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To Whaom [ Concerms:

As a cllizen and cansumer of arganic foods and as someone who is very concamed about
the quality and cheices in the foods | and my family purchase and eat, | fee| that the recently
proposed regulations for organic foods must be rewrillen io reflect much sticler standards. As
cumently proposed, these standards are unacceptabis,

| strongly befieve that the USDA should defer to the expertise, inegrity and authority of the
Mational Crganic Standands Board (MOS8) and should adhere to all of their recommendations as
was mandated by Congrass in the Omganic Foods Production Act of 1980, Their authodty, in-
cluding the power to de-cenlfy growers who do not maeet their standands, should not be wsurped,
(Sectlons 20520 - 205.28)

The proposed regulations would allow for practices and technologies that are completely at
odds with the very nature of arganic agriculture, such as the use of genetically engineered
organisms (GEOs), the inclusion of synthetics prohibited by the NOSE, and the use of
ionizing radiation in food production. The use of bio-solids should be-prohibited in ANY
agriculiure, but particularly in organic famming. This praciics threatens not only human heaith,
but that of enlire ecosystems. (Sections 2082, 205.7-205.9, 205.17, 205.22, 205.26)

The standards of care for fam animals shouid also not be any less than those set forth by
the NOEE and (he feeding of manure, rendered animal pans, non-onganic feeds and the usa of
aniibiotics given 10 animals on organic farms shoukd be prohibited., (205.13-205.15, 205.22,
208 24)

There should be a sliding scale of fees and not a standard flat fee for certification which will

give an uniair advaniage lo large operalors and could force many small growers and ather small-
scale companies out of exislence, giving the consumer less choica, (205,421-205.424)

Consumers deserve 1o be given as much information as passible in terms of how their food
was Qrown and processed and we are enlitied 1o full marked information and disclosure on labels.
The USDA should naot iMarfere with such [abeding and daing 50 would viclate our right to make

fuily informed choices. (205,.103)

The full historical record of land usage should be taken into account and no previously con-
taminaied siles should be allowed for use in organic agriculiure,

To go against the intent of the Organic Feods Production Act as defined by Congress and o
depan from the recommendations of the Mational Organic Standards Soard as mandated by that
linat waiild muddy 1he meaning of "arganic®, confuse tuslomers, e small farmears and business-

es, and would devasiate a vital and growing enterprise. |t would siso hamm ecosystems, soil and
water health and species biodiversity. This will affect not only present, bul fulure generations.

Sincaraly,
HHIME:

Address:



