HCS HB 1177 -- CONCENTRATED ANI MAL FEEDI NG OPERATI ONS
SPONSOR: Myers (CGuest)

COWM TTEE ACTION:  Voted "do pass" by the Conmttee on
Agriculture by a vote of 21 to 2.

This substitute nodifies the statutes on concentrated ani nal
f eedi ng operations (CAFO nmaking Mssouri’s regulations
consistent with federal regulations. The substitute:

(1) Requires the Mssouri C ean Water Comm ssion to pronul gate
rules regulating the establishnment, permtting, design,
construction, operation, and managenent of a Cass | CAFQ

(2) Requires that regulatory or local controls inposed by any
form of |ocal governnment concerning the establishnent,
permtting, design, construction, operation, and nanagenent of a
Class | CAFO nmust be consistent with the provisions of the
substitute. Local governing bodies, however, may inpose stricter
controls if those controls are recommended by the board of the
respective local soil and water conservation district and based
on enpirical peer-reviewed scientific and econom c data that
clearly docunents the need and cost-effectiveness of the nore
restrictive controls;

(3) Permts the Departnent of Natural Resources to designate an
animal feeding operation as a CAFO if it is determned to be a
significant contributor of pollutants to the waters of the state;

(4) darifies that the terns “point source” and “water
cont am nant source” as defined for the purposes of the M ssour
Cl ean Water Law are not to include agricultural stormwater

di scharges and return flows fromirrigated agriculture; and

(5 darifies that the term*“discharge” as defined for the

pur pose of the M ssouri Cl ean Water Law is not to include an
accidental release of contam nants confined entirely upon the
owner’s | and and the contam nants are renoved so that |limtations
set in the |law are not exceeded.

FI SCAL NOTE: No inpact on CGeneral Revenue Fund. Estinmated Net
Ef fect on O her State Funds of an incone of $150 in FY 2005, a
cost of $9,000 in FY 2006, and $0 in FY 2007.

PROPONENTS: Supporters say that the bill places Mssouri in
conpliance wth federal guidelines and includes the
recommendati ons fromthe Governor’s Task Force on Agricul ture.

Testifying for the bill were Representative CGuest; Dale



Wit esi de; M ssouri Pork Association; Mssouri Farm Bureau,

M ssouri Cattl enens Association; Mssouri Ag |Industries Council,
Inc.; Mssouri Dairy Association; Mssouri Egg Producers; and

M ssouri Poul try Federati on.

OPPONENTS: Those who oppose the bill say that the current |aw
wor ks well; and |l ocal county control of concentrated ani nmal
feedi ng operations and ani mal feeding operations is essential to
protect human health, quality of life, property val ues, and water
quality.

Testifying against the bill were Departnent of Natural Resources;
Eva Danner, Livingston County Conm ssioner; Mssouri Farners
Uni on; and Sierra C ub.
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