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| am exiramaly concerned about USDA'S proposed NATIONAL ORGANIC PROGRAM [NOP) now
being submitted for public comment, The NOP Rules completely disregard the long established meaning
and practices of organic agricutture and instead allow a huga number of injuricus tarming methods,
synthelic substances, chemical adulterants and towic constituants to qualify for a federal organic latel,
These include but are not Emited to irradiating lood, using toxic sewage and indusirial sludge as
Tedilizer, aliowing genatically manipulated organesms in crops and food, parmitting continemeant laciony
farm operations and allowing synthetic lood processing aids, adultérants and additives.

In fact, none of these or some 60 plus other allowances outiined In the NOP Rules have EVER been
considered Organic or permitted as such in the markedplace by the existing state, national and
intemational organic canification organizations. This program will complately gui the meaning of Crganic
and allow spurious products in the marketplace. In addition, USDA's proposed excessive fee siructure
will automatically disenfranchise a large number of existing organically cerfied family farmears and will
put many of the organic certification organizations out of business.

Further, undar the bopus USDA Organic labed, larmers, processors, and ratailers will be prohibited
from identifying products in the store based on production practices. Consumers, parents, personal
health supporiers, environmental advocates and many others will definilely lose their freedom of cholca-
and they are nol going to be happy about i. ,

Finally, USDA's actions regarding the formulation and exacution of the NOP should be investigated
immadialaly. They have definilely pulled a bureaucratic end nun arcund the letler and intent of the
original Organic Foods Production Adt of 1990 {OFPA) and are in clear violation of a greal number of its
precepts. As such USDA is openly llable for legal action. USDA should be required fo start ovar and
coma upwilh & wakd NOP based on the OFPA mandales, eccepted International standands, and tha
comments of the NOSE-- without giveaways to the special interasts.

1ok forward fo your response al your earSest comenience.

Sincarely,



