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“[T]he speeding-up seemed to be growing more savage 
all the time; they were continually inventing new devices 
to crowd the work on—it was for all the world like the 
thumbscrew of the mediæval torture chamber.” 

– Upton Sinclair, The Jungle (1906)

Federal Laws Governing Slaughter

- Federal Meat Inspection Act, 21 U.S.C. §§ 601-626

- Humane Methods of Slaughter Act, 7 U.S.C. §§ 1901-1907

- Poultry Products Inspection Act, 21 U.S.C. §§ 1901-19007
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175 Beats Per Minute

Animal Outlook Investigation: Quality Pork Producers
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“Nearly 1 million chickens and turkeys are unintentionally 
boiled alive each year in U.S. slaughterhouses, often 
because fast-moving lines fail to kill the birds before they 
are dropped into scalding water, Agriculture Department 
records show.”

Kimberly Kindy, USDA Plan to Speed Up Poultry-Processing 
Lines Could Increase Risk of Bird Abuse, Wash. Post (Oct. 
29, 2013).

“they were trying their best to force a lessening of the 
pace, for there were some, they said, who could not 
keep up with it, whom it was killing”

– Upton Sinclair, The Jungle (1906)
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Statement of Jill Mauer, 
USDA Inspector

- “Noncompliance records (NRs) for zero 
tolerance standards, including those for fecal 
contamination, increased . . . . . I am aware 
that pigs’ feces can transmit a host of 
diseases to humans, including Campylobacter 
spp., Salmonella spp., Listeria monocytogenes,
Escherichia coli (E. coli), Cryptosporidium 
parvum, and Giardia lamblia, some of which 
can be fatal.”

- “Defects such as toenails, hair, and abscesses 
are routinely allowed for human consumption . 
. . .”

- “I witnessed diseased pigs allowed for human 
consumption . . . , including pigs with 
tuberculosis and thyroid conditions, which can 
trigger serious health problems in some 
people when consumed.”

: Food Integrity Campaign, 
Government Accountability 
Project

“‘Bubbly Creek’ is an arm of the Chicago River, and forms the southern 
boundary of the yards: all the drainage of the square mile of packing 
houses empties into it, so that it is really a great open sewer a hundred 
or two feet wide. One long arm of it is blind, and the filth stays there 
forever and a day. The grease and chemicals that are poured into it 
undergo all sorts of strange transformations, which are the cause of its 
name; it is constantly in motion, as if huge fish were feeding in it, or 
great leviathans disporting themselves in its depths. Bubbles of 
carbonic acid gas will rise to the surface and burst, and make rings two 
or three feet wide. Here and there the grease and filth have caked solid, 
and the creek looks like a bed of lava . . . .”

– Upton Sinclair, The Jungle (1906)
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EPA, Technical Development Document for the Final Effluent Limitations Guidelines and Standards for the Meat and Poultry Products 
Point Source Category, https://www.epa.gov/sites/production/files/2015-11/documents/meat-poultry-products_tdd_2004_0.pdf.

CHICKEN SLAUGHTERHOUSES USE 
MORE THAN 9 GALLONS OF WATER 
PER BIRD

Wastewater from a 
Pilgrim’s Pride 
Slaughterhouse 
Pouring into the 
Suwannee River

Environmental 
Integrity Project 

Large 
Slaughterhouses 
That Discharge 
into Waterways

Environmental 
Integrity Project 
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Slaughterhouse Nitrogen Pollution Discharge 
(2017 Average)

Environmental Integrity Project 

“to improve the effectiveness of market 
hog slaughter inspection; make better 
use of the Agency’s resources; and 
remove unnecessary regulatory 
obstacles to industry innovation by 
revoking maximum line speeds”
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“[A]ll agencies of the Federal Government shall . . . include in every recommendation 
or report on proposals for legislation and other major Federal actions significantly 
affecting the quality of the human environment, a detailed statement by the 
responsible official on—

(i) the environmental impact of the proposed action,
(ii) any adverse environmental effects which cannot be avoided should the 

proposal be implemented,
(iii) alternatives to the proposed action,
(iv) the relationship between local short-term uses of man’s environment 

and the maintenance and enhancement of long-term productivity, and
(v) any irreversible and irretrievable commitments of resources which would be 

involved in the proposed action should it be implemented.”

42 U.S.C. § 4332(C).

“Categorical exclusion means a category of actions 
which do not individually or cumulatively have a 
significant effect on the human environment and which 
have been found to have no such effect in procedures 
adopted by a Federal agency in implementation of 
these regulations and for which, therefore, neither an 
environmental assessment nor an environmental 
impact statement is required.” 

40 C.F.R. § 1508.4.

(a) The USDA agencies and agency units listed in paragraph (b) of 
this section conduct programs and activities that have been found 
to have no individual or cumulative effect on the human 
environment. The USDA agencies and agency units listed in 
paragraph (b) of this section are excluded from the requirements 
of preparing procedures to implement NEPA. Actions of USDA 
agencies and agency units listed in paragraph (b) of this section 
are categorically excluded from the preparation of an EA or EIS 
unless the agency head determines that an action may have a 
significant environmental effect. . . . 

(b) (6) Food Safety Inspection Service

7 C.F.R. 1b.4.
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ALLC Student Attorney 
Ellie Nicoletta 

Additional Challenges to Pig Slaughter Deregulation

- United Food & Comm’l Workers Union v. USDA, No. 19-cv-02660 (Oct. 7. 
2019, D. Minn.).

- Ctr. for Food Safety v. Perdue, No. 20-cv-00256 (Jan. 30, 2020, N.D. Cal.).

Challenges to Chicken Slaughter Deregulation

- Humane Soc’y of the U.S. v. Perdue, No. 3:20-cv-1395 (Feb. 25, 2020, N.D. 
Cal.).

- United Food & Comm’l Workers Union v. USDA, No. 20-cv-2045 (July 28, 
2020, D.D.C.).
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