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~ defect. It really gets tobe? problem. 'To'roonstruotfa'dividing point that

 would be lio,gi@a%e—you “take a meat Ppie, for example. Well, most of |
us, I think, have bought meat pies that are frozen and eaten them inour
‘own homes. The percentage of meat,,there.gener‘ally is about 2 percent.
Therefore, it’s a USDA pr’()duct.,i‘and yet most of the ingredients are
not meat by weight or any other way you choose to ca. culate them.

But I’'m not so concerned ab-outwhere*'the‘diiridin. Tline is. I'm more '
concerned that we “work - effectively with the U.% rtment of
oriculture, and I can tell you that Assistant Secre

. : Crlly M
, {AJ%DA, has seen to it that we do have a good onship
_ with them, that we are on board and, that their field reports do get to
- us. We, in turn, feed back to them information of a nature that they
h"a»dnot'hadavaﬂable;bot)hem_in-thepajst.;“ G LT A
- Today, more than ever before, it strikes me that we are working in
_ close harmony and to the interest of the consumer, and that is as it
,»ShOuldibe.' B CER Rl , : o
- T’m not pa,rticularlyiconcerned' about the 2-percent, dividing line
as much as L am about a good working relationship. e e
My, Wyprer. It does work. The fact that this ‘Jistinction is made
~ doesn’t create 2 yaouum in certain areas where one agency says. it’s
8 percent and the other agency Says it’s 1 percent, so nobody does
anythinfg«?'Thereis no such situation asthat? SRR T
" Dr. Gooparo. The ‘Wholesome ‘Meat Act closed what gaps ‘there
were prior to Jast year. At one time the USDA had to turn to us for
enforcemenit. actions. ‘We had certain authority “that! they lacked.
"When they encountered 2 problem they would turn to the Food and
Drug Ad inistration and sy, «Y 00k, we have encountered this, but
we can’t act. Will you take the appropriate action?” We did, of course.
But the Wholesome Meat Act passage and its 1m Jementation has
closed the gap that existed before. 1 see 1o gaps at the present, time,
- loopholes, if you will. S T : R
- Mr. WypLER. One final question, ‘and this may not be & question
o propose to you, and if it 1sn’t, just answer '1n1that[fashion‘.fLOQking :

. at the first example on 'gage 4, the instance ‘where you found some

“contaminated product ‘which apparently got out of the plant where
it was manufactured and into the Army’s possession, before anything
- wrong with it was discovered. I guess at the time it was going to be
ased was actually when it was discovered. What h{afppened'to:fthe“ine '
spection that is nade of this product at the time it’s 'manufacture}din -
the plant ? Isn’t there a Government inspector sitting there? o
" Dr. Gooparp. No sir. We are required by law to inspect the drug
manufacturing plants once every 2 years. Now there are 900——
~ “Mr. WyptEr., Excuse me. 1 realize that is from your‘position, but
it seems to me this was a pro luct manufactured for the Army Or
- Navy or some part of the Defense Department. .~ R
~ Dr. GoppArD. From my meeting with them, I know they have a
o prjea.ward'inspection and a preaward sampling program. Neither they
nor we have adequate manpower to have a person on the quality con-
trol line or on the production line to be looking over the shoulder of

the manufacturer for these produced lots. . . . e
In fact, I have to tell you that this coming year, for the first time,
~ weare going to inspect——intensively inspect—300 drug manufacturing

- firms. We have, for the first time, devised & categorization of drug




