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2003 HOUSE STANDING COMMITTEE MINUTES
BILL/RESOLUTION NO. HB 1130

House Agriculture Committee
O Conference Committee

Hearing Date 1---16---03
Tape Number Side A Side B Meter #
ONE 9.0 TO 23
Committee Clerk Signaturo %/ Z 5%0
| Minutes:
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’3 CHAIRMAN NICHOLAS: We will open the hearing on HB 1130, We will take testimony in

- favor of Bill.

e s i

WAYNE CARLSON: Good morning Mr, Chairman and members of the Committee. For the

record my name is Wayne Carlson. [am the Livestock Services Coordinator for the North

Dakota Department of Agriculture, {{{JEFF READ HIS TESTIMONY WHICH IS
ATTACHED}}} Mt Chairman, Ido urge a DO PASS on HB 1130,
CHAIRMAN NICHOLAS: Any questions of Wayne? Representative Belter.

REP. BELTER : How many of these custom exempt plants are there?

o A o
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JEFF CARLSON: Close to one hundred. The are being inspected by us at the present time,
We, like I said in testimony, inspect them four times a year, This Bill gives us the authotity to

do it
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REP. BELTER ; If we don’t pass this Bill we would be in violation and it would end the

SR it

e

program.
WAYNE CARLSON: Prior to our inspection plan the plants were being inspected by the US

Department of Agriculture. When we started a state inspection program the Fed’s
discontinued there inspection program. There would beno Federal Inspection if we pass
this Bill.

CHAIRMAN NICHOLAS : Any other questions. Anyone else wishing to offer testimony in

support of HB 11307 Anyone here wishing to oppose this Bill?

CHAIRMAN NICHOLAS: The House will entertain a motion on HB 1130.

et i
LS %. gk - . ’
k ¥ é& @ gy gk yd 5 ' -
¢! A P T A e A O T
Sl deiioe ~%§{Wﬁ¢&’fi‘}h}w'L’?M}E&?‘«v‘-?‘,‘}i’,‘;‘r’?", N L TR

RO “‘Q“AL 4 g .,\ G Y
: “-“mﬁt®Wf‘ﬁw“"u4f4¥V’ A by o LR
PTG ) T v dibi \ funal i

[

vere filung-Tn the repular coures o6 "i'"i'f"tk. 'r’h'clmt'o::::h.i:oy:o& Less Legible than this Notice, ft is due to the quality of the

(WNS1) for archival mierofilm, NOTICE
docimen

t betng filmed, M@’y\ \ ﬂ@ ]03
4 Date
Operator’s simturo g

l The micrograghic meges on this f1im are accurate reproductions of '“2.'?.‘1'.‘«'.”-2‘.‘.‘&%"1»‘:" Awer{con umwl'ﬁ“

T

-



3

N Date;

HE 152
[T
Roll Call Vote #: |

2003 HOUSE STANDING COMMITTEE ROLL CALL VOTES
BILL/RESOLUTION NO.

House _AGRICULTURE COMMITTEE

D Check here for Conference Committee

Legislative Council Amendment Number

Action Taken w s
Motion Made By ¢4[§ /29 Seconded By 5 &

Representatives Yes | No Representatives Yes | No
CHAIRMAN NICHOLAS

VICE CHAIRMAN POLLERT

N REPRESENTATIVE BELTER
Y, REPRESENTATIVE BOEHNING

i i A b et i et

\

L\

REPRESENTATIVE KELSCH
REPRESENTATIVE |
KINGSBURY , |
REPRESENTATIVE KREIDT
REPRESENTATIVE UGLEM
REPRESENTATIVE
WRANGHAM

vV
REPRESENTATIVE BOE gip
el

\

REPRESENTATIVE FROELICH
REPRESENTATIVE MUELLER
REPRESENTATAIVE ONSTAD

Total  (Yes) / ; No ﬂ

Absent / |

Floor Assignment E J E ‘

. ",11".‘
B IR YR OTY)
) l-wu,

G e

mges ' ond
ccurate rerroductions of records delivered to Modern Informetion Systems for microfiimi
m’n"ﬁ'iﬁﬁ’fn'. rml:; :%.r:e' l&.&’armu. Th:r photographic process weets stendards of the Amerfosn Natfonal st:ndardti :mgttt:th: .
(ANB1) for archival microfitm, NOTICE: 1f the filmed imege shove {s less legible than this Notice, 1t s due to the quality

document being f1imed. : § SS % \& lg?;.

Operator’s 8ignature

-



REPORTY OF STANDING COMMITTEE (410
January 16, 2003 2:18 p.m, ‘

T T, e
e r—.

nsponr or STANDING C
HB 1130: A ﬂcultuu Comm|

o}r mchom, Chairma j recommends DO PASS
(12 0 NAYS, 1 ABSE NOT VOTING). {8 1130 was placed on the
Eleventh ordor on mo calendar.

o s -
FUN i R gV L P AN,

2

A,
T

Soal B s
e

(2) DESK, (3) COMM

g
[
g

HR-07.0681

The nlemanc {meges on this #11m are sccurste nprodmi“ m

A

Dh M%mm%ﬂ \dlalg?e
document being f1imed, alo2
Operator’s ignature

-



*,? e o
Vel gy
4

W
‘ .

2003 SENATF AGRICULTURE T

Y ¢ on this f1lm are accurate reproductions of records delivered to Modern Information Systems for microfiiming and
u.;:e':‘?imm'thiurmur cours of busfness. Thmotoguphlc process meets standards of the Amerfcan Natfonal Standards Instftute
(ANSL) for archival miorofilm, NOTICE: 1f the filmed image ahove is less (epible than this Notice, ft {s due to the quality of the }

document being f1lmed.
_:Dlm&mm-‘m;% ) \51'9-' ]_Q?g
Operater’/g Signature ‘ 4 Date




e n e o o S

4
~
| 2003 SENATE STANDING COMMITTEE MINUTES
BILL/RESOLUTION NO. HB 1130
| Senate Agriculture Committeo :!
| Q Conference Committee |
Hearing Date 02/27/03 f
Tape Number Side A Side B Meter # |
4 1 33-963 |
VAR
Committee Clerk Signature k
Minutes:
O Chairman Flakoll opened the hearing on HB 1130 at 2:00 PM. All members were present.
| Chairman Flakoll noted that Dr. Grondahl was ready to testify this morning at the scheduled time
but the hearing on HB 1396 ran long, She is unable to attend this afternoon but has submitted
written testimony and has sent someone in her place.
Jordan Woodbury, Senior Meat Inspector for the North Dakota Meat Inspection Program,
testified in favor of the bill (written testimony by Dr. Andrea Grondahl, State Meat Inspection
Director, North Dakota Department of Agriculture)
Senator Klein asked even though the inspection requirement hasn’t been in the law, have you !
| been doing it anyway? f
Mr. Woodbury said yes. i

i Senator Klein asked if inspection has been done by the Meat Inspection Program or by the Health
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\ }  Department?
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Bill/Resolution Number HB 1130
Hearing Date 02/27/03

Mr. Woodbury said it has been done by the Meat Inspection Program.,
Senator Klein asked if they inspect sanitary standards, not the kills?
Mr. Woodbury said yes they observe the facility for sanitary conditions and they also look at
carcasses to be sure they are handled in a sanitary manner.
Senator Urlacher asked if the health department also inspects these sites?
Mr. Woodbury said they have formed a memorandum of understanding with the health
department. If a facility is strictly meat products retail, the meat inspection program is the only
inspector of that facility.
Senator Erbele asked if this inspection is anything new?
Mr. Woodbury said the inspections have been ongoing since October, 2000, since the beginning
of the program.
Senator Klein asked why additional personnel might be needed?
Mr, Woodbury said as more plants are added to the program, more inspectors are needed.
Senator Klein asked if there is a cost to the processor for the inspection?
Mr. Woodbury said their services are free unless overtime is necessary.
Terry Schantz, owner of a meat market, testified in favor of the bill. He said this bill will make it
very clear who is in charge of inspecting the facility.
Senator Klein asked if everything is wotking out with the meat inspection program?
Mr. Schantz said its working out fine, He wished they wouldn’t have had to adopt all the federal
guidelines,
Chairman Flakoll closed the hearing on HB 1130,

4 ”m-a » goisddnd. Akt coh S orde Shani bt ke ni

Operator’s Signature

AT T & St it e

‘‘‘‘‘



;; Pag. 3
Senate Agriculture Committee
Bill/Resolution Number HB 1130

m Hearing Date 02/27/03
© 7 It was moved by Senator Klein, seconded by Senator Erbele, and passed on a roll call vote that

the Senate Agriculture Committee take a Do Pass action on HB 1130, Voting yes were Senator
Flakoll, Senator Erbele, Senator Klein, Senator Urlacher, Senator Nichols, and Senator Seymour.
There were no negative votes cast. Senator Klein will carry the bill to the floor.

Chairman Flakoll adjourned the meeting of the Senate Agriculture Committee. '
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" Roger Johnson Phone (701) 328-2231

; Agriculture Commissioner Toll Free  (800) 242-7638

www.agdepartment.com Fax (701) 328-4687
/’m Department of O

Agriculture

800 E Boulevard Ave., Dept. 602
Bismarck, ND 58505-0020

Testimony of Wayne R. Carison
Livestock Services Coordinator
North Dakota Department of Agriculture
House Bill 1130
Agriculture Committee
Peace Garden Room

January 16, 2003 r

Chairman Nicholas and Committee members, for the record, my name is Wayne Carlson, ] am
the Livestock Service Coordinator for the Department of Agriculture. I am here to testify in

/3 support of House Bill 1130,

The state meat inspection program was authorized by the 1999 Legislature, approved of by
USDA and implemented in October, 2000. The Federal Meat Inspection Act (FMIA) allows

individual states to develop meat and/or poultry programs afier the designated state demonstrates
that it has enacted laws that impose mandatory ante mortem and post mortem inspection,
reinspection and sanitation requirements that are at least equal to those in the FMIA, The original

bill to create a state program, which is now the current meat inspection law, neglected to i'mpose

the sanitation requirements for cusiom exempt plants as required by federal law.
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N I will briefly describe the types of plants our staff inspects to give you a better understanding of
what we are requesting. The program is responsible for oversight of two types of meat processing
plants, officinl state establishments or “state inspected” plants and custom exempt
establishments,

State-inspected packers and processors can sell their products to consumers, restaurants, grocery
stores and other retailers within the state, State inspectors provide onsite inspections during
slaughter and processing. Inspections are required to be as stringent as USDA, inspections.

| Custom-exempt plants are businesses that can slaughter animals and process meat for a producer
or consumer who owns the animal, They also can process game for hunters, The meat is for the

| 7 original animal’s owner use only and must be stamped “Not for Sale.” They cannot slaughter and
sell the meat. However, they can purchase USDA or state-inspected meat for resale, They are

inspected quarterly for facility and sanitation requirements and no inspection is required at
slaughter,

The Department of Agriculture is submitting this bill to clarify the authority for the inspection of
custom exempt plants, The current law, as written, mistakenly exempts custom processors from
any laws or regulations undler this chapter. The original intent of this section of the law was to

exempt custom processors only from the inspection of the actual slaughter and processing

activities, not the sanitation and facility requirements, This authority is necessary to ensure meat

processors are operating in a sanitary manner and to continue operating a state meat inspection
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N House Bill 1130 will give the meat inspection staff the authority to inspect custom exempt plants
for sanitation and facility requirements. This authority is mandated by the FMIA. if North Dakota
is to continue the state meat inspection program. If the state does not have a program the plants
would still be subject to the exact same requirements imposed by federal inspectors. This bill
does not create any additional authority above federal laws or what exists in other state programs,

Mt. Chairman and committee menbers, I urge a do pass on House Bill 1130, If you have any

questions, I would be happy to answer them.,

Thank you.
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Roger Johnson Phone (701) 328-2231
Agriculture Commissioner Toll Free  (800) 242-7635
www.agdepartment.com Fax (701) 328-4587

Department of
Agriculture

600 E Boulevard Ave., Dept, 602
Bismarck, ND 58605-0020

Testimony of Dr. Andrea Grondahl
State Meat Inspection Director
North Dakots Department of Agriculture
House Bill 1130
Senate Agriculture Committee
Brynhild Haugland Room
February 27, 2003

Chairman Flakoll and Committee members, for the record, my name is Dr. Andrea Grondahl. I

am the state meat inspection director for the Department of Agriculture. I am here to testify in

fv support of House Bill 1130.

The state meat inspection program was authorized by the 1999 Legislature, approved of by

USDA and implemented in October, 2000. The Federal Meat Inspection Act (FMIA) allows |
individual states to develop meat and/or poultry programs after the designated state demonstrates

that it has enacted laws that impose mandatory ante mortem and post mortem inspection,

reinspection and sanitation requirements that are at least equal to those in the FMIA. The original

bill to create a state program, which is now the current meat inspection law, neglected to impose

the sanitation requirements for custom exempt plants as required by federal law.

I will briefly desctibe the types of plants our staff inspects to give you a better understanding of
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plants, official state establishments or “state inspected” plants and custom exempt

establishments,

State-inspected packers and processors can sell their products to consumers, restaurants, grocery
stores and other retailers within the state. State inspectors provide onsite inspections during

slaughter and processing. Inspections are required to be as stringent as USDA inspections.

Custom-exempt plants are businesses that can slaughter animals and process meat for a producer

ot consumer who owns the animal, They also can process game for hunters. The meat is for the

original animal’s owner use only and must be stamped “Not for Sale.” They cannot slaughter and

sell the meat. However, they can purchase USDA or state-inspected meat for resale. They are

inspected quarterly for facility and sanitation requirements and no inspection is required at
slaughter.

The Department of Agriculture is submitting this bill to officially clarify the authority for the
inspection of custom exempt plants, The current law, as written, mistakenly exempts custom
processors from any laws or regulations under this chapter. The original intent of this section of
the law was to exempt custom processors from the inspection of the actual slaughter and
processing activities, not the sanitation and facility requirements. This authority is necessary to

ensure meat processors are operating in a sanitary manner and to continue operating a state meat

inspection program.
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House Bill 1130 will give the meat inspection staff the authority to inspect custom exempt plants

for sanitation and facility requirements. This authority is mandated by the FMIA if North Dakota
is to continue the state meat inspection program. If the state does not have a program the plants
would still be subject to the exact same requirements iniposed by federal inspectors. This bill
: does not create any additional authority above federal laws or what exists in other state programs.
|
3
i
; Mr. Chairman and committee members, I urge a do pass on House Bill 1130, If you have any
| questions, I would be happy to answer them,
Thank you.
|
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