March 1998

b, Eileen 5. Stommes
Depury Administrator
LEDA-AMS-TM-MOP
Room 4007-5, Ag Seop 0275
PO, Baox 06456

Washingron, DC 200906456

Dizar LSO ﬂcpur:.r Administrator Srommes;

In response 1o Docker #TMD-34-00-2, the Proposed Mational Chganic Standards, |
urge the USDA to retract ins proposed rube and rewrite it to sarisfy the requirements
of the Organic Foods Productien Act (OFPA), 7 115.C. 5.6501, and to reflect
accurately the recommendarions of the Mational Organic Standards Board (NOSE).
In addition, USDA should recognize MOSB's legal authority over determining
which synthetic substances belong on the National Lisc and should not introduce
newe ones thar die mer condorn witl exiseing organic standunds,

As chey now stand, the Propossd National Organic Standards would severely weaken
existing 1J.5. organic standards, and would stifle growth of che marker for U5,
organic products. Consumers have come o expect a high level of healthfuliness,
quality and ecological inregricy from organie prodisces, as indicared by the markers
rapid growth. By weakening current standards and opening up the possibiliny thar
'I:lrg.'-lﬂli': EUEH:'! could be Pr-ﬂdl-l-':l:h.'l wairly !tﬂﬂ;::‘lﬂ}' -EnEinmed nrg'lrli:rru:, prﬁimlﬂ:,r
prohibited syntheric ingredients, municipal sewage sludge and ionizing irradiation,
consumer trust in the organic kabel will diminish and farmers adhering o audentic
organic standards will face unfair competition. In addirion, inrernarional sales of
U.5. organic products could be compromised becawse the Proposed Rule is weaker
than generally accepred international organic sandards.

Thank you far ypour promps atrention to this mateer, and please keep mie informed
regarding USDAs further actions with respect 1o these regulations.

Sincerely,



