
FE
BR

UA
RY

-M
AR

CH
 2

01
4 The National Pork Producers

Council in 2013 worked to
advance the agenda of the

U.S. pork industry, scoring several
successes and making progress on
other matters of importance to
pork producers. 

As the year came to a close, NPPC
was working to keep provisions
important to the pork industry in
the Farm Bill. (The bill was signed
into law Feb. 7, 2014.) The organi-
zation also worked during the year
to keep detrimental provisions out
of the Farm Bill; weighed in on
immigration reform
and tax policy;
addressed a report
critical of modern
food-animal pro-
duction; defended
at the state and fed-
eral levels producers’
ability to use sow
housing that’s
best for their
animals;
and
pushed
for fund-
ing of 
critical

agricultural programs.

NPPC also addressed environ-
ment and energy (See Pages 10-11)
and animal health issues (See Pages
6-7) and worked on a number of
trade matters (See Pages 8-9).

On the Farm Bill, NPPC got
included in the House-passed
measure language to address the
Country-of-Origin Labeling (COOL)
law, which threatens to prompt
trade retaliation from Canada 
and Mexico; to prevent the U.S.
Department of Agriculture from
writing rules related to private
contracts between producers and

packers; and to prohibit
states from imposing
their agricultural laws
on other states. It got
included in the legisla-
tion approved by both
houses of Congress a
measure to bar the
U.S. Environmental

Protection Agency
from releasing to
third parties the
personal data of
farmers. (All of
those provisions

2013 Victories Come Despite Congressional Gridlock

In Tough Year, NPPC Gets Wins

continued 
on page 4
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A n d  S u c c e s s e s

America’s pork producers. In 2013,
we weighed in on a host of issues,
from antibiotics and the Farm Bill
to environmental regulations and
free trade matters.

And we did have our successes,
which you can read about in the
pages of this Annual Report.
(Although given the continuing
gridlock in Congress, budget
“sequestration,” a government
shutdown and the nearly all-con-
suming Farm Bill, it’s a wonder
any legislative business got done
last year.)

Our biggest success was keep-
ing out of the Farm Bill the “Egg

Products
Inspection Act
Amendments,” a
provision backed
by the Humane
Society of the
United States
that would have
codified in fed-
eral law the size
of laying hen
cages. That mea-
sure would have
set a “dangerous

precedent” for allowing the federal
bureaucrats to
regulate on-farm
production prac-
tices, including
animal housing.

One of our
biggest – and
ongoing – chal-
lenges last year
was the outbreak

Leave it to a farmer to be
short, to the point and prac-
tical. American farmer and

former governor and U.S. senator
from Vermont George Aiken, sug-
gesting that the United States
declare victory in Vietnam and
bring home the troops, just as eas-
ily could have been offering advice
to the National Pork Producers
Council after a year like 2013.

Hundreds of hours spent lobby-
ing members of Congress and
executive branch officials, dozens
of meetings as part of various
coalitions and work with other
agriculture industry groups to
advance proposals beneficial to
the U.S. pork industry and to stop
ones that would be detrimental to
pork producers didn’t exactly
translate into a laundry list of suc-
cesses. But for what we were able
to accomplish last year, NPPC
claims victory and leaves to fight
another day. 

Of course, every day of every
year NPPC fights on your behalf to
get reasonable legislation and reg-
ulation, to open new and expand
existing export markets and to
protect the livelihoods of

continued on page 3



of Porcine Epidemic Diarrhea
Virus (PEDV), which first was
identified in May. NPPC worked,
and continues to work, closely
with the U.S. Department of
Agriculture to investigate, monitor
and deal with the disease, which
remains an issue for hundreds of
producers.

We also
worked more
than ever at the
state level,
weighing in on
the sow hous-
ing issue in a
number of
Northeast
states. (We
stopped several
stall ban pro-
posals.)

In addition to our legislative
and regulatory efforts, NPPC in
2013 began reaching out to “non-
traditional” groups, talking about
pork industry issues with the
Congressional Black Caucus and
the Congressional Hispanic
Caucus, whose members represent
constituencies that eat a lot of our

product. We’ll
continue that
dialogue in
2014.

NPPC’s
political action
committee,
PorkPAC, last
year raised a
record amount
of funds, which

will be used to help elect for
congressional office candidates
whose views represent the

interests of
U.S. pork pro-
ducers.

Finally, we
continued to
show our
commitment
to continuous
improvement
and to the
ethical princi-
ples embod-

ied in the We Care program,
instituting the See It? Stop It!
program that encourages pork
producers and their workers to
immediately report any animal
abuse or neglect.

With your continued sup-
port and involvement, next year
NPPC once again can depart
the field and declare victory.

Face it: Social media is the
way to communicate these
days, and the National Pork

Producers Council whole-heartedly
embraced it in 2013.

With minimal funds and cre-
ative ads, NPPC boosted its
Facebook “likes” – followers of its
page – during the year to more
than 16,000 from 3,700. NPPC will
use this large audience to share
positive messages about the U.S.
pork industry. 

NPPC also helped dramatically
increase the Keep Food Affordable
(KFA) Facebook “likes” in 2013 to
nearly 43,500 from about 11,500.
KFA is a coalition of consumers,
farmers and food groups address-
ing emerging threats to the safety,
affordability and accessibility of
the nation’s food supply.

With a larger grassroots army
of followers, KFA will be able to
bring significant pressure to bear
on members of Congress on

behalf of the U.S. pork indus-
try and other animal

agriculture sectors.

#NPPCSocia lMedia

continued from page 2
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continued from cover

NPPC Successes Scored On Farm Bill, Ag Funding, State Stall Bans

which includes $20 million for
feral swine control – a significant
increase over fiscal 2013 – and
$404 million for construction of
the National Bio- and Agro-
Defense Facility in Manhattan,
Kan., to replace Plum Island in
New York.

The spending bill also contin-
ues the prohibition on USDA from
implementing regulations related
to contracts in the livestock and
poultry industries and expresses
the sense of Congress that the May
2013 COOL rule USDA issued
does not meet U.S. trade obliga-
tions under the World Trade
Organization. 

NPPC also lobbied USDA to
ensure that federal meat inspec-
tors were kept on the job during
the partial government shutdown
last year. (Early indications from
the agency were that the inspec-
tors would be deemed “non-essen-
tial” and would be furloughed for
up to 14 days, action that would
have closed packing plants.) NPPC
and other livestock groups and
poultry organizations asked
Agriculture Secretary Tom Vilsack

to recognize meat inspectors as
“essential” workers.

Pork Reporting Begins
Thanks to NPPC's efforts, in

April, USDA’s Agriculture
Marketing Service (AMS) began
issuing mandatory and voluntary
wholesale pork reports, and its
Foreign Agriculture Service began 
publishing reports on U.S. pork
exports. NPPC was instrumental
in getting the reports added to 
the Livestock Mandatory Price
Reporting law during that statute’s
2010 reauthorization.

NPPC participated in a negoti-
ated rulemaking committee that
created the framework for the
wholesale pork reporting system,
which requires meat packers to
submit the price of each sale,
quantity and other characteristics,
such as the type of sale, item
description and destination of the
product. 

Immigration Reform Sought
NPPC was part of the Food

Manufacturers Immigration
Coalition that pushed for legisla-
tion that would establish a stable
farm workforce. The coalition
backed a measure sponsored by

unfortunately were dropped in the
final Farm Bill.)

Also part of the Farm Bill – and
in the final measure – were trichi-
nae surveillance and feral swine
control programs, a provision
requiring the Secretary of
Agriculture to establish an
Undersecretary for Trade, one
requesting USDA to study the 
efficacy of a catastrophic disease
event insurance program for pork
producers and reauthorization of
export promotion programs.

Most importantly, NPPC kept
out of the Farm Bill the “Egg
Products Inspection Act
Amendments,” a provision backed
by the Humane Society of the
United States that would have cod-
ified in federal law the size of lay-
ing hen cages.

NPPC argued that the so-called
Egg Bill would have set a “danger-
ous precedent” for allowing the
federal government to regulate on-
farm production practices, includ-
ing animal housing, and would
have taken away producers’ free-
dom to operate in ways that are
best for their animals.

Ag Funding Approved
In a related matter and in a year

with shrinking budgets because of
“sequestration” – automatic,
across-the-board cuts in federal
spending – NPPC convinced con-
gressional lawmakers to approve
funding for fiscal 2014 that will be
beneficial to pork producers. 

In early January 2014, President
Obama signed into law the $1.1
trillion omnibus spending bill,

4 nppc.org •  February-March 2014



House Judiciary Chairman Bob
Goodlatte, R-Va. – the “Agricultural
Guestworker Act” – to replace the
existing temporary, seasonal work-
er program. The bill would mod-
ernize and streamline the current
agricultural guest worker program
and would be administered by USDA.

The organization also spear-
headed agriculture’s efforts on a
change in tax policy that could
have had negative consequences
for many farmers. NPPC signed
onto a letter to Congress, provided
written testimony and had farmers
weigh in on a proposal that would
require operations that have gross
receipts of $10 million or more to
switch from using cash accounting
to accrual accounting; current law
requires the accrual method for
operations of $25 million or more. 

NPPC helped convince a U.S.
bankruptcy judge to approve a
bankruptcy deal for commodities
futures trading firm MF Global
that returns all funds to its former
clients. MF Global lost $1.6 billion
from customer accounts, including
30-40 percent of all pork producers.
NPPC urged the trustee overseeing
MF Global’s bankruptcy to provide

safeguards and protections for
customers, and early in 2013
NPPC submitted comments to 
the Commodity Futures Trading
Commission on a proposed rule
designed to provide more protec-
tion for customer funds in futures
accounts.

Sow Housing Defended
On another issue involving

HSUS, NPPC continued to defend
pork producers’ ability to use
housing systems that are best for
the well-being of their animals.
The animal-rights group has
coerced a number of food compa-
nies and restaurant chains into
demanding that their pork suppli-
ers abandon individual sow hous-
ing systems.

The organization also fought
against legislation at the state level
to ban the use of sow stalls, beat-
ing back measures in Connecticut,
New Hampshire, New Jersey, New
York and Vermont.

The New Jersey General
Assembly approved a bill to out-
law stalls, but Gov. Chris Christie
vetoed it, and the Assembly decid-
ed not to attempt to override the
veto. NPPC Chief Veterinarian Liz
Wagstrom testified before the New

Jersey Agriculture and Natural
Resources Assembly

Committee against
the measure,

which was strongly supported 
by HSUS.

NPPC also led the food-animal
industry’s response to a 2013
report critical of modern farm
animal production from the Center
for a Livable Future, a part of the
Johns Hopkins University
Bloomberg School of Public Health. 

New Report Refuted
The Center for a Livable Future

was part of the PEW Commission
on Industrial Farm Animal
Production that released a 2008
report that called for phasing out
certain production practices, ban-
ning certain animal antibiotics
and placing new restrictions on
the use of manure; it said large
animal feeding operations are 
bad for rural economies. The 
2013 report was an update of 
the earlier report.

In its response – “What the
Center for a Livable Future, Pew
Commission & Others Aren’t
Telling You About Food Production”
– the animal agriculture industry
detailed the progress the beef,
dairy, poultry and swine indus-
tries have made over at least the
past five years in animal care, con-
tinuous improvement, responsible
antibiotics usage, food safety and
environmental sustainability.

Finally, in 2013 NPPC began to
build relationships with “non-tra-
ditional” constituencies, reaching
out to members of Congress from
urban and suburban areas of the
country and to lawmakers in the
Congressional Black Caucus and
the Congressional Hispanic Caucus.
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PEDV, FDA Antibiotics Guidance, Drug-Approval Law Addressed

market quicker, was expeditiously
passed through both the House
and Senate thanks in large part to
the efforts of NPPC.

First enacted in 2003, ADUFA
allows the U.S. Food and Drug
Administration to collect fees
from animal health companies for
the review and approval of animal
health products, including ones
for farm animals and pets. The
fees supplement the agency’s
annual congressionally-approved
appropriations and have enabled
FDA to dramatically reduce its
review time for new animal drugs,
bringing medications to market
more quickly while maintaining
high standards for safety and
effectiveness.

NPPC worked to get ADUFA
legislation approved without
detrimental amendments.
Opponents of modern livestock
production had threatened to offer
provisions to restrict from use in
food-animal production certain
antibiotics and to require report-
ing of on-farm uses of animal
health products.

Guidance 213 Finalized
With final guidance set to take

effect in late 2013, NPPC last year
weighed in on the FDA proposal to
phase out the use by the animal
agriculture industry of certain
antibiotics and to require more
veterinary oversight of on-farm
antibiotics use.

FDA’s Guidance 213 asks animal
health companies to voluntarily
remove growth promotion labels
on antibiotics important to human
healthcare and requires producers
to obtain Veterinary Feed
Directives (VFDs) for antibiotics
added to animal feed.

Although it questioned the need
for the guidance, NPPC worked
with FDA to ensure the new regula-
tions were workable for producers. 

Hours-Of-Service Waiver Secured
NPPC, along with 13 other live-

stock, poultry and food organiza-
tions, in June petitioned the U.S.
Department of Transportation’s
Federal Motor Carrier Safety
Administration (FMCSA) to give
livestock haulers a 90-day waiver –
it was granted – from complying
with a rule that requires drivers to
take a 30-minute break for every
eight hours of service. NPPC sub-
sequently requested a permanent
exemption from the rule. (That

request is still pending before
the FMCSA.)

Last year, NPPC continued
to add to its grassroots ranks,

graduating another class from
its Swine Veterinarian Public

Policy Advocacy Program, which
educates swine veterinarians
about the public-policy and regu-

The National Pork Producers
Council worked with the
National Pork Board and the

American Association of Swine
Veterinarians to create guidelines
for reducing the risk of Porcine
Epidemic Diarrhea Virus (PEDV),
which wreaked havoc on producers’
animals last year.

First identified in the United
States in May, PEDV has caused
significant losses to producers in –
at press time – 23 states, with
mortality rates in young pigs of up
to 100 percent. The new guidelines
stress a renewed focus on biosecu-
rity at all stages of the production
process, including during trans-
portation of hogs.

NPPC also worked closely with
the U.S. Department of Agriculture
to investigate and monitor the dis-
ease, which remains an issue for
hundreds of producers.

Drug-Review Law Approved
In September, the Animal Drug

User Fee Act (ADUFA), which
helps get
needed ani-
mal health
products to

continued on page 7
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and that animal abuse is not
acceptable or tolerated; farm
workers are encouraged to 
report abuse.

As a condition of employment,
many pork operations require
workers to sign policy docu-
ments that confirm their roles
and responsibilities for animal
care, including the reporting of
any animal abuse they witness.
Such policies usually include dis-
ciplinary action, including termi-
nation, for failure to report

abuse.

The initiative is
an adjunct to the

pork industry’s
“We Care” pro-
gram, which
promotes pork
producers’
long-standing

commitment to
responsible pork

production and to
continuous improve-

ment in animal care, han-
dling and transportation. It also
bolsters the Pork Quality
Assurance (PQA) Plus® program,
which outlines best practices for
proper animal care, and the
Transport Quality Assurance pro-
gram, which certifies people who
transport hogs in proper care
and handling methods.

latory processes and about the
importance of pork trade, interna-
tional trade standards and com-
prehensive surveillance and swine
influenza reporting. Graduates of
the program can be called on to
write comments on proposed fed-
eral regulations, participate in
congressional briefings and act as
spokespersons for the U.S. pork
industry. 

Related, in cooperation with
Elanco Animal Health, the organi-
zation in 2013 held the first Swine
Veterinarian Public Policy
Advocacy Program Advanced
Session, which covered traditional
and social media training as well
as an introduction to
state issues and
activities. NPPC
will host two
more sessions 
in 2014.

Reaffirming their strong
commitment to animal
care and well-being, the

National Pork Producers
Council, the National Pork
Board, the U.S. dairy industry
and the Center for Food Integrity
– a not-for-profit corporation
that builds consumer trust and
confidence in today’s food sys-
tem – last year launched an ini-
tiative to encourage the immedi-
ate reporting of animal abuse,
neglect, mishandling or harm.

The See It? Stop It! initiative
provides tools for farms
to affirm that prop-
er animal care is
the responsibil-
ity of all
employees

For more information about the
See It? Stop It! initiative, including

an employer checklist, guidance for
integrating it into existing animal
well-being programs, posters for use
in barns and guidance on employee
training, visit www.SeeItStopIt.org.

Abuse Reporting Program Launched

continued 
from page 6
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U.S. Pork Trade Expanded Through NPPC Efforts

tion requirements on U.S. pork,
which included testing and freez-
ing of pork and pork products.
Colombia now will recognize the
United States as having “negligible
risk” for trichinae and will require
that all pigs whose meat is intend-
ed for export to Colombia be part
of the Pork Quality Assurance Plus
(PQA Plus) program. 

NPPC will continue its efforts
to remove trichinae mitigation
requirements in Chile, Peru and
Singapore as part of negotiations
on the Trans-Pacific Partnership,
as well as in other markets that
maintain the barrier. The elimina-
tion of trichinae mitigation
requirements will generate more
U.S. pork exports. Iowa State
University economist Dermot Hayes
estimates that the removal of the
trichinae testing requirement in
conjunction with the full imple-
mentation of the U.S.-Colombia
Free Trade Agreement will cause
U.S. pork exports to Colombia to
reach $160 million annually with-
in 10 years. The removal of the
trichinae mitigation requirement
alone accounts for a sales increase
of $50 million annually.

CHILE
In a big victory for America’s

pork producers, Chile decided no
action should be taken to limit

pork imports, including those from
the United States, after concluding
an investigation on whether
imports were harming domestic
pork producers. Chile initiated a
“safeguard” investigation in May
2013 on all imported frozen pork.
The Chilean Pork Producers
Association alleged that pork
imports caused losses to its pro-
ducers and called for a 14.3 percent
additional duty on imported pork.

NPPC claimed the charges of
harm were unfounded and plead-
ed the U.S. pork industry’s case.
After an investigation, a Chilean
commission decided that “safe-
guard” measures, such as addition-
al duties, weren’t warranted. In
2012, Chile was the 12th most
valuable export destination for
U.S. pork products, totaling almost
17,000 metric tons valued at more
than $42 million.

NEW ZEALAND
With the help of NPPC-nomi-

nated experts, New Zealand’s
Supreme Court in December 2013
dismissed an appeal from the New
Zealand Pork Industry Board
(NZPork), allowing the importa-
tion from the United States of con-
sumer-ready cuts of uncooked
pork less than 3 kilograms.

NZPork had sought to restrict
pork imports from countries with

The National Pork Producers
Council had a successful
year on the international

trade front, with much progress
made in eliminating non-science-
based import barriers to U.S. pork. 

For 2013, the U.S. pork industry
sent more than $6 billion of product
to foreign destinations. While that
amount was down slightly from
2012, the industry saw increases in
exports going to several important
– and relatively new – markets,
with sales to China and to coun-
tries in Central and South America
rising. Japan remained the No. 1
market for U.S. pork exports, tak-
ing nearly $1.9 billion of product.
Last year’s pork exports, which
accounted for 25.7 percent of total
U.S. production, added almost $54
to the price producers received for
each hog marketed.

Here are several important 2013
trade victories for U.S. pork pro-
ducers. 

COLOMBIA
In an effort to boost U.S. pork

exports, NPPC worked closely with
U.S. and Colombian officials to
remove unscientific and burden-
some trichinae mitigation require-
ments in the South American
country. Colombia decided to
remove all trichinae risk-mitiga-
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porcine reproductive and respira-
tory syndrome (PRRS), including
the United States. It appealed to
the Supreme Court after the Court
of Appeal and High Court decided
in favor of a government risk
assessment that would further lib-
eralize market access for U.S. pork.
The High Court found in favor of
the New Zealand Ministry for
Primary Industries and its Import
Health Standard for pork products
from countries with PRRS. There
is a negligible risk of PRRS trans-
mission from the legal importation
of pork from countries with the
disease, which does not pose a
food-safety risk. 

Thanks to the work of experts
nominated by NPPC to the New
Zealand Independent Working
Group and the New Zealand PRRS
Expert Working Group, scientific
evidence was used to illustrate the
minimal risk of spreading the virus
from imported pork to New Zealand
pigs. NPPC is also working to
remove PRRS-related restrictions
in Australia and South Africa.

VIETNAM
NPPC played a significant role

in convincing Vietnam in
September to lift its ban on “white
offal.” Vietnam offers great poten-
tial for expanding U.S. pork
exports, and although Vietnam
currently has several non-tariff
barriers that restrict U.S. pork

imports, progress on elimi-
nating them is being made.

NPPC will continue to work
closely with U.S. and Vietnamese
government officials to promote
the adoption of science-based
standards through the Trans-
Pacific Partnership (TPP) negotia-
tions. Iowa State University econo-
mist Dermot Hayes estimates that
if Vietnamese import duties and
its sanitary-phytosanitary restric-
tions are removed through a TPP
agreement, U.S. pork exports
would increase by hundreds of
millions of dollars annually.

CODEX TRICHINAE STANDARD
With significant input from

NPPC, the Codex Committee on
Food Hygiene in November 
agreed to advance the “Proposed
Draft Guidelines for Control of
Specific Zoonotic Parasites in
Meat for Trichinella spp.” to the
Codex Commission for final 
adoption, which should happen 
in July 2014.

The draft includes a provision
to accept a negligible-risk stan-
dard for trichinae based on estab-
lishing a compartment-based sur-
veillance at the packing plant. The
guidelines would allow the United
States to demonstrate its negligi-
ble risk status. NPPC worked with
experts to provide input into the
draft trichinae guidelines.

TRANS-PACIFIC
PARTNERSHIP

NPPC has been heavily
involved in talks on the Trans-
Pacific Partnership (TPP), a
regional trade negotiation that
includes the United States,
Australia, Brunei Darussalam,
Canada, Chile, Japan, Malaysia,
Mexico, New Zealand, Peru,
Singapore and Vietnam, which
account for a combined 40 
percent of global GDP.

Japan is the top value export
market for U.S. pork, accounting
for almost $2 billion in 2012
sales. However, Japan is demand-
ing in the TPP talks special
treatment for its agricultural
sector, including exclusions from
the agreement or special protec-
tion of certain “sensitive” prod-
ucts. If the United States can’t
reach an agreement with Japan
that includes comprehensive 
liberalization in the agricultural
sector, NPPC believes a TPP 
deal should be concluded with-
out Japan.

According to Iowa State
University economist Dermot
Hayes, increased pork exports
resulting from a TPP agreement
that eliminates all tariffs and
non-tariffs barriers and includes
Japan would create more than
15,500 direct and indirect U.S.
pork-related jobs.
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2013 Environment And Energy Challenges Met

NPPC Objected To Data Releases
After objections from NPPC

and other farm organizations, EPA
requested that the environmental
groups return the data but reis-
sued it after redacting some of 
the information. The reissued data
still contained some personal
information on farmers. EPA then
informed NPPC in late June of its
intent to again release the infor-
mation, which includes names,
addresses and GPS coordinates 
of farms and personal contact
information. 

NPPC and the American Farm
Bureau Federation in July filed a
lawsuit in the U.S. District Court
for the District of Minnesota
against EPA over the data release.
In response to the lawsuit, EPA
suspended further data releases.
(The case is still pending in the
district court.)

E-Reporting Rule Withdrawn
In a related issue, NPPC devel-

oped comments and organized a
coalition of other livestock groups
in response to EPA’s proposed elec-
tronic reporting rule for livestock
operations. The agency withdrew
the proposal after objections from
NPPC and the other groups.

The proposal would have
required farmers with CWA per-
mits, as well as the state agencies
that manage the permits, to elec-
tronically submit the permit infor-
mation and any associated reports

to EPA for inclusion in a search-
able web-based database. For
farmers who do not discharge and
do not need to obtain a federal
permit, the proposed rule, never-
theless, would have required states
to submit information associated
with state permits or records of
state inspections of the farms.

In its comments to EPA, NPPC
objected to the so-called E-Reporting
Rule because it could lead to
unlawful dissemination of personal
information about the country’s
farmers. Agricultural and food
organizations also raised concerns
with the proposal’s provision to
organize farmers’ personal infor-
mation into a publicly available,
searchable database. That would
create a “system of records,” which
must be protected from general
disclosure under the Privacy Act,
the organizations pointed out. 

Suit Filed Over Water Standards
NPPC also managed agricul-

ture’s opposition to EPA imposing
restrictive water-quality standards
on the Mississippi River watershed.
It joined a lawsuit against EPA over
the agency’s proposed Total
Maximum Daily Loads (TMDLs) –
amounts of various nutrients – for
the seven-state Chesapeake Bay
watershed, which NPPC feared
would serve as a model for the
Mississippi watershed and could
be used to limit the size of farms
and restrict the application of
manure to cropland.

In the environment and energy
areas, the National Pork
Producers Council spent most

of 2013 grappling with the U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency.

After EPA released early in the
year the personal data of livestock
producers to environmental groups,
NPPC organized a response, voic-
ing to the agency objections to the
release and filing a lawsuit to pre-
vent future releases.

EPA turned over raw data on
farms in 30 states, including, in
some instances, farmers’ home
addresses, phone numbers and e-
mail addresses as well as informa-
tion on employees of the opera-
tions, to the Natural Resources
Defense Council (NRDC), Earth
Justice and the Pew Charitable
Trusts under Freedom of
Information Act requests the
groups filed.

EPA gathered the information
despite being forced in 2012 to
drop a proposed Clean Water 
Act (CWA) data reporting rule 
for Concentrated Animal Feeding
Operations (CAFOs) because of
concerns about the privacy and
biosecurity of family farms. The
regulation was the result of a 
2010 “sweetheart” deal the agency
entered with environmental
groups, including NRDC.
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The political action com-
mittee of the National 
Pork Producers Council –

PorkPAC – had a successful 2013,
raising a record amount thanks
to U.S. pork producers.

The PAC raised nearly
$223,500 in 2013, an “off ” elec-
tion year. The amount was more
than an 8 percent increase over
2012. PorkPAC disbursed during
the year contributions to the
campaigns of 82 candidates in 
33 states, running for federal
office in 2014. 

PorkPAC was created in 1986
to educate and support candidates
at the federal level whose views
represent the interests of pork
producers, processors and the
U.S. pork industry. It allows NPPC
members concerned with the
future of the pork industry to
contribute to worthy candidates
for federal office.

PorkPAC Raised
Record Amount 

In 2013

nppc.org •  February-March 2014

For more information about
NPPC’s PorkPAC, contact Bill

Davis at 202-347-3600 or at
davisw@nppc.org.

Agricultural groups appealed a
U.S. District Court ruling against
them in that case. (The appeal is
pending.) Although it agreed with
the groups’ argument that the
CWA does not authorize EPA to set
water-quality standards for states,
that the regulation was arbitrary
and capricious and that the
TMDLs were based on flawed
computer modeling, the district
court ruled that EPA needed to
respond to requests from environ-
mentalists to develop the TMDLs,
giving reasons if it denied such
requests. 

Comments Made On Report
Last year, NPPC also joined

with other agricultural and indus-
try groups in submitting com-
ments to EPA on the agency’s draft
science report that examines the
connection between various
streams and wetlands relative to
federally regulated waters of the
United States. EPA will use the
report as the scientific basis for
expanding its jurisdiction over the
nation’s waterways and wetlands
under the CWA. 

Currently, EPA’s jurisdiction is
limited to “navigable waters of the
United States.” The U.S. Supreme
Court has made it clear that to reg-
ulate additional water bodies, EPA
must show a hydrologic connec-
tion to navigable waters. NPPC is
concerned that an expansion of

EPA’s
jurisdiction
over waterways
will require farmers to obtain CWA
permits for tile drainage, grass
waterways and ditches on farms.

Feed Crisis Addressed
NPPC’s efforts in 2012 to

address feed availability carried
through to 2013. The approach
NPPC suggested EPA take in deal-
ing with the feed crisis was instru-
mental in the agency issuing last
year changes to the Renewable
Fuels Standard (RFS) blending
requirements for 2014. Under the
new proposal, blending levels for
all biofuels were reduced from
18.5 billion gallons to 15.21 billion
gallons; the RFS for corn ethanol
decreased from 14.4 billion gal-
lons to 13 billion gallons for 2014.

Finally, NPPC last year weighed
in on the replacement for EPA
Administrator Lisa Jackson, 
giving Gina McCarthy, EPA’s 
assistant administrator of the
Office of Air and Radiation, its
support based on her history of
working with the animal agricul-
ture industry on various issues
and making decisions based on
sound science. NPPC President
Randy Spronk penned for Roll
Call, a Capitol Hill publication, an
op-ed in support of McCarthy’s
nomination. She was confirmed 
as administrator July 18.
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