From Mathews, Richard

Sent: Monday, April 22, 2002 8:58 AM

To: Benham Kat heri ne

Cc: Pooler, Bob; Strother, Toni; 'kimburton@ nsmucker. con

Subj ect: FW Renoval of Chilean Nitrate (Sodium Nitrate) from Nationa
Li st

| mportance: High

Pl ease forward this to the Board nmenbers today and include it as a comment in
t he nmeeting book.

----- Origi nal Message-----

From Steven Harper [nmailto:steven. harper @mal | pl anet f oods. coni

Sent: Friday, April 19, 2002 5:11 PM

To: nosb Owasu Bandel e (E-nail)

Cc: Mathews, Richard; Pooler, Bob

Subj ect: Reroval of Chilean Nitrate (Sodium Nitrate) from National List
| nport ance: High

| have talked with a number of very active persons in the agriculture sector
of the organic industry regarding the fact that Chilean nitrate is being
consi dered for renoval fromthe National List for use in Production. |
believe that the consideration for renmoval should be deferred for the

foll owi ng reasons.

1) There is no indication in any of the announcenents that Chilean Nitrate
is being considered for renpval. The official announcenent fromthe USDA
nmentions materials being considered for "inclusion" on the National List.

O her announcenents in the industry based off of the USDA announcenent al so
mention that materials being considered are for "inclusion". The agenda
makes no nention one way or another.

2) This is the first material that is being considered for renmoval fromthe
National List. Until this tine all materials have been considered for

inclusion. | believe that we need to be rmuch nore diligent about notifying
the industry about renmoval of materials because production practices,
formul ati ons, etc have been put into place based on the lists. It is nore

difficult to change established practices to delete materials than to add
them as they becone avail abl e.

3) The previous NOSB struggled long and hard to work out the conproni se
position that is currently annotated. | believe to not give the industry
time to respond to a practice that has been all owed, needed by sone

producers and used since the inception of the organic industry is clearly
not in the best interest of the organic conmunity and is clearly not fair

4) The public also has no knowl edge of any current recomendati ons of the
Crop Conmittee regarding Chilean Nitrate. This nakes it very difficult for
response at this point if a producer is even aware that the material is
bei ng consi dered for renoval.

Pl ease give serious thought to deferring action on the renmoval of Chilean
Nitrate until the next NOSB neeting.

Best Regards,



St even Harper Ph.D.
Director of R&D
Smal | Pl anet Foods
360- 855-2724



