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INDEPENDENT CATTLEMEN OF IOWA 
 

Annual Meeting Agenda 

Saturday, December 1, 2007 

 

Quality Inn & Suites Starlite Village Conference Center 

Ames, Iowa 

 

There will be an ICI board meeting on Friday, November 30th in the board room starting at  

8:00 pm. Preliminary policy discussion with the board will be open to all members.  The annual meet-

ing will officially convene Saturday at 8:00 am.  

 

 8:00 am ð  9:15 am   ICI preliminary policy discussion 
 

 9:15 am ð   9:30 am   Registration & coffee 
 

 9:30 am  ð 10:20 am  Welcome, & Opening Prayer 

    Howard Vlieger, ICI Secretary 

ICI & Industry update 

Terry Barnes, ICI Vice-President 

Ann Werner, R-CALF Region VII Director 

Trade News & Views 

Eric Nelson, R-CALF Trade Committee Chair 

 

10:30 am -  12:00 pm  Competition Issue 

    NAIS (National Animal Identification System) 

Roger McEowen, Leonard Dolezal Professor in 

Agricultural Law 
 

12:00 pm -  1:00 pm   Dinner 
 

 1:00 pm  -  2:00 pm   One on One with Bill Bullard, R-CALF CEO 
 

 2:00 pm  -  4:00 pm  ICI Final Policy Discussion 
 

    Adjourn 
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The OTM Rule 
 

By Howard Vlieger, ICI Board Secretary, Maurice, Iowa 

 

What is the OTM Rule?  

 

The over thirty month rule issued by the United States Department of Agriculture (USDA) applies to 

the importation of cattle to the United States (US) from Canada. The rule allows almost all categories of 

cattle born after March 1, 1999 to be imported to the US. If Congress does not stop this, the 

importation of Canadian cattle of most all older age groups as well as older age beef will begin on 

November 19, 2007.  

 

What importance does this have to cattle producers in Iowa? 
 

There will be an increased supply of all types of cattle which will cause lower prices for feeder cattle, 

replacement heifers and pound cows. 

 

What other consequences could there be?  

Could we infect our US cattle herd with Bovine Spongiform Encephalopathy (BSE)? 
 

BSE is only contracted by a beef animal by eating meat or bone meal containing the BSE prions.  

There have been at least 5 Canadian born cattle detected to have BSE that were born after March 1, 

1999, the date established by the OTM Rule as the date the Canadian feed ban became effective. 

Canada has never conducted sufficient BSE testing to actually determine the extent of their BSE 

problem.  If Canadian cows are imported into the US and slaughtered, the meat and bone meal from 

those cows could be fed to hogs or chickens.  

 

What assurance is there that there will not be cross contamination of this meat and 

bone meal into cattle feed?   
 

None 

 

Why doesn’t the US have a ban on feeding meat and bone meal of any type to livestock? 
 

The packers own most of the rendering plants. 

 

What about concern for the consumers and protecting them from potential Canadian 

beef contaminated with BSE?  Is there a risk to consumers from BSE? 
 

It is believed that Creutzfeldt-Jakob disease can be transmitted to humans who eat BSE infected meat. 

 

What happens to the demand for beef and the cattle prices if we have a BSE scare in the 

US?  
 

We still donõt have access to our best export markets since BSE was discovered in the US cattle (A 

Canadian Cow). 

 

 CONTINUED ON PAGE THREE  
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CONTINUED FROM PAGE TWO 
 

Is this just another example of the USDA doing what is good for the packers and 

ignoring what is good for consumers and cattle producers?  Do you wonder if the USDA 

should change its name to Smith-Ty-Gill? 

They seem to do what is good for a few big packers and ignore what is good for the majority, the 

consumers and independent cattle producers. 

 

So what can we do?  

Make phone calls and donõt let the phones stop ringing in Washington DC. Call your Senators and 

Representatives and tell them to take back the USDA from the packers and do what is right for 

producers and consumers. Donõt wait until tomorrow; we donõt have that much time left.   
 

202-224-3121 is the number for the Congressional switch board. You can ask for anyone 

of your Senator’s or Representative’s offices.  
 

Demand that Congress stop the USDA’s OTM rule. 
 

Demand that the USDA protect the food supply for consumers.  
 

Demand that the USDA protect the US cattle herd. 
 

Give this number to all of your friends and relatives who live in rural areas and cities.   

202-224-3121  They have just as big of a stake in this as cattle producers do. 
 

Please plan to join us! 

ICI Annual Meeting 

Saturday, December 1st 

Quality Inn & Suites Starlite Village Conference Center in Ames, Iowa 

 

There will be an ICI board meeting on Friday, November 30
th
 in the board room starting at 8:00 pm.  

 

Preliminary policy discussion with the board will be open to all members. 

 

The annual meeting will officially convene Saturday at 8:00 am.  

 

***REMINDER***  If your ICI membership is due, please  

remember to send your renewal payment in.  You may also check 

on your membership status and make your payments                                            

at the annual meeting. 
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What about the Prions? 
 

By Ann Werner, R-CALF USA Region VII Director, Diagonal, Iowa 

 

Prions, the infectious particles that cause BSE (mad cow disease), are present in various parts of 

an affected animal.  These prion-infective tissues, which include the brain, skull, eyes, spinal 

cord, vertical column, tonsils, and part of the small intestine, are referred to as specified risk ma-

terials, or SRMõs. 

 

The United States Department of Agriculture (USDA) has proposed rules to allow the importation 

from Canada of cattle and beef from cattle over thirty months of age.  Ultimately, most of these 

high-risk animals will be sent to packing plants and processed for human food consumption. 

 

USDA regulations require that all SRMõs must be removed at the harvest facility. 

 

It is important to realize that prions, which are present in the SRMõs of affected animals, are very 

difficult to destroy.   

 

*Prions are not destroyed by normal cooking temperatures. 

 

*Prions are not destroyed by incineration. 

 

*Prions are not destroyed by standard sterilization procedures or       

  chemical procedures. 

 

*Prions are not destroyed by irradiation. 

 

*Prions can withstand extremely high or extremely low temperatures. 

 

*Sub clinically affected animals (showing no symptoms) are still  

  infective. 

 

*Very small exposure to prions can cause disease. 

 

Allowing the importation of high-risk older cattle from a country with a significant BSE occurrence 

will mean that many tons of high-risk SRMõs will enter the United States.   

 

What will be done with the SRMõs from high-risk animals? 

 

According to USDA regulations, these SRMõs will be allowed for use in non-ruminant animal feed, 

pet food, and fertilizer.  Thus, the prions could be distributed throughout the United States. 

 

 CONTINUED ON PAGE FIVE 
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Join Independent Cattlemen of Iowa 

 
 

   Do you own cattle?  _____  Yes        _____ No    
 

  

 Check the yearly membership you desire:   Name ________________________________________________________ 
 

  Charter Membership  _____ $100  Company ____________________________________________________ 
 

   Regular Membership  _____  $  35  Address______________________________________________________ 

   (must own cattle) 

City_________________________ State_____ Zip Code______________ 

   Associate Membership  _____ $  35 

   (non-cattle owner, non-voting)    Phone__________________________  Fax__________________________ 

 

   Affiliate Associations  _____ $100  Email ________________________________________________________  
 

   ICI/R-CALF Membership  _____ $ 85 

   

   ICI/R-CALF  Associate  _____ $ 85 

   Membership  

 
 

Contributions to ICI are not tax deductible as charitable contributions.  However, they may be tax deductible as ordinary and necessary business expense. 
 

 

Make checks payable to ICI and mail this form along with your check or money order to:  

Independent Cattlemen of Iowa 

PO Box 131 

Maurice, IA  51036 

 

Please contact your neighbors or anyone else you believe may benefit from becoming an  

ICI member and ask them to join! 
 

CONTINUED FROM PAGE FOUR 

 

Used in animal feed, infectious prions would be spilled or excreted on farms throughout the na-

tion.  Furthermore, since USDA regulations allow SRMõs and blood from high-risk cattle to be used 

in fertilizer in the United States, infectious prions could be distributed not only on the soil, but also 

leached into streams and water sources. 

 

Since Canadaõs current feed ban prohibits the use of SRMõs in the production of animal feed, pet 

food, and fertilizer, SRMõs have little value in Canada.  However, under USDAõs proposed guide-

lines, Canada can send (sell) these high-risk products to the United States. 

 

Interestingly, OIE (World Health Organization) guidelines prohibit the use of SRMõs in fertilizer.  It 

remains to be seen whether exports of US grains and foods will continue to be accepted by trad-

ing partners as a result of the use of SRMõs in fertilizers. 

 

ICI members who oppose the USDAõs Over-Thirty-Month Rule are urged to call their Senators and 

Congressmen and ask them to co-sponsor and support Resolutions of Disapproval against the 

USDAõs plan to allow importation of Canadian cattle over-30-months (OTM) of age. 
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Do we want RFID tags in our cattle? 

 

 

Chip Implants Linked to Animal Tumors, Sunday, September 9, 2007 

By TODD LEWAN, AP National Writer  

When the U.S. Food and Drug Administration approved implanting microchips in humans, the manufacturer said 

it would save lives, letting doctors scan the tiny transponders to access patients' medical records almost in-

stantly. The FDA found "reasonable assurance" the device was safe, and a sub-agency even called it one of 

2005's top "innovative technologies." 

But neither the company nor the regulators publicly mentioned this: A series of veterinary and toxicology stud-

ies, dating to the mid-1990s, stated that chip implants had "induced" malignant tumors in some lab mice and rats. 

"The transponders were the cause of the tumors," said Keith Johnson, a retired toxicology pathologist, explaining 

in a phone interview the findings of a 1996 study he led at the Dow Chemical Co. in Midland, Mich. 

Leading cancer specialists reviewed the research for The Associated Press and, while cautioning that animal test 

results do not necessarily apply to humans, said the findings troubled them. Some said they would not allow fam-

ily members to receive implants, and all urged further research before the glass-encased transponders are 

widely implanted in people. 

To date, about 2,000 of the so-called radio frequency identification, or RFID, devices have been implanted in hu-

mans worldwide, according to VeriChip Corp. "We stand by our implantable products which have been ap-

proved by the FDA and/or other U.S. regulatory authorities," Scott Silverman, VeriChip Corp. chairman and 

chief executive officer, said in a written response to AP questions. 

 òThe FDA also stands by its approval of the technology.ó 

Did the agency know of the tumor findings before approving the chip implants? The FDA declined repeated AP 

requests to specify what studies it reviewed. 

The FDA is overseen by the Department of Health and Human Services, which, at the time of VeriChip's ap-

proval, was headed by Tommy Thompson. Two weeks after the device's approval took effect on Jan. 10, 2005, 

Thompson left his Cabinet post, and within five months was a board member of VeriChip Corp. and Applied 

Digital Solutions. He was compensated in cash and stock options. 

òThompson, says he had no personal relationship with the company as the VeriChip was being evaluated, nor 

did he play any role in FDA's approval process of the RFID tag.ó 

CONTINUED ON PAGE  SEVEN  
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CONTINUED FROM PAGE SIX 

"I didn't even know VeriChip before I stepped down from the Department of Health and Human Services," he said in a 

telephone interview. 

Published in veterinary and toxicology journals between 1996 and 2006, the studies found that lab mice and rats in-

jected with microchips sometimes developed subcutaneous "sarcomas" ñ malignant tumors, most of them encasing 

the implants. 

_ A 1998 study in Ridgefield, Conn., of 177 mice reported cancer incidence to be slightly higher than 10 percent ñ a 

result the researchers described as "surprising." 

In humans, sarcomas, which strike connective tissues, can range from the highly curable to "tumors that are incredibly 

aggressive and can kill people in three to six months," he said. 

And what of former HHS secretary Thompson? 

When asked what role, if any, he played in VeriChip's approval, Thompson replied: "I had nothing to do with it. And if 

you look back at my record, you will find that there has never been any improprieties whatsoever." 

FDA's Watson said: "I have no recollection of him being involved in it at all." VeriChip Corp. declined comment. 

Thompson vigorously campaigned for electronic medical records and healthcare technology both as governor of Wis-

consin and at HHS. While in President Bush's Cabinet, he formed a "medical innovation" task force that worked to part-

ner FDA with companies developing medical information technologies. 

After leaving the Cabinet and joining the company board, Thompson received options on 166,667 shares of VeriChip 

Corp. stock, and options on an additional 100,000 shares of stock from its parent company, Applied Digital Solutions, 

according to SEC records. He also received $40,000 in cash in 2005 and again in 2006, the filings show. 

The Project on Government Oversight called Thompson's actions "unacceptable" even though they did not violate 

what the independent watchdog group calls weak conflict-of-interest laws. 

Thompson is a partner at Akin Gump Strauss Hauer & Feld LLP, a Washington law firm that was paid $1.2 million for 

legal services it provided the chip maker in 2005 and 2006, according to SEC filings. 

On the Web: 

www.verichipcorp.com 

 

www.antichips.com 

www.fda.gov/cdrh/ 

This complete story can be read at the following web address:  

http://www.sfgate.com/cgi-bin/article.cgi?f=/n/a/2007/09/08/national/a110424D74.DTL&tsp=1 

http://www.verichipcorp.com
http://www.antichips.com
http://www.fda.gov/cdrh/
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Meet your directors: Dan & Melissa Loving 

Independent Cattlemen of Iowa 

PO Box  131 

Maurice, IA  51036 

www.independentcattlemenofiowa.com  

The views expressed in the articles within ICI Insights are those of the individual author and not 

necessarily those of the Independent Cattlemen of Iowa.  


