
  

 

Trump proposed budget “shouldn't be a 
surprise” says USDA head 

By Sarah Gonzalez, Director of Communications and 

Digital Media 

President Donald Trump proposed reducing spending on farm 

bill programs, including crop insurance, food stamps and 

conservation, in a fiscal year 2018 budget released Tuesday 

morning.  

 

The proposal outlined spending reductions for most 

government agencies, including a 20 percent cut to 

discretionary funding from current levels at the U.S. 

Department of Agriculture (USDA) for fiscal year 2018.  

Congress will not accept the budget proposal as submitted, 

but it serves to demonstrate the administration’s intent to 

reduce government spending. 

 

“There is no sugar-coating what we will face. USDA will 

likely see a significant reduction in funding by the time this 

process is complete,” Agriculture Secretary Sonny Perdue 

said in a video message on Tuesday. “This shouldn’t be a 

surprise to anyone, as the president promised before his 

election that he would realign government spending, 

eliminate duplication or redundancy, and see that all 

government agencies are efficiently delivering services to our 

customers, the taxpayers of America.” 

 

Perdue noted in a written statement that “whatever form the 

final budget takes, it is my job as secretary of agriculture to 

manage and implement that plan, while still fulfilling the core 

mission of USDA.” 
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A White House summary of the budget lists $5.8 billion in 

cuts to conservation programs and a $193 billion reduction 

in spending for food stamps. 

 

The proposed budget would remove $38 billion in 

spending on farm support programs, and impose new 

limits on federal subsidies for crop insurance premiums 

and caps for commodity payments. Under the plan, 

agricultural commodity program payments would be made 

only to farmers making $500,000 or less in adjusted gross 

income.  

 

Crop insurance payments would be subject to the same 

means-testing requirement, and premium subsidies would be 

capped at $40,000 a year per farmer. Crop insurance groups 

on Capitol Hill quickly denounced the proposal, which the 

White House says would save $29 billion over 10 years.   

 

“Weakening crop insurance and making it more difficult for 

farmers to bounce back during tough times will jeopardize 

rural jobs and will find little support in rural America or on 

Capitol Hill,” they said.  

The chairmen of the House and Senate Agriculture 

Committees, Rep. Mike Conaway, R-Texas, and Sen. Pat 

Roberts, R-Kan., said in a joint statement they will support 

the administration's goal of achieving 3 percent economic growth, but will continue to defend farm bill 

programs. 

“As we debate the budget and the next farm bill, we will fight to ensure farmers have a strong safety net 

so this key segment of our economy can weather current hard times and continue to provide all 

Americans with safe, affordable food,” they said. “Also, as a part of farm bill discussions, we need to 

take a look at our nutrition assistance programs to ensure that they are helping the most vulnerable in our 

society.” 

The Trump administration's fiscal 2018 budget also calls for an $83 million cut to food safety funding at 

the Food and Drug Administration, which is responsible for implementing the far-reaching Food Safety 

Modernization Act. 

Notably, Trump’s budget proposes to spend $200 billion over nine years on infrastructure. The 

administration said it plans to release a “statement of principles” for the infrastructure plan this month. 

What’s required in FDA’s FSMA food transportation rule? 
 

By David Fairfield, Senior Vice President of Feed Services 

 

As mandated by the Food Safety Modernization Act (FSMA), the U.S. Food and Drug Administration 

(FDA) on April 6, 2016 published final regulations that establish requirements for shippers, loaders, 
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carriers and receivers engaged in the transportation of human and animal food by truck or rail to use 

sanitary transportation practices to ensure food and feed safety. 

 

Among the many operations covered by the rule are shippers, loaders, carriers and receivers involved 

with motor or rail vehicle transportation of raw agricultural commodities (e.g., grains and oilseeds), 

animal feed and feed ingredients, and human food and food ingredients. 

 

The compliance date for the rule’s requirements was April 6, 2017 for “large” businesses. FDA defines a 

“large” business to be a business, other than a motor carrier that is not also a shipper and/or receiver, 

employing 500 or more persons and motor carriers having $27.5 million or more in annual receipts. The 

compliance date for other businesses covered by the rule that are not “large” is April 6, 2018. 

 

The following are some common questions that have been posed to the NGFA about the rule, along with 

their answers. 

 

1. Q: Who is covered by FDA’s sanitary food transportation rule? 

 

A: Generally, the rule applies to shippers, receivers, loaders and rail and motor carriers that transport 

food in the United States, regardless of whether the food is shipped in interstate commerce.  “Food,” 

as defined under the federal Food, Drug and Cosmetic Act, means any food or constituents of food 

intended for consumption by humans or animals. So, it encompasses grain, grain products, flour, 

animal feed and pet food, animal feed ingredients and other agricultural products. 

 

The rules also apply to shippers in other countries that transport food into the United States (e.g., 

from Canada and Mexico) directly by rail or motor carrier conveyances if the food will be consumed 

or distributed in the United States. Companies involved in transporting food intended for export also 

are covered by the rule until the shipment reaches a U.S. export port or the U.S. border. 

 

2. Q: Who’s exempt from the rule? 

 

A: The most significant exemptions are for: 1) shippers, receivers, loaders and carriers engaged in 

transporting food that have less than $500,000 in average annual revenue; 2) transportation activities 

conducted on a farm; 3) transported food that is completely enclosed by a container (such as 

containerized grain shipments), unless the food requires temperature control to maintain product 

safety; 4)  food transshipped through the United States to another foreign country; 5) transportation 

of food that is imported for future export, but which is neither consumed nor distributed in the 

United States; and 6) transportation of human food co-products intended for use as animal food 

without further processing.   

 

3. Q: Does the rule apply to barge or vessel transportation? 

 

A: No. 

 

4. Q: What requirements apply to rail carriers and truckers? 

 

A: FDA’s final rule largely exempts rail carriers and truckers from the rule’s requirements unless the 

shipper and carrier have a written agreement (e.g., contractual arrangement) making the carrier or 

another party responsible, in whole or in part, for sanitary conditions during the transportation 
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operation. The rule defines a “carrier” to mean “a person who physically moves food by rail or 

motor vehicle in commerce within the United States,” excluding persons who transport food while 

operating as a parcel delivery service.   

 

The NGFA has expressed major concerns to FDA that the way the final rule is written and 

structured, rail and truck carriers may be unwilling to enter into written agreements with shippers to 

assume responsibility for sanitary food transportation functions, even those that have become 

relatively routine practice (such as identifying the immediate previous load hauled or most recent 

cleaning of bulk vehicles), given the compliance obligations such agreements would create. The 

NGFA is engaged in active discussions with the agency and other stakeholders in attempting to 

address this significant issue.   

 

Importantly, however, there are several obligations that do apply to railroads and truckers – 

as well as to shippers, receivers and loaders – to utilize controls and operating conditions to 

prevent food from becoming unsafe during transport. This includes the requirement to 

provide adequate protection so food does not become cross-contaminated with non-food items 

in the same or a previous load, and to protect food from cross-contact (i.e., the unintentional 

contamination with a food allergen). FDA’s regulations also require railroads and truckers 

during their transportation operations to consider the type of food being hauled (e.g., human 

food, animal feed, pet food, etc.) and whether the product being transported is a raw material, 

ingredient or a finished food when determining the necessary conditions and controls to apply 

to the shipment.  

 

5. Q: What other requirement apply to businesses required to comply with the rule? 
  

A.  Following is a general description of the rule’s other requirements: 

 Requirements for Shippers: Shippers are required to develop and implement written 

procedures adequate to ensure that vehicles and equipment used in transportation operations are 

in appropriate sanitary condition for the type of food being transported (i.e., will prevent the food 

from becoming unsafe during transport), unless they enter into a written agreement with the 

carrier to vest those responsibilities in the carrier.  In the unlikely event that the latter occurs, the 

shipper is to provide a one-time notification to the carrier, and, if necessary, to the loader of all 

necessary sanitary specifications for the carrier’s vehicle and transportation equipment to ensure 

the food does not become contaminated during transport.     

 

 Requirements for Loaders: Before loading food not completely enclosed by a container into a 

railcar or truck, the loader is to consider specifications, if any, provided by the shipper under a 

written agreement that the conveyance is in appropriate sanitary condition for the product being 

hauled (e.g., the conveyance is in adequate physical condition and free of visible evidence of 

pests and previous cargo that could cause the food to become contaminated during transport).  

 

 Vehicles and transportation equipment: The design and maintenance of vehicles and 

transportation equipment are to ensure that the vehicles and transportation equipment does not 

cause the food that it transports to become unsafe. 

 

 Records: Records are to be established and maintained for shipper-to-carrier communication, 

written procedures, agreements and training (required of carriers). The required retention time 
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for these records depends upon the type of record and when the covered activity occurred, but 

except for training documentation, does not exceed 12 months. 

 

 Training: Rail and truck carriers are required to train their personnel about potential food safety 

problems and basic sanitary transportation practices, and to maintain documentation of the 

training, but only if the carrier and shipper agree that the carrier is responsible, in whole or 

part, for sanitary conditions during transport. No training requirements are imposed upon 

shippers, receivers or loaders. 

Covered businesses should refer to the final rule for more detailed information.  

  

6.  Q: What are a shipper’s obligations under the rule concerning prior loads that have been   

transported on a conveyance? 

 

     A:  During the rulemaking process, FDA initially proposed that shippers would be required to 

obtain information about the prior three loads hauled on a conveyance and use that information 

when determining whether the conveyance was suitable for the shipper’s use.   

 

Significantly, however, based on stakeholder comments, FDA in its final rule eliminated the 

proposed requirement that shippers would need to obtain information about the prior three loads 

hauled on a conveyance when shipping bulk commodities. Instead, FDA established a final 

requirement that shippers of food transported in bulk are to develop and implement written 

procedures adequate to ensure that a previous cargo does not make the food unsafe. This 

means that the shipper is not required to obtain any information about prior cargoes that were 

hauled on the conveyance, and instead is obligated to take adequate measures, subject to FDA 

oversight, to ensure the safe transport of food to be placed in the conveyance.  At the shipper’s 

option, these written procedures can include reliance upon prior-load or conveyance clean-out 

information from the carrier; but again, this is not required. 

 

7.  Q: How will FDA enforce the new requirements?   

 

     A:  FDA has stated that it intends to use an “educate before and while we regulate” approach  

to FSMA implementation, and says it will focus on supporting compliance through education in 

the initial months following the rule’s first compliance date. In doing so, FDA says that it 

expects inspections to begin later this year to ensure that shippers, receivers, loaders and carriers 

covered by the rule are complying with the requirements. The agency’s stated compliance goal 

when conducting the initial inspections will be to assess the industry’s level of readiness and, if 

deficiencies are found, to provide firms with the information they need to achieve compliance. 

 

8.  Q:  Where can more information about this rule and other FSMA-related requirements be found? 

 

     A:  The NGFA recently issued an extensive guidance document on FDA regulations that 

apply to the grain, feed and processing industry. The 79-page document may be found 

electronically on the NGFA Feed website.  

 

 

 

https://www.fda.gov/Food/GuidanceRegulation/FSMA/ucm383763.htm
http://feed.ngfa.org/ngfa-fsma-resources/
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Member alert: Your official domestic grain inspection agency may be 
switched without your knowledge! 
 

By Jess McCluer, Vice President of Safety and Regulatory Affairs 

 

The NGFA recently submitted a letter to the U.S. Department of Agriculture’s Grain Inspection, Packers 

and Stockyards Administration (GIPSA) strongly objecting to its Directive on Exceptions and Service 

Agreements that contradicts the intent of the amendments to the U.S. Grain Standards Act (USGSA) 

regarding the agency’s authority to waive geographic boundaries for designated official grain inspection 

agencies that serve domestic grain-handling facilities. 

 

In 2016, GIPSA revised existing regulations and added new regulations to the USGSA, based upon the 

Agriculture Reauthorization Act of 2015. One of the changes to section 800.117 waived the geographic 

boundaries established for official agencies between two adjacent official agencies if both official 

agencies agreed to the waiver in writing. As a result, a written agreement exception – made at the 

request of a facility – allowed a geographically adjacent designated agency to serve the facility if the 

incumbent designated agency waived the current geographic-area restriction.   

 

On this basis, the NGFA supported the FGIS-proposed changes to implement Congress’s revisions to 

the USGSA and did not offer any objections in the detailed comments that it submitted to the docket. 

Further, the NGFA did not object to the proposed changes because – as described by FGIS in the 

preamble to the proposed rule – GIPSA implied that all 95 existing nonuse service agreements would 

remain in place and that the revised requirements would apply only to grain handling facilities and 

officially designated agencies prospectively, not retroactively. 

 

However, GIPSA’s Directive, which contains details on how it will implement the new requirements, 

contradicts these previous agency statements. Specifically, the GIPSA directive allows an incumbent 

official designated agency to unilaterally request to provide official inspection and weighing services to 

a grain elevator that currently has a nonuse service agreement with an alternate official agency outside 

that geographic territory, without either of the other two parties – including the served elevator – having 

any input into the process. GIPSA’s rationale for the change in policy is that the term “nonuse service 

agreement” was removed from the USGSA under the 2015 reauthorization law.    

 

The NGFA is concerned about the impact the FGIS Directive will have on official inspection services 

provided to domestic grain handling facilities. For example, the termination of the nonuse service 

agreement, at least in one case of which the NGFA is aware, gives facilities only 30 days to prepare for 

the new inspectors to work at their onsite labs with their equipment. There also is uncertainty regarding 

the quality of services provided by the incumbent agency in the given geographic territory.  Finally, with 

a lack of knowledge about the status of the incumbent officially designated agency and its performance 

history, there is a sense of uncertainty about the working relationship between both parties, since the 

incumbent agency is not required to contact the grain elevator before requesting to terminate the nonuse 

service agreement with the alternate official agency serving the elevator.   

 

The NGFA’s letter to GIPSA urges the agency to modify the language in the Directive to allow the input 

of at least two parties, instead of one, before an agreement is terminated. The NGFA also is meeting 

with the appropriate House and Senate members and Agriculture Committee staffs to make them aware 

https://www.ngfa.org/wp-content/uploads/FGIS-Nonuse-Service-Agreement-Directive-5-11-17-FINAL.pdf
https://www.gipsa.usda.gov/laws/directives/9290-18.pdf
https://www.gipsa.usda.gov/laws/directives/9290-18.pdf
https://www.law.cornell.edu/cfr/text/7/800.117
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of the industry’s concerns. Please notify Jess McCluer if you receive any notice of a terminated nonuse 

service agreement or exception from your alternate officially designated agency.  

TPP countries make plans to move forward without the U.S. 

By Sarah Gonzalez, Director of Communications and Digital Media 

Trade ministers from the 11 remaining Trans-Pacific Partnership (TPP) trade agreement countries issued 

a joint declaration on May 21 promising “to launch a process to assess options to bring the 

comprehensive, high quality agreement into force expeditiously, including how to facilitate membership 

for the original signatories.”  

TPP ministers took the action while meeting during the Asia-Pacific Economic Cooperation (APEC) 

trade meeting in Hanoi, Vietnam. They will meet again during the APEC leaders’ summit on Nov. 10-11 

in Da Nang, Vietnam. 

“These efforts would address our concern about protectionism, contribute to maintaining open markets, 

strengthening the rules-based international trading system, increasing world trade and raising living 

standards,” the declaration said. 

New Zealand Trade Minister Todd McClay said the outcome was “better than 

we might have hoped for.” He added in a press statement: “It demonstrates a 

commitment from all 11 countries to implement the agreement, which is 

extremely valuable for New Zealand and sets a clear path to a meeting of 

leaders in November of this year.” 

While U.S. Trade Representative Robert Lighthizer was not a part of the TPP 

meeting, he did attend the larger APEC gathering in Hanoi, marking his first 

international trip in his new capacity. 

Lighthizer said the TPP 11’s effort wouldn’t influence the Trump 

administration’s decision to withdraw from the deal, maintaining that bilateral 

negotiations are better for the United States than large, multilateral trade deals.  

“TPP 11 can make their own decisions and the United States makes it decisions,” he reportedly said at a 

press conference in Hanoi. “That’s what sovereign nations do, but we certainly expect to stay engaged 

and I believe at some point to have a series of bilateral agreements with willing partners in this part of 

the world.” 

According to a statement from his office, Lighthizer met with several trade ministers of APEC-member 

economies, including formal bilateral meetings with Canada, Japan, Mexico, Vietnam, China and 

Australia. 

“It was important to me to come to APEC first and foremost to reaffirm the president’s strong 

commitment to promoting bilateral free and fair trade throughout the Asia-Pacific region,” Lighthizer 

said in a statement. “APEC provides a great opportunity to focus energy on the barriers to its stated 

objective of free and open trade – a goal that cannot be met without tackling trade-distorting measures 

U.S. Trade 
Representative Robert 
Lighthizer 

mailto:jmccluer@ngfa.org
https://www.national.org.nz/trans_pacific_partnership_tpp_agreement_ministerial_statement
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that have led to massive U.S. trade imbalances in the region. I look forward to working with our trade 

partners to expand U.S. export market access and address persistent unfair trade practices.” 

U.S. goods and services traded with APEC economies totaled $2.7 trillion in 2015. However, USTR 

noted the U.S. goods trade deficit with APEC economies was $576 billion in 2016.  

“APEC provides an opportunity for the U.S. to address this trade deficit by engaging trade partners to 

expand market access for U.S. exports and addressing unfair trade practices,” said the USTR office. 

APEC trade ministers released an action plan after the United States opposed a reference to 

“protectionist trends” in a draft of a scrapped joint statement, according to a Reuters report. 

At the conclusion of the meeting, the APEC chairman, Vietnamese Minister of Industry and Trade Tran 

Tuan Anh, issued a “statement of the chair,” that said: “In some of our communities, there are increasing 

numbers of people questioning the benefits of globalization and free trade, spurring protectionist trends 

that could have strong impacts on the process of global economic recovery and economic integration.” 

Lighthizer noted in press reports that “our view is we want free trade; we want fair trade. We want a 

system that leads to greater market efficiencies throughout the world…The question is what do you do 

to get there? For us, it’s to defend against unfair trade in our market.” 

100-day plan with China includes some tepid biotech commitments 
 
By Sarah Gonzalez, Director of Communications and Digital Media 

China committed to providing more details about its assessment of pending U.S. biotech trait approvals 

as part of the U.S.-China 100-day action plan under the framework of the two countries’ Comprehensive 

Economic Dialogue. 

In an effort to expand trade cooperation between 

the two nations, President Donald Trump and 

Chinese President Xi Jinping met last month to 

launch “100 days of trade talks,” after which the 

leaders agreed to take action by mid-July to expand 

trade in beef and chicken.  

The U.S. evidently pushed during development of 

the 100-day plan to have China commit to making 

decisions on eight pending biotech trait approvals, but instead got an agreement to conduct an upcoming 

biotech review meeting with a more transparent report on the status of each trait and what, if anything, 

more is needed from the technology providers before approvals are granted.  

 

China’s National Biosafety Committee (NBC) is to conduct a meeting by the end of this month to 

evaluate all eight pending U.S. biotechnology product applications to assess the safety of the products 

for their intended use.  

 

http://www.reuters.com/article/us-apec-vietnam-lighthizer-idUSKBN18H0VN?il=0
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According to the 100-day plan, for any product that does not pass the safety evaluation, “the NBC is to 

operate with transparency by providing in writing to the applicants a complete list of requested 

information necessary to finalize the safety assessment for the products’ intended use, along with an 

explanation of how the requested information would be relevant to the safety of the products’ intended 

use.” 

 

After resubmission, NBC is to schedule meetings “frequently” to finalize reviews. If a product passes 

the safety evaluation of the NBC, certificates are to be granted within 20 working days, according to the 

U.S.-China document. 

 

Congressional update: Fly-in, budget and regulatory reform  
 

By Bobby Frederick, Director of Legislative Affairs and Public Policy 

 

The NGFA is finalizing plans for its Country Elevator Committee and International Trade and 

Agricultural Policy Committee congressional fly-in scheduled for June 6-8.  

 

June 7 will be a shoe-sole testing kind of day, as approximately 50 NGFA members and representatives 

from a half dozen state and regional agribusiness associations affiliated with NGFA will be on Capitol 

Hill for an active, aggressive policy advocacy day. Top of mind issues for the NGFA to be conveyed to 

congressional leaders and staff include maintaining robust exports in the North American market during 

the upcoming negotiations to modernize the North American Free Trade Agreement, promoting both the 

competitive advantage provided by and the precarious state of the U.S. inland waterways infrastructure, 

and promoting for the next farm bill working lands conservation programs over anti-competitive land-

idling programs that harm young and beginning farmers and undermine U.S. agriculture’s 

competitiveness.  

 

Senate Action This Week: On Monday, the nation’s longest serving governor, Terry Branstad of Iowa, 

was confirmed by the U.S. Senate by a vote of 82-13 to serve as the next U.S. ambassador to China. The 

Senate Agriculture Committee will conduct a hearing titled “Examining the Farm Economy: 

Perspectives on Rural America” on May 25 at 10 a.m. Eastern. 

 

House Action This Week: Today, the House will vote on a regulatory reform bill – the Reducing 

Regulatory Burdens Act (H.R. 953) introduced by Rep. Bob Gibbs, R-Ohio. This perennially introduced 

legislation would prevent the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency from requiring a Clean Water Act 

permit for pesticide applications if the application already is permitted under the Federal Insecticide, 

Fungicide, and Rodenticide Act (FIFRA). Meanwhile, Secretary of Agriculture Sonny Perdue will 

testify this morning before the House Appropriations Committee on the Trump administration’s fiscal 

year 2018 U.S. Department of Agriculture budget proposal. Perdue, who had not been confirmed yet by 

the Senate when the Trump administration developed its initial budget revisions for fiscal 2017, said of 

the new proposal: “We’re going to do the best we can. It’s my job to implement that plan.”  

 

Dogs that won’t hunt and budgets that won’t budge? President Trump’s $4.1 trillion fiscal year 2018 

budget proposal calls for cuts to federal crop insurance and an additional user fee on commercial barge 

operators on inland waterways. 

 

Congress, however, is making it clear that it is in the driver’s seat when it comes to shaping budget 

proposals submitted by presidential administrations.  

https://www.senate.gov/legislative/LIS/roll_call_lists/roll_call_vote_cfm.cfm?congress=115&session=1&vote=00133
https://www.agriculture.senate.gov/hearings/examining-the-farm-economy-perspectives-on-rural-america
https://www.agriculture.senate.gov/hearings/examining-the-farm-economy-perspectives-on-rural-america
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“In our system of government, the president proposes and Congress disposes,” noted Sen. Charles 

Grassley, R-Iowa. “Congress has the power of the purse strings.”  

 

It’s also worth remembering that President Obama’s budget proposals routinely received unanimous 

opposition from both parties.  

 

Trivia answer for 5/10/2017 Newsletter: The 2016 Kentucky Derby winner, Nyquist, consumed about 

8-12 lbs of grain per day as part of his diet.  

 

Trivia winner: No winner! 

 
Learn how to retain your millennial employees during CONVEY17 
 

As generational gaps widen in the workforce, recruiting and retaining millennials in the grain, feed and 

processing industry will become vital for successful companies.  

 

CONVEY17, a newly redesigned operations and regulatory compliance conference and trade show, will 

cover “Why Millennials Quit: Employee Retention in Today's Workforce” during one of several 

sessions at the conference hosted by the NGFA and Grain Journal Magazine.  
 

Mark Berry, vice president of human resources and CHRO at 

CGB Enterprises Inc., will discuss how evidence-based HR 

practices can help focus on those opportunities that will drive the 

most strategically significant business outcomes for the 

organization.  

 

CONVEY, a successor to the former NGFA-Grain Journal Safety Conference and Elevator Design 

Conference, will focus annually on key regulatory compliance, safety and operational issues that are 

vital to facility managers and their key employees.  

Trivia 
 
The first Memorial Day Ceremony at Arlington National Cemetery was on May 30, 1868 and was 

presided over by President Ulysses S. Grant. 

 

Name the Ohio congressman and future U.S. president who delivered the oration that day (part of 

which is printed below):  

 

“I am oppressed with a sense of the impropriety of uttering words on this occasion. If 

silence is ever golden, it must be here, beside the graves of 15,000 men, whose lives were 

more significant than speech, and whose death was a poem, the music of which can never be 

sung.” 

 

Email your answer to bfrederick@ngfa.org 

 

http://r20.rs6.net/tn.jsp?f=001KJqazyRKHXdw48U8HyycyEkUuIrQselI5JNm4PLLtwKi9Nf4K3xL9BrHoRXZGo99WqVMRx-bbMAcTtLLNQ1e-P4Qk-nobtQzQqvHQZ2uWwSrAsqxfLeamWwZMhon8Ki_VpQniF3t0DS4dJIo4U6PaMWUmTXbZJCnzPWCTOs-u1vYbH8aNn90aw-DX_Wz93sPXLjr5uGgllM=&c=FbhtGmkiijOstWvtCWmzk0oVTqY9Rb3Zi7B9tMoYIAthqEXkODER2A==&ch=XkQL0TwLLKYR81sQNqHXdBKdTQwQ-eIxFWWABWR_-QuzOgRJ460uhw==
mailto:bfrederick@ngfa.org
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A significant focus of CONVEY17 will be on the Trump administration’s regulatory philosophy and 

policy changes affecting the Occupational Safety and Health Administration (OSHA) and 

Environmental Protection Agency. In addition to employee retention, key operations issues affecting the 

industry and prudent safety practices to maintain safe and operationally efficient facility operations also 

will be addressed.  

 

This year's conference, to be conducted July 24-26 at the Westin Kansas City Hotel at Crown Center in 

Kansas City, Mo., includes several sessions on specific OSHA regulations – like recordkeeping and 

reporting – that are not expected to change, as well as an interactive session covering OSHA inspections.  

 

CONVEY17 also will address best practices on how to comply with the most far-reaching law to hit the 

feed industry in nearly 80 years – the Food Safety Modernization Act. 

 

Registration for CONVEY17 is available here. 

 

 

NGFA | 1400 Crystal Drive | Suite 260 | Arlington | VA | 22202 

NGFA committee spotlight: International Trade/Agriculture Policy 
Committee 
 

The International Trade/Agriculture Policy (ITAP) Committee’s next meeting on June 6 in 

Washington will coincide with an NGFA congressional fly-in for the ITAP and Country Elevator 

Committees and several state/regional grain and feed associations affiliated with NGFA. The ITAP 

meeting will be centered around the pending negotiations to “modernize” the North American Free 

Trade Agreement (NAFTA) and will include several meetings with congressional offices on June 7.  

 

The committee is soliciting volunteers to provide technical expertise to NGFA in the development of 

NAFTA negotiation objectives for the grain and feed industry. Volunteers need not be ITAP 

Committee members, but should have a working knowledge of grain and feed cross-border trade 

issues with Canada and Mexico and be willing to advise NGFA staff on the impacts of proposed 

changes to NAFTA on such topics as sanitary and phytosanitary measures and technical barriers to 

trade. The workload will vary and will be accomplished through individual and possibly group 

telephone calls and emails.  

 

The first project is responding to a request from the U.S. Trade Representative (USTR) to develop 

comments outlining the general and product-specific negotiating objectives for the grain, feed and 

processing industry in the context of a NAFTA modernization. Comments on the USTR notice are 

due June 12. NGFA will be collaborating with the North American Export Grain Association 

(NAEGA) to develop a joint statement to USTR.   

 

The committee’s last meeting was conducted in New Orleans on March 20 in conjunction with the 

NGFA’s 121st annual convention, where members discussed the farm bill and trade issues with four 

staff members representing agriculture committee leadership from both sides of the aisle in the 

House and Senate.  

 

 

http://r20.rs6.net/tn.jsp?f=001KJqazyRKHXdw48U8HyycyEkUuIrQselI5JNm4PLLtwKi9Nf4K3xL9I7_eTgbBzu3TfDhmOCvFxUVzlfLeuJG0k2CVaZPZEdeuEWEX2X1B3IkzyzJx-P3kTU4IgqGtE0Uxhuw0t0TjRw0aG2yTXNL7vELEan2LXzXqeu8GOGXFGrlKuZj0XCPIjqm_xI-L7DAdYQnq9R69Os=&c=FbhtGmkiijOstWvtCWmzk0oVTqY9Rb3Zi7B9tMoYIAthqEXkODER2A==&ch=XkQL0TwLLKYR81sQNqHXdBKdTQwQ-eIxFWWABWR_-QuzOgRJ460uhw==

