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Inspection System (PHIS) and Other Changes To Import Inspection Regulations;
Docket No. FSIS-2009-0022
To Whom It May Concern:
The undersigned organizations, representing U.S. meat and poultry producers, packers,
processors, importers and exporters, submit these comments in response to the U.S. Department
of Agriculture’s Food Safety and Inspection Service (FSIS or the agency) request for comment
on the Electronic Import Inspection Application and Certification of Imported Products and
Foreign Establishments; Amendments to Facilitate the Public Health Inspection System (PHIS)
and Other Changes To Import Inspection Regulations, Docket No. FSIS-2009-0022 (Proposed
Rule). We appreciate the opportunity to comment on these important issues.
The U.S. meat and poultry industry generally supports the efforts of the agency to
streamline its import inspection procedures via the PHIS electronic documentation system.
Many of the changes in the Proposed Rule will reduce unnecessary or duplicative regulatory
requirements having no bearing on food safety or public health. The Proposed Rule will serve to
modernize FSIS’s import inspection process and reduce regulatory burdens on importing
companies, while still retaining flexibility for companies that choose not to utilize the PHIS
system.
Proposed Changes to Import Inspection Rules
We support the agency’s efforts to harmonize import inspection applications for all meat
and poultry products and remove unnecessary prescriptive narratives and formatting
requirements for foreign inspection certificates. By eliminating these unnecessary requirements,
such as the requirement that each inspection certificate be in the native language of the exporting
country or bear the official government seal of the foreign inspecting authority, the agency
recognizes that these elements do not enhance food safety and can be an unnecessary burden for
foreign officials and importers. All pertinent information required by FSIS to perform its
inspection duties are readily available electronically via the PHIS system and therefore does not
need to be prescriptively listed on the certificate.
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Furthermore, we support the proposal to allow foreign establishment certification lists to
be transmitted electronically and imported product foreign inspection certificates to be directly
transmitted by the foreign authority to FSIS through the PHIS electronic system. We also
support the language changes proposed for foreign certification of establishments. The PHIS
system is a quicker and more efficient process to transfer pertinent inspection information to
FSIS than a paper-based system. PHIS adds flexibility to the process by allowing importers the
opportunity to quickly replace certificates containing any errors, and adds a level of security and
transparency, reassuring the agency that the information received from the foreign authority has
not been altered.
We also support the Proposed Rule requiring import inspection establishments to develop
and maintain written Sanitation Standard Operating Procedures (SSOP). This requirement will
harmonize food safety expectations for import inspection establishments with those of other
establishments that produce or process meat and poultry products, and provides uniformity to the
entire meat and poultry food safety system. Nor would this proposed requirement be overly
burdensome to the import inspection establishments.
Finally, we support the agency’s proposal to retain flexibility in the inspection process by
accepting both electronic and paper-based applications for import inspection. This flexibility
will ensure that companies that may not have the means or desire to participate in the PHIS
system will not experience significant delays receiving an inspection of their imported product.
Discontinued Import Practice and Enforcement Notifications
30-Day Guaranteed Foreign Inspection Certificate Replacement
The agency’s declaration that it will not continue the current practice of inspecting
imported product when accompanied by a 30-day guarantee of foreign inspection certificate
replacement by the foreign government for certificates containing material errors is not overly
burdensome to the industry, so long as the foreign authority is able to quickly transmit the
replacement inspection certificate via the PHIS system. However, for those importers that have
elected not to use the PHIS system for their import inspection application, or in the event that the
PHIS system experiences technical problems that prevent expedited certificate delivery, we
request that the agency make available additional options for expedited import inspections.
The agency’s rationale for discontinuing this practice is a replacement certificate can be
easily uploaded by the foreign authority to PHIS and transmitted to FSIS in the event of an error
in the certificate. However, if the importer applying for import inspection is not using the PHIS
system, instead electing to use the paper-based inspection application system, then the PHIS
option for the replacement certificate may not be available to the foreign authority. The import
inspection procedures need to have the flexibility at all points in the process to accommodate
those importers that have not elected to use the PHIS system. Therefore, we request the agency
retain some form of expedited inspection and certificate replacement process outside the PHIS
system for the rare instance where an importer has elected to use the paper-based system for
import inspection.
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Failure to Present Foreign Product for Reinspection
The industry has no substantial objections to the agency’s position regarding a failure to
present foreign product for reinspection (FTP). However, given the high penalties that may
result from FTP products accidentally entering distribution channels, the industry requests that
the agency alert the importing company to a potential FTP problem as soon as it is discovered by
the agency. This will help limit the potential damage an FTP recall will have on the importing
company.
Thank you again for the opportunity to comment.

Respectfully submitted,

American Meat Institute
National Chicken Council
National Pork Producers Council
National Turkey Federation
Shelf-Stable Food Processors Association
USA Poultry and Egg Export Council

