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In a letter sent Aug. 17 to Agriculture
Secretary Tom Vilsack, NPPC requested
$250 million in financial assistance and
other actions that should help producers,
who since September 2007 have lost an
average of more than $21 on each hog
marketed. It asked the agency to:

• Purchase immediately an additional
$50 million of pork for various federal
food programs, using fiscal 2009 funds.
Fiscal 2009 ends Sept. 30. (USDA annu-
ally buys pork for food programs; it
bought $62.6 million worth in 2008,
for example.)

• Lift a spending cap on USDA’s Section
32 program, and use $50 million of
$300 million available to purchase pork
for the program, which uses customs
receipts to buy non-price-supported
commodities for school lunch and
other food programs.

• Buy on Oct. 1 a minimum of $50 
million of pork, using fiscal 2010
funds. Fiscal 2010 begins Oct. 1.
The purchase would be in addition 
to USDA’s annual buy.

• Use $100 million of the $1 billion
appropriated for addressing the H1N1
virus for the swine industry. This

would include $70 million for swine
disease surveillance, $10 million for



The National Pork Producers Council has been work-
ing tirelessly for nearly two years now to help the U.S.
pork industry through its economic crisis, and we’re

hopeful our most recent request of the U.S. Department of
Agriculture will be honored and will help producers deal
with current financial and market challenges.

Among other actions, we have asked Agriculture
Secretary Tom Vilsack to purchase $150 million of pork for

various federal feeding programs. (For more on NPPC’s request, see the Cover story.)

We are continuing to fight against congressional proposals that could add to the
costs of pork production, winning an exemption for the livestock industry from
new regulations included in a U.S. House-approved food-safety bill and keeping
out of that legislation an amendment that would have prohibited the use in live-
stock of certain animal health products.

We also are continuing to urge our trading partners to open their markets to
U.S. pork. As you know, a number of countries imposed unwarranted bans on 
U.S. pork in the wake of the H1N1 flu.

And on the latter issue, we are reiterating to the media and to the public that 
the current H1N1 virus is not “swine” flu and never has been found in the U.S.
pork herd and that pork is safe to eat. H1N1 is transmitted human to human;
it is not a food-borne illness.
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Helping Producers 
And Changes At NPPC
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Neil Dierks
NPPC CEO
�

For several years, NPPC’s legislative and regulatory work has been directed by
Kirk Ferrell, the vice president of public policy in our Washington, D.C., office. Kirk
has provided invaluable service to NPPC and the pork industry during his tenure,
which began in 1990. His efforts have included various programming and policy
responsibilities.

Kirk will be resigning his position in late September to devote more time to his
family. I greatly respect and admire Kirk’s decision, and I wish him continued suc-
cess in any new endeavors and hope to collaborate with him again in the future.

Kirk’s shoes will be ably filled by Audrey Adamson, currently NPPC assistant
vice president of public policy, who will be vice president of domestic policy issues
effective Sept. 1. Audrey brings a dynamic background and a wealth of experience
to the position, which will direct NPPC domestic policy initiatives as well as over-
see operational activities of our D.C. office. Audrey will serve on the senior staff
management team.

The strength of NPPC always has been and will continue to be the tremendous
involvement and commitment of its pork producer members and its dedicated
staff. While things are challenging now, the future looks bright when we consider
those invaluable assets.

Neil Dierks
NPPC CEO
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U.S.
Senate in

the next few weeks
is expected to take up a
bill to reform the nation’s
food-safety system, and the
National Pork Producers Council
will be urging lawmakers not to
impose costly new regulations on
the nation’s pork producers.

The Senate bill – the “FDA Food
Safety Modernization Act” (S. 510)
sponsored by Sens. Richard Durbin,
D-Ill., and Richard Burr, R-N.C. –
mostly focuses on reform of the
U.S. Food and Drug Administration
and food-safety issues related to
fruits and vegetables.

In late July, the U.S. House
approved its own food-safety mea-
sure, which NPPC recognized as
much improved from an early ver-
sion of the bill, but the organization
took no position on the measure.

That bill, the “Food Safety
Enhancement Act of 2009” (H.R.
2749), would give the FDA the
framework for a risk-based inspec-
tion system and move the agency
toward a preventive approach to
addressing food-safety issues. The
bill, sponsored by Rep. John Dingell,
D-Mich., would give the FDA new
authorities to address food-borne-
illness outbreaks and regulate
processors’ record keeping in hopes
of more easily identifying outbreaks.

NPPC fought for and won an
exemption from the bill for livestock
and poultry. Grain operations also
are exempt from the bill, which origi-
nally would have given FDA power to

conduct
on-farm

inspections, to
quarantine geo-

graphic areas over
food-safety problems and

to create a “farm-to-fork”
tracing system for food. The

measure also would have allowed
FDA to write safety standards for on-
farm issues, such as animal control,
manure use and employee hygiene.

The U.S. Department of
Agriculture already oversees farms,
can quarantine animals when a
state asks it to for animal health
reasons and has an animal identifi-
cation system that can trace back
an animal to its farm of origin
within 48 hours.

The House legislation would 
give FDA the authority to issue
mandatory recalls of “adulterated”
or “tainted” food products, to
require food producers to keep
additional records and to impose
registration fees on facilities that
are required to register under the
Public Health Security and
Bioterrorism Preparedness and
Response Act of 2002. (Farms and
restaurants are exempt from the act.)

It’s those provisions, as well as
FDA’s new controls over feed and
veterinary products, about which
the U.S. pork industry is concerned.
While pork producers are exempt
from the House bill – and are not
expected to be covered under the
Senate measure – there is concern
that the Obama administration will
want to amend the Federal Meat
Inspection Act to include similar
requirements.

Livestock  Exempt  From House
FDA Food-Safety Legislation

For more information on CSP, 
contact Dwayne Howard at

dwayne.howard@wdc.usda.gov
or (202) 720-3524.

Aprogram that will pay farmers for
employing conservation practices
will move forward now that an

agreement has been reached on the rules
for implementing it.

The Conservation Stewardship
Program (CSP), which was championed
by Senate Agriculture Chairman Tom
Harkin, D-Iowa, and included in the
2008 Farm Bill, will provide annual pay-
ments to farmers who increase their
level of conservation practices, maintain
existing conservation activities and
adopt resource-conserving crop rotations.

The U.S. Department of Agriculture
last month reached agreement with the
Office of Management and Budget on
rules for the program. The agency will
hold sign-ups for the program in August.

The voluntary conservation program
will be administered by USDA’s Natural
Resources Conservation Service, which
will provide financial and technical
assistance to eligible producers to con-
serve and enhance soil, water, air and
related natural resources on their land.
Eligible lands include cropland, grass-
land, prairie land, improved pastureland,
rangeland, nonindustrial private forest
lands, agricultural land under the juris-
diction of an Indian tribe and other pri-
vate agricultural land – including
cropped woodland, marshes and agri-
cultural land used for the production of
livestock – on which resource concerns
related to agricultural production could
be addressed.
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pared to 3.03 grams for the same-
sized serving of skinless chicken
breast – low-calorie, relatively low-
cost source of high-quality protein,
says the National Pork Board.

Published scientific reports sup-
port the inclusion of lean pork in eat-
ing plans that prevent or manage
chronic illnesses such as diabetes,
cardiovascular disease and hyperten-
sion, and lean meat can play a role in
weight control. Research shows that
eating lean pork, for example,
improves feelings of fullness and
allows for the retention of lean mus-
cle, a key component of long-term
weight maintenance. And too much
weight, along with a lack of physical
activity, is one of the leading causes
of chronic health problems.

While people in the pork industry
may know these facts, the anti-meat
crowd never has let the truth get in
the way of advancing its agenda, and
they can be expected to smear pork
as one of the “bad foods.”

Dietary Guidelines Targeted
In addition to targeting reautho-

rization of the Child Nutrition Act,
anti-meat groups also may take aim
at the U.S. Dietary Guidelines for
Americans, which are the basis for
federal food policy and which are set
to be updated in 2010. There is spec-
ulation that Congress will simply
extend for a year rather than reautho-

zations have attempted 
to link red and processed
meat intake with higher
levels of cancer and heart
disease. But the “studies”
conducted to reach those
conclusions have been
flawed – one was based 
on a food questionnaire, a
research method that has
been roundly criticized –
and failed to consider the health 
benefits of nutrient-rich meats 
such as pork.

Meat Provides Nutrients
In fact, red meat provides “nutri-

ents of concern” – ones the federal
government says most people don’t
get enough of – including potassium,
iron and vitamin B12, which is found
only in food from animals.
Additionally, vital nutrients such as
iron and zinc are more easily
absorbed when they come from meat
rather than vegetables.

A serving of roast pork tender-
loin, for example, is an excellent
source of protein, thiamin, vitamin
B6, phosphorous and niacin and a
good source of riboflavin, potassium
and zinc. Furthermore, a 3-ounce
portion contributes just 6 percent of
the 2,000 recommended daily calo-
ries an average person should con-
sume. And pork producers, respond-
ing to consumer demand over the
past 30 years for lower fat foods, are
producing a leaner product. A 2006
study by the U.S. Department of
Agriculture found that six common
cuts of pork contain 16 percent less
total fat and 27 percent less saturated
fat than they did 15 years ago. It also
found that pork contains no artery-
clogging trans fats.

Pork is a lean – that 3-ounce ten-
derloin has 2.98 grams of fat com-

Every day during the school year,
more than 30 million children
receive free or reduced-price

lunches under the federal National
School Lunch Program, and 10 mil-
lion get breakfast under the National
School Breakfast Program. Pork is
included in many of the meals served
through those important plans.

The National Pork Producers
Council is working to ensure that
pork remains on the menu for those
and other federal food programs.

But a number of health and ani-
mal-rights groups are trying to
reduce or eliminate meat from the
school menu, and they may have a
vehicle to bring about a change: the
Child Nutrition Act.

The act, which Congress must
reauthorize or extend this year – it
expires Sept. 30 – was signed into law
in 1966 and incorporated the 1946
National School Lunch Act and estab-
lished the school breakfast program.
It was approved to help meet the
nutritional needs of children and to
“encourage the domestic consump-
tion of agricultural and other foods.”

Groups such as the American
Institute of Cancer Research/World
Cancer Research Foundation and the
Physicians Committee for
Responsible Medicine – an animal-
rights organization – are urging law-
makers to include in the reauthorized
act requirements for more fruits and
vegetables in the school food pro-
grams. While no one takes issue with
that request, those organizations also
are calling for the programs to
include less or no processed meat,
claiming that such “high-fat” products
are contributing to obesity, heart dis-
ease and cancer.

Recent reports from cancer organi-
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rize for five
years the Child
Nutrition Act
so that the new
dietary guide-
lines can be
considered in
setting school
food program
policy.

A scientific advisory committee
now is reviewing the guidelines, which
are updated every five years, and will
make recommendations to the secre-
taries of USDA and the Department of
Health and Human Services late this
year. The 2005 guidelines recommend
that an average sedentary adult con-
sume 5.5 ounces a day from the “Meat
& Beans” group, which includes pork.
The guidelines for the group range
from 2 ounces of meat for 2-year-olds
to 6.5 ounces for young men.

Some organizations want those
numbers reduced, while others want
meat separated from the “Meat &
Beans” group as a way to better target
it for reduction or elimination from
federal food programs.

Food Safety A Concern
Another issue likely to come up dur-

ing congressional debate on the Child
Nutrition Act is the safety of food.
People want to know – as well they
should – that the food they eat is free
from pathogens that can cause illness
and even death. Recent food-safety
scares, ironically enough involving fruits
and vegetables, have prompted Congress
to review the nation’s food-safety sys-
tem, and there may be efforts to include
in the child nutrition law new safety
regimens for food production, limits on
antibiotic use and restrictions on cer-
tain production practices. (See stories
on Page 3 and on this page.)

Legislation that
would ban
from use in

livestock certain animal health
products could be tacked on to 
legislation to reauthorize the 
Child Nutrition Act or to a health-
care reform bill. Both measures 
are expected to be considered
when Congress returns from its
August recess.

The “Preservation of Antibiotics
for Medical Treatment Act of 2009”
(H.R. 1549) – and a companion
measure (S. 619) in the Senate –
calls for all “critical antimicrobial
animal drugs” to go through a sec-
ond U.S. Food and Drug
Administration approval process
within two years of enactment of
the legislation. Currently to win
approval, an animal drug maker
must demonstrate that a product is
effective and safe for animals and
for the environment. FDA also
must determine that new antibi-
otics for food animals will not
harm human health.

H.R. 1549 would prohibit the
use of animal antibiotics for what
the bill terms “non-therapeutic”
reasons, meaning antibiotics used
to prevent and control diseases
would be outlawed.

The National Pork Producers
Council strongly opposes restric-
tions on livestock antibiotics and is

urging lawmakers to vote against
H.R. 1549, which could be added
an as amendment to the much-
discussed – if not debated –
health-care reform bill.

[In a July 24 letter to House
Speaker Nancy Pelosi, D-Calif.,
NPPC and a number of other 
agriculture organization urged 
that H.R. 1549 not be allowed to be
attached to any pending legislation.]

According to an Iowa State
University analysis, a ban on 
“non-therapeutic” antibiotics would
raise pork producers’ production
costs by $6 a pig in the first year;
over 10 years, a ban would cost the
pork industry $1.1 billion.

In an unusual move just weeks
before lawmakers started their
month-long break, the House Rules
Committee held a hearing on H.R.
1549. The panel exists primarily 
to govern the length and terms of
floor debate on bills, not to hear
testimony on the specifics of legis-
lation. Additionally, no representa-
tive from the livestock industry
and no veterinarian were asked to
testify. Rep. Leonard Boswell, D-
Iowa, was the only witness who
testified in opposition to the bill.

NPPC is lobbying members of
Congress to keep such mischief out 
of the Child Nutrition Act and to
oppose efforts to reduce or eliminate

pork from the school breakfast and
lunch menus.

(The article previously appeared in Pork Exec.)

From Food Programs?

Contact your lawmakers
through the Capitol switch-

board at (202) 224-3121 and
urge them to oppose any amendment
that would ban livestock antibiotics.

Bill Would Ban Antibiotics
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The National Pork
Producers Council’s
Legislative Education

Action Development Resource (LEADR)
network continues to grow.

NPPC has trained 727 pork produc-
ers through the LEADR program, which
teaches producers about the issues fac-
ing the U.S. pork industry and how to
get involved in the public-policy
process.

For more information or questions about
the LEADR program or about how to get

involved in the pork industry’s grassroots
efforts, contact your state association, visit
www.nppc.org or contact Bryan Humphreys 
at 515-278-8012 or humphreysb@nppc.org.

The U.S. pork industry is continuing to implement a swine identi-
fication system despite continued criticisms of a mandatory ani-
mal ID plan and a congressional decision to cut off funding for

the U.S. Department of Agriculture’s ID program.

The National Pork Producers Council, along with the National Pork
Board, is moving forward with updating a pork industry ID system
that was established in 1988 to help eradicate pseudorabies from the
commercial herd. Through June, NPPC and the Pork Board had regis-
tered more than 57,000, or 85 percent, of the estimated 67,300 hog
premises. Registration data includes the physical location of a farm, a
contact telephone number and other publicly available information.

Pork producers recently participated in several USDA listening 
sessions held around the country on the agency’s National Animal
Identification System (NAIS), voicing support for a species-specific
mandatory program. At a number of the sessions, some farmers and
ranchers rudely criticized the NAIS.

Earlier this year, NPPC President Don
Butler at a House Committee on Agriculture
subcommittee hearing urged Congress to
support and fund the NAIS, noting that a
mandatory animal ID system will:

• Provide U.S. pork producers and federal
and state animal health officials with
improved tools to manage swine herd
health through disease surveillance,
control and eradication programs.

• Enable U.S. pork producers to maintain and promote access to 
international markets, which are critical to the continued viability 
of the pork industry.

• Strengthen the security of the nation’s livestock industry, especially 
in the event of an intentional introduction of a pathogen or toxin 
that could affect animal health.

Unfortunately, in mid-July the House approved a fiscal 2010 
agriculture spending bill that cuts off funding for the NAIS. The 
Senate agriculture appropriations measure includes $7.3 million 
for the ID system, so the bill will need to be reconciled with the 
House legis-
lation in the
coming
weeks.

HOT Topics

take immediate action to help U.S. pork
producers, asking the administration to:

• Support at least an additional $50 mil-
lion of pork purchases for government
feeding programs.

• Remove a spending cap on USDA’s
Section 32 food-assistance program so
that additional purchases of surplus agri-
culture products, including pork, can be
made. (Congress imposed the cap as part
of USDA’s fiscal 2009 budget.)

• Urge China to quickly lift a ban on U.S
pork that was put in place because of the
H1N1 flu outbreak and to eliminate other
barriers to U.S. pork exports.

The governors of Colorado, Illinois,
Iowa, Kentucky, Michigan, Nebraska,
North Carolina, Oklahoma and Wisconsin
signed a letter sent to the president.

Help Producers
continued from cover

Despite Criticisms, Pork
Industry Pushes ID System

Contact your lawmakers through the
Capitol switchboard at (202) 224-3121 

and urge them to fund the NAIS.

Become A LEADR
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EXPORT TRADE Policy

An emergency government
subsidy program for the
Canadian pork industry

proposed by the Canadian Pork
Council would have a “lethal
impact” on U.S. pork producers,
according to the National Pork
Producers Council.

The CPC in late June asked the
Canadian government to pump
$800 million into the country’s
pork industry. The key component
of the program is a loan to pork
producers – to be repaid over 10-
15 years – of $30 for each market
hog. A second component would
provide $500 for each sow culled
plus the market value of the animal.

The proposal would artificially
prop up Canadian pork produc-
tion and, according to Iowa State
University economist Dermot
Hayes, cause U.S. live hog prices to
be about 7 percent lower than oth-
erwise would have been the case.

NPPC is concerned about the
program, which it believes will
shift financial pain to U.S. produc-
ers, who already have lost an aver-
age of more than $21 per hog
since October 2007.

Canadian
Pork Bail Out 

Will Hurt 
U.S. Producers
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MRL For Ractopamine On Hold

Afeed additive widely used in
U.S. pork production and in 26
other countries still can’t be

used in pork bound for China and
Taiwan.

At its July meeting in Rome, the
U.N. Codex Alimentarius Commission,
which sets international food-safety
standards, held at Step 8 – the final
step before approval of an interna-
tional standard – adoption of a 
maximum residue level (MRL) for
ractopamine, which is used to pro-
duce leaner meat. (In the United
States, the product is sold under 
the brand name Paylean.)

The commission agreed to review
additional information on rac-
topamine submitted by China, which
has banned the importation of pork
that contains any amount of the feed
additive. The commission will con-
sider the MRL for ractopamine fol-
lowing the outcome of an evaluation
of the information.

The National Pork Producers
Council, which attended the Codex
meeting, has been pressing China
and Taiwan to lift their bans on U.S.
pork from hogs given ractopamine.

The U.S. delegation to the Codex
expressed disappointment in the
commission’s decision to delay adop-
tion of a ractopamine MRL and
urged, along with a majority of the

other delegations, that the review 
of the information from China be
completed by the next commission
meeting in July 2010.

Ractopamine, like all food addi-
tives, was tested and approved by the
U.S. Food and Drug Administration
and has been accepted by 25 coun-
tries, including Australia, Brazil,
Canada, Indonesia, Mexico, the
Philippines and South Korea.

When China banned the additive
clenbuterol, which can induce weight
gain and a greater proportion of
muscle to fat but also is harmful to
humans, it included all drugs in the
same class, including ractopamine.
But ractopamine is not detrimental
to humans.

Using a series of toxicology tests
to determine a “no effect” level and 
to define the daily acceptable amount
of ractopamine in the diet, FDA
found that 770 pounds of pork or 
30 pounds of pork liver could be
eaten daily and still have “no effect”
on human health.

Still, China and Taiwan have
turned away U.S. pork that contained
trace levels of ractopamine, and
China has “delisted” several U.S.
packing plants, barring them from
shipping pork into the country
because pork from their facilities 
had the additive in it.
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