INDUSTRY TECHNOLOC(

n the first months of 2004,
talk within the industry has been
peppered with words like “radio
frequency technology™ and “premises
ID.” and acronyms like “"USAIP™ What
are the facts surrcunding this issue and
how will it aftect our operanions?
Support for a nationwide animal
idenuification system s widespread, and

producers generally agree animal 1D is a

critical componcnt of our natnional ani
mal health infrastructure. Whart is not
widely known, however, is how much
work has already been done on this issuc

In carly 2002, the Natonal Insti
tute for Animal Agriculture organized a
national identification task force 1o help
prepare the National Identification
Work Plan. The plan was presented ar
the 2002 U.S, Animal Health Associa
tton (USAHA) mecting, and partici
pants resolved to ask USDA’S Animal
and Plant Health Inspection Service

(APHIS) 1o establish a joinr stare, fed
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than 70 associations, organizations, and
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work and produced the draft of the ULS.
Animal Identification Plan (USAIP)

I'he USAIR when fully operational,
will tacilitare tracing an animal or group
of animals back ro the herd or premises
that is the most logical source of a
health concern, It will also be able 1o
[race l‘i‘l\'“”ul”_\ k'\[‘!}\('d .l””?l-ll'\ ]h.l:
were moved out from thar herd or
premises, The plan’s objective is to
establish a system that can complete the
traces (back and forward) within 48
hours of an animal health incident.

This capability will be dependent
on a practical yet comprehensive inlra

structure thar collects and records the

movements of animals, The dennfca
tion of premises (production locarnions
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veterinarians and

tified by state the
industry. The USAIP defines the stan-
dards and framework for implementing
and maintaining this system, including a
premises numbering system and an indi
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system used for animal identification

TRACKING TECHNOLOGIES

The plan is flexible and will be able
to include existing svstems, At the mini
mum, animals will need a visual tag
with the appropriate numbers clearly
printed on the tag.

However, technology will play an
important role as the plan moves for
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[t's important to remember that the
tags used to identify animals are just
one component of the total system.

-
-

ber will be the hirst 1t
will have 1o use. It which will consist of the premise [D  economy, so cach should bear a tair
character alphanumene and « O mibver ang numMeric num share of the costs. NCBA members
% 3 T 1 . 1 g A 1 i
0on that produces Cattic w NAVE s reticcting the date the group was voted 1o direct NCBA to work with
s 3w % 23
own created ( 1 the Bush Administranon
and mainte 1o ensure that APHIS, state animal
¥ '1\ ' } NS vd {
nance of premise es with cach X agencies, and producers secure
¢ i} leh I 1 3 ! e 117} i r . i 3
states amumal healrh d.‘;\:.’:!t‘.(!i: Satg Vreliminary projections estimate the nedessary runds (o properiy II"HPI(,-
1 % il | i 1 D
animal health departmencs will use 2 thar costs could reach 3500 million  ment the US All

national mechanism o get a uniquc OVET SVl YVedars auri

ued an pape 22)



9

TECHNOLOGY

-
(o
s
:__‘.
—~
p—
o
f—

TIMEFRAME

The USAIP implementation plan provides for a
phased-in approach to implementation of a national 1D sys-
tem. The proposed timeframe calls for methods 1o be in
place within the government so thar initial premuses 1Ds can
be issued by the end of 2004, But this umeframe is depend
ent on USDA making funds and resources available, and

building the necessary infrastructures.

PRODUCER CONFIDENTIALITY

Confidentiality of identification data remains one of
the greatest concerns of producers. Cattle industry represen-
tatives on the USAIP are aware of this concern, and NCBA
is aggressively communicating to USDA and members of
Congress thar any animal 1D plan implemented must be
explicitly exempt from Freedom of Information Act
requests for any informanon collected under the national

animal identification program.

MANDATORY OR VOLUNTARY
The plan contains no mandatory requirements at this
point in its development. Eventually, as
the plan is finalized and tested, all live
stock and food animals will be able to
be tracked through the system. Not all
animals, however, will need to be indi-
vidually identified if they arc raised.
ted, and harvested as a group. In that
case, they can be identified with a
group/lot identification numbcr.

SPECIES WORKING GROUTPS _—

Some features of the plan are com-
mon to all species, while others are
species specific. Species working groups
are meeting to further define their
needs and develop transition and
implementation plans to include in the
USAIP. NCBA is coordinating the

work of the bovine species group.

IMPORTED ANIMALS

Animals entering the U.S. from
other countries will be subject to the
same identificarion and tracking procedures as animals
already in the country. The identificarion devices thar are
on animals entering the U.S. will remain on the animals
and used as part of the program. The Canadian identifica-
tion program is compatible with the USAIP

ANIMAL ID NOT NEW

Thc need 10 jdentify animads is, of course, not nerw 1o cartie-
aen. It is 05 old as the industry itsedf and much of the history
of cattle raising rovolves arcund branding time. Electronic technel-
ogy. however, i3 fairly new and recent advances open new possibil-
s for cattiemen

The first commercial use of electronic animal idenification in
cattle came in the B0s when dairy producers hung electronic “neck-
laces” an cows 1o be read by anfennae in the milking parior. This is
now a standard practicn in dairy operatons both targe and small.

Adaptmg the rechnology 1o the more rugged and kess contrlled
eswironments of beet cattle production has taken some time. How-
ever, thase factors have been pvercome and electrone identification
i practical and affordable.

For information on the U.S. Animal Identification Plan, go to
wwwusaip.info, which contains the latest version of the plan, plus
additional information that expliyns the plan and answers froguently
asked questions. B

“Having a system that can trace back
a potentially diseased animal within
48 hours is critical to successfully
respond to animal health issues.”

LEGISLATIVE INITIATIVES
During the first few months of 2004, 2 number of bills had
been introduced dealing with vanous aspects of animal 1D. Ies
likely that even more bills will be introduced as time goes on.
(continued on page 136)
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“Maintaining the health of the
U.S. herd is the most urgent issue....
Keeping our herd healthy is good
for animal producers and for

*"

their customers.
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