
USDA Announces $20 Million Effort to Reduce Damage 
Caused by Feral Swine

The Undersecretary for USDA’s Marketing and 
Regulatory Programs, Edward Avalos, announced that 
USDA is kicking off a national effort to reduce the 
devastating damage caused by feral, or free ranging, 
swine. The $20 million program aims to help states 
deal with a rapidly expanding population of invasive 
feral swine that causes $1.5 billion in annual damage 
and control costs.  

“Feral swine are one of the most destructive 
invaders a state can have,” said Undersecretary Avalos. 
“They have expanded their range from 17 to 39 
states in the last 30 years and cause damage to crops, 
kill young livestock, destroy property, harm natural 
resources, and carry diseases that threaten other 
animals as well as people and water supplies. It’s critical 
that we act now to begin appropriate management of 
this costly problem.”

The Wildlife Services (WS) program of USDA’s 
Animal and Plant Health Inspection Service (APHIS) 
will lead the effort, tailoring activities to each state’s 
circumstance and working closely with other Federal, 
State, Tribal, and local entities. WS will work directly 
with states to control populations, test animals for 
diseases, and research better methods of managing feral 
swine damage. A key part of the national program will 
include surveillance and disease monitoring to protect 
the health of our domestic swine.

As part of the national program, APHIS will 
test feral swine for diseases of concern for U.S. pork 
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producers, such as classical swine fever, which does not 
exist in the United States, as well as swine brucellosis, 
porcine reproductive and respiratory syndrome, swine 
influenza, and pseudorabies. Ensuring that domestic 
swine are not threatened by disease from feral swine 
helps ensure that U.S. export markets remain open.    

APHIS aims to have the program operating within 
6 months and funding for the comprehensive project 
includes, among other things:

$9.5 million for state projects

$1.4 million for establishing procedures for disease 
monitoring, including the development of new 
surveillance and vaccination methods

$1.5 million for WS’ National Wildlife Research 
Center to conduct research and economic analyses 
to improve control practices

$1.6 million for the centralization of control 
operations, and for making them safer and more 
cost-effective

Initial state funding levels will be based on current 
feral swine populations and associated damage to 
resources.  Because feral swine populations, like most 
wildlife, cross international borders, APHIS will also 
coordinate with Canada and Mexico on feral swine 
damage management. 

by: USDA Animal and Plant Health Inspection Service
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The National Pork Producers Council (NPPC) thanked 
the Senate Environment Committee of the Connecticut 
General Assembly for standing with local Connecticut 
farmers by defeating a measure banning the use of gestation 
stalls, a safe and humane form of housing pregnant sows. 
Proponents attempted to add language outlawing gestation 
stalls – stripped earlier – to a bill establishing an animal care 
standards board. The attempt failed on a 15-9 vote after the 
committee heard from farmers from across the state that the 
ban would make criminals of farmers using humane farming 
practices. 

The vast majority of the country’s hog farmers use 
gestation stalls to house pregnant sows because they allow 
for individualized care and eliminate aggression from 
other sows. The housing method is approved by the 
American Veterinary Medical Association and the American 
Association of Swine Veterinarians as appropriate for 
providing for the well-being of sows.

Defeat of the stall ban measure in Connecticut was the 
latest in a series of losses for animal-rights groups, which 
over the past few years have expended significant resources 
on the issue in several northeast states with no results. Led 
by the Humane Society of the United States, the groups 
have claimed such housing systems are inhumane to sows. 
In voting against the measure, Environment Committee 
Co-Chair Linda Gentile said, “I absolutely resent the state 
of Connecticut being used as a political fundraising piece or 
leverage.”

“Farmers are learning how to stick up for themselves 
and to fight back against extremely well-funded activist 
groups that think they know better than farmers and 
veterinarians how to care for animals,” said Dr. Howard 
Hill, a veterinarian and pork producer from Cambridge, 
Iowa, who is president of NPPC. “Hog farmers everywhere 
are appreciative of the level-headedness and compassion 
for family farmers Environment Committee members have 
shown on this issue.”

NPPC Update...
Connecticut Stands up for Family Hog Farmers’ 
Rights

The U.S. Food and Drug Administration (FDA)
announced that 25 of 26 animal health companies have 
committed in writing to withdrawal approvals for growth 
promotion uses in food animal production antibiotics 
that are important in human medicine and to change the 
remaining therapeutic uses of their products from over-
the-counter to use by Veterinary Feed Directive (VFD) or 
prescription. Both were requirements under the agency’s 
December 2013 Guidance for Industry 213. (The one hold 
out is a foreign-based company that markets an antibiotic 
used in fish production.) NPPC, pointed out when the 
guidance was proposed that FDA did not provide scientific 
evidence to support removal of growth promotion uses of 
antibiotics. They also said that the phase out of growth 
promotion uses of antibiotics will mean production and 
management changes on the farm. While antibiotics are 
only one tool in a comprehensive herd health strategy, 
antibiotics attack bacteria that can make animals sick and 
restrict their growth. Farmers will need to work with their 
veterinarians to come up with alternative strategies to keep 
their animals healthy.

FDA Confirms Animal Health Companies Phasing Out 
Certain Antibiotics

Defeat of the stall ban measure 
in Connecticut was the latest in a 
series of losses for animal-rights 

groups...

Farmer Information Protection Bill Introduced in House

One year after the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
(EPA) released to environmental activist groups private 
information on thousands of farmers, the “Farmer Identity 
Protection Act” (H.R. 4157) was introduced by Reps. Rick 
Crawford, R-Ark., Lee Terry, R-Neb., Mike McIntyre, 
D-N.C., and Jim Costa, D-Calif. The bill would prohibit 
EPA from disclosing to the public the private and confidential 
information of livestock and poultry producers. EPA would 
be limited to disclosing information about farming operations 
only after all personally identifiable information is removed 
and after the data are aggregated to prevent the identification 
of individual livestock and poultry producers and their 
families. Eight agricultural organizations, including NPPC, 
sent a letter to the four cosponsors, thanking them for their 
leadership on the issue. Similar legislation – the “Farmer 
Identity Protection Act” (S. 1343) – was introduced in the 
Senate in July of last year by Charles Grassley, R-Iowa, and 
Joe Donnelly, D-Ind.
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More than 60 people representing the U.S. and 
Canadian pork, feed and other allied industries recently 
participated in a meeting on the Porcine Epidemic Diarrhea 
(PED) virus hosted by the National Pork Board (NPB), and 
in collaboration with the National Pork Producers Council, 
the American Association of Swine Veterinarians (AASV), 
the American Feed Industry Association (AFIA), the 
National Grain and Feed Association (NGFA), the National 
Renderers Association and the North American Spray 
Dried Blood and Plasma Producers, in Des Moines, Iowa. 
Although the disease does not affect humans or pork safety, 
it has infected and killed millions of young pigs on farms of 
all sizes in 27 states since May 2013 and in four Canadian 
provinces since January.

“Our main goal was to bring a group of people together 
to help us agree on research needs related to PED and feed 
systems so that we can get answers to ongoing questions as 
quickly and efficiently as possible,” said Dr. Paul Sundberg, 
vice president of science and technology at the NPB. “We’ve 
been working on PED research and collaborating with all 
pork industry stakeholders since the disease was discovered 
here, and we’ll continue doing that to get practical results 
for farmers to use to save their pigs.”

The meeting participants, made up of producers, 
government officials, veterinarians, nutritionists, academics 
and association officials, also shared what’s currently known 
about PED, including transmission routes, possible vectors 
and current testing limitations. The group reiterated 
that PED is not a human health or food safety issue and 
agreed the virus is of Asian origin genetically, but its direct 
pathway to North America remains unknown.

“The feed and ingredient associations appreciate the 
NPB and pork industry for organizing this important 
roundtable discussion,” said Richard Sellers, senior vice 
president of legislative and regulatory affairs with the AFIA. 
“The research agenda outcome from the meeting is one we 
are optimistic will assist in investigating this devastating 
disease more in depth, helping to develop mitigation steps 
and communicating to those in our respective industries.”

During the day-long session, the U.S. Department of 
Agriculture offered information about the agency’s pathways 
analysis that seeks to identify and describe pathways that 
exotic viral pathogens of swine may enter the country. The 
Canadian participants shared their PED experiences and 
actions taken this year, and the AASV presented its initial 

Checkoff News...

survey of early PED cases. In addition, participants learned 
results of veterinary investigations in several states and heard 
what the feed, feed ingredient and rendering industries are 
doing to enhance their biosecurity programs and mitigate 
risk.

“After taking all of this information into consideration, 
the group agreed that there are multiple ways for pigs 
to become infected via a fecal-oral route, including 
environmental, transportation, feed systems and other 
vectors,” Sundberg said.

The top research priorities agreed upon by the group 
are: 

1) to investigate the effectiveness and cost of treatments 
that could be used to mitigate the survival of PED and 
other viruses in feeds,

2) to conduct contamination risk assessments at all steps 
within the feed processing and delivery chain, 

3) to develop a substitute for the currently used swine 
bioassay procedures and 

4) to continue to investigate the risk of feed and other 
pathways for pathogen entry into the U.S.

“If feed is a factor in the transfer of PED, based on 
past research we know that there are specific time and 
temperature combinations that should inactivate the virus,” 
Sundberg said. “However, there are many variables that can 
affect feed, including post-processing contamination, which 

U.S., Canadian Pork Industries Collaborate with 
Feed Industry, Others on PEDV
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is another area that must be carefully controlled even if 
inactivation occurs.”

David Fairfield, vice president of feed services for 
the NGFA, said, “This meeting illustrates the ongoing 
commitment that all participants in the pork industry 
have in eliminating PED. The dialogue was constructive 
and transparent, and facilitated a better understanding on 
what is known and not known about the disease. NGFA 
believes the feed-related research priorities identified during 
the meeting are appropriate and will provide important 
information that can be used as part of a comprehensive 
strategy to eradicate PED.”

To date, the Pork Checkoff has funded 17 PED-related 
research projects totaling nearly $1.7 million. The Institute 
for Feed Research and Education, AFIA’s foundation, has 
pledged $100,000 toward PED research.

AFIA’s Sellers added, “To show our dedication, industry 
groups are committing resources and funding to the research 
effort and will continue to communicate updates to those 
affected in order to minimize further effects.”

Every two weeks, the Pork Checkoff publishes the 
PED Update newsletter with some of the latest information 
and resources available. All Checkoff-funded PED-related 
materials are available at pork.org/pedv.

Correction: 

The article “New Restrictions 
for Antimicrobial use in Animal 
Agriculture” that appeared on 
Page 17 of the 2014, Vol. 39 

NO. 1 issue of Michigan Pork 
was incorrectly attributed. In 
the publication, authorship 

credit was mistakenly given to 
Gerald May and Beth Ferry, 
Michigan State University 

Extension (MSUE). The article 
was actually coauthored by 
Phil Durst, MSUE and Dan 

Grooms, DVM, PhD at MSU 
College of Veterinary Medicine. 
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