b5, Eleen Siommes, Depory Administrator, USDA
P.0. Bax 96455
Washingion, Dr.C. 20090-64 56

Re: Docket Mo, TMDO-34-0i)-2

Diear Me. Stommes,

A% a natural and crganic foods confumer wha wanis to preserve the Iigl] mandards currently proposed by the
National Organic Standards Board, [ wish to submil my comoments on USDA"s Decket Mo, TWD-594-00-2
regarding propesed national organic standards regulatans, My following comments begin with reference to the
section numbers af the propased rule:

(Seg, 20520 - 205.28) [ recommend thar the UEDA write the proposed ruls accarding o Matonal Organic
Standards Board (MOSE) recommendations and recognize the amtboriny of MOSE in making deperminations af
allownble materials and processes used in crganic produoction. WNOSE mcludes organic, envirommeantal and
teasumer axperts who have the knowledge, credibality, and congressicnal awtbority to make imporiant decisions on
eegarding ingredients and processes allowable in organic foods labeling. The USDIA’s broad latifude fo lower
standards under the carrent propased nale does mot inspire consumer confidence in new national standards.

(Sec, 2052, 2057, 2059, 205,22, 205,24, 205.17) Broad categories of materials and processes prohibited by the
WOSE are propasad to be allowsd in organic foods production by the USDA. 1 do not want genetically enginesred
organisms (GECE), sewags sludge, andfor jonizing radizson (irradiated foods) allowed in USDA's regulations for
organic foods. Inclusion of these materials apd processes would place 1.5, standards in conflict with existing bigh
industry sandards consumer expectation, and inemarional standards, In face, | expect my “organic™ label
prohibit the use of these processes,

(Sec. H05.13 - 20515, 20522, 20324 Please do nod dilue siandards for organdc livestock production. Organic
livestioek gheuld have scoess 1o the cardears; sheuld be fed anly angande foods, and should mot be fed antibiotics,
drags, ar other wnpscessary hormones ar additives.

i(Sec. 205.421-205.424) [ believe that small, local furmers showld be encouraged o grow organically. USDA
proposes a regressive flat fes for cemification and registration. Sincs loczl farmers have the freshest product
available, make it pessible for them to get ceriification doing bosiness on a small scale. Make largs sals
prodisction fasming pay far their fir share of cerification, regstration, and sdministration cosis of the program.

isec. 205.105) [ do nod believe that UEDA should prohibit other “gresn” labeling that 15 useful to comsumers.
Labeling such as, “pesticide-free”™, "no antibictics or hormoses”, “fros-range”, "bumanely raised”, or “integrated
pest management”, are wseful desigrations for consumess o make inelligent chodces. Prohibiting the use of these
green [abels takes choice away from connamers who ihen can 't tell the difference between prodocts that don't meet

“organic” labeling sandards,

Consumers. like myself, have worked long and bard ta assure the best passible focds for our children. Mational
standards can help. However, pleass do oot nadvertemly lower the Slandards we have come to rely upoa by
making it too sasy for large corporatons 1o call their foods “organic™. Please follow the recommendation of the
Mational Organic Standards Board.

Singcesely, Mame:
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