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kills, gross mishandling of animal car-

casses, reckless endangerment of work-

ers, animal cruelty and an alarming

indifference to food safety.

In sum,the RapSheet database docu-

ments crimes, violations or other opera-

tional malfeasance at more than 630

industrial meat factories in 44 states. TheFor the past two and one-

half years, Sierra Club

researchers have camped

out in the offices of state

and federal agencies,

pored over dusty files,

copied long-forgotten reports, haunted

library stacks and raised the eyebrows

of curious agency staff.The result of

their dogged investigation is a ground-

breaking report and database called

“The RapSheet on Animal Factories.”

This report presents sobering—and in

some cases downright shocking—facts

about modern American meat produc-

tion. No longer dominated by family

farmers, the business of growing,

slaughtering and marketing the nation’s

livestock has been largely taken over by

corporations that control meat produc-

tion from,as one Sierra Club representa-

tive puts it,“squeal to meal, conception

to consumption.”

Environmental violations by the meat

industry add up to a rap sheet longer

than War and Peace. In the process of

delivering ostensibly cheap meat to

American dinner tables and fast-food

chains, the meat producers in this report

have perpetrated serious environmental

violations and corporate misconduct. As

our investigators learned, well-known

companies that promote a responsible

image are responsible for massive fish

Env i ro n m e ntal violations by the meat industry add up to a

rap sheet longer than War and Pe a ce.

The RapSheet on Animal Fa c t o r i e s

Too Big for Pa per Towe l s : The collapse of this No rth Ca rolina hog - wa s te lagoon in 1995 spilled 
25 million gallons of raw hog manure in to the New Ri ve r.
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online database, search by state or cor-

porate entity, and print out a list of vio-

lations a company has racked up in

other communities.The Environmental

Protection Agency and state and local

governments should also find the data-

base useful. Nowhere else does there

exist in one place such an extensive

source of information about meat

industry transgressions.

Still,the database likely represents the

tip of the iceberg. Incomplete, incoher-

ent or non-existent state records fre-

quently prevented our researchers from

collecting information. Many factory

farms are never inspected by regulators,

leaving untold numbers of violations

unreported and undocumented.

Finally, we hope this information will

encourage regulators to protect com-

munities that suffer because of factory

farm pollution. Residents who live next

to factories are subjected to fly and rat

infestations, putrid smells and polluted

water.

Co rpo rate facto ry farms are more

f a cto ry than farm . As such, t h ey

should be held to the same ty pes of

s t ate and fe d e ral re g u l ations as any

other industry.

Methodology
Si e rra Club staff and vo l u nte e r s

s pe nt two and one-half years co l l e ct-

ing thousands of re co rds from state

and fe d e ral re g u l ato ry agencies. As far

as we can te l l , this is the largest and

most co m p l e te doc u m e nt ation of vio-

l ations by large animal facto ries in the

Un i ted St ates eve r. The info rm ation in

online database profiles more than 240

of these operations in detail.In addition

to actual convictions, recalls of poten-

tially contaminated products and viola-

tions that resulted in fines, the RapSheet

includes information about indictments

and unresolved lawsuits. Indictments

are not proof of guilt. Among other find-

ings, the RapSheet documents:

◆ Government files show that approxi-

mately 50 corporations, or their man-

agers, racked up a total of more than

60 misdemeanor or felony indict-

ments, charges, convictions or pleas.

Criminal fines total nearly $50 million.

The criminal counts included animal

cruelty, bribery, destroying records,

fraud, distributing contaminated meat

and pollution.

◆ Forty-three meat recalls by 31 compa-

nies that totaled approximately 67,000

tons (that’s almost 134 million

pounds) of suspect products that were

delivered to schools, military installa-

tions, restaurants and grocers. Meat

was found contaminated by deadly

bacteria, rodent feces, rodent hair, rot,

rust, mold, wire, metal shavings—and

the list continues.

◆ Millions of gallons of liquefied fe ce s

and urine seeped into the env i ro n-

m e nt from co l l a p s e d, l e a king or ove r-

f l owing sto rage lagoo n s, and flowe d

i nto ri ve r s, s t re a m s, l a ke s, wetlands and

g ro u n dwate r. H u n d reds of manure

spills have killed millions of fish.

The RapSheet is intended to serve as

a powerful tool for citizens who want to

keep corporate polluters out of their

communities. Anyone can access the

this re po rt is not co m p re h e n s i ve.

Th e re are many other doc u m e nte d

v i o l ations to co l l e ct and compile and

t h e re fo re, this is a wo rk in prog re s s. As

we co l l e ct more info rm ation on viola-

t i o n s, we intend to upd ate our online

d at a b a s e.

In 1999, Sierra Club staff and volun-

teers began the vast effort to catalogue

factory farm violations in 44 states. Staff

and volunteers reviewed information at,

gathered it from,or received it under

the federal Freedom of Information Act

or states’ Open Meeting and Records

laws from the following agencies and

offices:

◆ U.S. Department of Agriculture (Food

Safety Inspection Service, Animal and

Plant Health Inspection Servic e, Grain

Inspection Packers and Stockyards

Administration)

◆ U.S. Department of Defense

◆ U.S. Department of Health & Human

Services (Agency for Toxic Substances

and Disease Registry)

◆ U.S. Department of Justice (Federal

Bureau of Investigation, Offices of the

United States Attorneys)

◆ U.S. Department of Labor

(Occupational Safety and Health

Administration)

◆ U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

(Office of Enforcement and

Compliance Assurance, National

Enforcement Investigations Center,

Criminal Investigations Division)

◆ Equal Employment Opportunity

Commission

◆ National Labor Relations Board

◆ United States District Court system

◆ State Attorneys General offices

◆ State water pollution agencies

◆ State air pollution agencies

◆ State wildlife and fish and game 

agencies

◆ State health agencies

◆ State court systems

◆ Municipal agencies

◆ County Sheriff Offices

Corporate factory farms are more factory than farm. As such, they
should be held to the same types of state and federal regulations 
as any other industr y.
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In addition,newspaper articles, press

releases, company Web sites and court

documents provided information.

I n fo rm ation obtained through this

p rocess is at w w w. s i e r ra c l u b. o rg /

f a cto ry f a r m s / ra p s h e e t s. After doc u-

m e nting these violat i o n s, Si e rra Cl u b

began the process of identifying those

companies with the worst re co rd.

Cri te ria for this inauspicious distinct i o n

included env i ro n m e ntal pollution (air

pollution and water quality violat i o n s ) ,

l a bor law violat i o n s, re calls for co nt a m i-

n ated meat prod u cts (either by

p at h ogens or other fo reign objects) or

other egregious act i v i t i e s. The re s u l t,

“Am e ri ca’s Ten Least Wa nte d” l i s t, fe a-

t u res companies that have had numer-

ous violations in one or more of these

cate g o ri e s, based on the info rm at i o n

we co l l e cte d.

Human Health and Environmental
Effects Associated With
Concentrated Animal Feeding
Operations (CAFOs)

La rg e - s cale co rpo rate animal fac-

to ries po l l u te our air and wate r,

endanger our health and dri ve

re s ponsible family farmers out of

b u s i n e s s. De s p i te the public health

and env i ro n m e ntal risks posed by

c rowding thousands of animals in

c ra m ped facto ri e s, t h e re is a powe rf u l

t rend in the meat industry towa rd s

l a rger and more co n ce nt rated animal

f a cto ri e s.1 Eve ry ye a r, m o re animals

a re raised on fewer farm s, and family

f a rms are pushed out of local 

co m m u n i t i e s.

By housing more and more c attle,

pigs and chickens in tightly confined

spaces, the meat industry is also gener-

ating thousands of pounds of animal

feces and urine without providing prop-

er treatment. Even though most corpo-

rations do little more than store the

waste in open-air pits and/or dump or

spray it on the land, some livestock

operations are producing “the waste

equivalent of a town or even a large

city,” according to a report by the

minority staff of the U.S. Senate Com-

mittee on Agriculture, Nutrition and

Forestry.2

CAFOs are Big Polluters

Factory farms are big polluters, largely

due to the huge amount of animal

waste their operations generate. In 1997

alone, U.S. beef, pig and chicken opera-

tions generated 291 billion pounds of

manure daily. In that year, Americans

only produced approximately one-sixth

of that amount.3

In order to deal with vast amount s

of manure, animal facto ries genera l l y

use open pits, kn own as

l a g oo n s, to sto re liquefied

m a n u re. Un fo rt u n ately fo r

n e a r by communities and

l ocal water source s,

l a g oons can leak, a n d

m a n u re can spill.4 In most

ca s e s, the wa s te is ulti-

m ately disposed of on

l a n d, a l l owing it to ru n

off into nearby streams 

or seep into underg ro u n d

water supplies. The co n-

te nts of this wa s te, i n c l u d-

ing ammonia, p at h og e n s,

pe s t i c i d e s, a ntibiotics and horm o n e s,

can end up in our dri n king water and

in our bod i e s.5

In addition to water pollution,factory

farms often emit irritating and health-

threatening pollutants into the air.6

Ammonia, hydrogen sulfide, carbon

dioxide, particulate matter, methane,

dust and allergens have all been traced

back to animal factories.7

Human Health Effects

Workers in the factories and neigh-

bors who live downstream or down-

wind from the plants probably suffer

the most acute effects. Inhaling the

fumes and pollutants from animal facto-

ries or drinking water contaminated

with animal waste can seriously harm

human health.8

The fumes are so powerful that get-

ting too close can prove to be fatal.

The National Institute for Occupational

Safety and Health has documented

instances where fumes have asphyxiat-

ed farm workers after they entered pits

used for storing manure.9 The fumes

from animal factories can also threaten

their neighbors’ health,as Julie Jansen

discovered. In 1995, Jansen,who operat-

ed a day care center in Olivia,

Raining Ma n u re : Liquefied wa s te is often sprayed dire ctly onto
fields where it can co l l e ct and run into nearby wate rways.

The criminal counts listed in the RapSheet documents include animal
cruelty, bribery, destroying records, fraud, distributing contaminated
meat and pollution.
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Minnesota, was advised to take the chil-

dren away from the home af ter they

were suffering from nausea,diarrhea,

headaches and other symptoms of

hydrogen sulfide poisoning.10 Hog facto-

ries, more than a mile from her

home, were contaminating the

air with hydrogen sulfide and

other pollutants.11 Since then,

Minnesota and a handful of

other states have set safety stan-

dards for some air pollutants

from animal factories.12 But these

standards are still not protective

of human health.

Drinking water contaminated

with animal waste can cause

health problems for a number of

reasons. First of all,animal waste

contains nutrients like nitro-

gen—a lot of nitrogen.The EPA

estimates that hog operations in

eastern North Carolina alone

“generated 135 million pounds

of nitrogen per year as of 1995 .”13

That is of particular concern

because elevated nitrate levels in

drinking water can cause “blue

baby syndrome” in infants, may

increase the risk of birth defects

and miscarriages in women,and

can be fatal.14 In 1994,the

Centers for Disease Control found the

incidence of four spontaneous abor-

tions by women in LaGrange County,

Indiana to be possibly related to nitrate-

contaminated well water.15

Animal waste also carries numerous

pathogens, which are disease-causing

organisms, such as bacteria,viruses, pro-

tozoa,fungi and algae. In fact, there are

more than 150 different pathogens that

pose a risk to humans in animal factory

manure.16 A 1998 investigation by the

Centers for Disease Control found

pathogens in manure storage lagoons,

drainage ditches, drainage wells and

even in a river near large pig operations

in Iowa.17

Breathing or ingesting these

pathogens in water or food can cause

potentially fatal diseases, including sal-

monellosis, cryptosporidiosis, giardiasis,

cholera, typhoid fever and polio.18

Cryptosporidium parvum, a tiny proto-

zoan responsible for stomach illness,

is of particular concern because it is

resistant to conventional drinking water

treatment. Contamination of

Milwaukee’s drinking water supply in

1993 caused more than 100 deaths and

400,000 illnesses. Runoff of cow manure

was identified as a possible source of

the contamination.19

Food bo rne illness is a widespread and

s e rious health thre at in the Un i ted St ate s.

Each ye a r, t h e re are approx i m ately 76

million cases of food bo rne illnesses,

resulting in some 325,000 hospitaliza-

tions and 5,000 deat h s.2 0 In re ce nt ye a r s,

t h e re has been a disturbing trend of

e m e rging strains of food bo rn e

p at h ogens like L i s te ri a and toxigenic E.

co l i b a cte ri a .2 1 The effe cts of improve d

i n s pe ction proce d u res at slaughte rh o u s-

es are beginning to re d u ce incidence of

food bo rne illness, a l t h o u g h

the data do not show a sus-

tained decline in some infe c-

t i o n s, a c co rding to a re ce nt

Ce nter for Disease Co nt ro l

re po rt.2 2

Animal waste pollution is

also suspected of causing out-

breaks of Pfiesteria piscicida, a

toxic organism responsible for

large fish kills in North

Carolina, Maryland and

Virginia.23 Exposure to

Pfiesteria may also cause

human health problems,

including acute short-term

memory loss, cognitive

impairment, asthma-like

symptoms, liver and kidney

dysfunction,blurred vision

and vomiting.24

Animal waste is also con-

taminated with endocrine dis-

rupters from pesticides and

hormones.25 These chemicals

interfere with hormonal sys-

tems that govern human

development. They can alter sexual

development, undermine intelligence

and make us less resistant to disease.

Pesticides get into animal factories

because they are applied on crops

grown to feed the animals or through

direct application to housing pens to

control parasites.26 Hormones are fed to

cattle to speed up growth,and studies

increasingly suggest that some of these

hormones pass through the animal and

into the waste.27

Fi n a l l y, one re ce nt deve l o p m e nt has

been the increased thre at to human

health caused by the ove ruse of ant i b i-

otics in live s tock prod u ct i o n . Si n ce 1949,

when low levels of antibiotics we re
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found to improve animal grow t h ,a n i m a l

f a cto ries have been using antibiotics as a

routine feed additive.2 8 The pra ct i ce is so

common now that the EPA estimate s

be tween 60 to 80 pe rce nt of all live s toc k

re ce i ve ant i b i o t i c s.2 9 In 1991, animal fac-

to ries used approx i m ately 19 million

pounds of ant i b i o t i c s, a widespread pra c-

t i ce that is rapidly cre ating pat h og e n s

re s i s t a nt to mod e rn medicine.3 0

These drug-resistant diseases can be

transmitted from animals to humans

through the food supply.31 Scientists

now believe that the “use of growth-

promoting antibiotics in animal agricul-

ture is thought to be one of the factors

driving the increase in antibiotic resist-

ance in humans by causing selective

pressure for the emergence of antibiot-

ic-resistant bacteria.”32

With the emerg e n ce of ant i b i o t i c - re s i s t-

a nt strains of bacte ri a ,d octors are losing

the ability to use antibiotics to tre at

human infe ct i o n s. In re s ponse to this cri s i s,

the Wo rld Health Org a n i z ation publicly

called for the re d u ction of antibiotic use in

animal agri c u l t u re, noting that re s i s t a nt

s t rains of Sa l m o n e l l a ,Ca m py l o b a cte r,

En te rococ c i , and E. co l i h ave been tra n s m i t-

ted from animals to humans.3 3 In addition,

the Am e ri can Me d i cal As s oc i ation re ce nt l y

passed a resolution stating its oppo s i t i o n

to the use of antibiotics as a grow t h

e n h a n cer in animal agri c u l t u re and urg i n g

the te rm i n ation or phase-out of this use of

a nt i b i o t i c s.3 4

Ecological Effects

Animal waste pollution can degrade

water and air quality as well as human

health. Nutrients from animal waste,

such as nitrogen,phosphorus and

potassium can seriously impair water

quality.35 When nutrients from animal

waste enter waterways, they can fuel an

explosive growth of algae. This phenom-

enon, known as eutrophication,decreas-

es oxygen levels in the water, thereby

suffocating fish and invertebrates.36

Furthermore, whenalgae blooms die,

they can also release toxins that kill fish

and wildlife and leave behind degraded

ecosystems like the “Dead Zone” in the

Gulf of Mexico.37

Ma n u re spills and runoff of wa s te

applied to land are not the only ways

t h at animal wa s tes impair water quali-

ty. La g oo n s, m a n u re piles and land

a p p l i cation areas give off ammonia to

the at m o s p h e re. Late r, the ammonia

falls to earth as nitrog e n ,c re ating the

same eutro p h i cation as if it we re dis-

c h a rged dire ctly to wate r. S c i e nt i s t s

h ave identified this as a significa nt

p roblem for water quality.3 8

The parasites, bacteria and viruses

that are carried by animal waste can all

harm wildlife.39 For instance, bacteria

present in animal waste causes avian

botulism and avian cholera,which have

killed thousands of migratory waterfowl

and domestic birds.40

While bacteria and viruses usually go

unseen,animal waste can affect water

quality in very visible ways as well.

Spilled feed, bedding materials, hair,

feathers, even corpses have all made

their way into local waterways.41 In addi-

tion to the obvious problems associated

with floating pig carcasses, these types

of “suspended solids” are responsible for

“increasing the turbidity of surface

waters, physically hindering the func-

tioning of aquatic plants and animals,

and providing a protected environment

for pathogens.”42

Animal waste pollution can degrade water and air quality as well as human health.

High Wate r: Fl ooding from Hurri cane Fl oyd washes out the co nte nts of a hog lagoon into the Pa m l i co
Sound in No rth Ca ro l i n a .



SUMMARY:

Anton Pohlmann owns and
operates Buckeye Egg Farm 
in Ohio.

OTHER RAPS:

◆ Despite the agreement, environ-

mental problems at Buckeye Egg’s

facilities have persisted. On Nov-

ember 29,2001,angered by another

manure spill into the nation’s water-

ways, the Ohio attorney general

charged that Buckeye Egg Farm has

violated the settlement agreement

numerous times.47 The state wanted

to throw owner Anton Pohlmann

and other top officials in jail and

seeks fines of up to $10,000 a day in

connection to water pollution and

fly outbreaks.48 This was the eighth

time the attorney general had asked

the courts to force Buckeye Egg to

comply with state and federal laws.49

◆ In September 2001,jurors awarded

21 rural neighbors of Buckeye’s

Licking County egg factories $19.7

million in a civil nuisance judgment.50

◆ In 1997,a class action suit was filed

for violation of the Consumer

Practices Act, charging that Buckeye

routinely rewashed and repackaged

eggs that had not sold, re-selling

them with a new expiration date.51 In

1999,the Food and Drug Adminis-

tration took action against Buckeye

for selling salmonella-infected

eggs.52

◆ Klaus Pohlmann, Anton’s son, owns

and operates a 35,000-hog confine-

ment complex known as Pohlmann

Hog Farms near Crawfordsville,

Indiana.53 Pohlmann Hog Farms is

the largest swine confinement com-

plex in the state.54 The facility gener-

ates 40,000 gallons of liquefied

manure daily.55 That facility also has

had repeated manure spills which

have killed tens of thousands of fish.

At least six manure spills from the

facility between 1979 and 1995

killed an estimated 64,000 fish in

Little Sugar Creek.56 Those spills and

fish kills resulted in fines and penal-

ties of $54,205.86.57 Another spill in

July 2001 killed an estimated 5,700

fish.58

Buckeye Illegally Dumps Dead
Chickens; Fined $1 Million for More
Than 800 Water Permit Violations

FOR A COMPLETE RECORD OF BU C K EYE’S V I O LAT I O N S ,l og onto : w w w. s i e r ra c l u b. o rg / f a cto ry f a r m s / ra p s h e e t s / o pe ra to r s. a s p

TO PROTEST BU C K EYE’S POLLUTION OF OUR AIR AND WAT E R , call the co m p a ny at : (740) 893-7200.
TO PROTEST POHLMANN HOG FA R M S’ P O L LU T I O N , call the co m p a ny at : (765) 364-1661.

B U C K EY E
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Pohlmann began his Ohio farms in

1980 and has steadily expanded the

business to its current size. Buckeye

has 15 million chickens that produce

2.4 billion eggs annually—approxi-

mately 4 percent of the national total. 43

One of the most notorious animal fac-

tory polluters in North America,

Buckeye has racked up a laundry list of

environmental offenses that include

numerous manure spills, air pollution

and fly infestations.

The Ohio Attorney General filed a

27-count lawsuit against Buckeye Egg

for disposing of dead chickens by

dumping them in a field, improperly

handling manure and causing mass

infestations of flies, beetles and other

insects.44 The suit alleged 800 instances

in which Buckeye violated their water per-

mits.45 The case was settled and the com-

pany agreed in January 2001 to pay a $1

million fine and invest $366,000 in manure

treatment equipment.46

FORTUNE 500 RANKING: PRIVATELY OWNED

ANNUAL REVENUES: NOT AVAILABLE

HEADQUARTERS: CROTON,OHIO

Egg Fa cto ry: It is industry-wide pra ct i ce to cram 
thousands of chickens in cages at egg facto ri e s.



OTHER RAPS:

◆ An Excel meat pro-

cessing plant in

Newnan, Georgia was

linked to an outbreak 

in June 2001 when the

plant recalled approxi-

mately 190,000 pounds

of ground beef and

ground pork that was

potentially contaminat-

ed with E. coli 0157:H7

bacteria,a food

pathogen that can kill.66

The recall affected

Kroger stores in

Alabama, Georgia,

Kentucky, South

Carolina and

Tennessee.67

◆ Excel has also be e n

accused of violat i n g

fe d e ral labor laws. I n

July 1998, the Un i te d

St ates De p a rt m e nt of

La bor filed suit against

Exce l’s Be a rd s tow n ,

Illinois plant, a l l e g i n g

v i o l ations of the ove r-

time and re co rd - ke e p-

ing re q u i re m e nts of

the Fair La bo r

St a n d a rds Act.6 8 Th e

alleged violat i o n s

i nvo l ved approx i m ate l y

600 employe e s.6 9

◆ In Fe b ru a ry 2002,

Ca rgill Po rk Inc. ,w h i c h

o pe rates a hog facto ry

in Mi s s o u ri ,p l e a d e d

g u i l ty to violating the

Clean Water Act when

the co m p a ny illegally

d i s c h a rged hog wa s te

i nto the Lo u t re Ri ve r,

killing approx i m ate l y

53,000 fish along a

f i ve-mile stre tc h .7 0

The co m p a ny will pay 

a fine of $1 million fo r

this violat i o n .7 1

At Least Four Deaths Tied to Pa t h o g e n -
Ta i n t e d M e a t ; C a r g i l l Re c a l l s A p p r ox i m a t e l y
16.7 Million Pounds of Products

FOR A COMPLETE RECORD OF CA RG I L L’S V I O LAT I O N S ,l og onto : w w w. s i e r ra c l u b. o rg / f a cto ry f a r m s / ra p s h e e t s / o pe ra to r s. a s p

TO PROTEST CA RG I L L’S POLLUTION OF OUR AIR AND WAT E R , call the co m p a ny at : (952) 742-7575

C A RG I L L

has approximately 800 operations in 59

countries.59 In the United States, Cargill mar-

kets turkey products under the Honeysuckle

White and Riverside brands. Cargill also owns

Excel Corporation,the United States’ third-

largest meatpacking enterprise.60 Excel oper-

ates 16 beef/pork slaughterhouses or meat

processing plants in 11 states and Canada.61

From 1996-2000, Excel has received $19.25

million for its sales to the USDA’s School

Lunch Program and other Federal Food

Assistance Programs.62

Since 2000, Cargill and Excel meat has

been linked to two dangerous bacteria-relat-

ed outbreaks. In December 2000,a federal

health official with the Centers for Disease

Control and Prevention in Atlanta confirmed

that at least four deaths, three miscarriages

or stillbirths, and 28 cases of listeriosis had

been linked to bacteria-contaminated meat

produced at Cargill’s Waco, Texas plant.63 The

plant recalled 16.7 million pounds of ready-

to-eat turkey and chicken products that were

potentially contaminated with Listeria mono-

cytogenes.64 The recall affected retail estab-

lishments, restaurants and institutions

nationwide, as well as products that had

been exported to Iceland and Venezuela.65

FORTUNE 500 RANKING: PRIVATELY OWNED

ANNUAL REVENUES: NOT AVAILABLE

HEADQUARTERS: MINNEAPOLIS,MINNESOTA

Hog He l l : Ma ny swine ope rations co ntain hundreds of pigs per pe n .

T H E  R A P S H E E T  O N  A N I M A L  F A C T O R I E S ◆ 7

SUMMARY:

Cargill, the largest privately held corporation in the United States, 



OTHER RAPS:

◆ ConAgra,doing business as

Armour Fresh Meats

Company, operates a cattle

slaughterhouse and holding

pens in Nampa,Idaho.79 In

November 1998,the company

agreed to pay $1 million in

civil penalties and more than

$1 million in injunctive relief,

facility upgrades and supple-

mental environmental proj-

ects to settle civil claims by

the U.S. Environmental

Protection Agency against

ConAgra for violations of the

Clean Water Act.80

◆ ConAgra,doing business as

Monfort, operates a cattle

slaughterhouse and process-

ing plant in Greeley,

Colorado.81 In September

1998,the U.S. Department of

Labor fined Monfort

$1,278,500 for willful and

repeated violations of the Fair

Labor Standards Act for fail-

ing to pay 2,557 employees

overtime wages due them. 82 A

federal appeals court ordered

the company to pay workers

more than $2.2 million in

back wages and interest.83

◆ In 1992,approximately 300

southeastern poultry growers

were awarded nearly $17 mil-

lion in damages by a federal

court after ConAgra was

accused of cheating them on

the live weight of delivered

birds.84

8 ◆ T H E  R A P S H E E T  O N  A N I M A L  F A C T O R I E S

Regulators Cite ConAgra for Illegal
Discharges of Blood, Grease and Wa s t e
FORTUNE 500 RANKING: 61

ANNUAL REVENUES: $27.1 BILLION

HEADQUARTERS: OMAHA,NEBRASKA

FOR A COMPLETE RECORD OF CO N AG RA’S V I O LAT I O N S ,l og onto : w w w. s i e r ra c l u b. o rg / f a cto ry f a r m s / ra p s h e e t s / o pe ra to r s. a s p

TO PROTEST CO N AG RA’S POLLUTION OF OUR AIR AND WAT E R , call the co m p a ny at : (402) 595-4000

C O N AG R A

company in the United States. The company

markets meat products under several U.S.

labels including Armour, Butterball, Country

Pride, Decker, Eckrich, Hebrew National,

Oldham’s Farm, Swift Premium and Slim Jim

jerky snacks. From 1996-2000, ConAgra

received $68.4 million for its sales to the

School Lunch Program and other Federal

Food Assistance Programs.72

Co n Ag ra , doing business as the Bu t te r b a l l

Tu rkey Co m p a ny, o pe rates a turkey slaughte r-

house in Ca rt h a g e, Mi s s o u ri that kills approx i-

m ately 30,000 birds eve ry day.7 3 The plant dis-

c h a rges around 1.3 million gallons of pre t re at-

ed slaughte rhouse wa s tes per day to the Ci ty

of Ca rthage wa s tewater tre at m e nt sys te m .7 4

Si n ce 1990, s t ate and fe d e ral re g u l ators have

d oc u m e nted dozens of violations of po l l u-

tion limits set fo rth in the plant’s ope rat i n g

pe rm i t.7 5 Mi s s o u ri officials have issued the

p l a nt at least 14 No t i ces of Vi o l ation fo r

pe rmit violat i o n s, odor violat i o n s, or for sev-

e ral re po rted and unre po rted spills and dis-

c h a rges involving either animal wa s te, a n i-

mal re m a i n s, b l ood and gre a s e, or fat and

s ki n .7 6 De s p i te the fact that one of the co m-

p a ny’s lagoons was leaking nearly a million

gallons of wa s te per mont h , Co n Ag ra did

not close the lagoon until more than fo u r

years had passed, and after six wri t te n

requests by Mi s s o u ri officials asking for a

c l o s u re plan.7 7 To date, Co n Ag ra has paid

a p p rox i m ately $42,000 in fines for env i ro n-

m e ntal violations at its plant.7 8

Wa s te Ove rl o a d : When liquefied manure is applied in volumes gre ater than what the ground can absorb, it poo l s
on the surf a ce and may run off into stre a m s.

SUMMARY:

ConAgra, with operations in 25 countries, is the second-largest food 
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OTHER RAPS:

◆ Fed-up ru ral re s i d e nt s

h ave begun to fight back. I n

1997 and 1998, a co a l i t i o n

of ru ral re s i d e nts ca l l e d

CLEAN filed fe d e ral po l l u-

tion suits against PSF and

Co nt i n e ntal under the

Clean Water Act and Cl e a n

Air Act.9 0 Fe d e ral officials

u l t i m ately ente red the law-

s u i t s,assessed a $350,000

fine and re q u i red an esti-

m ated $50 million in re m e-

d i ation at the co m p a n i e s’

h og prod u ction facilities.9 1

◆ In another suit decided in

Ap ril 1999, j u rors awa rd e d

m o re than 50 ru ral re s i d e nt s

$5.2 million in damages fo r

n u i s a n ce od o r, fly infe s t a-

tions and spills caused by

Co nt i n e ntal Grain hog ope r-

at i o n s.9 2 The Mi s s o u ri Co u rt

of Ap peals unanimously

a f f i rmed the judgment in

Fe b ru a ry 2001, w riting in its

Opinion that the ce s s at i o n

of Co nt i n e nt a l’s nuisance

was both “reasonably pra c-

t i cable and eco n o m i ca l l y

fe a s i b l e.”9 3

◆ Co nt i Group has also

e n co u nte red labor pro b-

l e m s. In 2000, Co nt i Gro u p

s u b s i d i a ry Wayne Fa rms set-

tled a co m p l a i nt bro u g ht

against the co m p a ny by the

U . S . De p a rt m e nt of La bo r,

which alleged that its Un i o n

Sp ri n g s, Al a b a m a ,p l a nt

failed to pay ove rtime co m-

pe n s ation to its chicke n -

catching crews.9 4 The ca s e

was settled by the pay m e nt

of $148,106 in back wa g e s

and inte rest to 37 wo rke r s

and a co u rt order to co m p l y

in the future.9 5

FOR A COMPLETE RECORD OF CO N T I G RO U P’S V I O LAT I O N S ,l og onto : w w w. s i e r ra c l u b. o rg / f a cto ry f a r m s / ra p s h e e t s / o pe ra to r s. a s p

TO PROTEST CO N T I G ROUP-PSF’S POLLUTION OF OUR AIR AND WAT E R , call the co m p a ny at : (212) 207-5617

C O N T I G RO U P - P S F

Jurors Award Continental’s Neighbors $5.2
Million for Odor Nuisance; State Documents
More Than 160 Spills of Hog Wa s t e s
FORTUNE 500 RANKING: PRIVATELY HELD
ANNUAL REVENUES: NOT AVAILABLE
HEADQUARTERS: NEW YORK,NEW YORK

Un cove red Grave : Dead hogs are dumped in a ca rcass pit
at a PSF co nt ra ct ope rat i o n .

founded in Belgium in 1813, is one of the

l a rgest pri vately held companies in the Un i te d

St ate s.The co m p a ny changed its name to

Co nt i Group Companies in 1999. Co nt i Group is

a majori ty owner of Premium St a n d a rd Fa rm s

(PSF) and combined its hog ope rations with

P S F. Under the PSF name, Co nt i Group grows

and slaughters approx i m ately 3.5 million hog s

each year at ope rations in Mi s s o u ri , No rt h

Ca rolina and Tex a s. Co nt i Group also sells 250

million chickens wo rl dwide under the Way n e

Fa rms and Du tch Qu a l i ty house labe l s, a n d

m a rkets around one million head of cat t l e

each year through six major feedlots in

Co l o ra d o, Ka n s a s, Oklahoma and Tex a s.

Co nt i Sea prod u ces approx i m ately 12 million

pounds of facto ry - f a rmed salmon annually,

g rown in undersea cages along Ma i n e’s Co a s t.

Co nt i Group-PSF hog ope rations in Mi s s o u ri

h ave a histo ry of chronic env i ro n m e ntal co m-

p l i a n ce pro b l e m s, including more than 160

a c c i d e ntal spills or inte ntional discharges of

h og wa s te that have killed more than 302,000

f i s h .8 5 Si n ce August 1995, s t ate officials have

issued Co nt i Group facilities nearly two doze n

No t i ces of Vi o l at i o n .8 6 St ate inspe ctors have

d oc u m e nted afte r b i rt h , ve te ri n a ry wa s te and

SUMMARY:

Continental Grain Company, 

t rash floating in lagoo n s, and ove ra p p l i cation 

of animal wa s tes to fields.8 7 In August 1996, a

n e i g h bo ring farmer videotaped Co nt i n e nt a l

Grain (as the co m p a ny was then called) inte n-

tionally dumping lagoon wa s tes into a tri b u t a ry

of Coon Cre e k , and alerted state officials.8 8 To

d ate, the ope rations have paid $1,174,582 in

s t ate pollution pe n a l t i e s.8 9



OTHER RAPS:

◆ State and federal judges

and regulatory officials have

used various adjectives to

describe DeCoster’s facilities

or conduct, including:“abom-

inable, atrocious, dangerous,

deplorable, egregious, habitu-

al,horrendous, inexcusable,

negligent, oppressive” and

“shameful.”102

◆ DeCoster’s Iowa-based egg

factories have also come

under scrutiny. In August

2001,the United States Equal

Employment Opportunity

Commission (EEOC) filed a

lawsuit against DeCoster

Farms of Iowa accusing three

male supervisors at four egg

packaging plants of raping

Hispanic female employees,

and threatening to kill them

or fire them if they repor ted

it.103 The rapes allegedly

occurred in vehicles and stor-

age areas at the facilities.104

◆ DeCoster’s Iowa-based hog

facilities also have a history of

chronic environmental com-

pliance problems. The State of

Iowa has sued the operations

five times, resulting in

$229,000 in fines and penal-

ties.105 In June 2000, Iowa clas-

sified DeCoster as a “habitual

violator” of the state’s envi-

ronmental laws, prohibiting

the construction of any new

facilities.106

DeCoster Fined More Than $2.2 Million
for ‘Atrocious’ Working Conditions and
‘Deplorable’ Worker Housing

FOR A COMPLETE RECORD OF DECO S T E R’S V I O LAT I O N S ,l og onto : w w w. s i e r ra c l u b. o rg / f a cto ry f a r m s / ra p s h e e t s / o pe ra to r s. a s p

TO PROTEST D E CO S T E R’ S P O L LUTION OF OUR AIR AND WAT E R , call the co m p a ny at : (515) 852-3305

D E CO S T E R

and a top 25hog producer.97 Between 1987

and 1996, DeCoster Farms received well over

$15 million in subsidies from the federal gov-

ernment’s Export Enhancement Program.98

Austin “Jack” DeCoster owns egg-layer

complexes near Turner, Maine, that confine

approximately 3.5 million hens producing 12-

14 million eggs each week.99 Since May 1997,

the egg operations have paid $2,224,625 in

fines for numerous alleged worker health

and safety violations, as well as wage and

hour violations.100 United States Labor

Secretary Robert B. Reich alleged that the

facilities were,“as dangerous and oppressive

as any sweatshop we have seen. Fear and

intimidation kept these workers in this

unsafe, unhealthy atmosphere and living 

in totally unsanitary conditions.”101

10 ◆ T H E  R A P S H E E T  O N  A N I M A L  F A C T O R I E S

SUMMARY:

DeCoster is the nation’s fourth-largest egg producer,96

Ch i c ken Coo p : Hens are often confined in small spaces in larg e - s cale egg and po u l t ry ope rat i o n s.

FORTUNE 500 RANKING: NOT AVAILABLE

ANNUAL REVENUES: NOT AVAILABLE

HEADQUARTERS: CLARION,IOWA



FORTUNE 500 RANKING: PRIVATELY OWNED

ANNUAL REVENUES: $1.0 BILLION

HEADQUARTERS: LIVINGSTON,CALIFORNIA
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with annual sales exceeding $1 billion.107

Privately held since 1939, Foster owns and

operates hatcheries, growing complexes, feed

mills, processing plants and delivery systems

in Alabama, California,Oregon and

Washington.108

In January 1998, Foster Poultry Farms

pleaded guilty to violating the Clean Water

Act for negligently discharging approximate-

ly 11 million gallons of stormwater contami-

nated with chicken manure into the San Luis

National Wildlife Refuge.109 Foster Farms 

also pleaded guilty to violating the federal

Endangered Species Act (ESA) by discharging

polluted wastewater that killed vernal p ool

tadpole shrimp, a species protected under

the ESA.110 Foster Farms spent approximately

$750,000 on improvements at its manure

storage yard and agreed to pay a criminal

fine of $500,000,a portion of which was used

to enhance National Wildlife Refuges in the

Central Valley of California.111

OTHER RAPS:

◆ In August 1999, Fo s te r

re called approx i m ate l y

33,710 pounds of turkey

f ranks prod u ced at its

L i v i n g s to n , Ca l i fo rn i a

p l a nt that we re po te n-

tially co nt a m i n ated with

L i s te ria monocy tog e n e s,

a pat h ogen that can be

d e a d l y. 1 1 2 The re ca l l

a f fe cted meat distri b u-

tors in six state s.1 1 3

Foster Pays $500,000 Criminal Fine 
for 11 Million-Gallon Discharge Into 
San Luis National Wildlife Re f u g e

FOR A COMPLETE RECORD OF FOSTER’S V I O LAT I O N S ,l og onto : w w w. s i e r ra c l u b. o rg / f a cto ry f a r m s / ra p s h e e t s / o pe ra to r s. a s p

TO PROTEST FOSTER’S POLLUTION OF OUR AIR AND WAT E R , call the co m p a ny at : (800) 255-7227

F O S T E R

SUMMARY:

Foster Farms is the largest poultry corporation in the West, 

Poisoned Wi l d l i fe : The Fo s ter spill in San Luis National Wi l d l i fe Refuge killed an endangered species that lived in ve rnal pool habitat similar to this.



OTHER RAPS:

◆ In the 1980s, Chuck Sand

owned, controlled, operated

or was otherwise affiliated

with a 25,000-hog factory in

Michigan.121 In October 1986,

a citizens group — Farm

Environmental Defense

Foundation — sued Sand

Livestock,alleging the hog

facility was a nuisance.122 In

September 1987,the State of

Michigan joined with the citi-

zens and sued Sand, alleging

violations of state air and

water pollution laws.123 In

June 1989,a court ruling

placed severe restrictions on

Sand’s existing facility, effec-

tively barring Sand Livestock

from operating in 50

Michigan townships ever

again.124

Three Hog Lagoon Failures Spill Millions
of Gallons of Liquefied Feces and Urine

FORTUNE 500 RANKING: PRIVATELY OWNED

ANNUAL REVENUES: NOT AVAILABLE

HEADQUARTERS: COLUMBUS,NEBRASKA

FOR A COMPLETE RECORD OF SAND LIVESTO C K’S V I O LAT I O N S ,l og onto : w w w. s i e r ra c l u b. o rg / f a cto ry f a r m s / ra p s h e e t s / o pe ra to r s. a s p

TO PROTEST SAND LIVESTO C K’S POLLUTION OF OUR AIR AND WAT E R , call the co m p a ny at : (402) 564-1211

CEO Chuck Sand ow n s, co nt ro l s, o pe rates or

is otherwise affiliated with multiple hog

f a cto ries under the names of Sa n d

L i ve s tock Sys te m s, Fu rnas Co u nty Fa rm s,

Ho l b rook and Ente rp rise Pa rt n e r s.1 1 5 Sa n d

L i ve s tock is a multinational co rpo rat i o n ,

with facilities in the Un i ted St ate s, Ch i n a

and South Ko re a , as well as pro j e ct s

planned for Ce nt ral and South Am e ri ca ,

Af ri ca and Eu ro pe.1 1 6

Th ree of Sa n d’s facilities in Ne b ra s ka suf-

fe red cat a s t rophic lagoon failure in 1992 and

1 9 9 3 , spilling millions of gallons of liquefied

h og fe ces and uri n e.1 1 7 In two instance s,

l a g oon walls co l l a p s e d.1 1 8 In the third, a hole

o pened undern e ath a lagoo n ,d raining its

co nte nt s.1 1 9 St ate officials appare ntly took no

e n fo rce m e nt actions re l ated to the massive

s p i l l s, except to request a risk assessment of

other co m p a ny lagoo n s.1 2 0

SUMMARY:

Sand Livestock Systems, Inc. is the #15 hog producer in the nation.1 1 4

SAND LIVESTOCK 
S YS T E M S , I N C .

12 ◆ T H E  R A P S H E E T  O N  A N I M A L  F A C T O R I E S

L i fe Se nte n ce : Pigs are kept in crowded conditions at most large hog ope rat i o n s
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OTHER RAPS:

◆ Seaboard workers have

faced a number of allegations

that point to extremely dis-

turbing and inhumane prac-

tices. The Texas County

Oklahoma District Attorney

charged one employee with

four felony counts of animal

cruelty after the worker was

allegedly videotaped beating

and smashing pigs to death. 131

The Texas County District

Attorney noted that addition-

al charges against other work-

ers were being considered

after receiving written com-

plaints and viewing video-

tape that allegedly depicted

pigs being stomped, beaten

with metal rods, bludgeoned

to death with a hammer, and

picked up by their hind legs

and slammed against the

floor.132 The charges also

included the abandonment of

sick animals.133

◆ Seaboard Farms also faces

public health concerns in

Kansas. Inspectors with the

Kansas Department of Health

and Environment have noted

dead pigs, tires, artificial

insemination tubes, syringes

and other animal medical

waste floating in Seaboard’s

lagoons.134 In Stevens County,

the Sheriff’s Department

investigated a spill of blood

and dead animal debris on a

rural highway that was sus-

pected to be from a Seaboard

carcass hauler.135

FORTUNE 500 RANKING: 758

ANNUAL REVENUES: $1.8 BILLION

HEADQUARTERS: SHAWNEE MISSION, KANSAS

FOR A COMPLETE RECORD OF SEABOARD’S VIOLATIONS,log onto: www.sierraclub.org/factoryfarms/rapsheets/operators.asp

TO PROTEST SEABOARD’S POLLUTION OF OUR AIR AND WATER, call the company at:(913) 676-8800.

S E A B O A R D  F A R M S

shipping, grain milling, power generation,

commodity merchandising and hog facto-

ries.125 Its swine division, Seaboard Farms, is

the nation’s third-largest pork producer and

packer.126 The company produces more than

3 million hogs each year at operations in

Colorado, Kansas, Oklahoma and Texas, and

slaughters approximately 4.5 million hogs

annually at its Oklahoma plant.127 From 1996-

2000, Seaboard received $3.1 million for its

sales to the School Lunch Program and other

Federal Food Assistance Programs.128

Seaboard’s Dorman facility in Beaver

County, Oklahoma,has had more than a

dozen waste spills from plugged, cracked or

broken pipelines, or the overapplication of

swine wastes on fields.129 For example, more

than 100,000 gallons of swine effluent flowed

into a nearby natural streambed in just one

day.The Sierra Club sued the facility in June

2000,alleging ongoing violations of the fed-

eral Clean Water Act.130

SUMMARY:

Seaboard Corporation, with operations in 20 countries throughout
Africa and the Americas, is a diversified business that includes cargo

Seaboard Sued for Ongoing Violations 
of Federal Clean Water Act

Ba rns in a Row: The wa s te from Se a bo a rd hog facto ri e s, l i ke these above, has re s u l ted in violations of the Clean Water Act.



OTHER RAPS:

◆ Smithfield Foods controls,

by ownership or contract,

multiple hog confinement

complexes and production

operations in several North

Carolina counties. These facili-

ties have had chronic environ-

mental compliance problems

for years. In just two years,

1999 and 2000,the opera-

tions received approximately

178 Notices of Violation for

offenses including reported

and unreported spills, dis-

charges into streams or wet-

lands, overapplication of

wastes, breached or aban-

doned lagoons, and other

operational problems.142

◆ Smithfield’s massive Circle

Four hog complex in Utah has

a poor worker safety record.

Nine Circle Four workers were

sent to the hospital after

being overcome by toxic

gases.143 On New Year’s Eve

1998,one worker died by

electrocution while washing

manure from a confinement

floor.144

◆ Smithfield’s Murphy Family

Farms facilities in Missouri

have a history of chronic envi-

ronmental compliance prob-

lems. State officials have doc-

umented six waste lagoon

overflows into streams total-

ing approximately 1.7 million

gallons, as well as multiple

leaking lagoons and slump-

ing and unstable lagoons that

the state required Murphy to

repair.145

SMITHFI ELD  FOO DS

14 ◆ T H E  R A P S H E E T  O N  A N I M A L  F A C T O R I E S

Smithfield Slaughterhouse Fined 
$12.6 Million for More Than 7,000 
Clean Water Act Violations
FORTUNE 500 RANKING: 305

ANNUAL REVENUES: $5.9 BILLION

HEADQUARTERS: SMITHFIELD, VIRGINIA

FOR A COMPLETE RECORD OF SMITHFIELD’S VIOLATIONS,log onto: www.sierraclub.org/factoryfarms/rapsheets/operators.asp

TO PROTEST SMITHFIELD’S POLLUTION OF OUR AIR AND WATER, call the company at:(757) 365-3000

selling approximately 12 million hogs in the

U.S. every year.136 The company grows hogs

in 10 states, Brazil and Mexico, and owns

slaughterhouses and processing facilities in

11 states, Canada, France, Mexico and

Poland. In North America, Smithfield sells its

meat under several well-known brands, and

the company’s Ember Farms label is a major

supplier of cooked sausage to McDonald’s.137

In August 1997,a federal judge in Virginia

fined Smithfield $12.6 million for chronically

dumping slaughterhouse wastes into the

Pagan River, a tributary of the Chesapeake

Bay.138 At the time, it was the largest civil

penalty pollution fine in U.S.history.139 The

United States Department of Justice and 

the Environmental Protection Agency found

almost 7,000 violations of the Clean Water

Act at the plant and accused Smithfield of

falsifying and destroying records to conceal

its actions.140 Smithfield’s wastewater treat-

ment plant manager was sentenced to 30

months in prison for crimes that he claims

Smithfield officials ord e red him to co m m i t.141

Fish Ki l l : Fish with sores from the Neuse Ri ver in No rth Ca rolina suspe cted to be linked to 
animal wa s te spills.

SUMMARY:

Smithfield Foods is the world’s largest pork producer and packer, 



OTHER RAPS:

◆ In June 1998, a Tyson’s

processing plant in Hope,

Arkansas recalled approxi-

mately 126,240 pounds of

chicken nuggets and breast

fillets that were potentially

contaminated with wire.152

The recall was triggered by

customer complaints in three

states, and affected one

national restaurant chain.153

◆ Tyson Foods has also run

into problems in Oklahoma

where it operates hog facto-

ries. Tyson’s swine operations

are responsible for numerous

reported and unreported

waste spills dating back to

1995,including one in July

1999 that caused a fish kill.154

Other documented problems

associated with the factories

include spraying feces onto

neighboring property and

mismanaging hog corpses.155

The state agriculture depart-

ment has issued a Letter of

Warning to at least four differ-

ent complexes, and fined

Tyson another $5,000 for a

series of improper waste dis-

charges.156

◆ Despite Tyson’s federal vio-

lations, the company main-

tains a close rapport with

government employees —

perhaps too close. In

December 1997, Tyson Foods

pleaded guilty to giving for-

mer USDA Secretary Mike

Espy more than $12,000 in

illegal gratuities and agreed

to pay $6 million in criminal

fines and investigative

expenses.157 Two Tyson execu-

tives were also eventually

convicted and sentenced to

prison terms, but were later

pardoned by President Bill

Clinton.158

Tyson Tied to Illegal 
Immigration Conspiracy

FOR A COMPLETE RECORD OF TYSON’S V I O LAT I O N S ,l og onto : w w w. s i e r ra c l u b. o rg / f a cto ry f a r m s / ra p s h e e t s / o pe ra to r s. a s p

TO PROTEST TYSON’S POLLUTION OF OUR AIR AND WAT E R , call the co m p a ny at : (800) 424-4253

T Y S O N

and the eighth-largest pork producer in the

U.S.147 The company operates slaughterhous-

es or processing plants in 15 states.148 From

1996-2000, Tyson Foods received $102.7 mil-

lion for its sales to the School Lunch Program

and other Federal Food Assistance

Programs.149 Even though Tyson benefits from

taxpayer dollars, the company has violated

critical environmental and labor protections.

In December 2001,the U.S. Justice

Department filed a 36-count indictment

against Tyson Foods and six of its executives

and managers, charging them with conspira-

cy to smuggle illegal aliens from Mexico and

Central America to work in 15 of its U.S. poul-

try processing plants.150 The Justice

Department also alleged that Tyson and its

co-conspirators assisted the workers in

obtaining fraudulent identification and

employment documents.151

SUMMARY:

Tyson is the world’s largest poultry producer and packer,146

Mo u nt Ma n u re : This po u l t ry wa s te pile on the pro pe rty of one ope rator in We b s ter Co u nty, Ke nt u c ky, has been pre s-
e nt for most of the past three ye a r s, oc casionally running off into a ditc h , eve ntually ending up in the Green Ri ve r.
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FORTUNE 500 RANKING: 177

ANNUAL REVENUES: $10.7BILLION

HEADQUARTERS: SPRINGDALE, ARKANSAS
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A l t e rnatives to Animal Fa c t o r i e s

The good news is that con-

sumers have options

when it comes to pur -

chasing meat and poultry.

There are traditional fami-

ly farmers who do not raise their live-

stock in cramped, inhumane conditions

that necessitate the widespread use of

antibiotics. In fact, many farmers raise

animals on a smaller scale and give their

livestock more room to roam, resulting

in meat that poses fewer health and

environmental risks.

How do you find meat and poultry

products that are raised without putting

your health, your environment and local

communities at risk? Ask your grocer

where the store purchases the meat it

sells, and ask your grocer to stock meat

that has been raised without antibiotics

or hormones. Your grocer will stock

Pu rchasing Re s po n s i b l y - Raised Me at Pro te cts Our

Health and Env i ro n m e nt

products you ask for as long as there is a

market for the product.

Often, you can also find meat at some

farmers’ markets. Many farmers’ markets sell

meat that is locally grown and pro-

duced by farmers who raise their live-

stock responsibly. Of course, ask first

before you buy the product. Just as

you would research the safety of a

car before you buy it, you should ask

questions about the safety of the

food you purchase for yourself and

your family.

Finally, there are a few Web sites

that may help you to find meat and

poultry products that are safe for you

and your family. Please visit our site

at www.sierraclub.org and check out

some of the following sources of

information.

Small Pigs for Small Fa rm s : Fa rmer and Si e rra Club leader Bob Wa rrick holds “ Ba be” at a Ne b ra s ka ra l l y
against mega-hog ope rat i o n s.

LOCATE grocers,

producers, restaurants

and retailers nationwide that offer antibiotic-free,

organic and humanely raised meat products.

www.iatp.org/foodsec/library/admin/uploaded

files/Eat_Well_Eat_Antibiotic-Free_2.htm 

SEEK OUT AND PATRONIZE the local farmers’ markets

in your community.

www.ams.usda.gov/farmersmarkets/map.htm 

SUPPORT a Community Supported Agriculture Farm in

your area. www.nal.usda.gov/afsic/csa/csastate.htm 

JOIN a food cooperative or food circle.

www.cooperativegrocer.com/coopdir.html 

THE SIERRA CLUB SUPPORTS America’s independent

family farmers and ranchers who bring saf e, whole-

some and humanely raised meat products and produce

to our nation’s tables.

TA KE  AC T I O N !
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