different comments over the last day or so.  Can you just update where things stand.
DR. DeHAVEN:  Sure, I'd be glad to.
As you know, it was on Tuesday of this week that we received word from CFIA officials that their investigation had indicated that five bulls from one of the potential source herds in Canada were sold to a farm in Montana.  Following up on that information, Montana veterinary officials, on June 5th, yesterday, provided us with information relative to the whereabouts of those animals.
The records that are currently available do not allow us to pinpoint the exact five animals that would have come from Canada out of some 24 bulls that left the farm during the period of 1997 to 2002.
At this point in time, our officials within U.S. Department of Agriculture, specifically our Animal and Plant Health Inspection Service, as well as our Food Safety Inspection Service officials from the Food and Drug Administration, and then state veterinary officials from Montana, Nebraska, Minnesota, South Dakota, Texas, and Wyoming are conducting trace-out investigations of those 24 animals that moved off the ranch in Montana during the period of 1997 to 2002.
Thus far, what we know about those 24 animals is that three were purchased by slaughter facilities in Nebraska, five by slaughter facilities in Minnesota, two in Texas, twelve in South Dakota.  One bull went to Wyoming, and further trace-outs on that animal are still pending, and then one animal was slaughtered for personal consumption.
-more-

So, at this point in time, we will be following up at the slaughter plants, to the extent possible, verifying that they arrived there, that they were slaughtered there, potentially recovering any manmade ID that might have been on those animals and then determine their final disposition.
At the same time, we are hoping that additional information relative to the individual identification of those animals might allow us to narrow down those 24 animals and focus within that group, identify it better or limit, at least to some extent within that group of 24, the exact five that we're looking for.  In the meantime, we're taking a very conservative approach.  We will follow through on all 24, unless we can conclusively narrow that field.
I would again emphasize that based on the information that we have, our knowledge of the science, and the information provided to us by the CFIA officials, we think it is very unlikely that any five of those bulls were infected.
MODERATOR:  Is there any other questions in the room?  I'll switch to our phone lines.  Operator, do we have a questioner?
OPERATOR:  Yes, indeed, ma'am.  Our first audio question comes from the line of Rick Bugoski [ph] of CBC Television, Calgary.  Please go ahead, sir.
QUESTION:  I have a question for Dr. Evans, as well as Mr. DeHaven.
Dr. Evans, given the fact that the international team will I guess disperse, as you say, Monday, does that mean that you expect all of your tests to be complete by then?
And for Mr. DeHaven, I'm wondering, based on everything that you've seen so far coming out of Canada, I'm wondering if you would consider, then, the Canadian beef supply to be safe.
DR. EVANS:  The value of the international review team I don't think is totally predicated on all of the test results being in.  As we've said repeatedly over the last week or so that, in dealing with the primary line of inquiry, the line which has the extremely high probability that the animal moved through that line, and as Ron has indicated as well, we think that we have gone a long way in determining that if BSE were present on an ongoing basis, it's certainly an extremely low level or below a level that can be detected with the current investigation.
So I don't think there's a definitive of whether all of the test results are back through the lab system, either the rapid tests or the immunohistochemistry, will limit the international team.  They'll be looking at the thoroughness and the thought process, the epidemiological science and known factors around BSE as their criteria for how thorough and how conclusive the investigation has been.
The fact is the team disperses on Monday.  It does not necessarily limit our ability to continue to use that team, on an ongoing basis, to provide additional feedback; again, as we take on board their recommendations and take on board any advice they have on the policy options that are being considered in Canada.
-more-

Obviously, as we get to a decision point in implementing any of those policy review decisions, we will want to ensure again that whatever combination of approaches are used as part of our continuous improvement efforts, that it certainly meets their expectation and that they're able to validate that those measures, in and of themselves, provide the highest possible assurance of public health and animal health protection.
QUESTION:  And I'm wondering if Mr. DeHaven could respond to my question about, based on everything that he has seen coming out of Canada so far in terms of the science, whether he considers Canada's beef supply to be safe.
DR. DeHAVEN:  I think, as Dr. Evans has done a very good job of putting things into context, we need to keep it in context.  And thus far what we know is one cow that did not enter the human food chain that has tested positive.
Having said that, again, as long as we have an investigation that is ongoing, substantive information still being gathered and evaluated, that it's simply not prudent for us to consider lifting restrictions at this time.
OPERATOR:  Thank you.
Our next question comes from the line of Tom Cohen of Associated Press.  Please go ahead, sir.
QUESTION:  Thank you very much.  I have a question for Dr. Evans and two for Dr. DeHaven.
Dr. Evans, if we can get the names of the investigators, that would be very helpful.  Thank you.
Dr. DeHaven, two questions.  One, Dr. Evans previously said he thinks that any decision by the U.S. on lifting the ban would be science based; it would not, in any way, be political or industry based or anything.  I'm just wondering if you would comment on that.
And, number two, if you could comment on the importance of the report by this international team of experts Dr. Evans is talking about in making that decision.  Is that considered the crucial benchmark that the U.S. will use to make its decision?
DR. DeHAVEN:  Going back to your question. Again, we're very cognizant of the need of the international team to have the opportunity to perform their work in an objective manner, but I have confirmed with their team members involved that certainly their identity is not an issue, but certainly their need to be focused on their activity while they're here is a priority to them.
The team facilitator or moderator will be led by Dr. Ulrich Kihm.  Dr. Kihm is the former Chief Veterinary Officer in Switzerland.  He is now head of a group in Europe known as Safe Food Innovations.  He has also conducted reviews in several countries in South America, in Australia, and other countries in Europe and Eastern Europe over the course of his career and is well qualified in this area.
-more-

Also associated with the European contingent is Dr. Dagmar Heim.  Dr. Heim has been one of the leading experts to the European Commission on their review of countries and also serves as the lead technical effort to the Office International des Epizooties, the OIE or the World Organization for Animal Health based out of Paris.
From the U.S. side, Dr. Will Houston, who is the Director of Food Safety and Animal Health at the University of Minnesota and a former regulatory official with the USDA APHIS.
And from New Zealand, Dr. Stuart McDermott, who is an epidemiologist and risk assessment expert with the New Zealand Food Safety Authority.
MODERATOR:  Thank you.  Next question?
QUESTION:  Would Dr. DeHaven like to answer the question that Mr. Cohen had, please?
MODERATOR:  What?
OPERATOR:  Would Dr. DeHaven like to answer the question that Mr. Tom Cohen from the Associated Press had, ma'am?
DR. DeHAVEN:  Yes, thank you very much.
OPERATOR:  Please go ahead, sir.
DR. DeHAVEN:  I can assure you that any decision on the part of USDA--and I feel comfortable speaking on behalf of our Secretary--that any decision to lift restrictions that are in place now will be science based and will be methodical.  It's very clear that all of those decisions and the process will be science based and take into account the investigation and what we know about the science as it exists.
With regard to the report from the International Committee and the relative importance, first of all, I would like to say that I commend the Canadian Food Inspection Agency for going this extra mile in taking this step.  Certainly, Dr. Evans has assembled a group of very credible internationally recognized experts, and we would perceive their report and their audit or review of the investigation to be very important in terms of validating the information that has been gathered, and to the extent that it may prove necessary, to fill any gaps that might exist in the investigation.
But again, keeping it in perspective, we would perceive that report again as validation, confirmation and perhaps some additional information to an already extensive investigation.
OPERATOR:  Thank you.  Our next question comes from the line of James Stevenson of Canadian Press.  Please go ahead, sir.
QUESTION:  Yes, thank you.  Dr. Evans, could you speak to reports we're getting out of Saskatchewan this morning about cattle being slaughtered from ranches that are not under quarantine?
-more-

DR. EVANS:  I'm not sure what the report entails.  As we've indicated in the course of the investigation there were several phases, that dealt with the trace forwards, which have been dealt with, are negative, and have been released from quarantine.  That dealing with the farm where the case was found and the commingled pasture, which also tested negative, and release of the quarantine on the commingled pasture premises.
We had the initial four farms in the primary line of inquiry, two of which were in Alberta, two of which were in Saskatchewan, which again were dealt with early and we have negative results through those as well.  There was a fifth premise that was added to that primary line of inquiry, as we previously reported, that was the result of a common feeding practice, a custom feeding practice between one of the farms in Saskatchewan and another herd back in the 1999, '99 timeframe dealing with a common feed source.
Within the scope of the second line of inquiry, there were the three farms out of Alberta, which went through the system earlier this week, and are in the lab.  Some of the results we have back negative on the first group of those, and others that are pending at this time.
As we've also indicated in dealing with the primary line of inquiry, there were trace-outs of sales going back to 1996 and '95 timeframe of all those herds in that first line of inquiry based on high probability and to give us additional information of cohort animals, both at the age dynamic and the feed exposure dynamic out of those herds.  And so there were trace-outs which led to the identification of the 5 bulls in the United States, and individual and groups of animals on a number of other premises that were moved to the facility in Saskatchewan where the sampling is being done over the last two days.
So I'm assuming that the reports you're making reference to are those trace-out animals that had been identified.  Those were not animals for which herd quarantines were applied because these were individual animals or groups of animals that have moved on to the farm, and therefore the balance of animals on those ranches or farms were not animals that had been fed the same feed sources or exposed to the same factors as animals in the primary line of inquiry.  But as we've indicated in our press briefings, approximately 2,000 to 2,100 animals is the sum total of animals that have been taken out over the course of the entire investigation.
OPERATOR:  Thank you.  We now have a question from the line of Colleen Subitern [ph] of Leader Post.  Please go ahead, ma'am.
QUESTION:  Thank you.  Just a bit further to that question.  I'm wondering if you can tell me how many Saskatchewan farms have had animals that were taken from them from--that were not under quarantine.
DR. EVANS:  I don't have that level of detail of information at the present time.  We can certainly review that with the Emergency Operations Group in the West and try and compile on a provincial basis where the individual trace-outs were.
QUESTION:  And just to be clear here too, these animals, the trace-outs, why were these animals sent for slaughter and testing?  What was the--what was the thinking behind, the reasoning about why they had to be tested?
-more-

DR.  EVANS:  Again, the rationale from a scientific perspective is at several levels.  Given the fact that we've been unraveling a 7-year-old mystery over the last 2-1/2 weeks, it was important for us to deal with animals that had moved off those premises.  We had dealt with the animals on the premises subsequent to the restrictions being applied dating to May the 18th and May the 20th.  And so associated with that, it was important that we validate any movements of animals that would have been of the same age dynamic potentially as the infected cow, or potentially could have been the mother of that cow, if she had been sold off of any of those farms previously.  So again, we were dealing with animals that could have had a familial relationship with the cow, based on the probability that she moved through those lines, or those farms in the inquiry.
Could have been siblings to that animal, or alternatively, as I say, could have been exposed to the same feed sources that the animal may have been exposed to back in that 1996-97 timeframe.
So again, from a value standpoint, it allows us to further conclusively determine that if there was an insult in the feed system as one of the possible causes of the expression of the disease, that that insult has been fully covered through the course of our investigation, and no other animals would be out there incubating from those farms to express later on.
And as I see, we will be more than pleased to try to provide a breakdown by province of the individual farms that may have been impacted in those trace-outs, but given how cattle move on a basis from both breeding and fattening and other purposes, it's not surprising to find that going back that period of time, that there could have been a number of farms that had individual animals on them.
OPERATOR:  Thank you.  Our next question comes from the line of Don Thomas of Edmonton Journal.  Please go ahead, sir.
QUESTION:  Some cattle groups in the United States have suggested that there's some kind of requirement for a 7-year wait before a country that has a BSE confirmed cow is allowed to resume trade.  Is there any such requirement to that effect?
DR. DeHAVEN:  No.  This is Dr. DeHaven.  There is no specific time requirement that we have to wait before we could start lifting restrictions, so there is no validity to that statement.
OPERATOR:  Thank you.  Our next question comes from the line of Jeff Jones of Reuters.  Please go ahead, sir.
QUESTION:  I have a question for Dr. DeHaven.  We understand that the Japanese Agriculture Minister has asked your ambassador to verify that U.S. exports are safe.  I'm wondering what steps you might take to confirm that.
DR. DeHAVEN:  At this point in time we have had a visit by a Japanese delegation.  There may be further discussions at the technical level, and in terms of trade between the U.S. and Japan, and specifically with concerns about product that may have originated in Canada.
-more-

But at this point in time there are no specific requirements in place and I think those discussions are still ongoing and no final determination made at this point.
OPERATOR:  Thank you.  Our next question comes from the line of Yvonne Imor of CKMW Radio.  Please go ahead.
QUESTION:  Thank you.  This is for Dr. Evans.  Is there any sign yet of the quarantine being lifted in British Colombia?  Yesterday you said that you were expecting some test results momentarily.  I would assume that meant that you expected to get them yesterday.  And some farm visits and then the quarantines would be lifted.  Do you expect that by the weekend?
DR. EVANS:  We're certainly hopeful.  As indicated yesterday, we had the full results, both rapid and additional tests on two of the farms.  The balance of those results were included in the results for the third farm, were included in the information that we received overnight from the laboratory in Winnipeg.  So we now have the full set of testing complement on the three farms in B.C.
As we indicated yesterday, there is an additional requirement dealing with those farms, that we want to ensure that appropriate procedures are in place on the farm to ensure that should they determine that they wish to repopulate with ruminant animals on the farm, that there is--there's very good control to ensure that none of the ruminant animals could have accidental or inadvertent exposure to any poultry feed on those farms. 
So it is my understanding that there is a concerted effort from our operational emergency center to have those visits carried out on the farms as quickly as possible, and once those conditions have been satisfied, those quarantines will be lifted.
QUESTION:  Okay.  And what does "soon as possible" mean for the farm visits?
DR. EVANS:  Again, I'm not managing the operational actions right now in Alberta and B.C. directly from my office.  I'll have to get back to you with a specific timeframe, but every effort will be made to contact the owners now that we have the full battery of negative results, and to set up a time with them that works both for the owners and for our local staff.
OPERATOR:  Thank you.  Our next question comes from the line of Rosalie Wiluskey of CBC Radio.  Please go ahead.
QUESTION:  Yes, Dr. Evans.  I was just wondering when you might expect to have this investigation completed, the CFIA's investigation?
DR. EVANS:  Well, again, I don't think we've set a definitive hour, day or minute when the investigation officially ends.  I think as we said, it's a 7-year-old mystery that we're pursuing, and we've been at this now for 17 days, and I think we've made extraordinary progress, and we've had very encouraging results.
Again, I think the validation by the International Review team this weekend will be a very, very important factor in terms of whether the scope of the investigation can be concluded at this time or whether there's any small aspect that they would like to see further dealt with, but as I say, I think from my perspective, we certainly have been thorough.  We certainly have dealt with the trace-outs of highest probability.
-more-

Again, we're working very, very thoroughly and very aggressively to continue to get to a definitive answer on the source farm.  But again, I think that that determination will also be part of the consideration to the International Review Team based on the evidence that we have to date, whether they're satisfied that we can make the compelling case that we feel that we have.
QUESTION:  So if the International Review Team comes back and says, "We want more work in this, or we have questions about that," then your investigation would look into that area?
DR. EVANS:  I'm not going to speculate as to where the International Review Team will go.  I think based on what we have learned from experiences in other countries, there is a natural end to which an active investigation will give you substantive information on the overall health status of the animal herd, and the overall precautions that are in place to protect public health.  I think we've learned those lessons from all of the countries around the world that have experienced this, and I think we've exercised that learning and all of those options at this point in time.
My expectation is only that the International Review Team will give us their best opinion to validate that that is the case, and as I say, to help facilitate us in terms of how we move from the active investigation stage into the transition to longer term measures.
OPERATOR:  Thank you.
MODERATOR:  We have 5 minutes left, and I have someone in the room, so I think that will be our last question on the line.
OPERATOR:  Thank you.
MODERATOR:  I mean we can have an extra question if you want.  That's what I meant.
OPERATOR:  Most certainly, ma'am.
Therefore our final question from the audio line comes from the line of Mr. Steve Kay of Cattle Buyers Weekly.  Please go ahead, sir.
QUESTION:  Gentlemen, this is a two-part question, both for Dr. Evans and Dr. DeHaven initially.
Given that there's no scientific evidence worldwide--and correct me if I'm wrong--that BSE has been found in cattle under a certain age or in whole muscle cuts of beef, can we reasonably assume that after the completion of CFIA's investigation, that trade in some cattle and beef cuts will resume first of all?
DR. DeHAVEN:  Thank you for that question.  Certainly once the investigation is complete or to the extent that we have the relevant information that's forthcoming, those are the kinds of factors that we would be considering as we go about any effort to start lifting restrictions.  So again, as I mentioned before, it will be the science that will dictate how we go about lifting any restrictions and not other issues.  And that kind of information like what you described in terms of knowledge about age of animals 

-more-

affected and where the BSE infectious agent is most likely to be found in the tissues, all of that kind of scientific information will be directing us, along with the information we have from the investigation, as we start to do that process and that evaluation, and potentially lifting some restrictions.
DR. EVANS:  Just to add to Dr. DeHaven's comment, again, I know how important that people, including ourselves and our U.S. colleagues view the restoration or the reconsideration of the interim measures associated with the circumstance, vis-a-vis Canada/U.S., but just remind people that there are other countries out there as well that are equally anticipating information from us in order to review their interim measures, and again, these very same principles that dictate how we position our circumstance, both with our U.S. counterparts and with the rest of the world, will fully be based on all of the factors that you've indicated in terms of relative risk of products.
And we hope that again the international community, which we feel are receptive to those types of approaches, will respond in kind.
MODERATOR:  Thank you very much.  Our last question goes to Karen Kelly, National Public Radio.
QUESTION:  This is a question for Dr. DeHaven.  In terms of reopening the border, how important is it that you know the source farm?  You know, what if the DNA tests come back inclusive on that? 
DR. DeHAVEN:  Well, certainly, knowing the source farm and then knowing all of the trace-out information from a known source farm makes the investigation that much more solid, and less information for us to consider.
On the assumption for the sake of discussion at this point, if that is not the case, we will, at that point then, simply have to do our evaluation and make our assessment on what is known about the investigation.
So if Canada is able to positively confirm a birth herd, again, the information that is available becomes less complicated and more finite.  But having said that, if that's not the case, we will evaluate the information as it is, and then take that information into consideration as we also consider the science.
MODERATOR:  Thank you very much.
[End of conference call.]
- - -
