~ tion of these products was obtained from the New York office yester-
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-« o Dr MEFREN: (Grenerally not; withvery few exceptions.

- Mr. ROS_ENFI“\I-—IAI@,;.,S‘Q:,;1t*?WQ\lld_§haNe: ha;pqg)ened; in the plant or afterit |
thawed ou;tfwhenitreachﬁdfﬂSm@; T SRR
" Dr. Memrex. 1 would be most doubtful that it ccurred in the plant.
1 have observed most of the inspection activities of our people, T.have
been close to the matter of inspection and food service. They are
effective. There are, however,breakdowns; T L L
. Mr. ROSENTHAL.: Did you order 2 reinspection of this particular!
plant now that you haveadditioxi&lauthforityz. e S
. Dr. MEHREN. Yes; Mr. Grange ~and Dr. Somers, who handles the
“inspection work for this agencys, have been in direct contact with the
~plant but they have advised me no information is available there.

.

" The information 1 gave you with respect: to the status and disposi-

day afternoon. They don’t keep records, app’arerntly,lthere. And we
therefore followed 1t to the headquarters office in New York and got
“this information last night and their concurrence in holding the -
product. FRERR < i e A
. Mr. WYDLER. ‘Would the 'gentlem-anyield@
;;‘[Mr,ROSENTHAL,Ye‘s., U b o : e AR
. 'Mr. WYDLER. Tet me understand this, Dr. Mehren. These dinners
were inspected by your inspectors at the plant; is that correct? -
- Dr. MEHREN. Yes. e ‘ oy e
_ Mr. Wyorzer. Do you have the reports they submitted on the inspec-
tions they madeofthis:particul‘ar batch? ~ L

Dr. MEHREN. Those have been. checked and there was no evidence

of any ‘Jeviation from -the'normalgrequirements for passage of this
kind of product. o SIS » e o
L Mr.WYDLER.Inotherwordsf———-——— : A
Dr. Meugex. 1f T may add, Mr. Wydler, there is a standing regula-
tion in the Department'that any rejections, any condemnations,must
be identified with respect to reasons for such condemnation and dis-
position thereafter. o B : o
“Mr. WypLes. In other words, your records show that these particu-
Jar dinners were inspected at {he plant and found to be free of this
bacteria ? » : o R
Dr. Merrex. NO; they don’t show that. They show they met the
standard regulations of the meat inspection division for the passage '
»ofigroducts. o i L g S e T
" Bacteriological standards are not 2 mandatory or aniversal element
.of such standards. The bacteriological testing is not & continuo‘uSanal-
;ys&'is of every item that goes through a meat plant under our standing
Tules. U s f e T
Mr. WypLEr. Were these dinnens',inspwted for thisbaoteri@logical
content? S b e R ey .
Dr. MeREN. Not to my ;kﬁowledge;,wbutvl don’t know that they
%'wenen’tvsodnspedted.l o peeh sl e et ad L
Mr. WYDLER. Well, in other words,; you are telling me that these
_particular Jinners could well have been inspected ane approved and
"hfi\.ve ];lad the bacteri logical content in them at the time they left the

P Musmex. Tt is

not 1mposs’iblezbut st is not likely. Wehad, asT

; ‘?eCall,.l?Q,OOO bacteriological tests in all of our inspectmonaml"serv-
ice activitieslast year. ;




