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The City by the Bay...
NRA’s 2009 Annual Convention will take place in San Francisco, which
is often called “Everybody’s Favorite City” due its scenic beauty, cultural
attractions, diverse communities and world-class cuisine. Measuring 49
square miles, this very walkable city is dotted with landmarks like Golden
Gate Bridge, Alcatraz, and the largest Chinatown in the United States.

The 2009 Annual Convention will take place at
The Ritz-Carlton San Francisco, the only hotel in
the city to capture a AAA Five Star, Five Diamond
rating. Housed in an historic 1909 landmark
building, the hotel is only minutes away from
Chinatown, Union Square, and the Embarcadero.

For complete convention details, visit
www.convention.nationalrenderers.org.
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View from

Washington

By Steve Kopperud

Policy Directions, Inc.

Armies of Animal Agriculture
There is no doubt the animal rights
movement is perhaps the biggest threat to
animal agriculture. The unending attacks
on the safe and effective technologies
used on a daily basis to feed this country
and a good chunk of the world are the stuff
of daily newsletters and the six o’clock
news. The animal agriculture industry
holds meeting after meeting, seminar
after seminar, and chats incessantly on
the Internet, engaging in collective handwringing over the “threat.” Well, the
threat is now reality. Animal agriculture
is under attack; it’s beginning to lose
battles and is at risk of losing the war.
The lead player in the axis of
animal rights idiocy is the Humane
Society of the United States (HSUS),
ably commanded by the savvy, telegenic
Wayne Pacelle. The largest animal rights
group in the world – despite its claims
to be “animal protection” – has declared
war on U.S. animal agriculture and has
the war chest, the foot soldiers, and the
media machine to achieve its goals if
ineffectively challenged.
First there was the HSUS-led Florida
referendum in 2002, and two pork
producers are out of business. Industry
didn’t step up. Then came Arizona in
2004, and we rallied too late and used
business-as-usual tactics to try and stop
HSUS’ well-funded, emotion-driven
campaign that made it illegal to house
swine in gestation crates and laying hens
in cages. The Oregon legislature, swayed
by the emotion of the animal rights
movement’s pleas and an absence of
convincing industry opposition, ignored
the desires of the Oregon voters in a
previously failed statewide referendum
and banned these same swine and poultry
production systems. Colorado producers
surrendered without a fight. And then
there is California.
California’s Proposition 2 was the
equivalent of a political mugging. While
industry tried to appeal to the minds of
California voters, HSUS went straight
for their hearts. Industry talked lost
jobs and imported eggs; HSUS showed
6
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pictures of abused animals. And nearly
$3.5 million in industry spending later,
we are picking up the pieces.
Ground zero in the 2010 election is
Ohio. HSUS has already told the Buckeye
aggies they have three options: get on the
bus and change how they operate; get out
of the way of the bus and let HSUS work
its magic in the state legislature; or get
run over by the bus when HSUS launches
another state referendum. So far, Ohio is
hanging tough. So far.
In Washington, DC, HSUS has
been less successful and this explains,
in part, why it has shifted its focus to
state campaigns. Reports are HSUS
now has a “presence” in more than
30 states – either contract lobbyists or
physical offices and staff. The political
targets are gestation crates and cages, or
what HSUS considers to be the greatest
sins of animal ag. The secondary target
is a rewrite of state anti-cruelty laws to
not only create felony penalties, but to
remove exemptions enjoyed by farmers
and ranchers for traditional agriculture
practices.
HSUS worked unsuccessfully to
make horse slaughter in the United
States illegal, ironic since Montana
just enacted legislation to make horse
slaughter legal. It’s worked equally hard
to make the transport of horses for export
– if the animal is heading for slaughter
in Canada or Mexico – illegal. No
matter these efforts led to 110,000-plus
abandoned and neglected horses in the
United States alone, hence the Montana
action. HSUS successfully petitioned the
U.S. Department of Agriculture to write
regulations to a 1870s law forbidding
animals to be transported more than 28
hours without rest and relaxation. And
it salivates over the prospect of a bill to
make it illegal for the federal government
to buy any meat, milk, or eggs from
a farm or ranch that doesn’t practice
“animal welfare” the way HSUS defines
the term.
Farmers, ranchers, and the industries
that rely upon efficient food production

are waking up to the need for action.
Across the country, there’s energy to do
battle with the HSUS juggernaut. This is
the good news. The challenge is getting
everyone in the same boat and rowing in
the same direction.
The first line of offense in
Washington, DC, is the Farm Animal
Welfare Coalition (FAWC), an alliance of
the nation’s largest producer, input, and
service groups, including the National
Renderers Association. Time after time
it’s been shown that when all of animal
ag comes together, it’s a force that must
be reckoned with.
FAWC is a successful remnant of
the animal rights battles of the 1990s,
reinvented for the challenges of 2009
and beyond. The coalition exists to
coordinate federal strategies to oppose
legislation and regulation that work
against the interests of animal agriculture.
I coordinate the group.
Thanks to FAWC’s efforts, no
animal rights legislation made it into
the 2008 farm bill. The group effectively
stymied anti-horse slaughter efforts. And
it successfully ensured the last Congress
did not do harm to animal agriculture; it
is gearing up to ensure the same outcome
in the new Congress.
FAWC is about to launch a Web
site to help state organizations not
only learn what’s happening in other
states, but to provide state grassroots
networks with tools to help them fight
their battles locally and on a national
level. The coalition tracks the animal
rights/anti-ag technology movement and
reports to its members the developments
and intelligence on not only what’s
happening, but what’s likely to happen.
FAWC is working with members of
Congress to create the Congressional
Animal Welfare Caucus to facilitate
education efforts on Capitol Hill and
to provide a forum for getting the truth
about modern animal agriculture to
members of Congress. The goal: When
bad legislation is introduced or hits the
floor of either chamber, uninformed votes
www.rendermagazine.com
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leading to unintentional consequences
are avoided.
FAWC is willing and able to help
individual states create their own
coalitions. It is critical that commodity
battles over market share, labeling,
etc., be set aside to create a strong,
unassailable, and united front. The hard
truth is this: Market share battles won’t
mean a whole lot if there’s no market to
share.
Perhaps the most aggressive
and purest grassroots producer
organization is American Farmers for
the Advancement and Conservation of
Technology (AFACT), at www.itisafact.
org. Organized by a handful of frustrated
dairy farmers, AFACT welcomes support
from all segments of agriculture, but
limits the influence of the corporate side
of the industry. AFACT was born out of
frustration over increasing attacks on
the use of safe, approved, and effective
technology, and the group has fought
battles over bovine somatotropin (BST)
use and state labeling laws, surprising
the heck out of some dairy processors
that want to sell non-BST milk at a
premium price, leading customers to
believe it’s somehow safer or better than
conventional milk.
AFACT is growing quickly as
producers across the country learn
there is a place to go to direct their
energies on a state level. The group will
hold its annual meeting in late July in
Minneapolis, MN, and has tacked on
an extra day for a seminar designed to
help focus energies on tasks needed to
effectively, efficiently, and economically
do battle with animal rightists.
The goal here is simple: Agriculture
must reconnect with consumers to
reinforce the trust and confidence
enjoyed for decades. The consumer
must understand there are real, live
people who produce the safe, abundant,
and affordable food we all enjoy. The
consumer must also understand that what
at first glance are “humane” choices, in
fact, work against farmers and ranchers
and against affordable food.
Animal agriculture has allowed the
animal rights movement to redefine who
it is and what it does. If we don’t begin
direct messaging to the folks who buy
our products – whether global fast food
chains or the single mother of two on a
limited budget – we will ultimately lose.
It’s time to take back the issue. R
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Newsline

By Tina Caparella

Feed Rule Goes Into Effect,
Compliance Given Six-month Reprieve
After receiving over 400 comments
on a proposed 60-day extension of its
enhanced feed rule due to go into effect
April 27, 2009, the U.S. Food and
Drug Administration (FDA) ultimately
decided to leave the effective date in
place but give renderers an additional
six months to comply, until October 26,
2009. The agency stated the extended
compliance date would give affected
parties time to identify alternative
disposal methods for material renderers
will not be collecting or rendering.
However, FDA is encouraging those
who are able to begin complying with
the rule to do so as soon as possible. The
rule is designed to further reduce the risk
of bovine spongiform encephalopathy
(BSE) in U.S. cattle.
First proposed in late 2005, FDA
released a final rule April 25, 2008,
“Substances Prohibited from Use in
Animal Food or Feed,” that defines
“cattle material prohibited from animal
feed,” or CMPAF, and prohibits its use
in all animal feed beginning one year
after publication in the Federal Register.
CMPAF includes:
• brains and spinal cords from cattle
30 months of age or older;
• entire carcasses of cattle not
inspected (antemortem) and passed for
human consumption
		
– unless shown to be less than
30 months of age, or
		
– brain and spinal cord are
removed;
• entire carcasses of BSE-positive
cattle;
• tallow derived from BSE-positive
cattle;
• tallow from CMPAF if containing
impurities greater than 0.15 percent;
• mechanically separated beef made
from CMPAF.
Tallow for use in ruminant feed is
more restrictive than in feed for nonruminants:
• Tallow must be less than 0.15 percent
8
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insoluble impurities for ruminant feed.
• Tallow from CMPAF must have
impurities less than 0.15 percent to be
used in non-ruminant feed.
• Tallow not derived from CMPAF
with impurities greater than 0.15 percent
can be fed to non-ruminants.
This new rule is in addition to the
feed ban already in place since 1997
that prohibits mammalian proteins in
ruminant feed. Compliance with that
rule has been close to 100 percent since
it was put in place.
In early April 2009, FDA proposed
to delay the effective date of its 2008 final
rule for 60 days and provided a sevenday comment period. Many comments
indicated that certain entities were not
adequately prepared to comply with the
final rule and that sufficient alternative
carcass disposal methods had not been
developed. However, the majority of the
comments received opposed delaying the
effective date due to public and animal
health concerns.
Shortly after FDA’s decision to
keep the April 27, 2009, effective date
but extend compliance by six months,
the agency released a final guidance
document, “Small Entities Compliance
Guide for Renderers – Substances
Prohibited from Use in Animal Food or
Feed,” to provide direction to renderers
on the requirements of the final rule. The
document should also help slaughter
facilities and farms supplying offal and
dead livestock to renderers understand
their obligations under the new rule. The
guidance document is available at www.
fda.gov/downloads/AnimalVeterinary/
GuidanceComplianceEnforcement/
GuidanceforIndustry/ucm052449.pdf.
Whether renderers will continue to
collect dead stock or CMPAF material
will be made on a company-bycompany, and oftentimes, location-bylocation basis. The National Renderers
Association anticipates renderers in
heavy cattle areas will continue their

services, but that they will now require
age verification. Those renderers who
do collect prohibited material will also
possibly begin charging for the service
or increasing existing collection fees,
primarily to recoup transportation costs
for a product that no longer has any value
or can be sold in the marketplace.
As for disposal of the prohibited
material, landfilling is being examined
as one option but many waste
management companies have been
confused about whether to consider
the material hazardous waste. In April,
the Environmental Protection Agency
(EPA) put to rest any doubts about the
issue by clarifying that CMPAF material,
which will consist of primarily brains
and spinal cords from cattle 30 months
of age or older and the entire carcass
of dead stock cattle unless such cattle
are shown to be less than 30 months of
age, would be considered a solid waste
under the Resource Conservation and
Recovery Act. Under the act, in order
for a solid waste to be hazardous it must
either be specifically listed or exhibit
a characteristic (ignitable, corrosive,
reactive, or toxic). EPA declared that
animal mortalities and wastes generated
from the slaughter of animals, including
CMPAF, are neither listed nor would
they likely exhibit a characteristic. EPA
is encouraging state agriculture agencies
to work very closely with their state
environmental/solid waste management
agencies to “ensure the most effective,
environmentally safe, and economic
disposal of these materials.”
It is estimated that alternative
disposal will be needed for between
300,000 to 350,000 tons of cattle
mortalities annually. The new rule is also
expected to divert approximately 15,000
tons of slaughter by-products from being
rendered for animal feed use.
More information on BSE and the
final rule is available at www.fda.gov/
cvm/bsetoc.html. R
www.rendermagazine.com
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Meat and Bone Meal
   for Swine
By Oluyinka A. Olukosi, PhD, and Olayiwola Adeola, PhD
Department of Animal Sciences, Purdue University

M

eat and bone meal is a product of the rendering industry
and consists of meat, bone, blood, hoof, lean tissues, and
fat. This by-product is a source of minerals and protein,
but its value as a source of energy is less studied. Yet, meat
and bone meal may contain up to 14 percent fat and 60 percent
protein and thus can be a source of energy for monogastric
animals. In order to better understand meat and bone meal as
a source of energy and characterize the sources of variation in
energy value, an experiment was designed to determine the
metabolizable energy value for pigs.
One-hundred and ninety-eight pigs weighing 35 kilograms
were used in a digestion trial to determine the metabolizable
energy value of 21 meat and bone meal samples. The pigs
were allocated to 22 dietary treatments that consisted of a
corn-soybean meal reference diet and 21 test diets in which
each of the 21 meat and bone meal samples replaced part of
corn and soybean meal, keeping the ratio of corn and soybean
meal the same in all the diets. This enabled the determination
of the metabolizable energy value of meat and bone meal by
the difference method, which was necessary because of the
practical problem of feeding meat and bone meal as the sole
feedstuff. The digestion trial included five days of adjustment
during which the pigs were adjusted to the metabolism crates
and the experimental diets. The adjustment period was followed
by five days of feeding the experimental diet as well as total
but separate collection of feces and urine.
The meat and bone meal samples were also analyzed for
gross energy, crude protein, fat, calcium, phosphorus, and ash
content. The feces were dried and ground prior to analysis. The
urine collected was thawed, thoroughly mixed, and filtered
twice through glass wool. About 800 milliliters of duplicate
urine samples were measured into aluminum pans and weighed.
Urine was dried at 55 degrees Celsius, weighed and stored
in Whirl-Pak bags at -18 degrees Celsius. The dried urine
samples were then analyzed for gross energy and nitrogen.
Duplicate analyses were performed on all the diets, feces,
feed leftovers, and urine samples. Metabolizable energy and

10
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nitrogen-corrected metabolizable energy was calculated for the
meat and bone meal samples using the difference method.

Results and Discussion
Table 1 shows the range and averages of energy and gross
energy and nutrient concentration of the 21 meat and bone meal
samples used in the study. The gross energy content of the meat
and bone meal samples ranged from 3,895 to 5,193 kilocalorie
per kilogram (kcal/kg) dry matter, with an average of 4,601
kcal/kg dry matter. The average protein, fat, and ash content
were 589, 113, and 239 grams (g) per kg, respectively. The
dry matter content of the meat and bone meal samples ranged
from 939 to 971 g/kg dry matter with an average of 957 g/kg.
Analysis of the samples is an important step towards evaluating
meat and bone meal as a source of energy because it can give
indications about the quality of the sample.
The values for energy and chemical components of the
meat and bone meal samples did not show any deviation from
what has been reported previously. In addition, the ratio of
calcium to phosphorus at 2:1 meets the definition of meat and
bone meal created by the American Association of Feed Control
Officials (AAFCO), which says meat and bone meal contains
four percent or greater phosphorus. Meals containing less
than four percent phosphorus are considered meat meals. So
by AAFCO’s definitions, the data set includes both meat meal
and meat and bone meal.
Because the main contributors of energy in meat and bone
meal are protein and fat, these would be important components
to pay attention to in feed formulation. However, the quantity
of ash in the meat and bone meal is just as important as it
represents the totality of inorganic components of the samples.
Excessive ash could be an indication of high percentage of
bone in the sample that could increase the proportions of
phosphorus and crude protein in the sample, but the protein
from bone has a poor amino acid balance and can actually
decrease metabolizable energy content of the sample.
Digestible energy, metabolizable energy, and nitrogenwww.rendermagazine.com

Good Energy Source
corrected metabolizable energy were, on average, 3,402, chemical compositions and materials put together in the sample
3,070, and 2,963 kcal/kg, respectively. These represent 73, 67, will be a factor to consider in making recommendations about
and 64 percent, respectively, of the gross energy content. The the energy value of the feedstuff.
digestibility of the crude protein of the meat and bone meal
samples was 82 percent on average. The values for digestible Conclusion
energy and metabolizable energy determined for the meat and
Because of the cost of energy in feed formulation, an
bone meal samples used in the current study was higher than understanding of energy composition of a feedstuff is a
the values reported in the National Research Council’s Nutrient necessity in the evaluation of the feedstuff. The digestion trial
Requirements of Swine: 10th Revised Edition, 1998. The values with the 21 meat and bone meal samples used in this study has
for metabolizable energy indicate that about two-thirds of the provided valuable data that are robust and represent a wide
gross energy in meat and bone meal used in this study was variation in composition of meat and bone meal. The result
utilized by the pigs.
of this study showed that meat and bone meal is, in addition
The difference between the meat and bone meal samples to being a source of protein and minerals, a good energy
having the lowest and highest metabolizable energy content source.
was about 1,550 kcal/kg. The variation in energy availability
In addition, the current study highlighted the potential
from meat and bone meal no doubt is partially related to of using proximate compositions for predicting the apparent
chemical composition. In fact, the results of our study indicate metabolizable energy and nitrogen-corrected apparent
that differences in the chemical composition measured did not metabolizable energy of meat and bone meal for pigs. The
explain more than 50 percent of the variation in metabolizable study also helped to establish that in addition to the proximate
energy content of meat and bone meal samples. The difference compositions, factors that influence the utilization of these
in gross energy content between the meat and bone meal having fractions, especially fat and protein, may have a substantial
highest and lowest gross energy contents was approximately impact on energy utilization of meat and bone meal. We
1,300 kcal/kg, which represents about 84 percent of the believe that although other factors may have influence on
difference in metabolizable energy content. This may be an its energy utilization, the use of proximate fractions as well
indication that gross energy may not be a very strong indicator as the characteristics of these fractions should be sufficient
of how well the pigs utilize the energy in the feedstuff. Clearly, for predicting the energy value of meat and bone meal for
other sources of variation exist and these may be related to swine.
processing conditions or the components (different tissues put
The values for metabolizable energy generated from this
together during the rendering process) of the meat and bone study form the basis for metabolizable energy values that will
meal samples. Whereas some of the variation may be captured be used in the soon to be published National Swine Nutrition
in the chemical composition as pointed to earlier on, some Guide coordinated by the U.S. Pork Center of Excellence. R
other sources of the variations may be less apparent from the
chemical components measured in
Table 1. Range and average gross energy (kcal/kg), crude protein, crude fat,
this study.
There are strong indications phosphorus, calcium, and ash in the 21 meat and bone meal samples on a per
from the data obtained in this study kilogram dry matter basis.
Dry
Gross
that meat and bone meal is a valuable
Matter
Energy
Protein
Fat
Phosphorus Calcium
Ash
source of energy for swine. As with
939
3,895
491
92
23
37
142
most by-products, the variations in Minimum
Maximum
Average

971
957

5,193
4,601

641
589

141
113

56
38

116
77

338
239

Table 2. Range and average digestible energy, apparent metabolizable energy (AME),
nitrogen-corrected apparent metabolizable energy (AMEn) contents in kcal/kg dry
matter and crude protein digestibility for the 21 meat and bone meal samples.

Minimum
Maximum
Average

Digestible			
Energy
AME
AMEn
2,669
2,320
2,212
4,176
3,890
3,794
3,402
3,070
2,963
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Crude Protein
Digestibility, %
73
93
82
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Renderers Go to
By Tina Caparella

I

   n late 2005, the Fats and Proteins Research Foundation
   (FPRF) entered into a collaborative agreement with
Clemson University to form the Animal Co-Products Research
and Education Center (ACREC) in Clemson, SC. The center
was dedicated in March 2006 and since that time, five research
projects have been completed with 19 more underway. Projects
have ranged from finding new markets for rendered products
to validating the effectiveness of the rendering process on
eliminating pathogens.
Three years after its dedication, members of FPRF and
the National Renderers Association (NRA) took time to meet
with ACREC researchers who have worked towards ensuring a
secure future for renderers when both groups’ spring committee
and board of directors’ meetings were held at Clemson
University in late April 2009. A good turnout indicated that
renderers are eager to support industry research.
FPRF Chairman J.J. Smith, Valley Proteins, reported
the foundation is experiencing a good year for voluntary
contributions, which is on target to exceed $800,000, monies
that will be used to continue funding research projects at
Clemson and other universities. FPRF has also established a
relationship with the Poultry Protein and Fat Council of the
U.S. Poultry and Egg Association, and FPRF President Sergio
Nates has evolved the group’s membership to include 12 other
countries, with a goal of 16.
“The more we expose the foundation to the world, the
more we can facilitate the members’ needs,” Nates commented.
FPRF’s Research Committee approved two outside projects
that will examine the digestible amino acids and metabolizable
energy of animal by-products for turkey feeds and the key
nutrients in feather meal and meat and bone meal in feeds
for tilapia. Most notable was the FPRF Board of Directors’
approval of a new three-year contract with Clemson at $300,000
per year.
One objective of holding the meetings at Clemson was
to allow renderers and researchers to interact, ask questions,
and come up with solutions to future research goals.
Three roundtable meetings that focused on biosecurity, the
carbon footprint of the rendering industry, and new product
development provided opportunity for research direction.
Within biosecurity, it was determined that renderers need
tools to verify destruction of pathogens and diseases, as well
as procedures to effectively disinfect a plant that has processed
diseased material. Ross Hamilton, Darling International, told
researchers that from a practical standpoint, rendering is best
for processing material contaminated with a disease, such
12
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as avian influenza, but there is concern among the rendering
community that a plant will then be perceived as “infected”
if material is processed. Renderers informed researchers that
some of the biggest biosecurity concerns within the industry are
chlorinated pesticides in fats and recontamination of material
once it leaves the plant.
The carbon footprint of the rendering industry was a
popular roundtable, with Clemson researcher Dr. Charles
Gooding presenting his rough calculations that show the
rendering industry is removing 5.5 times more carbon dioxide
from the environment than it is putting out, based on purchased
energy. Gooding confirmed that there is no one particular way to
determine a company’s carbon footprint but that his study will
help prepare the rendering industry should the U.S. government
decide to require reporting of greenhouse gas emissions by
businesses. A study on rendering plant emissions in Europe is
also underway.
As for new products, plastics is one market that some
existing projects are already showing good results including
molded flower pots. Other ideas that were brought to the table
were packaging materials and films.
Committees Hash Out Issues
NRA committees tackled an array of current issues facing
renderers, including environmental, biodiesel, and the new
Food and Drug Administration (FDA) feed rule that went into
effect April 27, 2009. Environmental Committee Chairman
Bob Vogler compared the current environmental situation to a
jack-in-the-box: “We’ve been cranking and cranking and now
the jack has popped.” He warned that greenhouse gas emissions
under the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) Clean Air
Act will affect renderers directly, especially regarding boilers.
Vogler also informed the committee that stormwater issues are
being targeted more often by regulators for enforcement. Dr.
David Meeker, NRA Scientific Services, advised members that
sanitation will be imperative for compliance. Carl Wintzer,
Wintzer and Sons, described ultraviolet technology and
filtration devices that have proven effective in improving the
quality of stormwater discharges.
Vogler next discussed the establishing of total maximum
daily load (TMDL) limits on the Chesapeake Bay and its
tributaries, indicating that non-point sources such as industrial
stormwater discharges will face tougher standards in order to
meet these limits. He expects similar moves by the EPA to
establish TMDLs for other freshwater streams and lakes across
the United States. Vogler also spoke about a new trend in some
www.rendermagazine.com

College
states toward the use of environmental justice reviews as part of
the permitting process for projects, particularly in economically
disadvantaged communities, whereby the project developer
must reach out to the community to discuss the project and
potential mitigation of adverse effects.
Biofuels Committee Chairman Chuck Neece declared that
“it’s an interesting time for biofuels.” He said the renewable
fuels standard has passed but has not yet been implemented due
to the poor state of the biofuels industry, and there has also been
a delay in the cold soak filtration test requirement for biodiesel
that ASTM International passed in October 2008. Doug Smith,
Baker Commodities, encouraged everyone to join ASTM
International biofuels committees to increase representation and
support. He said currently there are about 60 representatives
from the biodiesel industry involved versus about 500 from
engine manufacturers and the petroleum industry.
Neece stated that the recently passed European Union (EU)
duties on U.S. biodiesel imported into the EU will range from
$1.30 to $1.70 per gallon (see “International Report” in the
April 2009 Render). The duties were calculated based on the
$1.00 federal excise tax credit as well as state and other credits/
taxes. The duties are temporary until at least this fall at which
time they could become permanent, reduced, or increased based
on EU findings.
Steve Kopperud, Policy Directions, informed committee
members that current biofuel and alternative fuel mixture tax
credits expire in December 2009 and already the fight has
begun to extend them. One issue on the hot seat is a credit being
taken for burning “black liquor,” which is a by-product of the
papermaking process. For years the paper industry has been
using this by-product as an alternative fuel but only recently
realized it qualified for the alternative fuel mixture tax credit.
So far, $6.6 million in credits have been received with estimates
that as high as $10 million could be given out per year.
In the TSE (Transmissible Spongiform Encephalopathy)
Committee, Kopperud updated members on the response to
FDA’s proposed rule to delay the implementation of the new
feed rule by 60 days. Over 400 comments were received during
the seven-day comment period with a significant number of
responses opposed to delaying the implementation date. FDA
subsequently did not delay the implementation date, but did
provide six additional months for compliance (see “Newsline”
on page 8). Renderers remain frustrated over this “unnecessary”
rule and that FDA has not addressed the disposal issue.
“We can comply, but the cattle and dairy industries are
the ones with the problem because we must comply,” stated
Continued on page 14
www.rendermagazine.com

FPRF President Dr. Sergio Nates, left, and FPRF
Chairman J.J. Smith, right, sign a new three-year
contract with Clemson University’s Dr. Christian
E.G. Przirembel, vice president, Research and
All photos by Mark Crammer/Clemson
Economic Development.

Barry Glotman, West Coast Reduction, shares his
thoughts on future research projects at ACREC.
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Committee Chairman Mark Myers, Darling International.
Kopperud declared it an unfunded mandate on state government
due to disposal issues.
Legislative Committee Chairman David Kaluzny II,
Kaluzny Bros., urged renderers to attend NRA’s Congressional
Fly-in June 15-17, 2009, in Washington, DC. He said with
the new administration, there is new staff to educate on the
rendering industry.
Meeker informed the Animal Protein Producers Industry
(APPI) Committee that 96 rendering plants are certified in the
industry’s code of practice and that the inspection checklist has
been updated to include compliance with the new FDA feed
rule. He also reported that Salmonella has become a bigger
issue lately due to recent outbreaks, especially in peanut butter,
and warned members that plant biosecurity will need to be
stepped up in order to ensure zero Salmonella levels. APPI
conducts a Salmonella testing program for its members and
FPRF is currently conducting two research projects focused
on Salmonella.
Impositions on International Markets
Export markets remain a challenge for the U.S. rendering
industry, with the U.S. Department of Agriculture’s (USDA’s)
Animal and Plant Health Inspection Service (APHIS) actively
committed to reopening and keeping existing markets viable.
Joyce Bowling-Heyward provided an update on APHIS
activities to the NRA International Market Development
Committee (IMDC), beginning with China, which still allows
imports of non-ruminant meals under a bilateral agreement.
The Egypt market remains closed to poultry by-product meal,
and APHIS will again approach government authorities this

summer to discuss reopening. APHIS has finalized export
requirements for poultry meal to Turkey, which specifies
that product be produced from birds that pass antemortem
inspection and lot-specific Salmonella and Enterobacteriaceae
testing. And in South and Central America, bilateral agreements
have been finalized for porcine and poultry meal to Peru and
poultry meal to Guatemala and Columbia.
Taiwan is another difficult market. APHIS has requested
that Taiwan exempt heat-treated feather meal from its avian
influenza bans, and continues to negotiate over the matter that
every exporting facility be inspected by Taiwan officials to
ensure they meet a detailed verification program. On the other
hand, negotiations between APHIS and Taiwan have been
exhausted for exporting protein free tallow for use in animal
feed.
Bowling-Heyward explained that Canada will implement
part four of their animal health regulations beginning July 1,
2009, which will allow U.S. origin bovine meat and bone meal
as a pet food ingredient only if the meat and bone meal is free
of specified risk material (SRM) per the Canadian definition and
the pet food is certified by APHIS. Renderers who wish to be
approved to provide SRM-free meat and bone meal for use in
pet food exported to Canada will need to source raw materials
from packers approved by the USDA Agricultural Marketing
Service. Canada does not permit export of bulk shipments of
U.S. origin ruminant meat and bone meal, while non-ruminant
meals are permitted with a Canadian import permit and an
APHIS export certificate, which is only issued after an APHIS
inspection.
New EU legislation to revise European Commission
Regulation No. 1774/2002 is on track to be approved in late
spring/summer, which would then take another 15 months
before implementation. Bowling-Heyward said several changes

The roundtable sessions, such as this one on new product development led by Darling International’s
David Kirstein, allowed renderers and researchers to interact and decide on research direction at ACREC.
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would be helpful to renderers:
1. It will remove the requirements, in some cases, for byproducts to come from carcasses that have passed postmortem
inspection.
2. It should allow export of tallow that has not been
pressure treated.
3. It should deregulate some products such as oleochemicals
so that APHIS certificates are not needed for export.
4. Some products will not need APHIS certificates but the
exporting facilities will still need to be inspected and approved
by APHIS.
The EU has also updated its definition of SRM, which
now permits bovine vertebral column from animals under 30
months of age. However, exporters must source their bones
from Agricultural Marketing Service approved suppliers and go
through a re-approval process to be eligible for export. Russia
has implemented new requirements that the U.S. government
submit a list of all approved facilities with the expectation that
Russia will then come and inspect every facility. According to
Bowling-Heyward, Russia is not looking for compliance with
export certificates, but is looking for compliance with Russian
standards that U.S. facilities have not had to meet in the past.
NRA’s international staff provided their own take on
and involvement in the international arena, beginning with
Kent Swisher who reported that the top global animal protein
exporters were EU-27, 27 percent; United States, 24 percent;
Australia, 20 percent; South America, 15 percent; New Zealand,
12 percent; and Canada, two percent. The EU countries saw a
48 percent increase in exports in 2008 over 2007, while Canada
saw a 39 percent drop in exports during the same time. As for
tallow, most countries saw a drop in their exports, with Brazil
suffering the most at a 97 percent decline in 2008 over 2007
due to increased domestic use in biodiesel. The EU-27 saw a

drop of 37 percent year over year, and Canada’s tallow exports
were down by 12 percent. On the positive side, the United
States saw a four percent increase, Australia a three percent
rise, and New Zealand tallow exports were up by 10 percent.
The United States is the top tallow supplier globally, with one
million metric tons exported in 2008.
Specific regions were highlighted by NRA regional
directors, with German Davalos covering Latin America. NRA
participated in a number of seminars throughout the region to
educate feed manufacturers on the benefits of rendered products.
Mexico, currently the fourth largest producer of animal feed
and poultry and eggs worldwide, is currently not importing any
ruminant meat and bone meal from the United States while it
protests its “controlled” bovine spongiform encephalopathy risk
categorization by the World Organization for Animal Health,
or OIE. While the poultry industry in Mexico is the largest
consumer of U.S. animal protein meals, growth opportunities
in Mexico include pet food and aquaculture, particularly shrimp
and tilapia. Davalos remarked that exports of non-ruminant
protein meals to Peru should increase significantly now that
import requirements have been finalized.
Dr. Peng Li, newly appointed NRA regional director for
Asia, has been busy the first four months of his tenure. He
stated that China’s feed industry, at 137 million metric tons
last year, is still growing, and the country’s soap industry is a
strong supporter of importing U.S. tallow, which could see an
annual demand of 300,000 to 400,000 metric tons. Li reported
the specifics on China’s tallow ban and that plans to renegotiate
with leaders are scheduled for this summer.
FPRF’s Nates informed the IMDC Committee that
the Global Aquaculture Alliance is working on feed mill
certification programs for various fish species. Currently a Best
Aquaculture Practices (BAP) certification standard is already in
place for tilapia and shrimp, with the group now working on one
for salmon. Nates, who serves on the GAA Board of Directors,
said Wal-Mart and other large supermarkets are beginning to
require BAP certification on aquaculture products.
The NRA and FPRF will hold their annual meetings in
October in San Francisco, CA. R

Carl Wintzer, Wintzer and Sons, lightheartedly
educated students and researchers on rendering.

Clemson University research students were eager
to learn more about the rendering industry.
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APPI Testing Program
Ensures Safe Product
By David Meeker, PhD, MBA

Senior Vice President, Scientific Services, National Renderers Association
The Animal Protein Producers Industry (APPI) is the
rendering industry program responsible for the weekly
Salmonella testing in North America. APPI also develops
educational programs to control biological, chemical, and
physical hazards, and will be considering other biosecurity
program needs in the future. APPI became a committee within
the National Renderers Association on January 1, 2006. The
Salmonella testing program and the Rendering Industry Code
of Practice are open to all renderers in the United States and
Canada.
APPI’s objectives are focused to assist member companies
in manufacturing safe products. The Rendering Industry Code
of Practice corresponds very closely to the initiatives taking
place throughout the entire food chain and furthers the concept

of safe feed – healthy livestock – safe food – healthy people.
With continued intense scrutiny on all feed ingredients, the
development of the Code of Practice by renderers shows great
foresight.
The leading edge of the rendering industry is those
renderers who participate in the Salmonella program and the
participants in the Code of Practice, a list of which can be found
at http://nationalrenderers.org/biosecurity_appi.
APPI will continue to develop innovative programs to
promote the safety of animal proteins and feed fats through
testing, continuing education and training, and collaborative
research. The following plants have made a significant
commitment and will be the foundation for safe rendered feed
products in the future.

The following rendering plants have completed the required testing for the 2008 Salmonella testing program.
AB Foods, LLC
Toppenish, WA
Alberta Processing Co.
Calgary, AB, Canada
Allied Premium Protein
Gaffney, SC
Ampro Products, Inc.
Concordia, MO
Cumming, GA
Gainesville, GA
Pickensville, AL
American Proteins, Inc.
Alma, GA
Hanceville, AL
Hanceville, AL (Pet Food Div.)
Cumming, GA
Cuthbert, GA
Baker Commodities, Inc.
Kerman, CA
Los Angeles, CA
Phoenix, AZ
Rochester, NY
Seattle, WA
Spokane, WA
Birmingham Hide and Tallow
Birmingham, AL
Boyer Valley Co.
Arion, IA
Harlan, IA
Cargill Meat Solutions
Beardstown, IL
Dodge City, KS
16
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Cargill Meat Solutions (continued)
Friona, TX
Ft. Morgan, CO
Highriver, AB, Canada
Ottumwa, IA
Plainview, TX
Wyalusing, PA
Carolina By-Products, Div. of Valley
Proteins
Fayetteville, NC
Fayetteville, NC (Pet Food Div.)
Gastonia, NC
Rose Hill, NC
Wadesboro, NC
Ward, SC
Central Industries, Inc.
Forest, MS
Custom Protein Corp. (formerly
Southwest By-Products)
Springfield, MO
Darling International, Inc.
Bellvue, NE
Berlin, WI
Boise, ID
Blue Earth, MN
Clinton, IA
Coldwater, MI
Collinsville, OK
Dallas, TX
Denver, CO
Des Moines, IA
Fairfax, MO

Darling International (continued)
Fresno, CA
Houston, TX
Kansas City, KS
Kansas City, KS (blending)
Los Angeles, CA
Lynn Center, IL
Mason City, IL
National Stock Yards, IL
Newark, NJ
Omaha, NE
Omaha, NE (blending)
San Francisco, CA
Sioux City, IA
Tacoma, WA
Turlock, CA
Wahoo, NE
Wichita, KS
Farmers Union Industries, LLC
(Central Bi-Products)
Redwood Falls, MN
Long Prairie, MN
Fieldale Farms Corp.
Cornelia, GA
Eastanollee, GA
Foster Farms
Livingston, CA
F.W. Renner and Son, Inc.
Canton, OH
G.A. Wintzer and Son Co.
Wapakoneta, OH
Continued on page 18
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APPI Continued from page 16
Gibbon Packing, Inc.
Gibbon, NE
Griffin Industries, Inc.
Bastrop, TX
Butler, KY
Ellenwood, GA
East Dublin, GA
Starke, FL
Jackson, MS
Newberry, IN
Russellville, KY
Tampa, FL
Union City, TN
H.J. Baker and Brothers, Inc.
Albertville, AL
Ft. Smith, AR
Nacogdoches, TX
Sanford, NC
Forest, MS
Hahn and Phillips Grease
Marshall, MO
Holmes By-Products
Millersburg, OH
Hormel Food Corp.
Austin, MN
Fremont, NE
JBS Swift and Company
Greeley, CO
Grand Island, NE
Hyrum, UT
Louisville, KY
Marshalltown, IA
JBS Swift and Company (formerly
Smithfield Beef Group)
Elizabethville, PA (JBS MOPAC)
Elroy, PA (JBS MOPAC)
Seaford, DE (JBS MOPAC)
Green Bay, WI (JBS Packerland)
Tolleson, AZ
JCR Enterprises, Inc.
Linkwood, MD
Kaluzny Bros., Inc.
Joliet, IL
Keystone Protein Company
Fredericksburg, PA
Kruger Commodities
Hamilton, MI
Lewiston Fats and Proteins (Perdue
Farms)
Lewiston, NC
Maple Lodge Farms
Norval, ON, Canada
Mason City By-Products
Mason City, IA
Mendota Agri-Products
Mendota, IL
Merrick Animal Nutrition, Inc.
Oxford, NE
18
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Mid-South Milling Co., Inc.
Memphis, TN
Mountain View Rendering
Edinburg, VA
National Beef California
Brawley, CA
National Beef, LLC
Dodge City, KS
Liberal, KS  
Nebraska By-Products
Lexington, NE  
North Alabama Blend Mill (Tyson
Foods)
Cullman, AL
Northern Alberta Processing
Sherwood Park, AB, Canada
Nutra-Flo Co.
Sioux City, IA
Nutri Feeds, Inc.
Hereford, TX
Nutrimax, Inc.
Greensboro, NC
Oklahoma By-Products
Durant, OK
Pacific Rendering Co., Inc.
Seattle, WA
Perdue Farms, Inc.
Accomac, VA
Pilgrim’s Pride Corp.
Ball Ground, GA
El Dorado, AR
Farmerville, LA
Live Oak, FL
Moorefield, WV
Russellville, AR
Timberville, VA
Pine Bluff Blending Mill (Tyson
Foods)
Pine Bluff, AR
Protein Products
Sunflower, MS
River Valley Animal Foods (Tyson
Foods)
Clarksville, AR
Robards, KY
Scranton, AR
Sedalia, MO
Sequin, TX
Temperanceville, VA
Texarkana, AR
Rothsay
Dundas, ON, Canada
Moorefield, ON, Canada
Truro, NS, Canada
Winnipeg, MB, Canada
S.F. Rendering, Ltd.
Port Williams, NS, Canada
Sacramento Rendering
Sacramento, CA
Salinas Tallow Co.
Salinas, CA

Sanimax
Green Bay, WI
So. St. Paul, MN
Columbus, OH
Charney, QB, Canada
Montreal, QB, Canada
Saskatoon Processing Co.
Saskatoon, SK, Canada
Simmons Foods, Inc.
Southwest City, MO
Smithfield Foods, Inc. (Farmland
Foods)
Crete, NE
Denison, IA
Milan, MO
Monmouth, IL
Smithfield Foods, Inc. (John Morrell
and Co.)
Sioux City, IA
Sioux Falls, SD
Smithfield Foods, Inc. (Smithfield
Packing Co.)
Clinton, NC
Smithfield, VA
Tar Heel, NC
Standard Fertilizer Co.
Greensburg, IN
Tallowmasters, LLC
Miami, FL
Tyson Fresh Meats
Amarillo, TX
Dakota City, NE
Denison, IA
Hillsdale, IL
Holcomb, KS
Lexington, NE
Logansport, IN
Madison, NE
Pasco, WA
Perry, IA
Storm Lake, IA
Waterloo, IA
Valley Proteins, Inc.
Amarillo, TX
East Earl, PA
Emporia, VA
Linville, VA
Strawberry Plains, TN
Winchester, VA
Venture Milling Co.
Annsonville, NC
Seaford, DE
West Coast Reduction, Ltd.
Vancouver, BC, Canada
West Coast Rendering
Vernon, CA
Western Mass. Rendering
Southwick, MA
Wilbur Ellis Co.
Portland, OR
Worthington Rendering Co.
Worthington, MN R
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Over 100,000 U.S. Dairy
Cows to be Retired
In mid-May, Cooperatives Working
Together (CWT) tentatively accepted
388 bids representing 102,898 cows and
two billion pounds of milk production
capacity in the first of a series of herd
retirements planned over the next 12
months. The number of cows and pounds
of milk represent the largest single herd
retirement carried out in the six-year
history of CWT.
Dairy farmers in 41 states submitted
a total of 538 herd retirement bids.
The number of cows scheduled to be
removed account for 64 percent of the
total number of cows offered and the two
billion pounds of milk account for 67
percent of the milk production offered.
“The high percentage of bids CWT
selected this time around is an indication
that producers understood that CWT
would only be able to accept reasonable
bids per hundred pounds of milk in
order to adjust the nation’s dairy herd
and better align supply and demand,”
said Jerry Kozak, president and chief
executive officer of the National Milk
Producers Federation (NMPF), which
administers CWT.
CWT field auditors will visit the
388 farms whose bids were accepted,
checking their milk production records,
inspecting their herds, and tagging each
cow for processing. All farms should be
audited by early July and cows should
begin moving off dairies by late May.
CWT will provide each farmer the
NMPF guidelines for the proper culling
and transporting of dairy cattle.
“The bids selected ranged from
farms with fewer than 50 cows to dairies
with over 5,000, demonstrating that
farms of all sizes in all areas are facing a
very difficult year in 2009,” Kozak said.
“Those that took advantage of CWT’s
offer to retire their herds will aid others
still wanting to farm by reducing the
amount of milk coming to market and
strengthening prices going forward.”
Through the commitment of 36
cooperative members and over 500
individual dairy farmer members, CWT
will have the resources to carry out
additional herd retirements in the coming
months. Kozak noted that the group
will continue to monitor key economic
www.rendermagazine.com

indicators to determine the right time to
implement the next herd retirement.
CWT is funded by dairy cooperatives
and individual dairy farmers who
contribute 10 cents per hundredweight
assessment on their milk production
through December 2010. The money
raised by CWT’s investment is being
apportioned between two supply
management programs that strengthen
and stabilize the national milk price. R

New BSE Case
in Alberta

On May 15, 2009, the Canadian
Food Inspection Agency confirmed
bovine spongiform encephalopathy
(BSE) in an 80-month-old dairy cow in
Alberta. No part of the animal entered the
human food or animal feed systems.
The animal’s birth farm has been
identified and an investigation is
underway. The age and location of the
infected animal are consistent with
previous cases detected in Canada. R
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From the

Association

By Tom Cook

President, National Renderers Association

Moving Forward with a New Feed Rule
The Food and Drug Administration
(FDA) has finally drawn the curtain on
the enhanced feed rule and it did not turn
out as the industry would have liked. The
final rule became effective on April 27,
2009. The caveat, if there is one, is that
FDA will not begin enforcement of the
rule until October 26, 2009.
The FDA announced in early April
its intention to delay the rule for 60
days, providing a short comment period
on this intended delay. They received
over 400 comments both for and against
the delay. The National Renderers
Association (NRA) had hoped for the
opportunity to comment one more time
on the merits and consequences of the
rule during the 60-day delay period, but
FDA maneuvered a combined delay and
finality to the rule in a single action.
Most of the comments in favor of
the delay were from affected industries
that realized they were not prepared
to handle materials for disposal that
renderers would no longer collect once
the rule was implemented. Livestock
producers, state veterinarians, livestock
markets, and renderers were vocal in
their support to delay the rule. The
opposition to delaying the rule included
mostly consumers who expressed fear
of bovine spongiform encephalopathy.
There were some industry interests that
also opposed the delay.
Renderers are now making individual
decisions as to how they will comply
with the new rule. Some will continue
to service their areas the best they can,
working with the affected industries,
while others will simply quit collecting
dead cattle that are over 30 months of
age. Some renderers are exploring ways
to remove the brains and spinal cords
of animals over 30 months, but it is too
soon to know if this will be economically
viable. And then there are those renderers
who will simply discontinue collecting
all dead animals, and those who will offer
to collect the dead stock and dispose
of them other than rendering. All these
options will come at a higher cost to the
20
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producer. However renderers decide, it
is pretty apparent that less fallen animals
will be collected at farms, dairies,
feedlots, and livestock markets with this
new rule.
During the six months prior to
enforcement, FDA plans to confer with
affected industries to determine their
disposal needs if rendering is not an
option. These affected groups continue
to explore their options. Some have
considered legal action, but they appear
to be waiting to see just how the new rule
will impact them.
The NRA worked hard to persuade
the government’s policymakers that
this rule was unnecessary and would be
costly. There were times during the threeplus years it lingered with no action that
we thought we were successfully making
our points. However, in the end, forces
beyond our control prevailed. The NRA
will continue to pursue whatever options
might be possible, but whatever we do,
the association will continue to have the
best interests of the rendering industry
in mind.
Renderers are committed to
complying with this enhanced feed rule
just as they have been during the past
12 years with the original feed rule. The
industry’s reputation is very good and
we intend to keep it that way.
Convention Registration Underway
Online
The NRA 76th Annual Convention
is in the planning stages, with registration
and reservation information available
on our Web site by early June at http://
nationalrenderers.org. Convention
packets will not be mailed out this year
so we ask that you go to the Web site and
download any information you require
about the convention.
The meeting this year will be in San
Francisco, CA, October 19-23, 2009. It
has been since 1996 that we met in San
Francisco and attendees to that venue
remember an excellent convention. I
hope you are making plans to attend

Tom Cook
this year as we intend to replicate an
outstanding convention once again.
As you receive this issue of
Render, NRA will be conducting its
ninth annual Washington fly-in. The
interest this year is high with more
renderers participating than ever before.
With the new administration and many
new members of Congress, the flyin continues to be important for the
industry. Our congressional visits do
not bring instant results, but are an
investment in our endeavor to expose
more policy influencers to the merits and
contributions of the rendering industry.
NRA members will visit over 100
congressional offices in a short period
of time. After these contacts are made,
they are followed up throughout the year
by NRA members and staff. We have
become a reliable source of information
for them.
In early May, the NRA office’s entire
phone and data system went down for
most of the day. We don’t know why it
happened, but it brought about the strong
reality of just how dependent we have
become on our computers, e-mails, and
telephones to do business these days.
While we adjusted, may I suggest that
you have your own to-do list that is
not dependent on today’s marvels of
technology for when your system goes
down. R
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Pork Industry Seeks Help in Response to Flu
Originally labeled as “swine flu,”
the H1N1 influenza virus first detected
in humans in Mexico before spreading
across the globe has taken a financial
toll on the U.S. pork industry. While the
virus has not been detected in swine in
the United States, the negative effects of
what initially was misnamed has caused
the pork industry to see losses of $7.2
million a day between April 24 and May
1, 2009. The industry was already losing
money prior to the outbreak due to a drop
in pork demand and lower prices.
The National Pork Producers
Council is urging the U.S. Department
of Agriculture (USDA) to help stem
the losses pork producers are incurring
from the bad publicity. Specifically, the
council is asking USDA to:
• Implement a USDA purchase
program for $50 million of pork products
to help boost cash hog prices. Products
can be put into federal emergency food
programs, food pantries, senior/elderly
feeding programs, hunger programs, and
other non-commercial food channels.
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• Urge President Barack Obama
to work with U.S. trading partners to
remove all restrictions on exports of U.S.
pork and pork products to maintain U.S.
pork export markets around the world.
• Develop a comprehensive
surveillance program for swine diseases
that will provide an early warning for
emerging diseases that affect human and
animal health. Mandatory premises and
animal identification would be necessary
for an effective surveillance program.
• Work to keep open the border
between the United States and Canada –
even in the wake of pigs on a Canadian
pork operation contracting the flu from
a contaminated worker – to allow hog
movements.
In early May, USDA Secretary Tom
Vilsack testified about the H1N1 virus
before the Senate Subcommittee on
Agriculture, Rural Development, Food
and Drug Administration, and Related
Agencies of the Senate Committee on
Appropriations. He shared the impact the
initial media attention had on the pork

industry over the weekend of April 2526, when the pork industry encountered
a 16.5 percent drop in the average cash
base price for hogs. Vilsack also testified
that softening demand and declining pork
prices have resulted in reduced slaughter
rates of 2.3 percent from a year ago.
Vilsack assured the committee
that it is safe to consume pork products
and that USDA is actively involved in
surveillance and vaccine development
for swine. R

Maine Bans
Gestation Crates

Maine Governor John Baldacci has
signed legislation prohibiting the use of
gestation crates for sows and veal crates
for calves beginning January 1, 2011.
The Humane Society of the United States
strongly backed the legislation.
California voters passed similar
legislation in 2008 that goes into effect in
2015. Four other states have also passed
similar animal confinement laws. R
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Bulletin

By Tina Caparella

Obama Administration Gets Aggressive in
Support of Biofuels
In early May, President Barack
Obama took steps to further his
administration’s commitment to advance
biofuels research and commercialization.
Specifically, he signed a Presidential
Directive establishing a Biofuels
Interagency Working Group, made
available additional recovery act
funds for renewable fuel projects, and
announced his administration’s notice of
a proposed rulemaking on the Renewable
Fuel Standard (RFS).
The Biofuels Interagency Working
Group, co-chaired by the secretaries
of agriculture and energy and the
administrator of the Environmental
Protection Agency (EPA), will work with
the National Science and Technology
Council’s Biomass Research and
Development Board in undertaking its
work. The working group will:
• develop the nation’s first comprehensive biofuel market development
program;
• coordinate infrastructure policies
impacting the supply, secure transport,
and distribution of biofuels; and
• identify new policy options to
promote the environmental sustainability
of biofuels feedstock production,
taking into consideration land use,
habitat conservation, crop management
practices, water efficiency and quality,
as well as lifecycle assessments of
greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions.
Also in his directive, Obama called
on U.S. Department of Agriculture
Secretary Tom Vilsak to aggressively
accelerate the investment in and
production of biofuels by refinancing
existing investments in renewable
fuels to preserve jobs in ethanol and
biodiesel plants, renewable electricity
generation plants, and other supporting
industries; and making renewable energy
financing opportunities from the Food,
Conservation, and Energy Act of 2008
available within 30 days.
To accelerate advanced biofuels
22
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research and development, the U.S.
Department of Energy (DOE) will
provide $786.5 million from the
American Recovery and Reinvestment
Act. The monies will also provide
additional funding for commercial-scale
biorefinery demonstration projects.
Specifically, $480 million will go
towards work to validate integrated
biorefinery technologies that produce
advanced biofuels, bioproducts, and heat
and power in an integrated system. DOE
anticipates making 10 to 20 awards for
refineries at various scales and designs,
all to be operational in the next three
years. DOE will make available $176.5
million to increase the federal funding
ceiling on two or more demonstration- or
commercial-scale biorefinery projects
that were selected and awarded funding
within the last two years. Under DOE’s
Biomass Program, $110 million will
support fundamental research in key
program areas and $20 million will be
used for ethanol research.
Perhaps most important to the
biodiesel industry in all this is EPA’s
proposed rule to outline its strategy
for increasing the supply of renewable
fuels, poised to reach 36 billion gallons
by 2022, as mandated by the Energy
Independence and Security Act (EISA)
of 2007. In 2022, the proposal would
require 16 billion gallons of cellulosic
biofuels, 15 billion gallons annually
of conventional biofuels, four billion
gallons of advanced biofuels, and one
billion gallons of biomass-based diesel.
To achieve the volume requirements,
each year EPA calculates a percentagebased standard that refiners, importers,
and blenders of gasoline and diesel must
ensure is used in transportation fuel. For
the first time, some renewable fuels must
achieve GHG reductions compared to the
gasoline and diesel fuels they displace.
Refiners must meet the requirements to
receive credit toward meeting the new
standards.

The thresholds would be 20 percent
less GHGs for renewable fuels produced
from new facilities, 50 percent less for
biomass-based diesel and advanced
biofuels (i.e., biodiesel), and 60 percent
less for cellulosic biofuels. EPA has some
flexibility to adjust these GHG percentage
thresholds downward by up to 10 percent
under certain circumstances.
The agency has analyzed the
lifecycle GHG impacts of the range
of biofuels currently expected to
contribute significantly to meeting
the volume mandates through 2022.
A suite of peer-reviewed process and
economic models of the domestic and
international agricultural sectors were
used to determine direct and indirect
emissions.
According to EPA’s draft lifecycle
GHG emission reduction results, soybased biodiesel, at a 22 percent discount
rate, would not meet the 50 percent
reduction threshold, while waste grease
biodiesel, at an 80 percent discount,
would. Animal fat is not listed in the draft
results. EPA will be asking scientists to
review its analysis before the assessments
are made final.
There will be a 60-day comment
period on the RFS proposal once it’s
published in the Federal Register. During
the comment period, EPA will hold a
public workshop on lifecycle analysis to
assure full understanding of the analyses
conducted, the issues addressed, and the
options that are discussed.

Cold Soak Testing
Requirement Delayed

The Internal Revenue Service (IRS)
has extended the deadline to September
30, 2009, requiring biodiesel to meet
the requirements of ASTM International
D6751 passed in October 2008 in order
to claim the one dollar per gallon tax
credit. The October 2008 biodiesel
standard includes a cold soak filtration
www.rendermagazine.com

test. IRS did not provide a reason for the
delay, but some in the industry say the
testing is flawed and inaccurate, often
providing false readings. Reports are that
a new, more feedstock-equal test method
will be released later this year.
However, producers and marketers
certified under the National Biodiesel
Board’s BQ-9000 program must meet
the new D6751 requirements to remain
eligible for their certification status.

California Adopts Low
Carbon Fuel Standard,
Expands Biodiesel
Storage Rule

In late April, the California Air
Resources Board (CARB) adopted a
regulation that will implement Governor
Arnold Schwarzenegger’s Low Carbon
Fuel Standard calling for the reduction of
greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions from
California’s transportation fuels by 10
percent by 2020. The new regulation is
aimed at diversifying the variety of fuels
used for transportation. It will boost the
market for alternative-fuel vehicles and
achieve 16 million metric tons of GHG
emission reductions by 2020.
According to CARB analyses,
to produce the more than 1.5 billion
gallons of biofuels needed, over 25 new
biofuel facilities will need to be built,
creating more than 3,000 new jobs,
mostly in the state’s rural areas. The
regulation requires providers, refiners,
importers, and blenders to ensure that
the fuels they provide for the California
market meet an average declining
standard of “carbon intensity.” This
is established by determining the sum
of GHG emissions associated with
the production, transportation, and
consumption of a fuel, also referred to
as the fuel pathway.
CARB is using the Greenhouse
Gases, Regulated Emissions, and Energy
Use in Transportation, or GREET, model
to estimate the GHG reductions for
each fuel. Under the model, biofuels
produced from waste or recycled
feedstocks will offer significant GHG
emission reductions when substituted
for petroleum diesel, as much as 80 to 95
percent for biodiesel or renewable diesel
produced from animal fats or recycled
cooking oils. CARB is in the process

Take water out of the equation…

Dry Wash your biodiesel!
™
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the need for water wash and...
• SAVES TIME…Purify biodiesel
in minutes, not hours and with
no messy emulsions.
• SAVES CAPITAL…No need for
expensive centrifuges, dryers, or
settling tanks.

• SAVES ENERGY…
No drying required.
• ELIMINATES WATER…No
water permitting. No expensive
water pre-treatment or posttreatment systems.
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of finalizing its models and should have
estimates completed by November
2009.
“It is expected that biodiesel
produced from local California waste
feedstocks may be the most costeffective means of quickly reducing
GHG emissions,” said Fred Wellons of
Tellurian Biodiesel and the California
Biodiesel Alliance.
Seeking to enhance private sector and
federal investment into alternative fuel
production and distribution, California
is also providing funding to assist in the
early development and deployment of
the most promising low-carbon fuels.
The Alternative and Renewable Fuel and
Vehicle Technology Program, managed
by the California Energy Commission,
will provide approximately $120 million
dollars per year over seven years to
deploy the cleanest fuels and vehicles.
Schwarzenegger issued the executive
order requiring a low carbon fuel standard
in early 2007. It directed the state to
drive down GHG emissions from the
transportation sector, which accounts
for 40 percent of the state’s total GHG
emissions. The regulation is designed
to increase the use of alternative fuels,
replacing 20 percent of the fuel used by
cars in California with clean alternative
fuels by 2020, including electricity,
biofuels, hydrogen, and other options.
More information on California’s
Low Carbon Fuel Standard is available
at www.arb.ca.gov/fuels/lcfs/lcfs.htm.
In a separate action, California’s
Water Resources Control Board adopted
emergency regulations to provide an
interim variance for underground storage
tanks containing certain biodiesel blends.
The resolution passed on May 5, 2009,
raises the current five percent biodiesel
(B5) storage allowance up to 20 percent
biodiesel.
California’s current 25-year-old
law requires the storage of any chemical
in underground tanks to be tested
and independently certified as being
compatable with the tank materials, a
process that can take up to two years.
With the exception of B5, underground
storage tanks manufactured to date and
in use in the state have not received
independent testing approval for biodiesel
or other biodiesel blends as required by
State Water Resources Control Board
24
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regulations. With California looking to
biofuels to reduce its GHG emissions,
the board determined it was necessary to
adopt the new regulation to allow more
widespread use of biodiesel in the state.
California has strict laws on underground
tanks due to past experiences from earlier
designed tanks leaking substances that
contaminated ground water.

Nova Biosource Files
Bankruptcy

In late March, Nova Biosource
Fuels, Inc., and certain of its subsidiaries
filed voluntary petitions for relief under
Chapter 11 of the U.S. Bankruptcy Code
in the U.S. Bankruptcy Court for the
District of Delaware. The companies
are seeking approval from the court to
continue to manage their properties and
operate their businesses as “debtorsin-possession” under the jurisdiction
of the bankruptcy court. Certain of
the company’s subsidiaries were not
included in the Chapter 11 filing.

Biodiesel Production
Falls, but Animal Fat
Usage Remains Strong

The National
Biodiesel
Board released
U.S. biodiesel
production figures for March
2009 and if
the downward
trend continues
through the rest
of the year, the
industry will
produce only half
of the 700 million
gallons produced
in 2008.
The NBB attributes the production
of only 30 million gallons of biodiesel
in March to the absence of the federal
Renewable Fuels Standard. The board
points out that of the 176 plants capable
of producing nearly two billion gallons
of biodiesel annually, many sit idle and
at least 20 have gone out of business.
Despite the decline in biodiesel
production, U.S. Census Bureau data
shows the use of animal fats in biodiesel
production has remained constant (see
chart). According to Kent Swisher,

National Renderers Association, the
data is actually misleading because both
lard and edible tallow were not reported
in February and March. He believes if
average monthly use of edible tallow was
consumed, than the percent of animal fats
used in February was over 30 percent,
and in March jumped to 45 percent.

Minnesota Pumps Up
the Volume

On May 1, 2009, Minnesota became
the first state in the nation to require five
percent biodiesel (B5) in all diesel fuel,
an increase from the two percent blend
that has been in place since 2005. The
new blend will require about 40 million
gallons of biodiesel per year. Currently,
Minnesota’s biodiesel industry has more
than 60 million gallons of biodiesel
capacity.
“Minnesota recognized early on
that biodiesel could deliver powerful
environmental and economic benefits,”
Minnesota Agriculture Commissioner
Gene Hugoson said. “We know from
experience that the fuel helps our
air quality, our farm economy, and
our effort to achieve greater energy
independence.”

Increasing the amount of renewable
fuel used in the state will reduce vehicle
emissions that are harmful to the
environment and health. B5 usage in
Minnesota will prevent 139 tons of
particulate pollution and 330,000 tons
of lifecycle greenhouse gases from
entering the air each year – the equivalent
of taking more than 55,000 cars off
the road. Because of recent changes to
ASTM International standard D975 for
diesel fuel, blends of up to five percent
biodiesel are legally categorized as
www.rendermagazine.com

diesel fuel, eliminating any operational
or potential warranty concerns.
This year’s biodiesel blend increase
is part of Minnesota Governor Tim
Pawlenty’s plan to make the state the
first in the nation to require 20 percent
biodiesel in all diesel fuel by 2015. The
next increase in the state is a 10 percent
blend due to take effect in 2012.

Pearl Harbor to Use
Biodiesel in Ferries

Naval Station Pearl Harbor and
the National Park Service launched the
first USS Arizona Memorial biodiesel
ferry boat in April, the first of five boats
that will ultimately replace the existing
20-year-old U.S. Navy-operated tour
boats that transport 1.5 million visitors
per year to and from the memorial in
Honolulu, HI.
The boats were acquired through
a Federal Transit Administration grant
and State of Hawaii matching funds,
which required procurement of boats
that demonstrate clean fuel technology.
The environmentally friendly, state-ofthe-art boats incorporate Tier 2 diesel
engines and a blend of off-the-shelf clean
fuel propulsion technologies consisting
of biodiesel fuel, diesel oxidation,
and fuel-borne catalysts to reduce
emissions. Pacific Biodiesel will provide
the biodiesel, which is produced from
locally-collected used cooking oil. A 20
percent blend will be used in the fleet.
Each boat will be named in honor of
five Medal of Honor recipients from the
Pearl Harbor attack, with the first boat
named John W. Finn. Finn was a chief
aviation ordnanceman stationed at Naval
Air Station, Kaneohe Bay, and is the
oldest living Medal of Honor recipient
from the attack.

Helping Meet the New FDA Feed Rule Requirements
Centrisys offers both high performance decanters
and disc clarifiers for edible and inedible rendering.
Applications Include:
•

Tallow Clarification
(Less than 0.15% Insoluble Impurities)

•

Restaurant & Yellow Grease Separation

•

DAF Skimmings—3 phase Separation

Features:
•

High G Performance

•

Advanced Wear Protection

•

Simple & Reliable Operation

Please contact Chris Gatewood at
209-304-2200 or chris@centrisys.us
Centrisys Centrifuge Systems
9586 58th Place
Kenosha, WI 53144

www.centrifuge-systems.com

Report Discusses
Argentine Biodiesel
Industry

A new report released by the
Argentine Renewable Energies Chamber
examines the state of the biodiesel
industry in Argentina, which was among
the top five biodiesel producers and two
largest exporters in the world in 2008.
The report, “The State of the Argentine
Biodiesel Industry,” available at
Continued on page 27
www.rendermagazine.com
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Solutions

By Annel K. Greene, PhD

Center Director, Clemson University
Animal Co-Products Research and Education Center

Eliminating Harmful Hydrogen Sulfide Bacteria
Dr. Xiuping Jiang and her team
of graduate students Chao Gong and
Spencer Heringa are working to find new
ways to reduce or eliminate bacterial
production of harmful hydrogen sulfide
within rendering plant environments. A
food microbiologist, Jiang is an associate
professor in the Department of Food
Science and Human Nutrition as well as
in the Department of Biological Sciences
(Microbiology). She has conducted
several studies for the Animal CoProducts Research and Education Center
involving bacterial antibiotic resistance
and reduction of Salmonella in rendered
animal products.
In this study, Jiang is exploring
a unique method of bacterial control
via use of bacterial viruses. As in her
Salmonella control study, Jiang is seeking
bacteriophages that are virus particles
specific only to a very narrow range of
bacterial species. Bacterial species are
very diverse and often as different as a
cat is from an elephant or a bird is from
a snake. Each bacterial species has its
own unique characteristics and its own
unique growth conditions. The hydrogen
sulfide-producing bacteria are one type
of bacteria that are capable of breaking
proteins under oxygen starved conditions
(anaerobic) and releasing hydrogen
sulfide gas. In the rendering industry,
with its protein-rich raw products, the
incidence of deadly hydrogen sulfide
production can lead to tragedies.
Bacteriophages are small viruses that
can affect only specific bacteria. These
viral particles cannot harm humans,
animals, or plants. The estimated 10
million trillion trillion bacteriophages
found on Earth are ubiquitous and are
found in air, water, food, and thousands of
other environments. Each bacteriophage
can affect only a specific type of bacteria.
They completely lack any mechanism
to be able to affect humans, animals, or
plants, and cannot be converted into a
virus that harms anything other than a
bacterium. Upon finding a suitable host
bacterium, the bacteriophage attaches
26
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to the bacterial cell wall and injects
its viral material into the bacterium.
This viral material commandeers
the machinery of the bacterium such
that the bacterium produces multiple
copies of the bacteriophage. The
bacterial cell dies and bursts to release
the newly formed bacteriophages that
can seek out new bacterial host cells
to commandeer and destroy. Via this
infection process, bacteriophages can
quickly destroy populations of target
bacteria.
The usefulness of bacteriophage
technology has long been recognized.
As early as the 1930s, bacteriophages
were used as therapeutic agents in
the treatment of bacterial infections.
The technology was growing rapidly
until the discovery of antibiotics
overshadowed it and most bacteriophage
research was terminated. However,
bacteriophage research has recently
found a resurgence, mainly due to
problems with antibiotic resistance
and applications where antimicrobial
activities are needed but antibiotics are
not suitable (such as foods). In 2006,
the U.S. Food and Drug Administration
approved use of bacteriophages for
bacterial control in foods (Listeria
monocytogenes in ready-to-eat foods).
In animal co-products, microorganisms from the gut, hide, and
environment contaminate the raw
materials. Under ambient conditions,
certain hydrogen sulfide-producing
bacteria can multiply very quickly and
utilize the sulfur-containing amino acids
(cysteine and methionine) as a terminal
electron acceptor in the anaerobic
environment. As a result, harmful
hydrogen sulfide gas is generated. The
most predominant of these sulfideproducing bacteria are species of
Pseudomonas and Aeromonas. Not
only are these bacteria problematic in
the production of hydrogen sulfide from
animal co-products and meat processing
wastewater, but these also can spoil the
meat products by causing development

Dr. Xiuping Jiang
of off-flavors and odors. These are
common microorganisms, found not only
in animal co-products but also in almost
all pre-packaged meats.
In her most recent project, Jiang has
initiated work by isolating, purifying,
and characterizing hydrogen sulfideproducing bacteria and bacteriophages.
She has already had success in isolation
of bacteriophages that prevent the
growth of the hydrogen sulfide bacteria.
The eventual goal is to have a product
that could be mixed into animal coproducts to prevent the growth of
these bacteria and thus prevent the
production of hydrogen sulfide gas. This
bacteriophage technology could have
application in the rendering environment
to prevent hydrogen sulfide production
and improve worker safety. It also
would have potential application in
the improvement of shelf-life of meat
products for human consumption.
The Clemson University Animal
Co-Products Research and Education
Center is very proud to have Dr. Xiuping
Jiang and her team working to create new
control methods for preventing releases
of hydrogen sulfide gas in the rendering
industry. We look forward to the results
from this vital project. R
www.rendermagazine.com
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www.argentinarenovables.org, notes
that going into 2009, the industry faced
weak markets, increased trade conflicts
and protectionism, and is in need of
solutions.
Currently, the Argentine biodiesel
industry is operating at half its installed
capacity, and since October 2008, the
industry has seen a sharp decline in
demand coupled with softening prices.
The report states that the recently
enacted tariffs on U.S. biodiesel by the
European Union could open a window of
opportunity for the Argentine biodiesel
industry, which primarily uses soy oil
for production. The report proposes
allowing Argentine biodiesel producers
to supply the domestic market instead of
only being able to export, and advancing
the date of a five percent biodiesel blend
in the nation’s diesel supply by six
months.

Renewable Energy to
Consolidate with
Three Plants

Renewable Energy Group has
entered into agreements to consolidate
with three commercial-scale biodiesel
plants. Involved in the transaction are
Western Iowa Energy, which operates
a 30 million gallon per year facility in
Wall Lake, IA; Central Iowa Energy,
LLC, which operates a 30 million
gallon per year facility in Newton, IA;
and Blackhawk Biofuels, LLC, which
operates a 45 million gallon per year
facility in Danville, IL.
Ownership of the operations of all
four companies will be consolidated in
a new holding company to be named
Renewable Energy Group, Inc. The
consolidated company will be owned by
the current members of the three acquired
companies and current Renewable
Energy Group investors, including
Bunge North America, ED&F Man,
Natural Gas Partners, NGP Energy
Technology Partners, US Renewables
Group, and West Central Cooperative.
The transaction is subject to customary
shareholder and regulatory approvals.
Demand by major petroleum
distributors and oil refiners was a key
factor in the decision to consolidate the
plants. All three facilities utilize multiple
feedstocks to produce biodiesel.
www.rendermagazine.com

In a separate announcement
Renewable Energy Group has entered
into an exclusive marketing agreement
with Maple River Energy, LLC, a
five million gallon per year biodiesel
facility in Galva, IA, that recently
began production. Under the agreement,
Renewable Energy Group will market the
biodiesel through its national distribution
and infrastructure program. A multifeedstock facility, Maple River Energy
is currently producing biodiesel from
soybeans.

alternative fuel helps the environment,
according to Nancy Hubbell, the
philanthropy manager for Lexus.
Of the $50,000, the seven students
will split $35,000 for scholarships, the
school will receive $10,000, and the
students’ physics teacher, who oversaw
the project, will get $5,000.
A total of $1 million in prizes was
awarded to 16 teams for projects that
addressed the topics of land, water, and
air/climate. The competition is sponsored
by Lexus and Scholastic.

Students Awarded for
Used Cooking Oil Project

Soybean Board
Promoting Soy Biodiesel

Seven high school students and
their teacher have won a grand prize
of $50,000 in grants and scholarships
for their biodiesel processor that has
produced more than 100 gallons of
biodiesel from used cooking oil donated
by local restaurants.
The “Thornridge Biodiesel” team
from Thornridge High School, Dolton,
IL, competed against 48 other teams in
the second annual Lexus Eco Challenge,
an educational program and contest
that inspires and empowers middle
and high school students to learn about
the environment and take a stand to
improve it. The Thornridge students
won because they not only built a small
biodiesel refinery, but they educated the
surrounding community about how the

The United Soybean Board (USB)
will be using up to $100,000 of soybean
checkoff funds to work with selected
U.S. Department of Energy (DOE) Clean
Cities chapters to assist in promoting soy
biodiesel and soy-based products. The
Clean Cities program is a governmentindustry partnership sponsored by DOE
and has more than 90 local chapters across
the country that work in their local areas
to reduce petroleum consumption.
USB is asking Clean Cities
applicants to develop programs that
communicate the benefits of soy biodiesel
through education, demonstrations, and
promotional activities in suburban and
urban areas. The checkoff also partners
with Clean Cities chapters to promote
biobased products. R
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Labor and the

Law

By Mark A. Lies II
Seyfarth Shaw, LLP

Legal and Workplace Implications of the H1N1 Flu
Editor’s Note – Mark A. Lies II is
a labor and employment lawyer and
partner with the Chicago, IL, law firm of
Seyfarth Shaw, LLP. Legal topics provide
general information, not specific legal
advice. Individual circumstances may
limit or modify this information.
Most people are now familiar with
the H1N1 flu, originally referred to as
swine flu, which was first reported in
Mexico then in the United States and
the rest of the world. Given high density
areas such as mass transportation,
schools, hospitals, and the workplace,
the potential is great for this widely
circulating virus to spread from human
to human in a short period of time.
H1N1 is a virus that usually affects
swine. Certain of these viruses that
primarily affect swine are genetically
indistinguishable from the influenza
viruses that are contracted by humans.
H1N1 has contributed to the largest
number of currently detected cases and
severe illness and death in humans.
What are the Symptoms and Who is
Most at Risk?
Once a human contracts the virus,
the symptoms range from typical humanlike influenza symptoms such as fever,
extreme fatigue, coughing, sore throat,
and muscle and joint aches, to eye
infections, pneumonia, severe respiratory
diseases, and other potentially lifethreatening complications. Symptoms
usually begin within two to three days of
exposure and depend upon the specific
subtype and strain causing the infection.
Only a laboratory test can confirm the
virus in humans.
Those at risk of contracting the
virus are mainly individuals who
work with infected swine, health care
professionals, frequent travelers, and
airline/transportation industry personnel.
It should be noted that the virus does not
seem to discriminate in the sense that
healthy, sick, young, and old people all
have a significant chance of infection.
28
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How is H1N1 Transmitted?
Direct contact with infected swine
or humans, or surfaces and objects
contaminated by them, is considered
the main route of human infection. It
cannot be spread by contact with or
consumption of properly handled and
prepared pork food products.
Once a human contracts the virus,
there is a potential for it to spread from
person to person when a person talks,
coughs, or sneezes. It can also spread
through hand or face contact or through
coming in contact with something that
an infected person has already touched.
What are the Legal Ramifications
that Employers Should Consider?
There are several employment
and other laws that may apply to
circumstances relating to this virus in
the workplace that should be considered
by employers.
Occupational Safety and Health Act
Under the Occupational Safety and
Health Act, an employer has a legal
obligation to provide a safe and healthful
workplace. One of the Occupational
Safety and Health Administration’s
(OSHA’s) enforcement mechanisms is the
ability to issue citations with monetary
penalties to employers. According
to Section 5 of the act, commonly
referred to as the general duty clause,
an employer is required to protect its
employees against “recognized hazards”
to safety or health that may cause serious
injury or death.
Given that OSHA does not have a
specific regulation that deals with the
H1N1 virus, the agency will utilize
the general duty clause. In order to
determine the scope of the employer’s
obligation under the clause, OSHA is
empowered to utilize outside nationally
recognized consensus standards or other
authoritative sources. In this case, OSHA
would rely upon recommendations
issued by the Centers for Disease Control
(CDC) and Prevention, the National

Institute for Occupational Safety and
Health, or other similar resources. If
OSHA can establish that employees at
a worksite are reasonably likely to be
exposed to the H1N1 flu, the agency will
likely require the employer to develop
a plan with procedures to protect its
employees.
Under the act, the employer may
also have additional legal obligations
to the employees of another employer
who may come to the workplace and
may potentially be exposed to the
hazard (in this case to H1N1 carriers).
OSHA may utilize its authority under the
“multi-employer workplace doctrine”
to issue citations to the host employer
when personnel of another employer
are exposed. In these instances, citations
can be issued by the agency to the host
employer if another employer’s staff
members are exposed or if the host
employer created the hazard or exposed
the other employees to the hazard.
The host employer or the controlling
employer at the site will ultimately be
held responsible to correct the hazard.
OSHA will expect the employer to
develop a program based upon a hazard
assessment of potential exposure at
the worksite (provided in more detail
below), such as conduct employee
awareness training regarding the hazard;
develop procedures, including the use
of personal protective equipment (e.g.,
masks) if necessary to prevent infection
and transmission; develop a means
of reporting infection and providing
medical surveillance for employees who
contract the virus; maintain appropriate
documentation of the foregoing;
preserve medical records; and maintain
an OSHA 300 log for illnesses that are
occupationally related.
Workers’ Compensation – Disability
Benefits
In the event that an employee
contracts the H1N1 flu as a result of
occupational exposure (in other words,
the illness “arises out of and in the course
www.rendermagazine.com

of employment,” which the employee
must prove with competent medical
evidence), the employee is entitled to
receive temporary total disability benefits
in lieu of wages, reasonable and necessary
medical treatment, and an award for any
resulting permanent disability (e.g.,
reduced respiratory capacity, etc.). An
employer should evaluate whether it
has adequate workers’ compensation
insurance coverage and coverage limits
that include occupational diseases.
If an employee contracts the H1N1
flu and it is not occupationally related,
the employee may be entitled to disability
benefits if the employer provides such
benefits. Again, the extent of such
benefits and any exclusions should be
carefully evaluated by the employer. The
employer must consider that the H1N1
flu is going to involve significant medical
issues, such as determining (1) whether
the employee is infectious, (2) what type
of treatment is necessary, (3) whether the
employee presents a health risk to others,
and (4) when the employee can safely
return to work. Therefore, it is essential
that the employer identify a competent
medical professional with expertise in
infection control who can advise it on
all medically-related issues, including
workers’ compensation.
Family and Medical Leave Act
Under the Family and Medical
Leave Act (FMLA), employers who have
more than 50 employees are required to
provide up to 12 weeks of unpaid leave to
a qualified employee who has a “serious
health condition.” An employee is also
eligible under the FMLA in the event
of a serious health condition affecting a
spouse, child, or parent.
If an employee contracts the H1N1
flu, this will most likely be considered
a serious health condition under the
FMLA, warranting the unpaid leave.
Similarly, if an employee’s parent,
spouse, or a child contracts the H1N1
flu, this will likely be a qualifying event
entitling the employee, with physician’s
documentation, to utilize leave time
to care for such an immediate family
member.
It is certain that issues may arise if the
employee contracts the H1N1 flu but is
able to continue working while potentially
exposing other employees to infection.
Since the CDC appears to recommend
removal of such individuals from the
www.rendermagazine.com

H1N1 Update

As of May 18, 2009, the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC)
reports 5,123 confirmed and probable cases of the H1N1 flu virus in the United
States, and five deaths. By comparison, the agency states that on average, 226,000
people are hospitalized each year due to seasonal influenza (flu) and 36,000 die –
mostly elderly.
First detected in the United States in late April, the CDC is uncertain at this
time how severe this novel H1N1 outbreak will be in terms of illness and death
compared with other flu viruses and will continue to take aggressive action in
response to the current outbreak. R
workplace to prevent transmission of the
virus, the employer may have to consider
placing the employee on an FMLA leave
or providing some other form of leave
despite the employee’s desire to continue
working.
If the employee exhausts the entire
12 weeks of FMLA leave and is unable to
return to work at that time, the employer
may wish to consider additional unpaid
leave for the employee, although such
leave would be outside of the FMLA
required reinstatement rights.
Americans with Disabilities Act
The Americans with Disabilities
Act (ADA) provides certain protections
to employees who may have physical,
mental, or emotional disabilities but
who are otherwise qualified to perform
the essential functions of their jobs.
Typically, a disability is an impairment
that substantially limits one or more of
the major life activities of an individual

(e.g., breathing, working, speaking)
that is chronic in nature. Thus, H1N1,
which is expected to involve temporary
infection and, hopefully, recovery, would
not appear to qualify as a disability.
The ADA may become a factor,
however, if an employee develops a
disability as a result of the virus and
cannot return to their former work
duties because of such impairment.
The employer must then be prepared to
engage in an “interactive process” with
the employee that involves a case-bycase dialogue regarding the employee’s
ability to return to work, any work
restrictions, what accommodations may
be available that do not cause undue
hardship to the employer, or whether
the employee’s disability presents a
direct threat to the health or safety of the
employee or other employees. Again, it
is recommended that employers engage
Continued on page 31
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Greenhouse Gas Emissions Reporting Proposed
The U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA) has issued a proposed rule
to require a large part of industries and
businesses to monitor and report their
greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions.
Following a congressional insert to
the omnibus spending bill in December
2007 that required EPA to issue a
proposed rule by September 2008 and
a final rule by June 2009, EPA, under
the Obama administration, has moved
forward with an initial step in establishing
a GHG regulatory system. The agency
is proposing a substantial program of
GHG monitoring and reporting with
a publicly available registry – the
combined preamble and proposed rule
are more than 1,400 pages in length. EPA
states that the program will be “economy
wide” and cover 85 to 90 percent of
GHG emissions in the United States
from approximately 13,000 facilities,
including extractors of crude petroleum
and natural gas, coal and oil refineries,
ethanol production facilities, industrial
landfills, wastewater treatment plants,
and any other facility that emits more
than 25,000 metric tons of carbon
dioxide (CO2) equivalent per year.
The list of sources that would
be required to report under the GHG
reporting rule may also be those that
would be regulated under a federal GHG
cap and trade system being discussed by
Congress and the Obama administration.
EPA states in its proposed rule that the
rule is being implemented to gather
information for future regulatory and
policy decisions.
What Gases are Covered?
EPA has identified the six traditional
GHGs for regulation as CO2, methane,
nitrous oxide, sulfur hexafluoride,
hydrofluorocarbons, perfluorocarbons,
as well as certain other fluorinated gases.
For purposes of comparing the gases
with a single unit, gases other than CO2
are converted into the equivalent GHG
impact of CO2. The other gases have a
greater impact in terms of causing the
30
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greenhouse effect and thereby global
warming. As an example, a ton of methane
emissions would be reported in terms of
carbon dioxide equivalent (CO2e); thus,
one ton of methane emissions would
equate to 20 tons of CO2e. This is critical
in understanding the threshold levels for
application of the reporting requirements
that will be discussed below. Other nonCO2 gases would need to be converted
to CO2e before determining whether the
GHG reporting obligations apply to a
particular facility.
What Facilities are Covered?
The proposed GHG reporting rules
would establish four categories of
facilities that would be required to
measure and report their GHG emissions.
In addition, vehicle manufacturers would
be required to report the GHG emissions
of their vehicles.
The first category of facilities that
would be required to report under the
rule fall under a list of source categories
identified by EPA. These sources include,
among others, the following: electric
generating plants subject to the Acid Rain
Program, namely certain coal-fired power
plants; aluminum, ammonia, cement,
electronics, lime, and petrochemical
manufacturers or producers; petroleum
refining; certain underground coal mines;
and municipal landfills.
The second category of sources that
would be required to report are facilities
that emit 25,000 tons per year or more
of CO2 from stationary fuel combustion
units, miscellaneous uses of carbonate,
and all source categories that are listed
and that are located at the facility in any
calendar year. These sources include,
among others, electricity generation,
electronics-photovoltaic manufacturing,
ethanol production, food processing, glass
production, iron and steel production,
ferrous alloy production, oil and natural
gas systems, pulp and paper, industrial
landfills, and wastewater treatment.
The third source of facilities that
would be required to report are those that

meet all three conditions: (1) does not
contain any source category designated
for the first two groups of categories; (2)
aggregate maximum heat input capacity
of stationary fuel combustion units at
the facility is 30 million British thermal
units per hour or greater; and (3) emits
25,000 tons CO2 or more per year from
all stationary fuel combustion sources.
The final category of facilities
that would be required to submit GHG
emission reports under the proposed
GHG reporting rule are suppliers of
certain GHG gases or products that when
used or burned produce GHGs. The types
of suppliers that fit within this category
are as follows: coal and coal-based liquid
fuels; petroleum products, natural gas
and natural gas liquids; producers of
industrial GHGs as listed in the rule;
importers and exporters of industrial
GHGs exceeding 25,000 tons of CO2e;
producers of CO2; and importers and
exporters of CO2 exceeding 25,000 tons
of CO2e.
When Will Monitoring and Reporting
be Required?
The rule, if adopted, would require
emitters, sellers of certain fossil fuels
and other GHGs, and automobile
manufacturers to begin collecting data
starting January 2010 and report these
emissions beginning March 2011.
The proposal would extend the
measurement and reporting to a large part
of the economy. As companies continue
to review future strategies for evaluating
the potential risks and opportunities that
a GHG regulatory system and potential
cap and trade system will present,
this proposed rule is the first step in
developing a GHG regulatory system.
Climate change legislation could bring
either risks or opportunities to the
rendering industry.
More information on this proposed
rule is available at www.epa.gov/
climatechange/emissions/
ghgrulemaking.html. Comments on the
proposed rule were due June 9, 2009. R
www.rendermagazine.com

Law Continued from page 29
competent medical advice regarding any
accommodations that may be warranted
as a result of the long-term effects of this
virus.
Premises Liability
Under general common law
principles in most jurisdictions, a
landowner (sometimes the employer)
who allows third parties to enter upon its
premises for business or related purposes
(such as clients, vendors, contract
employees) owes these individuals a
duty of “reasonable care” to protect them
against hazards at the premises that are
not “open and obvious.” In the case of
H1N1, if the landowner is (or should be)
aware that there are infectious persons at
the premises (whether its own employees
or tenants) who may create a health
hazard to these third party entrants, there
may be a duty to warn such third parties,
or to prevent access to certain facility
areas. In the event that the building
ventilation system or washroom facilities
may become contaminated with the
H1N1 virus, the landowner may have an
obligation to prevent such contamination
through enhanced measures.
In many cases, the legal duty of the
landowner for site security and sanitation
will be defined by contractual documents,
such as leases. The landowner should
make sure to review such documents to
confirm its obligations regarding third
parties who may have access to the
property.
Recommendations
It appears that this new health hazard
has already and will continue to impact
the workplace. It is recommended that
the employer take the following steps to
preplan for such a hazard.
• Obtain information on the virus
from the local department of public
health, the CDC, or the employer’s local
health provider so that the employer can
determine whether there is an H1N1
health risk in the community and/or
within the particular groups that may be
within the workplace.
• Institute a program to require
employees to comply with recognized
personal hygiene practices, including
hand washing; cleaning of surfaces with
disinfecting agents that may have been
contaminated due to sneezing, coughing,
www.rendermagazine.com

or other contact; and avoiding spread
of the virus by coughing or sneezing
without covering the mouth and nose.
• Inform employees that the
employer is committed to providing a
safe and healthy workplace (required
under the act) and that it wants to protect
its employees against potential exposure
to any virus whether or not work related,
including H1N1, within the workplace.
Provide information to employees
such as CDC key prevention practices
discussed above.
• Advise employees that they are
required to report immediately to the
employer any communicable diseases,
including the H1N1 virus, so that the
employer can institute appropriate
action with public health authorities to
control the spread of the virus within the
workplace and ensure that an adequate
medical response is occurring.
• Inform employees that all such
medical information will be maintained
as confidentially as possible and that no
employee will be subjected to retaliation
for reporting such information.
• Ensure that the employer documents
its actions to respond to any actual,
reported infection or other information
involving the H1N1 flu, including
recommendations from the department
of public health, medical providers, and
to the affected employees as the situation
is resolved.
• Follow the employer’s policies

relating to documenting any requests
for FMLA or other leaves that may
be required to treat the H1N1 flu and
resulting chronic health conditions.
• Document any employee requests
for an accommodation and the interactive
process with the employee for any H1N1
flu-related disability.
Conclusion
If the employer becomes informed
of the facts relating to the H1N1 flu
and responds in a reasonable manner as
outlined above, the employer will be able
to properly respond to this health hazard
to protect the health of its employees,
as well as to limit its potential legal
liability.
Informational Resources
Centers for Disease Control and
Prevention: www.cdc.gov
Occupational Safety and Health
Administration: www.osha.gov
U.S. Department of Health and
Human Services: www.pandemicflu.gov
World Health Organization: www.
who.int
CDC Emergency Response Hotline for
health employers: (770) 488-7100 R
The author acknowledges source
material on the H1N1 flu, including the
CDC, American Medical Association,
and Mayo Foundation for Medical
Evaluation and Research.
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People,

Places &...
Foster Farms to Buy
Pilgrim’s Pride Complex
with State Aid

Pilgrim’s Pride Corporation has
signed a definitive agreement to sell
its chicken complex in Farmerville,
LA, to Foster Farms for $80 million,
$40 million of which Foster Farms will
receive from the state of Louisiana to
fund a portion of the purchase price.
The transaction is subject to customary
closing conditions, including approval
by the U.S. Bankruptcy Court. The court
has already approved procedures for the
sale of the Farmerville complex assets.
The complex includes a processing
facility, cook plant, two hatcheries, a feed
mill, and a protein conversion plant.
According to news reports,
Louisiana’s Joint Legislative Budget
Committee approved $50 million to
facilitate the sale that will come from
the state’s economic development mega
fund. The additional $10 million will
go towards improvements to the site.
The agreement between the state and
Foster Farms requires the Livingston,
CA-based company to hire 650 workers
in the first year, 1,000 workers in the
second year, and 1,100 by the third year,
the News-Star of Monroe County, LA,
reported. The agreement also requires
Foster Farms to get at least 95 percent of
its chickens from independent growers,
which could save as many as 300
northeast Louisiana farmers.
If Foster Farms closes the facility
within its first two years of operation,
the company would be required to repay
the state $45 million, according to the
newspaper.

Montana Now Allows
Horse Slaughter

A bill promoting privately-owned
horse processing plant development in
Montana became law in early May when
Governor Brian Schweitzer failed to sign
or veto the measure, allowing the bill to
lapse into law.
House Bill 418 is a lengthy document
32
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with many legal stipulations, but in its
most basic form states that no Montana
court may stop or delay the construction
of an equine processing facility on
a challenge or appeal of a permit,
license, or certificate under certain
specified provisions. Among other
things, the law requires inspection of
hides before disposal, requires carcasses
to be identified with an ink stamp, and
requires pre-slaughter and post-slaughter
inspection of each animal.
Schweitzer had previously vetoed
the bill and sent an amended version back
to the legislature, but legislators returned
the bill to its original form and sent it
back to the governor a second time.

New Techniques
Developed for TSE Testing

Agricultural Research Service (ARS)
chemist Eric Nicholson and veterinarian
Robert Kunkle have found a way to
facilitate the diagnosis of transmissible
spongiform encephalopathies (TSEs), a
deadly group of diseases that can develop
in a range of mammals, including
humans.
A TSE can only be diagnosed after
an animal has died. During the diagnosis,
researchers typically check tissues for
abnormal proteins called prions using a
technique called Western blotting, or with
immunohistochemistry. Western blotting
is used for fresh or frozen tissues, while
tissue that has never been frozen and
has been fixed in formalin – a solution
used to preserve biological specimens
– is tested with immunohistochemistry.
Sometimes only formalin-fixed tissues
are available for testing.
Nicholson and Kunkle, who both
work at the ARS National Animal
Disease Center in Ames, IA, found a
way to extract and identify abnormal
prions in formalin-fixed tissue using a
combination of mild detergent, a series of
freeze-boil cycles, and enzyme digestion.
Initial results indicate that the accuracy
of this method begins to decline two
years after the tissue is first preserved,
and is completely lost after six years.

The two researchers also wanted
to see if they could find a way to use
Western blotting to test for TSE in tissues
that had been fixed in formalin and then
preserved in paraffin. They found that
their results equaled – and at times even
exceeded – the effectiveness of Western
blotting analysis for tissues that had only
been fixed in formalin.
These combined results add to the
tools animal scientists can use to study
the development and spread of TSE
diseases. Their findings will facilitate
the testing of tissue samples by Western
blotting that were originally archived for
microscopy examination, and simplify
the preservation of samples collected in
the field.
More on this research is available in
the May/June 2009 issue of Agricultural
Research magazine at www.ars.usda.
gov/is/AR/archive/may09. ARS is the
principal intramural scientific research
agency of the U.S. Department of
Agriculture.

National Poultry Museum
Opens

In early May, the National Poultry
Museum opened as part of the National
Agricultural Center and Hall of Fame in
Bonner Springs, KS. The museum will
highlight the progression of the poultry
industry from the 1800s, when raising
poultry was a casual, backyard hobby, to
today’s professional, big dollar business
that has a yearly production value of
close to $30 billion.
The museum will showcase all
things poultry, such as where chickens
come from, the various types of poultry
raised, how long it takes a hen to lay
an egg, the reasons behind various egg
colors, and how many pounds of chicken
meat Americans eat per year.
The National Agricultural Center
and Hall of Fame educates society on the
historical and present value of American
agriculture and became a reality when
it was issued a federal charter in 1960.
The center is entirely funded by private
and corporate donations, and revenue
www.rendermagazine.com

generated by admissions, memberships,
special events, and facility rental.

North Dakota Livestock
Death Toll Over 90,000

Spring snow storms followed by
flooding rains have resulted in the loss of
over 90,000 livestock in North Dakota,
primarily cattle and calves. According
to the North Dakota Department of
Agriculture, the primary form of disposal
has been burial. The loss is almost as
devastating as the 120,000 farm animals
that died in 1997 from adverse weather.

Officers Elected
to Lead AOCS

Ian Purtle, vice president, Cargill,
was elected president of the American
Oil Chemists’ Society (AOCS) for the
next year. J. Keith Grime, president, JKG
Consulting, was elected vice president
and president-elect.
Timothy Kemper, president and
chief executive officer, Desmet Ballestra
North America, Inc., was elected to a
two-year term as treasurer.

Pilgrim’s Pride Closes
Georgia Facility

Pilgrim’s Pride Corporation will
close its chicken processing plant in
Dalton, GA, by mid-June 2009 and
consolidate production at the company’s
processing plant in Chattanooga, TN.
About 280 employees will be
affected. Pilgrim’s Pride will provide
transition programs to employees whose
positions are eliminated. The closing is
part of the company’s efforts to reduce
its operating costs under bankruptcy.

XL Foods Closes
Saskatchewan Beef Plant

In late April, XL Foods, Inc.,
abruptly laid off its entire staff of 200
people at its XL Beef plant in Moose Jaw,
SK, Canada, as the company temporarily
halts production until September.
Dwindling cattle supplies is the reason
given for the shut-down.
XL says the cattle shortage is
unusual and expected to abate in the
next five months. In March, XL Foods
purchased a beef packing operation
in Brooks, AB, Canada, from Tyson
Foods. R
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Canada Discovers Flu Virus in Pigs
In early May, the Canadian Food Inspection Agency (CFIA) confirmed the
H1N1 flu virus in a swine herd in Alberta. The safety of the food supply was not
affected and Canadian pork continues to be safe to eat.
CFIA stated it is highly probable that the pigs were exposed to the virus
from a Canadian who had returned from Mexico and been exhibiting flu-like
symptoms. Signs of illness were subsequently observed in the pigs. The individual
has recovered and all of the pigs have recovered. As is standard protocol, the herd
was placed under quarantine and no pigs ever left the farm. The chance that the
pigs could transfer the virus to a person is remote.
Influenza viruses do not affect the safety of pork, according to the World
Health Organization and the Food and Agriculture Organization of the United
Nations. As with any raw meat, pork should always be properly handled and
cooked to eliminate a range of food safety concerns.
Pigs in Canada are tested for influenza viruses on an ongoing basis during
routine investigations into respiratory illnesses. The CFIA has been working with
provinces, territories, the swine industry, and private sector veterinarians since
April 24, 2009, to enhance monitoring of swine herds for signs of illness and to
maintain enhanced biosecurity measures on farms across the country. R
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WEB SITE ADDRESSES
Association or Agency

Web Address

American Fats and Oils Association......................................... www.afoaonline.org
American Feed Industry Association................................................... www.afia.org
American Meat Institute.............................................................www.meatami.com
Animal and Plant Health Inspection Services...........................www.aphis.usda.gov
Animal Protein Producers Industry............. www.nationalrenderers.org/biosecurity
Association of American Feed Control Officials.............................. www.aafco.org
Australian Renderers Association................................... www.ausrenderers.com.au
Canadian Renewable Fuels Association................................... www.greenfuels.org
Center for Veterinary Medicine................................................... www.fda.gov/cvm
European Fat Processors and Renderers Association......................... www.efpra.eu
Fats and Proteins Research Foundation............................................... www.fprf.org
Food and Drug Administration............................................................ www.fda.gov
Food Safety and Inspection Service............................................ www.fsis.usda.gov
Foreign Agricultural Service........................................................ www.fas.usda.gov
National Biodiesel Board.............................................................www.biodiesel.org
National Cattlemen’s Beef Association.............................................. www.beef.org
National Grain and Feed Association................................................. www.ngfa.org
National Pork Producers Council....................................................... www.nppc.org
National Renderers Association..................................... www.nationalrenderers.org
National Renewable Energy Lab........................................................ www.nrel.gov
Occupational Safety and Health Administration................................ www.osha.gov
Pet Food Institute.............................................................. www.petfoodinstitute.org
U.S. Animal Health Association....................................................... www.usaha.org
U.S. Department of Agriculture......................................................... www.usda.gov
U.S. Poultry and Egg Association.............................................www.poultryegg.org
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Mark Your

Calendar
June
National Renderers Association
(NRA) Congressional Fly-in, June

15-17, Washington, DC. Contact NRA
at (703) 683-0155, or e-mail renderers@
nationalrenderers.org.
July

Biodiesel Technology Workshop,

July 13-17, Ames, IA. Sponsored by
Iowa State University. Log on to www.
me.iastate.edu/biodiesel.

National Cattlemen’s Beef
Association Summer Conference,

July 14-18, Denver, CO. Log on to www.
beefusa.org.

Australian Renderers Association
Symposium, July 15-17, Cairns, QLD,

Australia. Contact Graeme Banks at
(61) 2-96863119, or e-mail gsbanks@
ozemail.com.au.

70th American Convention of
Meat Processors and Suppliers’
Exhibition, July 16-18, Omaha, NE.

Log on to www.aamp.com/meetings/
convention.asp.
3rd International Symposium
on Management of Animal
Carcasses, Tissue, and Related
By-products, July 21-23, Davis, CA.

Log on to http://extension.umaine.edu/
byproductssymposium09/default.htm,
or contact Mark Hutchinson, University
of Maine Cooperative Extension, at
(207) 832-0343, or e-mail markh@
umext.maine.edu.

Association of American Feed
Control Officials 100th Anniversary
Meeting, July 30-August 6, Washington,

DC. Log on to www.aafco.org.
August

National Institute for Animal
Agriculture ID•INFO Expo 2009,

August 25-27, Kansas City, MO. Log on
to www.animalagriculture.org.

Interested in contributing to
Render magazine?
Render welcomes the experts within
the industry to help us inform others
about new technology, research
and development, employee and
management issues, biosecurity,
wastewater treatment, odor
control, and product markets.
If you or a colleague are interested in contributing
to “The National Magazine of Rendering,” please
contact the editor about how you can get your article
in the pages of Render.
editors@rendermagazine.com • (530) 644-8428
34

June 2009 • Render

September
American Feed Industry Association
Liquid Feed Symposium, September

15-17, Nashville, TN. Contact Leanna
Nail at (703) 558-3567, e-mail lnail@
afia.org, or log on to www.afia.org.

World Congress on Oils and Fats
and 28th International Society for
Fat Research Congress, September

27-30, Sydney, Australia. Log on to
www.isfsydney2009.com.
October
National Chicken Council 54th
Annual Conference , October 1-2,

Washington, DC. Log on to www.
nationalchickencouncil.com.
Pet Food Institute (PFI) Annual
Meeting, October 14-15, Washington,

DC. Contact PFI at (202) 367-1120, or
log on to www.petfoodinstitute.org.

U.S. Poultry and Egg Association
Poultry Protein and Fat Seminar,

October 8-9, Atlanta, GA. Log on to
www.poultryegginstitute.org.
Fats and Proteins Research
Foundation Annual Meeting ,

October 19-20, San Francisco, CA.
Log on to http://convention.
nationalrenderers.org.
National Renderers Association
76th Annual Convention, October

20-23, San Francisco, CA. Log on to
http://convention.nationalrenderers.org.

Have an upcoming event
or meeting? Send event
date, name, location,
and registration contact
information to Render,
2820 Birch Avenue, Camino, CA
95709, fax (530) 644-8429, or e-mail
editors@rendermagazine.com.
www.rendermagazine.com
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Crossroads of the Global
Poultry, Feed, and now,
RENDERING Industries
Don’t Miss the 2010 Expos, Where You Will Experience:
• The broadest cross-section of
rendering management and suppliers
• The latest rendering equipment and
technology
• A unique opportunity to expand your
business
• Networking with peers in the
rendering, feed and poultry industries

Certified by

For more information, log onto www.ipe10.org

• Special Rendering Focused
Education Programs:
- Pet Food Technical / Regulatory Conference
- Environmental Sustainability Summit
- NRA Developed Educational Programs

18,000 attendees from 100
countries, and three industries all in one location.

Classifieds
EQUIPMENT/SERVICE

EMPLOYMENT

Used Boilers For Sale
700 HP 150# O2 trim Economizer
500 HP 200# Gas-#5 Oil
500 HP 150# Complete Boiler Room
Much more for your boiler room.
Sales@McCainEngineering.com
(205) 663-0123

ANCO-Eaglin, Inc., a leading equipment manufacturer for the rendering
and meat industries, is looking for a Sales Engineer to expand our
growing rendering and wastewater treatment business. Responsibilities
include developing new projects, sizing, selecting, laying out equipment
according to customer’s specifications, and maintaining existing customer
base. Domestic and international travel is required. The position offers a
highly competitive salary and complete benefits package. Experience
required: Engineering background and/or proven work history in the meat,
rendering, or wastewater treatment industries. CAD experience is a plus.
Send resume to:
ANCO-Eaglin Inc.
c/o Sales Engineer Position
120 N. Chimney Rock Rd, Greensboro, NC 27409 USA
ANCOEAGLIN@aol.com

2 used Anco cookers, 5’ x 12’,
augers, and other equipment.
Call Bud at (704) 485-4700
Control Systems
- PLC Based with Touchscreens
- Highly efficient for plant operations
- Economical and Cost Effective
Winsett Engineering, Inc. –
Controls Division
(404) 966-4940
winsettengineers@earthlink.net
Rendering industry employers
are eligible for stimulus money
proceeds for new and existing
employees.
Free information: (614) 375-3019
SPRINGBOARD BIODIESEL
Our robust biodiesel processors
will allow you to generate another
revenue stream directly from
your grease. Our processors are
fully automated, industrial grade
machines that lead the small-scale
biodiesel processing industry in
producing ASTM-grade biodiesel.
Make it for 90 cents a gallon in
our machines. Use it in any diesel
engine without the need to retrofit
that engine. It burns 78% cleaner
than regular diesel and its better for
the life of your diesel engines.
Know someone who uses oil for
home heating? Biodiesel works
better and cheaper there too.
Equipment purchase allows you to
take advantage of 50% alt. energy
eqiuipment tax credit. Made in the
USA. Do the math...then call us.
www.springboardbiodiesel.com
(530) 894-1793
36

June 2009 • Render

Plant Manager
Sanimax, an industry leader in the recycling and rendering market, is
looking for a Plant Manager for its Columbus, OH, facility. This position
manages the flow of incoming raw materials, production scheduling,
maintenance, and development of all production personnel to ensure the
orderly and cost-efficient collection and processing of materials in order
to achieve the company’s strategic goals. This position requires a forward
thinking view of strategic plans and budgeting along with the ability to carry
this vision to success. Requirements include leadership and management
skills with the ability to coach, develop, and motivate staff along with a
mechanical aptitude and understanding of the rendering process. The
successful candidate will have 5-10 years of applicable experience in
a rendering, food processing, or similar industry. Working knowledge of
lean manufacturing, 5s, TQPM, PM, and inventory programs is required.
Complete benefit package including bonus, and great potential to make a
difference at the facility. Please send resume and salary requirements to
david.shimp@sanimax.com.
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“Quality and experience,
you see them in every
part we make.”
Scott Libecap —
CNC Programming & Tooling Manager

A word about quality
from a friend at Dupps
“In the machine shop, we all understand how every part
in a Dupps system works. That’s important, because we
know the tolerances we have to hold to make sure each
part is right.
“We design the fixtures, we create the CNC programs
and we test the tooling. All in an effort to make the best
parts we can. A case in point: our new manufacturing cell
that makes our Pressor® cast flights. We applied the
latest machining and tooling technology so we could take
advantage of a new casting process—today our cast
flights are much stronger and have a much longer service
life. We can make the flights quicker now too, so they’re
always on the shelf when a customer needs them.
“I enjoy my contact with our customers too, because it’s
a chance for me to learn what their needs are. We
promise that a customer can reach us twenty-four
hours a day, seven days a week, and one of my jobs is
to answer calls on weekends. We’ll pull parts from the
warehouse and ship the same day to keep a customer
up and running.
“I feel our biggest advantage is our experience. We take
our knowledge of what our customers need and apply it
in ways to make better equipment.”

The Dupps family includes all the dedicated
and hard working employees whose efforts,
loyalty and pride have made our company
the best in the business. Compare our level
of knowledge, experience and service with
any of our competitors. When you do,
we’re sure you’ll agree that Dupps is your
logical choice.

Phone: 937-855-6555
Fax: 937-855-6554
Email: info@dupps.com
www.dupps.com

Won’t Let You Down

