
H.R. 3599 is a violation of every 
California voter’s rights. 

The so-called “Protect Interstate Commerce Act” (H.R. 3599), 
introduced by Rep. Steve King (R-IA), is a direct attack on the rights of 
states to govern themselves.  It flies in the face of the Constitution’s 
10th Amendment, and should be opposed by every California voter, 
regardless of their positions on agricultural issues. 

 

This bill is opposed by a wide variety of groups, including: 
 Fraternal Order of Police 
 National Sustainable Agriculture Coalition 
 National Conference of State Legislatures  
 Consumer Federation of America  
 Natural Resources Defense Council  
 United Farm Workers  
 National Fire Protection Association 
 more than 50 other groups 

 

What this bill is…and what’s wrong with it 
 H.R. 3599 mirrors King’s sweeping amendment to the last Farm Bill, which 

generated overwhelming opposition and was eventually kept out of the final 

bill in 2014. 

 It aims to subvert the rights of states to choose their own agricultural 
policies. 

 It could block states from setting basic standards for the production or 

manufacture of “agricultural products” (defined very broadly) that are sold 

within their borders. 

 In essence, it’s a lowest-common-denominator approach: if any one state in 

the nation permits the production or sale of a particular agricultural 

product, no matter how hazardous the product or unacceptable the 

production process, every other state could be required to do so as well. 

 This legislation could nullify hundreds of state and local measures regarding 

food safety, animal welfare, environmental protection, public health, labor 

standards, promotion of local agriculture, and more. This would inject 

uncertainty into markets and businesses, threaten economic liberty, and 

undermine traditional areas of state control. 

 

So what does this mean for California? 
In short, it means California’s ability to control its own 

agricultural economy is in danger!

Fraternal Order of 
Police: 

“[King’s bill] would not 
only endanger animals 

but would also preempt 
State laws and 

regulations.  If [King’s] 
language remains part of 
the legislation, animals 
will be at a greater risk 

of mistreatment.” 
 

National Conference of 
State Legislatures:  
 “[H.R. 3599] would 
preempt vital state 
agricultural policies 

designed to protect the 
safety and well being of 

our farmland, waterways, 
forests and most 
importantly, our 

constituents… [It] not 
only violates the tenets 

of the Tenth 
Amendment, but would 

also have significant 
economic effects across 

the states.” 
 

https://drive.google.com/file/d/0B70TaAxEEA8BS1FVZS1QWUZvYlk/view?usp=sharing
https://drive.google.com/file/d/0B70TaAxEEA8BYWpmM1ZQcm1kYXM/view


California has scores of laws to protect its people from unsafe or inhumanely-produced agricultural products 
and to support its agriculture industry.  Below is just a small sample of the laws, rules, and regulations that 
California voters and lawmakers have put in place for these purposes; H.R. 3599 places each of them in 
jeopardy: 

 
Cal. Health & Safety Code § 25996 Prohibits the sale of shelled eggs that do not comply with certain animal welfare 

standards 

Cal. Health & Safety Code § 25982 Prohibits the sale of products that are created by force-feeding birds for the purpose of 
enlarging the animals’ liver (i.e., foie gras) 

Cal Pen. Code § 598b Prohibits the sale or trade of dogs and cats, either alive or deceased, for the purposes of 
consumption 

Cal. Pen. Code §§ 598c-598d Prohibits the slaughter and sale of horses for human consumption 

Cal. Fish & Game Code § 2021 Prohibits the possession, sale, trade, or distribution of shark fins (which are typically cut 
off, then the mutilated animals are tossed back into the ocean to die)  

Cal. Health & Safety Code § 122045-
122110 

Regulates welfare standards (sanitation, nutrition, water, space, etc.) of animal breeding 
operations , including puppy mills 

3 CCR §§ 2773-2803 Provides standards for various feed crops 

Cal. Bus. & Prof. Code § 25236 Prohibits labeling wine “California central coast counties dry wine” unless it originates 
from one of certain counties in the state, and authorizes seizure and disposal of wine not 
in compliance 

Cal. Health & Safety Code, § 25249.5 
et seq. 

Prohibits contaminating drinking water with chemicals known to cause cancer or 
reproductive toxicity 

Cal. Food & Ag. Code § 38213 Sets fat and nutrient standards for reduced fat milk  

Cal. Food & Agric. Code § 12811 Requires manufacturers and importers of pesticides to obtain certificates from the 
Department of Pesticide Regulation (DPR) before a pesticide may be sold  

Cal. Food & Agric. Code § 12981 Directs DPR to promulgate worker safety regulations about farm storage, pesticide 
handling, safety devices, etc.  

This is by no means an all-inclusive list: 
Virtually any state or local law adopted with regard to agriculture could be wiped out by H.R. 3599. 

 

THE BOTTOM LINE 
H.R. 3599 threatens Californians’ ability to have a say in their own agricultural policy.  This could start a 
domino effect of continually lowering standards of quality for California consumers and jeopardizing the 
livelihoods of California producers. 
 
The courts have affirmed the states’ rights to pass laws that protect their citizens and reflect the public will on 
a wide range of concerns.  By denying states these powers, H.R. 3599 tramples upon the fundamental 
principles that have guided our nation since its founding. 
 

Congress must reject the massive federal overreach of H.R. 3599 and any similar assault on duly-enacted 
state and local measures! 

 
For more information, please contact Mimi Brody at mbrody@hslf.org 

https://supreme.justia.com/cases/federal/us/477/131/
mailto:mbrody@hslf.org

