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Dea- ----- -------------- 

Congressman Chabot asked us to respond directly to your Septembe~ II, 2008, e-mail to 
him regarding the treatment of elephants exhibited by H V LLC, doing business as Circus 
Hermanos Vazquez (formerly known as Aurora Kay, Inc.), and Wilbur Davenport. 

We share your interest in the welfare of animals and appreciate the opportunity to address 
your concerns. As you may know, our Agency of the U.S. Department ofAgriculture 
(USDA) enforces the Animal Welfare Act (A W A), a law designed to protect certain 
animals from mistreatment. In enforcing the A W A, we require people who exhibit 
elephants and certain other animals to the public to be licensed with us and meet our 
established minimum standards of humane animal care and treatment. These individuals 
must provide their animals with, among other things, veterinary care, an appropriate 
diet, clean and structurally sound housing that affords sufficient space and freedom of 
movement, and protection from extremes ofweather and temperature. If a regulated 
animal demonstrates tangible and/or clinical signs of a medical condition, exhibitors 
are required to have their attending veterinarian evaluate and address the problem. In 
addition, we enforce handling requirements designed to prevent the mistreatment of 
animals during training and performances and to ensure that there is minimal risk of 
harm to the animals and the public. Accordingly, there must be sufficient distance 
and/or barriers between the animals and the viewing public. 

To ensure that exhibitors such as Circus Hermanos Vazquez maintain the AWA 
minimum standards, officials with our Agency's Animal Care (AC) program perform 
unannounced compliance inspections of the exhibitors' premises, facilities, husbandry 
practices, programs of veterinary care, records, and animal handling procedures. We also 
perform inspections in response to legitimate concerns and complaints received from the 
public. During these inspections, our officials make every effort to observe all regulated 
animals owned or held by the licensee. If an inspection reveals noncompliance with the 
A W A standards and regulations, we document the problems and, if warranted, conduct a 
formal investigation. If an investigation results in a determination that A W A violations 
occurred, we pursue appropriate enforcement action. For example, in cases of serious or 
chronic violations, we seek civil penalties, license suspensions, and license revocations. 
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AC officials continue to inspect Circus Hennanos Vazquez for compliance with 
the A W A. The circus has been inspected four times this year-twice while the unit 
was traveling, and twice at its home facility. In addition, USDA routinely monitors 
Mr. Wilbur Davenport's business, Maximus "Tons ofFun" LLC, for AWA compliance, 
and we have closely followed the situation with regard to Tina, Queenie, and Jewel for 
some time. Currently, we are monitoring the weights and other health parameters of 
these elephants to ensure that their condition is adequate for travel. 

We hope this information is helpful. We assure you that we will continue to take all 
action within our A W A authority to ensure the welfare ofregulated animals. For more 
information about the A W A and our Agency's enforcement activities, we encourage you 
to visit our Web site at www.aphis.usda.gov/ and select "Animal Welfare" on the left side 
of the page. 

Sincerely, 

~~/~
Cindy J. Smith 

Administrator 
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September 1 7, 2008 

Mr. Arlen Lancaster 

Deputy Assistant Secretary for Congressional Relations 

U.S. Department-of Agriculture 

213 A Whitten Building 

1400 Independence Avenue, SW 

Washington, DC 20250 


Dear Mr. Lancaster: 

----------- --  correspondence that I have received from a constituent of mine, -------- 
-------------- regarding her concern for circus elephants. 

I would very much appreciate it if you would take the time to carefully review the 
enclosed correspon-------- ------- -- -- rt of any public record, and provide me with a copy 
of your response to ----- -------------- 

I respectfully request that you give her every and full consideration in accordance with al1 
applicable laws and regulations in the resolution of this matter. Please advise as to any 
assistance my office can provide. 

If you have any qu--------- --- -- - ---- - e of further assistance, please feel free to contact 
my Staff Assistant- ------------ ----------- at (S 13) 684-2723. Thank you. 

Sincerely, 

~ti.k 
Steve Chabot 

Member.ofCongress 
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Snap-shot Rep-ort:lncoming Constituent Messag=e_____-;:::;-~_:::;_;____;;:_:::===_-
Report Date:9112/2008 

Staff: 

Address To; webform 

Name: ----- --------- -------------- 

Address: ------- ------------ --------- -------- 

------------ ----- ---------------- USA 

Email: ----------------------------------- URL: 

Home Phone: Cel! Phone: 
Work Phone: ------- Fax: 

Polling: 

Salutation: Dea- ----- -------------- In Type: EML Reply Ltr: 

Interest: Organization: Letter: 

Classification: Personal: Title: 

Worknow: Reference#: Group: 

Message Body: 

Date Received: 9/11/2008 10:35:30 AM 
Topic/Subject Desc: Other 
"m writirig to ask your help concerning three horribly abused elephants - Tina, Jewel. and Queenie. They are on the road with 
Circus Vazquez, and as my representative I'm asking that you help them. TIna. Jewel and Queenie have spent their summer being 
trucked around the country with Circus Vazquez. In Defense of Animals has been monitoring these etephants as they have passed 
from lexas. to Arizona. California, Oregon, Florida, Atlanta and North Carolina, on their way to Chicago and the Northeast. Day 
after Clay, town after lown, the lives of these elephants are the same - crammed Into the back of a trailer, confined to a tiny pen 
where they sway neurotically - all for five minutes of performance dOing demeaning tricks for dwindling circu~ crowds. Tina. Jewel 
and, Queenie have endured a lifetime of ill-treatment at the hands of the circus industry. most recently by their current owners, the 
notorious Davenport family, whose son Will is traveJing with them now. In Defense of Animals has documented numerous 
violations of law regarding these elephants. (See http://www.helpelephantslnloos.orgJfeature_070905.html). I urge you to please 
do whatever you can to urge the USDA and the USFWS to enforce the law to protect these elephants. 
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Department of 
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Animal and 
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Service 

1400 Independence The Honorable Steve Pearce 
Avenue.SW 

U.S. House of Representatives 
Washington, DC 1607 Longworth House Office Building 
20250 Washington, D.C. 20515-3102 

Dear Congressman Pearce: 

Thank you                            fApril 23, 2008, on behalf of ----- ---------- ---- ----- -------- 
concerning                         proposal to provide bovine spongifonn encephalopathy 
(BSE) sample testing services to the U.S. Department of Agriculture (USDA), 

We appreciate the opportunity to respond to ----- ---- ----- --------- ------------ We would 
                                     wever, that the company,                                                                 
                                     -applied for -- --------- ----------- - greement (BPA) with USDA, 
rather than a contract. We received ----- ---- ----- --------- BPA application on August 13, 
2007, and evaluated it against the criteria outlined in our call for proposals. These 
include the company's technical capability, past performance, and socioeconomic 
status, as well as the price for the service. . 

. In the areas of technical capability and past performance, Agency officials noted that 
the company had failed to enter data into USDA's database in a timely manner in 2007. 
This resulted in various reporting problems for the New Mexico State office ofour 
Veterinary Services program. We recognize that changes to our BSE reporting database 
may have resulted in technical difficulties for the company for a short period in 2007; 
however, the untimely data entry errors did not occur during that time. Although 
Ms. Patricia Harris, a contracting officer with our Agency, had erroneously explained 
over the phone that the denial was due to an incomplete application, she later explained 
that the denial was in fact the result of the 2007 data entry problems. We regret any 
confusion this may have caused. 

While we recognize ----- ---- ----- --------- disappointment with the decision, we must 
emphasize that we evaluated all the BPA appHcants using the same criteria. We assure 
you that our Agency is committed to reviewing an proposals fairly and objectively. 

Sincerely, 

~~ 
Cindy J. Smith IH-

Administrator 
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cc: 	 Dr. John R. Clifford, VS, Wash., DC w/cy of inc. 
Dr. Gregory L. Parham, MRPBS, Wash., DC w/cy of inc. 
Ms. Felicia Stepney, LPA, Riverdale, MD w/cy of inc. 

FINAL:APHIS:LPA:GregRosenthaJ:kc:cy:5/13/08:734-7776:56-5387768:CC1230 

Clearances: 
EC 
LPA-:---­

VS 

MRP:-=B=-S~__ 

OA,___ 


SOURCES: ANaugle, PSciglibaglio (Albuquerque, NM), JHonstead (ER) VS; PHarris, 
MRPBS 
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Ms. Mary Waters 
• ,U. S. Department ofAgriculture 

,', 1400 Independence Avenue, S.W . 


.. 213A Whitten Building 

AI,. 1 Washington, DC 20250 Via Tele/ax Transmission: 202-720·8077 
..~).: 

Dear Ms, Waters: 

                                                                ed cOlTespondence from my constituent,                  
                                                                 concerning a denial of their bid for a 2008 contract for 
                                                                  ico. 

I would appreciate it if you would review ----- ---------- ---- ----- ---------- correspondence ----- 
--------- ---- ------ ----- ---- rmation that might be helpful10 him. I am herewith enclosing ----- 
---------- ---- ----- ---------- Privacy Re1ease which authorizes me to inquire and receive reports in 
this case as required by the Privacy Act. 

Thank you for your prompt assistance in this matter. I look forward to hearing from you. 

-
SP\cw' 
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rebruary 13, 2008 

The Honorabl"e Steven Pearce 

Representative, New Mexico's 2nd congressional District 


2nd1717 West Street, Suite 100 

Roswell, New Mexico 8820l 


Dear Mr. Pearce: 

We are contacting you for help to resolve an issue our 
company has with the federal agency, the United States Department
of Aqriculture, Animal and Plant Health Inspection Services 
(USDA, APHIS). We are ooncerned that WQ were wrohgfully denied 
federally funded contract for sample eo11~ction for BSE, also 
k.nown as "mad cow diseaseH

, in the amount of approximately
$125,000. 

                         ~QOO~                        ~s                                    
                                                                                                              
                                                                                                        
                                                                     p~~~hase ca~tle                   
                a~ction$                                                                           
                               produc~s                                                                  
                                                                                                         
                 ~Qnderin9                                                                  
                                                                     

                                                                                                              
                                                                                                      
                                                                                                        APHIS 
state office in Albuquerque, NM and we were advised to solicit a 
new BSE contraet from USDA for 2008. We completed required 
documentation and we submitted our proposal to USOA, A~HIS in 
Co~ober 20Q7. 
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Approximately two mon~hs later, in December 2007, we 
contacted USDA, APHIS office headquarters in Minneapolis,
Minnesota to a~k abou~ the status of our proposal. Ms. Patricia 
Ha:ris, an employee responsible for processinq BSE proposals,
told us that we had no~ been awarded a contract at all, because 
our proposal was incomplete~ A few days later, we received a 

I. denial letter from USDA, APHIS (see attached). 

In the letter, we were also told thae USDA, APHIS received 
three SSE proposals from the State of New Mexico, and awarded two 
5S! contracts in our state. Those two contracts went to Texas 
based large corporations, taking advantaie of the BSE testing
availability in our seate. One company, County Services received 
a contract for one tho~sand SSE samples, and a second company for 
five hundred BSE samples.                                                              
business, received no con          

We found this fact very disturbing, especially when both 
~ompanie~ are ch~rgin9 the federal government a si9nifican~ly 
larger amount of money           eir services than we offered in our 
proposal. We a5Ked for            per sample, and both companies are. 
charginq the government          for the same services. 

------- ---- ----------  ---  above mentloneQ letter from USDA, Ms. 
-------- ---- ------- ----------- 'contae~ed Ms. Harris from OSDA to 
q\.lestion the denial. ----- ------- told Ms. Harris that our company
used the same form                                                                               n 
the prev10us year,                                                                                

When ----- ------- ~roved that explanation of denial basea on 
"incomple--  ---------- " was 1l1oq1cal, Ms. Barris changed her 
original r~sponse. She stated that our company was denied SSE 
contract because "The New Mexico OSDA, APHIS office reported
negatively on our data submission." 

Based on Ms. Harris statement, on Jan\.lary 7, 2009 we 
                                                                                                                  
                                                                                                                    
                                                         recommenda~ion. 

                              ~e~PQnaed                                                  
                                                                                                               
                                                                                                                 
data submissions to his USDA office also, but tha~ those problems 
were not because of our insufficient services, but because his 
office was using a new OSDA computer programs that resulted in 
temporary problems with data transmission. 

We told him that it was not our fault that the OSDA office 
had ~~porary problems w1~h their software, and that using USDA 
compueer problems as a reason to deny ou~ eompany SSE contract 
was absolutely wronq. 
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.1 ! ~" _ 

I¥J UUoJ 

Dr. Sci                                    hat as far as he knew we were 
not the only                                      tha~ did not qet awarded a BSE 
contract. We                                 nOL true Decause accQrding to a 
letter f£om USD                       ny was the only one that was denied 
SSE contract in                         At the end of our conversation, Dr. 
Sciglibaglio tol                 here was nothinq that could be done to 
resolve this issue, and that USDA decision to deny our company a 
BSE contract was final. 

Needless to say, we were shocked and dismayed. We believe 
that we were wrongfully denied a federally funded aSE contract. 
He as a 90vernment off1cial was trying to discourage us to 
pursuing this issue further, statin9 that there was nothing that 
could be done. 

                                                                                tha~                         
                                                 Mex~co                   ou~                           
                                                                                                   
expe~ienQe                                                                                              
                                 

We are respectfully asking for your direct involvement in this 
unfortunate issue. w~ would like to meet with you or your 
represen~ative for 15 minutes and discuss possibilities how eo 
resolve this ease. 

---------------  

----- ~------- 
---------- ---- ----- -------- 
-------------------- 

:; 
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USDA 

~ 

United SbI_ Department of Agriculture 

Office of the Secretary 

Washington, D.C. 20250 


JUL 222008 


The Honorable Steve Pearce 
U.S. House of Representatives 

1607 Longworth House Office Building 

Washington, D.C. 20515-3102 


Dear Congressman Pearce: 

Thank you for your letter of May 21,2008, regarding the Department of Agriculture's 

(USDA) plan to amend existing bovine tuberculosis (TB) regulations with regard to 

New Mexico's bovine TB status following a recent detection of the disease in that State. 


I understand that you have concerns about this situation, and I am pleased that Dr. John 
Clifford, Deputy Administrator for the Animal and Plant Health Inspection Service's Veterinary 
Services program, was able to meet with you and the rest of the New Mexico delegation to 
discuss this issue. As Dr. Clifford explained, USDA's decision to amend New Mexico's TB 
status to modified accredited advanced is in accordance with existing regulations. You are 
correct that under the bovine TB regulations in title 9, Code ofFederal Regulations (CFR) part 
77.2, feedlots are exempt from the definition of a herd. 9 CPR 77.2 defines a feedlot as a facility 
used for congregating finished fed cattle prior to their being shipped to slaughter. Because 
animals contained at feedlots are intended for slaughter and do not generally co-mingle with 
back-to-farm animals, USDA does not consider them likely to transmit disease. 

However, F&F Pens-the affected animal's herd ofresidence--is not a 
feed-for-slaughter-only premise. It is a multi-purpose operation, with a number ofanimals 
on its premises being back-to-farm cattle. This type ofoperation creates a greater risk of 
disease transmission through shared feeding and watering troughs and shared spaces. 
Because of this increased risk and because the infected cow was held at the facility for more 
than four months under common supervision, USDA considers the livestock at F&F Pens to 
constitute a herd. This means that New Mexico has exceeded the allowable prevalence 
to retain its accredited free status, and its TB status must be amended. 

As you know, New Mexico and USDA animal health officials are currently conducting 
an epidemiological investigation to trace the infected animal's movements and ascertain whether 
other herds may also be affected. Although the source of infection has not yet been determined, 
we must emphasize that regardless of where transmission occurred, the significant period of time 

An Equal Opportunity Employer 



The Honorable Steve Pearce 
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during which the affected animal was housed at F &F Pens provided ample opportunity 
for transmission to other back-to-fann animals through shared feeding and watering troughs 
and shared spaces. . 

We are currently preparing an interim rule for pUblication in the Federal Register that 
will amend New Mexico's TB status. I assure you that we understand the potential economic 
impact of this outbreak on producers and that we will continue to work closely with our State 
partners to address the disease situation in New Mexico. We are confident that, by collaborating 
with our State counterparts, we will be able to eradicate bovine TB in New Mexico and 
throughout the United States. We are sending a similar response to your colleagues. 

Thank you again for your letter. 

Sincerely, 

Secretary 
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May 21.2008 

The Iionorable Edward T. Scharer 
Secretary 
U.S. Department of Agriculture 
1400 Independence Ave., S.W. 
Washington. DC 20250 

Dear Scerctury Schafer: 

We are writing respectfully to request your immediate review of a pending decision by 
the Animal and Plant I fcalth Inspection Service (APHIS) regarding New Mexico's status for 
bovine tuberculosis (TB). As we understand it, API lIS is considering amending the bovine TH 
regulations to add New Mexico to the list of modified accredited advanced states. This change 
would have dramatic consequences on the livestock industry in our state. Because we believe 
this change is not in accord with the USDA's existing regUlations, we are requesting your prompt 
review of the decision. 

The livestock industry is New Mexico's single mosl important agricultural commodity 
with total annual sules of milk and beef cattlc of almost $2 biJlion. There are over 1.5 million 
cattle and calves in New Mexico. including 340,000 dairy cows. Bovine TR was tirst discovered 
in 2003. and New Mexico's request Ibr split-state status was approved by the administrator of 
APHIS in July 2005. At that time. a small area in Curry and Roosevelt Counties was liste\.! as a 
modified accredited advanced zone and the rest of the state was listed as an accredited-free zone. 

Earlier this )'C'1r, a single animal from a feedlot in New Mexico was found to be inlccted 
with bovine TB. Follow-up testing so far found no infection at the cow's assumed dairy of origin 
or in any other animal at the feedlot. Moreover, as we understand it, the point of exposure to TS 
has yet to be determincd. There is no conclusion yet as to where the cow was located during the 
5-month period alter she left the dairy. The epidemiological invcstigation has nol been 
completed und the results ofthl!' DNA testing to confirm the parentage are not available. 

This particular J'cl!'dlot is a set of corrals used to hold cattle temporarily. Experts in our 
state point Ollt the lJSDA has never interpreted this kind of operation to be a "herd." To 
downgrade New Mexico's status bused on this particular sitllation at a single teedlot would set a 
new precedent Itlr all similar cases. 

We believe New Mexico continues to have in place the capability and resources to 
manage properly its ex isting split-state status, including regulations on the movement of cattle. 
monitoring of animals in the restricted zone and full enforcement of a tuberculosis eradication 
program. A downgrade of New Mexico's status could cost our producers more than $4 million 



Pete V. Domenici 

... 

Steve Pearce 

per year and could actually impede efTorts to eliminate bovine TB as resources arc shifted over to 
operations that pose liltl!! or no risk. We urge you to adhere to the existing regulations and 
maintain New Mexico's current TB slatus. 

We appreciate your prom t attention to our request. 

Sincerely, 

United States Senator 

dIL~;£/(fJ--
I ather A. Wilson 

ember of Congress Member of Congress~ Member of Congress 
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The HonorabJe Steve PlWce 
U,S, 
1607 Longw 
Washington, 

s~~)ml!l1ber 15, 200S'ito Seaetary Hc.hIlRrd T. Scbafer requesting 
l~t~~~:~~]~~~~~Jm~ (USDA) expedite its review of the New McxieoLive~!ock 

inT sptit:-State stalus,uudcrthe S1ate-Fe4eraI bO\'ine t\lberc.ulo~i::; 

Orll[)ortunil1v to respond to your .0000cerns. We v<llue onr cooperative 
sl:iareits stfOngcommitlllcnt to emdicating bovine Ttl, 
financial hardship that this disease poses for producers 

fi"omStiltes or :<.Ones that lire not Classified as TB·frec, 
However, 1.1.-'1' you know, 2(lOKconfirJl1ation ofbovine TO ""''lIS the second in 
New Mexicn'STB~free Z(l1Je since May 2007, Our SepTcmber 11, 1008, actioIl to reclassify 
New Mexlco as modified Ilccredi!ed adv311ced(MAA) k)r bovincTS wall in accmdancc with 
the Code Regulalk)IJs' (CfR) 9 erR 77.7(c) ilddressing the rletectkm of two or more 
ooyine herds in. al1llccre<iited·free State or zone \vithin 48 months. 

We under$land the . economic impact ofthis outhreak on producers" unci we assure you 
we will con!lnuetowod< closely with NMLB to address the disease situation in Ne1V Mexico, 
As you (fnich,is with USDA's Animal and Plant Heahhlnspectioll Service have l'el:eived 
Neil{ split·State status nppllCalin!l and have initiatedarl sk assessnwnt, includ41g 
II site Our reg\llatlons alsO' require us to dcvelep,withState animal health officials, a 
memorandum oIunde.l'St!l.nciil1g that jnd~ldes, amollg other tllings, adisease management plan. 

wouldbe.tlle publication oian interlm )'uleimplememing the 
assure yo" that we .will work with State animal heal1.h ofHcials to complete: 

we 
f"." 'wrilinfT_ We ill'e conIJdent that, by collaborating '.\lith our State counterparts, 

TB ill New Mexico and tbroUghQ~lt the United States. Weare 
other Memhe:rs{lf Congress , • .,11<) als6 signe.d the letter. 

SitlCcreiy; 

in this 



Se.Pt~ber 15,2.008 

Tne UOtlorableHlws,rd T. Schafer 
Secretary 
U.s. DepartmentofAgticldtllre 
1400 InqcpcndepccAve.• s..W. 
Washington. DC 2(l2S0 

Dear$e~retary Schafer: 

We arc Writingrespeetfullytnfequestyour assistance in expediting the Animal and P1;.rnt 
Health Inspcetion Servic:e's (APHIS)rcyi~wandapprQvaJ ofNew·Mexico~s .applieatlou .for split· 
state status fbr bOYlpc tuberculosis (TB), .Qn.S~pt~mber 11 APHIS amendc~ the bovine TB 
regulations to down~radeNew Mexico's status t9 nwdifi~daccrt,'ditedadvanced, canccUng the 
exi~'til1g spli.t~state status that hadbccninplooe since 2005. This dowllgtadeJn status imposes 
new state"wiqet¢J~ting and movement reqll~rements that wiIl have dramatie·economic 
c.oosequullceson thelivest()ck industry in our state. We understafidthattheNew Mcxicb 
LivestockUoardbas alread~·submitted anappHcation to APHIS to restore $plit-state status, 
which wOlllgHmit lTlovement. requirements t(}only CurrytmdRooseveit Cotllltics. WeJlxge 
USI)A toapprovetbe statc's application fOr split-state status as quieklyaspos:sjble~ 

Thelivest()ck industry is New MCX:lco's$itlgle mO$timport;ant agriculilll'al commodity 
witl1 total annual sales of milk and beefcattle ofiilmost $2 biUron. There are over 1.5 million 
cattle and calves in New Mc){.ieo, including 340,000 dairy cows. Earlier this. year, one animal 
from a Ieedlotin New Mexico was found 10 be infegcd with bqvine TS. Thollgh only a single 
artim:fd was found· t'tJbe infectcd and the entire feedlot was depopulateQ),.APHIS· .nevetthele~s 
dcddedt~t the fcedlotetlnstitutcd a"herd" and downgtaded the entire state's status. 

Because Nc\vMexicQwa5previousJy approved for split-state status in 2005. tnc.stateis 
famiti::tr with the process and\.,.,eU prepared to ittlplernentallthe requitementsofsplit-state 
statu!:). In particular, the state's appHcaijQudcscribes the legal and firtancialresourccsayail~ble 
to implernentandentorce a TB eradication program .. ~. the infrastructure, laws,and regulations 
thatrequjre~ndcn$ttrethat state and federal animat health autborities atc notified ofTB cases in 
®mestic $ima}s()r o~tbreaks inwiIdlife. Th~pkJ.n also de~ri~sthe clinical and 
epidemiological surveillance ofanimal species'atrisk of TB in the intende:d z6ne at a rate that 
allows TBd~1ecti()n in the ovcrallpopulatiouoflivestock at a 2. percentprevaICI1(.\C le:vefwith95: 
percentconfidence. Finally, the state is prepared to enter into a new Mem~dum of 
UmlerstandingWith APHISagrceitig ~peeificconditiQn~ appropriatelo the new expanded 
I!:Onc. 



Wr; undersbmdtha,t APHIShas~lr~Mystart~JUIe req~ formal rlskClSSeSSItlent which 
will include '{l' sit~visito~.review tPc?verinfQrmati&nc()ritaine~Jn 1Pe~p~it-statestatus request 
package.'J3t"Callse APHISstaftis alreaaywellacquainted with the situationin New Mex:ico We 
ex.pect the$C~tep$canbe c.ompleted quickly. Ifiso:urstrong @sire that APld.IS proceed with an 
interitn ruleteeS\tl:\bI~:shihg split"slatestatus ~#bthe:new w~eWithin Q() days. 

1'bedowngrade of New Me*ico's·.stQtu.8l$·estimatcd tQ oostotf.fproducers mori\; than. $4 
million per.year and couldactuallyi;rrlpede.e.fftiits.toelimillatelWvineTBasresQurces t1fesnifted 
over to .C)perati(>l1sthatptTse little or. no tisk. We urge youroftlcetU' workcJosely with APH1S~th 
~m,Jetethe apprtlvtUof spUt,-st;ate status 1lS.· quieklY·as possitde. 

We. af1preeit:tte.your'prompt..attmtiontoour.reqtrest 

Sincerely, 

.• WllSfJU ~)ID Udall Steve;P~e 

Member,ofCengress Mem~f;r()feP1lgress Member QfCongr~s~· 




